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1 GENERAL 
 
1.1 The Sub-Committee on Pollution Prevention and Response (PPR) held its third 
session from 15 to 19 February 2016 under the chairmanship of Mr. S. Oftedal (Norway). 
The Vice-Chairman, Dr. F. Da Costa Fernandes (Brazil), was also present.  
 
1.2  The session was attended by delegations from Member Governments and observers 
from international organizations and non-governmental organizations in consultative status as 
listed in document PPR 3/INF.1.  
 
Opening address 
 
1.3 The Secretary-General welcomed participants and delivered his opening address, 
the full text of which can be downloaded from the IMO website at the following link: 
http://www.imo.org/MediaCentre/SecretaryGeneral/Secretary-GeneralsSpeechesToMeeting 
 
Chairman's remarks  
 
1.4  In responding, the Chairman thanked the Secretary-General for his words of guidance 
and encouragement and assured him that his advice and requests would be given every 
consideration in the deliberations of the Sub-Committee.  
 
Adoption of the agenda and related matters  
 
1.5  The Sub-Committee adopted the agenda (PPR 3/1) and agreed to be guided in its 
work, in general, by the annotations contained in document PPR 3/1/1 (Secretariat) and the 
proposed arrangements for the session set out in document PPR 3/1/2 (Chairman). The 
agenda, as adopted, together with the list of documents considered under each agenda item, 
is set out in document PPR 3/INF.8. 
 
2 DECISIONS OF OTHER IMO BODIES 
 
2.1 The Sub-Committee noted the outcome of MEPC 68, MSC 95, SDC 2, SSE 2 
and CCC 2 relevant to its work, as reported in document PPR 3/2 (Secretariat), and took 
appropriate action under the relevant agenda items.  
 
2.2 The Sub-Committee also noted that the Assembly, at its twenty-ninth session, had 
adopted the following pertinent resolutions: 
 
 .1 Strategic Plan for the Organization (for the six-year period 2016 to 2021) 

(resolution A.1097(29)); 
 

 .2 High-level Action Plan of the Organization and priorities for the 2016-2017 
biennium (resolution A.1098(29)); and  

 
 .3 Application of the Strategic Plan and the High-level Action Plan of the 

Organization (resolution A.1099(29)). 
 

http://www.imo.org/MediaCentre/SecretaryGeneral/Secretary%1eGeneralsSpeechesToMeeting.
http://www.imo.org/MediaCentre/SecretaryGeneral/Secretary%1eGeneralsSpeechesToMeeting.
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3 SAFETY AND POLLUTION HAZARDS OF CHEMICALS AND PREPARATION OF 
CONSEQUENTIAL AMENDMENTS TO THE IBC CODE  

 
Revision of the IBC Code – chapters 17, 18 and 21 
 
3.1 The Sub-Committee agreed to refer documents PPR 3/3 (Norway), PPR 3/3/3 
(Norway), PPR 3/3/4 (Secretariat) and PPR 3/INF.3 and Corr.1 (Norway), directly to the 
ESPH Working Group, having noted that these pertained to ongoing tasks of the group. 
 
Report of ESPH 21 
 
3.2 The Sub-Committee recalled that the twenty-first session of the ESPH Working Group 
(ESPH 21) had taken place from 26 to 30 October 2015 and that the report of that session was 
circulated under document PPR 3/3/2. 
 
3.3 Having considered the report of ESPH 21, the Sub-Committee approved it in general 
and, in particular: 
 

.1 noted the group's discussions with regard to the introduction of a fee for the 
re-evaluation of products by the GESAMP/EHS Working Group;  

 
.2 agreed to the draft MSC-MEPC circular on Example of a Certificate of 

Protection for products requiring oxygen-dependent inhibitors, set out in 
annex 1, for submission to MSC 96 and MEPC 70 for approval; 

 
.3 concurred with the evaluation of products and noted their respective 

inclusion in lists 1, 2 and 3 of MEPC.2/Circ.21, with validity for all countries 
and with no expiry date; 

 
.4 concurred with the addition of four new bio-fuels to the list of recognized 

bio-fuels set out in annex 11 of MEPC.2/Circ.21; 
 
.5 endorsed the general principles for the preparation of submissions and data 

requirements for list 3 trade-named mixtures; 
 
.6 concurred with the evaluation of cleaning additives and noted their inclusion 

in MEPC.2/Circ.21; 
 
.7 noted the progress made in revising chapter 21 of the IBC Code; 
 
.8 noted the proposed milestones and timeline for finalization, adoption and 

entry into force of the amendments to chapters 17, 18 and 21 of the 
IBC Code; 

 
.9 noted the discussions with regard to a proposal for the introduction of a 

numerical product identification for noxious liquid substances transported in 
bulk for inclusion in chapters 17 and 18 of the IBC Code; 

 
.10 noted the progress made on the revision of the Guidelines for the provisional 

assessment of liquid substances transported in bulk (MEPC.1/Circ.512); 
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.11 noted the discussions on the development of minimum carriage 
requirements for contaminated bulk liquids carried on OSVs; and 

 
.12 approved the proposed provisional agenda for ESPH 22, subject to revision 

based on the progress made by the ESPH Working Group at this session. 
 

3.4 Further to concerns raised by some delegations regarding the lack of submissions to 
assist in developing carriage requirements for contaminated backloads carried on OSVs 
(see paragraph 3.3.11), given the anticipated finalization of the OSV Code at PPR 4, 
the Chairman of the ESPH Working Group noted that generic carriage requirements could be 
established for such backloads at ESPH 22, if no documents on this subject were submitted 
to that session. The PPR Chairman further noted that this option could be proposed and 
discussed in more detail in the working group.  
 
3.5 The Sub-Committee agreed with this approach and instructed the ESPH Working 
Group to proceed accordingly. 
 
Analysis of the impacts on carriage requirements based on the application of draft 
revised chapter 21 of the IBC Code 
 
3.6 The Sub-Committee considered document PPR 3/3/1 (Secretariat) setting out an 
analysis of the impacts on carriage requirements based on the application of the draft revised 
chapter 21 of the IBC Code, together with document PPR 3/3/6 (IPTA et al.) commenting on 
the analysis and highlighting the implications for industry resulting from the proposed 
amendments. 
 
3.7 The Sub-Committee noted, in particular, that the application of the current draft of 
revised chapter 21 of the IBC Code would result in a 64% increase in products that have both 
safety and pollution aspects; a 145% increase in products requiring controlled venting; a 183% 
increase in products identified as toxic or flammable/toxic with regard to vapour detection 
requirements and a 102% increase in products that would now require personal protective 
equipment, all representing an escalation to more stringent carriage requirements than 
currently required. 
 
3.8 Concern was expressed by a number of delegations with regard to the significant 
number of products that would now be considered toxic and the associated carriage 
requirements that would be triggered by this increase. 
 
3.9 A number of delegations were of the view that these products had a long history of 
safe carriage in accordance with the existing requirements and therefore questioned the need 
for introducing more stringent requirements. However, other delegations recognized that the 
change in categorization of these products was not due to the current revision of the criteria in 
chapter 21 of the Code, but was a result of a re-evaluation based on the availability of more 
recent technical data for these substances, many of which demonstrated long-term health 
impacts (e.g. carcinogenicity) that had not previously been known. While acknowledging the 
challenge of addressing a higher number of toxic products and the resulting operational issues, 
most delegations agreed that the evidence could not be ignored and that appropriate standards 
were needed. 
 
3.10 The Sub-Committee noted a number of other considerations that were raised, notably 
the lack of availability of vapour equipment for the full range of toxic products and the need to 
review the special requirements related to toxic products in chapter 15 of the IBC Code to 
determine whether these were still applicable.  
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3.11 Having considered the comments and concerns raised, the Sub-Committee agreed 
to refer the documents to the ESPH Working Group for further consideration as part of its 
ongoing work on the revision of chapter 21 of the IBC Code, taking into account the views 
expressed in plenary. 
 
Guidance/procedures for assessing products classified under Annex I or II of MARPOL 
 
3.12 The Sub-Committee recalled that MEPC 68 had considered document MEPC 68/12/6 
(United Kingdom) proposing the development of guidance/procedures for assessing products 
classified under Annexes I and II of MARPOL and had instructed it to develop such guidance 
to ensure the products are shipped under the correct Annex. 
 
3.13 The Sub-Committee also recalled that MEPC 68 had considered a proposal to amend 
MARPOL Annexes I and II in order to include technically suitable bio-fuels in the scope 
of Annex I (MEPC 67/16/1 by Brazil and Finland and MEPC 68/17/6 by Finland and Italy) and 
had referred the matter to the Sub-Committee, requesting it to consider the products identified 
in documents MEPC 67/16/1 and MEPC 68/17/6 when developing the aforementioned 
guidance. 
 
3.14 The Sub-Committee considered document PPR 3/3/5 (United Kingdom) providing 
a basis for the development of guidance/procedures for assessing products classified under 
MARPOL Annex I and II, to ensure that they were covered under the appropriate Annex. 
 
3.15 Having discussed the matter and having noted the wide support for the development 
of such guidance, the Sub-Committee agreed to refer the matter to the ESPH Working Group 
for further consideration, instructing the group to also take into account the product lists set out 
in documents MEPC 67/16/1 and MEPC 68/17/6 and to report back to the Sub-Committee with 
the results of its discussions. 
 
Establishment of the ESPH Working Group 
 
3.16 The Sub-Committee established the Working Group on Evaluation of Safety and 
Pollution Hazards of Chemicals (ESPH) and instructed it, taking into account the report of 
ESPH 21 (PPR 3/3/2) and the comments and decisions made in plenary, to:  
 

.1 conduct an evaluation of cleaning additives, noting that no new products had 
been submitted for evaluation at this session; 

 
.2 progress its work on the review of the safety criteria guidelines in chapter 21 

of the IBC Code and of the product lists set out in chapters 17 and 18, taking 
into account documents PPR 3/3 (Norway), PPR 3/3/1 (Secretariat), 
PPR 3/3/3 (Norway), PPR 3/3/4 (Secretariat) and PPR 3/3/6 (IPTA et al.); 

 
.3 continue its work on the revision of the Guidelines for the provisional 

assessment of liquid substances transported in bulk (MEPC.1/Circ.512); 
 

.4 continue its work on the development of minimum carriage requirements for 
contaminated bulk liquids carried on OSVs; 

 

.5 initiate the development of guidance for the assessment of products under 
Annex I or Annex II of MARPOL, taking into account the product lists set out 
in documents MEPC 67/16/1 and MEPC 68/17/6, and report back to the 
Sub-Committee with the results of its discussions; and 

 
.6 review and update the agenda for ESPH 22, as appropriate. 
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Report of the ESPH Working Group 
 
3.17 Having considered the relevant parts of the report of the ESPH Working Group 
(PPR 3/WP.3), the Sub-Committee approved the report in general, including those items 
referred to it under agenda item 4 (paragraphs 4.11 and 4.12), and took action as described in 
the following paragraphs. 
 
Evaluation of cleaning additives 
 
3.18 The Sub-Committee concurred with the results of the group's evaluation of cleaning 
additives and their inclusion in the next revision of the MEPC.2/Circular, i.e. MEPC.2/Circ.22, 
in December 2016. 
 
Review of the MEPC.2/Circular 
 
3.19 The Sub-Committee noted that the tripartite agreements for 30 products would reach 
their expiry dates in December 2016 and invited Member States to take action as appropriate, 
to avoid any delay in the carriage of these products beyond their expiry dates. 
 
Revision of the IBC Code – Chapters 17, 18 and 21 
 
3.20 The Sub-Committee noted the progress made in the revision of chapters 17, 18 
and 21 of the IBC Code.  
 
3.21 The Sub-Committee also noted the group's consideration of the rationale for deviating 
from the usual carriage requirements, based on the application of the criteria set out in the 
draft revised chapter 21 of the IBC Code, and its agreement to modified carriage requirements 
for some products, based on expert judgement.    
 
3.22 The Sub-Committee endorsed the group's agreement regarding the application of the 
new subcategories of sensitizers established by GESAMP/EHS, noting that these had been 
incorporated in the revision of chapter 21 of the Code, and also the group's intention to apply 
this new categorization to the assessment of any new products submitted to the ESPH Working 
Group henceforth. 
 
3.23 Further to the analysis submitted by the Secretariat (PPR 3/3/1) and the commenting 
document specifically related to toxic products submitted by IPTA et al. (PPR 3/3/6), the 
Sub-Committee noted the group's initial deliberations on the increased number of toxic 
products that would be included in chapter 17 as a result of the proposed amendments to the 
IBC Code, and invited industry to submit information to ESPH 22 on the components triggering 
the toxicity rating. 
 
Revision of the Guidelines for the provisional assessment of liquid substances 
transported in bulk (MEPC.1/Circ.512) 
 
3.24 The Sub-Committee noted the progress made on the revision of the Guidelines for 
the provisional assessment of liquid substances transported in bulk (MEPC.1/Circ.512) and 
agreed to request the GESAMP/EHS Working Group to undertake an assessment of mineral 
oil, with a view to confirming or revising the component factor used in mixture calculations 
involving diluent mineral oil. 
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Development of minimum carriage requirements for contaminated bulk liquids carried 
on OSVs 
 
3.25 Given that no documents had been submitted to either ESPH 21 or the current 
session, the Sub-Committee agreed to retain this item on the agenda of the ESPH Working 
Group for one more session and invited industry to submit, as a matter of priority, the 
necessary technical information on the composition of contaminated backloads to ESPH 22, 
noting the timeline for finalization of the OSV Code. 
 
3.26  The Sub-Committee also concurred with the group's proposal to develop generic 
minimum carriage requirements for contaminated backloads, based on known toxicity and 
flammability concerns, should there be no information submitted to ESPH 22 on this matter. 
 
Guidance for the assessment of products under Annex I or Annex II of MARPOL 
 
3.27 The Sub-Committee, having noted the results of the group's preliminary discussions 
related to the development of guidance for assessing and classifying products under Annexes I 
and II of MARPOL, invited submissions on the matter to ESPH 22, noting that more information 
would be needed in order for the group to progress on this work. 
 
Future planned output of the ESPH Working Group 
 
3.28 Taking into account the group's progress during the session, as well as the progress 
made under agenda item 4, which had also been referred to it, the Sub-Committee approved 
the provisional agenda for ESPH 22 as set out in annex 2. 
 
4 REVIEW OF MARPOL ANNEX II REQUIREMENTS THAT HAVE AN IMPACT ON 

CARGO RESIDUES AND TANK WASHINGS OF HIGH VISCOSITY AND 
PERSISTENT FLOATING PRODUCTS 

 
4.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that PPR 1 had considered document PPR 1/3/3 
(Denmark et al.) regarding ongoing issues related to high-viscosity and persistent floating 
products discharged in accordance with MARPOL Annex II requirements, but which were 
solidifying and coming ashore in the northern European region, and had agreed to keep the 
matter in abeyance, pending a decision by MEPC 66 related to the High-level Action Plan 
output under which this issue would be captured. 
 
4.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that MEPC 68 had agreed to include a new output 
on "Review of MARPOL Annex II requirements that have an impact on cargo residues and 
tank washings of high viscosity, solidifying and persistent floating products and associated 
definitions and preparation of amendments" in the biennial agenda of the PPR Sub-Committee 
and the provisional agenda of PPR 3, with a target completion date of 2018, based on a 
proposal submitted by Germany et al. (MEPC 68/17/2). 
 
4.3 The Sub-Committee considered document PPR 3/4 (Norway), elaborating on the 
proposed amendments to MARPOL Annex II regarding the discharge requirements related to 
the cleaning and discharge of tank washings containing high-viscosity, solidifying and 
persistent floating products. 
 
4.4 In general, the delegations that spoke concurred that measures were needed to 
address the issue, but emphasized the need for a pragmatic approach, noting that a range of 
options should be considered. 
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4.5 Regarding the options presented in the document submitted by Norway, there was 
general support for the proposed changes to the definitions of high-viscosity and solidifying 
substances and the requirement for a pre-wash that would be introduced by these modified 
definitions. The Sub-Committee did, however, recognize that the adequacy of reception 
facilities would present a significant challenge, given the number of products that would be 
captured by such an amendment. 
 
4.6 While the majority of the delegations that spoke did not generally support the proposal 
for the establishment of a special area to address the problem, some delegations were of the 
view that this option should also be considered. 
 
4.7 Some delegations expressed concern about the impacts the proposal may have on 
the vegetable oil industry, given the number of vegetable oils that would be covered by the 
proposed MARPOL amendments, and emphasized that the impacts would need to be 
assessed before the introduction of any new amendments, to avoid unintended consequences. 
 
4.8 In considering the proposal to eliminate the exemption set out in regulation 4.1.3 of 
MARPOL Annex II that had been established to facilitate the carriage of larger volumes of 
vegetable oils in excess of the 3000 m3 tank size limit of ship type 2 vessels, the 
Sub-Committee noted indications from a number of delegations that this exemption was still 
widely used in their respective countries.  
 
4.9 Further to the comments set out above, and noting that it could not arrive at clear 
conclusions on any of the options presented in document PPR 3/4, the Sub-Committee agreed 
to refer the document to the ESPH Working Group for further consideration of the proposals 
contained therein, taking into account the comments raised in plenary. 
 
Instructions to the ESPH Working Group 
 
4.10 Based on the comments raised in plenary, the Sub-Committee instructed the 
ESPH Working Group, established under agenda item 3, to: 
 

.1 develop relevant amendments to MARPOL Annex II, taking into account 
document PPR 3/4;  

 
.2 consider the impacts of the proposed amendments; and 
 
.3 report back with the results of its discussions and a provisional timeline for 

the completion of this work. 
 
Report of the ESPH Working Group 
 
4.11 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the ESPH Working Group 
(PPR 3/WP.3, paragraphs 9.1 to 9.10), the Sub-Committee noted the group's initial discussions 
with regard to the proposed amendments to MARPOL Annex II to address issues related to 
the discharge of high-viscosity, solidifying and persistent floating products.   
 
4.12 Having noted that a range of issues and possible options had been considered during 
the discussion and that, in order to progress this work and assess the possible impacts of any 
related amendments to MARPOL Annex II, the group would need more information, the 
Sub-Committee invited interested delegations to submit comments and proposals on the 
matter to ESPH 22. 
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5 CODE FOR THE TRANSPORT AND HANDLING OF LIMITED AMOUNTS OF 
HAZARDOUS AND NOXIOUS LIQUID SUBSTANCES IN BULK ON OFFSHORE 
SUPPORT VESSELS 

 
5.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that PPR 1 had referred a number of chapters of the 
draft OSV Chemical Code to the SDC and SSE Sub-Committees for advice and input. 
 
5.2 The Sub-Committee recalled also that PPR 2 had instructed the ESPH Working Group 
to review the draft text of chapter 16 on backloading of contaminated bulk liquids. Having noted 
that the group had agreed, in principle, that carriage requirements were needed for 
contaminated backloads, PPR 2 had invited interested Member Governments and international 
organizations to submit any available information on the composition of contaminated 
backloads to assist in developing special requirements under chapter 15 of the IBC Code to 
ESPH 21. The Sub-Committee noted that no documents had been submitted to ESPH 21 on 
this matter.  
 
5.3 The Sub-Committee further recalled that PPR 2 had re-established the 
correspondence group and had instructed it to finalize the text of the draft OSV Chemical Code. 
 
5.4 The Sub-Committee had for its consideration the following documents: 
 

.1 PPR 3/5 (Secretariat), providing the outcome of SDC 2, SSE 2 and CCC 2 
related to the development of the draft OSV Chemical Code, in particular 
concerning the consideration of draft chapter 2 on ship survival capability 
and location of cargo tanks, chapter 5 on cargo transfer and chapter 8 on 
firefighting requirements; and 

 
.2 PPR 3/5/1 and PPR 3/INF.2 (Denmark), providing the report of the 

correspondence group and the text of the draft Code developed by the group, 
also including comments received during its deliberations.  

 
5.5 With regard to the draft text of chapter 2 on ship survival capability and location of 
cargo tanks, as revised by SDC 2, the Sub-Committee noted the support expressed by two 
delegations for the proposed quantity threshold values (i.e. 150 m3, 800 m3 and 1200 m3) in 
sections 2.6 and 2.7, concerning damage assumptions and standard damage, respectively.  
 
Establishment of a Working Group on the OSV Chemical Code 
 
5.6 The Sub-Committee established a Working Group on the OSV Chemical Code and 
instructed it, on the basis of the report of the correspondence group (PPR 3/5/1 and 
PPR 3/INF.2) and taking into account the outcome of SDC 2, SSE 2 and CCC 2 (PPR 3/5) as 
well as the comments made in plenary, to:  
 

.1 further develop the text of the draft OSV Chemical Code; and 
 

.2 consider whether the correspondence group needs to be re-established and, 
if so, develop draft terms of reference for the group. 

 
Report of the Working Group   
 
5.7 Having considered an oral report by the Chairman of the Working Group, 
the Sub-Committee expressed its appreciation to the group and its Chairman for the progress 
achieved and noted that a written report, including the draft text of the OSV Chemical Code, 
would be submitted to PPR 4. 



PPR 3/22 
Page 12 

 

 

https://edocs.imo.org/Final Documents/English/PPR 3-22 (E).docx 

5.8 In this connection, the Sub-Committee noted that the group had finalized chapters 3 
to 9 and 11 to 14 on ship design, special requirements, cargo containment, cargo transfer, 
cargo tank venting, electrical installations, firefighting, mechanical ventilation, instrumentation 
and automation systems, pollution prevention and personnel protection, respectively, subject 
to final review by PPR 4; and had further developed chapters 1, 2, 15, 16 and 17 on general, 
ship survival capability and location of cargo tanks, operational requirements, backloading of 
contaminated bulk liquids and discharging/loading of portable tanks on board, respectively.  
 
5.9 The Sub-Committee reiterated its invitation to Member Governments and international 
organizations to submit relevant data and technical information on the backloading of 
contaminated bulk liquids to ESPH 22 and PPR 4, with a view to facilitating the development 
of carriage requirements for contaminated bulk liquids carried on OSVs (see paragraph 3.25). 
 
Re-establishment of the correspondence group 
 
5.10 The Sub-Committee re-established the Correspondence Group on the Development 
of the OSV Chemical Code, under the coordination of Denmark1, and instructed it to: 
 

.1 finalize the text of the draft OSV Chemical Code, on the basis of the text of 
the Code prepared by the Working Group on the OSV Chemical Code 
established at PPR 3; and 

 
 .2 submit a written report to PPR 4. 
 
6 REVISED GUIDANCE ON BALLAST WATER SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS 
 
6.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that PPR 2 had agreed to amendments to the Guidance 
on ballast water sampling and analysis for trial use in accordance with the BWM Convention 
and Guidelines (G2) (BWM.2/Circ.42), which were subsequently approved by MEPC 68 and 
issued as a revision of the Guidance (BWM.2/Circ.42/Rev.1). The Sub-Committee also 
recalled that PPR 2 had invited Member Governments and international organizations to 
submit further information and proposals related to ballast water sampling, analysis and 
contingency measures to future sessions, with a view to further developing and improving the 
relevant guidance documents and guidelines. 
 
6.2 The Sub-Committee noted the information regarding a new method for in-line ballast 
water sampling submitted in documents PPR 3/6 and Corr.1 (Republic of Korea) and the 
intention of the Republic of Korea to submit draft amendments to the Guidance 
(BWM.2/Circ.42/Rev.1) to PPR 4, with a view to possible inclusion of the new sampling 
method. In this connection, the Sub-Committee agreed that further consideration, in particular 
regarding the safety aspect of the said sampling method, was needed.   
 
6.3 The Sub-Committee reiterated its invitation to Member Governments and international 
organizations to submit further relevant information and proposals to future sessions 
(see paragraph 6.1).  

                                                 
1 Coordinator: 

 Ms. Clea Henrichsen 
 Danish Maritime Authority 
 Regulation, Manning and Certification 
 Carl Jacobsens Vej 31 
 2500 Valby 
 Denmark 
 Tel.:  +45 91376369 
 Email: cge@dma.dk 

mailto:cge@dma.dk
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7 PRODUCTION OF A MANUAL ENTITLED "BALLAST WATER MANAGEMENT – 
HOW TO DO IT" 

 
7.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that, following consideration of the first draft of the 
manual entitled "Ballast Water Management – How to do it" (PPR 2/6), PPR 2 had invited 
IMarEST and the Secretariat to continue with the development of the manual and 
Member Governments and international organizations to continue supporting this activity, with 
a view to submission of the final version to the current session for consideration. 
The Sub-Committee also recalled that, in view of the above, MEPC 68 had extended the target 
completion year for this output to 2017. 
 
7.2 The Sub-Committee had for its consideration document PPR 3/7 (IMarEST) 
containing the second draft of the manual, and noted that IMarEST had engaged with 
the Secretariat, its own expert members and with representatives of Singapore to develop this 
draft. The Sub-Committee expressed its appreciation to IMarEST for providing the draft of the 
manual and to Singapore and the Secretariat for their contribution to its development. 
 
7.3 In the ensuing discussion, all the delegations and observers that spoke expressed 
their general support for the draft manual, while some specific comments and suggestions 
were made, including the following: 
 

.1 a need for improvements to section 9.5 was identified, with regard to 
a reference to the ISM Code in the context of the approval of ballast water 
management plans which was considered not appropriate; 

 
.2 a similar need was identified to improve section 9.6 with regard to the 

requirement for retention on board of the ballast water record book; 
 
.3 chapters 4 and 5 should be reviewed with regard to the discussion therein of 

topics such as jurisdiction, obligations of stakeholders, and others;  
 
.4 the need to retain chapters 20 and 21, dealing with organizational matters of 

maritime administrations and delegation of duties, should be considered by 
the drafting group, as these topics are already covered by the 
RO and III Codes; 

 
.5 the manual should also address contingency measures, following the 

decision by MEPC 68 to develop guidance on this topic; 
 
.6 concerns were expressed regarding non-compliance and resulting actions, 

in particular the criminalization of seafarers;  
 

.7 the final text of the manual should ensure consistency with the requirements 
of the BWM Convention; and 

 

.8 references in the manual to IMO instruments should be clearly marked and 
quoted text highlighted.  

 
7.4 Recognizing the ongoing work by the MEPC on a number of ballast water 
management-related topics, such as the development of guidance on exceptions and 
exemptions, the amendment of regulation B-3 of the BWM Convention and the review of the 
Guidelines for approval of ballast water management systems (G8), the Sub-Committee 
agreed to keep sections 8.3, 8.4 and 9.1 and chapter 14 of the manual in square brackets 
for the time being, to be revisited with a view to finalization after the Committee has completed 
its work on these topics. 
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Establishment of a drafting group 
 
7.5 The Sub-Committee established the Drafting Group on Production of a Manual 
Entitled "Ballast Water Management – How to do it" and instructed it, taking into account the 
comments and proposals made in plenary, to prepare the final text of the manual, excluding 
sections 8.3, 8.4 and 9.1 and chapter 14 (see paragraph 7.4). 
 
Report of the drafting group 
 
7.6 Having considered an oral report by the Chairman of the drafting group, 
the Sub-Committee expressed its appreciation to the group and its Chairman for the progress 
achieved and noted that the written report of the group, including the draft text of the manual, 
would be submitted to PPR 4. 
 
8 CONSIDERATION OF THE IMPACT ON THE ARCTIC OF EMISSIONS OF BLACK 

CARBON FROM INTERNATIONAL SHIPPING 
 
Background 
 
8.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MEPC 68 had approved the Bond et al. definition 
for Black Carbon for international shipping, for the primary reason that this definition is 
measurement-method neutral and widely supported by the scientific community.  
 
8.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that MEPC 68 had noted that there is a need 
for Black Carbon measurement studies to be conducted so as to gain experience in applying 
the definition and measurement methods to enable comparison of the measurement methods 
and to assess the scale of possible variation in the data collected; and had invited interested 
Member Governments and international organizations to submit additional relevant 
proposals/information to PPR 3. 
 
8.3 The Sub-Committee noted that MEPC 68 had agreed to the need for a protocol to 
govern any voluntary measurement studies used to collect data, with the focus on using the 
agreed definition of Black Carbon to support data collection and to identify the most appropriate 
measurement method(s) of Black Carbon emissions from international shipping. 
 
Consideration of documents 
 
8.4 The Sub-Committee had for its consideration the following documents: 
 
 .1 PPR 3/8 (Germany and EUROMOT), proposing a harmonized protocol for 

voluntary Black Carbon measurement studies under consideration of 
effective application of the four measurement methods, namely Laser 
Induced Incandescence (LII), Filter Smoke Number (FSN), Photo-Acoustic 
Spectrometry (PAS) and Multi-Angle Absorption Photometry (MAAP);  

 
.2 PPR 3/8/1 and PPR 3/INF.5 (Japan), presenting findings from 

measurements of Black Carbon in exhaust gases, both in laboratories and 
on board a ship. Based on these findings, Japan has concluded that further 
consideration may be necessary as to what kind of methods should be 
appropriate to measure Black Carbon complying with the four factors 
included in the definition by Bond et al.; and 
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.3 PPR 3/8/2 (Canada), commenting on document PPR 3/8 and suggesting that 
the protocol proposed by Germany and EUROMOT should be clearly 
identified as a reporting protocol rather than as a measurement protocol.  

 
8.5 The Sub-Committee noted the information contained in documents: 
 

.1 PPR 3/INF.6 (Canada), presenting a research plan for the evaluation of 
Black Carbon measurement methods on a laboratory bench-tested marine 
engine; and 

 
.2 PPR 3/INF.7 (Canada and Netherlands), providing a summary of the 

proceedings of a technical workshop on marine Black Carbon emissions, 
held in Utrecht, Netherlands, from 16 to 17 September 2015. 

 
8.6 In the ensuing discussion, the following comments were, inter alia, made:  
 

.1 the Bond et al. definition of Black Carbon, as approved by MEPC 68, 
describes the four physical properties that uniquely define Black Carbon and 
its importance as an environmental pollutant. The definition is not prescriptive 
in that it does not impose the need to measure all the properties in order to 
make a valid measurement of Black Carbon. Measurement methods rely on 
a sensitivity to any of the four properties in order to make a valid 
measurement of Black Carbon; 

 
.2 the Black Carbon reporting scheme for international shipping is intended to 

be voluntary, a point which should be made clear in any measurement 
protocol, to avoid causing confusion for parties that wish to voluntarily report 
their Black Carbon emissions but may be hesitant to do so because they 
were unable to obtain all the data required in document PPR 3/8; 

 
.3 it is not possible to estimate the accuracy of Black Carbon measurement 

because the measurement method itself is still under consideration. Given 
that the four priority measurement methods (Laser Induced Incandescence, 
Filter Smoke Number, Photo-Acoustic Spectrometry and Multi-Angle 
Absorption Photometry) cannot directly measure the physical features of 
Black Carbon as described in Bond et al., further research and experience is 
necessary for accurate measurement and to understand the capabilities of 
the measurement methods under consideration; 

 
.4 MEPC 68 adopted the Bond et al. definition in part because it is 

measurement-method neutral, and the establishment of sampling 
conditioning and pre-treatment protocols was not included; 

 
.5 standardization of instrument calibration methods and sampling and 

measurement protocols is important to address variations and enable 
comparison of results. However, concern was expressed that standardizing 
sampling conditioning and pre-treatment methods could result in too onerous 
and expensive measurement protocols; and 

 
.6 a single measurement protocol should be developed, but the measurement 

methods under discussion require different pre-treatment methods, thus 
preventing standardization.  
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Establishment of the Working Group on Prevention of air pollution from ships 
 
8.7 Following discussion, the Sub-Committee established the Working Group on 
Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships and instructed it to develop a draft protocol for any 
voluntary measurement studies to collect data, focusing on using the definition of Black Carbon 
to support data collection, taking into account the documents submitted to this session and 
comments made in plenary. 
 
Report of the working group 
 
8.8 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the working group (PPR 3/WP.4, 
paragraphs 4 to 9), the Sub-Committee approved the report in general and took action as 
described in the following paragraphs. 
 
8.9 The Sub-Committee noted that in addition to those listed in paragraph 2 of document 
PPR 3/WP.4, the delegations of Italy and Spain also attended the group. 
 
8.10 The Sub-Committee noted the group's discussion on the development of 
a measurement reporting protocol for voluntary data collection of Black Carbon and that the 
group had prepared a draft protocol, as set out in annex 1 of document PPR 3/WP.4. 
Consequently, the Sub-Committee invited interested Member Governments and international 
organizations to use the protocol and submit data derived from its application to PPR 4. 
 
9 DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARDS FOR SHIPBOARD GASIFICATION WASTE TO 

ENERGY SYSTEMS AND ASSOCIATED AMENDMENTS TO REGULATION 16 OF 
MARPOL ANNEX VI 

 
9.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MEPC 68, having considered document 
MEPC 67/16 (Canada) proposing to develop standards that would allow the use of emerging 
waste to energy technology, had agreed to include an output on "Development of standards 
for shipboard gasification waste to energy systems and associated amendments to 
regulation 16 of MARPOL Annex VI" in the biennial agenda of the Sub-Committee and the 
provisional agenda of this session, with a target completion date of 2017. 
 
9.2 The Sub-Committee noted that, while no relevant documents had been submitted to 
this session, document MEPC 67/16, in its annex 3, contained draft amendments to 
regulation 16 of MARPOL Annex VI and draft standards for shipboard gasification waste to 
energy systems. 
 
9.3 Consequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the Working Group on Prevention of Air 
Pollution from Ships, established under agenda item 8, to develop draft standards for 
shipboard gasification waste to energy systems and associated amendments to regulation 16 
of MARPOL Annex VI, using annex 3 to document MEPC 67/16 as the basis.  
 
Report of the working group 
  
9.4 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the working group (PPR 3/WP.4, 
paragraphs 10 to 14), the Sub-Committee took action as described in the following paragraphs. 
 
9.5 The Sub-Committee noted the group's discussion on the development of 
draft standards for shipboard gasification waste to energy systems and the associated 
amendments to regulation 16 of MARPOL Annex VI. 
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9.6 The Sub-Committee also noted that the group considered that the current title of the 
output would limit the standards to shipboard gasification waste to energy systems only and 
would potentially exclude shipboard gasification of waste systems that do not have an energy 
recovery element. Following consideration of the recommendation by the group to amend the 
title accordingly, the Sub-Committee agreed to request MEPC 70 to approve a change in the 
title of the output to "Development of standards for shipboard gasification of waste systems 
and associated amendments to regulation 16 of MARPOL Annex VI". 
 
9.7 In this connection, the delegation of the Bahamas expressed the view that the working 
group's discussion with regard to the title of the output (PPR 3/WP.4, paragraph 12) might 
constitute a policy matter which was outside the group's terms of reference and that, therefore, 
the Sub-Committee should instead invite interested Member States to submit a proposal to the 
Committee for amending the title of the output.  
 
Establishment of a correspondence group 
 
9.8 The Sub-Committee established a correspondence group on prevention of 
air pollution from ships, under the coordination of the United States2, and instructed it, taking 
into account the comments made and views expressed at PPR 3, to:  
 

.1 further develop draft standards for shipboard gasification waste to energy  
systems and associated amendments to regulation 16 of MARPOL Annex VI, 
using annex 3 to document MEPC 67/16 as the basis; and 

 
.2 submit a written report to PPR 4. 

 
10 AMENDMENTS TO BUNKER DELIVERY NOTE TO PERMIT THE SUPPLY OF 

FUEL OIL NOT IN COMPLIANCE WITH REGULATION 14 OF MARPOL ANNEX VI 
 
10.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that PPR 2 had instructed the Working Group 
on Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships to prepare draft amendments to appendix V of 
MARPOL Annex VI, including possible consequential amendments to regulation 18 of 
MARPOL Annex VI, taking into account documents MEPC 67/12/7 (Austria et al.) and 
PPR 2/2/2 (IMarEST). 
 
10.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that PPR 2 had noted that the working group had 
agreed that the provisions of MARPOL Annex VI should be amended to clarify that fuel oil, 
other than that meeting the sulphur limit values set out in regulation 14 of MARPOL Annex VI, 
can continue to be supplied to a ship for use with an equivalent method allowed under 
regulation 4 and, while it had recognized that amendments to appendix V of MARPOL Annex VI 
were required, had not been able to agree on the text of such amendments. 
 
10.3 The Sub-Committee noted that MEPC 68, having considered the outcome of PPR 2 
on this matter together with paragraphs 3 and 4 of document MEPC 68/12/14 (India), had 
instructed PPR 3 to further consider this issue, taking into account the relevant parts of 
document MEPC 68/12/14, and report back to MEPC 70 (MEPC 68/21, paragraph 3.35).  

                                                 
2   Coordinator: 

 Mr. W. M. Lundy 
 Marine Safety, Security and Stewardship 
 Systems Engineering Division 
 U.S. Coast Guard 
 Tel.:  +1 202 372-1379 
 Email:  Wayne.M.Lundy@uscg.mil 

mailto:Wayne.M.Lundy@uscg.mil
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10.4 The Sub-Committee considered document PPR 3/10 (Austria et al.), providing draft 
amendments to appendix V of MARPOL Annex VI on "Bunker delivery note to permit the supply 
of fuel oil not in compliance with regulation 14 of MARPOL Annex VI". 
 
10.5 The Sub-Committee noted the view expressed by one delegation that fuel oils used 
on board ships that are exempted under regulation 3 of MARPOL Annex VI from specific 
provisions should be also included in appendix V of MARPOL Annex VI. 
 
Instructions to the Working Group on Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships 
 
10.6 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee instructed the Working Group on 
Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships, established under agenda item 8, to finalize draft 
amendments to appendix V of MARPOL Annex VI, taking into account the comments made in 
plenary and documents MEPC 68/12/14 (paragraphs 3 and 4) and PPR 3/10. 
 
Report of the working group 
 
10.7 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the working group (PPR 3/WP.4, 
paragraphs 15 to 19), the Sub-Committee agreed to draft amendments to appendix V of 
MARPOL Annex VI, as set out in annex 3, for submission to MEPC 70 for approval with a view 
to subsequent adoption. 
 
Completion of the work on the output 
 
10.8 The Sub-Committee invited the Committee to note that the work on this output had 
been completed.  
 
11 GUIDELINES FOR ONBOARD SAMPLING AND VERIFICATION OF THE 

SULPHUR CONTENT OF THE FUEL OIL USED ON BOARD SHIPS 
 

11.1 The Sub-Committee noted that MEPC 68, following the consideration of document 
MEPC 68/3/18 (Denmark and Norway), proposing draft amendments to MARPOL Annex VI 
and draft Guidelines for onboard sampling and verification of the sulphur content of the fuel oil 
used on board ships, had: 
 

.1 instructed PPR 3 to initiate the work on the development of Guidelines for 
onboard sampling and verification of the sulphur content of the fuel oil used 
on board ships; and 

 

.2 agreed that the proposal for associated amendments to MARPOL Annex VI 
would constitute a new output and would, therefore, require a relevant 
proposal from a Member Government, in accordance with the Committees' 
Guidelines (MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.4/Rev.4).  

 
11.2 The Sub-Committee considered document PPR 3/11 (Austria et al.) addressing the 
proposal in document MEPC 68/3/18 and providing draft Guidelines for onboard sampling and 
verification of the sulphur content of fuel oil used on board ships. 
 
11.3 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 
 

.1 onboard sampling should be based on clear grounds, should not cause any 
undue delay for ships, and should be considered an exception rather than 
normal practice;  
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.2 the main objective of onboard sampling guidelines is to enhance compliance 
with the requirements in regulation 14 of MARPOL Annex VI and to provide 
guidance for conducting sampling in a safe and consistent manner; the issue 
of clear grounds or justification is a separate issue and does not need to be 
addressed in these guidelines;  

 
.3 the onboard sampling guidelines would provide additional guidance to that 

contained in the 2009 Guidelines for port State control under the revised 
MARPOL Annex VI (resolution MEPC.181(59)); and the 2009 Guidelines for 
the sampling of fuel oil for determination of compliance with the revised 
MARPOL Annex VI (resolution MEPC.182(59));  

 
.4 costs related to onboard sampling and analysis should not be used as a 

revenue stream by Administrations and fees should not be charged to 
shipowners for having fuel sampled;  

 
.5 the structural features of the ship should be taken into account to ensure that 

onboard sampling does not cause any interruption to the normal operation of 
the ship; 

 
.6 due to the risk of fire and explosion in a high temperature environment and 

high pressure of fuel oil, the sampling location has to be carefully considered 
to prevent leakage of fuel oil; 

 
.7 consideration should be given to where the samples are kept; 
 
.8 in the absence of a dedicated sampling point on existing ships, those ships 

should not be required to have one fitted;  
 
.9 focus should also be placed on adequate regulatory and quality controls of 

marine fuel oil suppliers; and 
 
.10 verification provisions should be included in the main text, not in footnotes, 

and fuel oil test laboratories should be accredited by national accreditation 
authorities.  

 
Instructions to the Working Group on Prevention of air pollution from ships 
 
11.4 Following discussion, the Sub-Committee instructed the Working Group on 
Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships, established under agenda item 8, to finalize the 
draft Guidelines for onboard sampling and verification of the sulphur content of fuel oil used on 
board ships, taking into account the comments made in plenary and using the annex to 
document PPR 3/11 as the basis.  
 
Report of the working group 
 
11.5 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the working group (PPR 3/WP.4, 
paragraphs 20 to 33), the Sub-Committee took action as described in the following paragraphs. 
 
Discussion on sampling and verification 
 
11.6 The delegations of the Bahamas and Panama, noting that the instruction by 
the Committee had been to develop guidelines for onboard "sampling and verification" of the 
sulphur content of the fuel oil used on board ships, expressed the view that the work on this 
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output had not been completed, as the draft guidelines did not address verification and the 
discussion in the working group about the scope of the draft guidelines (PPR 3/WP.4, 
paragraphs 21 to 24) had not been part of its terms of reference; therefore the Sub-Committee 
should note the discussion and invite further proposals. The observer from IACS confirmed, 
from a technical point of view, that the draft guidelines do not address verification, but stated 
that this should not mean that verification should be removed from the title and scope of 
the output.   
 
11.7 The delegation of Spain expressed the view that the suggested amendment to the 
title of the draft guidelines was reasonable and editorial in nature, made to reflect their content, 
which did not include verification as that was already provided for by appendix VI of MARPOL 
Annex VI (Fuel verification procedure for MARPOL Annex VI fuel oil samples).  
 
Draft guidelines 
 
11.8 The Sub-Committee considered the draft MEPC circular on "Guidelines for onboard 
sampling for the verification of the sulphur content of fuel oil used on board ships", in particular 
paragraph 2.2.3, which the working group had left in square brackets for decision by the 
Sub-Committee. 
 
11.9 In the course of the discussion the majority of the delegations that spoke supported 
the deletion of the words "from or" and the square brackets around them for the following 
reasons:   
 
 .1 a representative fuel oil sample cannot be taken from the service tank; 
 
 .2 in order to be representative, a fuel oil sample should be drawn as close to 

the fuel oil combustion machinery as possible; and 
 
 .3 the location where the sample is drawn has to take account of possible fuel 

oil cross-contamination in the absence of fully segregated fuel service 
systems or in the case of multiple service tank arrangements. 

 
11.10 A number of other delegations supported the deletion of the square brackets and the 
retention of the text for the following reasons: 
 

.1 safety must be paramount and the introduction of sampling points into a fuel 
pipeline that is pressurized introduces a risk of fire and explosion that the 
draft guidelines do not adequately address, and therefore the draft guidelines 
should be considered by the Maritime Safety Committee; 

 
.2 a representative sample can be drawn from the service tank and a competent 

port State control officer would be able to distinguish the fuel types being 
used by their temperature, and so recognize the service tank from which a 
fuel oil is being used; and 

 
.3 the draft guidelines developed should recognize knowledge of ship 

operation, and Member States, especially those in Emission Control Areas, 
should ensure that fuel oil is supplied which is compliant with the 
SOLAS requirement for a 60oC flashpoint, so as not to exacerbate the risk. 
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11.11 Following the discussion, the Sub-Committee agreed to delete the text in square 
brackets and consequently agreed to the draft MEPC circular on "Guidelines for onboard 
sampling for the verification of the sulphur content of fuel oil used on board ships", as set out 
in annex 4, for submission to MEPC 70 with a view to approval. 
 
Completion of the work on the output 
 
11.12 The Sub-Committee invited the Committee to note that the work on this output had 
been completed.  
 
12 GUIDELINES FOR THE DISCHARGE OF EXHAUST GAS RECIRCULATION 

BLEED-OFF WATER 
 
12.1 The Sub-Committee noted that MEPC 68, having considered document 
MEPC 68/3/13 (Denmark et al.) proposing to develop guidelines for the discharge of bleed-off 
water from exhaust gas recirculation (EGR) NOX emission reduction systems, had agreed to a 
relevant new output for inclusion in the biennial agenda of the Sub-Committee and the 
provisional agenda for this session and had instructed PPR 3 to commence the development 
of such guidelines. 
 
12.2 The Sub-Committee considered document PPR 3/12 (Japan), providing text for draft 
guidelines for the discharge of exhaust gas recirculation (EGR) bleed-off water, and noted 
document PPR 3/INF.4 (Denmark), providing information on the EGR process and the related 
water handling system on engines complying with the NOX Tier III requirements. 
 
Instructions to the Working Group on Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships 
 
12.3 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee instructed the Working Group on 
Prevention of air pollution from ships, established under agenda item 8, to finalize the draft 
Guidelines for the discharge of exhaust gas recirculation (EGR) bleed-off water, using the 
annex to document PPR 3/12 as the basis and taking into account document PPR 3/INF.4. 
 
Report of the working group 
 
12.4 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the working group (PPR 3/WP.4, 
paragraphs 34 to 40), the Sub-Committee noted the group's discussion on the draft Guidelines 
for the discharge of exhaust gas recirculation bleed-off water and the need for further work on 
the matter. 
 
12.5 To expedite the work intersessionally, the Sub-Committee instructed the 
Correspondence Group on Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships, established under agenda 
item 9 (see paragraph 9.8), to further develop the draft Guidelines for the discharge of exhaust 
gas recirculation (EGR) bleed-off water, using annex 4 to document PPR 3/WP.4 as the basis 
and taking into account the comments and views expressed at PPR 3. 
 
Extension of the target completion year 
 
12.6 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee invited the Committee to extend the target 
completion year for the output to 2017. 
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13 IMPROVED AND NEW TECHNOLOGIES APPROVED FOR BALLAST WATER 
MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS AND REDUCTION OF ATMOSPHERIC POLLUTION 

 
The Sub-Committee, having noted that no relevant submissions had been received for 
consideration at this session, invited Member Governments and international organizations to 
submit to PPR 4 information on improved and new technologies approved for ballast water 
management systems and reduction of atmospheric pollution, with a view to promoting and 
encouraging the use of the best available environmental technology not entailing excessive 
costs in shipping, in line with the goal of sustainable development. 
 
14 REVISED SECTION II OF THE MANUAL ON OIL POLLUTION CONTINGENCY 

PLANNING 
 
14.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that PPR 2 had established an intersessional 
correspondence group under the overall coordination of the United States, instructing it, inter 
alia, to prepare a final draft of section II of the Manual on Oil Pollution – Contingency Planning, 
for submission to this session for consideration. 
 
Report of the correspondence group 
 
14.2 In considering the report of the correspondence group (PPR 3/14) submitted by 
the United States, the Sub-Committee noted the significant progress made by the group in 
finalizing the draft section II of the Manual on Oil Pollution – Contingency Planning and 
extended its appreciation to both the Regional Activity Centre/Regional Marine Pollution 
Emergency Information and Training Centre (RAC/REMPEITC-Caribe), acting as the 
coordinator of this work, and the group as a whole.  
 
14.3 In the ensuing discussion, a number of delegations expressed their appreciation for 
the valuable work undertaken by the correspondence group, highlighting the importance of 
maintaining and improving spill response preparedness capacity and encouraging the 
development of further guidance documents in this subject area, particularly in relation to 
preparedness for and response to spills involving hazardous and noxious substances. 
 
Establishment of a drafting group on OPRC-related manuals, guidelines and guidance 
 
14.4 Following the discussion, the Sub-Committee established a drafting group on 
OPRC-related manuals, guidelines and guidance and instructed it to finalize section II of the 
Manual on Oil Pollution – Contingency Planning, using document PPR 3/14 as the basis. 
 
Report of the drafting group 
 
14.5 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the drafting group (PPR 3/WP.5, 
paragraphs 4 and 5), the Sub-Committee approved it in general and took action as indicated 
hereunder. 
 
14.6 In considering the final draft of the text prepared by the group, the Sub-Committee 
noted that the group had agreed to a number of modifications to the text, including 
incorporating further reference to the health and safety aspects of oil spill response and to the 
importance of record keeping in assisting any subsequent review of the effectiveness of the 
response operation.  
 
14.7 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee agreed to the final draft of section II of 
the Manual on Oil Pollution – Contingency Planning, as set out in annex 5, for submission 
to MEPC 70 with a view to approval and subsequent publication. 
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14.8 In this connection, the Sub-Committee invited MEPC 70 to authorize the Secretariat, 
when preparing the final text of section II of the Manual, to effect any editorial correction that 
may be identified as appropriate. 
 
Completion of the work on the output 
 
14.9 The Sub-Committee invited the Committee to note that the work on this output had 
been completed.  
 
15 GUIDE ON OIL SPILL RESPONSE IN ICE AND SNOW CONDITIONS 
 
15.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that PPR 2 had invited interested Member Governments 
and international organizations to conduct a final review of the draft Guide on oil spill response 
in ice and snow conditions, prior to submission of the final draft to this session for 
consideration.  
 
15.2 In considering document PPR 3/15 (Norway) containing an update on the work carried 
out since PPR 2, as well as the final draft of the guide, the Sub-Committee, having noted the 
significant progress made, expressed its appreciation to Norway for leading this work and to 
Norway and Canada for continuing to fund the engagement of a consultant to further progress 
matters. Several delegations welcomed the impending finalization of the guide, which they 
considered would be highly beneficial for international shipping. 
 
Instructions to the Drafting Group on OPRC-related Manuals, Guidelines and Guidance 
 
15.3  Consequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the Drafting Group on OPRC-related 
Manuals, Guidelines and Guidance, established under agenda item 14, to finalize the Guide 
on oil spill response in ice and snow conditions, using the annex to document PPR 3/15 as 
the basis. 
 
Report of the drafting group 
 
15.4 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the drafting group (PPR 3/WP.5, 
paragraphs 6 to 8), the Sub-Committee agreed to the final draft of the Guide on oil spill 
response in ice and snow conditions as set out in annex 6 (PPR 3/22/Add.1), for submission 
to MEPC 70, with a view to approval and subsequent publication. 
 
15.5 In this connection, the Sub-Committee invited MEPC 70 to authorize the Secretariat, 
when preparing the final text of the Guide, to effect any editorial correction that may be 
identified as appropriate. 
 
Completion of the work on the output 
 
15.6 The Sub-Committee invited the Committee to note that the work on this output had 
been completed.  
 
16 UPDATED IMO DISPERSANT GUIDELINES (PART IV) 
 
16.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that PPR 2 had established an intersessional 
correspondence group under the overall coordination of the United States 
(see paragraph 14.1), and instructed it, inter alia, to develop a draft of part IV of the Guidelines 
for the use of dispersant for combatting oil at sea (IMO Dispersant Guidelines), devoted to 
sub-sea dispersant application. 
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16.2 The Sub-Committee, having considered the report of the correspondence group 
(PPR 3/16, submitted by the United States), noted the progress made on the development of 
part IV of the IMO Dispersant Guidelines and instructed the group3 to continue its work and 
submit a report to PPR 4, in accordance with the terms of reference agreed at PPR 2.  
 
17 UPDATED OPRC MODEL TRAINING COURSES 
 
17.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that PPR 2 had noted the progress made on the revision 
of the OPRC Model Training Courses. 
 
17.2 In considering document PPR 3/17 (Secretariat), containing an update on the 
progress of the revision process concerning the drafts of the course outline, instructor's and 
participant's manuals of the OPRC Model Training Course, levels 0, 1 and 2, the 
Sub-Committee noted the significant progress made in the revision of the course materials. 
 
17.3  In this regard, the Sub-Committee noted the view expressed by a delegation that all 
the course presentation materials, including any PowerPoint presentations, should be made 
available to delegations for consideration; the model courses should provide scenarios for 
exercises and topics for group discussions; they should include details on the role of fishing 
vessels in oil spill response operations; an overview of field exercises should be included; and 
lists of equipment required for proposed field exercises and demonstrations should also be 
included.  
 
Instructions to the Drafting Group on OPRC-related Manuals, Guidelines and Guidance 
 
17.4  Consequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the Drafting Group on OPRC-related 
Manuals, Guidelines and Guidance, established under agenda item 14, to finalize the course 
outline, instructor's and participant's manuals of the OPRC Model Training Course levels 0, 1 
and 2, on the basis of the annex to document PPR 3/17 (Secretariat), taking into account the 
comments and proposals made in plenary, and to provide guidance on how best to proceed in 
order to complete the revision of the course. 
 
Asia-Pacific Oil Spill Prevention and Preparedness Conference 2016 
 
17.5 Following consideration of document PPR 3/17, the Sub-Committee noted information 
provided by the delegation of Australia on the Asia-Pacific Oil Spill Prevention & Preparedness 
Conference, "Spillcon 2016", which will be held in Perth, Western Australia, 
from 2 to 6 May 2016. In keeping with its theme of "Global, Regional and Local", 
the Sub-Committee was informed that the Conference aims to bring together local, regional 
and global environmental and shipping representatives to discuss issues including cause, 
prevention, preparedness, response management and environmental issues related to oil 
spills, with further detailed information available on the conference website www.spillcon.com. 
 
Report of the drafting group 
 
17.6 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the drafting group (PPR 3/WP.5, 
paragraphs 9 to 11), the Sub-Committee took action as indicated below. 

                                                 
3   Coordinator: 

 CDR Tom Ottenwaelder 
 United States Coast Guard,  
 Office of Marine Environmental Response International  
   and Domestic Preparedness Division  
 Tel:  +1 202-372-2264 
 Email:  thomas.a.ottenwaelder@uscg.mil 

http://www.spillcon.com/
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17.7 The Sub-Committee, having noted that, due to time constraints, the group had not 
been able to complete the review of all the materials provided in the annex to document 
PPR 3/17, agreed that the Secretariat should be provided with further comments on the course 
materials in the weeks following the current meeting, in order to have a complete indication of 
the content, level of detail and focus of the various course levels expected by the group. These 
comments would then be incorporated to produce a final draft of all course materials and 
presentation slides, in order to afford interested delegations the opportunity to review and 
provide comment on the final draft materials. Following this review, the Secretariat would 
finalize the courses, based on any further comments provided at that stage, for submission of 
a final draft of the Model Course to PPR 4 for consideration. 
 
17.8 The Sub-Committee invited delegations interested in participating in the review to 
contact the Secretariat4 directly before the end of March 2016 so that they could be provided 
with the finalized draft courses, in their entirety, for consideration.  
 
17.9 In this connection, the Sub-Committee requested the Secretariat to finalize the update 
of the OPRC Model Training Courses, based on the comments provided by the drafting group 
and interested delegations (see paragraphs 17.7 and 17.8) and submit the final text to PPR 4 
for consideration. 
 
Extension of the target completion year 
 
17.10 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee invited the Committee to extend the target 
completion year for the output to 2017. 
 
Expression of appreciation 
 
17.11 Following consideration of all four OPRC-related agenda items (14 to 17), 
the Sub-Committee noted the comments made by the delegation of France, which expressed  
its gratitude in respect of the work done to finalize section II of the Manual on Oil Pollution – 
Contingency Planning and the Guide on oil spill response in ice and snow conditions and 
emphasized the importance of the Sub-Committee's work on pollution response. It was further 
noted that there was still more work to be done to ensure that a full collection of guidance and 
tools was developed to assist those involved with responding to future oil spill incidents.  
 
18 UNIFIED INTERPRETATION TO PROVISIONS OF IMO ENVIRONMENT-RELATED 

CONVENTIONS 
 
Unified Interpretations to facilitate implementation of the NOX Technical Code 2008 and 
resolution MEPC.198(62) 
 
18.1 The Sub-Committee considered document PPR 3/18 (IACS), which provided for 
consideration 20 IACS Unified Interpretations (UIs) intended to facilitate implementation of the 
NOX Technical Code 2008 and the 2011 Guidelines addressing additional aspects to the 
NOX Technical Code 2008 with regard to particular requirements related to marine diesel 
engines fitted with Selective Catalytic Reduction (SCR) Systems (resolution MEPC.198(62), 
as amended by resolution MEPC.260(68)) in relation to the approval of SCR systems. IACS 
clarified that these Unified Interpretations are not solely focused on Scheme B approval under 
the 2011 Guidelines. 

                                                 
4  IMO Secretariat: 

 Ms. Colleen O'Hagan Ms. Laura Mateos Moya 
 Technical Officer Administrative Assistant 
 Tel: +44 (0) 20 7463 4023   Tel: +44 (0) 20 7587 3272 
 Email: cohagan@imo.org   Email: lmateos@imo.org  

mailto:cohagan@imo.org
mailto:lmateos@imo.org
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18.2 In this regard, the Sub-Committee also considered document PPR 3/18/2 
(United States), commenting on document PPR 3/18, expressing the view that many of 
the UIs proposed by IACS constitute amendments to the 2011 Guidelines and/or the 
NOX Technical Code 2008 rather than interpretations and proposing additional amendments 
to the 2011 Guidelines. 
 
18.3 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were, inter alia, expressed: 
 

.1 noting that Tier III NOX emission standards entered into effect 
on 1 January 2016, there is a practical and urgent need for clarity on the 
issues raised in document PPR 3/18; 

 
.2 the Unified Interpretations should not seek to amend the provisions of 

MARPOL Annex VI or the NOx Technical Code 2008 and if this is required, 
a new output needs to be considered by the Committee;  

 
.3 Scheme A and Scheme B should be considered equivalent and the UIs 

should not go beyond clarification and should not limit the use of Scheme B 
as this could restrict the market availability of technologies for achieving 
compliance; 

 
.4 consideration should be given to requiring confirmation tests under both 

Scheme A and Scheme B;  
 
.5 the matters related to the use of continuous NOX monitoring and confirmation 

test for both Scheme A and Scheme B proposed in document PPR 3/18/2 
had already been considered and decided by MEPC, and therefore the 
Sub-Committee should not re-open the discussion; and instruments installed 
for closed-loop control of SCR are not as robust as those required for 
continuous monitoring; 

 
.6 the proposed UIs clarify uncertainties with regard to the 2011 Guidelines, 

and therefore the Sub-Committee should consider amending the Guidelines 
at PPR 4;  

 
.7 the proposed UIs should be applied to both Scheme A and Scheme B; 
 
.8 the proposed UIs should be categorized as follows: UIs which can be agreed; 

UIs which can be agreed but necessitate amendments to the NOX Technical 
Code 2008 and/or the 2011 Guidelines; and UIs which cannot be agreed; and 

 
.9 the core principle of the NOX Technical Code 2008 is that the NOx reducing 

device is part of the overall marine diesel engine package, and this principle 
is reflected in annex 1 of document PPR 3/18 (MPC 107).  

 
18.4 The Sub-Committee recalled that, in accordance with paragraph 5.11 of the 
Committees' Guidelines (MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.4/Rev.4), subsidiary bodies should avoid 
developing unified interpretations of Guidelines. 
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Instructions to the Working Group on Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships 
 
18.5 Noting the need for some clarification, the Sub-Committee instructed the Working 
Group on Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships, established under agenda item 8, taking into 
account the comments made in plenary, to: 

 

.1 prepare a justification for a new output on the revision of the NOX Technical 
Code 2008, as amended, and/or the 2011 Guidelines addressing additional 
aspects to the NOX Technical Code 2008 with regard to particular 
requirements related to marine diesel engines fitted with Selective Catalytic 
Reduction (SCR) Systems (MEPC.198(62), as amended by MEPC.260(68)), 
for approval by MEPC 70 in accordance with the Committees' Guidelines; 

 

.2 undertake a categorization of the elements identified in documents PPR 3/18 
and PPR 3/18/2 that may require further clarification, and make 
recommendations on what action, if any, should be taken; and 

 

.3 consider the need for the establishment of a correspondence group and, if 
required, develop associated terms of reference. 

 
Unified interpretation to regulation 36 of MARPOL Annex I  

 

18.6 The Sub-Committee considered document PPR 3/18/1 (OCIMF) seeking clarification 
with regard to the appropriate cargo/ballast operation category of offshore terminal line flush 
seawater which occurs during routine cargo transfer operations on board an oil tanker and 
proposing to categorize flush water as "disposal of residues" under regulation 36.2.10 of 
MARPOL Annex I and to record such operation as an entry under item J in the Oil Record 
Book (part II). 

 

18.7 While the Sub-Committee noted general support for the need to address the issue 
described in the document, a number of delegations expressed concerns about the proposals, 
as they were of the view that terminal line flushing is a terminal operation rather than a 
cargo/ballast operation and that categorizing flush water as "disposal of residues" might have 
various undesirable commercial liability implications.  

 

18.8 Following discussion, the Sub-Committee, having agreed that the issue should be 
clarified, invited interested Member Governments and international organizations to work 
together intersessionally and submit a revised proposal to PPR 4 or, in case a new output was 
needed, to submit a relevant proposal to the Committee in accordance with the Committees' 
Guidelines.  
  

Report of the Working Group on Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships 
 

18.9 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the Working Group on Prevention 
of Air Pollution from Ships (PPR 3/WP.4, paragraphs 41 to 45), the Sub-Committee took action 
as described in the following paragraphs. 
 

18.10 The Sub-Committee noted corrections to document PPR 3/WP.4 as follows: 
 

.1 in paragraph 46.9, the reference to "MEPC3/18/2" is replaced by 
"PPR 3/18/2";  

 

.2 in paragraph 12 of annex 6, at the end of sentence, the words "and 
associated comments annexed to this Justification" are added; and 

 
.3 in the first sentence of the comments on Annex 16 (MPC 122) at the end of 

annex 6, the word "synthetic" is inserted before the words "exhaust gas". 
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18.11 The Sub-Committee noted the group's discussion on the categorization of the UIs set 
out in the annexes to document PPR 3/18 and the recommendation regarding the elements of 
those UIs that could be developed as part of a new output (PPR 3/WP.4, paragraph 41, 
table 1). 
 
18.12 The Sub-Committee agreed to a draft MEPC Circular on "Unified interpretations to 
the NOX Technical Code 2008 related to the approval of SCR systems", as set out in annex 7, 
for submission to MEPC 70 for approval. 
 
18.13 The Sub-Committee noted the group's discussion on the additional proposals 
concerning on-board testing of SCR systems and continuous monitoring set out in 
paragraphs 19 and 20 of document PPR 3/18/2 and concurred with the group's agreement not 
to take these proposals forward. 
 
Proposal for a new output 
 
18.14 The Sub-Committee agreed to the draft justification for a new output on the revision 
of the 2011 Guidelines addressing additional aspects to the NOX Technical Code 2008 with 
regard to particular provisions related to marine diesel engines fitted with Selective Catalytic 
Reduction (SCR) Systems (MEPC.198(62), as amended by MEPC.260(68)), as set out in 
annex 8, for submission to MEPC 70, with a view to approval, together with the associated 
comments prepared by the group (PPR 3/WP.4, annex 6).    
 
18.15 The Sub-Committee noted that the observer from IACS would review the possibility 
of a submission to MEPC 70 providing draft amendments to the 2011 SCR Guidelines. The 
submission would include the elements of UIs that were supported for further consideration 
but might also include reformulated elements of those UIs that were not supported for further 
consideration, taking into account comments made at PPR 3. 
 
19 BIENNIAL AGENDA AND PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR PPR 4 
 
Biennial status report  
 
19.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MEPC 68 had approved the Sub-Committee's 
biennial agenda for 2016-2017 and the provisional agenda for PPR 3 (MEPC 68/21, annex 18).  
 
19.2 Taking into account the progress made at this session, the Sub-Committee prepared 
the biennial status report and the provisional agenda for PPR 4, as set out in annexes 9 and 10, 
respectively, for approval by MEPC 69. 
 
Correspondence groups established at the session 
 
19.3 The Sub-Committee established correspondence groups on the following subjects, 
due to report to PPR 4: 
 
 .1 development of the OSV Chemical Code (see paragraph 5.10);  
 
 .2 prevention of air pollution from ships (see paragraphs 9.8 and 12.5); and 
 
 .3 development of OPRC-related manuals, guidelines and guidance 

(see paragraph 16.2 ).  
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Arrangements for the next session 
 
19.4 The Sub-Committee agreed to establish at its next session working/drafting groups 
on subjects to be selected from the following: 
 

.1 Safety and pollution hazards of chemicals and preparation of consequential 
amendments to the IBC Code; Review of MARPOL Annex II requirements 
that have an impact on cargo residues and tank washings of high viscosity 
and persistent floating products; 

 
.2 Code for the transport and handling of limited amounts of hazardous and 

noxious liquid substances in bulk on offshore support vessels;  
 
.3 Revised guidance on ballast water sampling and analysis; Production of a 

manual entitled "Ballast Water Management – How to do it"; 
 

.4 Consideration of the impact on the Arctic of emissions of Black Carbon from 
international shipping; Development of standards for shipboard gasification 
waste to energy systems and associated amendments to regulation 16 of 
MARPOL Annex VI; Guidelines for the discharge of exhaust gas recirculation 
bleed-off water; and  

 
.5 Updated IMO Dispersant Guidelines (Part IV); Updated OPRC Model training 

courses. 
 
In this connection the Chairman, taking into account the submissions received on the 
respective subjects, would advise the Sub-Committee well in time before PPR 4 on the final 
selection of groups. 
 
Intersessional meeting  
 
19.5  The Sub-Committee invited MEPC 69 to approve the holding of an intersessional 
meeting of the ESPH Working Group in 2017. 
 
Date of next session 
 
19.6 The Sub-Committee noted that the fourth session of the Sub-Committee was tentatively 
scheduled to take place from 16 to 20 January 2017. 
 
20 ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN FOR 2017 
 
In accordance with the Rules of Procedure of the Marine Environment Protection Committee, 
the Sub-Committee unanimously re-elected Mr. S. Oftedal (Norway) as Chairman and 
Dr. F. Fernandes (Brazil) as Vice-Chairman, both for 2017. 
 
21 ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
 
The Sub-Committee noted that no submissions had been received under this agenda item and 
that no other matters had been raised by delegations during its consideration. 
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22 ACTION REQUESTED OF THE COMMITTEES 
 
22.1 The Marine Environment Protection Committee, at its sixty-ninth session, is invited to: 
 

.1 note the biennial status report of the Sub-Committee for the current biennium 
(paragraph 19.2 and annex 9);  

 
.2 approve the provisional agenda for PPR 4 (paragraph 19.2 and annex 10); 

and  
 
.3 approve the holding of an intersessional meeting of the ESPH Working 

Group in 2017 (paragraph 19.5).  
 
22.2 The Marine Environment Protection Committee, at its seventieth session, is invited to: 
 

.1 approve the draft MSC-MEPC circular on "Example of a Certificate of 
Protection for products requiring oxygen-dependent inhibitors", subject to 
concurrent approval by MSC 96 (paragraph 3.3.2 and annex 1); 

 
.2 endorse the evaluation of products and their respective inclusion in lists 1, 2 

and 3 of MEPC.2/Circ.21, with validity for all countries and with no expiry 
date (paragraph 3.3.3); 

 
.3 endorse the addition of four new bio-fuels to the list of recognized bio-fuels 

set out in annex 11 of MEPC.2/Circ.21 (paragraph 3.3.4); 
 
.4 endorse the evaluation of cleaning additives and their inclusion in 

MEPC.2/Circ.21 (paragraph 3.3.6); 
 
.5 endorse the evaluation of cleaning additives and their inclusion in the next 

revision of the MEPC.2/Circular, i.e. MEPC.2/Circ.22 in December 2016 
(paragraph 3.18); 

 
.6 note that the Sub-Committee has developed a measurement reporting 

protocol for voluntary data collection of Black Carbon and has invited 
interested Member Governments and international organizations to use the 
protocol and submit data to PPR 4 (paragraph 8.10); 

 
.7 approve the modification to the title of output 7.3.1.2 to read "Development 

of Standards for shipboard gasification of waste systems and associated 
amendments to regulation 16 of MARPOL Annex VI" (paragraph 9.6); 

 
.8 approve the draft amendments to appendix V of MARPOL Annex VI with a 

view to subsequent adoption (paragraph 10.7 and annex 3); 
 
.9 approve the draft MEPC circular on "Guidelines for onboard sampling for the 

verification of the sulphur content of fuel oil used on board ships", taking into 
account the Sub-Committee's deliberation on the title and paragraph 2.2.3 of 
the Guidelines (paragraphs 11.6 to 11.11 and annex 4); 

 
.10 approve the draft section II of the Manual on Oil Pollution – Contingency 

Planning for subsequent publication and authorize the Secretariat, when 
preparing the final text of the Manual, to effect any editorial correction that 
may be identified, as appropriate (paragraphs 14.7 and 14.8 and annex 5); 
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.11 approve the draft Guide on oil spill response in ice and snow conditions for 
subsequent publication and authorize the Secretariat, when preparing the 
final text of the Guide, to effect any editorial correction that may be identified, 
as appropriate (paragraphs 15.4 and 15.5 and annex 6); 

 
.12 approve the draft MEPC Circular on "Unified interpretations to the 

NOX Technical Code 2008 related to the approval of SCR systems" 
(paragraph 18.12 and annex 7); 

 
.13 approve the new output on the revision of the 2011 Guidelines addressing 

additional aspects to the NOX Technical Code 2008 with regard to particular 
provisions related to marine diesel engines fitted with Selective Catalytic 
Reduction (SCR) Systems (MEPC.198(62), as amended by MEPC.260(68)), 
for inclusion in the Sub-Committee's biennial agenda for 2016-2017 and the 
provisional agenda for PPR 4, taking into account the justification for such a 
new output (paragraph 18.14 and annex 8); and 

 
 .14 approve the report in general.   
 
22.3 The Maritime Safety Committee, at its ninety-sixth session, is invited to approve the 
draft MSC-MEPC circular on "Example of a Certificate of Protection for products requiring 
oxygen-dependent inhibitors", subject to concurrent approval by MEPC 70 (paragraph 3.3.2 
and annex 1). 

 
 

*** 
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ANNEX 1 
 

DRAFT MSC-MEPC CIRCULAR  
 

EXAMPLE OF A CERTIFICATE OF PROTECTION FOR PRODUCTS REQUIRING 
OXYGEN-DEPENDENT INHIBITORS 

(as required by paragraph 15.13.3 of the IBC Code) 
 
 

1 The Marine Environment Protection Committee at its [seventieth session 
(24 to 28 October 2016) and the Maritime Safety Committee at its ninety-sixth session 
(11 to 20 May 2016)] approved the Example of a certificate of protection for products requiring 
oxygen-dependent inhibitors (as required by paragraph 15.13.3 of the IBC Code), prepared by 
the Sub-Committee on Pollution Prevention and Response, at its third session, as set out in 
the annex.  
 
2 Member Governments are invited to bring the attached Example to the attention of 
Administrations, recognized organizations, port authorities, shipowners, ship operators, 
shipper/manufacurers and other parties concerned. 
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ANNEX 
 

EXAMPLE OF A CERTIFICATE OF PROTECTION 
(As required by paragraph 15.13.3 of the IBC Code) 

 

 

INHIBITED CARGO 
CERTIFICATE of PROTECTION 

 

Contact information 

Shipper/manufacturer  

Contact details  

Load port/berth  

Date/Time  

Shipping information 

Ship name  

Trade name of cargo  

IBC Code Product Name  

Inhibitor details 

Name of inhibitor  

Amount added/concentration  

Inhibitor added date  

Duration of effectiveness   

Is inhibitor oxygen–dependent? Yes / No (circle one) 

- If yes, the minimum level of oxygen required 
in the vapour space for the inhibitor to be 
effective. (Include any preferred oxygen 
ranges) 

 

- Temperature limitation qualifying the inhibitors 
effective lifetime 

 

Expected duration of voyage  

Extra inhibitor supplied  

Additional information 

Action to be taken should the length of the 
voyage exceed the effective lifetime of the 
inhibitor 

 

Comments  

Date  

Name (shipper/manufacturer)  

Signature 

 

 

 
 

***
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ANNEX 2 

PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR ESPH 22 
 
 
1  Introduction 

2  Decisions of other bodies 

3  Evaluation of products 

4  Evaluation of cleaning additives 

5  Review of MEPC.2/Circular – Provisional classification of liquid substances 
transported in bulk and other related matters 

6  Revision of the IBC Code – Chapters 17, 18 and 21 

7  Revision of MEPC.1/Circ.512 – Guidelines for the provisional assessment of liquid 
substances transported in bulk 

8  Development of minimum carriage requirements for contaminated bulk liquids 
carried in OSVs 

9  Guidance for the assessing and classifying products under Annexes I and II of 
MARPOL 

10  Amendments to MARPOL Annex II related to the discharge of cargo residues and 
tank washings of high viscosity, solidifying and persistent floating products 

11  Proposed provisional agenda for ESPH 23 

12  Report to the Sub-Committee 

 
 

*** 
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ANNEX 3 
 

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO APPENDIX V OF MARPOL ANNEX VI  
 

Information to be included in the bunker delivery note (regulation 18.5) 
 
 
1 The items listed in the Appendix are numbered from 1 to 9. 
 
2 In item 7, the comma after "15°C" is deleted and brackets are added around 
 "kg/m3". 
 
3 Item 9 is replaced with the following: 
 

"A declaration signed and certified by the fuel oil supplier's representative that the fuel 
oil supplied is in conformity with regulation 18.3 of this Annex and that the sulphur 
content of the fuel oil supplied does not exceed: 
 

□ the limit value given by regulation 14.1 of this Annex; 

 

□ the limit value given by regulation 14.4 of this Annex; or 

 

□ the purchaser's specified limit value of _____ (% m/m).   

As completed by the fuel oil supplier's representative and on the basis of the 
purchaser's notification that the fuel oil is intended to be used:  
 
.1 in combination with an equivalent means of compliance in 

accordance with regulation 4 of this Annex; or  
 
.2 is subject to a relevant exemption for a ship to conduct trials for 

sulphur oxides emission reduction and control technology research 
in accordance with regulation 3.2 of this Annex. 

 
This declaration shall be completed by the fuel oil supplier's representative by marking 
the applicable box(es) with a cross (x)." 

 
 

***
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ANNEX 4 
 

DRAFT MEPC CIRCULAR 
 

GUIDELINES FOR ONBOARD SAMPLING FOR THE VERIFICATION OF THE  
SULPHUR CONTENT OF THE FUEL OIL USED ON BOARD SHIPS 

 
 
1 The Marine Environment Protection Committee, at its [seventieth session (31 October 
to 4 November 2016)], recognizing the need to establish an agreed method for sampling to 
enable effective control and enforcement of liquid fuel oil being used on board ships under the 
provisions of MARPOL Annex VI, approved the Guidelines for onboard sampling for the 
verification of the sulphur content of the fuel oil used on board ships, as set out in the annex. 
 
2 Member Governments are invited to bring the annexed Guidelines to the attention of 
Administrations, industry, relevant shipping organizations, shipping companies and other 
stakeholders concerned. 
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ANNEX 
 
GUIDELINES FOR ONBOARD SAMPLING FOR THE VERIFICATION OF THE SULPHUR 

CONTENT OF THE FUEL OIL USED ON BOARD SHIPS 
 
1 Preface 
 
The objective of these Guidelines is to establish an agreed method for sampling to enable 
effective control and enforcement of liquid fuel oil being used on board ships under the 
provisions of MARPOL Annex VI. 
 
2 Sampling location 
 
2.1 The onboard representative sample or samples should be obtained from a designated 
sampling point or points as agreed by the Administration taking into account the criteria as 
given in paragraphs 2.2.1 to 2.2.5 of these Guidelines. 
 
2.2 In the absence of the sampling point or points referred to in paragraph 2.1, the fuel 
sampling point to be used should fulfil all of the following conditions:  
 

.1 be easily and safely accessible; 
 

.2 take into account different fuel oil grades being used for the fuel oil 
combustion machinery item; 

 

.3 be downstream of the in use fuel oil service tank; 
 

.4 be as close to the fuel oil combustion machinery as safely feasible taking into 
account the type of fuel oil, flow-rate, temperature, and pressure behind the 
selected sampling point;   

 

.5  the sampling point should be located in a position shielded from any heated 
surface or electrical equipment so as to preclude impingement of fuel oil onto 
such surface or equipment under all operating conditions; and 

 

.6 be proposed by the ship's representative and accepted by the inspector.  
 
2.3 Fuel oil samples may be taken at more than one location in the fuel oil service system 
to determine whether there is a possible fuel cross-contamination in the absence of fully 
segregated fuel service systems, or in case of multiple service tank arrangements.  
 
3 Sample handling  
 

The sampling connection should be thoroughly flushed through with the fuel oil in use prior to 
drawing the sample. The sample or samples should be collected in a sampling container or 
containers and representative of the fuel oil being used. The sample bottles should be sealed 
by the inspector with a unique means of identification installed in the presence of the ship's 
representative. The ship should be given the option of retaining a sample. The label should 
include the following information: 

 

.1  sampling point location where the sample was drawn; 
 

.2  date and port of sampling; 

                                                 
 The sampling connection is the valve and associated pipework designated for sample collection which is 

connected to fuel oil service system. 
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.3  name and IMO number of the ship;  
 
.4  details of seal identification; and  
 
.5 signatures and names of the inspector and the ship's representative. 

 
 

***
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ANNEX 5 
 

DRAFT MANUAL ON OIL POLLUTION – SECTION II – CONTINGENCY PLANNING –  
4TH EDITION 
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ANNEX 6 
 

DRAFT GUIDE TO OIL SPILL RESPONSE IN SNOW AND ICE CONDITIONS 
 
 

(The text of the draft Guide is contained in document PPR 3/22/Add.1.) 
 
 

***
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ANNEX 7 
 

DRAFT MEPC CIRCULAR 
 

UNIFIED INTERPRETATIONS OF THE NOX TECHNICAL CODE 2008 RELATED TO THE 
APPROVAL OF SCR SYSTEMS 

 
 
1 The Marine Environment Protection Committee, at its [seventieth session 
(24 to 28 October 2016)], approved Unified Interpretations to the NOX Technical Code 2008 
related to the approval of SCR systems, prepared by the Sub-Committee on Pollution 
Prevention and Response, at its third session, as set out in the annex. 
 
2 Member Governments are invited to use the annexed unified interpretations as 
guidance when applying relevant provisions of the NOX Technical Code 2008 and to bring them 
to the attention of all parties concerned. 
 
 

*** 
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DRAFT UNIFIED INTERPRETATIONS OF THE NOX TECHNICAL CODE 2008  
RELATED TO THE APPROVAL OF SCR SYSTEMS 

 
 
Chapter 4 
Approval for serially manufactured engines: engine family and engine group concept 
 
1 Paragraph 4.4.6.1 of the NOX Technical Code reads as follows: 
 
"4.4.6.1 The engine group may be defined by basic characteristics and specifications in 
addition to the parameters defined in 4.3.8 for an engine family." 
 
Interpretation: 
 
Paragraph 4.4.6.1 cross references paragraph 4.3.8 which provides guidance for selection of 
an engine family. For engines fitted with SCR system to reduce NOX emissions it is recognized 
that some of the parameters provided may not be common to all engines within a group, in 
particular paragraphs 4.3.8.2.3 and 4.3.8.2.4 state that: 
 

".3  individual cylinder displacement: 
 

- to be within a total spread of 15% 
 

.4  number of cylinders and cylinder configuration: 
 

- applicable in certain cases only, e.g. in combination with exhaust gas 
cleaning devices" 

 
For engines fitted with SCR system to reduce NOX emissions the number and arrangement of 
cylinders may not be common to all members of the engine group. These parameters may be 
replaced with new parameters derived from the SCR chamber and catalyst blocks, such as the 
SCR space velocity (SV), catalyst block geometry and catalyst material. 
 
2 Paragraph 4.4.6.2 of the NOX Technical Code reads as follows: 
 

"4.4.6.2 The following parameters and specifications shall be common to engines 
within an engine group: 

 
 .1 bore and stroke dimensions; 
 

.2 method and design features of pressure charging and exhaust gas 
system: 
- constant pressure; 
- pulsating system; 
 

 .3 method of charge air cooling system: 
- with/without charge air cooler; 

 
.4 design features of the combustion chamber that affect NOX 

emission; 
 

.5 design features of the fuel injection system, plunger and injection 
cam that may profile basic characteristics that affect NOX emission; 
and 
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.6 rated power at rated speed. The permitted ranges of engine power 
(kW/cylinder) and/or rated speed are to be declared by the 
manufacturer and approved by the Administration." 

 
Interpretation: 
 
For engines fitted with SCR system to reduce NOX emissions it is recognized that some of the 
parameters provided may not be common to all engines within a group and that new 
parameters derived from the SCR chamber and catalyst blocks may be used instead, such as 
the SCR space velocity (SV), catalyst block geometry and catalyst material. 
 
Whilst the provisions of paragraph 4.4.6.2.1 should remain common to all engines within the 
group, the remaining parameters listed in paragraph 4.4.6.2 may be replaced by alternative 
SCR parameters, provided that the applicant is able to demonstrate that these alternative 
parameters are suitable for defining the engine group. 
 
The applicant remains responsible for selecting the parent engine and demonstrating the basis 
of this selection to the satisfaction of the Administration. 
 
 

***
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ANNEX 8 
 

JUSTIFICATION FOR A NEW OUTPUT ON REVISION OF THE 2011 GUIDELINES 
ADDRESSING ADDITIONAL ASPECTS TO THE NOX TECHNICAL CODE 2008 WITH 

REGARD TO PARTICULAR REQUIREMENTS RELATED TO MARINE 
DIESEL ENGINES FITTED WITH SELECTIVE CATALYTIC 

REDUCTION (SCR) SYSTEMS, AS AMENDED 
 
 

Introduction 
 
1 This justification has been developed in accordance with paragraph 4.8 of the annex 
and annex 1 of the Guidelines on the organization and method of work of the Maritime Safety 
Committee and the Marine Environment Protection Committee and their subsidiary bodies 
(MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.4/Rev.4), taking into account the Organization's objectives 
(resolutions A.900(21) and A.909(22)) and the High-level Action Plan for the Organization and 
priorities for the 2016-2017 biennium (resolution A.1098(29)). 
 
Background 
 
2 Based on the consideration of documents PPR 3/18 and PPR 3/18/2, a need for a 
review of the provisions regarding approval of selective catalytic reduction (SCR) systems in 
resolution MEPC.198(62) and guidance for the selection of an engine group on the NOX 
Technical Code 2008 has been identified. 
 
IMO's objectives 
 
3 This proposal is considered to be entirely consistent with, and supportive of, the 
objectives of the Organization, as explained in resolutions A.900(21) and A.909(22), 
in particular: 
 

"DIRECTS the Committees …: 
 

… 
 

.2  to focus their attention on: 
 

… 
 

- ensuring the effective uniform implementation of existing IMO standards 
and regulations relating to maritime safety and environmental protection, 
…; 

 
- addressing safety and environmental protection issues, to the extent 

feasible, by ship types, with particular emphasis on passenger ships 
(including high-speed passenger craft) and bulk carriers 

 

… 
 

- developing a safety culture and environmental conscience in all activities 
undertaken by the Organization; 

 
…"      (resolution A.900(21)). 
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4 The proposal is also aligned with Strategic Directions 2 (SD 2) and 7 (SD 7) of the 
Strategic Plan for the Organization for the six-year period 2016 to 2021 (resolution A.1097(29)) i.e.: 
 

"SD 2 – IMO will foster global compliance with its instruments governing international 
shipping and will promote their uniform implementation by Member States." 
 
"SD 7 – IMO will focus on reducing and eliminating adverse impacts by shipping on 
the environment by: 
 

.1 ….; 
 
.2 developing and facilitating the implementation of effective measures 

for mitigating and responding to the impact on the environment 
caused by shipping incidents and operational pollution from ships; 

 
.3 contributing to international efforts to reduce atmospheric pollution 

and address climate change; 
 

…" 
 

5 Taking into account SD 7 of the 2016-2021 Strategic Plan, it is noted that the 
twenty-ninth session of the Assembly adopted resolution A.1098(29) in which the following 
High-level Action and planned output for the 2016-2017 biennium were agreed: 
 

"7.3  Contributing to international efforts to reduce atmospheric pollution and 
address climate change." 

 
"7.3.1  Keep under review IMO measures to reduce atmospheric pollution." 

 
Demonstrated need 
 
6 Clarification is needed for certain aspects of testing, surveying and certification of 
engines equipped with SCR systems, as the 2011 Guidelines were adopted well before 
mainstream certification of these engines was performed and the process of testing and 
certifying these systems was not well-understood. Based on experience and feedback from 
industry and classification societies, it is believed that clarifications are needed on how to 
handle the certification of engines utilizing selective catalytic reduction (SCR), in order to have 
a consistent certification of engines across all certification regimes. 
 
Analysis of the issue 
 
7 It is considered that resolution of the issues discussed above would be practicable, 
feasible and proportional. Making the text clear would also satisfy the test of proportionality in 
that this action would not exceed that which is necessary to achieve the overall objective of 
providing clarity to all interested parties as to what is required. 
 
Analysis of implications 
 
8 The Committee is invited to note the information provided in Appendix B that provides 
the Checklist for Identifying Administrative Requirements and Burdens as referred to in 
paragraph 4.15.6 and footnote 4 of the Committees' Guidelines. 
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9 It is recognized that revision of the guidelines will have to be transferred into the 
national legislation of Member States in order to take legal effect on ships that fly the flag of 
that State. In this respect the anticipated outcome of this proposal will represent an 
administrative burden for Governments. However, for those Governments who regulate their 
ships by a system of primary and secondary legislation, it is hoped that the associated 
legislative burden will not be excessive. 
 
Benefits 
 
10 As explained above, the clear benefit in resolving this issue is that the revision or 
amendments of the 2011 SCR Guidelines will achieve a consistent and harmonized process 
of testing, survey, and certification of engines fitted with selective catalytic reduction systems.  
 
Industry standards 
 
11 There are no industry standards relevant to this issue. 
 
Output 
 
12 Consider the need for revision or amendments to the 2011 Guidelines addressing 
additional aspects to the NOx Technical Code 2008 with regard to particular requirements 
related to marine diesel engines fitted with selective catalytic reduction (SCR) systems 
(resolution MEPC.198(62), as amended by MEPC.260(68)), taking into account annexes 2 
to 12, 14, 16 and 17 to document PPR 3/18 identified in paragraph 41 of document 
PPR 3/WP.4 and associated comments annexed to this Justification.    
 
Human element 
 
13 The completed checklist as per the Checklist for considering human element issues 
by IMO bodies (MSC-MEPC.7/Circ.1) is attached at Appendix B. 
 
Priority/urgency 
 
14 The proposed output is considered a matter of urgency for the following reasons: 
 
 .1  the NOX emission limits according to regulation 13.5.1 of MARPOL Annex VI 

which potentially require SCR units for compliance entered into force already 
and apply to engines installed on vessels constructed on or 
after 1 January 2016 operating within ECAs as defined in regulation 13.6 of 
MARPOL Annex VI; and 

 
 .2  a consistent and harmonized process of testing, survey, and certification of 

engines fitted with selective catalytic reduction systems is needed taking into 
account the provisions of the NOX Technical Code 2008 and relevant 
guidelines. 

 
15 It is proposed that consideration of this proposal could be referred to the session of 
the PPR Sub-Committee that it is expected will be held in 2017. It is anticipated that once the 
intent of what needs to be achieved has been agreed, the drafting of the necessary revisions 
or amendments can readily be finalized. 
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Action requested of the Committee 
 
16 The Committee is invited to add to the biennial agenda of the PPR Sub-Committee 
a new output on revision or amendments to the 2011 Guidelines addressing additional aspects 
to the NOX Technical Code 2008 with regard to particular requirements related to marine diesel 
engines fitted with selective catalytic reduction (SCR) systems (resolution MEPC.198(62), 
as amended by MEPC.260(68)). 
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APPENDIX A 
 

CHECKLIST FOR IDENTIFYING ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS 
AND BURDENS 

 
 
The Checklist for Identifying Administrative Requirements and Burdens should be used when preparing the analysis 
of implications required of submissions of proposals for inclusion of unplanned outputs. For the purpose of this 

analysis, the terms "administrative requirements" and "burdens" are defined as in resolution A.1043(27), i.e. 

administrative requirements are defined as an obligation arising from future IMO mandatory instruments to provide or 
retain information or data, and administrative burdens are defined as those administrative requirements that are or 
have become unnecessary, disproportionate or even obsolete.  
 
Instructions:  
 

(A) If the answer to any of the questions below is YES, the Member State proposing an unplanned output should 
provide supporting details on whether the burdens are likely to involve start-up and/or ongoing cost. The 
Member State should also make a brief description of the requirement and, if possible, provide 
recommendations for further work (e.g. would it be possible to combine the activity with an existing 
requirement?). 
 

(B) If the proposal for the unplanned output does not contain such an activity, answer NR (Not required).  

 

1.  Notification and reporting?  
 
Reporting certain events before or after the event has taken place, e.g. 
notification of voyage, statistical reporting for IMO Members, etc.  

NR 
Yes 
□ Start-up 
□ Ongoing 

Description: (if the answer is yes)  
 

2.  Record keeping?  
 
Keeping statutory documents up to date, e.g. records of accidents, records of 
cargo, records of inspections, records of education, etc.  

NR 
Yes 
□ Start-up 
□ Ongoing 

Description: (if the answer is yes)  
 
Records of auditor training are already required to be maintained and kept. 
 

3.  Publication and documentation?  
 
Producing documents for third parties, e.g. warning signs, registration 
displays, publication of results of testing, etc.  

NR 
Yes 
□ Start-up 
□ Ongoing 

Description: (if the answer is yes)  
 

4.  Permits or applications?  
 
Applying for and maintaining permission to operate, e.g. certificates, 
classification society costs, etc.  

NR 
Yes 
□ Start-up 
□ Ongoing 

Description: (if the answer is yes) 
  

5.  Other identified burdens?  NR Yes  

Description: (if the answer is yes)  
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APPENDIX B 
 

CHECKLIST FOR CONSIDERING HUMAN ELEMENT ISSUES BY IMO BODIES 
 
 

Instructions: 
If the answer to any of the questions below is: 

(A) YES, the preparing body should provide supporting details and/or recommendation for 
further work. 

(B) NO, the preparing body should make proper justification as to why human element issues 
were not considered. 

(C) NA (Not Applicable) the preparing body should make proper justification as to why human 
element issues were not considered applicable. 

Subject Being Assessed: (e.g. Resolution, Instrument, Circular being considered) 

2011 Guidelines addressing additional aspects to the NOx technical code 2008 with regard to particular 
requirements related to marine diesel engines fitted with selective catalytic reduction (SCR) systems 

Responsible Body: (e.g. Committee, Sub-committee, Working Group, Correspondence Group, Member 
State) 

Marine Environment Protection Committee and PPR Sub-Committee 

1. Was the human element considered during development or amendment 
process related to this subject? 

Yes No NA 

2. Has input from seafarers or their proxies been solicited? Yes No NA 

3. Are the solutions proposed for the subject in agreement with existing 
instruments? 
(Identify instruments considered in comments section) 

YesNoNA 

4. Have human element solutions been made as an alternative and/or in 
conjunction with technical solutions? 

Yes No NA 

5. Has human element guidance on the application and/or implementation of the 
proposed solution been provided for the following: 

 

 • Administrations? Yes NoNA 

 • Ship owners/managers? Yes NoNA 

 • Seafarers? YesNoNA 

 • Surveyors? YesNoNA 

6. 
At some point, before final adoption, has the solution been reviewed or 
considered by a relevant IMO body with relevant human element expertise? 

Yes NoNA 

 

7. Does the solution address safeguards to avoid single person errors? Yes No NA 

8. Does the solution address safeguards to avoid organizational errors? Yes NoNA 

9. If the proposal is to be directed at seafarers, is the information in a form that 
can be presented to and is easily understood by the seafarer? 

YesNoNA 

10. Have human element experts been consulted in development of the solution? Yes No NA 
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11. HUMAN ELEMENT: Has the proposal been assessed against each of the factors below? 
 CREWING. The number of qualified personnel required and available to safely 

operate, maintain, support, and provide training for system. 

Yes NoNA 

 
PERSONNEL. The necessary knowledge, skills, abilities, and experience levels 
that are needed to properly perform job tasks. 

Yes NoNA 

 TRAINING. The process and tools by which personnel acquire or improve the 
necessary knowledge, skills, and abilities to achieve desired job/task 
performance. 

YesNoNA 

 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY. The management systems, 
programmes, procedures, policies, training, documentation, equipment, etc. to 
properly manage risks. 

Yes No NA 

 
WORKING ENVIRONMENT. Conditions that are necessary to sustain the 
safety, health, and comfort of those on working on board, such as noise, 
vibration, lighting, climate, and other factors that affect crew endurance, fatigue, 
alertness and morale. 

YesNoNA 

 
HUMAN SURVIVABILITY. System features that reduce the risk of illness, injury, 
or death in a catastrophic event such as fire, explosion, spill, collision, flooding, 
or intentional attack. The assessment should consider desired human 
performance in emergency situations for detection, response, evacuation, 
survival and rescue and the interface with emergency procedures, systems, 
facilities and equipment.  

Yes No NA 

 
HUMAN FACTORS ENGINEERING. Human-system interface to be consistent 
with the physical, cognitive, and sensory abilities of the user population. 
 

YesNo NA 

Comments:  
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ANNEX 
 

COMMENTS MADE IN THE WORKING GROUP ON PREVENTION OF AIR POLLUTION 
FROM SHIPS DURING PPR 3 FOR ANNEXES IDENTIFIED IN  

PARAGRAPH 12 OF THIS JUSTIFICATION 
 
Annex 2 of document PPR 3/18 (IACS MPC 108) 
The UI was an attempt to bring up that bypass arrangements as these should be considered, 
as this is out of scope of the applicant, and that a bypass arrangement could interfere with 
tier III compliance. 
 

Annex 8 of document PPR 3/18 (IACS MPC 114) 
One delegation considered that the UI attempts to control ammonia slip from SCR systems by 
setting a limit to the temperature at which the urea injection can start (300 degrees C) as there 
are other means to control ammonia slip (ammonia slip catalysts). It was argued that this limit 
would severely reduce the tier III stringency as temperatures of 300 degrees C are sometimes 
not seen until 50% load, which would prohibit the use of SCR in port areas, which is why the 
North American ECAs are in place. Certainly the concern for slip exists and is currently in the 
guidelines, and maybe there is a need to put on a limit for the ammonia emissions from slip, 
but the interpretation given in the UI seeks to address 1) reductant slip and 2) the temperature 
at which you can start to inject reductant. This UI does not do a good job of distinguishing 
between the two concerns and moving forward with this UI is not the right way to address it 
and would prefer a tail pipe or stack concentration limit.  
 

Several delegations supported the need to clarify the issue of ammonia slip and the group 
agreed to take the matter forward. Other delegations responded that the interpretation in  
MPC 114 is plausible and technically justified for engine / SCR-systems used in marine 
applications. 
 

Annex 9 of document PPR 3/18 (IACS MPC 115) 
While considered this UI acceptable in principle there is a proposal that the performance 
criteria and checking procedures for NOX measurement instrumentation used for the spot 
checks or monitoring associated with verifying that SCR units continues to function as required 
should be clearly aligned with those applicable to the Direct Measurement and Monitoring 
procedure (NTC 6.4 & Appendix VIII Section 2) rather than those applicable to test bed 
requirements – Appendix III and, by inference, Appendix IV.   
 

Annex 11 of document PPR 3/18 (IACS MPC 117) 
Some delegations considered this UI is limiting the use of Scheme B and an onboard emission 
test of the combined engine and SCR unit should be mandatory for both Scheme A and 
B certification. It was argued that this UI is a pragmatic approach and there should be a clear 
a distinction between this UI and possible changes to the certification schemes. Several 
delegations agreed to take the matter forward. 
 

Annex 14 of document PPR 3/18 (IACS MPC 120) 
The type of pressure loss sensor needs further clarification, the UI does not specify which 
sensor to use as there are alternative high pressure sensors that can be used and are 
equivalent to meet the requirements of the guidelines.  
 

Annex 16 of document PPR 3/18 (IACS MPC 122) 
This IU provides an exemption to synthetic exhaust gas components under Scheme B and a 
clear basis is required. Some of the components have no impact on the performance of the 
SCR and there are also problems with getting exact concentrations. If there is no quantifiable 
effect on SCR performance, then an exemption for that component concentration should be 
allowed 

***
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ANNEX 9 
 

BIENNIAL STATUS REPORT 2016-2017 
 

Sub-Committee on Pollution Prevention and Response (PPR) 

Output 
number 

Description Target 
completion 

year 

Parent organ(s) Associated 
organ(s) 

Coordinating  
organ(s) 

Status of 
output for 

Year 1 

Status of 
output 

for 
Year 2 

References 

1.1.2.3 Unified interpretation of 
provisions of IMO safety, 
security, and 
environment-related Conventions 

Continuous MSC / MEPC III / PPR / CCC / 
SDC / SSE / 
NCSR 

 Ongoing     

2.0.1.2 Revised guidance on ballast 
water sampling and analysis 

2017 MEPC PPR  In 
progress  

   

5.2.1.2 Amendments to the IGF Code 
and development of guidelines 
for low-flashpoint fuels 

2016 MSC HTW / PPR / 
SDC / SSE 

CCC N/A  No request 
received from 
CCC 

5.2.1.15 Consequential work related to 
the new Code for ships operating 
in polar waters 

2017 MSC / MEPC PPR / SSE SDC N/A  No request 
received from 
SDC 

7.1.2.1 Review of the guidelines for 
approval of ballast water 
management systems (G8) 

2017 MEPC PPR  N/A  No instruction 
received from 
MEPC 

7.1.2.3 Code for the transport and 
handling of limited amounts of 
hazardous and noxious liquid 
substances in bulk on offshore 
support vessels 

2017 MSC / MEPC SDC / SSE PPR In 
progress 

   

7.1.2.5 Production of a manual entitled 
"Ballast Water Management – 
how to do it" 

2017 MEPC PPR  In 
progress 
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Output 
number 

Description Target 
completion 

year 

Parent organ(s) Associated 
organ(s) 

Coordinating  
organ(s) 

Status of 
output for 

Year 1 

Status of 
output 

for 
Year 2 

References 

7.1.2.6 Revised section II of the Manual 
on Oil Pollution-Contingency 
planning 

2017 MEPC PPR  Completed     

7.1.2.7 Guide on Oil Spill Response in Ice 
and Snow Conditions 

2016 MEPC PPR  Completed     

7.1.2.8 Updated IMO Dispersant 
Guidelines 

2017 MEPC PPR  In 
progress 

   

7.2.2.1 Safety and pollution hazards of 
chemicals and preparation of 
consequential amendments to the 
IBC Code, taking into account 
recommendations of 
GESAMP-EHS 

Continuous MEPC PPR  Ongoing    

Notes: The following has been deleted from the description of the output ", taking into account recommendations of GESAMP-EHS", as by omission the 
change made in MEPC 68/21/Add.1 Annex 23 was not correctly reflected when reporting to A29. 

 

7.2.2.3 Review of MARPOL Annex II 
requirements that have an impact 
on cargo residues and tank 
washings of high viscosity, 
solidifying and persistent floating 
products and associated 
definitions, and preparation of 
amendments (2018) 

2017 MEPC PPR  In 
progress 

   

7.2.2.4 Guidance for exceptions and 
exemptions under regulations 
A-3 and A-4 of the BWM 
Convention 

2017 MEPC PPR  N/A  No instruction 
received from 
MEPC 
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Output 
number 

Description Target 
completion 

year 

Parent organ(s) Associated 
organ(s) 

Coordinating  
organ(s) 

Status of 
output for 

Year 1 

Status of 
output 

for 
Year 2 

References 

7.2.3.2 Updated OPRC Model training 
courses 
 

2016 
2017 

MEPC PPR  Postponed   Target completion 
year suggested to 
be extended to 
2017 

7.3.1.2 Development of standards for 
shipboard gasification waste to 
energy systems and associated 
amendments to regulation 16 of 
MARPOL Annex VI 

2017 MEPC PPR  In 
progress 

   

Note: Output is suggested to be amended to read "Development of Standards for shipboard gasification of waste systems and associated amendments to 
regulation 16 of MARPOL Annex VI" 

7.3.1.7 Amendments to bunker delivery 
note to permit the supply of fuel oil 
not in compliance with regulation 14 
of MARPOL Annex VI 

2016 MEPC PPR  Completed     

7.3.1.8 Guidelines for onboard sampling 
and verification of the sulphur 
content of the fuel oil used on 
board ships 

2016 MEPC PPR  Completed     

7.3.1.9 Guidelines for the discharge of 
exhaust gas recirculation bleed-off 
water 

2016 
2017 

MEPC PPR  Postponed    Target completion 
year suggested to 
be extended to 
2017 

7.3.2.2 Impact on the Arctic of emissions 
of Black Carbon from international 
shipping 

2017 MEPC PPR  In 
progress 
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Output 
number 

Description Target 
completion 

year 

Parent organ(s) Associated 
organ(s) 

Coordinating  
organ(s) 

Status of 
output for 

Year 1 

Status of 
output 

for 
Year 2 

References 

13.0.3.1 Improved and new technologies 
approved for ballast water 
management systems and 
reduction of atmospheric pollution 

Annual MEPC PPR  Completed     

14.0.1.1 Analysis and consideration of 
recommendations to reduce 
administrative burdens in IMO 
instruments including those 
identified by the SG-RAR 

2017 Council III / HTW / PPR / 
CCC / SDC / 
SSE / NCSR 

MSC / MEPC / 
FAL / LEG 

N/A  No instruction 
received from 
MEPC 

 

 
 

***
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ANNEX 10 
 

PROPOSED PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR PPR 4 
 
 

Opening of the session  
 
1 Adoption of the agenda 
 
2 Decisions of other IMO bodies 
 
3 Safety and pollution hazards of chemicals and preparation of consequential 

amendments to the IBC Code 
 
4 Review of MARPOL Annex II requirements that have an impact on cargo residues 

and tank washings of high viscosity and persistent floating products 
 
5 Code for the transport and handling of limited amounts of hazardous and noxious 

liquid substances in bulk on offshore support vessels  
 
6 Revised guidance on ballast water sampling and analysis  
 
7 Production of a manual entitled "Ballast Water Management – How to do it"  
 
8 Consideration of the impact on the Arctic of emissions of Black Carbon from 

international shipping  
 

9 Development of standards for shipboard gasification waste to energy systems and 
associated amendments to regulation 16 of MARPOL Annex VI 

 
10 Guidelines for the discharge of exhaust gas recirculation bleed-off water 
 

11 Improved and new technologies approved for ballast water management systems and 
reduction of atmospheric pollution  

 
12 Updated IMO Dispersant Guidelines (Part IV) 
 
13 Updated OPRC Model training courses  
 

14 Unified interpretation to provisions of IMO environment-related Conventions  
 

15 Biennial agenda and provisional agenda for PPR 5 
 
16 Election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman for 2018 
 

17 Any other business 
 
18 Report to the Marine Environment Protection Committee 
 
 

___________ 


