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IMO MEETING REPORT

	DATE:	  7th March 2025

	COMMITTEE: MSC

	ATTENDEES: Andy Williams
	SUB GROUP: SSE



	This was the 11th session of the Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment, held from the 24th to 28th February 2025. I attended remotely on 24th and 28th February. 

ITEMS OF INTEREST TO THE LEISURE/SUPERYACHT INDUSTRY

Comprehensive Review of the Requirements for maintenance, thorough examination, operational testing, overhaul and repair of lifeboats and rescue boats, launching appliances and release gear (resolution MSC.402(96)) - The Sub-Committee continued the work on this item which was begun at SSE 9. It may be recalled from the SSE 10 report that the Sub-Committee had identified the following issues for consideration when developing draft amendments to MSC.402(96):

· Definitions of various terms, in particular “make” and “type”
· Authorisation of service providers, including equipment manufacturers 
· Manufacturer’s established certification programme 
· Clarification of the certification of personnel 
· Timing of annual servicing 
· Other issues 

During this session,  the definitions of “make” and “type” were further refined to include “model” and “series”. The Sub-Committee agreed in principle to the following definitions:

· Make - original manufacturer of the type, model and series of equipment, as referred to on the approval certificate and/or ID plate, as appropriate.
· Type - category of equipment having common functional or design characteristics (non-exhaustive list of examples are listed in the annex).
· Model - a specific version of a particular make and type, as referred to on the approval certificate and/or ID plate, as appropriate.
· Series - a specific range of models from the same manufacturer that have equivalent design characteristics and maintenance requirements.
The Sub-Committee invited submissions to SSE 12 to try to resolve one of the main points of confusion, i.e. the ambiguity in the authorisation of service providers (ASP): do equipment manufacturers need to be authorized as ASP to undertake the servicing to their own equipment and/or the equipment not manufactured by themselves? By whom? This issue along with others requiring clarification is listed in annex 1 of the attached report of the working group on LSA in document SSE 11/WP.4.

Draft unified interpretation of paragraphs 6.1.1.3 and 6.1.2.2 of the LSA Code – manual hoisting of a dedicated rescue boat - It has long been a principle at sea that rescue boats must be launchable within five minutes from a standing start (normal stowed condition), as prescribed in SOLAS regulation III/14 and this applies to rescue boats carried on yachts. However, there has been some confusion regarding manual hoisting of the rescue boat and whether this activity should be considered part of the launching process. The Sub-Committee agreed that manual hoisting should be considered as part of launching preparation but not part of the launching process. For paragraph 6.1.1.3 of the LSA Code the following interpretation was agreed:

“For cargo ships, hoisting-up of a dedicated rescue boat from its stowed position should be considered as part of launching preparation, but not part of launching process. Therefore, manual hoisting up prior to embarkation may be acceptable for subsequent slewing out.”

With regard to paragraph 6.1.2.2 of the LSA Code, the following interpretations were agreed:

“For cargo ships not fitted with stored mechanical power in compliance with paragraph 6.1.1.3 of the LSA Code, as amended through resolution MSC.459(101), the manual hoisting from the stowed position and turning out to the embarkation position of the rescue boat does not need to be actuated from a position within the rescue boat.”

And:

“Launching mechanism is the means to control the launch of the lifeboat or rescue boat after the point of embarkation when all persons assigned have boarded. Therefore, for cargo ships, manual hoisting up of a dedicated rescue boat prior to embarkation may be acceptable for subsequent slewing out by stored mechanical power.”

Amendments to SOLAS Chapter III and Chapter IV of the LSA Code to require the carriage of self-righting or canopied reversible liferafts for new ships - SSE 11 considered amendments to SOLAS Chapter III and the LSA Code, mandating self-righting or equivalent capabilities for liferafts on new vessels. There was little progress on this item, other than an agreement that the new requirements should not apply to liferafts with a capacity of 12 persons or less, whether they are davit launched or not. The Sub-Committee agreed to progress the work intersessionally through a correspondence group which will report back to SSE 12 next year. 

Provisional Agenda for SSE 12 – The Sub-Committee agreed to include the following on the provisional agenda for SSE 12, subject to agreement by MSC 110:

· Revision of the Revised guidelines for the maintenance and inspections of fixed carbon dioxide fire-extinguishing systems (MSC.1/Circ.1318/Rev.1) to clarify the testing and inspection provisions for CO2 cylinders 
· Proposal to include the output on “Revision of the Guidelines for the application of plastic pipes on ships (resolution A.753(18))”.

Draft report: The draft report of the Sub-Committee is contained in attached document SSE 11/WP.1.

PRINCIPAL ISSUES:

The meeting agenda was as follows:

1. Adoption of the agenda
2. Decisions of other IMO bodies
3. New requirements for ventilation of survival craft
4. Development of design and prototype test requirements for the arrangements used in the operational testing of free-fall lifeboat release systems without launching the lifeboat 
5. Revision of SOLAS chapter III and the LSA Code
6. Amendments to SOLAS chapter III and chapter IV of the LSA Code to require the carriage of self-righting or canopied reversible liferafts for new ships.
7. Review and update of the Code of practice for atmospheric oil mist detectors (MSC.1/Circ.1086) 
8. Revision of the 2010 FTP Code to allow for new fire protection systems and materials
9. Review and update SOLAS regulation II-2/9 on containment of fire to incorporate existing guidance and clarify requirements
10. Unified interpretation of provisions of IMO safety, security, environment, facilitation, liability and compensation-related conventions
11. Validated model training courses
12. Development of amendments to SOLAS chapter II-2 and the FSS Code concerning detection and control of fires in cargo holds and on the cargo deck of containerships
13. Development of provisions to consider prohibiting the use of fire-fighting foams containing fluorinated substances, in addition to PFOS, for fire-fighting on board ships 
14. Comprehensive review of the Requirements for maintenance, thorough examination, operational testing, overhaul and repair of lifeboats and rescue boats, launching appliances and release gear (resolution MSC.402(96)) to address challenges with their implementation 
15. Amendments to the LSA Code for thermal performance of immersion suits
16. Evaluation of adequacy of fire protection, detection and extinction arrangements in vehicle, special category and ro-ro spaces in order to reduce the fire risk of ships carrying new energy vehicles
17. Biennial status report and provisional agenda for SSE 12
18. Election of Chair and Vice-Chair for 2026
19. Any other business
20. Report to the Maritime Safety Committee

Three working groups and one drafting group were established as follows:

1. Working Group 1 on Life-saving appliances (LSA). The terms of reference of this group included:

            With regard to agenda item 3:
            If time permits:
1. Further develop the draft amendments to the LSA Code for partially enclosed lifeboats, based on the relevant part of annex 1 of document SSE 8/20, and taking into account documents SSE 9/3/5, SSE 9/3/6 (relevant part), as well as documents SSE 11/3 and SSE 11/INF.8, together with the draft associated MSC resolution.
2. Further develop the draft amendments to the Revised Recommendation (resolution MSC.81(70)) for partially enclosed lifeboats, based on the relevant part of annex 2 of document SSE 8/20, together with the draft associated MSC resolution.
3. Prepare consequential draft amendments to the Revised standardized life-saving appliance evaluation and test report forms (survival crafts) (MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3), taking into account the relevant part of annex 1 of document SSE 9/3 for partially enclosed lifeboats, together with the associated draft MSC circular.
4. Revise the previous check/monitoring sheet and the record format to also include amendments for partially enclosed lifeboats, based on annex 1 of document SSE 8/20.       
With regard to agenda item 4:
Also taking into account documents SSE 11/4/1 and SSE 11/4/2,
5. Consider further the draft amendments to: 
1. Paragraph 4.7.6.4 of the LSA Code, together with the associated draft MSC 
      resolution, based on annex 1 of document SSE 11/4.
2. SOLAS regulation III/19.3.4.4, together with the associated draft MSC resolution, 
      based on annex 3 of document SSE 11/4.
3. Paragraph 6.2.3 of resolution MSC.402(96), together with the associated draft MSC 
      resolution, based on annex 4 of document SSE 11/4, including check/monitoring 
      sheet and the record format, with a view to finalization, and subsequent approval by
      MSC 110 and adoption by MSC 111.
6. Finalize the draft amendments to parts 1 and 2 of resolution MSC.81(70), together with the associated draft MSC resolution, based on annex 2 of document SSE 11/4, with a view to adoption by MSC 111, in conjunction with the adoption of the associated draft amendments to SOLAS chapter III, the LSA Code and resolution MSC.402(96).
7. Finalize the draft amendments to:
1. MSC.1/Circ.1205/Rev.1, together with the associated draft MSC circular, based on
       annex 5 of document SSE 11/4, with a view to approval by MSC 111 and 
       dissemination as MSC.1/Circ.1205/Rev.2.
2.  MSC.1/Circ.1529, together with the associated draft MSC circular, based on annex
       6 of document SSE 11/4, with a view to approval by MSC 111 and dissemination 
       as MSC.1/Circ.1529/Rev.1.
3.  MSC.1/Circ.1578, together with the associated draft  MSC circular, based on annex
       7 of document SSE 11/4, with a view to approval by MSC 111 and dissemination
       as MSC.1/Circ.1578/Rev.1.
4.  MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3, together with the associated draft MSC circular, based on 
       annex 8 of document SSE 11/4, with a view to approval by MSC 111 and 
       dissemination as MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.4
In conjunction with the adoption of the draft amendments listed in .1 above at MSC 111,   as appropriate; 
            With regard to agenda item 5:
Also taking into account the road map set out in paragraph 5.9 of document SSE 10/20, and the hazard identification and ranking set out in annex 2 of document SSE 10/5, as well as documents III 10/4/3 and III 10/INF.17,
8. Consider further the draft functional requirements and expected performances for the "Alarm" phase, based on annexes 1 to 3 of document SSE 11/5.
9. Draft the necessary functional requirements and expected performances, for the remaining phases, taking into account annex 4 of document SSE 11/5.
10. Start drafting a list of definitions to cover functional requirements for all phases; with a view to refining and expanding the definitions as the work evolves.
            With regard to agenda item 6:
11. Further develop the draft amendments to SOLAS and the LSA Code, based on annexes 1 and 2 of document SSE 10/6, and taking into account documents SSE 11/6 and SSE 10/6/1.

2. Working Group 2 on Life-saving appliances (LSA). The terms of reference of the group were:

1. Further develop, validate and prioritize the list of issues for consistent implementation of the requirements contained in resolution MSC.402(96), based on annex 10 of document SSE 11/4; and identify specific areas of resolution MSC.402(96) that require amendments based on this list.
2. Consider further the definitions for "make", "type", "model" and "series", based on annex 11 of document SSE 11/4, taking into account documents SSE 11/14 and SSE 9/19/8.
3. Consider whether additional data addressing implementation issues would be necessary and if so, provide the type of data needed, and advise as appropriate.
4. If time permits, consider draft amendments to resolution MSC.402(96), taking into account the list of issues for consistent implementation of the requirements contained in resolution MSC.402(96) set out in annex 10 of document SSE 11/4.

3. Working Group on Fire protection. The terms of reference for this group included:

With regard to agenda item 7:
  
1. Finalize the draft revision of the Code of practice for atmospheric oil mist detectors (MSC/Circ.1086), based on the annex to document SSE 11/7 and taking into account document SSE 11/7/1.
2. If time permits, prepare an associated draft MSC circular.

With regard to agenda item 8:

3. Further consider document SSE 11/8 in conjunction with documents SSE 10/17/1, SSE 11/8/1, SSE 11/8/2 and SSE 11/8/3.

With regard to agenda item 9:

4. Prepare draft terms of reference for a fire protection correspondence group, if established, to further consider documents SSE 11/9/1 and SSE 11/INF.3, as well as document SSE 11/9/2, subject to the concurrence of MSC 110 pertaining to the scope of the output.
5. Further consider draft amendments for the revision of SOLAS regulation II-2/9, based on annex 2 of document SSE 10/17/1 and taking into account annex 1 thereof.
6. Prepare draft terms of reference for a fire protection correspondence group, if established, to further consider document SSE 11/9.

With regard to agenda item 10:

7. Further consider the draft unified interpretation based on annex 7 of document SSE 11/12, and advise whether the safeguards are satisfied and technical content is agreeable, with a view to finalization, as appropriate.

           With regard to agenda item 12:

8. Further consider the draft amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/7.11, based on annex 1 of document SSE 11/12.
9. Further consider the draft guidelines for the design, performance, testing and approval of water mist lances; and the draft amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/10.7.3, based on annexes 2 and 4 of document SSE 11/12, respectively.
10. Taking into account document SSE 11/INF.10, further consider:

1. The draft amendments to MSC.1/Circ.1472 based on annex 3 of document SSE 11/12.
2. The draft amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/10.7.3, based on annex 4 of document SSE 11/12.
11. Further consider active protection systems (SSE 10/WP.4, paragraphs 32 to 34), e.g. spraying water horizontally below the hatch coaming and deluge systems integrated into the pontoon hatches, as well as passive protection systems.
12. Further consider the potential impact of some measures on other systems or other parts of the existing requirements (SSE 10/20, paragraphs 10.37 and 10.38).
13. Further consider document SSE 11/12/1, with a view to providing input to the SDC Sub-Committee on bilge capacity, potential free surface effects and stability issues emanating from active fire-extinguishing measures on containerships for its consideration and advice to the SSE Sub-Committee.
14. further consider document SSE 11/12/2 on video fire detection systems, taking into account document SSE 11/INF.2, as well as documents SSE 9/10/1 and SSE 10/INF.12.

           With regard to agenda item 16:
    
           Also taking into account documents SSE 11/INF.5, SSE 11/INF.6, SSE 11/INF.7,
           SSE 11/INF.9 and SSE 11/INF.11,

15. Develop a draft action plan, based on the road map (SSE 10/20, paragraph 16.15), indicating detailed actions to be taken within a defined timeframe and corresponding documents submitted so far, ensuring a more structured and systematic approach.
16. Further consider documents SSE 11/12 (relevant part), SSE 11/16/1, SSE 11/16/2 (except for the proposal on the cargo lashing issue) and SSE 11/16/3 (in particular with respect to definitions for an agreed terminology), taking into account the road map (SSE 10/20, paragraph 16.15), with a view to revisiting, as appropriate, in accordance with the action plan to be developed.
17. n accordance with the road map, review the list of relevant scientific reports and studies, new technologies, casualty reports and other available credible resources set out in annex 5 of document SSE 11/12, and further develop the list, as appropriate, including the relevant submissions made so far.
18. If time permits, identify hazards related to new energy vehicles, including BEVs, and risk control options.
19. Consider the necessity of continuing the work intersessionally on the tasks that have not been completed at this session, and if needed, prepare relevant draft terms of reference.

4. Drafting group on model courses. The terms of reference of this group were:

1. Finalize draft revised Model Course 3.05 on Survey of Fire Appliances and Provisions, based on document SSE 11/11, with a view to validation.

     Based on the finalisation of the work on Model Course 3.05

2. Prepare the draft terms of reference for the course developer(s) and the review group for the revision of Model Course 3.06 on Survey of Life-Saving Appliances and Arrangements, with a view to reporting to SSE 12.

	

	ATTACHMENTS/SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION:
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As at its date of issue, this document, in whole or in part, is subject to consideration by the IMO organ 


to which it has been submitted. Accordingly, its contents are subject to approval and amendment 
 of a substantive and drafting nature, which may be agreed after that date. 


 
COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR MAINTENANCE, 


THOROUGH EXAMINATION, OPERATIONAL TESTING, OVERHAUL AND REPAIR OF 
LIFEBOATS AND RESCUE BOATS, LAUNCHING APPLIANCES AND RELEASE GEAR 


(RESOLUTION MSC.402(96)) TO ADDRESS CHALLENGES WITH 
THEIR IMPLEMENTATION 


 
Report of the Working Group 


 


GENERAL 
 


1 The Working Group 2 on Life-Saving Appliances (LSA) met from 24 to 27 February 2025, 
chaired by Ms. Nanna Hahn (Denmark). 
 


2 The Group was attended by delegates from the following Member States: 
 
ANGOLA 
BAHAMAS 
BANGLADESH 
CANADA 
CHILE 
CHINA 
CYPRUS 
DENMARK 
FRANCE 
GERMANY 
GREECE 
GUATEMALA 
INDONESIA 
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF) 
ITALY 
JAPAN 
LIBERIA 
MALAYSIA 
MALTA 
MARSHALL ISLANDS 


NETHERLANDS (KINDGOM OF 
THE) 
NIGERIA 
NORWAY 
PANAMA 
PHILIPPINES 
POLAND 
PORTUGAL 
REPUBLIC OF KOREA 
RUSSIAN FEDERATION 
SAUDI ARABIA 
SINGAPORE 
SPAIN 
THAILAND 
TÜRKİYE 
UNITED ARAB EMIRATES 
UNITED KINGDOM 
UNITED STATES 
 


 


a representative from the following Associate Member of IMO:  
 


HONG KONG, CHINA 
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representatives from the following intergovernmental organizations: 
 


EUROPEAN COMMISSION (EC)  
MARITIME ORGANISATION FOR WEST AND CENTRAL AFRICA (MOWCA)  


 


and the following non-governmental organizations in consultative status: 
 


INTERNATIONAL CHAMBER OF SHIPPING (ICS)  
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR STANDARDIZATION (ISO)  
BIMCO  
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CLASSIFICATION SOCIETIES (IACS)  
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF DRILLING CONTRACTORS (IADC)  
INTERNATIONAL LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCE MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION 
(ILAMA)  
CESA  
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF INDEPENDENT TANKER OWNERS 
(INTERTANKO)  
CRUISE LINES INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION (CLIA)  
INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONTRACTORS ASSOCIATION (IMCA)  
THE ROYAL INSTITUTION OF NAVAL ARCHITECTS (RINA)  
INTERNATIONAL TRANSPORT WORKERS' FEDERATION (ITF)  


 


TERMS OF REFERENCE (TORS) 
 


3 The Group was instructed, taking into account the comments made, and decisions 
taken, in plenary, to: 
 


.1 further develop, validate and prioritize the list of issues for consistent 
implementation of the requirements contained in resolution MSC.402(96), 
based on annex 10 of document SSE 11/4; and identify specific areas of 
resolution MSC.402(96) that require amendments based on this list; 


 
.2 consider further the definitions for "make", "type", "model" and "series", 


based on annex 11 of document SSE 11/4, taking into account documents 
SSE 11/14 and SSE 9/19/8; 


 
.3 consider whether additional data addressing implementation issues would 


be necessary and if so, provide the type of data needed, and advise as 
appropriate; 


 
.4 if time permits, consider draft amendments to resolution MSC.402(96), taking 


into account the list of issues for consistent implementation of the 
requirements contained in resolution MSC.402(96) set out in annex 10 of 
document SSE 11/4. 


 
4 In addition to the terms of reference listed above, the Group was instructed to: 
 


.1 consider the necessity of continuing the work intersessionally on the tasks 
that have not been completed at this session and, if needed, prepare relevant 
draft terms of reference; and 


 
.2 submit a written report by Thursday, 27 February 2025. 
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PRIORITIZATION OF THE ISSUES FOR CONSISTENT IMPLEMENTATION OF THE REQUIREMENTS (TOR 1) 
 
Authorization of service providers, including equipment manufacturers 
 
Ambiguity in the authorization of service providers 
 
5 While considering whether equipment manufacturers need to be authorized as 
authorized service providers (ASPs) to undertake the servicing for their own equipment and/or 
equipment not manufactured by themselves (issue 1.1), the Group had a lengthy discussion 
and the views were divided as regard to their own equipment. 
 
6 Those who supported that equipment manufacturers need to be authorized as ASPs 
for their own equipment expressed that: 
 


.1 to maintain the quality of ASPs, equipment manufacturers need to be 
authorized; 


 


.2 in order to accept a manufacturer's established certification programme to 
certify employment and documentation of personnel, flag Administrations 
need to ensure that equipment manufacturers comply with requirements; 


 


.3 equipment manufacturers may not provide proper service, as service 
providers; 


 


.4 in order to adhere to the purpose of the resolution, and to ensure uniformity 
and to maintain a level playing field, manufacturers should not be treated 
differently from independent ASPs; and 


 


.5 paragraph 3.1 of the resolution is clear in that whoever performs the thorough 
examination, operational testing, repair and overhaul of equipment needs to 
be authorized in accordance with section 7. 


 
7 Notwithstanding this, those who did not support that equipment manufacturers need 
to be authorized as ASPs for their own equipment, expressed that: 
 


.1 requiring the authorization might be an additional burden to flag 
Administrations; 


 


.2 equipment manufacturers should have the ability to provide proper service; and 
 


.3 with reference to the concerns raised in previous sessions, manufacturers 
are liable and responsible for their own equipment. 


 
8 The Group also noted that equipment might be licensed to other entities who act as 
manufacturers, as defined by the resolution, and it is unclear whether those entities are 
considered as the original equipment manufacturers (OEMs). 
 
9 Taking into account the above views, the Group agreed to recommend 
the Sub-Committee to invite interested Member States and international organizations to 
submit proposals to SSE 12, especially to clarify the need for manufacturers to be authorized 
as service providers in order to undertake the servicing for: 
 


.1 their own equipment; and/or 
 


.2 their own equipment if the OEMs subcontract their training to a third party. 
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Inconsistent publication of authorizations in accordance with resolution MSC.402(96) 
 
10 Having considered the inconsistent publication of which party is an ASP (issue 1.2) 
and which equipment they are authorized to service, the Group agreed that paragraph 7.2 of 
resolution MSC.402(96) requires the Administration to ensure that information regarding ASPs 
is made available and the template of approval certificate (see paragraph 38.2) might provide 
an appropriate guidance. In this regard, some members expressed the view that, since 
paragraph 7.2 of the resolution does not require communication to the Organization, posting 
the information on the website of the Administration should suffice. 
 
Corrective actions for an ASP no longer meeting the requirements 
 
11 While considering which corrective actions are needed when an ASP is no longer 
meeting the requirements (issue 1.3), the Group noted that paragraph 7.4.2 of the resolution 
clearly states that the Administration shall withdraw the authorization of service providers who 
are not in compliance. 
 
12 In this context, the Group also acknowledged that there is still ambiguity if equipment 
manufacturers do not need to be authorized as ASPs. Therefore, the Group agreed that this 
matter needs to be considered together with issue 1.1.* 
 
Need for proper IMO quality standards 
 
13 The Group agreed to defer the discussion on the need for proper IMO quality 
standards (issue 1.4) to after the discussion of issue 1.1, for a structured discussion. 
 
Manufacturer's established certification programme 
 
Ambiguity in the authorization of service providers 
 
14 Having considered the ambiguity in the authorization of service providers with regard 
to certification programmes (issue 2.1), the Group noted that: 
 


.1 a recognized national, international or industry standard, such as 
ISO 23678:2022 or a manufacturer's established certification programme is 
allowed; and 


 
.2 ISO 23678, when updated to be in compliance with the revised resolution, 


should be referenced in a footnote, as it is of recommendatory nature and in 
line with the provisions of resolution A.911(22). 


 
15 In this context, the Group also acknowledged that the ISO standard would need to be 
aligned with the four definitions newly developed by the Group before the reference could be 
inserted as a footnote in the resolution. 
 
16 Subsequently, the Group agreed, in principle, to refer to ISO 23678 in a footnote under 
paragraph 7.1.1 of the resolution, with a view to revisiting this matter to confirm the alignment 
between any amendments to resolution MSC.402(96) and updated ISO standards, 
as appropriate, with the understanding that there will be no reference to ISO standards if ISO 
does not update the standards until the adoption of the amendments. 
 


 
*  Issue number references are provided in annex 1. 
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17 Therefore, the Group recommended the Sub-Committee to invite ISO to take action, 
as appropriate. 
 
Training and certification of personnel of ASPs 
 
18 With regard to training and certification of ASPs (issue 2.2), the Group noted that: 
 


.1 paragraph 1.5 of the resolution clearly states that training and certification 
can be done by the ASP and should not be limited to the OEM; and 


 
.2 training and certification can be done by the ASP only if the OEM no longer 


exists. 
 


19 Taking into account the above views, the Group agreed that the training and 
certification of personnel of ASPs can be done by an ASP. However, the Group also agreed 
that this matter should be revisited when the relevant amendments have been developed to 
clarify the intention. 
 
ASP's certification programme 
 
20 The Group, having considered whether a certification programme of an ASP can be 
relied upon to certify the personnel not employed by that ASP (issue 2.3), agreed that it can 
be relied upon. 
 
21 However, the Group also agreed that such personnel should be certified by the 
manufacturer or ASP employing the personnel, in accordance with paragraph 8.1 of 
the resolution. 
 
22 In this context, the Group acknowledged that the current text is not clear on this matter, 
as paragraph 7.1.1 of the resolution does not mention an ASP's certification programme. 
Therefore, the amendments should be developed to make a linkage between paragraphs 7.1.1 
and 8.1. 
 
Clarification of the certification of personnel  
 
Self-certification of an ASP 
 
23 Having recalled the discussion regarding training and certification of personnel of 
ASPs (see paragraph 19), the Group agreed that self-certification should be allowed. 
 
"Field experience" 
 
24 With regard to the meaning of "field experience" and the question of who is 
responsible for providing it, the Group noted that paragraph 8.2.2 of the resolution explains 
what kind of training should be in place and that the ASP is responsible for providing it. 
 
25 While considering this issue, several delegations expressed the view that training 
should be specific to the equipment for which the personnel are to be certified. In this regard, 
the Group agreed that consequential amendments to paragraph 8.1 of the resolution would be 
required to specify equipment, by utilizing the new four draft definitions. 
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26 In this context, some delegations raised the concern that the replacement of "make" 
and "type" in paragraph 8.1 of the resolution with the new four definitions might bring too 
specific requirements, which might not be practically implemented, especially related to field 
experience; and the many cases of several manufacturers delivering the same "type" of 
equipment to the market. Therefore, the Group agreed to include this matter as a new issue 
on the list, as set out in annex 1. 
 
27 With regard to this matter, some delegations suggested simply adding 
"as appropriate" after "make", "type", "model" and "series", as a possible solution. 
 
Remaining issues 
 
28 Due to time constraints, the Group was not able to consider some of the issues in 
annex 1. 
 
DEFINITIONS FOR "MAKE", "TYPE", "MODEL" AND "SERIES" (TOR 2) 
 
General 
 
29 Before considering the definitions, the Group noted that: 
 


.1 many flag Administrations and recognized organizations (ROs) currently 
follow ISO standards and it might be difficult for them to address new 
definitions if those definitions are different from the current definitions in 
ISO standards; 


 
.2 ISO standards should follow IMO instruments and it should not be the other 


way around; 
 
.3 ISO developed definitions for "make", "type", "model" and "series", 


emanating from the lack of clarity of definitions in resolution MSC.402(96). 
However, they significantly deviated from the original definitions given in 
ISO's publicly available specification (ISO/PAS 23678); 


 
.4 the intention of current discussions is to have a clear interpretation and 


consistent application of resolution MSC.402(96); 
 
.5 where "make" and "type" appear in the resolution, this will be amended to 


read "make", "type", "model" and "series", as a starting point for future 
amendments; 


 
.6 definitions should be clear and should not bring any ambiguities; and 
 
.7 the inclusion of new definitions should not bring any change of other 


instruments other than this resolution. 
 


30 The Group also noted that during further consideration of the listed issues and the 
amendments, the definitions might need to be revisited, if any issues caused by the definitions 
are identified during the course of the development of draft amendments to the resolution. 
 
31 The Group further acknowledged that this work was not intended to imply any 
amendments to other instruments and procedures, such as type approval. 
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Definition for "make" 
 
32 The Group noted that the definition for "make" should not refer only to "model" and 
"series" but also to "type". Subsequently, the Group agreed to the definition for "make", as set 
out in annex 2. 
 
Definition for "type" 
 
33 While considering the definition for "type", the following views were expressed: 
 


.1 common characteristics are vague and the definition should clearly state 
what kind of characteristics can make a distinction between equipment; 


 
.2 examples of "type" should be annexed, instead of having some examples in 


the definition itself; 
 
.3 further clarification is necessary on which party is responsible for determining 


the "type"; and 
 
.4 applicants for becoming an ASP can determine "type" when applying for such 


authorization. However, the flag Administration has the ultimate power to 
decide in doing so. 


 
34 In view of the above, the Group agreed to the definition for "type", as set out in annex 2. 
 
Definition for "model" 
 
35 Having considered the definition for "model", the Group noted that: 
 


.1 the approval certificate and/or ID plate does not always specify "model"; 
 
.2 "make" should also be specified in the context of "model"; 
 
.3 amendments to the Revised guidelines for developing operation and 


maintenance manuals for lifeboat systems (MSC.1/Circ.1205/Rev.1) might 
be required depending on the result of the discussion; 


 
.4 referring to maintenance manuals is more appropriate for specifying the 


"model", since maintenance manuals should have the information required 
by this resolution; and 


 
.5 some maintenance manuals are for common use and not "model" specific. 


 
36 In this context, one delegation expressed the view that using the "manufacturer's 
specific name designation for the equipment," is more appropriate since "version of" is unclear. 
Another member supported the idea and suggested incorporating it as part of the definition 
for "model".  
 
37 Subsequently, the Group agreed to the definition for "model", as set out in annex 2. 
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Definition for "series" 
 
38 In considering the definition for "series", the following views were expressed: 
 


.1 the definition for "series" may not bring any value to the implementation of 
this resolution; 


 
.2 it should be clarified whether a range of models can only be from the same 


manufacturer or not; 
 
.3 referring to on the approval certificate and/or the ID plate is kind of duplication 


while the definition of model refers to those; and 
 
.4 how to explain to what extent design characteristics and maintenance 


requirements should have similarities is important. 
 
39 Following consideration, the Group agreed to the definition for "series", as set out in 
annex 2. 
 
Other matters 
 
40 For providing more clarification on the understanding of definitions, the Group: 
 


.1 prepared a table emanating from document SSE 9/19/8 (CESA), which 
shows examples of "make", "type", "model" and "series", as set out in 
annex 3; and 


 
.2 agreed that ISO certificate "Rear of certificate Figure D.3 — Example 3 in 


annex D of ISO 23678:2022" could be considered as an example of an 
approval certificate for an ASP to specify "make", "type", "model" and "series". 
However, in order to annex the template to resolution MSC.402(96), 
the template should be developed. 


 
ADDITIONAL DATA ADDRESSING IMPLEMENTATION ISSUES (TOR 3) 
 
41 Having considered whether additional data addressing implementation issues would 
be necessary, the Group concluded that there is no need to collect additional data at this stage. 
 
DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO RESOLUTION MSC.402(96) (TOR 4) 
 
42 Due to time constraints, the Group was not able to consider draft amendments to 
resolution MSC.402(96). 
 


NEED FOR A CORRESPONDENCE GROUP  
 


43 Taking into account the progress made and the discussion held at this session, 
the Group agreed that the establishment of a correspondence group was not needed. 
 


ACTION REQUESTED OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE 
 


44 The Sub-Committee is invited to approve the report in general and, in particular, to: 
 


.1 note the status of the discussion on issues for consistent implementation of 
the requirements and the revised list of issues, as well as that, due to time 
constraints, the Group could not consider some of the issues (paragraphs 5 
to 28 and annex 1); 
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.2 invite interested Member States and international organizations to submit 
proposals to SSE 12, especially to clarify the need for manufacturers to be 
authorized as service providers in order to undertake the servicing for 
(paragraph 9): 


 
.1 their own equipment; and/or 
 
.2 their own equipment if the OEMs subcontract their training to a third 


party; 
 
.3 invite ISO to update ISO 23678:2022 to align with the newly developed four 


draft definitions, so that a reference to the Standard can be made by a 
footnote in the draft amendments to resolution MSC.402(96) (paragraphs 14 
to 17); 


 
.4 note the discussion on definitions for "make", "type", "model" and "series", 


and the associated examples (paragraphs 29 to 40, annexes 2 and 3); 
 
.5 agree, in principle, to definitions for "make", "type", "model" and "series", with 


a view to revisiting these if any issues caused by the definitions are identified 
(paragraph 30 and annex 2);  


 
.6 endorse the Group's conclusion that there is no need to collect additional 


data addressing implementation issues at this stage (paragraph 41); 
  
.7 note that due to time constraints, the Group could not consider the draft 


amendments to resolution MSC.402(96) (paragraph 42); and 
 


.8 agree that the establishment of a correspondence group would not be 
needed (paragraph 43). 


 
 


***
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ANNEX 1* 
 


DRAFT REVISED CATEGORIZED LIST OF ISSUES FOR CONSISTENT 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE REQUIREMENTS CONTAINED IN 


RESOLUTION MSC.402(96) 
 
 
1 Authorization of service providers, including equipment manufacturers  
 
1 Ambiguity in the authorization of service providers (ASP):  


 


.1 Do equipment manufacturers need to be authorized as ASP to undertake the 
servicing to their own equipment and/or the equipment not manufactured by 
themselves? By whom? 


 


Note: Invite submission to discuss this issue to next session of the Sub-Committee 
(reference to paragraphs 3.1 and 3.2) 


 
2 Inconsistent publication of who is an ASP and which equipment they are authorized 
to service.  


 


Note: template of approval certificate might be the solution (paragraph 7.2 requires 
the Administration to provide information) 


 
3 When an ASP (original manufacturer or third party) is no longer meeting the 
requirements, what corrective actions, if any, are taken?  


 


Note: paragraph 7.4.2 clearly states, however, there is still ambiguity that if 
equipment manufacturers do not need to be authorized as ASPs, therefore, 
this matter needs to be considered together with issue 1.1. 


 
4 Need for proper IMO quality standards applicable to both ASPs and original 
equipment manufacturer (OEMs) in their role as an ASP.  
 


Note: This matter needs to be considered together with issue 1.1. 
 
2 Manufacturer's established certification programme  
 
1 Ambiguity in the authorization of service providers (ASP):  


 


.1 with regard to certification programmes, some flag or port States only accept 
the OEM's established certification programme, while other States accept a 
recognized national, international or industry standard on the basis of 
ISO 23678:2022 or a manufacturer's established certifications programme. 
Conditions and specifications of the training programme requirements should 
be provided.  


 


Note: MSC 402(96) Paragraph 7.1.1 referencing ISO standards with version in the 
footnote, with a view to revisiting this matter to confirm the alignment 
between amendments to resolution MSC.402(96) and updated ISO 
standards with the understanding that there will be no reference to ISO 
standards if ISO does not update the standards until the adoption of 
amendments. 


 
*  The remaining issues that have not been considered by the Group are indicated in grey.  
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2 Is it necessary for the ASP to be trained and certified by the original manufacturer? 
 


Note: Paragraph 1.5 clearly states that this can be done by ASP 
 
3 Can one ASP's certification programme be relied upon to certify personnel not 
employed by the ASP? 
 


Note: Answer is yes, reference to paragraph 8.1, provided that the entity employing 
that personnel is ASP as per section 7. 


 
Personnel for the work specified in paragraphs 4.2 and 4.3 shall be certified 
by manufacturer or authorized service provider in accordance with 
paragraph 7.1.1. 


 
3 Clarification of the certification of personnel  
 
1 Ambiguity in the authorization of service providers (ASP):  


 
.1 is self-certification of an ASP permitted?  
 
Note: Yes 


 
2  Ambiguity in the ASP's access to tools, documents, training, etc.:  


 
.1 it is unclear what "field experience" means; who is responsible for providing 


it; and how it is documented, etc.  
 
Note: Refer to paragraph 8.2.2 and ASP is responsible. Consequential 


amendments to paragraph 8.1 is required to specify equipment using new 
four definitions. 


 
.2 current training programmes and certifications of competence vary greatly. 


These programmes are not audited. 
 
Note(not considered): Linked to issue 1.1.  


 
3 The current situation with training according to ISO and multi-brand certification is 
commercially driven and not safety related. 
 
4 Replacement of make and type in paragraph 8.1 with new four draft definitions might 
bring too specific requirements which might not be practically implemented, especially related 
to field experience. 
 
4 Definitions of various terms 
 
1 No definitions of "make" and "type".  
 


Note: Agreed 
 
2 No definition for "model". 
 


Note: Agreed 
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3 No definition for "series". 
 


Note: Agreed 
 
4 No definition for "agents or subsidiaries".  
 
5 There is no clear definition of "certification programme". 
 
6 No definition for "employment" in paragraph 7.1.1 of resolution MSC.402(96).  
 
7 No definition for "sufficient tools" in paragraph 7.1.2 of resolution MSC.402(96).  
 
8 No definition for "certified personnel".  
 
9 ISO 23678:2022 is not referenced in resolution MSC.402(96).  


 
Note: References in footnote with version, with a view to revisiting this matter to 


confirm the alignment between amendments to resolution MSC.402(96) and 
updated ISO standards with the understanding that there will be no reference 
to ISO standards if ISO does not update the standards until the adoption of 
amendments. 


 
10 Inconsistent use of the terms "authorized service provider", "recognized service 
supplier" and "approved service supplier" by ROs.  
 
11 Gaps in the requirements of SOLAS regulation III/20 and/or in resolution 
MSC.402(96) for the maintenance of suspension parts.  
 
5 Timing of annual servicing  
 
1 Except for the five yearly servicing as clarified by MSC.1/Circ.1618, can annual 
servicing be conducted by an approved service provider without the presence of a surveyor, 
in advance of an annual/periodical survey but within the survey window subject to the 
documentational and operational confirmation by the surveyor at the time of the 
annual/periodical survey? 
 
6 Other issues  
 
1 Ambiguity in the ASP's access to tools, documents, training, etc.:  


 
.1 no requirements and "technical support" for the partnership between 


manufacturers and ASPs are provided. On one hand, a manufacturer might 
not provide the necessary training, equipment, or technical support. On the 
other hand, a manufacturer might require burdensome and unnecessary 
replacement of parts, for example.  


 
.2 Contracting Governments to the Convention should take measures 


they consider appropriate to ensure that national manufacturers of 
equipment certified under chapter III of the Convention for installation and 
use on board ships undertake to ensure that equipment, instructions, 
specialized tools, spare parts, training and accessories, as required, are 
available to independent service providers in a timely and cost-effective 
manner. How can we ensure Governments are doing this? 
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Note: Reference to preamble para 3 of resolution MSC.402(96). In other Circ such 
as Circ.1/1206/Rev.1, kind of preamble para 3 of resolution MSC.402(96) 
was in the main body, but Administration might not have power to comply 
with that requirement, therefore, resolution included that text in preamble. 


 
One delegation pointed out that the reason for the current para 3 of the 
preamble is described in document MSC 84/11/1. 


 
.3 it is unclear how often specialized tools, spare parts, technical 


documentation, maintenance manuals, etc. should be provided to the ASP 
by the manufacturer.  


 
.4 inconsistent application of ensuring that equipment, instructions, tools, spare 


parts, training, and accessories are made available by manufacturers to 
service providers. 


 
.5 does an ASP have to have direct or immediate access to 


sufficient/specialized tools?  
 
.6 are certifying entities verifying each ASP has access to the appropriate 


parts? Does the ASP have to provide the parts, or can the vessel operator 
provide the parts?  


 
.7 are certifying entities verifying availability of the most up-to-date instructions 


for repair work?  
 
2 Not all ROs refer specifically to resolution MSC.402(96) and therefore an operator 
may not be sure under what instrument a service provider is authorized.  
 
3 There may be an inconsistent interpretation between SOLAS regulation III/20.4 and 
resolution MSC.402(96) related to the maintenance of falls in paragraph 6.3.  
 
4 There is no information provided regarding the scope of required audits in 
paragraph 7.4, how it is to be conducted, what is to be examined, etc.  
 
5 Service providers cannot safely service equipment without special training, 
documents, and tools from the OEM 
 
New uncategorized issues 
 
XA The text within paragraph 7.1.1 does not allow for the referencing within resolution 
MSC.402 (96) of a recognized national or international training standard in accordance with 
resolution A.911(22) on Uniform wording for referencing IMO instruments.  
 
XB The training does not refer to the makes, types, models and series for which an 
individual will later be certified. It means that one can train on different equipment than they 
will be certified on. This approach is not supported. 
 
XC The timing of five-yearly overload test, as required by paragraph 6.3 of resolution 
MSC.402(96), may not be sufficiently clear as to whether it may be aligned with ship's 
annual/periodical/renewal survey or it should be strictly done at the interval of not 
exceeding 5 years apart from ship's annual/periodical/renewal survey. 
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XD The timing of five-yearly overload tests required in SOLAS regulations III/20.11.1.2, 
III/20.11.2.2 and III/20.11.3.2, may not be clear whether the overload test may be done as part 
of "annual survey", which may include periodical survey and renewal survey, or if it should be 
done before five-year exceeds from the last overload test regardless of ship's 
annual/periodical/renewal surveys. 
 
 


*** 
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ANNEX 2 
 


DRAFT DEFINITIONS OF "MAKE", "TYPE", "MODEL" AND "SERIES" 
TO BE USED IN RESOLUTION MSC.402(96) 


 
 
1 Make – original manufacturer of the type, model and series of equipment, as referred 
to on the approval certificate and/or ID plate, as appropriate. 
 
2 Type – category of equipment having common functional or design characteristics 
(non-exhaustive list of examples are listed in the annex). 
 
3 Model – a specific version of a particular make and type, as referred to on the approval 
certificate and/or ID plate, as appropriate. 
 
4 Series – a specific range of models from the same manufacturer that have equivalent 
design characteristics and maintenance requirements. 
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ANNEX 
 


NON-EXHAUSTIVE LIST OF EXAMPLES OF TYPE 
 


Survival craft types Davit types Winch types Release gear types 


Lifeboat 


a) with sprinkler and 
sir system 


Lifeboat 


a) Single fall or 


b) Twin fall or 


c) Free fall 


Lifeboat 


a) Open or 


b) Partially enclosed 


Rescue boats 


a) Single fall rescue 
boat or 


b) Fast rescue boat 


a) Fixed outrigger 


b) Free fall ramp 


c) Free fall A-frame 


d) Roller track 
gravity 


e) Hydraulic/luffing 
gravity-lowering 


f) Single arm slewing 


Twin drum 


a) Gravity-lowering/ 
electric hoisting 


1) Holding /static 
brakes with 
friction pads 


2) Holding /static 
brakes with 
mechanically 
operated 
multiple discs. 


3) Holding/ static 
brakes, 
multiple discs, 
hydraulically 
operated 


4) Hydraulic 
pump lowering 
brake 


5) Centrifugal 
brakes with 
friction pads 


b) Gravity - lowering 
hydraulic hoisting 


 


Single drum 


a) Gravity - lowering/ 
Electric hoisting 


1) Holding / static 
brakes with 
friction pads 


2) Centrifugal 
brakes with 
friction pads 


b) Hydraulic 
lowering and 
hoisting 


 


Hook assemblies 


a) Off load/on load – 
lift not over centre 
release gear 


1) Flat to flat 
rotating cams 


2) Forward or 
reverse curve 
to curve 
rotating cams 


3) Curve to flat 
rotating cams 


4) Up and down 
pins 


b) On load/Off load – 
lift over centre 
release gear 


c) Free fall hydraulic 


d) Automatic – lift 
over centre 


e) Off load – lift over 
centre 


 


Devices for 
activating release 


a) Central release 
units. 


b) Hydrostatic 
interlock with 
diaphragm 


c) Hydrostatic 
interlock with float 


d) Electronic 
sensors 


 
 


*** 
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ANNEX 3 
 


EXAMPLES OF "MAKE", "TYPE", "MODEL" AND "SERIES" 
(emanating from document SSE 9/19/8) 


 
Make Type Series Model 


Launching appliances (incl. davits, ramps)  


FASSMER Hydraulic davit FHD FHD 150, FHD 280, FHD 450 


FASSMER Hinged davit FHDY FHDY 100 


FASSMER Freefall davit FFH FFH 65, FFH 70, FFH 80, FFH 90 


FASSMER Freefall ramp FLR  


FASSMER Pivot davit FPD, FMPD FPD 55, FPD 80, FPD 100, 
FMPD 100, FMPD 130, FMPD 160 


FASSMER Outrigger davit FOD, FOD LBC, 
FOD SAR, 
FOD-R, 
FOD-TC 


FOD 100, FOD 150, FOD 190, FOD 
LBC 300, FOD SAR 40, FOD-R 22, 
FOD- R 25, FOD-R 40, FOD-TC 
450 


FASSMER Rescue boat 
davit 


FOSV FOSV 71 


FASSMER Rescue boat 
crane 


FSAH, FSAR FSAH 22, FSAH 32, FSAR 12/3.5, 
FSAR 14/3.5 FSAR 21/4.0 


FASSMER Rescue boat/ 
liferaft crane 


FSARR FSARR 21/3.8, FSARR 22/4.0 


Release gear  


FASSMER Freefall 
lifeboat 
release 
mechanism 


FFRU FFRU 6.6 


FASSMER Offload rescue 
boat hook 


FOH FOH 27, FOH 30, FOH 70 


FASSMER Onload 
release gear 


Duplex x.xE, 
Duplex xxE2, 
Duplex xxxE2 


Duplex 2.5E, Duplex 6.6E, Duplex 
25E2, Duplex 60E2, Duplex 140E2, 
Duplex 180E2  


Lifeboats (incl. freefall lifeboats, tenders)  


FASSMER Davit 
launched 
totally 
enclosed 
lifeboat 


GMR, TGMR, 
CLR-C, CLR-T, 
CL-C, CL-T, 
CLX 


GMR 5.9, GMR 7.4, TGMR 6.5, 
CLR-C 5.9, CLR.T 8.5, CL-C 9.4, 
CL-C 11.1, CL-C 13.2, CL-T 10.7, 
CL-T 12.8, CLX 10.0, CLX 12.8  


FASSMER Freefall 
lifeboat 


CFL, CFL-C, 
CFL-T, GAR, 
GAR-T,  


CFL 4.9, CFL-C 66, CFL-C 82, 
CFL-T 72, CFL-T 83, GAR 6.0, 
GAR 7.4, GAR-T 6.7, GAR-T 8.5 


FASSMER Partially 
enclosed 
lifeboat 
(incl. multi-
purpose) 


CL-P, SEL, 
SEL-T, SEL-R, 
PLL, PLT-EVO, 
SEL-RT 


CL-P 6.4, CL-P 8.9, SEL 8.15, SEL 
10.5, SEL-T 11.0, SEL-T 14.0, 
SEL-T 15.75, PLL 1099, PLT-EVO 
170, SEL-RT 8.5, SEL-RT 10.5 


Rescue boats (incl. fast rescue boats)  


FASSMER Rigid inflatable 
rescue boat 


RIR RIR 6.1, RIR 6.1 ID 


FASSMER Rigid rescue 
boat 


RR, RR ID RR 4.2, RR 4.5 ID, RR 6.2 ID 


FASSMER Fast rigid 
rescue boat 


FRR, FRIR FRR 6.5 ID-SF, FRR 6.6 ID, FRIR 
625, FRIR 6.1 ID 


 
 


___________ 
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DISCLAIMER 
As at its date of issue, this document, in whole or in part, is subject to consideration by the IMO organ 


to which it has been submitted. Accordingly, its contents are subject to approval and amendment 
of a substantive and drafting nature, which may be agreed after that date. 


 
DRAFT REPORT TO THE MARITIME SAFETY COMMITTEE  


 
1 GENERAL 
 
1.1 The Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment (SSE), chaired by Mr. Hironori 


Eguro (Japan), held its eleventh session from 24 to 28 February 2025. The Vice-Chair, 


Mr. Cristiano Aliperta (Palau), was also present. 
 
1.2 The session was attended by delegations from Member States and Associate 


Members of IMO, representatives from United Nations and specialized agencies, and 


observers from intergovernmental organizations and non-governmental organizations in 


consultative status, as listed in document SSE 11/INF.1. 
 
Opening address 
 
1.3 The Secretary-General welcomed participants and delivered his opening address. 


The full text of the opening address can be downloaded from the IMO website at the following 


link: https://www.imo.org/en/MediaCentre/SecretaryGeneral/Pages/Secretary-


GeneralsSpeechesToMeetings.aspx 
 
Chair's remarks 
 
1.4 In responding, the Chair 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. 
 
Use of hybrid meeting capabilities 
 
1.5  The Sub-Committee noted that the plenary sessions would be conducted in person, 


supplemented by hybrid meeting capabilities, taking into account the relevant decisions of 


C 132 and C 133 (C 132/D, paragraphs 17.2 and 17.3; and C 133/D, paragraph 3.8). 



https://www.imo.org/en/MediaCentre/SecretaryGeneral/Pages/Secretary-GeneralsSpeechesToMeetings.aspx

https://www.imo.org/en/MediaCentre/SecretaryGeneral/Pages/Secretary-GeneralsSpeechesToMeetings.aspx
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Adoption of the agenda and related matters 
 
1.6 The Sub-Committee adopted its agenda (SSE 11/1) and agreed to be guided in its work, 


in general, by the annotations contained in document SSE 11/1/1 (Secretariat) and the 


arrangements in document SSE 11/1/1/Add.1 (Chair). 


 


General statements by delegations 
 
Statements by delegations with respect to the situation in the Black Sea 
 
1.7 The delegation of Ukraine made a statement to mark the third anniversary since the 


Russian Federation launched a full-scale invasion of Ukraine. The main points raised by the 


delegation of Ukraine included, inter alia:   


 


.1 the attacks on Ukrainian ports and shipping routes, the militarization of the 


Black Sea and deliberate threats to freedom of navigation had disrupted 


global food security, energy supply and environmental safety. These actions 


had led to numerous casualties among port workers and civilian seafarers 


from various countries, further aggravating the global humanitarian impact of 


this war;  


 


.2 protecting civilians, seafarers and critical infrastructure should remain a top 


priority and a clear demonstration of this commitment was the support for the 


establishment of the Black Sea Maritime Corridor, ensuring vital shipments 


despite the ongoing military actions; and 


 


.3 the delegation of Ukraine remained fully committed to a just and lasting 


peace, achieved through diplomacy and grounded in the principles of 


international law. They welcomed the efforts of their partners in addressing 


the consequences of this war and in fostering dialogue. Although the road to 


peace remained challenging ahead, they urged all Member States to 


continue their support for the sovereignty of Ukraine and to work together to 


restore security and stability in their region and beyond. 


 


1.8  The full text of the statement by the delegation of Ukraine is set out in annex […]. 
 


1.9 On behalf of the Member States of the European Union and the European 


Commission, the delegation of Poland expressed its unwavering solidarity with Ukraine and 
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the Ukrainian people, on the third anniversary of the full-scale invasion of Ukraine and 


condemned the illegal, unprovoked and unjustified aggression by the Russian Federation 


against Ukraine. They also highlighted that: 
 


.1 without the foundation of sovereign States, respect for peace and adherence 


to international law, the efforts of IMO lose their coherence and primary 


purpose. Maintaining the freedom of navigation in the Black Sea and the Sea 


of Azov was crucial;  
 


.2 as a United Nations (UN) organization focused on highly specialized and 


technical matters, the work of IMO relied fundamentally on the rule of law 


and peaceful relations among Member States. Cooperation on the 


development of important technical aspects addressed by the 


Sub-Committee, such as life-saving equipment and fire safety systems 


requirements, should be built on these foundations; and 
 


.3 Poland, along with the European Union, remained committed to supporting 


the sovereignty, territorial integrity and maritime rights of Ukraine. 
 


1.10 Australia, Canada, Norway and the United Kingdom supported the intervention by 


Poland made on behalf of the Members of the European Union; expressed their solidarity with 


Ukraine; and highlighted that: 
 


.1 the invasion of Ukraine by the Russian Federation violated international law, 


the UN Charter and the fundamental principle of freedom of navigation, and 


was inconsistent with the principles and purposes of IMO, as set forth in 


Article 1 of the IMO Convention; 
 


.2 the aggression by the Russian Federation against Ukraine caused serious 


threat to the safety of navigation and seafarers in the region; and 
 


.3 resolution A.1183(33) clearly stated support for the sovereignty, 


independence and the territorial integrity of Ukraine. 


 


1.11 The full text of the statements made by the delegations of Australia, Canada, Norway, 


Poland (on behalf of the Members of the European Union) and the United Kingdom are set out 


in annex […].  
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1.12 In response to these statements, the delegation of the Russian Federation highlighted 


the following points: 


 


 .1 this session of the Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment was 


misused by some countries to pursue their political aims to the detriment of 


the work of this body;   


 


 .2 all the allegations, made up by the Western and Ukrainian propaganda, were 


rejected as baseless and relying on the facts existing only in the minds of 


these propaganda promoters. The only goal of this propaganda was 


exclusively the pursuit of further escalation of the conflict. The Russian side 


called on all sponsors of war to stop supplying weapons to Ukraine, 


especially under the pretext of exporting agricultural products on merchant 


vessels, and thus to help to bring peace closer; and 


 


 .3 once again, it was stressed that resolution A.1183(33) was pushed onto IMO 


members by a minority of countries, which fact was explicitly represented by 


the character of this document which was the weakest in IMO history in terms 


of the number of supporting Member States. 


 


1.13 The full text of the statement by the delegation of the Russian Federation is set out in 


annex […]. 


 


General statement by the delegation of the United States 
 
1.14 The Sub-Committee noted the statement made by the delegation of the United States 


that they were under a new Administration. The United States were, therefore, reviewing their 


policies to ensure that any outcomes did not unduly or unfairly burden them. The United States 


were taking a broader policy review of all matters under the purview of this Sub-Committee 


and IMO, and were, thus, reserving their position on matters discussed at this meeting. 


The silence of the United States did not necessarily imply tacit agreement on the matters being 


discussed. 
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2 DECISIONS OF OTHER IMO BODIES 
 
2.1 The Sub-Committee noted the relevant outcome of PPR 11, MSC 108, C 132, III 10, 


C 133 and MSC 109, as reported in document SSE 11/2 (Secretariat), in particular matters 


presented in the following paragraphs and took action under the relevant agenda items. 


 


Modifications to the Committees' Organization and method of work 
 
Decisions of MSC 108  
 
2.2 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 108 had agreed to draft amendments to 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.5/Rev.5), 


with respect to an initial assessment of capacity-building implications, for application as 


from MSC 109.  


 
Decisions of MSC 109  
 
2.3 The Sub-Committee also recalled that, subsequently, MSC 109 had further developed 


and had approved draft amendments to the Committees' Organization and method of work 


(MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.5/Rev.5): 
 


.1 measures to address the workload of the Committees and their subsidiary 


bodies; 


 
.2  procedures to facilitate the assessment of capacity-building implications of 


new or amended mandatory instruments; 


 
.3 safeguards and the decision-making process to be followed during 


consideration and approval of unified interpretations; and 


 
.4 general improvements,  


 
to be disseminated as MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.5/Rev.6, subject to concurrent approval 


by MEPC 83 (April 2025).  
 
2.4 In this regard, MSC 109 had decided to apply the changes introduced in the 


Committees' Organization and method of work on an interim basis, starting with submissions 


to MSC 110, until concurrent approval by MEPC 83, and had agreed to implement the new 


requirement for submission of a "road map" on a voluntary basis in the interim period. 
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2.5 Subject to concurrent approval of the draft revision of the Committees' Organization 


and method of work by MEPC 83, MSC 109 had: 
 


.1 invited the Council to consider aligning relevant provisions in the Application 


of the Strategic Plan of the Organization (resolution A.1174(33)) with the 


corresponding provisions in MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.5/Rev.6; and 
 
.2  requested the Secretariat to update the Guidance on drafting of amendments 


to the 1974 SOLAS Convention and related mandatory instruments 


(MSC.1/Circ.1500/Rev.3) and Procedural aspects related to the drafting of 


amendments to safety-related IMO conventions, other than the 1974 SOLAS 


Convention, and related mandatory instruments (MSC.1/Circ.1587), 


accordingly.  
 
Hybrid capabilities and voting 
 
2.6 The Sub-Committee recalled that C 132 had noted the Committee's decision to 


include rules on the use of hybrid meeting capabilities in its Rules of Procedure. 


 


2.7 The Sub-Committee also recalled that C 133 had approved the draft revised Rules of 


Procedure of the Council, including the matter related to hybrid meeting capabilities, and had 


invited the other organs of the Organization to consider the amendments to the Rules of 


Procedure, with a view to harmonizing their respective rules of procedure with the Rules of the 


Council to the extent possible. 


 
ISO Standards-related matters 
 
2.8 The Sub-Committee recalled that:  


 


.1 MSC 108 had discussed the validity of reference to EN 54:2001 standards in 


the amendments to the FSS Code adopted by resolution MSC.555(108), with 


respect to heat detectors and linear heat detectors; and 


 


.2 MSC 109 had discussed Revised ISO standard 18813:2022 in the LSA Code 


publication regarding food rations and water for emergency drinking carried 


in liferafts, and had instructed the SSE Sub-Committee to further consider 


these matters. 
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2.9 In this context, the Sub-Committee agreed to consider ISO standards-related matters 


under agenda item 19 (Any other business) (see paragraph 19.[…]).  


 


3 NEW REQUIREMENTS FOR VENTILATION OF SURVIVAL CRAFT 
 
Background  
 
3.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that, in accordance with the agreement of SSE 9 and as 


noted by MSC 107, SSE 10 had considered any compelling need for ventilation requirements 


for partially enclosed lifeboats and liferafts, for inclusion in both the LSA Code and the Revised 


recommendation on testing of life-saving appliances (resolution MSC.81(70)), together with 


documents SSE 9/3/3 (India), SSE 9/3/5 (India) and SSE 9/3/6 (China). 


 


3.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that SSE 10, having noted split views on the matter, 


had concluded that a further opportunity to discuss the matter, with more supporting 


information, should be offered. In this context, SSE 10 had invited submissions to this session 


to justify the compelling need for ventilation requirements for partially enclosed lifeboats and 


liferafts, with the understanding that the item would be considered completed if no submissions 


justifying the compelling need were received for a second year. 


 


Compelling need for ventilation requirements for partially enclosed lifeboats and liferafts 
 
Documents submitted to this session 
 
3.3 With respect to the compelling need for ventilation requirements for partially enclosed 


lifeboats and liferafts, the Sub-Committee considered the following documents: 


  


.1 SSE 11/3 (China), demonstrating the compelling need for ventilation 


requirements for partially enclosed lifeboats (PELBs) based on the 


ventilation experiment of partially enclosed lifeboats with dedicated 


ventilation on and some of the entrances open in calm and adverse 


conditions; and 


 


.2 SSE 11/INF.8 (China), providing a report containing the results of research 


on the ventilation system of PELBs, in order to support and to serve as a 


supplement to the proposal contained in document SSE 11/3. 


 


3.4 In this respect, the Sub-Committee discussed, in particular: 
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.1 the compelling need to introduce ventilation requirements for PELBs only, for 


inclusion in both the LSA Code and resolution MSC.81(70); and  
 
.2 if the need was considered as compelling, consequential amendments to the 


Revised standardized life-saving appliance evaluation and test report forms 


(survival crafts) (MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3). 


 


3.5 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 


 


Supporting ventilation requirements for PELBs/liferafts  
 


.1 a compelling need was sufficiently justified in documents SSE 11/3 and  


SSE 9/3/4, recognizing the urgent need for such requirements;    


 


.2 ensuring adequate ventilation in survival craft to maintain habitability and the 


well-being of occupants was important. The findings presented in document 


SSE 11/3 highlighted a potential risk, especially in adverse conditions where 


natural ventilation might not sufficiently mitigate rising CO₂ levels;  


 


.3 while no reported incidents of injury or casualty due to inadequate ventilation 


had been recorded, a precautionary approach might be considered in line 


with IMO's commitment to proactive safety measures and there was merit in 


further exploring industry best practices and cost-effective solutions. 


Any proposed regulatory amendments should carefully balance safety 


improvements with feasibility for implementation across the global fleet. 


A comprehensive impact assessment was needed before concretizing new 


mandatory ventilation requirements for PELBs and liferafts;  


 


.4 even in unfavourable conditions, maintaining appropriate CO₂ levels and air 


renewal rates, which were previously validated by the Sub-Committee, would 


be of paramount importance. Therefore, the LSA Working Group 1 should be 


tasked to develop further draft amendments. 


 


Not supporting ventilation requirements for PELBs/liferafts  
 


.5 the test results in document SSE 11/3 might not be sufficient to justify the 


additional requirements for all PELBs, since CO2 testing was difficult 
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to perform for partially enclosed lifeboats as acknowledged in document 


SSE 9/3/6. Furthermore, PELBs were equipped with hatches and flaps that 


could be opened and closed depending on the weather. Therefore, there was 


no compelling need for ventilation requirements for PELBs, as proposed in 


document SSE 9/3/6; 


 
.6 an exhaustive review of marine casualty data (SSE 9/3/8 (Japan et al.) could 


not identify incidents in which inadequate ventilation in PELBs or liferafts 


contributed to casualties. Therefore, there was no compelling need for new 


requirements for ventilation of PELBs and this output should be considered 


completed at this session;  


 


.7 the current inherent design characteristics of a PELB was considered 


sufficient to allow ventilation to ensure safe levels of CO2. The concentrations 


of CO2 in lifeboats can be kept within a safe level using leeward canopies in 


PELBs. Document SSE 11/INF.8 demonstrated that the CO2 concentrations 


remained stable and below 4000 ppm with appropriate use of inherent 


ventilation; and 


 


.8 introduction of such requirements might potentially introduce new hazards. 


 
3.6 Taking into account that the majority of the delegations who spoke supported the 


ventilation requirements for PELBs, the Sub-Committee: 


 


.1 agreed on such requirements for inclusion in both the LSA Code and 


resolution MSC.81(70), together with consequential amendments to the 


Revised standardized life-saving appliance evaluation and test report forms 


(survival crafts) (MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3);  


 


.2 concluded that no compelling need was demonstrated for liferafts, as no 


submissions had been received justifying such requirements at this session; 


and 


 


.3 invited MSC 110 to note the outcome of the discussion of the Sub-Committee 


on the matter. 
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3.7 In this context, the Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 8 had prepared relevant draft 


amendments to the LSA Code and the Revised recommendation (resolution MSC.81(70)), as 


set out in annexes 1 and 2 of its report (SSE 8/20). 
 


Ventilation requirements for partially enclosed lifeboats 
 
Draft amendments to the LSA Code 
 
3.8 In light of its earlier decision (see paragraph 3.6.1), the Sub-Committee considered 


the following documents: 
 


.1 SSE 9/3/5 (India), providing modifications to the draft amendments to the 


LSA Code for partially enclosed lifeboats with respect to power source for 


powered ventilation; and  
 


.2 SSE 9/3/6 (China) (relevant part), suggesting modifications to the draft 


amendments to the LSA Code for partially enclosed lifeboats with respect to 


natural and powered ventilation, based on the "4% of the floor area" 


and "5 m3/h per person" figures, respectively. 
 


3.9 During its consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the following views expressed: 
 


.1 further consideration of the documents by the LSA Working Group 1 was 


supported while careful consideration was necessary on the draft 


amendments regarding natural ventilation proposed in document SSE 9/3/6, 


as the draft amendments substantially deviated from testing the CO2, 


concentration level as had been initially agreed by SSE 8;  
 


.2 the proposal in document SSE 9/3/5 was supported with respect to power 


source for mechanical ventilation;  
 


.3 both natural and mechanical ventilation should be allowed for PELBs when 


developing further the draft amendments; and 
 


.4 given the excessive workload of the LSA Working Group 1, further work 


should only be undertaken, if time permitted, with the understanding that the 


LSA Correspondence Group, if established, could continue the work 


intersessionally. 
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3.10 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee: 


 


.1 supported the proposals in both documents, in general; and 


 


.2 instructed the LSA Working Group 1 established under agenda item 5 (see 


paragraph 5.[…]) to develop further the draft amendments to the LSA Code, 


based on annex 1 of the report of SSE 8 (SSE 8/20), and taking into account 


documents SSE 9/3/5 and SSE 9/3/6, as well as documents SSE 11/3 and 


SSE 11/INF.8 (see paragraph 3.14), if time permitted. 


 


Draft amendments to resolution MSC.81(70) 
 
3.11 The Sub-Committee considered the relevant part of annex 2 of document SSE 8/20 


(report of SSE 8), containing draft amendments to resolution MSC.81(70) for PELBs and 


agreed to refer the relevant part of annex 2 of document SSE 8/20 to the LSA Working Group 1 


for further consideration, if time permitted.  


 


Consequential draft amendments to MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3 
 
3.12 Having noted that the draft amendments to the LSA Code and the Revised 


Recommendation would require consequential amendments to the Revised standardized 


lifesaving appliance evaluation and test report forms (survival crafts) 


(MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3), the Sub-Committee agreed to instruct the LSA Working Group 1 to 


prepare such consequential amendments, based on the relevant part of annex 1 of document 


SSE 9/3 (Report of the LSA Correspondence Group), together with the associated draft MSC 


circular, if time permitted. 


 
Check/monitoring sheet and the record format 
 
3.13 The Sub-Committee recalled that when MSC 106 had approved the draft 


amendments on ventilation requirements for totally enclosed lifeboats, the associated 


check/monitoring sheet and the record format had also been considered. Therefore, 


the Sub-Committee agreed to instruct the LSA Working Group 1 to revise the previous 


check/monitoring sheet and the record format, based on annex 1 (appendix 1) of document 


SSE 8/20, if time permitted. 
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Further instructions to the LSA Working Group 1 
 
3.14 The Sub-Committee instructed the LSA Working Group 1, taking into account the 


comments made and decisions taken in plenary, if time permits, to: 


 


.1 develop further the draft amendments to the LSA Code for partially enclosed 


lifeboats, based on relevant parts of annex 1 of document SSE 8/20, and 


taking into account documents SSE 9/3/5, SSE 9/3/6 (relevant part), as well 


as documents SSE 11/3 and SSE 11/INF.8, together with the associated 


draft MSC resolution; 


 


.2 develop further the draft amendments to the Revised recommendation 


(resolution MSC.81(70)) for partially enclosed lifeboats, based on annex 2 of 


document SSE 8/20, together with the associated draft MSC resolution;  


 


.3 prepare consequential draft amendments to the Revised standardized 


lifesaving appliance evaluation and test report forms (survival crafts) 


(MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3), taking into account the relevant part of annex 1 of 


document SSE 9/3 for partially enclosed lifeboats, together with the 


associated draft MSC circular;  


 


.4 revise the previous check/monitoring sheet and the record format to also 


include amendments for partially enclosed lifeboats, based on annex 1 of 


document SSE 8/20; and 


 
.5 consider whether the work should continue intersessionally; and, if so, to 


prepare draft terms of reference for a correspondence group. 


 


Report of LSA Working Group 1 
 
3.15 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the LSA Working Group 1 


(SSE 11/WP.3), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs … to … below. 


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the 


decisions taken by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 
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4 DEVELOPMENT OF DESIGN AND PROTOTYPE TEST REQUIREMENTS FOR 
THE ARRANGEMENTS USED IN THE OPERATIONAL TESTING OF FREE-FALL 
LIFEBOAT RELEASE SYSTEMS WITHOUT LAUNCHING THE LIFEBOAT 


 
Background 
 
4.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had: 


 


.1 considered the development of amendments to the International Life-Saving 


Appliance (LSA) Code to include requirements for the design of the 


arrangements for the simulated launch of free-fall lifeboats, taking into 


account the lifeboat's static weight, as well as the shock loading that would 


be experienced in the operational testing of the free-fall lifeboat 


release systems; 


 


.2 agreed, in principle, to draft amendments to paragraph 4.7.6.4 of the 


LSA Code, including the associated draft MSC resolution containing the 


relevant implementation provisions, as contained in annex 1 of document 


SSE 10/WP.3, with a view to finalization at this session, together with any 


consequential amendments to other related instruments, for approval by 


MSC 110 and subsequent adoption by MSC 111; and 


 


.3 had instructed the LSA Correspondence Group to finalize the draft 


amendments to the LSA Code, together with consequential draft 


amendments to resolutions MSC.81(70) and MSC.402(96), and any other 


relevant instruments (e.g. MSC.1/Circ.1529, MSC.1/Circ.1578 and 


MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.2). 


 


4.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that MSC 109, taking into account the justification 


provided by the Sub-Committee, had endorsed the expansion of the scope of the output to 


cover amendments to other related instruments in addition to the LSA Code, to be considered 


at this session, with a view to finalization of all relevant amendments, for approval by MSC 110 


and adoption by MSC 111, as appropriate. 


 


Report of the LSA Correspondence Group 
 
4.3 The Sub-Committee considered the relevant part of document SSE 11/4 


(United States), containing the report of the Correspondence Group on Life-Saving Appliances 
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(LSA) related to test requirements for the arrangements used in the operational testing of 


free-fall lifeboat release systems without launching the lifeboat. 


 


4.4 Having approved the report of the Correspondence Group (SSE 11/4), in general, the 


Sub-Committee considered the draft amendments to the LSA Code, resolution MSC.81(70), 


as well as the consequential draft amendments to SOLAS chapter III, resolution MSC.402(96), 


MSC.1/Circ.1205/Rev.1, MSC.1/Circ.1529, MSC.1/Circ.1578 and MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3, 


with a view to approval and adoption by the Committee, as appropriate. 


 


4.5 In the ensuing discussion, the Sub-Committee noted that the draft amendments 


aimed to clarify the design and prototype test requirements for simulated launching equipment 


for free-fall lifeboats for enhancing the safety of crew and therefore, the work should be 


finalized at this session. 


 


4.6 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee agreed to instruct the Working Group 1 on 


Life-Saving Appliances (LSA Working Group 1), established under agenda item 5 


(see paragraph 5.[…]) to finalize the draft amendments (see paragraph 4.4). 


 
Clarification of the scope of the output 
 
4.7 With respect to the clarification of the scope of the output, the Sub-Committee had 


the following documents for its consideration: 


 


.1 SSE 11/4/1 (Dominica et al.), providing comments on document SSE 11/4 


relating to the report of the LSA Correspondence Group, in particular, inviting 


clarification of the scope of the work; and 


 


.2 SSE 11/4/2 (IACS), seeking clarification on the scope of application of the 


draft amendments to paragraph 4.7.6.4 of the LSA Code relating to the 


simulated launching of free-fall lifeboats and opining that the amendments 


were not intended to apply retroactively. 


 


4.8 In this respect, the Sub-Committee considered, in particular:  


 


.1 the scope of application of the amendments to the LSA Code and the 


Revised Recommendation (resolution MSC.81(70)), i.e. all ships, or new 


ships or new installations as initially drafted at the last session; and 
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.2 clarifications sought in paragraph 8 of document SSE 11/4/1. 


 


4.9 During its consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 


 


.1 the intended use of the simulation device, whether limited to drills only 


(SOLAS regulation III/19) or also applicable to inspections 


(SOLAS regulation III/20), should be discussed further in the LSA 


Working Group 1; 


 


.2 the LSA Correspondence Group had already addressed the intended use of 


the simulation device through amendments to resolution MSC.402(96) and 


therefore amending SOLAS regulation III/20 was not needed;  


 


.3 the draft amendments to paragraph 4.7.6.4 of the LSA Code, as proposed in 


document SSE 11/4, applied to new installations on both new ships and 


existing ships, if the installations were replaced. Therefore, it was important 


to clarify that the draft amendments were not intended to apply to new ships 


only, or to be applied retroactively. Such retroactive application of the draft 


amendments to paragraph 4.7.6.4 of the LSA Code could cause issues of 


compliance and implementation; 


 


.4 regarding the safety features of onboard testing, the "arrangement" required 


by paragraph 4.7.6.4 of the LSA Code, to test the release system on a 


free-fall lifeboat without launching the boat, should incorporate two safety 


devices to avoid involuntary launching, so that if one of the safety devices 


failed, involuntary launching could not occur. This requirement should be 


included in paragraph 4.7.6.4 of the LSA Code. Furthermore, there was more 


than one type of free-fall launching release system that needed an 


"arrangement" for testing without launching, all of which would require a 


safety system to prevent involuntary launching; 


 


.5 the safety of seafarers should take precedence over any cost considerations 


related to the implementation of the new requirements; 
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.6 consideration should be given to the meaning of all ships for which SOLAS 


chapter III required the carriage of free-fall lifeboats, as some ships 


voluntarily carried free-fall lifeboats instead of davit-launched lifeboats; and  


 


.7 the draft amendments to the LSA Code and the Revised Recommendation 


should be finalized at this session for approval at MSC 110 and adoption 


at MSC 111. 


 


4.10 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee concluded that the scope of application 


of the amendments to the LSA Code and the Revised Recommendation, was to new 


installations only. 


 


4.11 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the LSA Working Group 1 


(see paragraph 4.16) established under agenda item 5 (see paragraph […]) to: 


 


.1 consider further the draft amendments to SOLAS, the LSA Code and 


resolution MSC.402(96), and the associated non-mandatory instruments, 


on free-fall lifeboat simulated launching systems, with a view to finalization, 


based on relevant parts of document SSE 11/4 and taking into account 


documents SSE 11/4/1 and SSE 11/4/2, as well as the scope of application 


agreed in plenary (see paragraph 4.10); 


 


.2 finalize the associated draft MSC resolutions and MSC circulars, for approval 


by MSC 110 and adoption by MSC 111, and for approval by MSC 111, 


respectively; and 


 


.3 prepare a check/monitoring sheet and the record format. 


 


Implementation provisions for the draft amendments to the LSA Code 
 
4.12 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 108 had noted that the application provisions 


in the amendments to the LSA Code adopted at that session and in some other previous 


amendments to the Code had been included in the text of the cover resolutions, instead of the 


text of the requirements, which might hinder their effective implementation.  


 


4.13 The Sub-Committee also recalled that MSC 109 had discussed 


document MSC 109/3/1 (Secretariat) and had: 
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.1 agreed that a systematic approach should be taken to ensure the insertion 


of relevant application provisions during the regulatory development and 


amendment processes; and 


 


.2 requested the Secretariat to submit draft amendments to resolutions 


MSC.459(101), MSC.535(107) and MSC.554(108), with a view to approval 


by MSC 110, with the application provisions included in the corresponding 


requirements of the LSA Code, in order to address the issue identified in the 


LSA Code. 


 


4.14 The Sub-Committee recalled further that SSE 10 had agreed, in principle, to the draft 


amendments to the LSA Code including implementation provisions in the cover 


MSC resolution, as set out in annex 1 of document SSE 10/WP.3, which is reproduced in 


annex 1 of document SSE 11/4, for free-fall lifeboats installed on or after 1 January 2031. 


 


4.15 In accordance with the decision of MSC 109 to insert relevant application provisions 


in the LSA Code, the Sub-Committee: 


  


.1 agreed on the date of application "on or after 1 January 2031", as was 


agreed, in principle, at SSE 10; and 


 


.2 instructed the LSA Working Group 1 to redraft such provisions in the draft 


amendments to the LSA Code when finalizing, rather than having them in the 


associated MSC resolution, based on annex 1 of document SSE 11/4. 


 


Further instructions to the Working Group 1 on Life-Saving Appliances 
 
4.16 The Sub-Committee instructed the LSA Working Group 1, taking into account 


documents SSE 11/4/1 and SSE 11/4/2, and the comments made and decisions taken in 


plenary, to: 


 


.1 consider further the draft amendments to:  


 


.1 paragraph 4.7.6.4 of the LSA Code, together with the associated 


draft MSC resolution, based on annex 1 of document SSE 11/4;  
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.2 SOLAS regulation III/19.3.4.4, together with the associated draft 


MSC resolution, based on annex 3 of document SSE 11/4; and 


 


.3 paragraph 6.2.3 of resolution MSC.402(96), together with the 


associated draft MSC resolution, based on annex 4 of document 


SSE 11/4, 


 


 including a check/monitoring sheet and the record format, with a view to 


finalization and subsequent approval by MSC 110 and adoption by MSC 111; 


 


.2 finalize the draft amendments to parts 1 and 2 of resolution MSC.81(70), 


together with the associated draft MSC resolution, based on annex 2 of 


document SSE 11/4, with a view to adoption by MSC 111, in conjunction with 


the adoption of the associated draft amendments to SOLAS chapter III, 


the LSA Code and resolution MSC.402(96); and 


 


.3 finalize the draft amendments to: 


 


.1 MSC.1/Circ.1205/Rev.1, together with the associated draft 


MSC circular, based on annex 5 of document SSE 11/4, with a view 


to approval by MSC 111 and dissemination as 


MSC.1/Circ.1205/Rev.2;  


 


.2 MSC.1/Circ.1529, together with the associated draft MSC circular, 


based on annex 6 of document SSE 11/4, with a view to approval 


by MSC 111 and dissemination as MSC.1/Circ.1529/Rev.1; 


 


.3 MSC.1/Circ.1578, together with the associated draft MSC circular, 


based on annex 7 of document SSE 11/4, with a view to approval 


by MSC 111 and dissemination as MSC.1/Circ.1578/Rev.1; and 


 


.4 MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3, together with the associated draft 


MSC circular, based on annex 8 of document SSE 11/4, with a view 


to approval by MSC 111 and dissemination as 


MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.4, 
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 with a view to approval, in conjunction with the adoption of the draft 


amendments listed in .1 above at MSC 111, as appropriate. 
 


Report of the LSA Working Group 1 
 
4.17 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the LSA Working Group 1 


(SSE 11/WP.3), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below. 
 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 
 


5 REVISION OF SOLAS CHAPTER III AND THE LSA CODE 
 
Background  
 
5.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had considered the report of the second 


meeting of the Intersessional Working Group on the Revision of SOLAS chapter III and the 


LSA Code (SSE 10/5) and had agreed to a road map to facilitate the drafting of related 


functional requirements and expected performances for SOLAS chapter III and the 


International Life-Saving Appliance (LSA) Code. 
 


5.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that SSE 10 had instructed the 


LSA Correspondence Group to start drafting the necessary functional requirements and 


expected performances for SOLAS chapter III. 
 


5.3 The Sub-Committee further recalled that MSC 109 had endorsed the road map 


developed by SSE 10 to facilitate the drafting of related functional requirements and expected 


performances for SOLAS chapter III and the LSA Code, and had extended the target 


completion year for this output to 2027. 
 


Report of the Correspondence Group 
 
5.4 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/5 (Denmark), providing the report 


of the Correspondence Group on Life-Saving Appliances related to the revision of 


SOLAS chapter III and the LSA Code. 
 


5.5 Having approved the report in general, the Sub-Committee also considered tools and 


systems to allow all participants to work on the same document concurrently and agreed to 


request the Secretariat to consider such online tools allowing contributors of a document to 


work concurrently. 
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5.6 The Sub-Committee further considered: 


 


.1 the consolidated functional requirements (SSE 11/5, annex 2);  


 


.2 the consolidated expected performances (SSE 11/5, annex 3); and 


 


.3 the outcome of the informal meeting of experts (SSE 11/5, annex 4). 


 


5.7 Subsequently, having concurred with the outcome of the LSA Correspondence Group, 


in general, the Sub-Committee established the Working Group 1 on Life-Saving Appliances 


(LSA Working Group 1) and instructed it to consider further the draft functional requirements 


and expected performances for the "Alarm" phase, based on annexes 1 to 3 of document 


SSE 11/5; and to progress further the work on other phases, taking into account annex 4 of 


document SSE 11/5 (see paragraph 5.11). 


 


5.8 While recalling that the report of the second meeting of the Intersessional Working 


Group on the Revision of SOLAS chapter III and the LSA Code, held in 2023 


(SSE 10/5, annex 2), contained hazard identification and ranking, the Sub-Committee also 


agreed to refer this document to the LSA Working Group 1 for consideration and use, as 


appropriate. 


 
Outcome of III 10 (Faulty lifeboat slings) 
 
5.9 The Sub-Committee recalled that:  


 


.1 III 9 having invited the attention of the Sub-Committee to accidents related 


to faulty lifeboat slings, III 10 had noted that there was still potential for 


serious accidents in the handling of lifeboats during drills and launching; and 


 


.2 III 10 had invited the Sub-Committee to consider, at this session, 


the information provided in documents III 10/4/3 and III 10/INF.17 


(InterManager) with respect to accidents involving survival and rescue craft 


while progressing with this output, as appropriate. 


 


5.10 In this context, the Sub-Committee agreed to take into account the information 


provided in documents III 10/4/3 and III 10/INF.17 while progressing with the output in 


accordance with the road map and action plan agreed by SSE 7. 
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Establishment of the LSA Working Group 1  
 
5.11 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee established the LSA Working Group 1, and 


instructed it, taking into account comments made, and decisions taken, in plenary, to: 


 


.1 consider further the draft functional requirements and expected 


performances for the "Alarm" phase, based on annexes 1 to 3 of 


document SSE 11/5; 
 


.2 draft the necessary functional requirements and expected performances for 


the remaining phases, taking into account annex 4 of document SSE 11/5; 
 


.3 start drafting a list of definitions to cover functional requirements for all 


phases with a view to refining and expanding the definitions as the work 


evolves; and 
 


.4 consider whether the work should continue intersessionally; and, if so, 


prepare draft terms of reference for a correspondence group. 
 


Report of the LSA Working Group 1 
 
5.12 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the LSA Working Group 1 


(SSE 11/WP.3), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below. 
 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 
 


6 AMENDMENTS TO SOLAS CHAPTER III AND CHAPTER IV OF THE LSA CODE 
TO REQUIRE THE CARRIAGE OF SELF-RIGHTING OR CANOPIED REVERSIBLE 
LIFERAFTS FOR NEW SHIPS  


 
Background  
 
6.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had considered the scope of draft 


amendments to SOLAS chapter III and the LSA Code regarding automatically self-righting and 


canopied reversible liferafts (except for liferafts with a capacity of no more than six persons). 


However, the Sub-Committee could not reach a consensus on the scope of the draft 


amendments, and had invited interested Member States and international organizations to 


submit further proposals to this session providing comments and relevant justification on the 


scope of the application of the new requirement, as deemed appropriate. 
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6.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that MSC 109 had noted the outcome of the 


discussion at SSE 10, and had instructed the Sub-Committee to discuss the issue at this 


session, with a view to advising MSC 110 whether or not the work on this output should 


continue.  


 


Discussion  
 
6.3 The Sub-Committee had, for its consideration, document SSE 11/6 (China), 


discussing the scope of application for the amendments to SOLAS chapter III and chapter IV 


of the LSA Code regarding self-righting or canopied reversible liferafts, and proposing that the 


amendments should apply to all new passenger ships and cargo ships. It also suggested that 


the amendments should be set up with certain transitional arrangements for passenger ships 


and cargo ships separately. 
 
6.4 In this context, the Sub-Committee considered, in particular: 


 


.1 the scope of application with respect to the draft amendments to SOLAS and 


the LSA Code, with a clear indication as to whether this output should 


continue in order to advise MSC 110; and, if so,  


 


.2 whether documents SSE 10/6 (China) and/or SSE 10/6/1 (Japan) could be 


referred to the LSA Working Group 1, established under agenda item 5 


(see paragraph 5.[…]), for further developing the draft amendments. 


 


6.5 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 


 


Views supporting the existence of a compelling need for both cargo and passenger ships 
 
.1 the draft amendments to SOLAS chapter III and the LSA Code to regulate the 


use of automatically self-righting and canopied reversible liferafts should apply 


to all new passenger ships and cargo ships, which would enhance the safety 


of passenger and cargo ships, and significantly eliminate the risks associated 


with manual righting. In addition, a transitional period of three years for 


passenger ships, and five years for cargo vessels, was considered necessary 


to allow for a sufficient supply of the new type of equipment after the adoption 


of the requirements, and sufficient time for ships to install such new liferafts; 
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.2 the technology of automatically self-righting or canopied reversible liferafts 


was mature enough and was proven to be in service on many ro-ro 


passenger ships. Expanding the new requirements to new passenger and 


cargo ships was supported, as it would facilitate rapid deployment and 


boarding of liferafts, improving survival in harsh conditions and enhancing 


crew confidence; 


 


.3 no significant burden was foreseen to the industry, as long as a sufficient 


transitional period was in place; 


 


.4 the draft amendments were supported, as they would ensure a uniform 


standard for both cargo and passenger ships; 


 


Views not supporting/partly supporting the existence of a compelling need  
 
.5 no compelling need had been established with sufficient justification and data 


to require the carriage of self-righting liferafts on all ships. Should new 


requirements be agreed, davit-launched liferafts and liferafts with a capacity 


of less than 25 persons should be excluded from the scope, as proposed in 


document SSE 10/6/1;  


 


.6 no compelling need had been established for the new requirements to be 


implemented on cargo ships, therefore it was recommended to limit the 


scope to new passenger ships only, as more advanced life-saving appliances 


may be necessary for passengers utilizing such liferafts. Small-sized liferafts 


accommodating not more than 25 persons, and liferafts used with launching 


appliances, should be excluded from the scope; and 


 


.7 when considering potential amendments, onboard equipment required 


careful evaluation. Davit-launched liferafts did not have a risk of inverted 


inflation at sea in general. Furthermore, the size of liferafts and personnel 


competence, as defined in the STCW Convention and SOLAS chapter III, 


were fundamental in determining new requirements. 


 


6.6 Taking into account the majority of the views supporting the existence of a compelling 


need for both cargo and passenger ships, the Sub-Committee: 
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.1 confirmed that the scope of application was for automatically self-righting or 


canopied reversible liferafts (except for liferafts with a capacity of no more 


than six persons) on new cargo and passenger ships, as was initially agreed 


by MSC 99;  


 


.2 invited MSC 110 to note the outcome of the discussion of the Sub-Committee 


on the scope of the application and its advice to continue the work on this 


output; 


 


.3 noted the support for transitional arrangements for the implementation of the 


new requirements and the need to consider further the exclusion of certain 


sizes and types of liferafts, e.g. davit-launched, those accommodating no 


more than 25 persons; and 


 


.4 instructed the LSA Working Group 1, established under agenda item 5 


(see paragraph 5.[…]), to develop further the draft amendments to SOLAS 


and the LSA Code accordingly. 


 
Further instructions to the LSA Working Group 1  
 
6.7 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the LSA Working Group 1, taking into 


account the comments made and decisions taken in plenary, to: 


 


.1 develop further the draft amendments to SOLAS and the LSA Code, based 


on annexes 1 and 2 of document SSE 10/6, and taking into account 


documents SSE 11/6 and SSE 10/6/1; and 


.2 consider whether the work should continue intersessionally; and, if so, to 


prepare draft terms of reference for a correspondence group. 


 
Report of the LSA Working Group 1 
 
6.8 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the LSA Working Group 1 


(SSE 11/WP.3), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below. 


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 
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7 REVIEW AND UPDATE OF THE CODE OF PRACTICE FOR ATMOSPHERIC OIL 
MIST DETECTORS (MSC.1/CIRC.1086) 


 
Background 
 
7.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that: 
 


.1 MSC 107 had agreed, while considering document MSC 107/17/13 


(Denmark et al.), to include in its post-biennial agenda an output on "Review 


and update of the Code of Practice for Atmospheric Oil Mist Detectors 


(MSC.1/Circ.1086)", with two sessions needed to complete the item, 


assigning the SSE Sub-Committee as the associated organ; and 
 


.2 SSE 10 had agreed to request the inclusion of this post-biennial item in the 


provisional agenda of this session. 
 


Review and update of MSC.1/Circ.1086 
 
7.2 The Sub-Committee considered documents: 
 


.1 SSE 11/7 (Denmark et al.), proposing a base document for the discussion of 


the output to "Review and update of the Code of Practice for Atmospheric Oil 


Mist Detectors (MSC.1/Circ.1086)"; and 
 


.2 SSE 11/7/1 (China), proposing draft amendments to MSC.1/Circ.1086 


regarding requirements for location of detectors and sampling lines, setting 


alarm levels and indication, measurement range and accuracy, test 


procedure and maintenance. 
 


7.3 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed:  
 


.1 the documents were supported in general. Nevertheless, careful 


consideration was necessary regarding the implementation of new detection 


methods for existing vessels, installation costs, technical limitations, and 


difficulties in integrating with existing systems. Therefore, consideration 


should be given to gradual implementation of the new requirements on 


existing ships, taking into account operational feasibility, and vessel type and 


age. If possible, the new requirements should be implemented with the 


provision of incentives, e.g. financial assistance and tax exemptions, to avoid 


unnecessary burden on the industry; 
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.2 the amendments should also include general provisions for alternative fuels, 


particularly those with low flash point; 


 


.3 it was important to address the following aspects: clear maintenance and 


calibration provisions aligned with the manufacturer's instructions, the 


management of false alarms, malfunctions and accurate indication of sensor 


failures, which were key aspects in guaranteeing the reliability of these systems; 


 


.4 the revision of the Code should consider the operational realities of 


developing maritime countries, particularly regarding cost implications, 


training requirements, and compatibility and the feasibility of retrofitting on 


existing vessels; and the Sub-Committee could explore technical 


cooperation mechanisms to assist Member States in adopting and 


implementing these updated standards;  


 


.5 technological advancements might considerably assist the ship's crew with 


early warning of the dangerous onset of oil mist accumulation in the 


engine-room, thereby preventing the occurrence of hazardous situations; 


 


.6  with regard to document SSE 11/7/1, strengthening detection accuracy, 


maintenance guidance and post-installation testing would contribute 


significantly to reducing fire risks in engine-rooms. Aligning these updates 


with ISO 16437:2012 would ensure further consistency with international 


safety standards. Potential challenges on installation and power supply 


interference of such measures should be considered further; and 


 


.7 the Code was a non-mandatory instrument and the issues related to 


alternative fuels were outside the scope of this output and should not be 


considered; and the Committee had already been developing a number of 


guidelines on alternative fuels which had already included safety provisions, 


e.g. leakage issues. 


 


7.4 Following discussion, the Sub-Committee, having concurred with the proposals put 


forward and having reaffirmed that the scope of the work should be limited to conventional 


fuels, agreed to establish and to instruct the Working Group on Fire Protection (FP) to finalize 


the draft revision of the Code of Practice for Atmospheric Oil Mist Detectors (MSC/Circ.1086).  
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Establishment of the Working Group on Fire Protection 
 
7.5 In this context, the Sub-Committee established the Working Group on Fire Protection 


and instructed it, taking into account the comments made, and decisions taken, in plenary, to: 
 


.1 finalize the draft revision of the Code of Practice for Atmospheric Oil Mist 


Detectors (MSC/Circ.1086), based on the annex to document SSE 11/7 and 


taking into account document SSE 11/7/1; 
 


.2 if time permits, prepare an associated draft MSC circular; and 
 


.3 consider whether the work should continue intersessionally; and, if so, to 


prepare draft terms of reference for a correspondence group. 
 


Report of the Working Group on Fire Protection 
 
7.6 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the Working Group on Fire Protection 


(SSE 11/WP.5), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below. 
 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 
 


8 REVISION OF THE 2010 FTP CODE TO ALLOW FOR NEW FIRE PROTECTION 
SYSTEMS AND MATERIALS 


 
Background 
 
8.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had started the discussions on the review 


of the 2010 FTP Code and relevant fire test procedures therein, and had agreed:  
 


.1 in principle, with the proposals in paragraph 22 of document SSE 10/8 


(United States); 
 


.2 to coordinate the work under this output, with that under agenda item 9 on 


"Review and update SOLAS regulation II-2/9 on containment of fire to 


incorporate existing guidance and clarify requirements", ensuring that the 


ongoing work on the revision of the 2010 FTP Code should have priority and 


not be delayed, while expecting any relevant input, emanating from the 


revision of SOLAS regulation II-2/9; and 
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.3 to invite relevant proposals to this session for amending the 2010 FTP Code. 


 


8.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that SDC 11 had agreed that, when discussing the 


agenda item on "Guidelines for use of fibre-reinforced plastics (FRP) within ship structures", 


any relevant proposals on draft amendments to the 2010 FTP Code, emanating from the 


discussion on FRP, should be submitted to the SSE Sub-Committee, for consideration under 


the ongoing output on "Revision of the 2010 FTP Code to allow for new fire protection 


systems and materials", taking into account any input that might be provided by 


the SDC Sub-Committee. 


 


Draft amendments to the 2010 FTP Code  
 
Inclusion of a footnote referring to resolution A.753(18) 
 
8.3 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/8 (Austria et al.), proposing to 


include a footnote referring to resolution A.753(18) on Guidelines for the use of plastic pipes 


on ships, as amended, in the 2010 FTP Code. 


 


8.4 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 


 


.1 the inclusion of a footnote in the Guidelines (resolution A.753(18)) would 


highlight the hazards related to the use of plastic pipes and would ensure 


that plastic pipes are tested to the standards accepted by the Organization. 


This view was, therefore, supported;  


 


.2 as the 2010 FTP Code was applicable only as referred to by SOLAS, 


a requirement in SOLAS pertaining to plastic pipes would also be needed 


and annex 2 of document SSE 10/17/1 (IACS) proposed the inclusion in 


SOLAS regulation II-2/9.3.1 of such a requirement for plastic pipes, 


which also referred to the Guidelines (see paragraph 9.[…]). Therefore, 


the FP Working Group should be instructed to consider the practical 


implications of the introduction of plastic pipes in the 2010 FTP Code, on the 


SOLAS Convention; 


 


.3 the Guidelines were non-mandatory and should be preserved as such in the 


draft amendments to the 2010 FTP Code. It would therefore be sufficient to 


insert a footnote;  
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.4 in the draft amendments, mandatory language using "shall" should be 


avoided so as to stick to the non-mandatory nature of the Guidelines; and 


 


.5 capacity-building efforts should also be considered and supported in 


addressing fire safety advancement. 


 


8.5 Following discussion, the Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 noted the general support for the proposals in document SSE 11/8 and 


agreed on the need to consider them in conjunction with document 


SSE 10/17/1; and 


 


.2 referred document SSE 11/8 to the FP Working Group, established under 


agenda item 7 (see paragraph 7.[...]), for further consideration 


(see paragraph 8.16). 


 


Text adjustments and corrections to the 2010 FTP Code 
 
8.6 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/8/1 (Austria et al.), proposing 


various draft text adjustments and corrections to the 2010 FTP Code, with a view to improving 


uniformity to ensure consistent and fair interpretation thereof and a level playing field among 


manufacturers, test laboratories and Administrations. 


 


8.7 During consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 


 


.1 although some of the proposed modifications in the document were 


agreeable, further justification and rationale behind the proposals would be 


necessary. The FP Working Group should, therefore, be instructed to 


produce such technical justifications; and 


 


.2 the document was supported in general and merited further discussion, as it 


aimed at establishing a level playing field among manufacturers, test 


laboratories and Administrations. 


 


8.8 In view of the above, having noted the general support for document SSE 11/8/1, 


the Sub-Committee referred it to the FP Working Group, for further consideration. 
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Clarifications 
 
8.9 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/8/2 (United States), providing 


clarifications on a number of sections, proposing changes to the existing text, and identifying 


areas for discussion and development. 


 


8.10 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 


 


.1 the document should be discussed further in conjunction with the proposals 


in document SSE 11/8/1; and 


 


.2 similar to the content of document SSE 11/8/1, some of the proposals were 


considered to be lacking technical justification and rationale. Nevertheless, 


some proposals could be supported, including the development of measures 


for thin materials where a 25 g sample would result in an overly large sample. 


 


8.11 Following discussion, the Sub-Committee referred document SSE 11/8/2 to 


the FP Working Group for further consideration. 


 


Fire test requirements for "H" class divisions  
 
8.12 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/8/3 (China), proposing to amend 


part 3, annex 1 of the 2010 FTP Code by adding fire test requirements for "H" class divisions, 


with a view to providing guidance on the implementation of tests according to unified standards 


and ensuring the accuracy and reliability of the tests. 


 


8.13 During consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 


 


.1 the document was supported for ensuring standardized, accurate and 


consistent procedures for fire test requirements for "H" class divisions; and 


 


.2 although the proposal was agreeable, the 2010 FTP Code was intended for 


use by Administrations, when approving products, in accordance with 


SOLAS requirements on fire safety. Unlike the existing "A" class division, 


the proposed "H" class was not specified in the SOLAS Convention. Thus, 


to provide regulatory clarity, a clear reference to "H" class divisions in 


the Convention might be necessary. 
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8.14 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee referred document SSE 11/8/3 to 


the FP Working Group for further consideration. 


 


Further instructions to the Working Group on Fire Protection  
 
8.15 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group, taking into 


account the comments made, and decisions taken, in plenary, to consider: 


 


.1 further documents SSE 11/8 – in conjunction with document SSE 10/17/1 –; 


SSE 11/8/1; SSE 11/8/2 and SSE 11/8/3; and 


 


.2 whether the work should continue intersessionally; and, if so, to prepare draft 


terms of reference for a correspondence group. 


 
Report of the Working Group on Fire Protection 
 
8.16 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the FP Working Group 


(SSE 11/WP.5), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below. 


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 


 


9 REVIEW AND UPDATE SOLAS REGULATION II-2/9 ON CONTAINMENT OF FIRE 
TO INCORPORATE EXISTING GUIDANCE AND CLARIFY REQUIREMENTS 


 
Background 
 
9.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 105 had agreed:  


 


.1 to include, in its post-biennial agenda, an output on "Review and update 


SOLAS regulation II-2/9 on containment of fire to incorporate existing 


guidance and clarify requirements", with two sessions needed to complete 


the item, assigning the SSE Sub-Committee as the associated organ; 


 
.2 that the amendments to be developed should apply to new ships to which 


SOLAS chapter II-2 applied; and 
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.3 that the output was to amend SOLAS regulation II-2/9 to incorporate existing 


guidance and clarify requirements in SOLAS regulations II-2/9.7.3.1.3 


and 9.2.3.3 and tables 9.5 and 9.6 to remove any ambiguities. 
 


9.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that SSE 9 had considered 


document SSE 9/14/2 (IACS), proposing a draft unified interpretation (UI) of 


SOLAS regulation II-2/9.7.4.5, focusing on the fire insulation requirements for vertical ducts, which 


pass through both a bulkhead and a deck, without serving the spaces they pass through. Having 


noted some concerns on the complexity of the UI which might lead to misinterpretation, SSE 9 had 


agreed to consider the proposal related to SOLAS regulation II-2/9.7.4.5 under this output. 
 


9.3 The Sub-Committee further recalled that SSE 10 had considered document 


SSE 10/17/1 (IACS), proposing to include the output "Review and update 


SOLAS regulation II-2/9 on containment of fire to incorporate existing guidance and clarify 


requirements" in the provisional agenda for this session; and had agreed to the proposal, which 


had been endorsed by MSC 108. SSE 10 had not considered the technical content of the 


proposals in the annexes of the document. 
 


Explanatory figures relevant to SOLAS regulation II-2/9 
 
9.4 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/9 (IACS), proposing that the 


existing explanatory figures from MSC circulars, which provide guidance on 


SOLAS regulation II-2/9, be compiled into a new guidance document, e.g. an MSC circular. 
 


9.5 In the ensuing discussion, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 
 


.1 consolidating existing explanatory figures providing guidance on 


SOLAS regulation II-2/9 into a new guidance document would improve 


accessibility; promote and improve visualization of uniform interpretation; 


and facilitate compliance with fire containment regulations. By simplifying 


reference materials, ship operators and regulatory bodies could implement 


fire safety measures more effectively;  
 


.2 the proposed consolidation could reduce ambiguities in the application of 


SOLAS regulation II-2/9, enhance consistency within the maritime industry 


and improve the clarity and user-friendliness of guidance documents. 


Therefore, the FP Working Group should be tasked to consider document 


SSE 11/9 further; and 
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.3 the proposal needs more clarity and, given the excessive workload of the  


FP Working Group, it should be discussed by the FP Correspondence Group 


intersessionally instead. Therefore, the FP Working Group should be tasked 


to draft corresponding terms of reference. 


  
9.6 Taking into account the above views and having agreed on the need for further 


deliberation on the proposals in document SSE 11/9, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP 


Working Group, established under agenda item 7 (see paragraph 7.[…]), to prepare 


corresponding draft terms of reference for the FP Correspondence Group to be established. 


 


Existing IACS guidance on SOLAS regulation II-2/9 
 
9.7 With respect to existing IACS guidance on SOLAS regulation II-2/9, the 


Sub-Committee considered the following documents: 


 


.1 SSE 11/9/1 (IACS), proposing to consider the existing IACS guidance when 


amending SOLAS regulation II-2/9 to clarify requirements, to eliminate 


ambiguities and to make the regulation more comprehensive; and 


 


.2 SSE 11/INF.3 (IACS), informing about IACS UIs which have not been 


published as IMO circulars, but which may be useful in the review and update 


of SOLAS regulation II-2/9, in support of the proposals in document 


SSE 11/9/1. 


 


9.8 During the Sub-Committee's consideration, the following views were expressed: 


 


 .1 the proposals in paragraphs 8 and 9 of document SSE 11/9/1 on continuous 


ceiling to add the requirement of B-15 class bulkheads to SOLAS 


regulation II-2/9.2.2.2.3 when addressing possible air gaps between modular 


cabins were not in line with the Guidelines on fire safety construction in 


accommodation areas (MSC.1/Circ.917) or current industry practices, and 


did not add significant value to fire safety. Modern passenger ships used 


prefabricated cabin units with B-15 ceilings and B-0 bulkheads, following the 


Guidelines (MSC.1/Circ.917), which allowed air gaps between cabins. 


Therefore, these paragraphs should not be considered by the FP Working 


Group; 
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 .2 given the excessive workload of the FP Working Group, the document could 


be referred to the FP Correspondence Group instead, if established, and, in 


that respect, the FP Working Group could be tasked to draft terms of 


reference for the FP Correspondence Group to progress the work 


accordingly;  


 


 .3 although the document could be supported in general, some of the proposals 


therein were considered outside the scope of the output agreed by MSC 105 


(MSC 105/20, paragraph 18.9) and would require confirmation by the 


Committee before being considered further intersessionally under the 


existing output; and 


 


 .4 careful consideration was necessary with respect to the proposals in 


paragraphs 21 and 22 of document SSE 11/9/1, stating that fire dampers did 


not need to pass the fire test. 


  


9.9 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 agreed on the need for further deliberation on the proposals in documents 


SSE 11/9 and SSE 11/INF.3; 


 


.2 invited MSC 110 to confirm whether documents SSE 11/9 and SSE 11/INF.3 


could be considered within the existing scope of the output; and 


 


.3 tasked the FP Working Group to prepare corresponding draft terms of 


reference for the FP Correspondence Group (see paragraph 9.6.1) to 


consider the documents further, intersessionally, subject to the concurrence 


of MSC 110 pertaining to the scope of the output. 


 


Insulation requirements of vertical ducts on passenger ships 
 
9.10 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/9/2 (China), proposing draft 


amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/9.7.4.5 pertaining to insulation requirements of vertical 


ducts on passenger ships carrying more than 36 passengers, aiming to clarify requirements 


and to remove ambiguities in its implementation.  
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9.11 In this context, the Sub-Committee considered, in particular: 


 


 .1 whether the matter should be addressed through incorporating the draft UI 


in document SSE 9/14/2 (IACS) into SOLAS regulation II-2/9; or through draft 


amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/9.7.4.5, as proposed in 


document SSE 11/9/2; and 


 


 .2 the content of the draft amendments, together with the question of whether 


there was any need to expand the scope of the output to cover amendments 


to SOLAS regulation II-2/9.7.4.5.  


 


9.12 In the ensuing discussion, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 


 


 .1 the proposal in document SSE 11/9/2 clarified fire insulation requirements for 


vertical ducts on passenger ships, and provided a logical and structured 


approach by defining ducts as extensions of the spaces they serve. 


This clarification would enhance compliance, improve fire safety, and align 


with industry best practices. Therefore, it should be considered by the FP 


Correspondence Group, if established, given the excessive workload of the 


FP Working Group; and 


 


 .2 noting the discussion in document SSE 11/9/2 with respect to the scope of 


the output, the confirmation from the Committee should be sought in order 


for the document to be considered by the FP Correspondence Group under 


the existing output. 


 


9.13 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 agreed on the need for further deliberation on the proposals in 


document SSE 11/9/2; 


 


.2 invited MSC 110 to confirm whether document SSE 11/9/2 could be 


considered within the existing scope of the output; and 


 


.3 tasked the FP Working Group to prepare corresponding draft terms of 


reference for the FP Correspondence Group to consider the document 
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further intersessionally, subject to the concurrence of MSC 110 pertaining to 


the scope of the output. 


 


Proposals submitted to SSE 10 
 
9.14 Having recalled that document SSE 10/17/1 (IACS) had provided a comprehensive 


list of existing guidance and corresponding draft amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/9 in 


annexes 1 and 2 of the document, respectively, together with additional amendments to other 


parts of SOLAS chapter II-2, e.g. SOLAS regulation II-2/3, the Sub-Committee referred 


document SSE 10/17/1 to the FP Working Group for further consideration and use as a base 


document, as appropriate. 


 
Further instruction to the FP Working Group 
 
9.15 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee further instructed the FP Working Group, taking 


into account the comments made and decisions taken, in plenary, to : 


  


.1 prepare draft terms of reference for the FP Correspondence Group 


(see paragraph 9.6.1), to consider further documents SSE 11/9/1 and 


SSE 11/INF.3, and SSE 11/9/2, subject to the concurrence of MSC 110 


pertaining to the scope of the output; 


 


.2 consider further draft amendments for the revision of 


SOLAS regulation II-2/9, based on annex 2 of document SSE 10/17/1 and 


taking into account annex 1 thereof; and 


 


.3 prepare draft terms of reference for the FP Correspondence Group to 


consider further document SSE 11/9.  


 


Report of the FP Working Group  
  
9.16 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the FP Working Group 


(SSE 11/WP.5), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below.  


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 
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10 UNIFIED INTERPRETATION OF PROVISIONS OF IMO SAFETY, SECURITY, 
ENVIRONMENT, FACILITATION, LIABILITY AND COMPENSATION-RELATED 
CONVENTIONS   


 
Background 
 
10.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that this item had been a continuous item on the  


Sub-Committee's biennial agenda and that the Assembly, at its twenty-eighth session, had 


expanded the output to include all proposed unified interpretations (UIs) to provisions of IMO 


safety, security and environment-related conventions, so that any newly developed or updated 


draft UI could be submitted for the consideration of the Sub-Committee, with a view to 


developing an appropriate IMO interpretation.  


 


Approval process of UIs 
 
Outcome of MSC 108  
 
10.2 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/10 (Secretariat), informing the 


Sub-Committee on the outcome of MSC 108 concerning the approval process of UIs. 


 
Outcome of MSC 109   
 
10.3 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 109 had (see paragraph 2.3):  


 
.1 approved the draft revision of the Committees' Organization and Method of 


Work, containing amendments related to safeguards and the 


decision-making process to be followed during consideration and approval of 


UIs, to be disseminated as MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.5/Rev.6, subject to concurrent 


approval by MEPC 83; and  


  
.2 agreed:  


  
.1 that the safeguards agreed by MSC 108 needed to be implemented 


in order to gain sufficient experience before consideration was given 


to providing more specific guidance on their implementation; and   


  
.2 to re-visit the matter in the future after sufficient experience on their 


implementation had been gained, in order to decide whether such 


guidance was needed; and   


  
.3 invited Sub-Committees to provide relevant feedback to the Committee for 


making informed decisions in future.  
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10.4 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the respective outcomes of  


MSC 108 and MSC 109 with regard to the approval process of UIs to be taken into account 


during its deliberations accordingly. 
 
LSA-RELATED DOCUMENTS  
 
UIs of paragraphs 6.1.1.3 and 6.1.2.2 of the LSA Code 
 
10.5 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had: 
 


.1 considered documents SSE 10/14 (relevant part) (United States),  


SSE 10/12/7 (IACS), SSE 10/12/12 (China) and SSE 10/12/13 (India) on the 


draft UIs of paragraphs 6.1.1.3 and 6.1.2.2 of the LSA Code regarding the 


launching of rescue boats; and  


  
.2 concluded that more discussion was necessary, while instructing the LSA 


Correspondence Group to re-consider the draft UIs of paragraphs 6.1.1.3 


and 6.1.2.2 of the LSA Code regarding the launching of rescue boats, based 


on document SSE 10/14 (relevant part), and taking into account documents 


SSE 10/12/7, SSE 10/12/12 and SSE 10/12/13, for advice and action, as 


appropriate.  


  


Report of the LSA Correspondence Group  
 
10.6 The Sub-Committee considered the relevant part of document SSE 11/4, containing 


the report of the LSA Correspondence Group relevant to this agenda item, together with 


document SSE 11/10/10 (China), providing comments on document SSE 11/4 relating to the 


proposed UI of paragraph 6.1.1.3 of the LSA Code, with a view towards universal and uniform 


implementation. 
 


10.7 In this respect, the Sub-Committee considered the draft UI of paragraphs 6.1.1.3 


and 6.1.2.2 of the LSA Code, as proposed in annex 9 of document SSE 11/4, as well as the 


revised proposal in document SSE 11/10/10, in particular, whether the safeguards were 


satisfied (see paragraph 10.3), and the technical content was agreeable. 
 


10.8 During consideration, the following views were expressed: 
 


.1 the draft UI in annex 9 of document SSE 11/4 satisfied the safeguards and 


the final text should be discussed by the LSA Working Group 1, taking into 


account document SSE 11/10/10;  
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.2 the outcome of the LSA Correspondence Group and the proposal in 


document SSE 11/10/10 contradicted each other. The UI in annex 9 of 


document SSE 11/4 was supported by the majority of the delegations that 


intervened;  


 


.3 the alternative UI provided in document SSE 11/10/10 was not supported, as 


it simply stated that the regulation must be followed without providing a 


practical solution. The LSA Correspondence Group interpreted "launch" as 


only the slewing out of the boat and not the hoisting. Conversely, the 


alternative proposal included both slewing out and hoisting up as part of the 


launch process. The launching appliances with mechanically stored power 


could typically perform only one action (slewing out or hoisting), not both. 


Current ship arrangements prioritized slewing out, with limited hoisting 


capabilities. Therefore, the alternative UI could create practical difficulties for 


ships, leading to unnecessary port State control detentions; and 


  


.4 it had long been a principle at sea that rescue boats must be launchable 


within five minutes from a standing start (normal stowed condition), as 


prescribed in SOLAS regulation III/14. The proposal in document  


SSE 11/10/10 could jeopardize the five-minute launch requirement and was, 


therefore, not supported. 


 


10.9 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee concurred with the outcome of the 


discussion of the LSA Correspondence Group and, having concluded that the draft UI in  


annex 9 of document SSE 11/4 satisfied the safeguards and its technical content was agreed, 


agreed to the draft MSC circular on unified interpretations of paragraphs 6.1.1.3 and 6.1.2.2 of 


the LSA Code, as set out in annex […], with a view to approval by MSC 110. 


 


FP-RELATED DOCUMENTS 
 
UI of SOLAS regulation II-2/4.2.4 
 
10.10 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had: 
 


.1 considered document SSE 10/12/2 (IACS), proposing a UI regarding the 


fitting of the small-diameter self-closing control cock required by 


SOLAS regulation II-2/4 on sounding pipes in certain tanks; and   
  







SSE 11/WP.1 
Page 40 
 


 
I:\SSE\11\WP\SSE 11-WP.1.docx  


.2 concluded that more discussion was necessary and had instructed the 


Fire Protection (FP) Correspondence Group to consider document 


SSE 10/12/2, with a view to advising on how best to proceed, including the 


validity of the proposed UI.  


 


Report of the Correspondence Group  
 
10.11 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/12, containing the part of the 


report of the FP Correspondence Group relevant to this agenda item. 


 


10.12 In this respect, the Sub-Committee considered the UI of SOLAS regulation II-2/4.2.4 


in annex 7 of document SSE 11/12, in particular whether the safeguards had been satisfied 


(see paragraph 10.3) and that the technical content was agreeable. 


 


10.13 In the ensuing discussion, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 


 


.1 further clarification of the draft UI was necessary, as the FP Correspondence 


Group could not consider the revised draft UI owing to time constraints. 


Therefore, the FP Working Group should be tasked to consider annex 7 of 


document SSE 11/12 further; 


 


.2 the proposed UI might not satisfy the safeguards, as the draft UI did not 


consider the presence of ignition sources, as required by SOLAS 


regulation II-2/4.2.4. The interpretation might circumvent the requirement for 


a small diameter self-closing test cock, even when flammable oils were 


present. This could contradict or mean to amend regulatory requirements, 


depending on the situation. Therefore, the problem should be addressed as 


amendments; and 


 


.3 in supporting the proposal in annex 7 of document SSE 11/12, the following 


clarifications were provided:  


 


.1 the listed tanks (e.g. bilge wells, oily bilge water tanks) did not pose 


a flammable risk;  


 


.2 the location of sounding pipes near ignition sources was not a 


concern, as the regulation already prohibited such placement; and 
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.3 SOLAS regulation II-2/4.2.4 applied only to tanks under pressure 


used in power transmission. The listed tanks (e.g. sludge oil, 


lubricating oil, fuel oil drain tanks) were not under pressure and 


should not, therefore, require self-closing test cocks. 


 


10.14 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee supported the need for further deliberation and  
instructed the Fire Protection (FP) Working Group, established under agenda item 7 (see 


paragraph 7.[…]), taking into account comments made and decisions taken in plenary, to 


further consider the draft UI, based on annex 7 of document SSE 11/12, and to advise whether 


the safeguards were satisfied and the technical content was agreeable, with a view to 


finalization, as appropriate. 


 


UI of SOLAS regulation II-1/12.6.2 
 
10.15 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/10/1 (IACS), presenting 


Revision 1 of IACS UI SC 211, which provided UIs of SOLAS regulations II-2/3.6 and 4.5.1.1 


to facilitate uniform consideration of spaces in the forecastle area protected from cargo tanks. 


 


10.16 The Sub-Committee had a lengthy debate on technical aspects of the document and 


procedural aspects of considering IACS UIs in general. The following views were expressed 


during the discussion: 


 


with respect to technical aspects in document SSE 11/10/1: 
 
.1 the proposal would not satisfy the safeguards in determining forecastle 


spaces as non-hazardous, when separated from cargo tanks by other 


spaces. This would exceed the interpretation limits. It would contradict the 


regulation itself, and could restrict design options permitted by SOLAS; 


 


with respect to procedural aspects in general: 
 
.2 the proposal, as submitted, included a statement that the IACS UI would 


come into effect unless flag State(s) submitted a written statement, as per 


the invitation contained in the document. This approach, which was also seen 


in other IACS UIs submitted to this session, might create problems during 


port State control (PSC) inspections. The implementation of statutory 


requirements might, on some occasions, appear as inconsistency, owing to 


potentially differing UI applications, and might, thereby, create challenges for 
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stakeholders. IACS should, therefore, apply safeguards to its own UIs in 


order to prevent such potential issues; 


 


.3 in response to the views expressed in paragraph 10.16.2, the observer 


delegation of IACS clarified that IACS members developed mandatory UIs 


for themselves. However, in accordance with the established agreements 


with flag States, the right to interpret international regulations rested with the 


States. IACS members, therefore, provided flag States with the opportunity 


to object or to issue different instructions. If a flag State objected, recognized 


organizations (ROs) must be informed and must follow the flag State's 


instructions. IACS members might reconsider their interpretation based on 


flag States' feedback. The ongoing process had worked well historically, 


leading to revised interpretations that incorporated comments. 


The safeguards had been carefully taken into account when developing 


IACS UIs;  


 


.4 there was a clear distinction between UIs to be approved by IMO, and IACS 


approved UIs submitted for information to the Organization, the former 


aiming at establishing IMO's joint and common understanding, and the latter 


indicating IACS members' common understanding;  


 


.5 the potential differences in the consideration of IACS UIs needed careful 


review. While supporting the need for the submission of such IACS UIs to 


the Organization, a solution could be to disseminate them in the form of 


information documents, without any discussion or action to be taken by the 


Sub-Committee. In case of comments expressed, IACS could decide to take 


them onboard for future action, as appropriate; and 


 


.6 given the various situations in which IACS UIs might be considered, the 


Committee would need to be consulted for guidance, with a view to 


incorporation of such guidance in the next revision of the Committee's 


Organization and Method of Work. 
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10.17 Following the debate, the Sub-Committee agreed:  


 


.1 that the IACS UIs did not need any consideration on whether the safeguards 


were satisfied or not, nor whether the technical content was agreeable or not. 


Instead, the IACS UIs could be noted. Conversely, proposals for draft UIs, 


which were clearly submitted with a view to be considered as potential UIs 


approved by the Organization (IMO UIs), should be subject to both 


safeguards and technical content verification; and 


 


.2 to note the information on the IACS UIs contained in document SSE 11/10/1, 


accordingly. 


 


10.18 In this respect, the Sub-Committee invited MSC 110 to note the outcome of the 


discussion of the Sub-Committee with respect to the consideration of  


IACS UIs and IMO UIs, and to take action, as may be deemed appropriate. 


 


UI of SOLAS regulation II-2/4.5.10 
 
10.19 In a similar context, the Sub-Committee noted the content of document SSE 11/10/2 


(IACS), presenting IACS UI SC 307 of SOLAS regulation II-2/4.5.10 regarding the protection 


of cargo pump-rooms. 


 


UI of SOLAS regulation II-2/13.4.2 
 
10.20 In a similar context, the Sub-Committee noted the content of document SSE 11/10/3 


(IACS), providing revision 2 of IACS UI SC 269 containing a UI of SOLAS regulation II2/13.4.2, 


relating to the means of escape from the steering gear spaces in cargo ships. 


 


UI of SOLAS regulation II-2/10.11  
 
10.21 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/10/7 (IACS), proposing a UI of 


SOLAS regulation II-2/10.11, relating to the extinguishing media containing PFOS, and a UI of 


regulation 7.9.4 of the 1994 and 2000 HSC Codes, relating to the fire-extinguishing media 


restrictions.  


 


10.22 In this respect, the Sub-Committee considered the proposed UI in annexes 1 and 2 


thereof and the effective date. The Sub-Committee, therefore, confirmed that the safeguards 


had been satisfied (see paragraph 10.3) and that the technical content was agreeable. 
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10.23 In the ensuing discussion, the Sub-Committee agreed that the proposed UI provided 


more clarity on new amendments to the HSC Codes. 


 


10.24 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee agreed to the draft MSC circular on the 


unified interpretation of the 1994 and 2000 HSC Codes, as set out in annex […], with a view 


to approval by MSC 110, with the effective date of 1 January 2026. 


 


UI of paragraph 2.4.2.2 of chapter 9 of the FSS Code  
 
10.25 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/10/8 (Panama and Republic of 


Korea), proposing UIs of paragraph 2.4.2.2 of chapter 9 of the FSS Code, as amended by 


resolution MSC.555(108), to clarify acceptable spacings of combined smoke and heat 


detectors, with a view towards global and uniform implementation.  


 


10.26 In this respect, the Sub-Committee considered the proposed UI in the annex thereto 


and the effective date, in particular. The Sub-Committee, therefore, confirmed that the 


safeguards had been satisfied (see paragraph 10.3) and that the technical content was 


agreeable. 


 


10.27 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee agreed to the draft MSC circular on the 


unified interpretation of the FSS Code as set out in annex […], with a view to approval by 


MSC 110, with the effective date of 1 January 2026. 


 


UI of paragraph 2.1.3.3 of chapter 5 of the FSS Code 
 
10.28 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/10/9 (China), proposing a UI 


regarding the positions requirement for means of control of any fixed gas fire-extinguishing 


system in paragraph 2.1.3.3 of chapter 5 of the FSS Code to facilitate a unified understanding 


and implementation by the shipping industry. 


 


10.29 In this respect, the Sub-Committee considered:  


 


.1 the proposed UI in the annex thereto; and  


 


.2 whether the safeguards had been satisfied (see paragraph 10.3), and 


whether the technical content was agreeable. 
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10.30 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 
 


.1 although the solution in the document seemed practicable, the proposed UI 


of any fixed gas fire-extinguishing system was considered beyond the FSS 


Code requirements and, therefore, did not comply with the safeguards; and 


 


.2 the expressions used in the proposed UI, such as a "short section" and 


"substantial steel casing" were considered vague. In addition, in case of fire, 


CO2 was discharged at a very early stage, as soon as the fire was detected, 


and there was, therefore, no justification of protection by A-60 insulation.  


  
10.31 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee did not endorse the UI for the reason that it 


failed to satisfy the safeguards and its technical content was not agreeable, because of the 


use of vague expressions. The Sub-Committee, therefore, invited China and interested 


delegations to note the comments made and to take action, as appropriate. 


 


OTHER MATTERS 
 
UI of SOLAS regulation II-1/45.5.3 
 
10.32 The Sub-Committee noted the contents of document SSE 11/10/4 (IACS), presenting 


IACS UI SC11 of the phrase "other high fire risk areas" in SOLAS regulation II-1/45.5.3, considered 


as vague, relating to the precautions against shock, fire and other hazards of electrical origin. 


 


UI of SOLAS regulation II-1/3-13.2.4  
 
10.33 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/10/5 (Germany et al.), responding 


to the outcome of SSE 10 and proposing a revised draft UI of SOLAS regulation II-1/3-13.2.4 


to facilitate uniform documentation of load testing and thorough examination for existing  


non-certified lifting appliances.  


 


10.34 In this respect, the Sub-Committee considered the proposed UI in the annex thereto 


and the effective date. The Sub-Committee, therefore, confirmed that the safeguards had been 


satisfied (see paragraph 10.3) and that the technical content was agreeable. 


 


10.35 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee agreed to the draft MSC circular on the unified 


interpretation of SOLAS regulation II-1/3-13.2.4, as set out in annex […], with a view to 


approval by MSC 110. 
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UI of SOLAS regulation II-1/26.2  
 
10.36  The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/10/6 (IACS), containing the new 


IACS UI SC305, which recognized the related decision of MSC 109 and provided UI of 


SOLAS regulation II-1/26.2 applicable to cargo and passenger ships in order to facilitate 


uniform consideration relating to single essential propulsion components and their reliability. 


 


10.37 The submission stated that "IACS Unified Interpretation SC305 (New) will be applied 


by all IACS members, for single electric propulsion motors (both single and dual winding with 


a single rotor) installed on all ships contracted for construction on or after 1 January 2026, 


unless provided with a different written instruction by the Administration on whose behalf they 


are authorized to act as a recognized organization, for ships flying its flag". 


 


10.38 During the consideration, the following views were expressed: 


 


.1 the IACS UI SC305, in document SSE 11/10/6, intended to extend the 


application of SOLAS regulation II-1/26 concerning single essential 


propulsion components to cargo ships, despite the fact that this issue had 


been recently addressed by SSE 10 and had been approved by MSC 109 


for application solely to passenger ships;  


 


.2 the IACS UI SC305 would not meet the safeguards nor clarify the regulation. 


Instead, it would introduce a new technical requirement, making a single 


electric propulsion motor insufficient without a backup system. This was 


considered to go beyond interpretation and would effectively modify the 


regulation; 


 


.3 from a ship design perspective, the selection of propulsion systems occurred 


during the concept design phase, often before the flag State was selected. 


Therefore, concerns were raised about paragraph 14 of document 


SSE 11/10/6, (see paragraph 10.37)";  


 


.4 as was endorsed by SSE 10, there was a real safety risk justified by at least 


two cases of motor failures that had caused issues on ships. One case was 


confirmed as a root cause, while the other was still under investigation. 


The real risk was for cargo ships, which lack Safe Return to Port (SRtP) 


requirements that protect passenger ships. A failure cannot be repaired on 
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board, meaning ships would have to limp to port for service. The UI did not 


prohibit any technology, including innovative or unconventional solutions. 


The only requirement was that designers provide documentation proving 


failures could be managed. The Chair of MSC 109 had confirmed that all 


safeguards had been met when approving the corresponding 


MSC.1/Circ.1685 on Unified interpretation of SOLAS chapter II-1; and 


 


.5 with respect to the procedural aspect (see paragraph 10.38.4), MSC 109 did 


not formally discuss the safeguards on the UI agreed by SSE 10, yet a 


footnote in document SSE 11/10/6 referenced the Chair's opinion. Quoting 


audio recordings selectively could distort context, leading to inconsistent 


regulatory decisions and, therefore, only the reports should be considered 


authoritative. 


 


10.39 Following consideration of the matter, also in the context of its decision, set out in 


paragraph 10.17, the Sub-Committee noted the content of document  


SSE 11/10/6. 


 
11 VALIDATED MODEL TRAINING COURSES 
 
Background 
 
11.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 100 had instructed the sub-committees to 


consider whether model courses under their responsibility might need to be revised (namely 


model courses 3.03 to 3.06 for the SSE Sub-Committee) and, if it was the case, to do so in 


accordance with the revised Guidelines for the development, review and validation of model 


courses (MSC-MEPC.2/Circ.15/Rev.2) at the earliest opportunity, in consultation with 


the Secretariat, in order to streamline the process.  


 


11.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that SSE 7 had discussed the need for revising 


model courses under its purview and the applicable procedures for doing so, and had agreed 


that all model courses should be revised in due course. Accordingly, SSE 9 had validated the 


revision of Model Course 3.03 on Survey of Machinery Installations. 


 


11.3 The Sub-Committee further recalled that SSE 10 had:  


 


.1 validated the revised Model Course 3.04 on Survey of Electrical Installations; 
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.2 approved the draft terms of reference for the course developer and the 


Review Group on Model Courses for the revision of Model Course 3.05 on 


Survey of Fire Appliances and Provisions, with a view to validation of the 


revision at this session; and 


 


.3 established the Review Group on Model Courses. 


 
Draft revised Model Course 3.05 
 
11.4 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/11 (Secretariat), containing the 


report of the Review Group on Model Courses and the evaluation questionnaire, together with 


the draft revised Model Course 3.05 on Survey of Fire Appliances and Provisions. 


 


11.5  In this regard, the Sub-Committee noted that the draft revised Model Course 3.05 had 


been developed by Mr. Karthik Seetharaman (IACS) and reviewed by the Review Group, 


coordinated by Capt. Vinayak Mohla (India), and expressed its appreciation for their work. 


 


11.6 Having concurred with the draft revision of Model Course 3.05 in principle, 


the Sub-Committee agreed to establish the Drafting Group on Model Courses and instructed 


it to finalize the draft revised Model Course 3.05 on Survey of Fire Appliances and Provisions, 


based on document SSE 11/11, with a view to validation at this session (see paragraph 11.8). 


 


Next revision work  
 
11.7 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 7 had also agreed to revise Model Course 3.06 


on Survey of Life-Saving Appliances and Arrangements (see paragraph 11.2). 


 


11.8 Therefore, the Sub-Committee instructed further the Drafting Group to prepare the 


draft terms of reference for the next Review Group on the revision of Model Course 3.06 on 


Survey of Life-Saving Appliances and Arrangements, subject to validation of the revision of 


Model Course 3.05 at this session (see paragraph 11.6). 


 


Establishment of the Drafting Group on Model Courses 
 
11.9 The Sub-Committee established the Drafting Group on Model Courses and instructed 


it, taking into account the comments made, and decisions taken in plenary, to: 
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.1 finalize draft revised Model Course 3.05 on Survey of Fire Appliances and 


Provisions, based on document SSE 11/11, with a view to validation; and 


 


based on the finalization of the work on Model Course 3.05 


 


.2 prepare the draft terms of reference for the course developer(s) and the 


Review Group for the revision of Model Course 3.06 on Survey of Life-Saving 


Appliances and Arrangements, with a view to reporting to SSE 12. 


 


Report of the Drafting Group  
 
11.10 Having considered the report of the Drafting Group on Model Courses (SSE 11/WP.6), 


the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below.  


 
[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 


 


12 DEVELOPMENT OF AMENDMENTS TO SOLAS CHAPTER II-2 AND THE 
FSS CODE CONCERNING DETECTION AND CONTROL OF FIRES IN CARGO 
HOLDS AND ON THE CARGO DECK OF CONTAINERSHIPS  


 
Background 
 
12.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had:  


 


.1 reviewed the report of the Experts Group on Formal Safety Assessment 


(FSA) in document SSE 10/10 (Chair of the FSA Experts Group) and had 


agreed that the CARGOSAFE FSA study, commissioned by the European 


Maritime Safety Agency (EMSA), had been adequately conducted in 


accordance with the Revised guidelines for Formal Safety Assessment 


(FSA) for use in the IMO rule-making process (MSC-MEPC.2/Circ.12/Rev.2) 


(Revised FSA Guidelines); 


 


.2 agreed to consider further fixed fire detection for containers carried on deck, 


including video fire detection systems proposed in documents SSE 9/10/1 


and SSE 10/INF.12 (Republic of Korea) at this session; 
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.3 noted the outcome of the consideration on active protection systems, 


e.g. spraying water horizontally below the hatch coaming and deluge 


systems integrated into the pontoon hatches, as well as passive protection 


systems, e.g. A-60 protection below the hatches; and the need for further 


discussion at this session; 


 


.4 noted that the implementation of some measures might impact other systems 


or other parts of the existing requirements, e.g. water pump capacity, bilge 


capacity and breathing air capacity, stored air and compressor arrangement 


for fire-fighters, as well as type and number of fire-fighters' outfits; and that 


these systems would need to be further discussed at this session; 


 


.5 invited CCC 10 and HTW 11 to note and consider a non-exhaustive list of 


risk-prevention-related areas identified by the Sub-Committee, with a view to 


taking action, as deemed appropriate; and 


 


.6 encouraged interested Member States and international organizations to 


submit further proposals for addition to the list of risk-prevention-related 


areas to this session, taking into account paragraph 4.3.1 (Risk Control 


Measures) of the CARGOSAFE study report. 


 


12.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that SSE 10 had re-established 


the Correspondence Group on Fire Protection (FP) and had instructed it to further consider 


the matter. 


 
Outcome of CCC 10 
 
12.3 The Sub-Committee also recalled that CCC 10 had considered risk-prevention-related 


areas in connection with containership fire safety, and had invited interested Member States 


and international organizations to submit relevant proposals to future sessions. 
Outcome of HTW 11 
 
12.4 The Sub-Committee further recalled that HTW 11 had noted the confirmation by the 


Working Group on the Comprehensive Review of the 1978 STCW Convention and Code that: 


 


.1 the Intersessional Working Group on the Comprehensive Review of the 


STCW Convention and Code having held its first meeting (ISWG-STCW 1), 
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had already agreed to review all competence requirements in the tables of 


part A of the Code;  


 


.2 the purpose of this review had been to ensure that these requirements would 


remain adequate and accurately reflect the duties and responsibilities of 


seafarers, particularly in light of new technologies; and  


 


.3 as a result, the above-mentioned Working Group had also confirmed that this 


matter would not be included in the list of gaps identified in the 1978 STCW 


Convention and Code (HTW 11/WP.4, paragraph 40). 


 


Report of the Correspondence Group 
 
12.5 The Sub-Committee considered the relevant part of document SSE 11/12, containing 


the report of the FP Correspondence Group with respect to this agenda item.  


 


12.6 Having approved the report of the Correspondence Group (SSE 11/12), in general, 


the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group (see paragraph 12.23) established under 


agenda item 7 (see paragraph 7.[…]), to consider further: 
 


.1 new draft SOLAS regulation II-2/7.11, based on annex 1 of document 


SSE 11/12; 
 


.2 the draft guidelines for the design, performance, testing and approval of 


water mist lances, and corresponding draft amendments to SOLAS 


regulation II-2/10.7.3, based on annexes 2 and 4 of document SSE 11/12, 


respectively;  
 


.3 the draft amendments to MSC.1/Circ.1472, based on annex 3 of document 


SSE 11/12; and 
 


.4 the draft amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/10.7.3, based on annex 4 of 


document SSE 11/12. 
 


12.7 In this context, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 
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.1 clarification was necessary on whether the phrase "ships designed to carry 


containers on or above the weather deck" applied exclusively to 


containerships or also included other vessels, such as offshore support 


vessels, that carry a few containers on deck. The FP Working Group should 


consider the matter with potential implications on the scope of the output; and 
 


.2 the draft amendments to SOLAS and associated new instruments should be 


goal-based and technology-neutral so as to allow all possible solutions for 


fire protection on board containerships. 
 


Means for extended reach for breaching tools 
 
12.8 With respect to means for extended reach for breaching tools, the Sub-Committee 


endorsed the FP Correspondence Group's decision to include extended reach for breaching 


tools in the draft guidelines for the design, performance, testing, and approval of water mist 


lances; and instructed the FP Working Group to develop further the relevant provisions 


on extended reach for breaching tools in the draft guidelines, based on annex 2 of 


document SSE 11/12. 
 


Fixed CO2 fire-extinguishing systems 
 
12.9 The Sub-Committee considered the opinion of the FP Correspondence Group 


regarding the reliability of fixed CO2 fire-extinguishing systems applicable to containerships 


and cargoes of oxidizers. 
 


12.10 In this context, the Sub-Committee recalled that the IMDG class 5.1 issue had been 


referred to CCC 10 by SSE 10, as part of the list of risk-prevention-related areas, and CCC 10 


had invited relevant submissions to future sessions of the CCC Sub-Committee 


(see paragraph 12.3). 
 


12.11 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the FP Correspondence Group's 


view and that relevant submissions had been invited to the CCC Sub-Committee on IMDG 


class 5.1 cargoes by CCC 10. 
 


Bilge pumping performance for cargo holds of container ships 
 
12.12 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/12/1 (Liberia and Republic of 


Korea), proposing design guidelines for the bilge pumping system of cargo holds protected by 


an active system according to SOLAS regulation II-2/19.3.1.3. 
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12.13 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 


 


.1 it was premature to draft specific SOLAS regulations and guidelines for bilge 


pumping systems at that stage. The appropriate capacity for both the water 


spray and drainage systems must be determined. While SOLAS 


regulation II-2/19.3.1.3 specified a cooling flow rate, a separate flow rate 


should be considered for fire extinguishing. It was suggested that before 


drafting a specific text, consideration should be given to first assessing the 


appropriate capacities for both water spraying and drainage systems; 


 


.2 if it were decided to proceed with the risk control option (RCO) for active fire 


protection systems for hatch covers, considering the impact of additional 


water in a cargo hold from a hatch cover fire-extinguishing system could 


be supported; 


 


.3 the document needed further clarification, in particular, the equations used 


in annex 2 thereof; 


 


.4 preventing free surface effects was critical for vessel stability and 


establishing design criteria would enhance overall fire safety. Therefore, 


the proposals in the document were supported; and the FP Working Group 


should consider the document further;  


 


.5 notwithstanding the view expressed in paragraph 12.13.4, the issue of free 


surface effects within container cargo holds was not considered to be an 


issue as a result of active fire protection systems for hatch covers;  


 


.6 the issue of drainage system sizing in relation to fire protection systems was 


seen as similar to the provisions in the Guidelines for the drainage of 


fire-fighting water from closed vehicle and ro-ro spaces and special category 


spaces of passenger and cargo ships (MSC.1/Circ.1320). A prescriptive 


calculation method, based on 125% of the fire-fighting system capacity, 


should be used to size drainage systems and pumps, and to assess the 


resulting water level;  
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.7 larger containerships faced challenges on free surface impact. 


Improvements in bilge pumping efficiency were supported; and further 


technical research and computer-based simulations should be conducted 


and submitted to the Sub-Committee;  


 


.8 the application of the proposed new requirements should be limited to new 


ships and retrofitting should be avoided; 


 


.9 given its field of expertise, the SDC Sub-Committee should be consulted on 


bilge capacity, potential free-surface effects and stability issues; and the FP 


Working Group should be instructed accordingly to formulate potential 


discussion points for the SDC Sub-Committee in that regard; and 


 


.10 in relation to the view expressed in paragraph 12.13.9, before stability 


matters were considered by the SDC Sub-Committee, the SSE 


Sub-Committee should first agree on whether such an RCO for active fire 


protection systems for hatch covers would be feasible.  


 


12.14 Taking into account the above views, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working 


Group to consider further document SSE 11/12/1, with a view to providing input to 


the SDC Sub-Committee on bilge capacity, potential free-surface effects and stability issues 


emanating from active fire-extinguishing measures on containerships for its consideration and 


advice to the SSE Sub-Committee. 


 


Application of the video fire detection system and approval standards 
 
12.15 With regard to fire detection systems, the Sub-Committee considered documents: 


 


.1 SSE 11/12/2 (Republic of Korea and IUMI), proposing the application of the 


video fire detection system (VFDS) as the main fire detection system for the 


cargo deck of container ships, and approval standards of VFDS; and 


 


.2 SSE 11/INF.2 (Republic of Korea), providing information regarding the night 


condition performance test of the video fire detection system. 


 


12.16 During consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 
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.1 VFDS was considered the most effective fire detection technology for open 


deck cargo areas of container ships, where such systems were currently 


lacking. Following extensive trials, algorithm improvements and refinements, 


VFDS was at its final development stage and was expected to enhance fire 


safety significantly. While complete darkness was rare on ships, VFDS 


remained capable of detecting fires even in low light conditions, offering 


comprehensive coverage across open deck areas. The concerns about 


limited experience with CCTV cameras in outdoor ship environments were 


considered addressed by noting that many ships already used outdoor 


installations, such as wing bridges. Additionally, ISO 7240-29 had been 


proposed as the type approval standard for VFDS, incorporating rigorous 


durability tests (e.g. heat, cold, corrosion, shock, and impact), which had 


shown no significant durability issues based on some of the industry 


experience;  


 


.2 VFDS could be considered as a fire detection system provided that the 


performance standards were assessed beforehand. Existing applications 


were very limited; 


  


.3 it was considered premature to select VFDS as the main fire detection 


system for cargo ships. Other options, such as infrared cameras, should also 


be considered. The selection should be made on a technically neutral basis 


after a thorough evaluation of VFDS reliability and effectiveness for open 


deck areas of container ships. Additionally, clarification was needed on the 


number and placement of cameras in VFDS to avoid ambiguity in 


interpretation. The proposed application and approval standards for VFDS 


should only be considered after addressing these concerns; 


 


.4 technological advancements should be maximized to protect vessels from 


fire risks and, therefore, the document should be referred to the FP Working 


Group for further consideration with additional aspects, including system 


reliability, calibration, maintenance requirements, vibration, temperature 


extremes, as well as minimization of false alarms, integration with existing 


fire detection systems and potential economic impact; 
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.5 the feedback received from operators raised caution regarding performance 


and reliability in a marine environment. Wider discussion was necessary on 


fire detection systems on goal-based and innovative approaches 


and designs; 


 


.6 while document SSE 11/12/2 proposed developing "approval standards" for 


VFDS, the Organization typically developed performance standards and 


design guidelines, while approval was the responsibility of Administrations 


and Recognized Organizations (ROs). Therefore, the word "approval" in any 


draft guidelines or performance standards should be replaced with "design", 


"test", or "performance", as appropriate; 


 


.7 careful consideration was necessary on smoke detection on deck. 


Inconsistencies in the proposed guidelines should be addressed, as most of 


the provisions appeared to focus only on open deck detection, yet the draft 


guidelines mention both interior and exterior spaces. The applicability of 


ISO 7240-29 (for buildings) to marine environments should be investigated 


further; and 


 


.8 so far, no systems other than VFDS had been presented as a detection 


system for cargo decks and, therefore, VFDS was supported. Additionally, 


temperature rises in individual containers up to the lashing bridge through 


linear heat detection systems should also be considered. 


 


12.17 In this respect, the Sub-Committee noted the Chair's remarks that, based on the 


progress that had been made so far, the Sub-Committee should aim for the next amendment 


cycle, i.e. 2032, for the mandatory amendments, as the item should be considered as a 


package for completion together with associated non-mandatory instruments. 


 
12.18 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group to 


consider further document SSE 11/12/2, taking into account document SSE 11/INF.2. 


 


Additional matters discussed at this session, as agreed by SSE 10 
 
12.19 The Sub-Committee, recalling the pending matters from SSE 10 


(see paragraph 12.1), agreed to consider further: 
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.1 fixed fire detection for containers carried on deck, including video fire 


detection systems; 


 


.2 active protection systems; and 


 


.3 the potential impact of some measures on other systems or other parts of the 


existing requirements. 
 


12.20 In this context, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group to consider 


further these issues accordingly. 


 


Real-ship cases of installing fixed water monitors  
 
12.21 The Sub-Committee noted the information provided in document SSE 11/INF.10 


(China), introducing multiple real-ship cases of installing fixed water monitors in open deck 


cargo areas on containerships, aiming to provide reference for the Sub-Committee in preparing 


the draft amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/10.7.3. 


 


12.22 The Sub-Committee agreed that this document might be beneficial for the work of the 


FP Working Group and, therefore, instructed the FP Working Group to take it into account in 


its work with respect to fixed water monitors. 


 
Further instructions to the FP Working Group  
 
12.23 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group, taking into 


account comments made, and decisions taken, in plenary, to consider further: 


 


.1 the draft amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/7.11, based on annex 1 of 


document SSE 11/12; 


 


.2 the draft guidelines for the design, performance, testing, and 


approval of water mist lances; and the draft amendments to 


SOLAS regulation II-2/10.7.3, based on annexes 2 and 4 of document 


SSE 11/12, respectively; 


 


.3 taking into account document SSE 11/INF.10: 
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.1 the draft amendments to MSC.1/Circ.1472, based on annex 3 of 


document SSE 11/12; and 


 


.2 the draft amendments to SOLAS regulation II-2/10.7.3, based on 


annex 4 of document SSE 11/12; 


 


.4 active protection systems, e.g. spraying water horizontally below the hatch 


coaming and deluge systems integrated into the pontoon hatches, as well as 


passive protection systems; 


 


.5 the potential impact of some measures on other systems or other parts of the 


existing requirements; 


 


.6 document SSE 11/12/1, with a view to providing input to the 


SDC Sub-Committee on bilge capacity, potential free-surface effects and 


stability issues emanating from active fire-extinguishing measures on 


containerships for its consideration and advice to the SSE Sub-Committee; 


 


.7 document SSE 11/12/2 on video fire detection systems, taking into account 


document SSE 11/INF.2, as well as documents SSE 9/10/1 and 


SSE 10/INF.12; and 
 


.8 if the work should continue intersessionally; and, if so, to prepare draft terms 


of reference for a correspondence group. 


 


Report of the FP Working Group 
 
12.24 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the FP Working Group 


(SSE 11/WP.5), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below. 


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 
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13 DEVELOPMENT OF PROVISIONS TO CONSIDER PROHIBITING THE USE OF 
FIRE-FIGHTING FOAMS CONTAINING FLUORINATED SUBSTANCES, IN 
ADDITION TO PFOS, FOR FIRE-FIGHTING ON BOARD SHIPS 


 
Background 
 
13.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 107 had adopted resolutions MSC.532(107) 


on Amendments to the International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea, 1974; 


MSC.536(107) on Amendments to the International Code of Safety for High-Speed Craft, 1994 


(1994 HSC Code); and MSC.537(107) on Amendments to the International Code of Safety for 


High-Speed Craft, 2000 (2000 HSC Code), which had included amendments to SOLAS and 


the 1994 and 2000 HSC Codes, regarding the prohibition of the use and storage of 


fire-extinguishing media containing perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS). MSC 107 had 


endorsed the change of scope of the related output and the revision of its title. 


 


13.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that, with respect to the revision of the Revised 


guidelines for the performance and testing criteria, and surveys of foam concentrates for fixed 


fire-extinguishing systems (MSC.1/Circ.1312), SSE 10 had agreed that there was no need to 


amend section 1.2 (Definitions) of MSC.1/Circ.1312 at this stage, and that this matter should 


be re-visited in case the ban of PFOS-type foam concentrates was expanded to cover other 


(or all) types of fluor-based foam concentrates. 


 


13.3 The Sub-Committee further recalled that SSE 10 had agreed to continue considering 


the matter at this session, having considered the additional information in document 


SSE 10/INF.5 (Austria et al.) on a possible prohibition of fire-fighting foams containing 


fluorinated substances for new ships in addition to PFOS, including the prohibition of the use 


of foams containing PFAS (fluorinated substances that contain at least one fully fluorinated 


methyl or methylene carbon atom). Furthermore, SSE 10 had invited interested Member States 


and international organizations to make relevant submissions. 


 
Way forward 
 
13.4 In the absence of submissions, the Sub-Committee considered how to proceed with 


this agenda item. 


 


13.5 During the discussion, the Sub-Committee noted that the problems relating to PFOS 


were not limited to this type of per- and poly-fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) alone. Several 


other PFAS were already listed in the annex of the Stockholm Convention on Persistent 


Organic Pollutants (POPs), and the POPs Review Committee recently had recommended 
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listing long-chain perfluorocarboxylic acids (PFCAs), their salts and related compounds in 


annex A of the Convention. The Conference of the Parties would consider the recommendation 


at its twelfth meeting in May 2025, and depending on its outcome, further action by the 


Sub-Committee might be warranted.  


 


13.6 Taking into account the above information, the Sub-Committee concluded that the 


agenda item would benefit from another session for further discussions, with the understanding 


that the item would be considered completed if no submissions were received for a second 


year. Therefore, the Sub-Committee invited:  


 


.1 interested Member States and international organizations to make relevant 


submissions to SSE 12; and 


 


.2 MSC 110 to extend the target completion year for this output to 2026. 


 


14 COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR MAINTENANCE, 
THOROUGH EXAMINATION, OPERATIONAL TESTING, OVERHAUL AND 
REPAIR OF LIFEBOATS AND RESCUE BOATS, LAUNCHING APPLIANCES AND 
RELEASE GEAR (RESOLUTION MSC.402(96)) TO ADDRESS CHALLENGES 
WITH THEIR IMPLEMENTATION  


 
Background 
 
14.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had: 


 


.1 considered the prioritization of the issues for consistent implementation of 


the Requirements for maintenance, thorough examination, operational 


testing, overhaul and repair of lifeboats and rescue boats, launching 


appliances and release gear (resolution MSC.402(96)), when developing 


draft amendments thereto; and 


 


.2 instructed the LSA Correspondence Group to develop further, validate and 


prioritize the list of issues, for consistent implementation of the requirements 


contained in resolution MSC.402(96); and to draft definitions of "make" and 


"type". 
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14.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that SSE 10 had agreed that the HSC and 


MODU Codes would need to be amended in order to apply resolution MSC.402(96) to the LSA 


equipment installed on HSCs and MODUs, and had prepared a draft justification for a new 


output on "Amendments to the 1994 and 2000 HSC Codes and the 1979, 1989 and 2009 


MODU Codes to ensure the consistent application of resolution MSC.402(96)", with a view to 


endorsement by MSC 109, for inclusion in the post-biennial agenda of the Committee. 


 


14.3 The Sub-Committee further recalled that MSC 109 had: 


 


.1 deferred the consideration of the justification for the above-mentioned new 


output due to the moratorium in place; and 


 


.2 subject to the approval of this new output, agreed to include it in the 


provisional agenda of the appropriate session of the Sub-Committee, upon 


the completion of the existing output relating to the comprehensive review of 


resolution MSC.402(96), for the continuity of the two outputs. 


 
Report of the Correspondence Group  
 
14.4 The Sub-Committee considered the relevant part of document SSE 11/4 


(United States), containing the report of the LSA Correspondence Group related to the 


comprehensive review of the Requirements for maintenance (resolution MSC.402(96)). 


 


14.5 Having approved the relevant part of the report of the LSA Correspondence Group 


(SSE 11/4), in general, the Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 noted the draft revised categorized list of issues for consistent 


implementation of the Requirements for maintenance (resolution 


MSC.402(96)) for further development, validation, and prioritization; and 


 


.2 agreed to establish the LSA Working Group 2 (see paragraph 14.9) and to 


instruct the Group to:  


 


.1 continue developing, validating and prioritizing the list of issues; and 


 


.2 identify specific areas of resolution MSC.402(96) that require 


amendments based on this list. 
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14.6 With respect to the definitions of "make", "type", "model" and "series", 


the Sub-Committee considered the draft definitions developed by the LSA Correspondence 


Group, together with document SSE 11/14 (Türkiye), commenting on document SSE 11/4, 


regarding inconsistent interpretations of, and ambiguities pertaining to, the definitions of 


"make" (manufacturer) and "type" (equipment category) in resolution MSC.402(96), leading to 


potential safety risks. 


 


14.7 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 


 


.1 the definitions for "make" and "type" provided in document 


SSE 9/19/8 (CESA) should also be considered by the LSA Working Group 2, 


as the document had not been considered by the LSA Correspondence 


Group; 


 


.2 careful consideration was necessary on quality control when considering 


training requirements for authorized service providers (ASPs), when the 


original equipment manufacturer (OEM) was not involved. During the past 


years, the quality of in-service equipment had highly improved, noting that 


the training of ASPs was mainly coordinated by the OEM. The LSA Working 


Group 2 should also focus on the practical application of the revised 


Requirements, including their enforcement by the flag Administrations; 


 


.3 the proposed definitions in document SSE 11/4 did not resolve interpretative 


differences among Member States, and the current wording could allow a 


person trained by one manufacturer to service various products from multiple 


manufacturers, raising safety concerns;  


 


.4 the methodology proposed in document SSE 11/14 was not supported, and 


the data collection process would cause further delays in the development of 


definitions and the revision of the Requirements for maintenance, with the 


risk of not yielding added value; 


 


.5 clarification was needed regarding the proposal in document SSE 11/14 on 


the data to be collected and the justification for collecting it. However, 


the LSA Working Group 2 should consider the document further; 
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.6 the above-mentioned definitions should establish a clear hierarchy and, 


therefore, should be considered as a package. Overly restricted 


interpretations should be avoided, which might impose unnecessary 


operational burdens;  
 
.7 a risk level approach of the standard equipment being serviced could be a 


way forward for determining maintenance needs; and 


 


.8 for an informed decision on the matter, accident-related data and 


investigation reports should be gathered to determine root causes of 


life-saving equipment failures. Surveys should be conducted among 


manufacturers and service providers to gather relevant data for the 


discussion. 


 
14.8 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee instructed the LSA Working Group 2 to 


consider:  


 


.1 further the definitions of "make", "type", "model" and "series", based on 


annex 11 of document SSE 11/4, and taking into account documents 


SSE 11/14 and SSE 9/19/8; and 


 


.2 whether additional data addressing implementation issues would be 


necessary, and if so, to provide the type of data needed, and to advise, 


as appropriate. 


 


Establishment of the LSA Working Group 2 
 
14.9 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee established the LSA Working Group 2 and 


instructed it, taking into account comments made, and decisions taken, in plenary, to:  


 


.1 develop further, validate, and prioritize the list of issues for consistent 


implementation of the requirements contained in resolution MSC.402(96), 


based on annex 10 of document SSE 11/4, and identify specific areas of 


resolution MSC.402(96) that require amendments based on this list;  
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.2 consider further the definitions of "make", "type", "model" and "series", based 


on annex 11 of document SSE 11/4, and taking into account documents 


SSE 11/14 and SSE 9/19/8;  


 


.3 consider whether additional data addressing implementation issues would be 


necessary and, if so, to provide the type of data needed, and to advise, 


as appropriate; and 


 


.4 if time permits, consider draft amendments to resolution MSC.402(96), taking 


into account the list of issues for consistent implementation of the 


requirements contained in resolution MSC.402(96), set out in annex 10 of 


document SSE 11/4. 


 
Report of the LSA Working Group 2 
 
14.10 Having considered the report of the LSA Working Group 2 (SSE 11/WP.4), 


the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below. 


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 


 


[Extension of the target completion year 
 
14.11 In light of the above conclusion, the Sub-Committee agreed to invite MSC 110 to 


extend the target completion year for this output to 2027.]  


 
15 AMENDMENTS TO THE LSA CODE FOR THERMAL PERFORMANCE OF 


IMMERSION SUITS  
 
15.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had: 


 


.1 noted and supported the ongoing work of ISO/TC 188/SC 1 on thermal 


testing of immersion suits using instrumented manikins;  


 


.2 agreed to further consider the matter at this session; and 
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.3 requested the Secretariat, subject to the availability of resources, to develop 


a relevant module in the Global Integrated Shipping Information System 


(GISIS) with a list of laboratories recognized by the Administrations which 


are able to conduct testing with a thermal manikin, in accordance with the 


testing method of ISO 15027-3. 


 


15.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that MSC 109 had extended the target completion 


year to 2025. 


 


15.3 The Sub-Committee noted: 


 


.1 the information contained in document SSE 11/INF.4 (Canada), providing a 


report on research conducted by the National Research Council of Canada, 


which assessed the correlation ensembles to confirm that they could be used 


to assist with correlating thermal manikins used for testing immersion suits 


as per ISO/DIS 15027-3:2023; and 


 


.2 the invitation, in the document, for interested Administrations to consider 


the use of correlation ensembles for harmonization between the various 


manikins when registering devices in the GISIS module, listing laboratories 


recognized by the Administrations, which could conduct testing with a 


thermal manikin in accordance with the testing method of ISO 15027-3, 


as and when appropriate. 


 


15.4 In this regard, the Sub-Committee also noted that GISIS was under a comprehensive 


review and, therefore, the new GISIS module on a "list of laboratories recognized by the 


Administrations which are able to conduct testing with a thermal manikin", had not been 


developed yet, pending the ongoing review. Any progress thereon would be reported at a 


future session. 


 


15.5 The Sub-Committee considered how to proceed with this agenda item; and taking into 


account the ongoing development of the standard for thermal performance of immersion suits 


(ISO/DIS 15027-3:2023), agreed to keep the item on the provisional agenda for SSE 12. 


Therefore, the Sub-Committee invited: 
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.1 interested Member States and international organizations to make relevant 


submissions to SSE 12; and 


 


.2 MSC 110 to extend the target completion year for this output to 2027. 


 


16 EVALUATION OF ADEQUACY OF FIRE PROTECTION, DETECTION AND 
EXTINCTION ARRANGEMENTS IN VEHICLE, SPECIAL CATEGORY AND RO-RO 
SPACES IN ORDER TO REDUCE THE FIRE RISK OF SHIPS CARRYING NEW 
ENERGY VEHICLES  


 
16.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had considered and agreed on a road map 


and a goal-based approach for an effective consideration of fire safety system to reduce the 


fire risk of ships carrying new energy vehicles, including battery electric vehicles (BEVs). In 


this context, the Sub-Committee had instructed the Correspondence Group on Fire 


Protection (FP) to consider further the matter, including fixed fire detection systems and video 


monitoring systems. 


 


16.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that SSE 10 had:  


 


.1 encouraged interested Member States and international organizations to 


share with the FP Correspondence Group their data of scientific reports and 


studies, new technologies, casualty reports and other available credible 


resources on fire incidents of new energy vehicles, including BEVs; and 


 


.2 noted that further discussion might be necessary on structural fire protection; 


fixed CO2, deluge and high expansion foam systems, including revision of 


the test and approval provisions in chapter 6 of the FSS Code and the 


Guidelines for testing and approval of fixed high-expansion foam systems 


(MSC.1/Circ.1384); protection of weather decks; and what the suitable place 


would be for the new amendments to SOLAS chapter II-2 


(SOLAS regulations II-2/20 or 20-2). 


 
Course of action 
 
16.3 The Sub-Committee, in considering the available timeline until the next amendment 


cycle for a potential entry into force of the amendments in 2032 and the high volume of the 


work needed, agreed to prepare an action plan based on the agreed road map (SSE 10/20, 


paragraph 16.15), given that: 
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.1 the broad scope of work involving multiple technical aspects ranging from fire 


detection to extinguishing systems required careful consideration and 


prioritization of tasks; 


 


.2 the complexity of incorporating new technologies and methodologies 


necessitated a clear timeline for evaluation and implementation; 


 


.3 the need to align the work with the amendment cycle of 2032 required 


strategic planning of intermediate milestones; and 


 


.4 the action plan would facilitate effective coordination among various 


stakeholders and would ensure that all aspects of the road map were 


adequately addressed in a timely manner. 


 


Report of the Correspondence Group 
 
16.4 The Sub-Committee considered the relevant part of document SSE 11/12, containing 


the report of the FP Correspondence Group with respect to this agenda item. 


 


16.5 Having approved it in general, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group 


(see paragraph 16.22), established under agenda item 7 (see paragraph 7.[…]), in accordance 


with the road map (SSE 10/20, paragraph 16.15) to:  


 


.1 review the list of relevant scientific reports and studies, new technologies, 


casualty reports and other available credible resources set out in annex 5 of 


document SSE 11/12; and 


 


.2 further develop the list, as appropriate, including the relevant submissions 


made so far. 


 


16.6 The Sub-Committee also agreed to regularly update the list of relevant resources to 


incorporate new research and guidelines developed since its initial compilation 


(see paragraph 16.5) and to forward any pertinent resources to the CCC Sub-Committee, as 


appropriate.  
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Detection systems 
 
16.7 The Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 considered the Correspondence Group's discussion on detection systems 


within vehicle spaces and ro-ro spaces on cargo ships, e.g. heat and smoke 


detectors within an addressable system; and 


 


.2 agreed to take it into account when developing draft amendments on 


detection systems when appropriate. 


 
Fire confirmation (video monitoring system)  
 
16.8 The Sub-Committee considered the Correspondence Group's proposed way forward 


and preliminary draft amendments, relating to fire confirmation (video monitoring system) 


within vehicle and ro-ro spaces on cargo ships, together with document SSE 11/16/1 


(Republic of Korea and IUMI), proposing the application of video fire detection system (VFDS), 


as fire detection system for vehicle and ro-ro spaces of cargo ships carrying new energy 


vehicles. 


 


16.9 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 


 


.1 the application of the new requirements to all new ro-ro ships should be 


considered, given the increase in the use of new energy vehicles and that it 


was unlikely that any new ships built after the new draft requirements had 


entered into force would carry only conventionally fuelled vehicles. 


Additionally, there was no distinction in the use of VFDS between new energy 


and conventional vehicles in SOLAS regulation II-2/20.4.4 (adopted by 


MSC 108) for passenger ships; 


 


.2 the deployment of new innovative technologies was supported. 


Nevertheless, using such technologies in ro-ro cargo spaces could be 


challenging, due to shadow areas on ro-ro ships and pure car and truck 


carriers (PCTC); 


 


.3 as it was noted by the FP Correspondence Group (SSE 11/12), it was 


considered premature to develop proposals for regulatory text relating to 
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fixed fire detection systems. Therefore, other proposals should be prioritized 


for consideration at this session;  


 


.4 the proposed VFDS needed further justification with respect to their 


effectiveness and reliability. Such monitoring systems should be goal-based 


and technology neutral. The document should be revisited in accordance 


with the draft action plan to be developed by the FP Working Group; and 


 


.5 the operational experience gathered from the industry was similar to the 


VFDS suggested for containerships (SSE 11/12/2). While there was support 


for early detection, careful consideration was necessary for such systems to 


be used within the marine environment; and research and development 


activities should be encouraged to reach a reliable conclusion on the matter. 


 
16.10 Taking into account the above views, the Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 agreed that it would be premature to consider carriage requirements, at this 


stage, and that a goal-based and technology neutral approach was 


necessary; and  


 


.2 instructed the FP Working Group to consider further document SSE 11/6/1 


(see paragraph 16.22), taking into account the road map (SSE 10/20, 


paragraph 16.15), with a view to revisiting the document, in accordance with 


an action plan to be developed by the FP Working Group, as appropriate. 


 


Lithium battery fire extinguishing using a Brine System 
 
16.11 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/16 (Faroes), containing a brief 


description of a brine-submersion system used for a full-scale test for extinguishing fires in 


electrical vehicles, in particular, but also in maritime lithium battery installations.  


 


16.12 During its consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 


 


.1 the content of this proposal, including the test set-up information provided in 


the annex, covered fire-fighting measures during and after thermal runaway. 


This measure could only be applied in a pre-thermal runaway situation, not 


once the thermal runaway had already begun; and 
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.2 more results from the referenced tests and information about the design of 


the system (e.g. impacts on other existing systems on board), as well as the 


relationship between costs and benefits (e.g. installation, energy 


consumption and space requirements), would be needed.  


 


16.13 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee noted with appreciation the information 


provided in document SSE 11/16 and in the absence of any agreed further course of action at 


this stage, invited interested Member States and international organizations to make additional 


submissions to future sessions. 


 


Enhancing fire safety by using advanced methods and technologies 
 
16.14 With respect to methods and technologies on enhancing fire safety, the 


Sub-Committee considered documents:  


 


.1 SSE 11/16/2 (China), focusing on fire safety on ships carrying BEVs and 


ro-ro ships, and suggesting enhanced fire safety by using advanced methods 


and technologies, which provide more accurate and comprehensive data for 


fire risk analysis related to BEVs; 


 


.2 SSE 11/INF.7 (China), introducing the Battery Management System (BMS) 


alarm system and Vehicle Temperature Monitoring and Safety Warning 


System currently developed in China, based on China's research and 


practical experience of fire risk prevention measures for ships carrying lithium 


battery electric vehicles (BEVs);  


 


.3 SSE 11/INF.9 (China), providing a simulation analysis of fire on a typical ro-ro 


ship, which analysed the impact of vehicle displacement on ship intact 


stability due to the failure of the fastening device caused by fire; and 


 


.4 SSE11/INF.11 (China), introducing the method and test situation of electric 


vehicle fire source setting in the full-scale test study on the effectiveness of 


fire-fighting measures for electric vehicles carried onboard ships. 


 


16.15 In the ensuing discussion, the following views were expressed: 
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.1 the compelling need for technical and operational requirements on fire 


resistance performance of cargo securing devices should be evaluated 


through careful analysis, including the collection of information on accidents 


involving the stability problems caused by the loss of securing devices due 


to fire, and the assessment of whether enhancing the fire resistance of cargo 


securing devices would be the most effective solution to prevent such 


accidents. If the loss of securing devices due to fire were to be identified as 


a significant hazard for PCTCs, the Sub-Committee could, then, proceed with 


the development of appropriate requirements for the fire integrity of securing 


devices; 


 


.2 the prevention of fire risks through battery management systems was 


supported, given the growing number of BEVs carried on ro-ro and PCTCs, 


which would ensure that the ships transporting BEVs have effective fire 


safety frameworks, thereby mitigating large-scale maritime incidents; 


 


.3 a comprehensive review from multiple perspectives was considered 


essential for a well-informed approach, effectively addressing the underlying 


issues. Moreover, the transition to electric vehicles was crucial for 


decarbonization efforts and had direct implications for safety, reinforcing the 


need for careful consideration of this matter; 


 


.4 a more holistic approach should be taken on the lashing issue, which should 


consider all sorts of vehicles carried onboard, and interested delegations 


should submit proposals to this effect to future sessions. These proposals 


should not, therefore, be discussed in the FP Working Group at this session; 


and 


 


.5 the FP Working Group should only address fire safety aspects of lashing, as 


cargo securing measures within the cargo securing manual would normally 


fall under the purview of the CCC Sub-Committee. 


 


16.16 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group to consider 


further document SSE 11/16/2 (except for the proposal on the cargo lashing issue), taking into 


account documents SSE 11/INF.7, SSE 11/INF.9 and SSE 11/INF.11, as well as the road map 
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(SSE 10/20, paragraph 16.15), with a view to revisiting the document, in accordance with an 


action plan to be developed by the FP Working Group, as appropriate. 


 


Definitions of the terminology used 
 
16.17 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/16/3 (Germany), proposing 


definitions within the terminology used in the context of lithium-ion battery fires, as well as 


possible safety measures for new and existing ships carrying new energy vehicles. 


 


16.18 During consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 


 


.1 thermal runaway fundamentally differed from traditional fires and required 


specific fire-fighting approaches. Therefore, safety measures on BEVs 


should be discussed further, focusing on early warning, fire extinguishing of 


thermal runaway, as well as the establishment of effective fire-resistant 


divisions;  


 


.2 it was unclear whether the definitions proposed in the document were needed 


in the draft regulations that were being developed;  


 


.3 the harmonization of relevant definitions with other international instruments 


was supported; 


 


.4 the proposal for more stringent requirements for the boundaries of fire zones 


was justified in the results of the LASHFIRE Study (Work Package 11); 


 


.5 given the significant technical differences between PCTCs and ro-ro 


passenger ships, further consideration was needed taking into account the 


characteristics of the former; and 


 


.6 the FP Working Group could consider what other instruments would be 


needed to support the implementation of these measures, such as 


performance standards for the particular cabling serving this equipment. 


 


16.19 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group to 


consider further document SSE 11/16/3, in particular the suggested definitions, taking into 


account the road map (SSE 10/20, paragraph 16.15), with a view to:  
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.1 revisiting the document, in accordance with an action plan to be developed 


by the FP Working Group, as appropriate; and 


 


.2 establishing a common understanding and an agreed terminology. 


 


Information documents  
 
16.20 The Sub-Committee noted the information provided in the following documents: 


 


.1 SSE 11/INF.5 (Japan), explaining the outline of the research on 


high-expansion foam fire-extinguishing systems for PCTCs in Japan; and 


 


.2 SSE 11/INF.6 (Republic of Korea), presenting an analysis of onshore BEV 


fire incidents, and the guidelines for fire prevention and response during 


maritime transport of BEV in the Republic of Korea, offering detailed insights 


into their characteristics and implications. 


 


16.21 The Sub-Committee also noted that both information documents might be beneficial 


to the work of the FP Working Group and, therefore, instructed the Group to take them into 


account in its work. 


 


Further instructions to the FP Working Group 
 
16.22 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee instructed the FP Working Group, taking into 


account documents SSE 11/INF.5, SSE 11/INF.6, SSE 11/INF.7, SSE 11/INF.9 and 


SSE 11/INF.11, as well as the comments made and decisions taken, in plenary, to: 


  


.1 develop a draft action plan, based on the road map (SSE 10/20, 


paragraph 16.15), indicating the detailed actions to be taken within a defined 


time frame and the corresponding documents submitted so far, ensuring a 


more structured and systematic approach; 


 


.2 consider further documents SSE 11/12 (relevant part), SSE 11/16/1, 


SSE 11/16/2 (except for the proposal on the cargo lashing issue) and 


SSE 11/16/3 (in particular, with respect to definitions within an agreed 


terminology), taking into account the road map (SSE 10/20, 
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paragraph 16.15), with a view to revisiting the documents, as appropriate, in 


accordance with an action plan to be developed by the FP Working Group;  


 


.3 in accordance with the road map, review the list of relevant scientific reports 


and studies, new technologies, casualty reports and other available credible 


resources set out in annex 5 of document SSE 11/12, and to develop further 


the list, as appropriate, including the relevant submissions made so far;  


 


.4 if time permits, identify hazards related to new energy vehicles, including 


BEVs and risk control options; and 


 


.5 consider whether the work should continue intersessionally, and, if so, to 


prepare draft terms of reference for a correspondence group. 


 


Report of the FP Working Group 
 
16.23 Having considered the relevant part of the report of the FP Working Group 


(SSE 11/WP.5), the Sub-Committee took actions as outlined in paragraphs […] to […] below. 


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the session, based on 


the Group's report and the actions requested therein, taking into account the decisions taken 


by the Sub-Committee during subsequent discussions] 


 


[17 BIENNIAL STATUS REPORT AND PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR SSE 12 
 
General  
 
17.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 109 had noted the biennial status report of the 


Sub-Committee for the 2024-2025 biennium and had approved the proposed provisional 


agenda for SSE 11. 


 


17.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that MSC 109 had: 


 


.1 endorsed the expansion of the scope of the output on "Development of 


design and prototype test requirements for the arrangements used in the 


operational testing of free-fall lifeboat release systems without launching the 


lifeboat" to cover amendments to other related instruments in addition to the 


LSA Code; and 
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.2 agreed that other proposals, including the draft justification for a new output 


on "Amendments to the 1994 and 2000 HSC Codes and the 1979, 1989 and 


2009 MODU Codes to ensure the consistent application of resolution 


MSC.402(96)", produced by SSE 10, would be fully assessed at a future 


session of the Committee. 


 


Workload of the Sub-Committee 
 
17.3 In relation to its workload, the Sub-Committee recalled that, in considering the 


increased workload of the Committee and its subsidiary bodies, MSC 108 had, inter alia, 


invited all sub-committees to:  


 


.1  undertake an analysis of the continuous and annual outputs under their 


purview and to make relevant suggestions to the Committee for their efficient 


consideration, minimizing additional workload; and 


 


.2  review their terms of reference, as set out in document MSC 92/26, 


annex 40, to identify obsolete or missing elements therein and to provide 


suggestions, excluding in relation to the restructuring of the sub-committees, 


to the next available session of the Committee, for consideration and 


approval, as appropriate. 


 


17.4 In this respect, the Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/17 (Chair), 


providing the analysis of the continuous outputs under its remit, as well as the transfer of 


outputs between the SDC and SSE Sub-Committees to balance their respective workloads; 


and its updated draft terms of reference, as a preliminary review outcome for consideration by 


the Committee. 


 
17.5 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee agreed to: 


 


.1 the outcome of the analysis, for consideration by MSC 110; 


 


.2 continue to utilize the transfer of outputs between the SDC and SSE 


Sub-Committees to balance their respective workloads, when necessary; 


and 
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.3 its updated draft terms of reference, as a preliminary review outcome, as set 


out in annex […], for consideration by MSC 110, without any changes related 


to roles and responsibilities among sub-committees, noting that this should 


be assessed and coordinated at the Committees' level, as necessary. 


 


Proposals for the provisional agenda of SSE 12 
 
17.6 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had considered documents SSE 10/17/2 


(IACS) and SSE 10/17/3 (IACS), proposing to include the outputs on: 


 


.1 "Development of amendments to chapter 6 of the 2009 MODU Code 


regarding electrical equipment capable of operation after shutdown"; and 


 


.2 "Development of amendments to chapter 15 of the International Code for Fire 


Safety System (FSS Code) on enclosed spaces containing a nitrogen 


receiver or a buffer tank of nitrogen generator system",  


 


in the provisional agenda for SSE 10. Furthermore, SSE 10 had agreed to reconsider the 


proposals at this session, with a view to including these post-biennial items in the provisional 


agenda for SSE 12. 


 


Proposals submitted to SSE 10 
 
Amendments to chapter 6 of the 2009 MODU Code 
 
17.7 The Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 considered document SSE 10/17/2 (IACS), proposing to include the output 


"Development of amendments to chapter 6 of the 2009 MODU Code 


regarding electrical equipment capable of operation after shutdown" in the 


provisional agenda of SSE 11; and 


 


.2 in consultation with the Chair of the SDC Sub-Committee, given the need to 


balance the workload between the SDC and SSE Sub-Committees, as well 


as the fire safety and safe return to port related elements in the output, which 


could be addressed by the SDC Sub-Committee,  


  


requested MSC 110 to, either: 
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.1 include the post-biennial item on "Development of amendments to chapter 6 


of the 2009 MODU Code regarding electrical equipment capable of operation 


after shutdown", in the provisional agenda for SDC 12; or  


 


.2 instruct SDC 12 to consider further this proposal. 


 


Amendments to chapter 15 of the FSS Code 
 
17.8 The Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 considered document SSE 10/17/3 (IACS), proposing to include the output 


ʺDevelopment of amendments to chapter 15 of the International Code for 


Fire Safety System (FSS Code) on enclosed spaces containing a nitrogen 


receiver or a buffer tank of nitrogen generator systemʺ in the provisional 


agenda of SSE 11; and  


 


.2 in consultation with the Chair of the SDC Sub-Committee, given the need to 


balance the workload between the SDC and SSE Sub-Committees, as well 


as the fire safety and construction related elements in the output, which could 


be addressed by the SDC Sub-Committee,  


  


requested MSC 110 to, either: 


 


.1 include the post-biennial item on ʺDevelopment of amendments to 


chapter 15 of the FSS Code on enclosed spaces containing a 


nitrogen receiver or a buffer tank of nitrogen generator system", in 


the provisional agenda for SDC 12; or  


 


.2 instruct SDC 12 to consider further this proposal. 


 
Proposals submitted to SSE 11 
 
Revision of MSC.1/Circ.1318/Rev.1 to clarify the testing and inspection provisions for CO2 
cylinders  
 
17.9 The Sub-Committee, having considered document SSE 11/17/1 (United Kingdom and 


IACS), proposing to include the output "Revision of the Revised guidelines for the maintenance 


and inspections of fixed carbon dioxide fire-extinguishing systems (MSC.1/Circ.1318/Rev.1) to 
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clarify the testing and inspection provisions for CO2 cylinders" in the provisional agenda, 


agreed to include this post-biennial item in the provisional agenda for SSE 12. 


 


Revision of the Guidelines for the application of plastic pipes on ships (resolution A.753(18))  
 
17.10 The Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 considered document SSE 11/17/2 (China and IACS), proposing to include 


the output "Revision of the Guidelines for the application of plastic pipes on 


ships (resolution A.753(18))" in the provisional agenda for SSE 12; and 


 


.2 in consultation with the Chair of the SDC Sub-Committee, given the need to 


balance the workload between the SDC and SSE Sub-Committees, as well 


as the relevance with the ongoing work at the SDC Sub-Committee on fire 


safety of Fibre Reinforced Plastic (FRP) and safe return to port ,which could 


be addressed by the SDC Sub-Committee,  


 


requested MSC 110 to, either: 


 


.1 consider inclusion of the post-biennial item on "Revision of the Guidelines for 


the application of plastic pipes on ships (resolution A.753(18))", in the 


provisional agenda for SDC 12; or  


 


.2 instruct SDC 12 to consider further this proposal. 


 


Development of amendments to the FSS Code on construction requirement for gaskets  
 
17.11 The Sub-Committee, having considered document SSE 11/17/3 (India et al.), 


proposing to include the output "Development of amendments to paragraph 2.1.2.5 of 


chapter 5 of the FSS Code on construction requirement for gaskets" in the provisional agenda, 


agreed to include this post-biennial item in the provisional agenda for SSE 12. 


 


Biennial status report for the 2024-2025 biennium and post-biennial agenda 
 
17.12 Taking into account the progress made at this session, the Sub-Committee prepared 


the Sub-Committee's biennial status report for the 2024-2025 biennium and the outputs on the 


post-biennial agenda of the Committee assigned to the Sub-Committee (SSE 11/WP.2, 


annex 1), as set out in annex […], for consideration by MSC 110. 
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Proposed biennial agenda for the 2026-2027 biennium 
 
17.13 In the same context, the Sub-Committee prepared the Sub-Committee's proposed 


biennial agenda for the 2026-2027 biennium (SSE 11/WP.2, annex 2), as set out in annex […], 


for consideration by MSC 110. 


 


Proposed provisional agenda for SSE 12 
 
17.14 The Sub-Committee prepared the draft provisional agenda for SSE 12 (SSE 11/WP.2, 


annex 3), as set out in annex […], for consideration by MSC 110. 


 
Correspondence and review groups established at this session 
 
17.15 The Sub-Committee established correspondence and review groups on the following 


subjects, due to report to SSE 12 (SSE 11/WP.2, annex 4): 


 
[to be completed by the Secretariat after the session] 


 


Arrangements for the next session 
 
17.16 The Sub-Committee agreed to establish at its next session, working, drafting and 


experts groups on the following subjects (SSE 11/WP.2, annex 4): 


 
[to be completed by the Secretariat after the session], 


 
whereby the Chair, taking into account the submissions received on the respective subjects, 


would advise the Sub-Committee, as early as possible, before SSE 12 on the final selection of 


such groups. 
 
Date of the next session 
 
17.17 The Sub-Committee noted that the twelfth session of the Sub-Committee had been 


tentatively scheduled to take place from [to be indicated in document SSE 11/20].] 


 


[18 ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR FOR 2026  
 
18.1 In accordance with the Rules of Procedure of the Maritime Safety Committee, the 


Sub-Committee- unanimously re-elected Mr. Hironori Eguro (Japan), as Chair, and re-elected 


Mr. Cristiano Aliperta (Palau), as Vice-Chair, both for 2026.] 
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19 ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
 
LSA MATTERS 
 
Test procedure and acceptance criteria for lifejacket buoyancy test 
 
19.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that SSE 10 had considered document 


SSE 10/19/3 (India), proposing amendments to Revised recommendation on testing of 


life-saving appliances (resolution MSC.81(70)) and Revised standardized life-saving appliance 


evaluation and test report forms (personal life-saving appliances) (MSC.1/Circ.1628/Rev.1), 


with a view to improving the procedure for lifejacket buoyancy tests, and making acceptance 


criteria consistent with the LSA Code. Subsequently, SSE 10 had instructed the LSA 


Correspondence Group to consider further the proposals. 
 
Report of the LSA Correspondence Group  
 
19.2 The Sub-Committee considered the relevant part of document 


SSE 11/4 (United States), containing the report of the LSA Correspondence Group with 


respect to test procedure and acceptance criteria for lifejacket buoyancy test. 
 


19.3 Having approved it in general, the Sub-Committee specifically considered the draft 


amendments to resolution MSC.81(70) and MSC.1/Circ.1628/Rev.1 related to the lifejacket 


buoyancy test, with a view to adoption and approval by the Committee, respectively. 
 


19.4 During its consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the views supporting the draft 


amendments to resolution MSC.81(70) and MSC.1/Circ.1628/Rev.1 on the procedure for 


lifejacket buoyancy test and acceptance criteria, as set out in annexes 12 and 13 of document 


SSE 11/4, respectively. 
 


19.5 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee, having concurred with the draft 


amendments, as a minor correction, in accordance with the decisions taken at C/ES.27 


(C/ES.27/D, paragraph 3.2(vi)), agreed to: 
 


.1 resolution MSC.81(70) and the associated draft MSC resolution, as set out 


in annexes […], for adoption by MSC 110; and 
 


.2 MSC.1/Circ.1628/Rev.3 and the associated draft MSC circular, as set out in 


annexes […], for approval by MSC 110 in conjunction with the draft 


amendments to resolution MSC.81(70), and dissemination as 


MSC.1/Circ.1628/Rev.4. 
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Flame exposure and buoyancy tests for lifejackets and load tests for new lifeboats and 
rescue boats 
 
19.6 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/19 (Brazil and Chile), proposing 


amendments to resolution MSC.81(70) to improve flame exposure and buoyancy tests for 


lifejackets and load tests for new lifeboats and rescue boats. 


 
19.7 In the ensuing discussion, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 


 


.1 the proposed amendments aimed to improve the safety of lifejackets and 


lifeboats and rescue boats, and addressed key areas of maritime safety by 


improving the reliability of life-saving appliances and equipment, thereby 


improving the safety of seafarers and passengers. Therefore, the amendments 


should be considered further by the LSA Working Group 1 for finalization; 


 


.2 the proposed amendments were considered substantial, which might have 


an impact on the industry. Therefore, this work should be undertaken either 


under an existing output or would otherwise require a new output proposal;  


 


.3 the proposals would require more analysis and discussion, in particular with 


respect to test procedure and acceptance criteria for flame exposure testing 


of lifejackets, on how the potential reduction of buoyancy should be verified 


and measured, and how to consider the effects thereof; and 


 


.4 as the document suggested amendments, such proposals should not be 


considered under this agenda item. 


 
19.8 Taking into account the above views, the Sub-Committee invited the submitters, and 


other interested Member States and international organizations, to submit proposals for a new 


output, in accordance with the draft revision of the Organization and method of work of the 


Committee (MSC 109/22, paragraph 19.14 and annex 26). 


 
ISO survival craft equipment standard 
 
19.9 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 109, while considering document MSC 109/21 


(ISO), which provided an update on the revised ISO international standard 18813:2022 and 


proposed amendments to the corresponding footnotes referring to the standard in the LSA 


Code, had: 
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.1 instructed the Sub-Committee to consider further, at this session, document 


MSC 109/21 (ISO), taking into account the comments made, as well as 


relevant guidance, in particular, in resolution A.911(22) on Uniform wording 


for referencing IMO instruments; and 
 


.2 invited ISO to provide detailed information to the Sub-Committee on the 


differences between the previous and revised versions of the ISO standard 


concerned. 


 


19.10 In this context, the Sub-Committee considered documents: 


 


.1 SSE 11/19/1 (IACS), highlighting minor discrepancies between the LSA 


Code and ISO Standard 18813 (2006 and 2022 versions); and 


 


.2  SSE 11/19/4 (ISO), providing an update on the revised ISO international 


standard 18813:2022 and proposing an amendment to the LSA Code. 


 


19.11 The Sub-Committee noted the following views during discussion: 


 


.1 industry manufacturers were of the view that the ISO standard needed to be 


amended to include a maximum moisture content of 5%, as a content higher 


than 5% could cause microbiological growth within the food rations; 


 


.2 discrepancies between the LSA Code and ISO Standard 18813 (2006 


and 2022 versions) still existed and, therefore, the footnote in 


paragraphs 4.1.5.1.18 and 4.1.5.1.19 of the LSA Code should be updated; 


 


.3 both documents were supported to eliminate the discrepancies between the 


LSA Code and ISO standard. Consideration should also be given to the 


incorporation of requirements in the ISO standard that would allow opening 


of packages and containers by use of immersion suits;  


 


.4 ISO standards were developed outside the Organization. Noting that the 


provisions of the mandatory LSA Code prevailed, ISO should be invited to 


update the values in the standard, in accordance with the values stipulated 


in the LSA Code; and 







SSE 11/WP.1 
Page 83 


 


 
I:\SSE\11\WP\SSE 11-WP.1.docx  


.5 any inconsistencies between the LSA Code and ISO standards should, in 


principle, be resolved through the revision of the ISO standards. Any 


proposals to amend the LSA Code would require a new output. 


 


19.12 In this context, the delegation of France stated that the proposed amendments to the 


LSA Code, in document SSE 11/19/4, were consistent with the decisions taken by C/ES.27 


and the practices stipulated in resolution A.911(22). ISO TC8 had withdrawn ISO 18813:2006, 


which was referenced in the LSA Code. Since the standard was no longer available for 


purchase, stakeholders could not comply with the relevant part of the Code. Therefore, ISO 


should keep its standards available as long as they are referenced in IMO regulations, even if 


a new version is adopted. The full text of the statement is provided in annex [...]. 


 


19.13 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 regarding the proposals in document SSE 11/19/4, agreed to the draft 


amendments to the footnotes in the LSA Code, as a minor correction, in 


accordance with the decisions taken at C/ES.27 (C/ES.27/D, 


paragraph 3.2(vi)), with a view to being reflected in the next edition of the 


LSA Code publication and in resolution MSC.218(82); and 


 


.2 regarding the proposals in document SSE 11/19/1, invited ISO to note the 


outcome of the discussion and to update ISO 18813: 2022 accordingly. 


 
Temperature cycling test- test data sheets 
 
19.14 The Sub-Committee considered document SSE 11/19/2 (India), proposing to modify 


the "Temperature cycling test- test data" sheets to ascertain the confirmation about exposure 


of prototype sample to ordinary room temperature condition between the hot and cold cycles 


of LSA and to record the associated information in various applicable revised standardized 


life-saving appliance evaluation and test report forms, as a minor correction. 


 


19.15 In this context, the Sub-Committee considered, in particular: 


 


.1 the technical content and whether the above-mentioned proposal could be 


considered as a minor correction; and 
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.2 if so, whether the LSA Correspondence Group, if established, could be 


tasked with finalizing the draft amendments to various evaluation and test 


report forms. 


 


19.16 Subsequently, the Sub-Committee, having agreed that the above-mentioned proposal 


could be considered as a minor correction, and the proposal needed further technical 


consideration, instructed the LSA Correspondence Group, if established, to prepare draft 


amendments to MSC.1/Circ.1628/Rev.3, as may be amended by Rev.4; MSC.1/Circ.1629; 


MSC.1/Circ.1630/Rev.3; and MSC.1/Circ.1633, based on document SSE 11/19/2 for 


consideration at SSE 12 with a view to approval by MSC 112. 


 


Validity of references to EN 54:2001 standards in the FSS Code 
 
19.17 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 108, while considering draft amendments to 


the FSS Code, regarding heat detectors and linear heat detectors, had: 


 


.1 noted that EN 54 standards consisted of 31 parts, many of them being 


relevant to heat detectors, heat sensors or linear heat detectors; and  


 


.2 not been able to examine each part of the standards for relevance in detail 


and had added "relevant parts of" before the reference to EN 54:2001 


referred to in paragraph 2.3.1.3 in chapter 9.  


 


19.18 The Sub-Committee also recalled that, following consideration, MSC 108 had: 


 


.1 adopted resolution MSC.555(108) containing amendments to 


the International Code for Fire Safety Systems (FSS) Code; and  


 


.2 instructed the Sub-Committee to consider the validity of reference to 


EN 54:2001 standards, with a view to advising MSC 110, including on the 


possible need to submit a proposal for a new output, in order to take any 


necessary action. 


 


19.19 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee:  


 


.1 agreed that the matter should be considered under a new output, and invited 


interested Member States and international organizations to submit 
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proposals for a new output, in accordance with the draft revision of the 


Organization and method of work of the Committee (MSC 109/22, 


paragraph 19.14 and annex 26); and  


 


.2 invited MSC 110 to note the outcome of the discussion. 


 
Opening pressure for P/V valves 
 
19.20 The Sub-Committee recalled that, following consideration of document PPR 11/17/2 


(Norway), PPR 11 had: 


 


.1 invited the Sub-Committee to consider a requirement for new crude oil 


tankers to be fitted with pressure vacuum (P/V) valves with opening pressure 


of minimum 0.20 bar and identify any negative implications, taking into 


account comments made at that session; and  


 


.2 referred document PPR 11/17/2 to the Sub-Committee for further 


consideration in this context. 


 


19.21 Accordingly, the Sub-Committee considered documents: 


 


.1 PPR 11/17/2 (Norway), containing a proposal to request the SSE 


Sub-Committee to consider a requirement for new crude oil tankers to be 


fitted with P/V valves with a minimum opening pressure of 0.20 bar and 


identify any negative implications of such a requirement; and 


 


.2 SSE 11/19/3 (Norway), commenting on the request by PPR 11 concerning a 


requirement for new crude oil tankers to be fitted with P/V valves with 


opening pressure of minimum 0.20 bar and identify any negative implications. 


 


19.22 In this context, the Sub-Committee considered, in particular, whether a requirement 


for new crude oil tankers to be fitted with P/V valves with opening pressure of minimum 0.20 


bar, would have any negative implications or not, taking into account paragraph 35 of 


document SSE 11/19/3, with a view to advising PPR 13. 


 
19.23 During consideration, the Sub-Committee noted the following views: 
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.1 the proposal was supported, as it could complement the ongoing efforts to 


engage all relevant stakeholders in managing volatile organic compounds 


(VOC) emissions. Considering the resulting higher containment pressures, 


all relevant stakeholders should assess any structural implications and 


implement necessary remedies, as appropriate, i.e. implementing suitable 


procedures to ensure safe cargo handling when these new tankers with 


higher pressure settings interact with terminals or other vessels, during ship 


to ship (STS) operations; and 


 


.2 the document should be discussed further by PPR 13. 


 


19.24 Following consideration, the Sub-Committee: 


 


.1 concluded that a requirement of a 0.20 bar minimum opening pressure for 


P/V valves would not have any negative safety implications; 


 


.2 invited PPR 13 to note the outcome of the discussion of the Sub-Committee 


and to take action, as appropriate; and  


 


.3 referred document SSE 11/19/3 to PPR 13 for further consideration. 


 


20 ACTION REQUESTED OF THE COMMITTEE  
 
Action requested of the Committees 
 
20.1 The Maritime Safety Committee, at its 110th session, is invited to: 


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the meeting] 


 


20.2 The Marine Environment Protection Committee, at its eighty-fourth session, is invited 


to note the outcome of the Sub-Committee's consideration of matters referred to it by 


the PPR Sub-Committee (see paragraphs...). 


 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with the Chair after the meeting] 
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Action requested of sub-committees  
 
20.3 The Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (III), at its eleventh 


session, is invited to note that the Sub-Committee agreed to take into account the information 


provided in documents III 10/4/3 and III 10/INF.17, while progressing with the output on 


"Revision of SOLAS chapter III and the LSA Code", in accordance with the road map and 


action plan agreed by SSE 7 (see paragraph 5...). 


 


[More to come] 
 


20.4 The Sub-Committee on Pollution Prevention and Response (PPR), at its thirteenth 


session, is invited to (see paragraphs 19… to 19…):  


 


.1 note that the Sub-Committee considered documents PPR 11/17/2 and 


SSE 11/19/3, and concluded that a requirement of a 0.20 bar minimum 


opening pressure for P/V valves, would not have any negative safety 


implications; and to take action, as appropriate; and 


 


.2 consider further document SSE 11/19/3. 


 


[More to come] 
 


*** 


 


ANNEXES 
 


[to be prepared by the Secretariat after the session] 


 


 


___________ 
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