ANAVE - Circular de Régimen Interior

Madrid, 1 de septiembre de 2017
Ref: SMA 51/2017/AB

Asunto: Seguridad de la navegacion — Nueva campafia de inspeccion concentrada del MOU de
Paris

Muy Srs. nuestros:

En el dia de hoy, las Autoridades Maritimas del MOU de Paris sobre el Control por el Estado rector del
puerto (Port State Control, PSC) han iniciado una Campafa de Inspeccién Concentrada (CIC) para
verificar el cumplimiento de las normas del Convenio SOLAS sobre la situacion general de la seguridad de
la navegacion de los buques y la competencia y familiarizacién de la tripulacién involucrada en las
operaciones de navegacion. Esta CIC tendra una duracion de 3 meses y finalizara el 30 de noviembre de
2017.

Les adjuntamos en el Anexo 1 la Nota de Prensa que ha publicado el MOU anunciando la CIC, asi como la
lista de comprobacion que servira de orientacion a los funcionarios de PSC durante las inspecciones.

Segun dicha lista, se inspeccionaran con mas detalle las siguientes cuestiones:

— ¢Se ajusta el equipo de navegacion del buque al que aparece reflejado en el Certificado de Seguridad
(SEC, PSSC, CSSC)?

— ¢Dispone el ECDIS de cartas electronicas actualizadas para el viaje que se ha previsto y de medios
auxiliares independientes en caso de fallo del equipo?

— ¢Existen pruebas de que los oficiales de guardia cumplen los requisitos del Convenio STCW sobre el
ECDIS?

— ¢Pueden demostrar los oficiales de guardia que estan familiarizados con el ECDIS?

— ¢ Funciona correctamente el sistema registrador de datos de la travesia (VDR/SVDR)?

— ¢Son capaces los oficiales de reconocer la alarma sonora a distancia del sistema de alarma para la
guardia de navegacion (BNWAS) en una 22y 32 fase?

— ¢ EIAIS del bugue transmite correctamente?

— ¢El plan de viaje incluye todas las etapas del mismo?

— ¢La tripulacion conoce y respeta el idioma de trabajo establecido a bordo y registrado en el Diario de
Navegacion del buque?

— ¢El personal esta familiarizado con el procedimiento de funcionamiento en caso de emergencia del
aparato de gobierno?

— ¢Las luces/sefales de navegacion se exhiben de acuerdo con las reglas del Reglamento Internacional
para Prevenir Abordajes (RIPA 1972)?

— ¢Se ha detenido al buque como resultado de la CIC?
El MOU de Paris tiene previsto llevar a cabo unas 10.000 inspecciones durante esta CIC. Se recomienda
a las empresas que preparen estas inspecciones y revisen todos los asuntos incluidos en la lista de

comprobacion. Para ello, la Camara Naviera Internacional (ICS) ha preparado un documento muy
detallado con directrices para cada una de las cuestiones de la CIC, que les adjuntamos en el Anexo 2.

Saludos cordiales,

Manuel Carlier



Director General
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LAUNCH OF JOINT CONCENTRATED INSPECTION CAMPAIGN ON

SAFETY OF NAVIGATION (SOLAS CH.V)

The Maritime Authorities of the Tokyo and the Paris Memoranda of
Understanding (MoU) on Port State Control will launch a joint Concentrated
Inspection Campaign (CIC) on SAFETY OF NAVIGATION.

The aim of the CIC is to check compliance with the applicable requirements of
the SOLAS Convention, the overall status of the vessel’s navigation safety, and
the competency of crew involved in navigation operations.

This inspection campaign will be held for three months, commencing from 1
September 2017 and ending 30 November 2017. A ship will only be subject to one
inspection under this CIC during the period of the campaign.

Navigation equipment have always been major inspection items for PSC inspections.
The Tokyo MoU and the Paris MoU have conducted a joint CIC for SOLAS Chapter
V concerning safety of navigation in 2008. The regulations for navigation equipment
have undergone frequent changes according to a series of amendments to SOLAS
Chapter V (safety of navigation). Electronic Chart Display and Information System
(ECDIS) have assisted watchkeepers to maintain navigation safety and reduce the
navigational workload since its application. Deficiencies relating to navigation
equipment contribute a major proportion of the total deficiencies. From 2009 to 2016,
a total of 174,559 deficiencies concerning safety of navigation were recorded,
accounting for 15.27% of all deficiencies.

Port State Control Officers (PSCOs) will use a list of 12 questions to assure that
navigation equipment carried onboard complies with the relevant statutory
certificates, the master and navigation officers are qualified and familiar with
operation of bridge equipment, especially ECDIS, and that navigation equipment is
properly maintained and functioning.

If deficiencies are found, actions by the port State may vary from recording a
deficiency and instructing the master to rectify it within a certain period of time to



detaining the ship until the serious deficiencies have been rectified. In the case of

detention, publication in the monthly detention lists of the Tokyo and Paris MoU web

sites will take place.

It is expected that the Tokyo and Paris MoUs will carry out approximately 10,000

inspections during the CIC.

The results of the campaign will be analyzed and findings will be presented to the

governing bodies of the MoUs for submission to the IMO.

Paris MOU

Tokyo MOU

Mr. Richard W.J. Schiferli
General Secretary Paris MoU
on Port State Control

PO Box 16191

2500 BD The Hague

The Netherlands

Tel: +31 (0)70 456 1508

E-mail: Richard.Schiferli@parismou.org
Web-site: www.parismou.org

Mr.Hideo KUBOTA

Secretary, Tokyo MOU Secretariat
Ascend Shimbashi 8F

6-19-19, Shimbashi,

Minato-ku, Tokyo

Japan 105-0004

Tel: +81-3-3433 0621

Fax: +81-3-3433 0624

E-mail: secretariat@tokyo-mou.org
Web-site: www.tokyo-mou.org

Notes to editors:

Paris MOU

Tokyo MOU

Regional Port State Control was initiated in 1982
when fourteen European countries agreed to
coordinate their port State inspection effort
under a voluntary agreement known as the Paris
Memorandum of Understanding on Port State
Control (Paris MOU). Currently 27 countries are
member of the Paris MOU. The European
Commission, although not a signatory to the
Paris MOU, is also a member of the Committee.

The Paris MoU is supported by a central
database THETIS hosted and operated by the
European Maritime Safety Agency in Lisbon.
Inspection results are available for search and
daily updating by MoU Members. Inspection
results can be consulted on the Paris MoU
public website and are published on the Equasis
public website.

The Secretariat of the MoU is provided by the
Netherlands Ministry of Infrastructure and the
Environment and located in The Hague.

The Memorandum of Understanding on Port
State Control in the Asia-Pacific Region, known
as the Tokyo MOU, was signed among eighteen
maritime Authorities in the region on 1
December 1993 and came into operation on 1
April 1994. Currently, the Memorandum has 19
full members, namely: Australia, Canada, Chile,
China, Fiji, Hong Kong (China), Indonesia,
Japan, Republic of Korea, Malaysia, the
Marshall Islands, New Zealand, Papua New
Guinea, the Philippines, the Russian Federation,
Singapore, Thailand, Vanuatu and Vietham.

The Secretariat of the Memorandum is located
in Tokyo, Japan. The PSC database system, the
Asia-Pacific Computerized Information System
(APCIS), was established. The APCIS center is
located in Moscow, under the auspices of the
Ministry of Transport of the Russian Federation.
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QUESTIONNAIRE CONCENTRATED INSPECTION CAMPAIGN ON SAFETY OF
NAVIGATION (SOLAS CH.V) 2017

Inspection Authority:
Ship Name: Flag:
IMO Number: Classification Society:
Date of Inspection Inspection Port:
No. Iltem Yes No N/A
Q.1* Is ship's navigation equipment in accordance with its applicable d d d
safety certificate (SEC,PSSC, CSSC)?
(S74/CI/IR12)
Q.2* Does the ECDIS have the appropriate up-to-date electronic charts a a d
for the intended voyage and is there a suitable back-up
arrangement?
(S74/CVIR19.2)
Q.3 Is there evidence that all watchkeeping officers comply with STCW d a d

requirements for ECDIS?
(STCW/A-II/L)

Q.4* Can watchkeeping officers demonstrate familiarization with ECDIS? a a d
(STCWI/A-VIII/2)

Q.5* Can ship’s VDR/SVDR record data fully? d d d
(S74/CV/IR18)

Q.6* Is second and/or third stage remote audible alarm of BNWAS a a d

recognized?
(S74/CVIR19.2.2)

Q.7 Is the ship’s Automatic Identification System transmitting correct a a d
particulars?
(S74/CV/IR19.2.4)

Q.8 Does the passage plan cover the whole voyage? a a
(S74/CVIR34,STCWI/A-VIII/2)

Q.9* Does all crew know and respect the official working language as d d
established and recorded in the ship's logbook?
(S74/CVIR14)

Q.10* | Is the crew familiar with the procedure of emergency operation of a a

steering gear?
(S74/CII-1/R29, S74/CVIR26)

Q.11* | Are the exhibition of navigation/signal lights in accordance with the a a
requirements of COLREG72?
(COLREGT72/CIIl; S74/CII-1/R42.2/R43.2)

Q.12 Is the ship detained as a result of this CIC? a a

Notes: If “No” is selected, for questions marked with an “*” PSCO should use his/her professional judgement regarding the
seriousness of the deficiency as to whether the ship may be considered for detention. The detail of any deficiencies including
serious deficiencies, if any, should be appropriately entered on the PSC Report Form B.

Where there is no box in the N/A column, then either box “Yes” or “No” should be selected as appropriate.



Guidance to assist with preparations for the
Concentrated Inspection Campaign on “Safety of Navigation”
to be jointly conducted by the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU in 2017

The Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU will conduct a joint Concentrated Inspection Campaign (CIC) on
Safety of Navigation from 1 September to 30 November 2017. Other regional PSC regimes may
also conduct CICs on “Safety of Navigation” in 2017, using the same or similar standard
guestionnaire.

CICs typically focus on specific topics where high levels of deficiencies have been encountered by
PSCOs, or where new international statutory requirements have recently entered into force. They
are conducted annually and are combined with a regular PSC inspection of a ship. Regional PSC
regimes, such as the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU, often seek to jointly conduct CICs to enhance the
harmonization of PSC measures worldwide.

This document provides guidance and information on the CIC being jointly conducted by the Paris
MoU and Tokyo MoUbased on the information available at the time of publication. It was
developed to assist shipowners and operators prepare for PSC inspections involving this CIC.
Specific information and guidance is provided for each question on the standard questionnaire.
The information and guidance provided in this document should not be seen, in any way, as
superseding or replacing relevant guidance provided by a ship’s flag State or on preparations for
PSC inspections in general.

The results of the CIC are expected to be released by the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU in mid-2018,
and are anticipated to be reported, alongside any recommendations, to the IMO Sub-Committee on
the Implementation of IMO Instruments (llI).

Applicability of the CIC

The CIC will, in whole or in part, be applicable to all ships, and will be conducted on all ships
eligible or due for PSC inspection in ports in the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU regions during the
period of the CIC. Ships are expected to be targeted for inspection in accordance with existing
procedures used by PSC authorities.

Standard questionnaire for the CIC

The standard questionnaires prepared by the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU for use by PSCOs during
the CIC are reproduced in this document on page 4 and page 5 respectively. The only relevant
difference between the two questionnaires is that the Paris MoU version contains regulation
references alongside each question. The questionnaires wereissued by press release on 31July
2017 (see Paris MoUand TokyoMoU).

The 12 questions it contains require a “Yes”, “No” or “Not Applicable” answer from the PSCO. “No”
answers will result in a deficiency being issued. If “No” is selected for questions marked on the
standard questionnaire with an “*”, PSCOs are asked to use their professional judgement
regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine whether the ship may be considered for
detention.

Relevant IMO instruments

International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea (SOLAS), 1974, as amended;



International Convention on Standards of Training, Certification and Watchkeeping for
Seafarers (STCW), 1978, as amended; and

Convention on the International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea (COLREG), 1972
as amended.

Relevant IMO performance standards

Resolution A.861(20), as amended — Performance Standard for Shipborne Voyage Data
Recorders (VDR);

Annex 3 of Resolution MSC.74(69) — Recommendation on Performance Standards for an
Universal Shipborne Automatic Identification Systems (AIS);

Resolution MSC.128(75) — Performance Standards for a Bridge Navigational Watch Alarm
System (BNWAS);

Resolution MSC.163(78), as amended — Performance Standards for Shipborne Simplified
Voyage Data Recorders (S-VDRS);

Resolution MSC.253(83) — Adoption of the Performance Standards for Navigation Lights,
Navigation Light Controllers and Associated Equipment; and

Resolution MSC.333(90) — Adoption of Revised Performance Standards for Shipborne Voyage
Data Recorders (VDR).

Relevant IMO guidance
Resolution A.893(21) — Guidelines for voyage planning;
Resolution A.918(22), as amended — IMO Standard Marine Communication Phrases;
Resolution A.1052(27) — Procedures for Port State Control, 2011;

Resolution A.1104(29) — Survey Guidelines Under the Harmonized System of Survey and
Certification (HSSC), 2015;

Resolution A.1106(29) — Revised Guidelines for the Onboard Operational Use of Shipborne
Automatic Identification Systems (AIS);

MSC.1/Circ.1222 — Guidelines on Annual Testing of Voyage Data Recorders (VDR) and
Simplified Voyage Data Recorders (S-VDR);

MSC.1/Circ.1252 — Guidelines on Annual Testing of the Automatic Identification System (AIS);

MSC.1/Circ.1474 — Guidance on the Bridge Navigational Watch Alarm System (BNWAS) Auto
Function;

MSC.1/Circ.1503/Rev.1 — ECDIS — Guidance for good practice; and

STCW.7/Circ.24/Rev.1 — Guidance for Parties, Administrations, port State control authorities,
recognized organizations and other relevant parties on the requirements of the STCW
Convention, 1978, as amended.

Relevant IHO Guidance

www.iho.int> ENCs, ECDIS & S-100.
Relevant ICS guidance

Bridge Procedures Guide, 5th Edition; and

Steering Gear Test Routines Checklist (2016)
Other guidance

Australian Maritime Safety Authority Marine Notice 6/2017 on nautical charts and publications;
and

Australian Maritime Safety Authority Marine Notice 7/2017 on ECDIS.



Important Note

This document is intended as voluntary advice which shipowners and operators are not in any way obligated to accept,
although they are invited to consider its value in the context of their preparations for the Concentrated Inspection
Campaign (CIC) on the “Safety of Navigation”being held from 1 September to 30 November 2017.

While the information in this document has been developed using the best information sources currently available, it is
intended purely as information and guidance to be used at the user’'s own risk. No responsibility is accepted by ICS or by
any person, firm, corporation or organisation who or which has been in any way concerned with the furnishing or supply
of information, compilation, publication or authorised translation of this information, for the accuracy of the information
herein, or for any omission or for any consequences whatsoever resulting directly or indirectly from using the information
contained herein even if caused by want of due diligence or reasonable care.




Paris MoU Standard Questionnaire®

QUESTIONNAIRE CONCENTRATED INSPECTION CAMPAIGN ON SAFETY OF
NAVIGATION (SOLAS CH.V) 2017

Inspection Authority:
Ship Name: Flag:
IMO Number: Classification Society:
Date of Inspection Inspection Port:
No. | Item ] Yes | No | NiA
a1i* Is ship's navigation eguipment in accordance with its applicable ) (m) (m]
safety certificate (SEC,PSSC, CSSC)?
(ST4/CIR12)
Q.2* Does the ECDIS have the appropriate up-to-date electronic charts m (m | )
for the intended voyage and is there a suitable back-up
arrangement?
(ST4/CVIR19.2)

Q3 Iz there evidence that all watechkeeping officers comply with STCW O | a
requirements for ECDIS?
(STCW/A-IIM)

Q.4* Can watchkeeping officers demonstrate familiarization with ECDIS? 0 | (w
(STCWIA-VIIIZ)

Q.5* Can ship's VDRJISVDR record data fully? 0 | a
(ST4/CVIR18)

Q.6* Is second andlor third stage remote audible alarm of BNWAS m | m
recognized?
(ST4/ICVIR19.2.2)

Q7 Is the ship's Automatic |dentification System transmitting correct m) m | a
particulars?
(S§74/ICVIR19.2.4)

Q.8 Does the passage plan cover the whole voyage? m m |
(S74/CVIRI4,STCWIA-VIIIZ)
Q.9* Does all crew know and respect the official working language as m m |
established and recorded in the ship's loghook?
(S7T4/CVIR14)

Q.10* | Is the crew familiar with the procedure of emergency operation of m [m |
steering gear?
(S7T4/CI-1/R29, ST4ICVIR26)

Q.11* | Are the exhibition of navigation/signal lighte in accordance with the 0 )
requirements of COLREGT727?
(COLREGT2/CIN: S7T4/CII-1/R42.2/R43.2)

Q.12 Is the ship detained as a result of this CIC? 0 a

Notes: H*No" is selected, for questions marked with an ™™ PSC0 should use hisher professional judgement regarding the
senousness of the deficiency as to whether the ship may be considersd for detention. The detal of any deficiencies including
senous deficiencies, if any, showld be appropriatedy entered on the PSC Report Form B.

Where there is no box in the N/& cofumn, then either box “Yes” or "No™ should be selected as appropriate.

'Paris MoU (31 July 2017), Launch of Joint Concentrated Inspection Campaign on Safety of Navigation (SOLAS chapter
V)(Press Release).



Tokyo MoUStandard Questionnaire?

CIC on Safety of Navigation (SOLAS CH.V)

Inspection Authority:

Ship Name: IMO Number:

Date of Inspection Inspection Port:

No. |ltem Yes | No | N/A
Q.1* | Is ship's navigation equipment in accordance with its a | 0 0

applicable safety certificate (SEC, PSSC, CSSC)?

Q.2* | Does the ECDIS have the appropriate up-to-date electronic 0 0O 0

charts for the intended voyage and is there a suitable back-up
arrangement?

Q.3 | Is there evidence that all watchkeeping officers comply with a a0 a0
STCW requirements for ECDIS?

Q.4* | Can watchkeeping officers demonstrate familiarization with a 0 0
ECDIS? |

Q.5* | Can ship's VDR/SVDR record data fully? a 0 0

Q.6* | Is second and/or third stage remote audible alarm of BNWAS 0 0 0
recognized? _

Q7 Is the ship’s Automatic ldentification System transmitting 0 0 0
correct particulars?

Q.8 | Does the passage plan cover the whole voyage? 0 0

Q.9* | Does all crew know and respect the official working language 0 0
as established and recorded in the ship's logbook?

Q.10* | Is the crew familiar with the procedure of emergency operation | J 0
of steering gear?

Q.11* | Are the exhibition of navigation/signal lights in accordance 0 0
with the requirements of COLREG727?

Q.12 | Is the ship detained as a result of this CIC? 0 0

Notes: If “No” is selected, for questions marked with an *** PSCO should use his/her professional judgement

regarding the seriousness of the deficiency as to whether the ship may be considered for detention. The detail of
any deficiencies including serious deficiencies, if any, should be appropriately entered on the PSC Report Form B.
Where there is no box in the N/A column, then either box “Yes” or “No” should be selected as appropriate.

2Tokyo MoU (31 July 2017), Launch of Joint Concentrated Inspection Campaign on Safety of Navigation (SOLAS
chapter V)(Press Release).




Question 1

“Is ship’s navigation equipment in accordance with its applicable safety certificate
(SEC, PSSC, CSSC)?”

This question addresses the conformity of a ship’s navigational systems and equipment with the
equipment listed in the Record of Equipment for the Cargo Ship Safety Certificate (Form C) and
Record of Equipment for the Cargo Ship Safety Equipment Certificate (Form E), or Record of
Equipment for the Passenger Ship Safety Certificate (Form P), as applicable.

CIC relevant requirements for shipborne navigational systems and equipment are set out in
SOLAS regulation V/19 on Carriage Requirements for Shipborne Navigational Systems and
Equipment and V/20 on Voyage Data Recorders. Statutory survey and certificate requirements are
set out in SOLAS chapter I.

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to request to sight Form C and Form
E, or Form P, as applicable, and check that the equipment listed under “Details of Navigational
Systems and Equipment” is the equipment installed on board.

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, the PSCOs are asked to use their
professional judgement regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine
whether the ship may be considered for detention.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:
A valid Form C and Form E, or Form P, as applicable, is available on board; and

The shipborne navigational systems and equipment listed in “Details of Navigational Systems
and Equipment” in Form C and Form E, or Form P, as applicable, corresponds to the navigation
equipment present on board the ship.

Inspection
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:
A valid Form C and Form E, or Form P, as applicable; and

The presence and location of shipborne navigational systems and equipment which correspond
to the list in “Details of Navigational Systems and Equipment” in Form C and Form E, or Form P,
as applicable.

Additional comments

Masters should be prepared to draw the attention of the PSCO to the fact that the CIC should not
seek to duplicate the relevant initial, annual, periodical or renewal surveys carried out by
appropriate trained and qualified surveyors on behalf of the ship’s flag State.

Masters should note that particular attention may be paid to the equipment listed in “Details of
Navigational Systems and Equipment” in Form C and Form E, or Form P, as applicable, addressed
in CIC questions 2, 5, 6, 7 and 11.




Question 2

“Does the ECDIS have the appropriate up-to-date electronic charts for the intended
voyage and is there a suitable back-up arrangement?”

This question addresses:

The availability of all nautical charts necessary to use ECDIS to plan and display the ship’s
route for the intended voyage and to plot and monitor positions throughout the voyage; and

The provision of adequate independent back-up arrangements in the event of an ECDIS failure.

The carriage requirement for ECDIS is set out in SOLAS regulation VV/19.2.10 and the carriage
requirement for nautical charts and publications is set out in SOLAS regulation V/19.2.1.4.

Ships fitted with ECDIS and ships using ECDIS to meet the chart carriage requirement of SOLAS
should carry electronic navigational charts (ENCs) or, where ENCs are not available at all or are
not of an appropriate scale for the planning and display of the ship’s voyage plan, raster
navigational charts (RNC) and/or any necessary paper charts should be carried on board. ENCs,
RNCs and paper charts available on the bridge should be official (as defined in SOLAS regulation
V/2.2) and adequate® and up-to-date (as set out in SOLAS regulation V/27).

Ships using ECDIS for navigation are required to have adequate, independent back-up
arrangements* which should provide a timely transfer to the back-up system during critical
navigation situations and allow the ship to be navigated safely until the termination of the voyage.

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to check that the ECDIS system and
back-up arrangements are being effectively maintained to facilitate proper operation and safety of
navigation.

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, the PSCOs are asked to use their
professional judgement regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine
whether the ship may be considered for detention.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:

The safety management system (SMS) includes procedures for loading ENC and RNC charts
and applying ENC and RNC updates to ECDIS. The SMS should also include procedures for
applying corrections to paper chart updates, if applicable;

The type-approval certificates for all ECDIS are available on board;

All ECDIS, including ECDIS used to provide an independent back-up arrangement, have been
updated to comply with the latest IHO ECDIS Standard, and are therefore capable of displaying
ENCs correctly using ECDIS Presentation Library Edition 4.0;°

All ECDIS, including ECDIS used to provide an independent back-up arrangement, are loaded
with the appropriate scale charts needed for all phases of the next voyage. The charts should
be updated using the latest ENC and RNC chart updates and the latest notice to mariners
available on board;

Records of ECDIS software maintenance are complete, up-to-date and available on board;

Records of all chart updates are kept in accordance with the procedures contained in the SMS
and are complete, up-to-date and available on board; and

% particular attention should be paid to ensuring that the available ENCs and RNCs cover the whole berth to berth
voyage and are of an appropriate scale (berthing, harbour, approach, coastal and general) for the voyage phase.

* Section 14 of Performance standards for electronic chart display and information systems (ECDIS) (resolution
A.817(19), as amended) or Section 14 and Appendix 6 of Revised performance standards for electronic chart display
and information systems (ECDIS) (MSC.232.(82), as amended).

*The previous edition of the IHO ECDIS Presentation Library Edition 3.4 expires on 31 August 2017.



The independent back-up arrangement used on board conforms to the details included in
“Details of Navigational Systems and Equipment” in Record of Equipment for the Cargo Ship
Safety Certificate (Form C) and Record of Equipment for the Cargo Ship Safety Equipment
Certificate (Form E), or Record of Equipment for the Passenger Ship Safety Certificate (Form
P), as applicable.

Inspection
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:
The type-approval certificate for all ECDIS installed on board;

Records of ECDIS software maintenance and ECDIS software status information (in ECDIS) to
demonstrate that the ECDIS complies with the latest IHO standard;

The ECDIS, and the back-up ECDIS, if fitted, has all the official and up-to-date ENCs and RNCs
which are adequate and necessary for all phases of the next voyage;

The latest ENC and RNC updates and notices to mariners available on board;
Records of ENC, RNC and paper chart updates, as applicable;

If the back-up arrangement is a folio of paper charts, the paper charts are the latest editions of
the charts and that they have been corrected to the latest notice to mariners available on board;
and

If the back-up arrangement is a second ECDIS, the back-up is provided with a separate,
independent main and emergency power supply.

Additional comments

Masters should be prepared to remind the PSCO that, in accordance with guidance from the IHO,
the IHO ECDIS Presentation and Performance Checks in Ships is not intended for, and is not
suitable to be used as, a carriage requirement compliance test for ECDIS.

Masters should be aware that:

All nautical charts used for navigation are required to be issued officially by, or on behalf of a
Government, authorized Hydrographic Office or other relevant government institutions (SOLAS
regulation V/2.2). A chart from any other source cannot be used to meet the chart carriage
requirements of SOLAS. If unofficial charts are in use on ECDIS an “Unofficial data” warning will
be automatically displayed:;

The Raster Chart Display System (RCDS) Mode in ECDIS should only be used where there is
no ENC coverage. RCDS Mode has reduced functionality and officers performing navigational
watchkeeping functions should be familiar with the limitations of RCDS Mode and the paper
chart folio back-up requirement; and

ECDIS installed after September 2015 should have a type-approval certificate which refers to
IEC 61174(2015) to show that it complies with the latest IHO ECDIS standard. ECDIS installed
before September 2015 but upgraded to meet the new IHO ECDIS standard should be provided
with evidence from the manufacturer that the upgrade has been applied before 1 September
2017.

References

MSC.1/Circ.1503/Rev.1 - ECDIS — Guidance for good practice, Section A - Chart carriage
requirement of SOLAS;

www.iho.int> ENCs, ECDIS & S-100; and
ICS Bridge Procedures Guide, 5th Edition, Section 4.12, 4.13 and Annex 2.



Question 3

“Is there evidence that all watchkeeping officers comply with STCW requirements
for ECDIS?”

This question addresses the training and certification of officers performing navigational
watchkeeping functions on board ships fitted with ECDIS.

The 2010 Manila Amendments to the STCW Convention, 1978, as amended, introduced a
competence in the use of ECDIS to maintain the safety of navigation into the mandatory minimum
requirements for performance of navigation functions by Masters, chief mates (management level)
and officers in charge of a navigational watch (OOW) (operational level). Training in the use of
ECDIS is not required for those who serve exclusively on ships not fitted with ECDIS equipment.6

Certificates of competency (CoC) issued in accordance with the 2010 Manila Amendments to the
STCW Convention, 1978, to officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties are evidence of
having completed all required approved training and that the required standard of competence has
been achieved, including competence in the use of ECDIS to maintain the safety of navigation. Any
limitations related to ECDIS will be reflected on a certificate, indicating that its holder has not
completed training in the use of ECDIS.

The knowledge, understanding and proficiency required in the use of ECDIS is generic to ensure
relevant personnel have the necessary skills for basic operation of all types of ECDIS equipment
that may be installed on board ships. There is no requirement for the approved training in the use
of ECDIS to be type-specific or to be able provide any evidence of training that is specific to the
installed equipment.’

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO would be expected to check that officers carrying
out navigational watchkeeping duties each hold a valid CoC issued in accordance with the STCW
Convention, 1978, as amended, without any limitations concerning ECDIS.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:

Officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties each hold a valid CoC issued in
accordance with the STCW Convention, 1978, as amended, without any limitations concerning
ECDIS; and

A copy of STCW.7/Circ.24/Rev.1 is available on board to enable the Master to use the relevant
IMO guidance, if necessary, to clarify the training requirements for ECDIS and provision of the
documentation for verification by PSCOs.

Inspection

Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO that officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping
duties each hold a valid CoC issued in accordance with the STCW Convention, 1978, as amended,
without any limitations concerning ECDIS.

Additional comments

Masters should be prepared to remind PSCOs that there is no special or separate certificate
related to ECDIS training required under the STCW Convention, 1978, as amended. Training
related to ECDIS forms part of the CoC issued to officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping
duties.

Masters should be:

Aware that there has been some misinterpretation of the requirements of the STCW
Convention, 1978, as amended, related to ECDIS by PSCOs and other third-party inspectors. In
these cases, PSCOs and representatives from third-party inspection regimes have been

®sTCcw chapter Il (Master and Deck Department), specifically regulation 11/1 and section A-1l/1, regulation 11/2 and
section A-11/2, regulation 11/3 and section A-II/3.

7STCW.?/Circ.24/Rev.1, paragraphs 11 to 14.



requesting so-called ECDIS training course completion certificates, and suggesting that the
documentary evidence should reference the applicable IMO model course; and

Prepared to advise that there is no basis within the STCW Convention, 1978, as amended, or
IMO Procedures for Port State Control, 2011 (A.1052(27)), for PSCOs to require to see so-
called ECDIS training course completion certificates. Any expansion of the inspection to review
such documentation for this specific CIC question is not aligned with the requirements of the
STCW Convention, 1978, as amended, and related IMO guidance (STCW.7/Circ.24/Rev.1).

References

STCW.7/Circ.24/Rev.1 - Guidance for Parties, Administrations, port State control authorities,
recognized organizations and other relevant parties on the requirements of the STCW Convention,
1978, as amended (paragraphs 11 to 14); and

MSC.1/Circ.1503/Rev.1 — ECDIS — Guidance for Good Practice, Section E — ECDIS Training.

10



Question 4
“Can watchkeeping officers demonstrate familiarization with ECDIS?”

This question addresses the familiarity of officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties
with ECDIS.

Companies are responsible for ensuring that seafarers, on being assigned to any of their ships, are
familiarized with the installed equipment relevant to their routine or emergency duties are set out in
STCW regulation 1/14.1.5. This includes familiarization with ECDIS installed on board for those
officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties in accordance with STCW section A-VIII/2.

The safety management system (SMS) should include procedures to ensure that new personnel
and personnel transferred to new assignments related to safety and protection of the environment
are given proper familiarization with their duties. Instructions which are essential to be provided
prior to sailing should be identified, documented and given.®

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO may request to sight records or documentation
related to familiarization activities relating to the ECDIS installed on board and may conduct an
assessment of the ability of officers carrying out navigational duties to use ECDIS to maintain
safety of navigation.

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, the PSCOs are asked to use their
professional judgement regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine
whether the ship may be considered for detention.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:

The SMS includes Company policies and procedures related to familiarization with ECDIS
installed on board;

Officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties have been familiarized with ECDIS
installed on board in accordance with routine and emergency duties;

Familiarization with ECDIS installed on board is recorded or documented in accordance with
policies and procedures in the SMS; and

Officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties are familiar with the ECDIS installed on
board.

Inspection
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:

Records or documentation of familiarization of officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping
duties with ECDIS installed on board; and

If requested, a demonstration of familiarity with ECDIS installed on board by officers that
perform navigational duties on board the ship.

Additional comments
Masters are advised that:

A PSCO may conduct an “assessment” of the ability of seafarers to maintain watchkeeping
standards as required by the STCW Convention, 1978, as amended, only if there are clear
grounds for the PSCO believing that such standards are not being maintained because any of
the following have occurred:

o0 Ship has been involved in a collision, grounding or stranding, or

8sm Code, section 6.3.
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(0]

There has been a discharge of substances from the ship when under way, at anchor or at
berth which is illegal under any international convention, or

Ship has been manoeuvred in an erratic or unsafe manner whereby routeing measures
adopted by the Organization or safe navigation practices and procedures have not been
followed, or

Ship is otherwise being operated in such a manner as to pose a danger to persons,
property, the environment, or a compromise to security.’

The abovementioned occurrences that would permit an “assessment” are unlikely to have been
met when a ship undergoes a CIC inspection. Therefore any “assessment” conducted by the
PSCO may be considered an exceptional request when responding to the CIC question; and

Whilst an “assessment” of competency by a PSCO is required to commence with verification of
certificates (addressed by question 3 of the CIC), STCW section A-I/4 stipulated that an
“assessment” can involve requiring a seafarer to demonstrate the related competency at the
place of duty."

Masters are further advised that elements of an “assessment” could be guided by the knowledge,
understanding and proficiency related to ECDIS stipulated by the STCW Convention, 1978, as
amended, for officers in charge of a navigational watch on ships of 500 gross tonnage or more:**

Capabilities and limitations of ECDIS:

(0]

(0]

(0]

Understanding of Electronic Navigational Chart (ENC) data, data accuracy, presentation
rules, display options and other chart data formats;

Knowledge of the dangers of over-reliance on ECDIS; and

Familiarity with the functions of ECDIS required by performance standards in force.

Operation, interpretation, and analysis of information obtained from ECDIS:

0 Use of functions that are integrated with other navigation systems in various installations,
including proper functioning and adjustment to desired settings;

o Safe monitoring and adjustment of information, including own position, sea area display,
mode and orientation, chart data displayed, route monitoring, user-created information
layers, contacts (when interfaced with AIS and/or radar tracking) and radar overlay
functions (when interfaced);

o Confirmation of vessel position by alternative means;

o Efficient use of settings to ensure conformance to operational procedures, including alarm
parameters for anti-grounding and safety depth, proximity to contacts and special areas,
completeness of chart data and chart update status, and backup arrangements;

o Adjustment of settings and values to suit the present conditions; and

o Situational awareness while using ECDIS including safe water and proximity of hazards, set
and drift, chart data and scale selection, suitability of route (refer to guidance provided
under question 8), contact detection and management, and integrity of sensors.

References

MSC.1/Circ.1503/Rev.1 - ECDIS — Guidance for Good Practice, Section E — ECDIS Training.

° STCW regulation 1/4.1.3
19 STCW section A-1/4.3-4
HsTCW table A-1I/1
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Question 5

“Can ship’s VDR/SVDR record data fully?”

This question addresses the ability of the Voyage Data Recorder (VDR) or Simplified-VDR (S-
VDR) to record all data inputs required by SOLAS.

The carriage requirements for VDR and S-VDR are set out in SOLAS regulation V/20. VDR and S-
VDR are subject to an annual performance test as set out in SOLAS regulation V/18.8. The data
that a VDR or S-VDR is required to recorded is prescribed in the performance standard for the
VDR or S-VDR applicable to the date on which the equipment was installed on board.**

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to check that the VDR or S-VDR is
operational and has been confirmed as being capable of recording all the required data from bridge
and navigation systems and equipment by an annual performance test.

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, the PSCOs are asked to use their
professional judgement regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine whether
the ship may be considered for detention.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:
The type-approval certificate for the VDR or S-VDR is available on board;

The certificate of compliance for the VDR or S-VDR issued following the most recent annual
performance test is available on board;

The operations manual for the VDR or S-VDR is available on board,;
Records of maintenance of the VDR or S-VDR are available on board; and

The VDR or S-VDR is operational with no active alarms and main and emergency power
supplies are available.

Inspection
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:
The type-approval certificate for the VDR or S-VDR,;
The locations of fixed, float free and long-term recording mediums, as appropriate;
The availability of main and emergency power supplies;
The VDR or S-VDR alarm panel and interpret any alarms which may be active; and

The certificate of compliance for the VDR or S-VDR issued by the manufacturer or a person
authorized by the manufacturer following the most recent annual performance test.

Additional comments

Under the Harmonized System of Survey and Certification (HSSC), the annual performance check
for a VDR or S-VDR may be carried out:

Up to 3 months before the due date for a passenger ship; and
Between 3 months before and 3 months after the due date for a cargo ship.

If necessary, Masters should be prepared to:

12 \/DR installed on board on or after 1 July 2014 should comply with Resolution MSC.333(90) — Adoption of Revised
Performance Standards for Shipborne Voyage Data Recorders (VDR).VDR installed on board before 1 July 2014 should
comply with Resolution A.861(20) — Performance Standard for Shipborne Voyage Data Recorders (VDR) as amended by
MSC.214(81). S-VDR installed on board cargo ships shall comply with MSC.163(78) Performance Standards for
Shipborne Simplified Voyage Data Recorders (S-VDRS).
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Advise the PSCO that the inspection of the VDR or S-VDR should not be a repeat of the annual
performance test, which should be carried out by the manufacturer or a person authorized by
the manufacturer; and

Remind the PSCO that the data required to be recorded by the VDR or S-VDR is determined by
the performance standard applicable at the time the equipment was installed on board.

References

Resolution MSC.333(90) — Adoption of Revised Performance Standards for Shipborne Voyage
Data Recorders (VDR);

Resolution A.861(20), as amended — Performance Standard for Shipborne Voyage Data
Recorders (VDR);

Resolution MSC.163(78), as amended — Performance Standards for Shipborne Simplified Voyage
Data Recorders (S-VDRS);

MSC.1/Circ.1222 — Guidelines on Annual Testing of Voyage Data Recorders (VDR) and Simplified
Voyage Data Recorders (S-VDR); and

ICS Bridge Procedures Guide, 5th Edition, Section 4.8.
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Question 6
“Is second and/or third stage remote audible alarm of BNWAS recognized?”

This question addresses familiarity with the operation of the Bridge Navigational Watch Alarm
System (BNWAS) installed on board, with particular focus on recognition of audible alarms used to
alert the Master and officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties, and other crew me

The carriage requirement for BNWAS is provided in SOLAS regulation V/19.2.2.3.

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to check that the Master and officers
carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties are familiar with the operation of the BNWAS and
can recognize the second stage remote audible alarm, and other crew can recognize the third
stage audible alarm of the BNWAS.

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, the PSCOs are asked to use their
professional judgement regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine whether
the ship may be considered for detention.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:

The BNWAS, including emergency call, motion detectors, flashing beacons, remote alarms, are
operational;

The means of selecting the operational mode and dormant period on the main alarm panel is
protected from modification or change by anyone other than the Master or an officer authorized
by the Master;

The Master and officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties are familiar with the
operation of the BNWAS, in particular the emergency call, test and reset functions; and

The Master and officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties and crew are familiar
with the second and third stage audible alarms of the BNWAS installed on board; and

There is no means available to reset the BNWAS from any position other than the bridge.
Inspection
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:

The type-approval certificate for the BNWAS;

That the BNWAS is operational;

That officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties are familiar with the visual and
audible alarms on the bridge and can reset the alarm on the main alarm panel;

That appropriate procedures are in place to prevent the modification of the operational mode
and dormant period by anyone other than the Master or an officer authorized by the Master;

That the Master and officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties are familiar with the
second stage audible alarm of the BNWAS installed on board; and

That other crew are familiar with the third stage audible alarm of the BNWAS installed on board.
Additional comments

Masters should note that, whilst this specific CIC question is focused on second and third stage
alarms, it is anticipated that the scope of the inspection may also include general familiarity with
the operation of BNWAS.

Masters should further note that MSC.1/Circ.1474 states that “the automatic operational mode, if it
is available, should not be used”.
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References

Resolution MSC.128(75) - Performance Standards for a Bridge Navigational Watch Alarm System
(BNWAS);

MSC.1/Circ.1474 - Guidance on the Bridge Navigational Watch Alarm System (BNWAS) Auto
Function; and

ICS Bridge Procedures Guide, 5th Edition, Section 4.6.
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Question 7

“Is the ship’s Automatic Identification System transmitting correct particulars?”

This question addresses the need for AlS to transmit accurate static, voyage and dynamic data
about the ship and other safety-related information, including safety related messages.

The carriage requirements for AIS are provided in SOLAS regulation V/19.2.4. AIS is subject to an
annual performance test in accordance with SOLAS regulation V/18.9.

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to check that AlS is operational and is
transmitting accurate static, voyage and dynamic data about the ship and can be used to transmit
safety-related information, including safety related messages.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:
The type-approval certificate for the AIS is available on board;
A copy of the most recent annual performance test report is available on board;
The operation manual for the AIS is available;
Records of maintenance of the AIS are available on board,;

The Master and officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties are familiar with the
procedures for updating voyage data, navigational status and other safety-related information,
including safety related messages; and

The AIS is operational with all static*® and voyage'* data is correct and up-to-date. In addition to
navigational status being correct, other dynamic’® data which should be available, even at a
berth, should be correct. This may include: GNSS position, time (UTC), heading and SOG
(zero).

Inspection

Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:
The type-approval certificate for the AIS;
A copy of the most recent annual performance test report;
Records of maintenance of the AIS are available on board,;

That the Master and officers carrying out navigational watchkeeping duties are familiar with the
procedures for updating voyage data, navigational status and other safety-related information,
including safety related messages;

That the static data, voyage data and navigational status of the ship are correct and up-to-date;
and

That any available dynamic data which is available at the berth from ship sensors is correct.
Additional comments

Under the Harmonized System of Survey and Certification (HSSC), the annual performance check
for AIS may be carried out:

Up to 3 months before the due date for a passenger ship; and

13MMSI, callsign and name, IMO number, length and bean, type of ship and location of electronic position fixing system
(EPFS) antenna. Refer to paragraph 6.1.1 of Annex 3 to Resolution MSC.74(69).

14 Ship’s draught, hazardous cargo (DG (dangerous goods) / HS (harmful substances) / MP (marine pollutants)),
destination and ETA and Route plan (waypoints). Refer to paragraph 6.1.2 of Annex 3 to Resolution MSC.74(69).

'3 Other than Navigational status, this is information available from the ships sensors. Refer to paragraph 6.1.3 of Annex
3 to Resolution MSC.74(69).

17



Between 3 months before and 3 months after the due date for a cargo ship.

Masters should note that, whilst this specific CIC question is focused on transmission of correct
data by AIS, it is anticipated that the scope of the inspection may also include general familiarity
with the operation of AlS, including sending and receiving safety related messages.

If necessary, Masters should be prepared to:

Advise the PSCO that the inspection of the AlS should not be a repeat of the annual
performance test, which should be carried out by a qualified radio inspector authorized by the
administration or a recognized organization;

Remind the PSCO that a ship in port may not be able to display valid dynamic data for all
required data fields. This is not an indication that the AIS is not transmitting correct data at sea;
and

Remind the PSCO that in accordance with resolution A.1106(29), manually entering the route
plan (waypoints) as part of voyage data is optional and at the discretion of the Master. Master’'s
discretion is covered by SOLAS regulation V/34-1.

References

Annex 3 of Resolution MSC.74(69) — Recommendation on Performance Standards for an
Universal Shipborne Automatic Identification Systems (AIS);

Resolution A.1106(29) — Revised Guidelines for the Onboard Operational Use of Shipborne
Automatic Identification Systems (AIS);

MSC.1/Circ.1252 — Guidelines on Annual Testing of the Automatic Identification System (AIS); and
ICS Bridge Procedures Guide, 5th Edition, Section 4.10.
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Question 8

“Does the passage plan cover the whole voyage?”

This question addresses the need to develop a berth to berth plan for voyage prior to proceeding to
sea.

The requirement for voyage planning and the identification of an appropriate route are provided in
SOLAS regulation V/34 and STCW section A-VIII/2. Voyage planning should take into account the
guidance and recommendations contained in Resolution A.893(21) on Guidelines for voyage
planning.

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to check that appraisal, planning,
execution and monitoring of a voyage is conducted in accordance with the procedures in the safety
management system (SMS) and taking into account the IMO Guidelines for voyage planning.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:
Voyage planning procedures are included in the SMS;

The Master and officer(s) with responsibility for voyage planning are familiar with the voyage
planning procedures included in the SMS and the IMO Guidelines for voyage planning;

Detailed berth to berth voyage plans are developed using the procedures in the SMS, taking
into account the IMO Guidelines for voyage planning. The plan should include correct
calculations of safety depths, safety contours and bridge clearances, taking into account under-
keel clearance requirements in the SMS and local navigation rules;

Safe routes are identified and plotted on official, adequate™ and up-to-date ENCs or RNCs
and/or paper charts, as necessary. This should include, but is not limited to:

0 A route which passes clear of charted hazards and complies with routeing measures;

0 A cross-track distance appropriate to the phase of the voyage and size and manoeuvring
characteristics of the ship;

o0 Safety depths and safety contours, taking into account under-keel clearance requirements;
and

0 Identification of hazardous areas in the vicinity of the route.

Official, adequate and up-to-date nautical charts and publications®’ covering at least the
previous and next voyages are available on board;

Upon completion of appraisal and planning, voyage plans are inspected and approved by the
Master before the ship proceeds to sea. On ECDIS this should include using the route-scanning
function and a visual inspection of the charts at scale 1:1;*®

Voyages are executed in accordance with the plan and any changes made thereto during the
voyage;

Voyage plans are available on the bridge at all times to allow immediate access and reference
to the details of the plan; and

Adequate navigation records are kept, in order to demonstrate that the passage plan was
closely and continuously monitored, and to record changes to the plan made during the voyage.

18 particular attention should be paid to ensuring that the available ENCs or RNCs and/or paper charts, as necessary,
cover the whole berth to berth voyage and are of an appropriate scale (berthing, harbour, approach, coastal and general)
for the voyage phase.

l7Adequate nautical publications is considered to mean that the nautical publications available cover all the areas of the
planned voyage.

83cale 1:1 means the scale at which the chart was originally intended to be displayed.
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Inspection
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:

That the Master and officer(s) with responsibility for voyage planning are familiar with the
voyage planning procedures in the SMS and the IMO Guidelines for voyage planning;

The previous berth to berth voyage plan, including any changes, approved by the Master in
accordance with the procedures in the SMS;

The identified safe route of the previous voyage, plotted on appropriate scale ENCs or RNCs
and/or paper charts, as necessary;

If completed, the next berth to berth voyage plan approved by the Master in accordance with the
procedures in the SMS;

If completed, the identified safe route of the next voyage, plotted on appropriate scale ENCs or
RNCs and/or paper charts, as necessary;

That official, adequate and up-to-date nautical charts and publications covering at least the
previous and next voyages should be available on board; and

Navigation records from the previous voyage, including evidence that the passage plan was
closely and continuously monitored, and records of changes to the plan made during the
voyage.

Additional comments

Masters should be prepared to remind PSCO that it is not always possible to have a complete,
berth to berth passage plan available on board. For example, where the berth at the port of call has
not yet been allocated and therefore a route to the berth is not yet available. Where this is the
case, the Master and officer(s) with responsibility for voyage planning should be prepared to
explain the actions that will be taken to ensure that a complete berth to berth passage plan is
available as soon as is reasonably practical.

Masters are reminded that nautical publications may be available in electronic form provided that
this is approved by the flag State as an alternative to paper copies of nautical publications.

References
Resolution A.893(21) — Guidelines for voyage planning; and
ICS Bridge Procedures Guide, 5th Edition, Section 2
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Question 9

“Does all crew know and respect the official working language as established and
recorded in the ship’s logbook?”

This question addresses the use of a ship’s working language as established and recorded in the
ship’s logbook.

The requirements for a working language to be established and recorded in the ship’s logbook on
all ships is set out in SOLAS regulation V/14.3. The purpose is to ensure effective crew
performance in safety matters. The Company, or the Master, as appropriate, can determine the
appropriate working language for the ship. Each seafarers is required to understand and, where
appropriate, give orders and instructions and to report back in that language.®

SOLAS regulation V/14.4 stipulates that English must be used on the bridge as the working
language for bridge-to-bridge and bridge-to-shore safety communications, as well as for
communications on board between the pilot and bridge watchkeeping personnel (reference is
made to the IMO Standard Marine Communication Phrases (A.918(22), as amended)), unless
those directly involved in the communication speak a common language other than English.

In accordance with section 6 of the ISM Code, ship’s personnel are to be able to communicate
effectively in the execution of their duties related to the SMS, receive relevant information on the
SMS in a working language or languages understood by them.?

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to check that a working language has
been established and recorded in the ship’s log-book, and observe whether seafarers on board the
ship are able to understand and, where appropriate, give orders and instructions and to report back
in that working language.

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, the PSCOs are asked to use their
professional judgement regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine whether
the ship may be considered for detention.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:

A working language for the ship has been established by the Company, or the Master, as
appropriate and recorded in the ship’s logbook;

Safety, security and environmentally critical information, procedures and documentation are
available or posted, as required, in the working language and English, as appropriate;

All seafarers on board the ship are able to understand and, where appropriate, give orders,
instructions and report back in the working language of the ship;

English is used on the bridge as the working language for bridge-to-bridge and bridge-to-shore
safety communications, as well as for communications on board between the pilot and bridge
watchkeeping personnel, unless those directly involved in the communication speak a common
language other than English; and

In cases where the working language of the ship is not English, seafarers with duties that
involve bridge-to-bridge and bridge-to-shore safety communication, or communicating with pilots
(i.e. bridge watchkeeping personnel) are able to communicate in English.

Inspection

Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO the ship’s logbook where the working language of the
ship has been established and recorded.

19 SOLAS regulation V/14.3
% 1SM Code section 6.6-6.7
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Additional comments

Masters are advised to note that the specific CIC question uses the terms “know” and “respect”,
which are not found in SOLAS regulation VV/14. As such, Masters are advised to consider “know
and respect” as meaning the ability to “understand and, where appropriate, give orders and
instructions and to report back in that language”, in accordance with SOLAS regulation V/14.3.

References

Resolution A.918(22), as amended — IMO Standard Marine Communication Phrases; and
ICS Bridge Procedures Guide, 5" Edition, Section 1.2.12, 5.5.1 and 5.5.2.
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Question 10

“Is the crew familiar with the procedure of emergency operation of steering gear?”

This question addresses the conduct of emergency operation of steering gear, but may also
address the requirements for testing and checking of steering gear.

Requirements for the conduct of steering gear tests and drills are set out in SOLAS regulation
V/26. In additional, coastal State or rules for navigation related to routeing measures, may require
testing and drills prior to entering specific areas.

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to check that steering gear testing
and drills are conducted in accordance with the requirements of SOLAS and the procedures in the
safety management system (SMS).

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, the PSCOs are asked to use their
professional judgement regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine whether
the ship may be considered for detention.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:

The procedures in the SMS comply with the test, check and drill requirements in SOLAS
regulation V/26;

All ship’s officers concerned with the operation or maintenance of steering gear installed on
board are familiar with its operation and the procedures in the SMS for changing between
systems and conducting emergency steering procedure drills;

Block diagrams showing the change-over procedures for remote steering gear control systems
and steering gear power units are displayed on the bridge and in the steering compartment; and

Records of checks and tests (no more than 12 hours prior to departure) and emergency steering
procedure drills (at least once every 3 months) are complete and up-to-date.

Inspection
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:

All ship’s officers concerned with the operation or maintenance of steering gear installed on
board are familiar with its operation and the procedures in the SMS for changing between
systems and conducting emergency steering procedure drills;

Block diagrams showing the change-over procedures for remote steering gear control systems
and steering gear power units are displayed on the bridge and in the steering compartment; and

Records of checks and tests prior to departure and emergency steering procedure drills.
Additional comments
Masters should be prepared to conduct an emergency steering gear drill if requested by the PSCO.

Masters and chief engineers are recommended, to consider the benefit of providing a
supplementary briefing to all appropriate officers and crew regarding the operation of the steering
gear installed on board and the procedures for changing between systems.

References
ICS Bridge Procedures Guide, 5th Edition, Section 4.2; and
ICS Steering Gear Test Routines Checklist (2016).

23



Question 11

“Are the exhibition of navigation/signal lights in accordance with the requirements
of COLREG 72?7~

This question addresses the correct display of navigation lights, but may also consider the correct
display of shapes. The reference to “signal lights” may also refer to the availability of a daylight
signalling lamp.

The requirements for the display of navigation lights and shapes are set out in COLREG?** Part C —
Lights and Shapes (regulations 20 to 31, as applicable). Annex | of COLREG provides
requirements for the positioning and technical details of lights and shapes.

The emergency power supply arrangementsfor navigation lights, are set out in SOLAS regulation
11-1/42.2.2 (passenger ships) and regulation 11-1/43.2.3 (cargo ships).

Noting that COLREG Part C — light and Shapes does not refer to “signal lights”, the requirement for
a daylight signalling lamp may also be covered by this question. The requirements for a daylight
signalling lamp is set out in SOLAS regulation V/2.2.2.

To address the specific CIC question, the PSCO is expected to check that navigation lights and
shapes are available and the lights are operational (including when operating on emergency
power) and can be used to correctly determine the status, size, aspect and operation of the ship.
The daylight signalling lamp may also be checked.

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, the PSCOs are asked to use their
professional judgement regarding the seriousness of the deficiency to determine
whether the ship may be considered for detention.

Preparations
Ships should ensure that:
All navigation lights are operational and have the correct arcs of visibility;

Screens for navigation lights should be properly maintained to prevent deterioration affecting
the arc of visibility of lights;

All navigation lights are provided with a main and emergency power supply;

The daylight signalling lamp is available, operational and provided with a source of electrical
power which is not solely dependent upon the ship’s power supply;

Where a battery is used to provide power to daylight signalling lamps, the battery should be
charged and ready for use; and

Appropriate day shapes are available on board so that it is at least possible to indicate that the
ship is not under command, restricted in ability to manoeuvre, constrained by draught, aground
and at anchor.

Inspection

Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO:
That the navigation lights are operational using both main and emergency power supplies;
That appropriate day shapes are available on board; and

That the daylight signal lamp is available and operational with power supplied from the ship
and/or a battery supply.

L Convention on the International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1972 as amended.
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Additional comments

Masters should be prepared to remind the PSCO that the check of navigation lights should not be

a repeat of the examination of navigation lights conducted during annual or renewal surveys of the
ship.

Masters should be prepared to demonstrate the availability and operation of all navigation lights
and shapes, including those used to indicate special conditions or operations if appropriate.

References

Resolution MSC.253(83) - Adoption of the Performance Standards for Navigation Lights,
Navigation Light Controllers and Associated Equipment; and

ICS Bridge Procedures Guide, 5th Edition, Section 4.7.
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Question 12

“Is the ship detained as a result of this CIC?”

This question will be completed by the PSCO after considering the answers recorded against the
rest of the questions on the questionnaire, particularly those marked with a “*".

Details of any deficiencies should be indicated by the PSCO on the PSC report of inspection.
Additional comments

For the purposes of ensuring that the results of the CIC are accurately reported and collated by the
Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU, Masters should ensure that a “No” (and not a “Yes”) is recorded
against this question, unless the ships has been detained. Since a “Yes” is the positive record for
all the other questions on the standard questionnaire, there is evidently a possibility for confusion
or recording error on this question.
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