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SUMMARY 

Executive summary: This document comments on section 6 in the report from SDC 6/13. 
It discusses the draft SOLAS amendments aimed at making the draft 
IP Code mandatory, and in particular the application of the IP Code. 

Strategic direction, if 
applicable: 

2 

Output: 2.4 

Action to be taken: Paragraph 14 

Related documents: MSC 99/22 and SDC 6/13, section 6 

 
1 This document is submitted in accordance with paragraph 6.12.4 of 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.1) and comments on 
section 6 in the report of SDC 6. 
 
Background 
 
2 At SDC 6, the Sub-Committee discussed the application of the draft new IP Code 
based on comments and questions in the report of the Correspondence Group that had arisen 
from the decision taken at MSC 99, in particular the decision that: 
 

"the aggregated total maximum number of passengers, industrial personnel and 
special personnel which may be carried on board in order not to require compliance 
with the new code should be 12" (MSC 99/22, paragraph 10.17)." 
 

3 The Sub-Committee raised a number of questions on the implication of this decision 
related in particular to the "kick-in" parameter for the new IP Code. A number of statements 
were made on the issue as reflected in SDC 6/13, section 6. 
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Discussion  
 
4 While Norway fully agrees that any SOLAS amendments must be clear and 
unambiguous, we do not share all the concerns raised at SDC 6. 
 
5 Firstly, it is important to remember that we do not certify a ship for a single voyage. A 
shipowner ordering a ship will consider its planned type of operation and apply for certification 
accordingly. A ship certified as a passenger ship is not required to have more than 12 
passengers on board and a ship certified in accordance with the new IP Code is not required 
to have industrial personnel on board but they are entitled to carry passengers or industrial 
personnel in accordance with their certification if the operation so requires.  
 
6 Secondly, in specifying that the IP Code applies to ships carrying industrial personnel, 
it is clear to us that it will not apply unless industrial personnel are carried. However, as for the 
SPS Code, it is important not to create a loophole whereby a ship may carry more than 12 
passengers without being certified as a passenger ship. This is where the "aggregated 
numbers" appears and it is solved in the SPS Code by stating in paragraph 1.3.11: 
 

"Wherever in this code the number of special personnel appears as a parameter, it 
should include the number of passengers carried on board which may not exceed 12". 

 
7 This has to our knowledge not created any problems, even if it theoretically means 
that the carriage of 12 passengers and 1 special personnel triggers the application of the 
SPS Code. A similar clarification is in our view needed in the draft new SOLAS chapter. It is 
not sufficient to state it in a definition. We emphasize that certification is not for a single voyage; 
rather, it is to allow for trade areas and operations (carriage of persons) in accordance with the 
needs specified by the owner. 
 
8 In the decision from MSC 99, special personnel are also included in the aggregated 
number, possibly because it was the wish of the Committee that a ship certified in accordance 
with the draft new IP Code should also be allowed to carry special personnel. 
 
9 Norway can agree that special personnel could be carried on a ship certified in 
accordance with the draft new IP Code. However, if so, they should in our opinion have the 
same prerequisites for training as required for industrial personnel. The SPS Code has some 
measures for training under the definitions, so this should not be a big issue and it may even 
be helpful to clarify what is required for special personnel. 
 
10 We recognize that in requiring the same training for special personnel the distinction 
between special personnel and industrial personnel is reduced to whether or not they work on 
board and that the need for the SPS Code could be questioned. However, the discussion and 
proposals in this paper are kept within the current scope. 
 
Proposal 
 
11 To avoid the possible loophole mentioned in paragraph 6 above, we would propose 
that the SOLAS amendments state that: 
 

"This chapter applies to ships carrying more than 12 industrial personnel"; and 
 

"Wherever in this chapter or the IP Code the number of industrial personnel appears 
as a parameter, it should include the number of passengers carried on board which 
may not exceed 12." 
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12 To capture the possible carriage of special personnel, Norway proposes to include 
the following in the draft SOLAS amendments: 
 

"If special personnel are carried [in addition to industrial personnel] they should meet 
the requirements in regulation II/xx of the IP Code and be [included in the number of] 
[counted as] industrial personnel." 

 
This will allow for the carriage of special personnel on ships certified in accordance with the 
IP Code. However, as the IP Code only applies to ships carrying industrial personnel, for ships 
carrying special personnel as described in the SPS Code only, the IP Code will not apply. 
 
13 In the annex the proposed changes to regulations 2 and 3 of the draft SOLAS 
amendments are shown. 
 
Action requested of the Committee 
 
14 The Committee is invited to consider the proposals in paragraphs 11 and 12 above 
as shown in the annex and decide, as appropriate. 
 
 

*** 
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ANNEX 
 

PROPOSED CHANGES TO REGULATIONS 2 AND 3 OF THE  
DRAFT SOLAS AMENDMENTS 

 
 
Regulation 2 – General 
 
1 Notwithstanding the provisions of chapters [I, II-1, II-2, III, IV and regulations V/18, 
V/19 and V/20], a ship certified in accordance with the requirements of this chapter and the 
IP Code shall be deemed to have complied with the requirements of chapters [I, II-1, II-2, III, 
IV and regulations V/18, V/19 and V/20]. 
 
2 Notwithstanding the provisions of regulation 2.1 above, for ships to which chapter X 
applies and notwithstanding the provisions of chapters [2-12 and 18] in the HSC Code, a ship 
certified in accordance with the requirements of this chapter and the IP Code shall be deemed 
to have complied with the requirements of chapters, [2-12 and 18] of the HSC Code. 
 
3 Industrial personnel shall not be treated or considered as passengers. 
 
4 Wherever in this chapter or the IP Code the number of industrial personnel appears 
as a parameter, it should include the number of passengers carried on board which may not 
exceed 12. 
 
5 If special personnel are carried they should meet the requirements in regulation II/xx 
of the IP Code and be [included in the number of] [counted as] industrial personnel. 
 
Regulation 3 – Application 
 
1 This chapter applies to ships carrying more than 12 industrial personnel. 
 
2 Ships [constructed before [date]] authorized by the Administration to carry industrial 
personnel in accordance with the recommendations developed by the Organization*

 shall meet 
the [relevant] requirements of the IP Code no later than [date]]. 
 

[2bis Ships constructed before [date] being authorized to carry industrial personnel on or 
after [date] shall meet the [relevant] requirement of the IP Code.] 
 
 

___________ 

                                                 
* Refer to the Interim recommendations on the safe carriage of more than 12 industrial personnel on board 

vessels engaged on international voyages (resolution MSC.418(97)). 


