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Rerplation 15

It appears from the number and variety of comments on this Regulation
that considerable discussion will arisc when the Conmittee deals with this
degulation, ag the decanting of effluent within the clean ballast criteria

is perhaps not adequately covered,

In the hope of liniting the discussion, the United Kingdom have
attenpted a redraft of this Regulation, taking certain proposals into

account and propose it for consideration:

"Rermlation 15

Retention of Qil on Board 0il Tankers

(1) As araft.

(2) As draft, but add "decanting and" in the sccond line, It would
then reads

"The ship shall be provided with adequate means for cleaning cargo

tanks and with means for decanting and for .,. cte."
Add Sub=paragraph (2) bis as follows:

"The ship shall be provided with neans to ensure that any effluent
decanted to the sca from tanks carrying dirty ballast shall be
within thc criteria cstablished for 'clean ballast! under Regulation 1."

(3)(a) Reword as followss:

"Arrangencents shall be provided to transfer the oily residues into

a slop tank or combination of slop tanks and to deal with these
therein in such a way that any subscquent cfflucnt discharged to the
sca will be within the linmits of oil content imposcd on clean ballast
under Regulation 9 of this Annex," '

(3)(v) It is nccessary to cover for the need by somc cxisting tankers
to be allowed to use cargo tank as a designated slop tank undor the
definition in Regulation 1, This could be implenentecd by rewording the
final sentonse of (3)(b) asa:
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"New oil tenkers [over 100,000 tons deadwoight] shall be provided with
at least two slop tanks,"

(3)(c) As araft.
(3)(a) As proposcd in MP/CONF/8/16/Add.1, the United Kingdom suggests

this sub=paragraph should start with:

"The tanker should be fitted with an instrunent, approved by the
Adninistration, which continuously nonitors the oil content of uny

effluent discharged to the sea ... ctel!

(3)(c) The United Kinpdom would support the re-draft proposcd by
Canada in MP/CONF/8/Add.1,

(3)(£) 4As draft.”

Reyulation 16( 12

This rcquires ships other than oil tankors over [10,000] tons gross
tonnage to fit an oil discharge monitoring system. Regulation 16(2) requires
smaller ships to fit a scparating or filtering systenm complying with the
provisions of paragraph (4) of that Reiulation, i.c. it shall provide an
cffluent below 100 »pris At present oil monitoring systems in the United
Kingdon “hough considercd to be effective in dealing with crude oiis, have
to cover too wide a band when doaling with nixtures which can be found in
nachincery space bilges, although further developments nmay result in accwr e

and offective instruncents,

Meantine it will be nccessary to provide sone flexibility to allow
deveclopnent to prrcecd in other diroctions in an attenpt to provide a system

which cannot rusult in effluent having an cxcessive oil content.,

It appcars that an alternative to the monitoring system could be a
combination of an cffcctive separator, to reduce the oily water nixturce to
below 100 ppm in open waters, together with an offective filtering syston
which would rcduce this to the cquivalent of clean ballast. Such filters

are being doveloped and show sono pronise,
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The United Kingdom therefore would propose a redraft of Reculation 16(1)
ag follows:
"Any ship of [10,000] tons gross tonrage and upwards shall be fitted:

(a) with an oil discharge nondtoring system to comply with
parageaph (5) of this Regulation, or

(b) with an oily water separatin: systom complying with
paracraph (5) of this Rejulation and an effective filtering
systen which can accept the cffluent from the separator and
will produce effluent which nects the standards of clean

ballast as defined in Regulation 1,M

Rerulation 18(3)

The United Kingdon considers that the present wording of this
sub=narasransh is not adequate, and that the commonts of various countrics

confirn tuoa.. ™e United Kingdom would propose a rewording as follows:

In ncew oil tankers, remote stopping devices for the punps discharging
overboard throush the piping referred to in paragraphs (1) and (2) of
this Regulation shall be provided at a position whera the effluent is

unaer visual supervision,'

Rerulation 21‘2!
The United Kingdon would agree with the Soviet intention made in
1MP/CONF/8/8 and consicors that Sub=paragraphs (a)(iii) and (a)(v) could

be combined and would nropose the following wording:

"0losing/opening of isolating valves between cargo piping and
ballast (seamwater) pipinz, and of the ships' side valves when

the vessel is alongside terninals,”



