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Note by the Secretariat 

The Maritime Safety Committee of IMCO at its thirtieth session, when 

oonsidering the report of the second session of the Ad Hoo Working Group on the 

Revision of the 1960 Sa.:fety Convention, agreed inter~ that views expressed 
in the Committee and in tho Ad Hoo Working Group in respect of the draft texts 
of amendments to the 1960 Safety Convention!/ would be useful to governments 

invited to the Conference. Attached hereto for information a.re extracts from 
the relevant parts of the reporto of the Ad Hoo Working Group on the Revision 

of the 1960 Safety Convention (SOW II/6) and of the Maritime Safety Committee 
(MSC XXX/17) • 

.Y These proposed texts are oiroulated under SOLAS/CONF/4, SOLAS/CONF/4/1 
and S0LliS/C0NF/4/2. 
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ART1Cl'.ES 

J!lX!l'BAO'l' FROM THE REPORL' Q'F TBE SECOND SiBSION OF THE 
AD BOC WORIO'.NG GROUP ON TBE RlilVISION OF TBl!l 

1960 SAFE'l'Y CONVENTION 
(SOLAS II/6) 

a. In ooneid.eri.ng the draft toxt of the Jlrtiole on omondments, the Working Group 
dooided to uso as n basis tho text of Article 16 of tho 1973 Pollution Convention, 
ainoe in the viow of tho ioo.jorit1 it rotleoted the lateot opinions of Jovernmente 
on this subject. It woo the general view of the Working Group that this text with 
certain omendmenta oould be mado o.pplioa.ble to tho Stl.foty Oonvontion in gonoro.l. 

Soma dolego.tions falt, howevor, that whilst ogrooing that the oonoapondin« 
provioions of tho 1973 Pollution Convention should bo taken into o.ooount, not all 
ot thom were neoosoorily o.pproprinto for on Intorno.tional Convention dirootod 
towordo the eo:vtng of life and, in po.rtioulor, inoluoion of oorto.in provioiono 

of f.rtiolo 16 of tho 1973 Pollution Convontion would not roault in on improvod 
ond ncoelerated amondoont procoduro for tho Sa.f'oty Convontion. 

9. Tho Working Group agreed in principle that: 

(a.) the most appropri~to body to oonaidor omondmonta should be tho 
Moritirle Sofoty Committoo with Ml participation of Oontractin(r 
Govornoento whether or not thoy oro IMCO Mecbero; 

(b) suoh ariendclonts should be adopted by Contro.otin5 Govornnents 
only; and 

(o) since oll Oontrootina' Governoento would be entitled to portioipoto 
when tho proposed acondcenta are oonoidorod ond, finally, to voto 
on thee, oonoidera.tion and adoption by the Aoaeobly bocoaoa no 
longer nooocso:ry. 

In this oonnaxion the WorkinB' Group notod tha.t tho fifth e.xtro.ordirulry .Aasonbly 
will consider tho propoaed acondnonto to the IMOO Convontion to tl!lke tho Momborship 
of the Mo.ritioe So.foty Cor.u::u.ttee open to all nmo Moobors. 
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10. 1/ith rospoo~ to pa.rngro.ph 9 o.bovo, it was notod tho.t proviaione whioh rostriot 
the veting in tho Ma.ritimo So.foty CoCI.littoe to Contro.oting Govornoonts only oould 
be i.n oonflict with Article 43(0.) of the IMCO Convontion, This difficulty oould 

be overoooo either: 

(o.) by entrusting th~ a.doption of a.condn~te tp the Moriti.oo Safety 
Coomittoe with the partiqipotion qt a.11 Oontro.otin8 Govarnoonta 

. . 

whether or not thsy a.re IMCO Maobe~s;. or . . . '., 

(b) by o.oend.ina Article 43(0.) of the IMCO Convention so that tho 
Mo.ritioe So.foty Cotltlittee can oper~te under different votiJls 

prooedureo when o.dopting o.oendnenta; or 

( o) by ndoptint_it tho o.pproo.oh tolcen by tho 1973 Pollution Convention 
that the i'omol o.d('lption of o.oondnenta should be p~rtoroed by o. 

rneparoto body ooopooed exolusivoly of Contracting r,ovorm:1ents 
icoediotoly following ooneidorotion by the :Mo.l.'ititlo Sa.foty Cocoittee, 

11. Tho Uorli:in(r Group deaidoc. to proceed on the be.sis 0£ a.pproa.oh (o) o.bove. 

12., Sooo dolOlJO.tiona folt that the a.ppro&Qb. aet out in. ;pa:raaraph lO(o) ahould not 

noooaoo.rily be tho only a.pproo.(?h on which tho o.do:ption of ~endnento should bo 

based. Considoro.tion should be givon to altorno.tivo o.pproo.ohos bo.sed on oonoopta 
whiab nro refleotod in other tooluuoal Conventions, auoh a.a tho Convontion on 
Intorno.tionol Rogul.o.tions for Provonting Co:J,liaio_na o.t Soo., 1972, ond tho 

Intomational Convention o~ So.to Conta.inoro, 1972. 

1;. Tho Worldnc Group dooidod to draw the particular: a.ttantion of tho MSC to 

tho pro.otiool inpliootiona of propooed ruJendn.ent proooduroa on tho future work 
of tho MSC insofar ns it oi@lt involve oonvenin5 difforont oocoittooa to deal 
with o.oondnonto to difforent oonvontiona. 

14. Sooo dolo6ntiona expresoed their opposition to that part of 
aub-po.rO(!rD.ph (2)(r)(ii) of dra.ft ii.riiele IX whioh paroitted the o.doption of tho 

explicit aooeptanoe procedure, on the crounda thnt sinoo no Or.Jendr::iont to the 
1960 Sa.t'oty Convention nade undor that procedure ho.a cono into foroo, a eioilo.r 
outcoce oould be expooted in tho case of any a.n.endnont to the 1974 Convontion 
o.ttonptod under toot prooeduro. 
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15. Tho World.na G:r.-oup dieousood o.t sono longtb whothor, in tho ooso of ta.cit 

o.ooeptanoo ot onont:l.oonto to tho ,\Mox, provisiono ohould bo 1noludt1d allowing 

a. GovonUlent to oake a. doolaro.tion tho.t ito oxprooo approval wo.o nooooao.ry botoro 
ouch o.oondnent ontored j,nto foroo tor tho.t Govornoont. Two viowo wore oxprooood 

on thio subject: 

(o.) Soo~ deloea.tiono held the viow tho.touch a. provioion would ona.blo 

Govornaente to deal with tho oituntion whoro thoro wo.a poosible 

dol~ in oonploting tho necooao.r;r logielo.tive oenourao without 
hnv·inB to locJeo on objaotion to o.oendoonts, Oonoorn wo.s oxpressed 

thct without the inolusion of eone p::ovision of this n~turo, Sto.too 

whose leaisla.turea could not o.ot to t1,pp1'0ve lln wondoo11t within 

tho epeoif.iod period would be forood to object noroly for this 

ronoon and not beoauae thoy objected to the eubstonoo 0£ t~e 

oc1enclnent. This could reault in tho f..o.iluro to aooopt on wondoont 
,·• ich wa.s fa.vourod in aubatonoo by noot Sta.too; 

(b) < the other hand, othor dologa.tiono considered that the donaers 
c offer:f.na a. ohoioo, as providad for by the words in squo.ro 
l ooketa il1 draft l.rtiole IX(2)(t)(il), ley in tho pocoibility 

tho.t on onondnont could 0000 into f oroo in tho a.bsonoa of o bloold.na 

cinori ty ~ \rhilst a oojori ty of Contro.oting Govornt1onto would not 

noed to ir:lplonent lt boonueo the7 ha.d optod for the ox.press approval 

prooodure. Tl'lia would bo of spooinl signifioonoo in the oase of on 
a.oondriont which would be ooatly to· inploaent ond whore a...~pownina 

countriel.:i could Bo.in o. oorJil.Qroiol advontoge for their shippfna by 

delcyin(r their approval indefinitoly. Those delocrntions reooani1ed 
tho difficultios of .spoodine up established dooostio oonstitutiono.l 
proooduros in ordor to aivo offoot to intorno.tionol roquireoonte 

tm.d noted tho.t the draft ll.rtio~e IX in SOLf.S I/5, ~eod o.t the 

firot neoting of tho Ld Hoo Group, providod that n Contraotincr 
Governoont niaflt exetll)t itself froo a·ivin£r effect to on wendnont 
for o. apooifiod period fro□ ita entry into foroo. They folt tho.t 
this would ho.vo boon a botter pro~oeo.l. to put bofore the SOLAS 

Conferonoa, no being oore likely to provido .ioprovod and nocoleroted 
aoondnent prooodures. 

1.o opinion on this issue wo.s divided, the World.na Group dGoided tha.t a. 
provision nllowu-~ for suoh oxi,roee approvol should be retained in the text within· 
square bro.okots, lonvinc the tinol decision to tho Oonferonoe. 
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16. Sovertl-1 dologo.tions proposed tho inclusion of a provision on 11ar:lendoonto 

of on inportant naturo" on the linos of t.rtiolo IX(o) of the 1960 Soioty Convention. 
Othor doleao.tiona oxprossed oppooition to ony provision of thio no.turo, since in 
their viow it would bo oontrary to the prinoiploo oonto.inod in internc.tional treaties 
and would violate tho sovoreien riG}lts of Sta.toe. As opinion on this eubjeot woe 
oloo dividod, tho WorkinB' Group dooidod to include, withih squo.re bro.okots, on 
appropriate drn.ft for considoro.tion by tho Conferonoe. 

copiM into ~oroe (J:.rt.iolo XI) 

17. Tho Group oonaidoro.d sovC?rol o.ltorno.tive o_onditions for tho ·coning into 

force o.f the Convontion, but deoidod tho.t there WO.D no need.to Ch0ll8'8 

poroeraph (o.) of Article XI. It realized, however, tho.t thia wo.s on ir..1portont 

oottor which would requiro turthor oonsidero.tion o.t tho Conferonoe o.s o. nuober 
of poooible olterna.tivoo oould bo onvisaaod. 

Roaorvntiona 

18. The ·worltinc' Group noted thnt oooord!na' to the Vienna. Convontion on tho La.w 

of Trootioa, the o.bsonoo of a provision on reoervotions would poroit fJrlY' ControotinB' 

Governoent to coko a resorva.tion on ony port of the Convention. Sooo doleaotiona 

OA'1}reaeod the view tho.t no r~eervotion should be allowod in reopoot of a toohniooJ. 
Codvention of this ltind. Sooe other doloaa.tions, howevor, folt tho.t oonplete 
prohibition of resor10.tiop.a r:d.crht in~edo opeody entry into foroo of tho Convention 
but thouc;ht that ony ~o,aorvntion should bo oonfinod to oorto.in spooifiod provisions, 

,J " ' • • ~ ' I • 

which, in ony oo.se, should not inoludo provisions rola.tine to the ioaue and 
o.ooeptanoo of ship's oertificctos. 

19. Tho Workinc Group O{,-Tood tho.t so□e provioions decline with re·aol'V'a.tiono should 
'1 • 

bo included in the Convention •. However, it wa~ deoidod not to i».oludo a. drnft text, 
but rather to brine tho na.tter to the attention of tho Conforonoo for oonsidoro.tion. 

ggrtifico.tion ond control 

20. Tho \'lorl:ine' Group ooneiderod·the:~stion tha.t RoeuJ.o.tions 17, 19 ond 20 
of Cho.ptor I oonoornincr oortifioation~ control and 1,rivilogoo ohould bo tronoforrod 

to tho .f\.rtiolea. i.lthouch oono dolocro.tiona woro in favour of such transfer in view 
of the ir.l);ortanoe of the so provioiona, the D.'.:l,jori ty fol t tha.t this oi(!ht cmuao ooro 

oxtenoivo ro-orrancooento of the Artioloa and Roi]Ulo.tiona. Af'tor diacuaoion 
the \/orld.ng Group oonoludod thct these Roeul.lltiono should reoc.in in Cho.ptor I. 
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REGULll.TIONS 

Chapter II, RoC1:9:etion 8 

21. The Workin{! Group roooanized tho.t tho provioions of' this Rec;ulo.tion woro not 

entirely oonsiatont with thE> raquirooents of tho 1973 Pollution Convention, but 

decided not to aoend it, o.e thio wa.s outoido ito tome ot roforenoo. 

Cho.pter II bis 

22. Tho draft text of Cho.ptor II bis wo.o oxc.oined in detail by a. dra.f'tina cr,roup 

of fire protootion oxports durina' tho ooooion. The \'TorkinG Group oonfimed tho.t tho 

final. draft inoorporo.too oll tho ooendnonts and now Re&l'U.lo.tiono on to:nkoro ruloptod 

by the Leaer1bly without ariy- oubstantivo olUln60• 

23. In connexion with Cho.pter II bio tho llorkin{! Group oonaidorod tho followin(; 

reoomondo.tiona by the Sub-Coritli ttoe on Fire Protootion: 

(c) throUGhout tha RecuJ.a.tione only notrio units should be ,, ... od; 

(b) the .final draft of Ro(3'Ulo.tion 8 of Cho.pter II bis oi(l'ht inoludo 

u footnoto to tho effeot that tho use of stooo as n firo oxtincuishinc; 

oe~uo in oa.rcro spaooe of oorcro ahipa should bo discontinuod; and 

(o) roferonoos to certain Recomondotionc c.doptod by tho Aaoo□bly should 

be included in the relovant RocruJ.ntions of tho drc..ft Convention in the 

£om of footnotes in tho eaoo oonnor oa tho 1973 Pollution Convontion. 

24. Tho Horl'"..L'lC Group, ho.ving oonoidorod tho rooomondo.tiona of tho dra.ltincr 

croup, ncrrood aa followo: 

(D-) Conoominc tho preoont dro.f't of Cho.l)ter II bio, in Ports !J. to D 

□otrio unito should bo stntod first followed by tho Britioh U11its 

in brookoto. llowovor, in Pa.rt E of that Choptor, only ootric units 
ohould bo statod. The lonc:.-th unito ohould bo oxprosood in ootroo and 

nillinetroa only. In tho presont toxt of nll othor Ch~ptera, tho 

ooquenoe of units should bo unchonu~d. The Sooreta.riat was raquestod 
to propo.ra n po.por £or tho Conforonoo liatinc all fio,.i.ros quotod.in 
Chapter II bis both in notrio end British unito oe tho oaeo □ay bo, 

toBothor with proposals for roundinO-off ootrio figures whore 
neoesaa:,:y, 
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(b) Thoro ahould. be no f'ootnotoEJ in Rocula.tion 8 oonoornine the 1,roviaiona 

for ateo.r.i oa o. firo e:x:tinGUiohina- r.1odiun in oo.reo opo.oeo of oore,'O 

ohipo. 

(o) With rocrard to tho preoont provioiono rolo.ting to tonnog,o Ol)enin&?fl 

which o.ppaa.r in now Roe-uJ.o.tions ;7(0) and 52(f)(iii)(l), it wo.e noted 

tho.t in 11ro.otioo thoao roquirooonto would be redundant in view of tho 

Rooomando.tion on tho Troo.tnont of Sbolter-Daok ond other 110pon" 

Spaoeo U .• 48(III)) and, furthor, tho.t no ouoh proviaiono woro inoludod 

in Part B of Cho.ptor II ndoptod by tho 1'\.eoonbly (.: •• l22(V)). .Al tho'U{J'h 

tonnaeo opon.in,60 would not bo dooiro.ble.fron the oo.foty point of view, 

tho Workin{J Group dooidod not to dolote tho relevant provioiono a.a 

thoy oiu.'ht not bo n r,ui•oly drot'tina point. It wo.o oe,-rood, howovor, 

tho.t tho natter should bo broucht to the a.ttontion ot tho Conforonoe 

£or final dooioion. 

(d) ~11 B.eoonnondo.tiono r.md Guidelinoo ndoptod by the Laaonbly rolnted 
to tho vcriouo proviaiono of tho 1960 Sa.foty Convention should bo 

liotod with croas rofaroncao to tho o.pproprio.to Reaulo.tions of tho 
Convention. Thie list should be inoludeu in a. Resolution rooomondod 

for o.doption by the Conforenco. Tho Seoroto.ria.t wee roqueotod to 

propo.ro tho dro..ft Resolution c.nd·th.o list of 11.oooooondo.tiono and 

Guidolinoo for oonside:ro.tion by the Con:t'eranoo. 

25. Sona deloco.tiona ouccooted tht.t, in view of tho diffioul tios of tro.nsla.tina 

tho tom 11II bie" in oortllin lt:ll'.IGUnaoo, t!10 prooont Cho.11tor II ohould be ronuoborod 

Cho.ptor II/1 o:nd Chc.ptor II bio ohould booooo Cho.pter II/2. Tho WorkinG Group 

o.(!,Teied tht~t the rno:tter shauld. l:e b1.·~t to tbs attention o! the c.on.t'e:aeDCO. 
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EXTRA.CT FROM THE REPORl' OF THE TBim1IE'l1H SE:3SION OF 
THE MARITIME S.hFFJl.'Y COMMITTEE 

(MSC XXX/l 7) 

91. The Committee considered the points raised by the Ad Hoo Working Group, 
in reepeot of the p:ropooed tort of Artiolo IX on tuDendmont procedures, tosether 

with oommants and proposals submitted to the Committee by the United Kingdom 

and the USSR a.a outlined in docUl:lGnts MSC XXX/10/l and MSC .xxx/10/2. 

92. The Committee concurred with tho view or tho Soviet Union that the 
Maritimo Safety Comittoe should pla.y a Iilajo:r :role in developing proposed 

a.oendElents to tho Safety Convention and, in order to ola.rif1 euoh role or the 

Oomittee, it was agreed to a.oend Article IX(2)(b) of the draft text to reed 

as follows& 

"(b) any a.oendr.lent proposed and oiroulated aa above shall 

be oubnitted to the Mn.ritiDe Safety Cocoittee of tho 

Organization for consideration and approvgl wheif8 

appropriate;" 
I 

with on appropriate footnote to the draft paragraph to the effeot that the 

additional word.a have been inserted by the Conoittee for olarifiootion. 

93. The Soviet delegation oleo proposed that sinoo in its view tho body for 

the final n.doption of o.cendoents should boa Conference of Contro.oting Governcents, 

the following text should be oonsidorod as a.n altorna.tivo to the draft text of 

Article IX(2)(d): 

"(d) J.oendoents shall be adoptod by o. two-thirds oojorit;r of 
those prosent ar.d voting in a fJonferenoe of Contro.oting 

Governoents whioh slw.11 be convened by the Organization 

in oonjunotion with rocuJ.a.r sessions or its Asaeobly 
provided that o.condoonta have been oiroulated by the 

SecretOJzyl-Generol to all Contro.oting Govornoente at 
loast six oonths prior to thoir oonsidero.tion by the 

Conference." 

94. In addition, the Soviet delegation, oonourrlng with the views expressed in 

po.:ragraph 12 of SOLAS II/6, proposed tha.t conoidero.tion should be (:,$iven to 
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oooptirl6 o.pprooch (a) set out in pa.ro.graph 10 of SOLAS II/6 which wo.a in line 

with the aoendcent procedures ndoptod in the Convention on Interno.tioru:il 

Resu.J.o.tions for Preventing Collisions ~t Sea, 1972 and the Intometionol 

Convention for Sate Containers, 1972. /ls o oonsoquenoe that delegation 
proposed th/lt the following single paragraph should be oonsiderod as another 

olterntl.tivo to tho drf.\tt text of Artiole.IX(2)(d) tind (e)s 

n(d) aoendcents adopted by a two-thirds onjority of those present 

and voting in the procoedinge of the Mnritine Safety Coonittee 

o.s specified in sub-para.graph (o) above shall be oooounicoted 

to all Contraotin5 Govarnoents for o.ooeptonoe;" 

Both of the above propoaols received support by aooe delegations, and the 

Coa:dttee agreed tho.t theso proposod alterntl.tivo texta should be oubuitted to 

the Conference. 

95. The United Kingdoo delogetion, supporting the views expressed in 

pamg:ro.phs 14 and 15(b) of SOL.LS II/6, opposed the existina text of 

/...rtiole IX(2)(f)(ii) which oonto.ined provisions to enable the o.pplioation of 

the present express o.ooeptanoc procedure to on aoendcent to the .Annex and to 

allow Contrnctin(; Governoents to opt for the express o.pprovo.l proced,ire. In 

its view, the introduction of euoh provisions would co.use n serious hindro.noe 

to expeditinc the bring;i.ncr into force of &lllOndmente to the 1974 Convention and 

hence would defeat the rw.in objective of the 1974 Safety Conference o.s onvisnscd 

by Aoaoobly Resolution ~.,04(VIII). Tbo.t delecntion pr~poaed that the following 
alternative text of Arti.ole IX(2)(f)(ii) should be presented to the Conference 
so thnt the Govornoents po.rtioipating in the Conference no.y be able to study in 

odvancG both oltorna.tivee in depth: 

11(f)(ii) lU1 ooendcent to the /um.ex shall bo deeoed to have boen 

o.ooeDted o.t the end of o. period of not less than one year, 
or o.t the ond of o. longer period if doterninod by a two­

thirds r:iajori ty of those present o.nd voting in the Corm. ttea 

of Contrecting Govornnents at the tine of its adoption, 
unless within thnt period not loss than one-third of the 

Contro.ot:f.ng Govornuents, or Contmotincr Govornoonta tho 
ooobined oerohant fleets of which constitute not less than 

fifty per oont of the gross tonnage of the world's oeroho.nt 

fleet, whiohever condition is first fulfilled, notify the 
Oran;nization toot they object to the o.oondoent. 
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{ii-bia) Any Contro.otincr Govomoant oo.y, beforo tho date set for 

aooopto.noo, Givo notice to the Or@lnizntion that it 
exenpts itself troo {;.i.ving affeot to the aoendo.ent for 

a period not exceedine two years froo the date of ont:ey­
into force of that o.oendoant1 provided thnt the effoot 

of a:flT suoh notification shall not be to extend the 
period for which a Governoent oay delo.y Giving effect 
to an Dllendoent beyond three yearo froo the date on 

whioh the aoendo.ent is notified to Contro.otina Governoents 

for ocoeptonco, unlee~ decided otherwise by a two-thirds 

oojority of thoeo present and votinG in the CoDD.itteo·of 

Contractinc Governoents at the tine of its adoption." 

96. The above United Kin@loo proposal reoeivod substantial support by 

delecations. Other delecrntions, however, held a different point of view and 

expressed doubts on the substance of the United Kingdoo proposal • .As for the 

prooeduro, they indioo.ted that the draft text of 1'1'tiole IX contained in the 
Report of the Workine Group ohould not be Dll£mded, cl though they o.ereed that 

the United KiniJd.oo propooru. ohould be reflected adequately in the Sucna.ry 
Records and in the Report of the Mo.ritioe Safety Comittee. After discussion 
o.nd by a vote of 9 in favour, 2 eeoJ,not and 3 abstentions, the Coaoittee 
decided that the draft toxt of /rticlo IX(2)(t){11) should contain two 

v.lternative toxts, one prepo.rocl by the l.d lioc Workino Group and the other 
proposed by the United Kinaa,on and an appropriate footnote be ndded to the 
effect thnt the latter alternative text ho.s been inserted by the Conoittee. 


