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HARMONIZED INTERPRETATION AND IMPLEI1ENTATI0N OF THE 
rnTERNli.TIONAL CONVENTION FO~ · S/J?E CQi.l'TADIBRS 

THE .ASSEMBLY, 

RECALLil'lG Article 16(!) of the Convention on the Inter-Governmental 

Maritime Consultative Organization conce;t'lling the functions ot the A,ssembly, 

NOTDTG that the Maritime ·Safety Committee at its fortieth session approved 

a recommendation on harmonized interpretation and implementation of the 

International Convention for Safe Containers, the te3xt of .which ie Bl.lnexed 

hereto, 

RECOGNIZING the desirability of. achieving harmonized in~erp:i:ietati~ ·and 

implementatio1i of the proVisions· 0£ the Inte1."'llationa.l : Convention !or Sa.fe 
' ,. . • • , ' , ," . ' ,I t.:, · 

Containers ·, 

FURTHER .:RECOGNIZllTG the need to review the ag"reed harmonized ·interprStation 

and implementation procedures ·so as to take a.c'count .. of tecbnological. ·.· . 

_ developnent and experi~ce gained, 

1, ENDORSES · the recommendation · annexed hereto; 
. .. 

2. . REQ,lIBSTS the Mari time Safety Oommi ttee to consider as soon as .possible 

whether it is necessary to_ amend the International Convention for Safe 

Containers in order to bring it more c~sely ·into· line with the recommendation, 

and if· so to · :propose suitable amendments in accordance with Article IX: or . . . 

.Article X as appropriate; 

3. REQUESTS the Mari time Safety commi. ttee to kee·p ' the . reoomnieridation under 

review so as to ensure that it reflects currant agreed opinions ·or Contracting 

Parties to the Intemationa.1 Convention for ·Safety Containers; 

For reasons of economy, this document is printed in a limited number. Delegates 
are kindly asked to bring their copies to meetings and not to request additional copies. 
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4. ·AUTHORIZES the Maritime Safety Committee to circulate such revised 

recommendation as it may adopt; 

5. URGES Governments concerned to give the maximum practicable effect to all 

such recommendations so that the International Convention for Safe Containers 

oay be implemented as uniformly as possible. 

GENERAL 

· JuiJNEX· 

RECOMMENMTIOM ON HARMONIZED INTERPRE!l1.ATIONill> 
U!PLEMENTATION OF TEE IllTERNJJ,TIONl1L CONVENTION 

FOR Sf~~ CONTAilIBRS 

· ·- 1.1 · The various- points concerning harmonized intexpretatibn .;and inipleraentation 

of the International Conventioi'.l on Safe Containers oh .which-consensus has so far 

been reached· are·. gi~en below." 

2 DEFINITIQHS ( .Article II, paragraphs 8 and 9) 

2 .1 ''~ew container" and ·11 existi.i1g container"·;· . 1·Jher~ 'necessary' individual 

Administration~: .should dete~mine the date 011 whfch the construction··of a . 
container shall be deemed to have commenced for purposes of determining 

whether a container should': be considered as "new" ,or a.a: '.'existing'':. 

3 :ENTRY INTO FORCE, TERMINATION oF PERIOD ·op GRACE, · 
TR.Af'iSI~iONl:..L ARMNGEMENTS (Articles III and VIII) · . 

3.1 Every effort should be made ·by all concerned to have ·alLexistirig.-· 

containers approved . an~ plc3:~ed as .so~:p.: as possible ~. pompleted. ·befor~ the .. 

end of the five y~ars' period of gra~e. 
. . . . 

3 •. 2 · Conta.iiier· :~wne~s ~e . free to get .their existing containers approved · at 

any time until · 6 September 1982_. If en owner plates an existing container 

prior ·to 6 September 1980 he would have to have it re;.;examined .before the time 

at which the C.onv:~tion . requires that existing containers . be plated and control 

is likely to be exercised. 
'• ·- " .. 

3. 3 While the Conven.tion i ·s clea.1; COf:1.C~rning the requirement that approved' . . 

existing containers should. be re-exaL1ined at intervals of: not more than 24 months, 

it is of the utoost importance that owners be encouraged not to delay obtaining 

approval. 
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3.4 Container owners will have to organize the, eJramination and plating of 

their approved exiS"ti11g containers before 6 September 1982, but they will need 

to obtain a.n approximately cor1stant re-examination work load after 1982 ~ 

3.5 In view of 'the ahove 1 it is accepted that lidministrations may (at their 

discretion) allow owners of existing containers approved before 6 September 1982 

to mark the date of the next examination as follows: 

Existing containers approved, examined and plated: 

Before 30 September 1979 

Between 1 October 1979 and 30 September 1980 

Eetween 1 October 1980 and 30 September 1981 

Between 1 October 1981 and 6 September. 1982 

Latest date .for 
re-examination: 

Februarif 1983 

August 1983 

February 1984 

August 1984 

3. 6 ' Trea tme11.t of con-tainer.s I'llanufactuxed after 6 September JJ..77 
btTn7t~vedat the t .i.we of ~ronifacture 

3.6.l Since it -has not yet proved feasible to ensure that all containers built 

after 6 Septenber 1977 are ap1>roved as new containers at the time of 

oanufacture, -it·is accepted that such containers may alternatively be approved 

· in accordance with Regulation 9, paragraph 1, provided. that under sab­

pa:ra.graph (d) only alternative (ii) shall be allowed and -that the technical 

conditions relating to the end-wall and side-wall strength test shall apply. 

For containers so approved, the first examination shall be carried out before 

the Safety .Approval Plate is affixed but ·the next examination need not be 

carried out until 5 years after the date of nanufacture. 

4 TESTING, IlfSPECTION .llliTD APPROVAL (Article ·Iv, paragraphs 1 and 2) 
SELECTION OF ORG11NIZATIOffENTRUSTED TO CARRY OUT THESE FUWCTIONS 

4 .1 Administrations will require a basic description of the organizati~n·s . to be 
. . 

entrusted with these functions, raid evidence of their technical capability to 

carry out approvals, and will have to satisfy thel!lselves as to the financial 

well-being of such organizations. The A&:linistrations will furthermore have 
. . 

to satisfy themselves that the organizations are free from undue influence by 

container owners, operators, oanufa.ctura:rs, lessors, repairers and others 

concerned who may have a vested interest in obtaining container approval. 
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5 APPROVllL OF CONTilIJ.IBRS FOR FOREIGN OWNERS 
OR MANUF.li~TURERS (Article IV, pa1:agraph 3) 11.1'1~ RECIPROCITY 

5.1 'Where possible, Contracting Parties should make every effort to provide 

facilities or means ~o grant approvti.ls to foreign container. own.era , or. 

,manufacturers seeking approval of containers fron1: them in accordance with ~he 

provisions of the Convention. 

5.2 Approval of containers would be faqilitated if classification societies 

or other organizations approved by one Contracting Party could be authorized 

to act for other Contracting Parties under arrangements acceptable to the 

parties involved. 

6 MilINTEHl'J'lCE (.Article IV, paragraph 4) 

6.1 Development of detailed guidelines on standards of maintenance will 

create an un11ecessary burden for Administrations attempting to implement the 

Convention as well as for owners. The inte.;r_p:reta-tion of the statement ttthe 

owner of the container shall be responsible for maintaining .it in safe 

condition" (1;;.l'lnex I, Regulation 2, :paragraph 1 of the Convention.) should be 

that: the owner of a container (as defined in l..rticle II, paragraph 10 of the 

Convention) should be held accountable to the Government of ariy territory on 

which the container is operated, for the safe condition of that container. The 

owner should be bound by the existing safety laws o:f such a territory an9, such 

law or regulation as may implement the control requirements. of Article VI of 

the Convention. But the methods by which owners achieve under the provisions 

of Article IV the safe condition of their containers, that is the appropriate 

combination of plan..."'lcd maintenance, procedures for refurbishment, refit and 

repair and the selection of organizations to perform this work, should be 

their own responsibility. If there is clear evidence for believing that an 

ow.nor is; repeatedly failing to achieve a satisfactory ~evel of safety, .tlle 

Government of the territory in which the owne~ has his Head Office or domicile 

should be requested_ ~o ensure that appr9pr~ate corrective action is taken. 

The responsibility of the owne~ to maintain his container in a safe condition 

should include tho.responsibility to ensure t~at any modifications carried out 

on an approved container would not advGrsely affect safety or render inapcurate 

the information recorded on the Safety Approval Plate. 
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7 WITHDRAWf..L OF llPPROVAL (Article IV, paragraph 5) 

7.1 With regard .to· with~awal of approval~ the . "Administration concerned" 

· should be considered · as the-Administration which issued the approval. ':·\vbile 

any .Contra,ctin.g Party may exercir;3e control: over container movem.ent pursuant to 

~ticle VI, .only the Administ~atio.n. which _approved the container ·has the r.;Lg~t 

to w;ithdre.w.itsapp:roval. . • . .. 

8 · CO!-!TROL (1.rticle VI) . 

a.1 For the pu:r:poses _of effecting control (as envisaged in i\rticle vt ·of the 
. . 

Convention) Contracting Parties should only appoint government . bodies. 
' ' . 

8. 2 Control up to 6 . Se~tembe; -i2·s2 

. 8 .2 •. l , It i_~ agreed that llrt_icle \'I_ applies (?nly to containers which hav~ l;>eE:n 
•• · _ I,, 

approve~, aJ,td that ~xisting containers ar~ n~t required to be approve,<i _-qntil 

6 Sep~ember 1982. It is therefore recommended that in so far as Administrations 

may wish to institute control m~a~es before 6 September .1982 these mea;µr~e 
. . . . ·. . . . . . ' . . .- . ·,. 

should be .primarily directed towards enSlll;ing. that containers are not in .. ;3.uch 

a .:. condition: ~s to be un$afe (as in e.3.3 -~-elow) and . tha.·t until 6 Sept_e~b~~ 1982 
. . . ' . . . . 

nQ .. cq:r,i~,~~er should be stopped merely beca~se it has not been approyed. 
~r. ~- ~ . 

a.3 Control after 6September .19~ 
. . . 

B. 3.·1 ·controiriers which are not defective but · which have Iio Safety l1pprova1 ·: 
Plate or which have an"'"_incor:cectly completed Plate 

; 

. a.3.1.1.. Such contain<?·rs .should be stopped. Ho_wever, where evidence can be 

produced either to the effect that such container has been approved under the 

terms .of .the CoI?,vention or to tbeeffect that such containermeets t}?.e standards 

of the ·Convention then .the :authority exercising control may permit- the .· 

container to proceed to i·ts destination for unloading, with the proviso ·that . 

it shall be plated as expeditiously as. may be practicable and no~ reloaded 

before it has been corre.c'tly pla.t.9d under the Convention. 

8.3.2 £2.ntainers which are "out-oi-d~ 

s.3.2.1 Where a co11tainer ·i's found to have an exaoine.ti.oJ'l date marked on or 

ne~ to: it·s Safety ,Approvc;1.l Plate which is a . date in the past, .. iihe, competent 

authol:'ity exercising opntrol may permit the container to proceed to its 

destination for unloading with the proviso that it should be examined and 

updated as expeditiously as may be practicable and not reloaded before this 

has been done. 

RESOLUTION A.436(XI)  adopted on 15 November 1979 
HARMONIZED INTERPRETATION AND IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 

INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION FOR SAFE CONTAINERS



A XI/Res,436 - 6 -

a.3 .• 3 Unsafe containers (Article VI, paragraph 1, third sentence) - · ' 

8,3.3.1 Where a container is found by the authority exeroising control to have 

a defect which could pJ.°ace a person in danger then the container'should be 

stopped. However if the c;nta.iner can be safely moved (e,g~ to ·a place .where 

it can be restored to a safe condition, or to its destination) the officer 

exercising control may permit such a movement on such conditions as the .officer 

may specify and with the proviso that the .container be repaired as expeditiously 

as may be pxacticable and not reloaded before thi~ has been doneo 

a.3.4 International movement of containers under control 

a.3..4.1 It is recognized that _in &iy of the cases set out in 8,3.1, 8,3,2 and 
. ,• 

a.3.3 above the owner may wish to move his container to another country where 

. the appropriate .cor:,.:ec'tive .action can more conveniently be carried out. · 

Control offic
1
ers may p~rmi t such movements,. in accordance. with the provisions 

of a.3.1, 803,2 and a.3.3 as appropriate, but should take such action ei3 may 

be reasonably practicable in order to ensure that the appropriate corrective 

action is .indeed taken. In particular, the control officer permitting such a 

movement should consider whe.ther it would be necessary to inform the control' 

officer or officers in the other country or c·ountries through which the · 

container will be . moved. Further ·oonsiderat;ion of the practical aspeots of 

this matter is needed. 

a.4 It is suggested that if in future·a considerable number of containers in a 

given approved series are folUld to be unsafe as.a result of defects which mtJ.y 

have existed prior to ·such approval (Article VI, paragraph 2), it may be 

desirable for Administrations to notify the Organization as well as the ... 

Contracting Party concerned. 

9 SAFETY APPROVAL PL/l.TE (Regulation 1): 
USE OF OWlfu"'R ts IDENTIFIC.lTIOM ·co:oE 

9.1 The following approach to complying with certain of the data requirements 

of the Convention shall be deemed to be in conformity therewith; · 

"A single a ppr-oval number may be assigned to ~ach owner .. for all existing· 

containers in a single application for approval which could be entered . 

on line l of the Plate." 
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9 ,2 The e:r:ample given in line 1 of the model Safety . .Approval Plate (see 

h.ppendix to Annex I of the Ccnvention.) shoulc.l not be construed so as to 

require the inclusion . of the -elate of a,pproval in the approval reference. 

9, 3 -The Appendix to fumex r of the Convention can be interpreted ao . as to 

· · allow the use · o-f the owner• s ISO alphanutae:d.o identification ·codes, on either new 

or· existing· contai.11.e1ts.. This rna;(·be done even if the ma11ufao·tuxerts serial 

number is availablej as long as' · the applicant keeps a reo·ord correlating his 

identification numbers with the manu.facturer•s serial numbers. 

9 ,4 Where raa.:J:king of the e11d..,,wall or side-wo.11 strength on the Plate is not 
. . -

required (e.ga a container with an end-wall_or side-wall strengt~-equal to 
. . . . . . . . 

Oa4 P or Oo6 P, respectively) a blank space need not be retained on the S~fety 

.Approval Plate for such marking bu.t can be used instead to meet other data 

reg_uiremen·~s of the Conven-tion, e.g~ subsequent date marks. 

9.5 Whe:ce end-wall or side-wall s'brength i.s required to be marked on the 

Safety Appro·val Plafo 7 ii hi.a should be done a.s follows: 

- in :i;he_ lmgliah language: 

END--WALL . ST!lli"'NGT.J 

SIDE-,WllLL S1l'ID1\fGTB: 

- hi the F--.cench language: 

RESISTlJiCE DE LA PJffiOI D'EXTREMITE 

BESIST}JjCE DE LA PlROI !ATER.ALE 

9. 6 In cases whe:re a highe~ or lower ws,11 s·trength is to . be marked on the 

Safety Approval Plate, thi~ can be done b:ciofly . by referring -:to th,e formula 

relatjng to. the payload P. 

EJca.ople : SIDE .... WlUJL STRENGTH O o 5 P. 

9. 7 W.i, th ·.res:pect ·co the mafa:~rial cha:r:acite:ris-tics of the Safety Approval Plate 

( see Appendix to .Lmnex Lo.f ·the Conven·c.ion), each- Administration for purposes 

of approving con:tainers may define "permane:ntl17 "no.n-co:rTosive" and· Hfireproof" 

in its owt1 way· or simply :r.:·equi:re that Safety, Approval Plates be ·of a materiel 

wt.doh it feels meet;s this d.f:finition (e,,g. a suitabl_e metal) o 
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10 I1AINTEN1UJCE (Regulation· 2): 
EX.lUfil\TATION PROCEDURES 

10 .1 The term "maintenance procedu-r.e" as used in !~ex I, Regulation 2, 

paragraph 3 can pe interpreted as moaning 11 eaminat:ion p1·oced.ure11 in consonance 

with the provision in paragraph 2 requiring the owner of an approved container 

to examine such container or have it exaoined in accordance with a procedure 

either prescribed or approved by the Contracting Paxty concerned. 

10.2.1 1m examination scheme prescribed or submitted for approval should 

provide t~..at the examination will be carried out by a person having such 

· knowledge and e:::q_)erience ·or containers 4S will enable him to detennine in 

accordance with 10.3.2 whether it has a:ny defect which could place any person 

in danger. 

10.3 Eleqe:its to be included in the examination 

10.3.1 'While Administrations may specify factors to be taken into account in 

a container eXDJ:ni.nation scheme, at this time it should not be necessary to agree 

on a specific list of factors or mininn.ml listing of parts of a container which 

should be included in an examination. However, each examination should include 

a detailed visual inspection for defects or other safety-related deficiencies 

or damage which will render the container unsafe. 

10. 3.2 I-t is accepted th.at a visual e:Hu:ninc.tion of the exterior of the 

container will normally be sufficient. However, an exomino.tion of the interior 

should o.lso be performed· if reasono.bly practicc.ble (e.g. if the container is 

empty o.t the· time). Furthermore, the underside of the container should be 

ex.,.;1.mined. This mny be done either with the contD.iner supported on a skeletal 

cho.ssis or, if the exrurdner considers i·t necessn.:cy-, after the container hn.s 

been lifted onto other supports~ 

10.3.3 ~e. ,ers.on perform~g the eJrte:rno.l e)m.mination should rave. the 

nuthori ty to req_uire a. more datail.eq. .exruni..-ric.tion of.' the containe:r if . the 

condition of the con·ta.i11er appears to ,..,a_YTant such exnmi.:1ation. 

11 RECORDS OF EYJJIDUl.TIOM 

11.l It will be desirable to require trot owners keep an examination 

record, which should include in addition to identification of the containers 

n record of the date of lo.st examination and a meDns of identifying the examiner, 
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fl?,eJ;e. ,is ·no rieea · to ._standardize the method~ by which such records ·should be kept 

ond_.-exi~t:;i.ng record· systems may be .accepted at . feast for .. ;a ··transitional period. 

SuQh re.cor:d should · be made available within · a reasonable'-time ·to ·th~ 

A~iatration·, on. its specific request~: · 

12 FREQUEtrCY OF EXJ\MINATION 

12.l The Convention recognizes that it may be necessary t~ e~~e containers 

more :frequently than every 24 months when they a.re subject ' t.o frequent h~dling 

and trons-shipment. It should be borne in mind, however, that o.ny significant 

reduction in the· 24 month interval betweeriexamina.tios would orente· severe 

e~crunination c.ontrol problems. · It should be noted .that ,:,here ·c6ntainers are 

subjected to frequent handling. n.nd trans-shipment they are also iin.ble to be 

subjected to. frequent checking. . . .... 

12,2 There~ore, in dete~ning whether it is acceptable that the interval 

. between ·e~fu.ninn.tiono uriderthe Conve~~ion should be the ma=cimum of 24 months, 

proper account should be ta.ken · of iri.termedin.te · ErAaminations, having regard 

to their eJ..rtent um. to the technical ·competence of the persons by ~thom they are 

performed. 

13 · r;IODIFIC.l.TIOMS OF ·EXISTING coNTliINERS 

13,1 Applic~ts for appr~val of eJd.sting con~ainers might be ,req\lired to 

certify that, to the best of thei~ knowledge, any modificat~ons previously 

carried out do not adversely affect safety or the relevance to those 

containers of the information presented with the app:J,ication in accordance 

with 1.il'l!lex I, Regulation 9, paragrnph l(d)(ii) and (iii). Alternatively, 
. .. 

applicants should submit details of the modification for consideration. 

14 TEST METHODS lu'ID REQUIREMENTS ( 1:miex II) 

14,1 Containers tested in accordance with the methods described in ISO 

Standard 1496 should be deemed to have been fully and sufficiently tested 

for the purposes of the Convention. 

15 STACKnrG TEST (Annex II, 2) 

15.1 The following can be used as guidance in interpreting paragraphs 1 and 2 

of the stacking test: 
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(., ••• °I' 

· 11For a ·6-high 'stacking of 20-ton (20,320 kg) · (44,800 lb) containers 

·the·weight on the bottom container would be5 x 20tons (20,320 kg) 

(44,aoo ···lb) i.e. 1oo· ·tons (101,600 kg) (224,000 lb). Thus~ in .:the 

case of a. 20-ton container with · ·6-higb stacking ·oapabiU ty the plate 

should indicate: •fu.lowable stacking weight for 1.8 .g . - . 

l0+,600 kg/224,000 lb•. 11 

15.2 The follow~ may be useful guidonce for determining allowable stacking 

weight: 

. "The allowable · s·to.cking weight for 1, 8 g may · be oalcula. ted by · ass'Uillll"..g 

a uniform· st·ack .loading on -the cornerport~ The stacking test load 

applied to one comer of the container siiall be multiplied by·the 

factor --141_ and the result eJ\.rpressed ~ -appropriate uni ts." . 
\l.8Y 

15. 3 The fallowing is · a. use_ful exD.mple 9f how the allowable . stacking weight 

could be_ varied : as- prescribed in :par~grcph 1 . of the stacking test: . . 

"If on a particular : journey the ma.Y.:imum 'vertical acceleration on a 

container can be reliably and effectively limited to 1,2 g, the 

allowable stacking weight permitted fpr that journey would be the 

a.llowable stacking weight stamped on the plate multiplied by the 

;~tio of 1~8 to 1~2 '(allowable stacking ,-,eight on the plate X LS = 

stac:king weight permitted for the journey)•" .1.2 
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