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ANNEX 32

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE 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.7)

" INTRODUCTION

14 The document will be kept under review and will be updated as necessary in the light
of experience gained in its application, taking into account the document on Application of the
Strategic Plan of the Organization (resolution A.117497(334) as may be amended.

4 WORK PLANNING AND DELIVERY PROCESS
Outputs
4.2 In the process of preparing the next biennial agenda, the following outputs should be
included:
A continuous outputs;
2 outputs that have not been completed;
3 outputs from the post-biennial agenda, subject to the personnel and

budgetary resources available; and

4.5 The overview of the Organization's overall planning hierarchy and its links to related
processes, and of the Organization's strategic planning process and its related planning and
reporting flows during the course of a biennium are shown in diagrams 1 and 2 contained in
annex 1 to the document on Application of the Strategic Plan of the QOrganization
(resolution A.117497(334).

4.7 The Committees may receive the results of a Formal Safety Assessment (FSA) study
carried out in accordance with Revised guidelines for Formal Safety Assessment (FSA) for use
in the IMO rule-making process (FSA Guidelines) (MSC-MEPC.2/Circ.12/Rev.23). The criteria
in paragraph 4.3 also apply to the outcomes of an FSA study that may be regarded by the
Committees as proposals for new outputs (see also paragraph 4.18).

The Committees' method of work (MSC-MEPC.1/CIRC.5/REV.7) is not reproduced entirely, only the
paragraphs which are amended
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4.15 The outcome of the Group of Chairs' preliminary assessment should be submitted by
means of a working paper, which should include the form set out in annex 8 duly completed,
to the Committee concerned, not later than two weeks before the opening of the relevant
session, as a recommendation for consideration and decision.

Decision on acceptance and inclusion of outputs or the expansion of the scope of an
output

4.21 Upon a decision by a Committee to include an output in its post-biennial agenda, the
Committee shall include the accepted output, and the timescale for completion, in its proposals
for the-listofoutputswork programme for the next biennium.

Management, control and reporting

4.34 In implementing the work programme list-efoutputs, proper management and control
mechanisms shall be in place to ensure that:

A biennial agendas and provisional agendas of IMO organs are both clearly linked
to the Strategic Plan, including the work programme list-of-outputs;

4.35 In order to provide a transparent link between the Strategic Plan and
the Organization's work, the following principles shall be applied:

A the outputs contained in the biennial agenda shall — together with the
Secretariat's Business Plan — form the basis of the biennial work of all the
IMO organs and the budget of the Organization;

2 the outputs contained in the provisional and biennial agendas of all IMO
organs shall all be outputs in the work programme list-of-eutputs or included
in the Secretariat's Business Plan;

442 Accordingly, the Chairs, Vice-Chairs and secretaries of the Committees and their
subsidiary bodies have a specific responsibility for effective management of the planning and
reporting cycle and for consistent and rigorous application of this document and the document
on Application of the Strategic Plan of the Organization (resolution A.117497(334)).

Remote participation

5.39 All those joining the meetings using the hybrid meeting capabilities are asked to
review Circular Letter No.4627 on Guidance on the use of IMO hybrid meeting capability, and
to pay particular attention to the best practices outlined in annex 1 to that circular letter.
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6 PROCEDURES FOR PREPARATION AND SUBMISSION OF DOCUMENTS
Preparation of documents

6.1 Documents should be prepared in single spacing and be as concise as possible so
as to facilitate their timely processing. In order to enhance the clear understanding of
documents, the following should be observed:

A all documents should be preceded by a brief summary prepared in the form,
and containing the information, indicated in the table below.
Documents, especially proposals for the inclusion of an output, should
demonstrate, where feasible, the linkages to the Strategic Plan by including,
in the summary, references to the related strategic direction(s) and output(s):

SUMMARY

Executive summary: | This description should be brief, outlining
the proposed objective (an amendment, an
Assembly resolution, a circular, information only,
etc.), and include information on whether
a proposal will have any financial implications for
the shipping industry or for the IMO budget.

Strategic direction, A reference should be made to one or more
if applicable: relevant strategic directions in the Organization's
Strategic Plan.

Output: A reference should be made to one or more
corresponding outputs in the biennial's work
programme list—of —outputs. If there is no
corresponding output, an appropriate descriptive
text should be included.

Action to be taken: A reference should be made to the paragraph of
the document that states the action to be taken by
the committee, subsidiary body, etc.

Related documents: | Other key documents should be listed to the extent
that they are known to the originator of the document.

ANNEX 6

CHECKLIST FOR IDENTIFYING ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

This checklist should be used when preparing the analysis of implications required in
submissions of proposals for the inclusion of outputs. The Committee may also use this
checklist before adopting new, or amending existing, mandatory instruments, in order to satisfy
itself that administrative requirements have been minimized to the greatest extent possible.
For the purpose of this analysis, the term "administrative requirements" is defined in
accordance with resolution A.1043(27), as an obligation arising from a mandatory IMO
instrument to provide or retain information or data.
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Instructions:

(A) If the answer to any of the questions below is YES, the Member State proposing an
output should provide supporting details on whether the requirements are likely to
involve start-up and/or ongoing costs. The Member State should also give a brief
description of the requirement and, if possible, provide recommendations for further
work, e.g. would it be possible to combine the activity with an existing requirement?

(B) If the proposal for the output does not contain such an activity, answer NR
(Not required).
(C) For any administrative requirement, full consideration should be given to electronic

means of fulfilling the requirement in order to alleviate administrative burdens.

ANNEX 7

GUIDELINES FOR CONSIDERING AND REVIEWING THE OUTCOMES OF FORMAL
SAFETY ASSESSMENT (FSA) STUDIES

Purpose

1 The purpose of these Guidelines is to assist the committees in considering and
reviewing the outcomes (i.e. risk control options (RCOs) or other recommendations) of
FSA studies. These Guidelines provide a bridge between the FSA Guidelines
(MSC-MEPC.2/Circ.12/Rev.23) and the document on Application of the Strategic Plan of the
Organization (resolution A.117497(334)), as may be amended.

Background

2 The Revised FSA Guidelines (MSC-MEPC.2/Circ.12/Rev.23) adequately cover the

procedures to manage outcomes of an FSA study from initial submission to the committee
through to the report of the FSA Experts Group to the committee."

*k%k
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ANNEX 33

BIENNIAL STATUS REPORTS' OF THE SUB-COMMITTEES

2026-2027 BIENNIUM

SUB-COMMITTEE ON CARRIAGE OF CARGOES AND CONTAINERS (CCC)

for the use of ammonia
cargo as fuel and
provisions for the use of
alternative fuels other than
cargo on gas carriers

Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent |Associated |Coordinating|Status of|Year 2 [References

SD?, if number completion|organ(s) |organ(s) organ output for

applicable year Year 1

1 1.17 Development of guidelines|2026 MSC CCC Completed MSC 103/21, paragraph 18.2;

MSC 104/18, paragraph 15.16;
MSC 105/20, paragraph 18.50;
MSC 108/20, paragraph 14.20
and section 18; MSC 109/22,
paragraphs 14.5 to 14.10 and
19.38.1. CCC 9/14, section 4,
CCC 10/16, section 4;
MSC 111/22, paragraphs 6.37
and 19.26.2

SD 1:
SD 2:
SD 3:

Strategic directions:
Ensure implementation of IMO instruments supported by capacity development

Integrate new, emerging and advancing technologies in the regulatory framework
Respond to climate change and reduce greenhouse gas emissions from international shipping

SD 4: Continue to engage in ocean governance

SD &:

SD 6: Address the human element

SD7:
SD 8:

OW: Other work

For details, refer to Organizational Planning module of GISIS.

Ensure the regulatory effectiveness of international shipping
Ensure organizational effectiveness

Enhance global facilitation, supply chain resilience and security of international trade
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON CARRIAGE OF CARGOES AND CONTAINERS (CCC)
Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent |Associated |Coordinating|Status of|Year 2 [References
SD?, if number completion|organ(s) |organ(s) organ output for
applicable year Year 1
1 7.20 Development of|2025 MSC CCC Completed CCC 11/16 paragraph 10.21;
measures to prevent the MSC 111/22, paragraph 19.26
loss of containers
2 2.3 Amendments to the IGF|Continuous |MSC HTW /PPR/|CCC Ongoing MSC 94/21, paragraphs 18.5
Code and development of SDC/SSE and 186; MSC 96/25,
guidelines for alternative paragraphs 10.1 to 10.3;
fuels and related MSC 97/22, paragraph 19.2;
technologies PPR 6/20, paragraph 3.39;
MSC 102/24, paragraph 21.4;
MSC 106/19, paragraph 16.42,
MSC 108/20, sections 3 and
14; MSC 109/22, sections 3
and 14; MSC 111/22, section 6
2 2.23 Development of a goal-|2030 MSC "/ HTW / No work MSC 104/18, paragraph15.9.2;
based instrument for CCCc/sDC/ requested MSC 105/20, section 7;
maritime autonomous SSE /NCSR MSC 106/19, section 5;
surface ships (MASS) MSC 107/20, section 5,
MSC 108/20, section 4;
MSC 109/22, section 5;
MSC 111/22, paragraphs 5.40
and 5.41
Notes: MSC 111 agreed to assign the CCC, HTW, Ill, NCSR, SDC and SSE Sub-Committees as associated organs and agreed to extend the target
completion year to 2030.
3 3.8 Development of a safety|Continuous |MSC MEPC / 1l /|MSC Ongoing MSC 111/22, section 6
regulatory framework to HTW/CCC/
support the reduction of SDC/ SSE
GHG emissions from ships
using new technologies
and alternative fuels
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON CARRIAGE OF CARGOES AND CONTAINERS (CCC)

Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent |Associated |Coordinating|Status of|Year 2 [References
SD?, if number completion|organ(s) |organ(s) organ output for
applicable year Year 1
6 6.1 Role of the human|Continuous [MSC /I / PPR /|HTW No work MSC 89/25, paragraphs 10.10,
element MEPC CCC/sDC/ requested 10.16 and 22.39 and annex 21;
SSE /NCSR MEPC 78/17, paragraphs 10.4
and 13
6 6.2 Validated model training|Continuous |MSC /|7 PPR /|HTW No work MSC 100/20, paragraphs 10.3
courses MEPC CCC/sDC/ requested to 10.6 and 17.28;
SSE /NCSR MSC 105/20, section 16,
MSC 108/20
PPR  9/21, section 12;
MEPC 79/15, paragraphs 9.1,
9.14 to 9.15; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.1
6 6.11 Amendments to|2027 MSC CCC No work MSC 111/22, paragraph 19.13
MSC.1/Circ.1264/Rev.1 requested
and
MSC.1/Circ.1358/Rev.1 to
provide for additional
equipment and safety
measures
7 71 Unified interpretation of|Continuous [MSC /i / PPR / Ongoing MSC 76/23, paragraph 20.3;
provisions of IMO safety, MEPC /|CCC/SDC/ MSC 78/26, paragraph 22.12;
security, environment, FAL/LEG|SSE /NCSR MSC 108/20, paragraph 18.13,
facilitation, liability and section 19,
compensation-related MSC.1/Circ.1456/Rev.1,
conventions MSC.1/Circ.1572/Rev.2,
MSC.1/Circ.1509/Rev.,
MSC.1/Circ.1511/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1680;
MEPC 78/17, section 4, and
paragraphs 5.6 and 5.7,
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON CARRIAGE OF CARGOES AND CONTAINERS (CCC)
Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent |Associated |Coordinating|Status of|Year 2 [References
SD?, if number completion|organ(s) |organ(s) organ output for
applicable year Year 1
MEPC 79/15, paragraphs 4.8,
426, 4.27, 6.26 to 6.29;
MEPC 80/17, paragraphs 4.11
and 524 CCC 10/16,
section 10
7 7.10 Amendments to the IMDG|Continuous |MSC CCC Ongoing MSC 105/20, paragraphs 3.59
Code and supplements and 14.4; MSC 108/20,
sections 3 and 14,
MSC 111/22, sections 3 and 14
7 7.13 Amendments to  the[Continuous |MSC CCC Ongoing MSC 105/20, paragraphs 3.56
IMSBC Code and and 14.4; MSC 107/20,
supplements paragraphs 17.10 and 17.12;
MSC 110/21, paragraphs 3.53
to 3.55
7 7.15 Development of|2028 MSC CccCC SSE No work MSC 110/21,
amendments to SOLAS requested paragraph 18.109.5
chapter II-2 and the FSS
Code concerning
detection and control of
fires in cargo holds and on
the cargo deck of
container ships
7 7.28 Consideration of reports of| Continuous [MSC 1l CcCC Ongoing CCC 7/15, section 9; CCC 8/18,
incidents involving MEPC section 9; CCC 9/14, section 9;
dangerous goods or MSC 109/22, sections 14 and
marine pollutants in 19
packaged form on board
ships or in port areas
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON CARRIAGE OF CARGOES AND CONTAINERS (CCC)

Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent |Associated |Coordinating|Status of|Year 2 [References
SD?, if number completion|organ(s) |organ(s) organ output for
applicable year Year 1

Notes:|MSC 109 agreed to change the type of output from annual to continuous.

7 7.40 Revision of the Revised|2026 MSC CCC In progress MSC 108/20, paragraph 18.18;
guidelines for the MSC 111/22, section 19
preparation of the cargo
securing manual

(MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2)
to include a harmonized
performance standard for
lashing software to permit
lashing software as a
supplement to the Cargo
Securing Manual

Notes:|MSC 111 agreed to extend the target completion year of the existing output 7.40 on "Revision of the Revised guidelines for the preparation of the
Cargo Securing Manual (MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2) to include a harmonized performance standard for lashing software to permit lashing software
as a supplement to the Cargo Securing Manual" to 2026
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Sub-Committee on Human Element, Training and Watchkeeping (HTW)

associated guidelines

Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent Associated |Coordinating [Status of|Year 2 |References
SD, if number completion |organ(s) organ(s) organ output for
applicable year Year 1
1 1.11 Measures to harmonize [Continuous [MSC [ITHTW/PPR/{lII No work MSC 101/24, paragraph 21.48;
port State control (PSC) MEPC NCSR requested MEPC 75/18,
activities and paragraphs 11.10 and 11.11;
procedures worldwide MSC 104/18,
paragraph 13.7.1; MSC
108/20, paragraph 13.7.1;
MSC 109/22, paragraph 15.7
MEPC 78/17, paragraphs 7.73
and 9.8; MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.5 and 9.6;
MEPC 81/16, paragraph 10.9.1
1 1.14 Development of engine|2028 MSC HTW / SSE |SDC No work MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.43
control room alert requested
management
(ECRAM) performance
standards
1 1.26 Revision of MARPOL|2027 MEPC H/HTW PPR No work MEPC 71/17, paragraphs 14.8
Annex v and requested and 14.9; MEPC 72/17,

paragraph 15.10; MEPC 73/19,
paragraph 15.19; PPR 6/20,
section 14; and MEPC 74/18,
paragraph 14.5; MEPC 78/17,
paragraph 14.11

PPR  9/21, section 14;
MEPC 78/17, paragraphs 14.7
to 14.11; MEPC 80/17,
paragraph 9.19; MEPC 81/16,
section 5
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Sub-Committee on Human Element, Training and Watchkeeping (HTW)

Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent Associated |Coordinating [Status of|Year 2 |References
SD, if number completion |organ(s) organ(s) organ output for
applicable year Year 1
Notes:|MEPC 74 agreed to expand the scope of the existing output 1.26 and amend the title of the output from "Amendments to the 2012 Guidelines on
implementation of effluent standards and performance tests for sewage treatment plants (resolution MEPC.227(64)) to address inconsistencies
in their application" to read "Revision of MARPOL Annex IV and associated guidelines to introduce provisions for record-keeping and measures
to confirm the lifetime performance of sewage treatment plants".
2 2.3 Amendments to the IGF|Continuous [MSC HTW/PPR/|CCC No work MSC 94/21, paragraphs 18.5
Code and development SDC / SSE requested and 18.6; MSC 96/25,
of guidelines for paragraphs 10.1 to 10.3;
alternative fuels and MSC 97/22, paragraph 19.2;
related technologies PPR 6/20, paragraph 3.39;
MSC 102/24, paragraph 21.4;
MSC 106/19, paragraph 16.42,
MSC 108/20, sections 3 and
14; MSC 109/22, sections 3
and 14; MSC 111/22, section 6
2 2.23 Development of a goal-|{2030 MSC "/ HTW / No work MSC 104/18, paragraph
based instrument for CCC/SsDC/ requested 15.9.2; MSC 105/20, section 7;
maritime autonomous SSE / MSC 106/19, section 5;
surface ships (MASS) NCSR MSC 107/20, section 5,
MSC 108/20, section 4;
MSC 109/22, section 5;
MSC 111/22, paragraphs 5.40
and 5.41
Notes: MSC 111 agreed to assign the CCC, HTW, lll, NCSR, SDC and SSE Sub-Committees as associated organs and agreed to extend the target
completion year to 2030.
3 3.8 Development of a|Continuous |MSC MEPC / 1l /|MSC Ongoing MSC 111/22, section 6
safety regulatory HTW / CCC MSC 108/20, paragraph 5.4;
framework to support / SDC / SSE HTW 12/12, section 7
the reduction of GHG
emissions from ships
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Sub-Committee on Human Element, Training and Watchkeeping (HTW)
Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent Associated [Coordinating [Status of|Year 2 |References
SD, if number completion |organ(s) organ(s) organ output for
applicable year Year 1
using new technologies
and alternative fuels
4 4.3 Follow-up work|2027 MEPC  / HTW / No work MEPC 78/17, section 8;
emanating from the PPR requested MEPC 79/15, section 8;
Action Plan to address MEPC 80/17, section 8
marine plastic litter from
ships
6 6.1 Role of the human|Continuous |MSC /[l / PPR [|[HTW Ongoing MSC 89/25, paragraphs 10.10,
element MEPC Ccc/sbcC/ 10.16 and 22.39 and annex 21;
SSE / MEPC 78/17, paragraphs 10.4
NCSR and 13; HTW 12/12, section 4
6 6.2 Validated model|Continuous [MSC /[l PPR /|IHTW Ongoing MSC 100/20, paragraphs 10.3
training courses MEPC Ccc/sDbC/ to 10.6 and 17.28; MSC 105/20,
SSE / section 16, MSC 108/20
NCSR PPR  9/21, section 12;
MEPC 79/15, paragraphs 9.1,
9.14 to 9.15; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.1
HTW 12/12, section 3
6 6.3 Reports on unlawful|Continuous |MSC HTW Ongoing MSC 83/28, paragraph 12.2;
practices  associated MSC 109/22, section 19
with  certificates  of HTW 12/12, section 5
competency
Notes:|MSC 109 changed the type of output from annual to continuous.
6 6.5 Comprehensive 2028 MSC/MEPC |HTW [l No work MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.5
revision of the requested
guidelines on  the
implementation of the
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Sub-Committee on Human Element, Training and Watchkeeping (HTW)

Reference to |Output |Description Target Parent Associated |Coordinating [Status of|Year 2 |References

SD, if number completion |organ(s) organ(s) organ output for

applicable year Year 1
ISM Code by
Administrations and
companies

6 6.6 Revision of the IMO|2028 MSC HTW NCSR No work MSC 107/20, paragraph 17.53
Standard Marine requested
Communication
Phrases (resolution
A.918(22))

6 6.9 Scoping exercise and|2027 MSC [l HTW In progress MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.14
enhancement of the HTW 12/12, section 8
effectiveness of
provisions on fatigue
and seafarers' hours of
work and rest

6 6.17 Comprehensive review|2031 MSC HTW In progress MSC 105/20, paragraph 18.13;
of the 1978 STCW MSC 107/20, paragraph 17.71;
Convention and Code MSC 108/20, paragraph 16.5

HTW 12/12, section 6

7 7.42 Revision of the Interim|2027 MSC HTW /SSE [SDC Completed MSC 110/21, section 18;
explanatory notes for MSC 108/20,
the assessment of paragraph 15.23.3;
passenger ship MSC 105/20,
systems'  capabilities paragraphs 15.24.2 and 18.54;
after a fire or flooding MSC 103/21, paragraph 18.31;
casualty MSC 111/22, paragraph 12.2
(MSC.1/Circ.1369) and
related circulars

Notes:[MSC 108 extended TCY to 2025, and MSC 110 extended TCY to 2027
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

Reference to
SD, if applicable

Output
number

Description

Target
completion
year

Parent
organ(s)

Associated
organ(s)

Coordinating
organ

Status of
output for
Year 1

Status of
output for
Year 2

References

1.4

Analysis of consolidated
audit summary reports

Continuous

Assembly

MSC / MEPC
/LEG/TCC/
n

Council

Ongoing

MEPC 61/24,

paragraph 11.14.1;
MSC 88/26,

paragraph 10.8;

C 120/D, paragraphs
7.1and 7.2;

MSC 105/20,

paragraph 13.10;

MSC 106/19,
paragraphs 14.11 and
16.37; MSC 108/20,
paragraphs 13.8 and
13.9; MSC 109/22,
paragraph 15.11

MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 10.7 to
10.11; MEPC 79/15,
paragraph 9.3; MEPC
81/16, paragraph 10.7;
Il 8/19, section 8; |li
9/19, section 8; 11l 10/18,
section 8

1.5

Non-exhaustive list of
obligations under
instruments relevant to
the IMO Instruments
Implementation  Code
(11 Code)

Continuous

MSC
MEPC

/

Ongoing

MSC 91/22, paragraph
10.30; MSC 108/20,
paragraph 13.7.3
MEPC
paragraphs
10.9;

MEPC 79/15,
paragraph 9.13; MEPC

77/16,
10.8 and
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

Reference to
SD, if applicable

Output
number

Description

Target
completion
year

Parent
organ(s)

Associated
organ(s)

Coordinating
organ

Status of
output for
Year 1

Status of
output for
Year 2

References

81/16,
paragraph 10.9.3;
[l 11/16, section 9

Notes:

MSC 109 and MEPC 83 agreed to change the type of output from "annual" to "continuous".

1.1

Measures to harmonize
port State control (PSC)
activities and
procedures worldwide

Continuous

MSC
MEPC

/

HTW / PPR/
NCSR

Ongoing

MSC 101/24,
paragraph 21.48;
MEPC 75/18,
paragraphs 11.10 and
11.11; MSC 104/18,
paragraph 13.7.1;

MSC 108/20,
paragraph 13.7.1;

MSC 109/22, paragraph
15.7

MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 7.73 and
9.8; MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.5 and 9.6;
MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.9.1 Il
8/19, section 5; Il 9/19,
section 5; Il 10/18,
section 5; Il 11/16,
section 5

1.26

Revision of MARPOL
Annex v and
associated guidelines

2027

MEPC

/HTW

PPR

No work
requested

MEPC 7117,
paragraphs 14.8 and
14.9; MEPC 72/17,
paragraph 15.10; MEPC
73/19, paragraph 15.19;
PPR 6/20, section 14;
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

Reference to Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of | Status of References
SD, if applicable | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output for | output for
year Year 1 Year 2
and MEPC  74/18,

paragraph 14.5; MEPC
78/17, paragraph 14.11
PPR 9/21, section 14;

MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 14.7 to
14.11; MEPC 80/17,

paragraph 9.19; MEPC
81/16, section 5; 111 9/19,

sections 5 and 10

Notes:

MEPC 74 agreed to expand the scope of the existing output 1.26 and amend the title of the output from "Amendments to the 2012 Guidelines
on implementation of effluent standards and performance tests for sewage treatment plants (resolution MEPC.227(64)) to address
inconsistencies in their application" to read "Revision of MARPOL Annex IV and associated guidelines to introduce provisions for record-keeping

and measures to confirm the lifetime performance of sewage treatment plants".

GHG emissions from

2 2.23 Development of a goal-{2030 MSC "/ HTW / No  work MSC 104/18,
based instrument for CCC / SDC/ requested paragraph 15.9.2;
maritime  autonomous SSE /NCSR MSC 105/20, section 7;
surface ships (MASS) MSC 106/19, section 5;
MSC 107/20, section 5,
MSC 108/20, section 4;
MSC 109/22, section 5;
MSC 111/22,
paragraphs 5.40 and
5.41
Notes: MSC 111 agreed to assign the CCC, HTW, Ill, NCSR, SDC and SSE Sub-Committees as associated organs and agreed to extend the target
completion year to 2030.
3 3.8 Development of a safety|Continuous |[MSC MEPC / Il /|MSC No  work MSC 111/22, section 6
regulatory framework to HTW /CCC/ requested
support the reduction of SDC / SSE
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

Reference to Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of | Status of References
SD, if applicable | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output for | output for
year Year 1 Year 2

ships using new

technologies and
alternative fuels
4 4.3 Follow-up work 2027 MEPC i/ HTW / No  work MEPC 78/17, section 8;
emanating from the PPR requested MEPC 79/15, section 8;
Action Plan to address MEPC 80/17, section 8 ;
marine plastic litter from 11 8/19, section 14; il
ships 9/19, section 14; Il 10,
section 13; 1l 11/16,
section 12
6 6.1 Role of the human|Continuous [MSC /[ / PPR /JHTW No  work MSC 89/25, paragraphs
element MEPC CCC /sDC/ requested 10.10, 10.16 and 22.39
SSE /NCSR and annex 21;
MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 10.4 and 13
6 6.2 Validated model training|Continuous [MSC /7 PPR /JHTW No  work MSC 100/20,
courses MEPC CCC/sDC/ requested paragraphs 10.3 to 10.6
SSE /NCSR and 17.28; MSC 105/20,

section 16, MSC 108/20
PPR 9/21, section 12;
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.1, 9.14 to
9.15; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.1; Il 6/15,
section 4; 1l 8/19,
paragraphs 5.20 to 5.29;
I119/19, section 6; Il
10/18, section 6; Il
11/16, section 6
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

environment,
facilitation, liability and
compensation-related
conventions

Reference to Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of | Status of References
SD, if applicable | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output for | output for
year Year 1 Year 2
6 6.5 Comprehensive revision|2028 MSC/MEPC |HTW [ In progress MSC 110/21, paragraph
of the guidelines on the 18.5
implementation of the
ISM Code by
Administrations and
companies
6 6.9 Scoping exercise and|2027 MSC [l HTW No  work MSC 110/21, paragraph
enhancement of the requested 18.14
effectiveness of
provisions on fatigue
and seafarers' hours of
work and rest
6 6.10 Development of an|2027 MSC /1 In progress MSC 103/21, paragraph
entrant training manual MEPC 18.36; MSC 106/19,
for PSC personnel paragraph 16.46
MEPC 76/15,
paragraphs 10.1, 10.2
and 12.5; MEPC 79/15,
paragraph 9.3; Il 9/19,
section 6
7 71 Unified interpretation of{Continuous |[MSC /7 PPR / Ongoing MSC 76/23, paragraph
provisions  of IMO MEPC / FAL|{CCC / SDC / 20.3; MSC 78/26,
safety, security, / LEG SSE /NCSR paragraph 22.12; MSC

108/20,

paragraph 18.13,
section 19,
MSC.1/Circ.1456/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1572/Rev.2,
MSC.1/Circ.1509/Rev.1,
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

Reference to Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of | Status of References
SD, if applicable | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output for | output for
year Year 1 Year 2

MSC.1/Circ.1511/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1680;
MEPC 78/17, section 4,
and paragraphs 5.6 and
5.7; MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 4.8, 4.26,
427, 6.26 to 6.29;
MEPC 80/17,
paragraphs 4.11 and
5.24; 111 8/19, section 13;
119/19, section 13; llI
10/18, section 12; |li
11/16, section 11

7 7.4 Lessons learned and|Continuous |[MSC /1 Ongoing MSC 92/26, paragraph
safety issues identified MEPC 22.29; MSC 106/19,
from the analysis of paragraphs 14.2 to
marine safety 14.6; MSC 108/20,
investigation reports paragraphs 13.3 to

13.6; MSC 109/22,
paragraphs 15.2 to
15.6; MEPC 79/15,
paragraph 9.3; MEPC
81/16, paragraph 10.6;
[l 11/16, section 4

7 7.5 Identified issues relating|Continuous [MSC /1 Ongoing MSC 96/25, paragraph
to the implementation of MEPC 23.13; MSC 106/19,
IMO instruments from paragraphs 14.12 and
the analysis of data 16. MSC 108/20,

paragraph 13.4; MSC
109/22, paragraph 15.3
MEPC 79/15,
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

Reference to Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of | Status of References
SD, if applicable | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output for | output for
year Year 1 Year 2

paragraphs 12.13 and
12.14; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.3; 111 8/19,
section 7; 111 9/19,
section 7; 111 10/18,
section 7; 11l 11/16,

section 7
7 7.7 Consideration and|Continuous |MEPC [l Ongoing MEPC 69/21, paragraph

analysis of reports on 19.11; MEPC 73/19,

alleged inadequacy of paragraphs 8.3 and

port reception facilities 8.11; MEPC 74/18,
paragraphs 4.33, 4.34
and 8.22
IMEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.3 and 9.4;
MEPC 81/16,
paragraph10.2; 1l 8/19,
section 3; i 9/19,
section 3; 111 10/18,
section 3; Il 11/16,
section 3

7 7.27 Updated Survey|Continuous [MSC /1 Ongoing MSC 79/23, paragraphs

Guidelines under the MEPC 9.19 and 9.20; MSC

Harmonized System of 104, paragraph 13.7.2;

Survey and Certification MSC 106/19,

(HSSC) paragraphs 14.13 to 14;
MSC 108/20,

paragraph 13.7.2;

MSC 109/22, section 15
MEPC 68/21,
paragraphs 14.5 and
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

provisions left 'to the
satisfaction of the

Reference to Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of | Status of References
SD, if applicable | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output for | output for
year Year 1 Year 2
14.6; MEPC 72/17,
paragraphs 7.4 and
4.24 t0 4.33;
MEPC 77/16,
paragraph 10.7; MEPC
79/15, paragraphs 9.7
to 9.9; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.9.2; lll
8/19, section 10; IlI
9/19, section 10; I
10/18, section 9; llI
11/16, section 8
7 7.28 Consideration of reports|Continuous |MSC /1 CCC No  work CCC 7/15, section 9;
of incidents involving MEPC requested CCC 8/18, section 9;
dangerous goods or CCC 9/14, section 9;
marine  pollutants in MSC 109/22, sections
packaged form on board 14 and 19
ships or in port areas
Notes:|MSC 109 agreed to change the type of output from annual to continuous.
7 7.43 Review of the Casualty|2028 MSC [l In progress MSC 110/21, paragraph
Investigation Code and 18.37
the associated
implementation
Guidelines  (resolution
A.1075(28))
7 7.45 Development of|2028 MSC In progress MSC 110/21, paragraph
guidelines  addressing 18.91; MSC 111/22,
the implementation of paragraph 19.39
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Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments (lll)

input/guidance

Reference to Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of | Status of References
SD, if applicable | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output for | output for
year Year 1 Year 2
Administration’, or
equivalent, in the
relevant mandatory IMO
instruments
Notes:|To be commenced by the Ill Sub-Committee during the 2026-2027 biennium.

8 8.15 Cooperate  with the|Continuous |Assembly |MSC / MEPC|Council Ongoing C 120/D,
United Nations on [ FAL/LEG/ paragraphs 17(a).1-
matters of  mutual TCC /1l 17(a).5
interest, as well as MEPC 78/17, paragraph
provide relevant 7.6 and section 8; MEPC

79/15, paragraphs 7.3 to
7.5; MEPC 80/17,
paragraphs 7.2 to 7.4
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Sub-Committee on Navigation, Communications and Search and Rescue (NCSR)

Radiocommunication
Conference

Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|Associated |Coordinating |Status of|Status  of|References
SD, if applicable [number completion organ(s) organ output  for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2
1 1.1 Measures to[Continuous [MSC / MEPC [HTW /PPR/]IlI No work MSC 101/24,
harmonize port State NCSR requested paragraph 21.48;
control (PSC) activities MEPC 75/18,
and procedures paragraphs 11.10 and
worldwide 11.11; MSC 104,
paragraph 13.7.1;
MSC 108/20,
paragraph 13.7.1;
MSC 109/22,
paragraph 15.7;
MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 7.73 and
9.8; MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.5 and 9.6;
MEPC 81/16, paragraph
10.9.1
1 1.34 Development of global|Continuous |[MSC NCSR Ongoing MSC 108/20, section
maritime SAR 12; MSC 109/22,
services, including paragraph 13.4 and
harmonization of annex 11,
maritime and MSC.1/Circ.1686;
aeronautical NCSR 12/20, section 7
procedures and
amendments to the
IAMSAR Manual
2 2.1 Response to matters|Continuous|MSC NCSR Ongoing MSC 106/19,
related to the ITU-R paragraphs 13.28 to
Study Groups and ITU 13.33; MSC 107/20,
World paragraphs 154 and

15.5 and annex 36;
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Sub-Committee on Navigation, Communications and Search and Rescue (NCSR)

Reference to
SD, if applicable

Output
number

Description

Target
completion
year

Parent organ(s)

Associated
organ(s)

Coordinating
organ

Status
output
Year

of
for
1

Status
output
Year 2

of
for

References

NCSR 12/20, section 6
and annexes 7 and 8

2.5

Development of a
transition scheme for
the introduction of
digital technology for
Very High Frequency
(VHF) voice
communications

2027

MSC

NCSR

In progress

MSC 109/22, paragraph
19.26

2.7

Development of
performance
standards dual
frequency multi-
constellation satellite-
based augmentation
systems (DFMC
SBAS) and advanced
receiver autonomous
integrity monitoring
(ARAIM) in shipborne
radionavigation
receivers

for

2027

MSC

NCSR

In progress

MSC 107/20,
paragraph 17.58.2

212

Development of
guidance to establish
a framework for data
distribution and global
IP-based connectivity
between shore-based
facilities and ships for
ECDIS S-100 products

2026

MSC

NCSR

In progress

MSC 109/22,
paragraphs
19.34

19.27 to
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Sub-Committee on Navigation, Communications and Search and Rescue (NCSR)
Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|Associated |Coordinating |Status of|Status  of|References
SD, if applicable [number completion organ(s) organ output  for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2
Notes:[Output was initiated in 2025 and considered initially by NCSR 12.
2 2.14 Revision of the|2027 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 107/20, paragraph
Performance 17.47
standards for gyro-
compasses (resolution
A.424(X1)) and
Guidance for
navigation and
communication
equipment  intended
for use on ships
operating in  polar
waters
(MSC.1/Circ.1612)
2 2.15 Development of|2026 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 109/22,
operational guidance paragraphs 19.30 and
for route exchange 19.44
2 217 Development of|2027 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 110/21, paragraph
performance 18.35
standards for Ranging
mode (R-mode) in
radionavigation
receivers
2 2.18 Development of|2026 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 107/20, paragraph
guidelines for EPIRB 17.35
which implement the
two-way
communication
service via the
SAR/Galileo  Return
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Sub-Committee on Navigation, Communications and Search and Rescue (NCSR)

Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|Associated |Coordinating |Status of|Status  of|References
SD, if applicable [number completion organ(s) organ output  for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2
Link service as a
complement to EPIRB
performance
standards (resolution
MSC.471(101))
2 2.23 Development of a|2030 MSC i/ HTW / No work MSC 104/18, paragraph
goal-based instrument CCC/SsDC/ requested 15.9.2; MSC 105/20,
for maritime SSE/NCSR section 7; MSC 106/19,
autonomous  surface section 5; MSC 107/20,
ships (MASS) section 5, MSC 108/20,
section 4; MSC 109/22,
section 5; MSC 111/22,
paragraphs 5.40 and
5.41
Notes: MSC 111 agreed to assign the CCC, HTW, lll, NCSR, SDC and SSE Sub-Committees as associated organs and agreed to extend the target
completion year to 2030.
4 4.1 Identification and|Continuous [MEPC NCSR No work MEPC 79/15, paragraph
protection of Special requested 10.10
Areas, Emission MEPC 78/17, section 11;
Control Areas and MEPC 79/15, section 10;
PSSAs and MEPC 80/17, section 11
associated protective
measures
6 6.1 Role of the human|Continuous|MSC/MEPC (Il / PPR /|HTW No work MSC 89/25, paragraphs
element CCC/sDC/ requested 10.10, 10.16 and 22.39
SSE /NCSR and annex 21;
MEPC 78/17,

paragraphs 10.4 and 13.
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Sub-Committee on Navigation, Communications and Search and Rescue (NCSR)
Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|Associated |Coordinating |Status of|Status  of|References
SD, if applicable [number completion organ(s) organ output  for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2
6 6.2 Validated model|Continuous [MSC / MEPC (Il / PPR /|HTW Ongoing MSC 100/20,
training courses Cccc/sDC/ paragraphs 10.3 to 10.6
SSE/NCSR and 17.28;
MSC 105/20, section 16;
MSC 108/20,
paragraph 12.32;
PPR 9/21, section 12;
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.1, 9.14 to
9.15; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.1
Notes:|Output 6.2 will be included in the provisional agenda of NCSR 14
6 6.6 Revision of the IMO|2028 MSC HTW NCSR No work MSC 107/20, paragraph
Standard Marine requested 17.53
Communication
Phrases  (resolution
A.918(22))
Notes:|Output 6.6 will be included in the provisional agenda of NCSR 14
7 71 Unified interpretation|Continuous|MSC / MEPC /{lll / PPR / Ongoing MSC 76/23,
of provisions of IMO FAL /LEG CCC/sDC/ paragraph 20.3; MSC
safety, security, SSE /NCSR 78/26, paragraph 22.12;
environment, MSC 108/20,
facilitation, liability and paragraph 18.13,
compensation-related section 19,
conventions MSC.1/Circ.1456/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1572/Rev.2,
MSC.1/Circ.1509/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1511/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1680;
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Sub-Committee on Navigation, Communications and Search and Rescue (NCSR)

Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|Associated |Coordinating |Status of|Status  of|References
SD, if applicable [number completion organ(s) organ output  for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2

MEPC 78/17, section 4,
and paragraphs 5.6 and
5.7; MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 4.8, 4.26,
427, 6.26 to 6.29;
MEPC 80/17,
paragraphs 4.11 and
5.24

7 7.2 Developments in|Continuous [MSC NCSR Ongoing MSC 108/20, section 12,
GMDSS services, MSC.1/Circ.1310/Rev.2,
including guidelines on
maritime safety
information (MSI)

7 7.22 Routeing  measures|Continuous |MSC NCSR Ongoing MSC 108/20,
and ship reporting paragraph 12.4,
systems SN.1/Circ.343; MSC

109/22, paragraph 13.3,
COLREG.2/Circ.81,
SN.1/Circ.344

7 7.23 Updates to the LRIT|Continuous|MSC NCSR Ongoing

system
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Sub-Committee on Ship Design and Construction (SDC)

Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|[Associated |Coordinating |Status  of|Status of|References
SD, if applicable {[number completion organ(s) organ output for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2
1 1.3 Development of|2026 MSC SSE SDC Completed SDC 12/18,
amendments to paragraph 12.6
chapter 6 of the 2009 MSC 111/22,
MODU Code regarding paragraph 12.32
electrical  equipment
capable of operation
after shutdown
1 1.14 Development of engine (2028 MSC HTW /SSE |SDC In Progress MSC 110/21,
control room alert paragraph 18.43
management SDC 12/18,
(ECRAM) performance paragraph 6.17
standards MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.12
1 1.16 Experience  building(2028 MEPC SDC Extended MSC 108/20,
phase (EBP) for the paragraph 18.24;
reduction of MSC 107/20,
underwater radiated paragraph 12.24 and
noise from shipping MSC 105/20,
paragraph 15.23;
MEPC 81/16,

paragraphs 10.11-10.16
and MEPC 78/17
paragraph 10.3;
MEPC 84/WP.1/Rev.1,
paragraph 9.13;

SDC 12/18,

paragraph 8.41;

SDC 11/17. section 15;
SDC 10/17,

paragraph 5.21;

SDC 9/16, section 5;
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Sub-Committee on Ship Design and Construction (SDC)

Reference to
SD, if applicable

Output
number

Description

Target
completion
year

Parent organ(s)

Associated
organ(s)

Coordinating
organ

Status
output
Year

of
for
1

Status
output
Year 2

of
for

References

SDC 8/18, section 14
and annex 11; SDC
12/18, paragraph 8.41;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.15

23

to the
and

Amendments
IGF Code
development of
guidelines for
alternative fuels and
related technologies

Continuous

MSC

HTW / PPR
/SDC / SSE

CCC

No

work

requested

MSC 94/21,
paragraphs 18.5 and
18.6; MSC 96/25,
paragraphs 10.1 to
10.3; MSC 97/22,
paragraph 19.2; PPR
6/20, paragraph 3.39;
MSC 102/24,
paragraph 21.4;

MSC 106/19,
paragraph 16.42,
MSC 108/20, sections
3 and 14; MSC 109/22,
sections 3 and 14;
MSC 111/22, section 6

26

Guidelines for use of
Fibre-Reinforced
Plastics (FRP) within
ship structures

2026

MSC

SDC

Completed

MSC 98/23,
paragraph 10.22;
MSC 107/20,
paragraph 17.89
SDC 12/18,
paragraph 7.18;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 19.42
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Sub-Committee on Ship Design and Construction (SDC)

the reduction of GHG
emissions from ships
using new

Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|[Associated |Coordinating |Status  of|Status of|References
SD, if applicable {[number completion organ(s) organ output for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2
2 2.9 Revision of SOLAS(2028 MSC SSE SDC In progress MSC 105/20,
chapters 1l-1 (part C) paragraph 18.23;
and V, and related MSC 107/20,
instruments regarding paragraph 12.4,
steering and MSC 110/21, section 18
propulsion SDC 12/18,
requirements, to paragraphs 5.14 and
address both 5.15
traditional and non-
traditional  propulsion
and steering systems
Notes:[MSC 110 extended TCY to 2028
2 2.23 Development of a goal-|2030 MSC "/ HTW / Ongoing MSC 104/18,
based instrument for CCC / SDC paragraph 15.9.2;
maritime autonomous / SSE / MSC 105/20, section 7;
surface ships (MASS) NCSR MSC 106/19, section 5;
MSC 107/20, section 5,
MSC 108/20, section 4;
MSC 109/22, section 5;
MSC 111/22,
paragraphs 5.40 and
5.41
Notes: MSC 111 agreed to assign the CCC, HTW, Ill, NCSR, SDC and SSE Sub-Committees as associated organs and agreed to extend the target
completion year to 2030.
3 3.8 Development of a|Continuous|{MSC MEPC / lll /|MSC Ongoing SDC 12/18,
safety regulatory HTW / CCC paragraphs 9.27 and
framework to support / SDC/ SSE 9.30; MSC 111/22,

section 6
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Sub-Committee on Ship Design and Construction (SDC)

Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|[Associated |Coordinating |Status  of|Status of|References
SD, if applicable {[number completion organ(s) organ output for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2
technologies and
alternative fuels
6 6.1 Role of the human|Continuous(MSC/MEPC (lll / PPR /[HTW No work MSC 89/25,
element CCC / sDC requested paragraphs 10.10, 10.16
/ SSE / and 22.39 and annex
NCSR 21;
MEPC 78/17,
paragraph 10.4 and 13
6 6.2 Validated model|Continuous(MSC / MEPC |lll / PPR /|HTW No work MSC 100/20,
training courses CCC / sDC requested paragraphs 10.3 to 10.6
/ SSE [/ and 17.28; MSC 105/20,
NCSR section 16, MSC
108/20,

paragraph 12.32;

PPR 9/21, section 12;
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.1, 9.14 to
9.15; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.1

7 71 Unified interpretation|Continuous(MSC / MEPC /{lll / PPR / Ongoing MSC 76/23,
of provisions of IMO FAL /LEG CCC / sDC paragraph 20.3;
safety, security, / SSE [/ MSC 78/26,
environment, NCSR paragraph 22.12;
facilitation, liability and MSC 108/20,
compensation-related paragraph 18.13,
conventions section 19,

MSC.1/Circ.1456/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1572/Rev.2,
MSC.1/Circ.1509/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1511/Rev.1,
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Sub-Committee on Ship Design and Construction (SDC)

Reference

to

SD, if applicable

Output
number

Description

Target
completion
year

Parent organ(s)

Associated
organ(s)

Coordinating
organ

Status  of
output for
Year 1

Status
output
Year 2

of
for

References

MSC.1/Circ.1680;
MEPC 78/17, section 4,
and paragraphs 5.6 and
5.7; MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 4.8, 4.26,
4.27, 6.26 to 6.29;
MEPC 80/17,
paragraphs 4.11 and
5.24;

SDC 12/18,

paragraph 10.3

7.21

Amendments to the

2011 ESP Code

Continuous

MSC

SDC

Ongoing

MSC 92/26,
paragraph 13.31;
MSC 107/20,
paragraph 12.2;
MSC 108/20, section 3
and paragraph 15.5,
MSC.553(108);
SDC 12/18,
paragraph 4.28;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.8 and
12.9

7.31

Development of
amendments to
chapter 15 of the FSS
Code on enclosed
spaces containing a
nitrogen receiver or a

2027

MSC

SSE

SDC

In progress

SDC 12/18,
paragraphs 13.9 and
13.10;

MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.33
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Sub-Committee on Ship Design and Construction (SDC)

Reference to|Output Description Target Parent organ(s)|[Associated |Coordinating |Status  of|Status of|References
SD, if applicable {[number completion organ(s) organ output for|output for
year Year 1|Year 2

buffer tank of nitrogen
generator systems

7 7.32 Revision of the|2028 MSC SSE SDC Extended SDC 12/18,
Guidelines for the paragraph 14.9;
application of plastic MSC 111/22,
pipes on ships paragraph 12.34
(resolution A.753(18))

7 7.33 Review and, if{2027 MSC SDC Completed MSC 110/21,
necessary, paragraph 18.73;
amendment of SOLAS MSC 111/22,
regulations - paragraphs 12.24 and
2/13.4.1.1and 13.4.2.1 12.30
to clarify the
requirements on
escape arrangements
from the lower part of
machinery spaces

7 7.42 Revision of the Interim|2027 MSC HTW / SSE |SDC Completed MSC 110/21, section
explanatory notes for 18; MSC 108/20,
the assessment of paragraph 15.23.3;
passenger ship MSC 105/20,
systems' capabilities paragraphs 15.24.2 and
after a fire or flooding 18.54; MSC 103/21,
casualty paragraph 18.31;
(MSC.1/Circ.1369) and SDC 12/18,
related circulars paragraph 3.27,;

MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.2
Notes:[MSC 108 extended TCY to 2025, and MSC 110 extended TCY to 2027
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Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment (SSE)*3

related technologies

Reference to|Output [Description Target Parent Associated|Coordinating |Status of output  |Status |References
SD, if[number completion [organ(s) organ(s) |organ for of output
applicable year Year 1 for
Year 2
1 1.3 Development of|2026 MSC SSE SDC Completed MSC 111/22,
amendments to chapter 6 paragraph 12.32
of the 2009 MODU Code
regarding electrical
equipment capable of
operation after shutdown
1 1.13 Development of[2026 MSC SSE Completed MSC 107/20,
amendments to paragraph 17.16
paragraph 2.1.2.5 of SSE 12/21, paragraph 7.7
chapter 5 of the FSS
Code on construction
requirements for gaskets
1 1.14 Development of engine[2028 MSC HTW /|SDC No work requested MSC 110/21,
control room alert SSE paragraph 18.43
management
(ECRAM) performance
standards
2 2.3 Amendments to the IGF|Continuous|MSC HTW /|CCC No work requested MSC 94/21,
Code and development PPR/SDC paragraphs 18.5 and 18.6;
of guidelines for / SSE MSC 96/25,
alternative fuels and paragraphs 10.1 to 10.3;

MSC 97/22,

paragraph 19.2;

PPR 6/20, paragraph 3.39;
MSC 102/24,

paragraph 21.4;

MSC 106/19,

3

prepared by SSE 12 (SSE 12/21, annex 4).

SSE 12 reports to MSC 112. However, for the purpose of presenting the status reports of all sub-committees, the biennial agenda of SSE Sub-Committee is included as
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Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment (SSE)*3

Reference to|Output [Description Target Parent Associated|Coordinating |Status of output  |Status |References
SD, if[number completion [organ(s) organ(s) |organ for of output
applicable year Year 1 for
Year 2
paragraph 16.42,
MSC 108/20, sections 3 and
14; MSC 109/22, sections 3
and 14; MSC 111/22,
section 6
2 2.9 Revision of SOLAS|2028 MSC SSE SDC No work requested MSC 105/20,
chapters II-1 (part C) and paragraph 18.23;
V, and related MSC 107/20,
instruments regarding paragraph 12.4,
steering and propulsion MSC 110/21, section 18;
requirements, to address MSC 111/22,
both traditional and non- paragraph 12.10
traditional propulsion and
steering systems
Notes:[MSC 110 extended TCY to 2028
2 2.16 Revision of SOLAS|2027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 98/23,
chapter Il and the paragraphs 20.41 and
International Life-Saving 20.42;
Appliance (LSA) Code SSE 12/21, section 5
2 2.23 Development of a goal-{2030 MSC I/ HTW / MSC 104/18,
based instrument for CCC / paragraph 15.9.2;
maritime autonomous SDC / SSE MSC 105/20, section 7;
surface ships (MASS) / NCSR MSC 106/19, section 5;

MSC 107/20, section 5,
MSC 108/20, section 4;
MSC 109/22, section 5;
MSC 111/22,

paragraphs 5.40 and 5.41
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Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment (SSE)*3

Reference to|Output [Description Target Parent Associated|Coordinating |Status of output  |Status |References

SD, if[number completion [organ(s) organ(s) |organ for of output

applicable year Year 1 for

Year 2
Notes: MSC 111 agreed to assign the CCC, HTW, lll, NCSR, SDC and SSE Sub-Committees as associated organs and agreed to extend the target
completion year to 2030.

3 3.8 Development of a safety|Continuous|MSC MEPC / lI{MSC Ongoing MSC 111/22, section 6;
regulatory framework to / HTW / SSE 12/21, section 17
support the reduction of CCC /

GHG emissions from SDC / SSE
ships using new

technologies and

alternative fuels

6 6.1 Role of the human|Continuous|MSC /{1 / PPR /[HTW No work requested MSC 89/25,

element MEPC CCC / paragraphs 10.10, 10.16
SDC/ SSE and 22.39 and annex 21;

/ NCSR MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 10.4 and 13

6 6.2 Validated model training|Continuous|MSC /I / PPR /IHTW Completed MSC 100/20,

courses MEPC CCC / paragraphs 10.3 to 10.6 and

SDC/SSE 17.28; MSC 105/20,

/ NCSR section 16, MSC 108/20,
paragraph 12.32;
PPR 9/21, section 12;
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.1, 9.14 to
9.15; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.1;
SSE 12/21, paragraph 11.7

7 71 Unified interpretation of|Continuous|MSC /I / PPR / Ongoing MSC 76/23,
provisions of IMO safety, MEPC /|CCC / paragraph 20.3;
security, environment, FAL/LEG |SDC/SSE MSC 78/26,
facilitation, liability and / NCSR paragraph 22.12;

MSC 108/20,
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Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment (SSE)*3

the
and

guidelines for

maintenance

Reference to|Output [Description Target Parent Associated|Coordinating |Status of output  |Status |References
SD, if[number completion [organ(s) organ(s) |organ for of output
applicable year Year 1 for
Year 2
compensation-related paragraph 18.13,
conventions section 19,
MSC.1/Circ.1456/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1572/Rev.2,
MSC.1/Circ.1509/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1511/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1680;
MEPC 78/17, section 4, and
paragraphs 5.6 and 5.7,
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 4.8, 4.26, 4.27,
6.26 to 6.29; MEPC 80/17,
paragraphs 4.11 and 5.24;
SSE 12/21, section10
7 7.15 Development of|2028 MSC CCC SSE In progress MSC 103/21,
amendments to SOLAS paragraph 18.8;
chapter 1l-2 and the FSS MSC 110/21,
Code concerning paragraph 18.109.5;
detection and control of SSE 12/21, section12
fires in cargo holds and
on the cargo deck of
container ships
7 719 Amendments to the LSA|2027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 84/24,
Code for thermal paragraph 22.48
performance of MSC 110/21,
immersion suits paragraph 18.109.4
SSE 12/21, section 15
7 7.25 Revision of the Revised|2026 MSC SSE Completed MSC 107/20,

paragraph 17.60;
SSE 12/21, paragraph 4.8
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Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment (SSE)*3

Reference to

applicable

SD, if

Output
number

Description

Target
completion
year

Parent
organ(s)

Associated
organ(s)

Coordinating
organ

Status of output

for
Year 1

Status
of output
for

Year 2

References

inspections  of fixed
carbon  dioxide fire-
extinguishing  systems
(MSC.1/Circ.1318/Rev.1)
to clarify the testing and
inspection provisions for

CO2 cylinders

7.29

Comprehensive review of
the Requirements for
maintenance, thorough
examination, operational
testing, overhaul and
repair of lifeboats and
rescue boats, launching
appliances and release
gear (resolution
MSC.402(96)) to address
challenges with their
implementation

2027

MSC

SSE

In progress

MSC 107/20,
paragraph 17.62;
SSE 12/21, section 14

7.30

Amendments to SOLAS
chapter Ill and chapter IV
of the LSA Code to
require the carriage of
self-righting or canopied
reversible liferafts for
new ships

2027

MSC

SSE

In progress

MSC 99/22,
paragraph 20.22;
SSE 12/21, section 6

7.31

Development of
amendments to chapter
15 of the FSS Code on
enclosed spaces

2027

MSC

SSE

SDC

No work requested

MSC 110/21,
paragraph 18.108.2
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Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment (SSE)*3

of fire protection,
detection and extinction
arrangements in vehicle,
special category and ro-
ro spaces in order to
reduce the fire risk of
ships  carrying  new
energy vehicles

Reference to|Output [Description Target Parent Associated|Coordinating |Status of output  |Status |References
SD, iffnumber completion [organ(s) organ(s) |organ for of output
applicable year Year 1 for
Year 2
containing a nitrogen
receiver or a buffer tank
of nitrogen generator
systems
7 7.32 Revision of the|2028 MSC SSE SDC No work requested MSC 105/20,
Guidelines for the paragraph 18.40;
application of plastic SSE 11/20,
pipes on ships paragraph 17.10; MSC
(resolution A.753(18)) 110/21, paragraph 18.108.3
7 7.34 Revision of the 2010 FTP|2028 MSC SSE Extended SSE 10/20, section 8;
Code to allow for new fire MSC 103/21,
protection systems and paragraph 18.28;
materials SSE 12/21, section 8
Notes:|MSC 111 extended TCY to 2028
7 7.36 New requirements for|2027 MSC SSE In progress SSE 10, section 3;
ventilation of survival MSC 109/22,
craft paragraph 12.2;
SSE 12/21, section 3
7 7.37 Evaluation of adequacy|2027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 105/20,

paragraph 18.43;
SSE 11/20, section 16;
SSE 12/21, section 16
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Sub-Committee on Ship Systems and Equipment (SSE)?
Reference to|Output [Description Target Parent Associated|Coordinating |Status of output  |Status |References
SD, if[number completion [organ(s) organ(s) |organ for of output
applicable year Year 1 for
Year 2
Notes:| SSE 12 agreed to request MSC 112 to extend the completion year for this output to 2029.
7 7.41 Development of|2026 MSC SSE In progress MSC 101/24,
provisions to consider paragraph 21.27; SSE
prohibiting the use of fire- 12/21, section 13
fighting foams containing
fluorinated substances,
in addition to PFOS for
fire-fighting on board
ships
Notes:|SSE 12 agreed to request MSC 112 to extend the target completion year of the output to 2027.
7 7.42 Revision of the Interim|2027 MSC HTW /|SDC Completed MSC 110/21, section 18;
explanatory notes for the SSE MSC 108/20,
assessment of paragraph 15.23.3;
passenger ship systems' MSC 105/20,
capabilities after a fire or paragraphs 15.24.2 and
flooding casualty 18.54; MSC 103/21,
(MSC.1/Circ.1369) and paragraph 18.31;
related circulars MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.2
Notes:|MSC 108 extended TCY to 2025, and MSC 110 extended TCY to 2027
7 7.48 Review and update|2026 MSC SSE In progress MSC 105/20,
SOLAS regulation 11-2/9 paragraphs 18.8 and 18.9;
on containment of fire to SSE 12/21, section 9
incorporate existing
guidance and clarify
requirements
Notes:|SSE 12 agreed to request MSC 112 to extend the target completion year of the output to 2028.

*k%
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10

11

12

13

ANNEX 34

PROVISIONAL AGENDAS FOR THE FORTHCOMING
SESSIONS OF THE SUB-COMMITTEES

PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR CCC 12

Adoption of the agenda
Decisions of other IMO bodies

Amendments to the IGF Code and development of guidelines for alternative fuels and
related technologies (2.3)

Development of a safety regulatory framework to support the reduction of GHG
emissions from ships using new technologies and alternative fuels (3.8)

Amendments to the IMSBC Code and supplements (7.13)

Amendments to the IMDG Code and supplements (7.10)

Revision of the Revised guidelines for the preparation of the Cargo Securing Manual
(MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2) to include a harmonized performance standard for lashing

software to permit lashing software as a supplement to the Cargo Securing Manual (7.40)

Consideration of reports of incidents involving dangerous goods or marine pollutants
in packaged form on board ships or in port areas (7.28)

Unified interpretation of provisions of IMO safety, security, environment, facilitation,
liability and compensation-related conventions (7.1)

Biennial status report and provisional agenda for CCC 13
Election of the Chair and Vice-Chair for 2027
Any other business

Report to the Committees
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PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR HTW 13

1 Adoption of the agenda

2 Decisions of other IMO bodies

3 Validated model training courses (6.2)

4 Role of the human element (6.1)

5 Reports on unlawful practices associated with certificates of competency (6.3)

6 Comprehensive review of the 1978 STCW Convention and Code (6.17)

7 Development of a safety regulatory framework to support the reduction of GHG

emissions from ships using new technologies and alternative fuels (3.8)

8 Scoping exercise and enhancement of the effectiveness of provisions on fatigue and
seafarers' hours of work and rest (6.9)

9 Biennial agenda and provisional agenda for HTW 14
10 Election of Chair and Vice-Chair for 2028
11 Any other business

12 Report to the Maritime Safety Committee
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11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR 11l 12

Adoption of the agenda
Decisions of other IMO bodies

Consideration and analysis of reports on alleged inadequacy of port
reception facilities (7.7)

Lessons learned and safety issues identified from the analysis of marine safety
investigation reports (7.4)

Review of the Casualty Investigation Code and the associated implementation
Guidelines (resolution A.1075(28)) (7.43)

Measures to harmonize port State control (PSC) activities and procedures
worldwide (1.11)

Development of an entrant training manual for PSC personnel (6.10)

Identified issues relating to the implementation of IMO instruments from the analysis
of data (7.5)

Analysis of consolidated audit summary reports (1.4)

Updated Survey Guidelines under the Harmonized System of Survey and Certification
(HSSC) (7.27)

Non-exhaustive list of obligations under instruments relevant to the IMO Instruments
Implementation Code (1l Code) (1.5)

Comprehensive revision of the Guidelines on the implementation of the ISM Code by
Administrations and companies (6.5)

Unified interpretation of provisions of IMO safety, security, environment, facilitation,
liability and compensation related conventions (7.1)

Cooperate with the United Nations on matters of mutual interest, as well as provide
relevant input/guidance - Review the draft guidelines for the seaworthiness and safety
inspection of small fishing vessels and associated inspection checklist (OW 8)
Biennial agenda and provisional agenda for 11l 13

Election of Chair and Vice-Chair for 2027

Any other business

Report to the Committees

IAMSC\11\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx



MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 34, page 4

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR NCSR 13

Adoption of the agenda

Decisions of other IMO bodies

Routeing measures and ship reporting systems (7.22)
Updates to the LRIT system (7.23)

Developments in GMDSS services, including guidelines on maritime safety
information (MSI) (7.2)

Response to matters related to the ITU-R Study Groups and ITU World
Radiocommunication Conference (2.1)

Development of global maritime SAR services, including harmonization of maritime
and aeronautical procedures and amendments to the IAMSAR Manual (1.34)

Development of guidelines for EPIRB which implement the two-way communication
service via the SAR/Galileo Return Link service as a complement to EPIRB
performance standards (resolution MSC.471(101)) (2.18)

Development of guidance to establish a framework for data distribution and global
IP-based connectivity between shore-based facilities and ships for ECDIS S-100
products (2.12) and operational guidance for route exchange (2.15)

Development of performance standards for dual frequency multi-constellation
satellite-based augmentation systems (DFMC SBAS) and advanced receiver
autonomous integrity monitoring (ARAIM) in shipborne radionavigation receivers (2.7)

Development of a transition scheme for the introduction of digital technology for Very
High Frequency (VHF) voice communications (2.5)

Revision of the Performance standards for gyro-compasses (resolution A.424(XI))
and Guidance for navigation and communication equipment intended for use on ships
operating in polar waters (MSC.1/Circ.1612) (2.14)

Development of performance standards for Ranging mode (R-mode) in
radionavigation receivers (2.17)

Unified interpretation of provisions of IMO safety, security, environment, facilitation,
liability and compensation-related conventions (7.1)

Biennial status report and provisional agenda for NCSR 14
Election of Chair and Vice-Chair for 2027
Any other business

Report to the Maritime Safety Committee

IAMSC\11\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx



MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 34, page 5

10

11

12

13

14

PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR SDC 13

Adoption of the agenda

Decisions of other IMO bodies

Amendments to the 2011 ESP Code (7.21)

Revision of SOLAS chapters 1I-1 (part C) and V, and related instruments regarding
steering and propulsion requirements, to address both traditional and non-traditional

propulsion and steering systems (2.9)

Development of engine control room alert management (ECRAM) performance
standards (1.14)

Development of a safety regulatory framework to support the reduction of GHG
emissions from ships using new technologies and alternative fuels (3.8)

Development of amendments to chapter 15 of the FSS Code on enclosed spaces
containing a nitrogen receiver or a buffer tank of nitrogen generator systems (7.31)

Revision of the Guidelines for the application of plastic pipes on ships
(resolution A.753(18)) (7.32)

Experience-building phase (EBP) for the reduction of underwater radiated noise from
shipping (1.16)

Unified interpretation of provisions of IMO safety, security, environment, facilitation,
liability and compensation-related conventions (7.1)

Biennial status report and provisional agenda for SDC 14
Election of Chair and Vice-Chair for 2028
Any other business

Report to the Maritime Safety Committee
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11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR SSE 13

Adoption of the agenda
Decisions of other IMO bodies
New requirements for ventilation of survival craft (7.36)

Development of a safety regulatory framework to support the reduction of GHG
emissions from ships using new technologies and alternative fuels (3.8)

Revision of SOLAS chapter Il and the LSA Code (2.16)

Amendments to SOLAS chapter Il and chapter IV of the LSA Code to require the
carriage of self-righting or canopied reversible liferafts for new ships (7.30)

Evaluation of adequacy of fire protection, detection and extinction arrangements in
vehicle, special category and ro-ro spaces in order to reduce the fire risk of ships
carrying new energy vehicles (7.37)

Revision of the 2010 FTP Code to allow for new fire protection systems and materials
(7.34)

Review and update SOLAS regulation 11-2/9 on containment of fire to incorporate
existing guidance and clarify requirements (7.48)

Unified interpretation of provisions of IMO safety, security, environment, facilitation,
liability and compensation-related conventions (7.1)

Development of amendments to SOLAS chapter 11-2 and the FSS Code concerning
detection and control of fires in cargo holds and on the cargo deck of containerships
(7.15)

Development of provisions to consider prohibiting the use of foams containing
fluorinated substances, in addition to PFOS, for fire-fighting on board ships (7.41)

Comprehensive review of the Requirements for maintenance, thorough examination,
operational testing, overhaul and repair of lifeboats and rescue boats, launching
appliances and release gear (resolution MSC.402(96)) to address challenges with
their implementation (7.29)

Amendments to the LSA Code for thermal performance of immersion suits (7.19)
Biennial status report and provisional agenda for SSE 14

Election of Chair and Vice-Chair for 2028

Any other business

Report to the Maritime Safety Committee

*k%
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ANNEX 35

BIENNIAL STATUS REPORT' OF THE MARITIME SAFETY COMMITTEE
FOR THE 2026-2027 BIENNIUM

Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SD?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output

applicable year Year 1

1 1.2 Input on identifying emerging|Continuous |TCC MSC / No work MEPC 78/17, section 12;
needs of developing countries, MEPC / FAL requested MEPC 79/15, section 7;
in particular SIDS and LDCs to /LEG MEPC 80/17, section 12
be included in the ITCP

1 1.3 Development of amendments|2026 MSC SSE SDC Completed MSC 111/22,
to chapter 6 of the 2009 MODU paragraph 12.32;

Code regarding electrical
equipment capable of
operation after shutdown

1 1.4 Analysis of consolidated audit|Continuous |Assembly MSC /|Council Ongoing MEPC 61/24,
summary reports MEPC /LEG paragraph 11.14.1;
/TCC /I MSC 88/26,

paragraph 10.8; C 120/D,
paragraphs 7.1 and 7.2;
MSC 105/20,

paragraph 13.10;

For details, refer to Organizational Planning module of GISIS.

Strategic directions:

SD 1: Ensure implementation of IMO instruments supported by capacity development

SD 2: Integrate new, emerging and advancing technologies in the regulatory framework

SD 3: Respond to climate change and reduce greenhouse gas emissions from international shipping
SD 4: Continue to engage in ocean governance

SD 5: Enhance global facilitation, supply chain resilience and security of international trade

SD 6: Address the human element

SD 7: Ensure the regulatory effectiveness of international shipping

SD 8: Ensure organizational effectiveness

OW: Other work
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Reference
to SD?, if
applicable

Output
number

Description

Target
completion
year

Parent
organ(s)

Associated
organ(s)

Coordinating
organ

Status of
output
Year 1

Year 2

References

MSC 106/19,
paragraphs 14.11 and
16.37; MSC 108/20,
paragraphs 13.8 and
13.9; MSC 109/22,
paragraph 15.11
MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 10.7 to 10.11;
MEPC 79/15,
paragraph 9.3;

MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.7

MSC 105/20,
paragraph 13.10;
MSC 106/19,
paragraphs 14.11 and
16.37; MSC 108/20,
paragraphs 13.8 and
13.9; MSC 109/22,
paragraph 15.11;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 2.6

Non-exhaustive

list

of

obligations under instruments

relevant to the
Instruments

Code (Il Code)

IMO

Implementation

Continuous

MSC / MEPC

Ongoing

MSC 91/22,
paragraph 10.30;
MSC 108/20,
paragraph 13.7.3;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 17.9.3
MEPC 77/16,
paragraphs 10.8 and
10.9; MEPC 79/15,
paragraph 9.13;
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.9.3
Notes:|MSC 109 and MEPC 83 agreed to change the type of output from "annual” to "continuous".
1 1.7 Identify thematic priorities|Annual TCC MSC / No work MEPC 78/17, section 12;
within the area of maritime MEPC / FAL requested MEPC 80/17, section 12;
safety and security, marine /[ LEG MSC 108/20,
environmental protection, paragraphs 19.18 to
facilitation of maritime traffic 19.20, FAL 49/22,
and maritime legislation paragraph 16.5
MSC 108/20,
paragraphs 19.18 to
19.20
1 1.11 Measures to harmonize port|Continuous |MSC/MEPC|HTW /PPR/|llI Ongoing MSC 101/24,
State control (PSC) activities NCSR paragraph 21.48;
and procedures worldwide MEPC 75/18,

paragraphs 11.10 and
11.11;

MSC 104,

paragraph 13.7.1;

MSC 108/20,
paragraph 13.7.1;

MSC 109/22,
paragraph 15.7;

MSC 111/22,
paragraph 17.9.1
MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 7.73 and 9.8;
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.5 and 9.6;
MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.9.1
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
1 1.13 Development of amendments|2026 MSC SSE In progress MSC 107/20,
to paragraph 2.1.2.5 of chapter paragraph 17.16
5 of the FSS Code on
construction requirements for
gaskets
1 1.14 Development of engine control|2028 MSC HTW /SSE [SDC In progress MSC 110/21,
room alert management paragraph 18.43;
(ECRAM) performance MSC 111/22,
standards paragraph 12.12
1 1.17 Development of guidelines for|2026 MSC CCC Completed MSC 103/21,
the use of ammonia cargo as paragraph 18.2;
fuel and provisions for the use MSC 104/18,
of alternative fuels other than paragraph 15.16;
cargo on gas carriers MSC 105/20,
paragraph 18.50;
MSC 108/20,
paragraph 14.20 and
section 18; MSC 109/22,
paragraphs 14.5 to 14.10
and 19.38.1;
CCC 9/14, section 4,
CCC 10/16, section 4;
MSC 111/22, paragraphs
6.37 and 19.26.2
1 7.20 Development of measures to|2025 MSC CCC Completed CCC 11/16,
prevent the loss of containers paragraph 10.21
1 1.34 Development of global|Continuous (MSC NCSR Ongoing MSC 108/20, section 12;
maritime SAR services, MSC 109/22,
including harmonization of paragraph 13.4 and
maritime and aeronautical annex 11,
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
procedures and amendments MSC.1/Circ.1686;
to the IAMSAR Manual NCSR 12/20, section 7
2 2.1 Response to matters related to|Continuous |MSC NCSR Ongoing MSC 106/19, 1
the ITU-R Study Groups and paragraphs 3.28 to 13.33;
ITU World MSC 107/20,
Radiocommunication paragraphs 15.4 and 15.5
Conference and annex 36;
NCSR 12/20, section 6
and annexes 7 and 8
2 2.3 Amendments to the IGF Code|Continuous |MSC HTW /PPR/|CCC Ongoing MSC 94/21,
and development of guidelines SDC / SSE paragraphs 18.5 and
for alternative fuels and related 18.6; MSC 96/25,
technologies paragraphs 10.1 to 10.3;
MSC 97/22,
paragraph 19.2;
PPR 6/20,
paragraph 3.39;
MSC 102/24,
paragraph 21.4;
MSC 106/19,
paragraph 16.42,
MSC 108/20, sections 3
and 14; MSC 109/22,
sections 3 and 14;
MSC 111/22, section 6
2 2.5 Development of a transition|2027 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 109/22,

scheme for the introduction of
digital technology for Very
High Frequency (VHF) voice
communications

paragraph 19.26
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
2 2.6 Guidelines for use of Fibre-{2026 MSC SDC Completed MSC 98/23,
Reinforced Plastics (FRP) paragraph 10.22;
within ship structures MSC 107/20,
paragraph 17.89;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.13
MSC.1/Circ.1574/Rev.1
2 2.7 Development of performance|2027 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 107/20,
standards for dual frequency paragraph 17.58.2
multi-constellation  satellite-
based augmentation systems
(DFMC SBAS) and advanced
receiver autonomous integrity
monitoring (ARAIM) in
shipborne radionavigation
receivers
2 2.9 Revision of SOLAS chapters|2028 MSC SSE SDC In progress MSC 105/20,
II-1 (part C) and V, and related paragraph 18.23;
instruments regarding steering MSC 107/20,
and propulsion requirements, paragraph 12.4;
to address both traditional and MSC 110/21, section 18;
non-traditional propulsion and MSC 111/22,
steering systems paragraph 12.10
Notes:|MSC 110 extended TCY to 2028
2 2.11 Development of a|2027 FAL MSC In progress MSC 108/20,
comprehensive strategy on MEPC paragraph 2.16;
maritime digitalization MEPC 82/17,
paragraph 14.10;
FAL 50/20, section 8;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 21.19
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References

to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output

applicable year Year 1

Notes:|FAL 50 invited LEG 113 to become an associated organ

2 212 Development of guidance to|2026 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 109/22,
establish a framework for data paragraphs 19.27 to
distribution and global IP- 19.34
based connectivity between
shore-based facilites and
ships for ECDIS S-100
products

2 2.14 Revision of the Performance|2027 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 107/20,
standards for gyro-compasses paragraph 17.47
(resolution  A.424(XI)) and
Guidance for navigation and
communication equipment
intended for use on ships
operating in polar waters
(MSC.1/Circ.1612)

2 2.15 Development of operational|2026 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 109/22,
guidance for route exchange paragraph 19.30

2 2.16 Revision of SOLAS chapter 1112027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 98/23,
and the International Life- paragraphs 20.41 and
Saving Appliance (LSA) Code 20.42

2 217 Development of performance|2027 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 110/21,
standards for Ranging mode paragraph 18.35
(R-mode) in radionavigation
receivers

2 2.18 Development of guidelines for|2026 MSC NCSR In progress MSC 107/20,
EPIRB which implement the paragraph 17.35
two-way communication
service via the SAR/Galileo
Return Link service as a
complement to EPIRB
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
performance standards
(resolution MSC.471(101))
2 2.21 Review of Formal Safety|Continuous [MSC Ongoing MSC 105/20, section 11;
Assessment (FSA) studies by MSC 106/19, section 9;
the FSA Experts' Group MSC 107/20, section 10,
MSC 108/20, section 11;
MSC 109/22, section 11
2 2.23 Development of a goal-based|2030 MSC "/ HTW / In progress MSC 104/18,
instrument for maritime CCC/sDC/ paragraph 15.9.2;
autonomous surface ships SSE/NCSR MSC 105/20, section 7;
(MASS) MSC 106/19, section 5;
MSC 107/20, section 5,
MSC 108/20, section 4;
MSC 109/22, section 5;
MSC 111/22, section 5
Notes:[MSC 111 agreed to assign the CCC, HTW, Ill, NCSR, SDC and SSE Sub-Committees as associated organs and agreed to extend the target
completion year to 2030.
3 3.8 Development of a safety|Continuous [MSC MEPC / 1l /IMSC Ongoing MSC 111/22, section 6
regulatory  framework to HTW/CCC/
support the reduction of GHG SDC/ SSE
emissions from ships using
new technologies and
alternative fuels
4 4.2 Input to the ITCP on emerging|Continuous |TCC MSC / No work MEPC 72/17, section 12;
issues relating to sustainable MEPC / FAL requested MEPC 73/19, section 13;
development and achievement /[ LEG MEPC 74/18, section 12
of the SDGs MEPC 78/17, section 12;
MEPC 80/17, section 12
5 5.2 Guidelines and guidance on|Continuous |MSC Ongoing MSC 109/22,
the implementation and paragraph 19.16.3
interpretation  of  SOLAS

AMSC\111\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx




MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 35, page 9

Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SD?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
chapter XI-2 and the ISPS
Code
Notes:[MSC 109 changed they type of the output from annual to continuous.
5 53 Consideration and analysis of|Continuous |MSC Ongoing MSC 105/20,
reports on piracy and armed paragraph 9.1;
robbery against ships MSC 106/19, section 7;
MSC 107/20, section 7,
MSC 108/20, section 8;
MSC 109/22, sections 9
and 19
Notes:[MSC 109 changed the type of output from "annual” to "continuous".
5 5.4 Revised guidance relating to|Continuous |[IMSC LEG Ongoing MSC 105/20,
the prevention of piracy and paragraph 9.1;
armed robbery to reflect MSC 106/19.
emerging trends and paragraph 7.7;
behaviour patterns MSC 107/20, section 7;
MSC 108/20, section 8,
MSC 109/22, sections 9
and 19
Notes:[MSC 109 changed the type of output from "annual" to "continuous".
5 5.6 Development of amendments|2027 FAL MSC Completed FAL 49/22
to the Revised guidelines on paragraph 19.3,
the prevention of access by MSC 110/21,
stowaways and the allocation paragraph 18.92;
of responsibilities to seek the FAL 50/20, section 12 and
successful resolution of resolution FAL.20(50);
stowaway cases (resolutions MSC 111/22
FAL.13(42) and MSC.448(99)) paragraphs 7.5 and 7.6
5 5.9 Development of amendments|2027 FAL MSC No work FAL 48/20
to the Revised guidelines for requested paragraph 17.7;
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
the prevention and MSC 108/20,
suppression of the smuggling paragraph 2.16;
of drugs, psychotropic FAL 50/20, section 11
substances and precursor
chemicals on ships engaged in
international maritime traffic
(resolutions FAL.9(34) and
MSC.228(82))
5 5.1 Development of guidelines on|2028 FAL MSC No work FAL 50/20,
port nautical information requested paragraph 17.3;
MSC 111/22,
paragraphs 19.24 and
19.25
Notes:|FAL 50 has invited MSC to become associated organ. MSC 111 agreed to become an associated organ.
5 512 Measures to address maritime|2027 LEG MSC In progress
security threats
5 513 IMO's contribution to[2026 MSC / FAL / Completed FAL 41/17,
addressing unsafe  mixed LEG paragraph 7.15;
migration by sea MSC 98/23,
paragraph 16.14;
FAL 43/20,
paragraph 10.7;
MSC 101/24,
paragraph 19.8;
MSC 104/18,

paragraph 9.5;

MSC 105/20, section 10;
FAL 46/24,

paragraph 11.4,
MSC106/19, section 8;
resolution MSC.528(106);
MSC 107/20, section 9,
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
MSC 108/20, section 9;
MSC 109/22, section 10;
FAL 49/22, section 14;
FAL 50/20, section 13;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 9.2
Notes:|FAL 50 agreed to complete the output (FAL 50/20, paragraph 13.4). MSC 111 agreed that the work on the output had been completed
(MSC 111/22, paragraph 9.2)
5 5.15 Development of a non-|2028 FAL MSC No work FAL 50/20
mandatory maritime cyber requested paragraph 17.9;
code MSC 111/22
paragraph 19.25
Notes:|FAL 50 invited MSC to become associated organ
6 6.1 Role of the human element Continuous [MSC / MEPC|IlIl / PPR /|HTW Ongoing MSC 89/25,
CCC/sDC/ paragraphs 10.10, 10.16
SSE /NCSR and 22.39 and annex 21;
MEPC 78/17,
paragraphs 10.4 and 13
6 6.2 Validated model training|Continuous ([MSC /MEPC]|IIl / PPR /|HTW Ongoing MSC 100/20,
courses CCcc/sDC/ paragraphs 10.3 to 10.6
SSE /NCSR and 17.28;

MSC 105/20, section 16;
MSC 108/20,

paragraph 12.32;

PPR 9/21, section 12;
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.1, 9.14 to
9.15; MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.1
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References

to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output

applicable year Year 1

6 6.3 Reports on unlawful practices|Continuous [MSC HTW Ongoing MSC 83/28,
associated with certificates of paragraph 12.2;
competency MSC 109/22, section 19

Notes:|MSC 109 changed the type of output from annual to continuous.

6 6.5 Comprehensive revision of the|2028 MSC/MEPC [HTW [ In progress MSC 110/21,
guidelines on the paragraph 18.5
implementation of the ISM
Code by Administrations and
companies

6 6.6 Revision of the IMO Standard|2028 MSC HTW NCSR MSC 107/20,
Marine Communication paragraph 17.53
Phrases (resolution A.918(22))

6 6.9 Scoping exercise and|2027 MSC 1l HTW In progress MSC 110/21,
enhancement of the paragraph 18.14
effectiveness of provisions on
fatigue and seafarers' hours of
work and rest

6 6.10 Development of an entrant|2027 MSC / MEPC|lII In progress MSC 103/21,
training manual for PSC paragraph 18.36;
personnel MSC 106/19,

paragraph 16.46
MEPC 76/15,
paragraphs 10.1, 10.2
and 12.5; MEPC 79/15,
paragraph 9.3

6 6.11 Amendments to|2027 MSC CCC No work MSC 111/22,
MSC.1/Circ.1264/Rev.1  and requested paragraph 19.13
MSC.1/Circ.1358/Rev.1 to
provide for additional
equipment and safety
measures
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investigation reports

Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SD?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
6 6.17 Comprehensive review of the|2031 MSC HTW In progress MSC 105/20,
1978 STCW Convention and paragraph 18.13;
Code MSC 107/20,
paragraph 17.71;
MSC 108/20,
paragraph 16.5
7 71 Unified interpretation of|Continuous [MSC / MEPCJIIl / PPR / Ongoing MSC 76/23,
provisions of IMO safety, /FAL/LEG [CCC/SDC/ paragraph 20.3;
security, environment, SSE/NCSR MSC 78/26,
facilitation, liability and paragraph 22.12;
compensation-related MSC 108/20,
conventions paragraph 18.13,
section 19,
MSC.1/Circ.1456/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1572/Rev.2,
MSC.1/Circ.1509/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1511/Rev.1,
MSC.1/Circ.1680;
MEPC 78/17, section 4,
and paragraphs 5.6 and
5.7; MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 4.8, 4.26,
4.27, 6.26 10 6.29;
MEPC 80/17,
paragraphs 4.11 and 5.24
7 7.2 Developments in GMDSS|Continuous |IMSC NCSR Ongoing MSC 108/20, section 12,
services, including guidelines MSC.1/Circ.1310/Rev.2,
on maritime safety information
(MSI)
7 7.4 Lessons learned and safety|Continuous |MSC / MEPCH|III Ongoing MSC 92/26,
issues identified from the paragraph 22.29;
analysis of marine safety MSC 106/19,

paragraphs 14.2 to 14.6;
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
MSC 108/20,
paragraph 13.3 to 13.6;
MSC 109/22,
paragraphs 15.2 to 15.6
MEPC 79/15,
paragraph 9.3;
MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.6
Notes:|MSC 109 and MEPC 83 agreed to change the type of output from "annual” to "continuous".
7 7.5 Identified issues relating to the|Continuous |MSC / MEPC Il Ongoing MSC 96/25,
implementation of IMO paragraph 23.13;
instruments from the analysis MSC 106/19,
of data paragraphs 14.12 and 16.
MSC 108/20,
paragraph 13.4;
MSC 109/22,
paragraph 15.3
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 12.13 and
12.14; MEPC 81,
paragraph 10.3
Notes:|MSC 109 agreed to change the type of output from "annual” to "continuous", subject to concurrence of MEPC.
7 7.6 Consideration and analysis of|Continuous |[MSC / FAL Ongoing FAL 50/20, section 14
reports and information on
persons rescued at sea and
stowaways
Notes:|MSC 109 agreed to change the type of output from "annual" to "continuous". FAL 49 concurred it.
7 7.10 Amendments to the IMDG|Continuous [MSC CCC Ongoing MSC 105/20,
Code and supplements paragraphs 3.59 and
14.4; MSC 108/20,
sections 3 and 14;
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
MSC 111/22, sections 3
and 14
7 713 Amendments to the IMSBC|Continuous [MSC CCC Ongoing MSC 105/20,
Code and supplements paragraphs 3.56 and
14.4; MSC 107/20,
paragraphs 17.10 and
17.12; MSC 110/21,
paragraphs 3.53 to 3.55
7 7.15 Development of amendments|2028 MSC CCC SSE In progress MSC 103/21,
to SOLAS chapter 1I-2 and the paragraph 18.8;
FSS Code concerning MSC 110/21,
detection and control of fires in paragraph 18.109.5
cargo holds and on the cargo
deck of container ships
7 7.19 Amendments to the LSA Code|2027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 84/24,
for thermal performance of paragraph 22.48;
immersion suits MSC 110/21,
paragraph 18.109.4
7 7.21 Amendments to the 2011 ESP|Continuous |MSC SDC Ongoing MSC 92/26,
Code paragraph 13.31;
MSC 107/20,
paragraph 12.2;
MSC 108/20, section 3
and paragraph 15.5,
MSC.553(108);
MSC 111/22,
paragraphs 12.7 to 12.9
7 7.22 Routeing measures and ship|Continuous [MSC NCSR Ongoing MSC 108/20,

reporting systems

paragraph 12.4,
SN.1/Circ.343;
MSC 109/22,
paragraph 13.3,
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under the Harmonized System
of Survey and Certification
(HSSC)

Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
COLREG.2/Circ.81,
SN.1/Circ.344
7 7.23 Updates to the LRIT system |Continuous [MSC NCSR Ongoing
7 7.24 Verified goal-based new ship|Continuous |MSC Ongoing MSC 106/19, section 4;
construction standards for MSC 107/20, section 4,
tankers and bulk carriers MSC 109/22, section 4
MSC 111/22, section 4
7 7.25 Revision of the Revised|2026 MSC SSE In progress MSC 107/20,
guidelines for the maintenance paragraph 17.60
and inspections of fixed carbon
dioxide fire-extinguishing
systems
(MSC.1/Circ.1318/Rev.1) to
clarify ~the testing and
inspection provisions for CO2
cylinders
7 7.26 Reports to the MSC on|Continuous [MSC Ongoing MSC 109/22, sections 19
information communicated by and 21,
STCW Parties MSC.1/Circ.1164/Rev.29
Notes:|MSC 109 changed the type of output from annual to continuous.
7 7.27 Updated Survey Guidelines|Continuous [MSC /MEPC|III Ongoing MSC 79/23,

paragraphs 9.19 and
9.20; MSC 104/18,
paragraph 13.7.2;

MSC 106/19,

paragraph 14.13 to 14;
MSC 108/20,

paragraph 13.7.2;

MSC 109/22, section 15;
MSC 111/22,
paragraphs 17.9.2 and
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References

to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output

applicable year Year 1
17.15.
MEPC 68/21,
paragraphs 14.5 and
14.6;
MEPC 72/17,
paragraphs 7.4 and 4.24
to 4.33; MEPC 77/16,
paragraph 10.7;
MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 9.7 to 9.9;
MEPC 81/16,
paragraph 10.9.2

Notes:|MSC 109 agreed to change the type of output from annual to continuous, subject to the concurrence of MEPC.

7 7.28 Consideration of reports of|Continuous |[MSC / MEPC/|III CCC Ongoing CCC 7/15, section 9;
incidents involving dangerous CCC 8/18, section 9;
goods or marine pollutants in CCC9/14, section 9;
packaged form on board ships MSC 109/22, sections 14
or in port areas and 19

Notes:[MSC 109 agreed to change the type of output from annual to continuous.

7 7.29 Comprehensive review of the|2027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 107/20,
Requirements for paragraph 17.62
maintenance, thorough
examination, operational
testing, overhaul and repair of
lifeboats and rescue boats,
launching appliances and
release  gear  (resolution
MSC.402(96)) to address
challenges with their
implementation
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
7 7.30 Amendments to  SOLAS|2027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 99/22,
chapter Il and chapter IV of paragraph 20.22
the LSA Code to require the
carriage of self-righting or
canopied reversible liferafts for
new ships
7 7.31 Development of amendments|2027 MSC SSE SDC In progress MSC 110/21,
to chapter 15 of the FSS Code paragraph 18.108.2;
on enclosed spaces containing MSC 111/22,
a nitrogen receiver or a buffer paragraph 12.33
tank of nitrogen generator
systems
7 7.32 Revision of the Guidelines for|2028 MSC SSE SDC In progress MSC 105/20,
the application of plastic pipes paragraph 18.40;
on ships (resolution A.753(18)) MSC 110/21,
paragraph 18.108.3;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.34
7 7.33 Review and, if necessary,|2027 MSC SDC Completed MSC 110/21,
amendment of SOLAS paragraph 18.73;
regulations 11-2/13.4.1.1 and MSC 111/22,
13.4.21 to clarify the paragraphs 12.24 and
requirements on  escape 12.30
arrangements from the lower
part of machinery spaces
7 7.34 Revision of the 2010 FTP|2028 MSC SSE Extended MSC 103/21,
Code to allow for new fire paragraph 18.28;
protection systems and MSC 109/22,
materials paragraph 12.10
7 7.36 New requirements for|2027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 109/22,
ventilation of survival craft paragraph 12.2
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assessment of passenger ship

Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References

to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output

applicable year Year 1

7 7.37 Evaluation of adequacy of fire|2027 MSC SSE In progress MSC 105/20,
protection, detection and paragraph 18.43
extinction arrangements in
vehicle, special category and
ro-ro spaces in order to reduce
the fire risk of ships carrying
new energy vehicles

7 7.39 Review of the financial|2026 MSC Completed MSC 110/21,
architecture of the LRIT paragraph 18.70;
system MSC 111/22,

paragraph 11.17 and
annexes 22 and 23

7 7.40 Revision of the Revised|2026 MSC CCC Extended MSC 108/20,
guidelines for the preparation paragraph 18.18;
of the cargo securing manual MSC 111/22, section 19
(MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2) to
include a harmonized
performance standard for
lashing software to permit
lashing  software as a
supplement to the Cargo
Securing Manual

Notes:|MSC 111 agreed to extend the target completion year to 2026

7 7.41 Development of provisions t0|2026 MSC SSE In progress MSC 101/24,
consider prohibiting the use of paragraph 21.27
fire-fighting foams containing
fluorinated substances, in
addition to PFOS for fire-
fighting on board ships

7 7.42 Revision of the Interim{2027 MSC HTW /SSE |SDC Completed MSC 111/22,
explanatory notes for the paragraph 12.2;

MSC 110/21, section 18;
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to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
systems' capabilities after a MSC 108/20,
fire or flooding casualty paragraph 15.23.3;
(MSC.1/Circ.1369) and related MSC 105/20,
circulars paragraphs 15.24.2 and
18.54; MSC 103/21,
paragraph 18.31;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 12.2
Notes:[MSC 108 extended TCY to 2025, and MSC 110 extended TCY to 2027
7 7.43 Review of the Casualty|2028 MSC [l In progress MSC 110/21,
Investigation Code and the paragraph 18.37
associated implementation
Guidelines (resolution
A.1075(28))
7 7.45 Development of guidelines|2028 MSC MSC 110/21,
addressing the implementation paragraph 18.91;
of provisions left 'to the MSC 111/22,
satisfaction of the paragraph 19.39
Administration', or equivalent,
in the relevant mandatory IMO
instruments
7 7.48 Review and update SOLAS|2026 MSC SSE In progress MSC 105/20,
regulation 11-2/9 on paragraphs 18.8 and
containment of fire to 18.9; MSC 110/21,
incorporate existing guidance paragraph 14.18
and clarify requirements
8 8.1 Endorsed proposals for the|Continuous |Council MSC / Ongoing MEPC 78/17,
development, maintenance MEPC / FAL paragraph 4.45;
and enhancement of /|LEG/TCC MEPC 79/15,
information  systems  and paragraphs 6.1 to 6.5 and
related guidance (GISIS, 9.4; MEPC 80/17,
websites, etc.) paragraphs 6.11 t0 6.13
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to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
8 8.9 Revised documents on|Continuous |Council MSC / Completed MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.5/Rev.6,
organization and method of MEPC / FAL subject to concurrence of
work and the Rules of /LEG/TCC MEPC 83;
Procedures, as appropriate MSC 109/22, sections 18
and 19;
MSC 111/22,
paragraph 18.5
MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.5/Rev.8
, subject to concurrent
approval by MEPC 85
MEPC 78/17, section 13;
MEPC 79/15, section 11;
MEPC 80/17, section 13;
FAL 49/22,
paragraph 18.5
(FAL.8/Circ.1);
FAL 50/20,
paragraph 16.9
(FAL.8/Circ.1/Rev.1)
8 8.12 Consideration for the|Continuous |Council MSC / Ongoing
enhancement and MEPC / FAL
improvement of /LEG/TCC
multilingualism and the
language services at IMO
8 8.14 Endorsed proposals for new|Continuous |Council MSC / Ongoing MEPC 78/17, section 14;
outputs as accepted by the MEPC / FAL MEPC 79/15, section 12;
Committees /|LEG/TCC MEPC 80/17, section 14;
MSC 109/22, section 19;
FAL 50/20, section 17
MSC 109/22, section 19
8 8.15 Cooperate with the United|Continuous |Assembly MSC /1Council Ongoing C 120/D,
Nations on matters of mutual MEPC / FAL paragraphs 17(a).1-17(a).5
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Reference | Output Description Target Parent Associated | Coordinating | Status of |Year 2 References
to SDZ?, if | number completion | organ(s) organ(s) organ output
applicable year Year 1
interest, as well as provide [ LEG / TCC MEPC 78/17,
relevant input/guidance /1 paragraph 7.6 and
section 8; MEPC 79/15,
paragraphs 7.3 to 7.5;
MEPC 80/17,
paragraphs 7.2 to 7.4
8 8.16 Cooperate with other|Continuous |Assembly MSC /|Council Ongoing C 120/D, paragraphs
international bodies on matters MEPC / FAL 17(a).1-17(a).5
of mutual interest, as well as /LEG/TCC MEPC 78/17, sections 7 and

8; MEPC 79/15, sections 7
and 8; MEPC 80/17,
sections 7 and 8

*k%

AMSC\111\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx




MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 36, page 1

ANNEX 36

POST-BIENNIAL AGENDA™ OF THE MARITIME SAFETY COMMITTEE

Number|Biennium |Reference [Description Parent |Associated [Coordinating|Timescale |References
(when the(to Strategic organ(s) |organs(s) |organ(s) (sessions)
output was|Direction, if
placed on|applicable
the post-
biennial
agenda)
194 2022-2023 |1 Development of measures to ensure the[MSC SSE 4 MSC 106/19, paragraphs 16.25
safe operation of elevators on board and .26
ships
239 2026-2027 |1 Development of amendments to[MSC NCSR 2 MSC 111/22, paragraph 15.19
SOLAS regulation V/7.3 and revision of
MSC.1/Circ.1079/Rev.1 on Guidelines
for preparing plans for cooperation
between search and rescue services
and passenger ships
201 2022-2023 |2 Consideration of descriptions of|MSC FAL /NCSR 1 MSC 107/20,
Maritime Services in the context of e- paragraph 17.77.1.
navigation MSC.1/Circ.1610/Rev.1
202 2022-2023 |2 Development of generic performance|(MSC NCSR 1 MSC 107/20, paragraph 17.76
standards for shipborne satellite
navigation system receiver equipment
210 2022-2023 |6 Development of guidance to address|{MSC [l HTW 1 MSC 107/20, paragraph 17.23

time pressure and related

organizational factors

For details, refer to Organizational Planning module of GISIS.
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Number|Biennium |Reference |[Description Parent |Associated [Coordinating|Timescale |References
(when the(to Strategic organ(s) |organs(s) |organ(s) (sessions)
output was|Direction, if
placed on|applicable
the post-
biennial
agenda)
233 2024-2025 |6 Development of guidelines addressing[MSC [l HTW 4 MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.46
risks of falls from height
213 2022-2023 |7 Development of guidelines  for[MSC [l 2 MSC 107/20, paragraph 17.41
harmonizing the date format of various|FAL
certificates  issued under  IMO
instruments
216 2022-2023 |7 Development of amendments to the[MSC SSE 2 MSC 101/24, paragraph 21.6;
LSA Code and resolution MSC.81(70) SSE 9/20, paragraph 8.19;
to address the in-water performance of MSC 101/24, paragraph 21.9
SOLAS lifejackets MSC 107/20, paragraph 14.24
217 2022-2023 |7 Safety measures for non-SOLAS ships|MSC SDC 2 MSC 107/12, paragraph 3,
operating in polar waters MSC 107/20, paragraph 17.80
and annex 38
225 2024-2025 |7 Clarification of applicable equipment|MSC SSE 1 MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.39
standards for fire-fighters' outfits in
chapter 3 of the FSS Code
226 2024-2025 |7 Revision of resolution MSC.81(70)[MSC SSE 2 MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.52
concerning requirements for testing the
compliance of pyrotechnics
227 2024-2025 |7 Mitigation of fire risks caused by[MSC SSE 2 MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.56
leakages from low-pressure fuel pipes
and lubrication oil pipes, and use of
thermal imaging cameras when
inspecting insulations, in engine rooms
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Number|Biennium |Reference |[Description Parent |Associated [Coordinating|Timescale |References
(when the(to Strategic organ(s) |organs(s) |organ(s) (sessions)
output was|Direction, if
placed on|applicable
the post-
biennial
agenda)
228 2024-2025 |7 Revision of the LSA Code regarding|MSC SSE 1 MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.61
lowering speed requirements for fast
rescue boats
229 2024-2025 |7 Revision of testing requirements for[MSC SSE 1 MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.77
floor covering materials in SOLAS
regulation Il 2/6.2.1
230 2024-2025 |7 Revision of SOLAS regulation 11-2/20(MSC SSE 1 MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.80
and chapter 7 of the FSS Code
234 2024-2025 |7 Application of resolution MSC.402(96)(MSC SSE 2 MSC 110/21, paragraph 18.48
to high-speed craft and mobile offshore
drilling units in the HSC Codes and
MODU Codes
240 2026-2027 |7 Revision of paragraph 4.6.3.1 of the[MSC SSE 1 MSC 111/22, paragraphs 19.3
LSA Code for free-fall lifeboat safety to 19.5
harness
241 2026-2027 |7 Revision of paragraph 3.5.4 and table(MSC SSE 1 MSC 111/22, paragraphs 19.6
19.1 of SOLAS regulation 11-2/19 to 19.8
31 2024-2025 |7 Finalization of a non-mandatory(MSC 1l 1 MSC 96/25, paragraph 9.4;

instrument on
convention ships

regulations for non-

MSC 101/24, paragraph 21.38;

MSC 104/18, section 5;
MSC 105/20, section 4;
MSC 107/20, paragraphs
17.83, 199 and 19.10,
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on casualty-related matters in the
context of reports on marine casualties
and incidents

to 19.16

Number|Biennium |Reference |[Description Parent |Associated [Coordinating|Timescale |References
(when the(to Strategic organ(s) |organs(s) |organ(s) (sessions)
output was|Direction, if
placed on|applicable
the post-
biennial
agenda)
MSC 108/20, section 10;
MSC 109/22, section 17
238 2026-2027 |8 Revision of MSC-MEPC.3/Circ.4/Rev.1|{MSC I 2 MSC 111/22, paragraphs 19.15

*k%
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ANNEX 37
SUBSTANTIVE ITEMS FOR INCLUSION
IN THE AGENDAS FOR MSC 112 AND MSC 113
112th session of the Committee (14 to 18 December 2026)
Decisions of other IMO bodies
Amendments to mandatory instruments
Goal-based new ship construction standards

Development of a goal-based instrument for maritime autonomous surface ships
(MASS)

Development of a safety regulatory framework to support the reduction of GHG
emissions from ships using new technologies and alternative fuels

Measures to enhance maritime security
Piracy and armed robbery against ships
Ship systems and equipment (Report of the twelfth session of the Sub-Committee)

Navigation, communications and search and rescue (Report of the thirteenth session
of the Sub-Committee)

Implementation of IMO instruments (Report of the twelfth session of the
Sub-Committee)

Carriage of cargoes and containers (Urgent matters emanating from the twelfth
session of the Sub-Committee)

[Application of the Committee's method of work]
Work programme
Election of Chair and Vice-Chair for 2027

Any other business

113th session of the Committee (Spring 2027)
Decisions of other IMO bodies
Amendments to mandatory instruments

Development of a goal-based instrument for maritime autonomous surface ships
(MASS)
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Development of a safety regulatory framework to support the reduction of GHG
emissions from ships using new technologies and alternative fuels

Measures to enhance maritime security

Piracy and armed robbery against ships
[Measures to address maritime security threats]
[Formal safety assessment]

Human element, training and watchkeeping (Report of the thirteenth session of the
Sub-Committee)

Ship systems and equipment (Report of the thirteenth session of the Sub-
Committee)

Pollution Prevention and Response (Report of the fourteenth session of the
Sub-Committee)

Carriage of cargoes and containers (Report of the twelfth session of the
Sub-Committee)

[Application of the Committee's method of work]
Work programme
Election of Chair and Vice-Chair for 2028

Any other business

*k%k
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ANNEX 38

STATEMENTS BY DELEGATIONS AND OBSERVERS’

AGENDA ITEM 2

Statement by the delegation of Australia

Australia commends the work of the IMO to support seafarer safety in the face of Iran's
egregious attacks on the territories, including territorial waters, of members of the GCC and
Jordan, as well as efforts by the IMO and the Secretary-General on securing safe passage
through the Strait of Hormuz as soon as conditions permit.

Australia welcomes the extended ceasefire between the United States and Iran, and we call
for negotiations to continue. The priorities must be deescalation, re-opening the Strait of
Hormuz, and finding an end to this conflict through a negotiated outcome.

Iran's threats and attacks against civilian vessels in and around the Strait of Hormuz are
unacceptable. These attacks, along with Iran's de facto closure of the Strait, have caused
unprecedented energy supply shocks around the world. The longer this situation continues,
the more significant the impact on the global economy will be, the more risk to food security,
and the greater the human cost.

Australia is pleased to support the UAE-led submission to MSC, recalling the Council's
decisions at its 36th Extraordinary Session, and demanding that Iran ceases its threats and
attacks against commercial and merchant vessels, critical port infrastructure, and coastal
civilian infrastructure. The deaths of seafarers, the ongoing stranding of thousands of merchant
and commercial vessels, and the impact on global supply lines are unacceptable.

We support the UAE's proposed MSC resolution, expressing deep concern at the impact of
Iran's attacks on maritime security and seafarer safety; calling on Iran to immediately cease its
attacks on the territories of GCC countries and Jordan; and requesting the Secretary-General
deploy his good offices.

Australia will continue to support UN action and efforts by international partners in the Strait of
Hormuz to ensure seafarer safety, facilitate the safe evacuation of merchant vessels, and
restore navigational rights and freedoms in accordance with international law.

We again call on Iran and its proxies to cease their dangerous and destabilising attacks.

We ask that our Statement be appended to the report of this Committee.

Thank you Chair

Australia aligns itself with the statements made by [others].

Since the Russian Federation began its unprovoked and unjustified full--scale invasion of
Ukraine in 2022, it has continued to take actions which have repeatedly placed the marine

*

Statements have been included in this annex in the order in which they are listed in the report, sorted by
agenda items, and in the language of submission (including translation into any other language if such
translation was provided).
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environment and seafarers at serious risk and damaged economic security. These include
ongoing attacks on merchant vessels, port infrastructure and coastal facilities, as well as the
severe disruption to navigation in the Black Sea and the Sea of Azov.

Australia shares the deep concerns raised by Ukraine, and echoed by others regarding the
Russian Federation's aggression which continues to endanger seafarers, undermine the safety
and security of international shipping, and undermine global food and energy security.

We commend Ukraine for its sustained efforts to maintain safe maritime corridors and facilitate
the export of essential goods despite persistent threats. These efforts have contributed
significantly to global food security and supply chain stability. We further acknowledge the
professionalism and resilience of Ukrainian seafarers and port personnel operating under
exceptionally challenging conditions.

Australia supports Ukraine's call for strengthened monitoring, accountability for attacks on
shipping, action against "shadow fleet" practices, and continued technical cooperation.
Upholding international maritime law and ensuring navigational rights and freedoms remain
essential to the integrity of the IMO and to global maritime safety.

We reaffirm our unwavering support for Ukraine in the face of the Russian Federation's
unprovoked and unjustified full-scale invasion.

Thank you, Chair.

Statement by the delegation of Bahrain

Please find below the statement of the Kingdom of Bahrain in relation to document MSC
WP.13, as well as documents MSC WP.14, MSC WP.15, MSC WP.16 and MSC WP.17, in
addition to MSC 111/INF.18 and MSC 111/2/2.
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Statement by the delegation of Cuba

Extendemos una calida felicitacion a nuestras colegas por el Dia internacional de la Mujer en
el sector maritimo. Agradecemos a Singapur por el café ofrecido.

La delegacion de Cuba quisiera expresar sus observaciones, estrictamente, sobre el
documento WP.14 "Graves consecuencias de la medida de los Estados Unidos denominada
oficialmente "Estados Unidos bloqueara los buques que entren o salgan de los puertos
iranies", presentado por la delegacion de la Republica Islamica de Iran.

Consideramos que los elementos operacionales y juridicos expuestos, constituyen una
contribucién oportuna para las deliberaciones de este Comité. Por cuanto describen
afectaciones directas a la seguridad de la navegacion, al bienestar de la gente de mary a la
estabilidad del transporte maritimo internacional.

Nuestra delegacién expresa su profunda preocupacién ante la aplicacion de medidas
coercitivas unilaterales en espacios maritimos estratégicos. Acciones como los bloqueos
navales, constituyen violaciones de los principios de libertad de comercio y navegacion. Estos
son pilares fundamentales que esta prestigiosa Organizacion promueve de manera constante,
para garantizar la sostenibilidad del transporte maritimo en virtud del Derecho Internacional.

Sefor Presidente:

Cuba se pronuncia ante este plenario desde la profunda experiencia de sufrir, por casi 70
afios, un bloqueo econdémico, comercial y financiero severo y continuado. Conocemos de
primera mano el impacto negativo de las regulaciones extraterritoriales, destinadas a
entorpecer el suministro de combustible, perseguir a los armadores, intimidar a empresas
aseguradoras y sancionar arbitrariamente a buques comerciales.

Es precisamente desde esa vivencia que expresamos que la imposicion de legislaciones
internas unilaterales, no puede justificar la interferencia contra el transporte maritimo
comercial. Tampoco menoscabar las prerrogativas legitimas de los Estados de
abanderamiento y riberefios. Estas conductas coercitivas generan una peligrosa
incertidumbre operacional, vulneran la soberania nacional y exponen a las tripulaciones civiles
a riesgos inaceptables.

Apoyamos el criterio de que la evaluacién de la seguridad maritima debe realizarse siempre
de manera neutral, técnica y objetiva. En tal sentido, valoramos los mecanismos de
intercambio de informacién de la OMI. Reafirmamos la importancia de que estos sigan
fortaleciendo la debida complementariedad y cooperacién con las autoridades riberefias.
Puntualmente en sus funciones esenciales de busqueda, salvamento y control del trafico
maritimo.

Sefor Presidente:

Para concluir, Cuba reafirma el derecho inalienable de todas las naciones a desarrollar sus
relaciones comerciales maritimas en un entorno pacifico, seguro y predecible, libre de
injerencias o presiones externas.

Instamos a este Comité a tomar nota de los riesgos operacionales expresados en los
documentos presentados y a continuar el fortalecimiento de la cooperacion internacional sobre
la base del estricto respeto al Derecho Internacional y a la Convencion de las Naciones Unidas
sobre el Derecho del Mar.

Agradeceriamos que nuestra declaracion figure en el informe final de este Comité.

IAMSC\11\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx



MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 38, page 4

Statements by the delegation of Cyprus

The delegation of Cyprus reaffirms unwavering commitment to the sovereignty, independence,
and territorial integrity of Ukraine. These principles are not abstract ideals, they are the
foundation of international law, stability, and peace among nations.

Ukraine's right to determine its own future, free from external coercion or aggression, must be
fully respected. Any violation of this right undermines not only Ukraine but the entire
rules-based international order upon which we all depend.

We therefore call for continued and strengthened diplomatic, humanitarian and economic
support, if possible. It is essential that the international community remains united in
condemning aggression and in upholding accountability.

Solidarity to Ukraine is our responsibility. Supporting Ukraine is not only about one nation's
struggle, it is about defending the shared values of sovereignty, freedom, and the rule of law.

We kindly request that this statement is annexed to the report of the committee.

Statement by the delegation of Indonesia

First, Indonesia would like to extend our warmest wishes on the occasion of International
Women in Maritime Day. We also thank the delegation of Singapore for kindly hosting this
morning's coffee break.

Turning to the matter at hand, Indonesia thanks the Secretariat and all submitters of documents
under this agenda item.

Chair, we have just received the Secretary-General's briefing from last week. The picture it
paints is deeply troubling. The situation in and around the Strait of Hormuz has not improved,
if anything, it has worsened. The number of confirmed incidents has now reached 38.
Eleven seafarers have lost their lives. Many are injured and one still missing.

These are not statistics. They are human beings who went to sea to earn a living, with no part
in the political disputes unfolding around them. Yet, it is innocent seafarers who are bearing
the heaviest toll from the situation in the region. On behalf of Indonesia, | wish to express our
deepest condolences to the families and loved ones of all seafarers who have perished in this
situation.

Chair, we must also speak plainly about what seafarers in that region are enduring right now.
There are crew members aboard vessels that have been detained by certain authorities,
stranded for weeks, unable to leave.

The question of repatriation and crew change is far from straightforward. Vessels must
continue to maintain safe manning levels, while arranging replacement crews, ensuring safe
transit in and out of an active conflict zone, and coordinating among all relevant parties remain
highly complex undertakings. In many cases, these processes are simply not feasible under
the current conditions. Meanwhile, these seafarers remain on board, isolated, uncertain, and
increasingly distressed.

This situation cannot continue.

Indonesia therefore calls on all parties involved to immediately refrain from any unlawful use
of force inconsistent with the UN Charter, to ensure navigational rights according to UNCLOS,
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and to release detained vessels without delay. We also call on all parties to return to diplomatic
engagement, the situation must be resolved peacefully, at the negotiating table, before more
innocent lives are lost.

In this light, Indonesia also supports the establishment of a safe maritime corridor for the
evacuation of stranded seafarers and vessels. We support humanitarian measures to ensure
continuous provision of essential supplies, crew change, and repatriation. And we fully support
the Secretary-General's continued efforts and good offices to make this a reality, we encourage
him to pursue this with urgency. Further to ensure the safety and welfare of affected seafarers,
practical efforts is needed, including, where appropriate, through coordination not only within
IMO but also with relevant humanitarian bodies within the UN system.

At the same time, we believe it is essential that any outcome of this Committee remain
balanced, technical, and constructive, with a focus on the core role of IMO, namely protecting
seafarers and ensuring the safety and security of navigation.

Statement by the delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran
Introduction of documents MSC 111/WP.14, MSC 111/WP.15 and MSC 111/WP.16

Distinguished Chair,
Distinguished delegates,
SG

These documents have been submitted in direct response to the outcome of the thirty-sixth
extraordinary session of the Council, which urged IMO committees, within their respective
mandates, to consider the implications of the situation for affected seafarers, commercial
vessels and the implementation of IMO instruments, to take appropriate action, and to report
back to the Council.

Iran fully recognizes the seriousness of the issues before this Committee. We attach the
highest importance to the safety and security of navigation, the protection and welfare of
seafarers, search and rescue, emergency response, port operations, maritime safety
infrastructure, and the continuity of lawful international maritime transport.

However, Distinguished Chair, any consideration by the Maritime Safety Committee must be
technical, balanced, comprehensive, non-discriminatory and based on verified information.
It must not be used to validate selective allegations, to prejudge legal responsibility in a
complex inter-State situation, or to transform contested political narratives into a technical IMO
outcome.

The three documents submitted by Iran are intended to assist the Committee in seeing the full
picture.

First, document MSC 111/WP.16 addresses the serious implications of the aggression carried
out by the United States and the Israeli regime against the Islamic Republic of Iran for maritime
safety, security of navigation and seafarers in the Persian Gulf, the Sea of Oman and the Strait
of Hormuz.

The document explains that the present risks to maritime safety cannot be assessed in
isolation from their root cause: the unlawful use of force against Iran's sovereignty, territorial
integrity, islands, coastal areas and maritime approaches. It also recalls that Iran, as the
competent coastal State bordering the Strait of Hormuz, has kept maritime safety, search and
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rescue, emergency response, traffic monitoring and navigational safety functions operational,
and that the Strait of Hormuz remains open to maritime navigation.

In this regard, the document also draws attention to the serious scale of harm sustained by
vessels, seafarers and maritime safety infrastructure during the war and ceasefire period.
According to the information available, 116 incidents involving 276 vessels have been
recorded, including 186 ships that were sunk or otherwise destroyed.

The human impact has also been severe. Fifty-four seafarers were killed, 66 were injured,
seven remain missing, and 28 were taken hostage, of whom five are still in captivity. In addition,
damage was sustained by four maritime operations buildings, four Vessel Traffic Services
stations, and eight relay units, all of which are essential for safe navigation, emergency
coordination and maritime traffic management.

These figures demonstrate that the situation is not limited to isolated incidents. It reflects a
broader pattern of harm affecting ships, seafarers, search and rescue capacity, traffic
monitoring, navigational safety infrastructure and maritime emergency response. This is
precisely why any consideration by MSC must be comprehensive, balanced, technically
grounded and inclusive of all sources of risk.

A Committee entrusted with maritime safety cannot ignore such figures, nor can it adopt a
selective outcome that records only one narrative while excluding documented harm to Iranian
vessels, seafarers and maritime safety infrastructure.

Second, document MSC 111/WP.14 draws the Committee's attention to the serious safety
implications of the United States measure officially entitled "U.S. to Blockade Ships Entering
or Exiting Iranian Ports".

This document is not based on speculation. It is based on the United States' own official
statement. On 12 April 2026, the United States Central Command publicly issued a statement
under the title "U.S. to Blockade Ships Entering or Exiting Iranian Ports", declaring that United
States forces would begin implementing a blockade of all maritime traffic entering and exiting
Iranian ports.

Distinguished delegates,

This is a very serious matter for the Maritime Safety Committee. If a State officially announces
that it will blockade ships entering or exiting the ports of another State, this is not merely a
political issue. It is a direct maritime safety issue. It affects commercial maritime traffic, port
access, voyage planning, safe navigation, search and rescue, emergency response, crew
change, medical support, access to places of refuge, and the delivery of essential supplies to
ships and seafarers.

The Committee is therefore invited to consider a simple but fundamental question: can MSC
discuss the safety of navigation and the welfare of seafarers in the Persian Gulf, the Sea of
Oman and the Strait of Hormuz, while ignoring an officially announced United States blockade
of ships entering or exiting Iranian ports?

Iran's answer is clear: it cannot.

From an MSC perspective, such blockade measures create operational uncertainty for
masters, crews, shipowners, operators, insurers, charterers, cargo interests and port users.
They may delay vessels, restrict port access, obstruct essential supplies, affect crew change
and repatriation, interfere with medical assistance and communication with families, and
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disrupt search and rescue, emergency response, salvage, repair, towing, bunkering, medical
evacuation, fire-fighting and access to places of refuge.

These are not abstract legal consequences. They are practical maritime safety consequences.
Distinguished Chair,

The United States blockade measure must also be seen together with other official United
States statements and conduct. As explained in Iran's related document MSC 111/WP.15,
senior United States officials, including the President of the United States, have publicly
referred to the seizure of Iranian vessels and cargoes in terms of "piracy" and acting
"like pirates". United States prosecutorial authorities have also acknowledged the seizure of
vessels identified as M/T MAJESTIC and M/T TIFANI and the taking of approximately 3.8
million barrels of Iranian oil.

This wider pattern — blockade, interdiction, seizure, diversion and confiscation — directly
affects the safety and predictability of international maritime transport. It also creates serious
risks for seafarers, who must never become collateral victims of coercive measures at sea.
Distinguished delegates,

Document MSC 111/WP.14 therefore asks the Committee to address the United States
blockade measure as a direct, serious and continuing source of risk to maritime safety,
seafarer welfare, search and rescue, emergency response, port access, crew change,
essential supplies and the continuity of international maritime transport.

The document also recalls that, under international law, the blockade of the ports or coasts of
a State by the armed forces of another State falls within the legal parameters of aggression.
It further recalls that third States must not allow their territory, airspace, ports, military facilities,
logistical infrastructure or other assets to be used to support, facilitate or sustain coercive
maritime measures that endanger commercial shipping, seafarers or maritime safety services.

This concern is particularly serious where such facilities are located close to the Strait of
Hormuz, the Sea of Oman and major commercial shipping routes.

Distinguished Chair,

Iran submits this document because the Committee cannot adopt a credible, balanced or
technically sound approach if it considers only one narrative while ignoring an officially
announced blockade affecting Iranian ports and maritime approaches.

Any MSC outcome must therefore reflect all sources of risk to maritime safety. It must include
the United States blockade measure and related coercive restrictions. It must not be limited to
selective allegations against Iran. It must be neutral, technical, comprehensive and
non-discriminatory.

Iran remains fully committed to the safety and security of navigation, the welfare of seafarers,
search and rescue, emergency response, and the orderly conduct of maritime transport.
But these objectives cannot be achieved by ignoring the very measures that create operational
uncertainty, restrict port access, endanger seafarers and increase navigational risks.

We therefore invite the Committee to take note of document MSC 111/WP.14 and to ensure
that any reporting or follow-up concerning the Persian Gulf, the Sea of Oman and the Strait of
Hormuz duly reflects the United States blockade measure and its serious implications for
maritime safety and seafarers.
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Third, document MSC 111/WP.15 addresses maritime piracy, armed seizure and confiscation
of commercial vessels and cargoes by the United States, including incidents involving
M/T TIFANI, M/T MAJESTIC, M/T TOUSKA and other vessels carrying Iranian cargoes.
The document refers to public statements by senior United States officials, including
statements by the President of the United States characterizing such conduct as "piracy" and
as acting "like pirates", as well as statements by United States domestic prosecutorial
authorities acknowledging the seizure and confiscation of Iranian oil cargoes.

The purpose of this document is to ensure that armed interference with commercial vessels
and cargoes is not excluded from the Committee's attention merely because the acting State
describes it as domestic, sanctions-related or prosecutorial enforcement. From the perspective
of maritime safety and security, the operational reality is clear: merchant vessels and cargoes
have been seized, diverted, appropriated or confiscated at sea by force or coercion, with direct
consequences for ships, crews, cargoes and the wider maritime community.

Distinguished Chair,

Iran has submitted these documents because the Committee cannot arrive at a fair, credible
or technically sound outcome if it considers only one selective narrative while ignoring other
sources of risk. The safety of navigation, the welfare of seafarers and the integrity of maritime
transport require that all relevant incidents, all relevant actors and all relevant causes of risk
be considered.

Iran rejects any attempt to portray the present situation as if it were caused by one State alone,
while disregarding the aggression against Iran, the United States blockade of ships entering
or exiting Iranian ports, the armed seizure and confiscation of Iranian commercial vessels and
cargoes, and the role of States that have allowed their territory, airspace, ports, military
facilities or logistical infrastructure to be used in connection with hostile activities against Iran.

In particular, Iran draws the Committee's attention to the fact that facilities located in the
United Arab Emirates have been used in connection with hostile activities against Iran. A State
that facilitates aggression and contributes to maritime safety risks cannot credibly present itself
as a neutral guardian of maritime safety and seafarer welfare.

Distinguished delegates,
Iran's position is clear.

Iran supports practical, humanitarian and technical measures to protect seafarers, maintain
safe navigation, facilitate essential supplies, support crew change and repatriation, preserve
search and rescue and emergency response functions, and ensure the continuity of lawful
international maritime transport.

Iran does not support the use of this Committee for selective political attribution, one-sided
condemnation, or the creation of an institutional chain intended to carry contested allegations
from IMO into other United Nations bodies.

Any MSC outcome should therefore be neutral, balanced and technical. It should be based on
verified information. It should cover all sources of risk. It should not prejudice the rights and
obligations of the States concerned under international law. It should respect the sovereign
rights, responsibilities and legitimate interests of the competent coastal States. It should not
be used to justify external military involvement, externally imposed maritime corridors, escort
arrangements or other mechanisms that may increase tensions and operational risks.
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Distinguished Chair,

The Islamic Republic of Iran stands ready to engage constructively with Member States, the
Secretariat and all relevant stakeholders on any outcome that genuinely protects seafarers
and ships, preserves safety of navigation and remains within the technical mandate of MSC.

But Iran cannot accept an approach that ignores the aggression against Iran, ignores the
United States blockade, ignores armed seizure and confiscation of Iranian commercial vessels
and cargoes, ignores the use of regional facilities for hostile activities, and then attributes the
resulting risks selectively to Iran.

We therefore invite the Committee to take note of documents MSC 111/WP.14,
MSC 111/WP.15 and MSC 111/WP.16, and to ensure that any consideration of this matter
remains comprehensive, non-discriminatory, technically grounded and faithful to the true
mandate of this Committee.

Thank you, Chair.

Statement of objection to MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1

Distinguished Chair,
Distinguished delegates,
SG

The Islamic Republic of Iran takes the floor to place on record its firm objection to the selective,
politically motivated and non-neutral draft MSC resolution contained in document
MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1, submitted by the United Arab Emirates and other co-sponsors.

Iran fully shares the concerns regarding the safety and security of navigation, the welfare of
seafarers, search and rescue, emergency response and the continuity of commercial shipping.
However, these objectives cannot be achieved through a selective, one-sided and politically
motivated text.

The draft resolution contained in document MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1, as currently formulated, is
an example of selective political attribution, double standards and the misuse of a technical
IMO body for political purposes. Iran does not accept the premises, narrative or political
characterization contained in the draft resolution.

The text ignores the root causes of the present situation, including the aggression carried out
by the United States and the Israeli regime against the Islamic Republic of Iran, the United
States blockade and coercive maritime measures, the armed seizure and confiscation of
Iranian commercial vessels and cargoes, and the use of regional territory, airspace, military
assets and infrastructure in connection with hostile activities against Iran.

The United Arab Emirates is not a neutral or disinterested actor in this matter. Iran has placed
on record that the territory, airspace, military assets and infrastructure of the United Arab
Emirates have been used in connection with hostile activities by the United States and the
Israeli regime against Iran, including activities affecting Iranian territory, islands, coastal areas
and maritime approaches. Such conduct is legally relevant under the principles reflected in
General Assembly resolution 3314 (XXIX), including article 3(f), concerning the use of the
territory of one State for the perpetration of an act of aggression against a third State.
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A State whose own conduct is directly relevant to the risks under discussion cannot credibly
present itself before this Committee as an impartial guardian of maritime safety, seafarer
welfare or freedom of navigation. The selective approach of the United Arab Emirates, which
focuses only on certain vessels allegedly affected by Iran while ignoring Iranian vessels,
Iranian seafarers, Iranian maritime safety assets and other affected ships and infrastructure,
demonstrates the lack of balance and good faith in this initiative.

Iran also recalls that references to the outcomes of C/ES, FAL, LEG and MEPC should not be
presented as if they reflected consensus on political attribution against Iran. Those discussions
were contested, and Iran placed on record its clear objections to selective attribution and to
the use of technical IMO bodies for political condemnation.

Iran has continued to maintain maritime safety, search and rescue, emergency response,
traffic monitoring and navigational safety functions. The Strait of Hormuz remains open to
maritime navigation. Any outcome of this Committee must therefore be technical, balanced,
non-discriminatory and based on all relevant incidents and all sources of risk.

Distinguished Chair,

As long as this draft resolution remains before the Committee, Iran is entitled, in accordance
with the Rules of Procedure, to identify and seek correction of its most serious defects.
This should not be interpreted as acceptance of the draft resolution, its assumptions, its
selective attribution or its condemnatory language.

Rather, the amendments that | will present illustrate some of the clearest examples of the
selective and non-neutral character of the UAE-led text.

First, the title itself prejudges the matter by attributing the situation to the alleged
"unlawful activities of the Islamic Republic of Iran". A technical MSC resolution should not begin
with a political attribution against one Member State. Iran, therefore, proposes deleting these
words, so that the title would read:

"Actions to ensure the safety and security of navigation and of seafarers in the Arabian Sea,
Sea of Oman and the Gulf region, particularly in and around the Strait of Hormuz"

Second, operative paragraph 1 singles out Iran while ignoring all other States and parties
whose conduct has created or aggravated risks to maritime safety, including the United States,
the Israeli regime and the United Arab Emirates. Iran, therefore, proposes replacing operative
paragraph 1 with:

"CALLS UPON all concerned States and parties to exercise maximum restraint, to refrain from
any action that may endanger merchant and commercial vessels, seafarers, maritime safety
infrastructure or the safety of navigation, and to act in accordance with international law."

Third, operative paragraph 11 moves the matter outside the technical mandate of MSC by
encouraging political action in other United Nations bodies. This confirms that the draft is not
merely a maritime-safety text. Iran, therefore, proposes deleting operative paragraph 11 in
its entirety.

Fourth, operative paragraph 14 requests reporting only on the alleged impact of
"Iran's attacks", rather than on all relevant incidents and all sources of risk. This is a clear
example of selective reporting. Iran, therefore, proposes replacing operative paragraph 14
with:
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"REQUESTS the Secretary-General to closely monitor the situation and provide neutral,
technical and inclusive updates to Member States and relevant IMO organs on all relevant
incidents and all sources of risk affecting international shipping, the well-being of seafarers
and port workers, and the security of cargo, without selective attribution."

Distinguished Chair,

These examples demonstrate why the draft resolution, in its present form, cannot be regarded
as balanced, technical or non-discriminatory. The amendments proposed by Iran are minimum
corrective safeguards intended to preserve the technical mandate, neutrality and credibility of
MSC and to prevent this Committee from being used by the United Arab Emirates and its
supporters as a platform for selective political condemnation against Iran.

Iran respectfully requests that these amendments be considered before any action is taken on
the draft resolution as a whole.

The Islamic Republic of Iran reserves its position on the draft resolution and requests that this
statement be reflected in the final report and annexed to the report of the Committee.

Thank you, Chair.

Statement by the Islamic Republic of Iran after the roll-call vote

Secretary-General,
Distinguished Chair,
Distinguished delegates,

The Islamic Republic of Iran takes note of the outcome of the vote.

Iran thanks those delegations that expressed concern regarding the selective, one-sided and
political character of the draft resolution, and those that underlined that the present
maritime-security situation cannot be separated from its root causes, namely the aggression
and unlawful use of force by the United States and the Israeli regime against the Islamic
Republic of Iran.

Iran regrets that the Committee has adopted a text which remains selective, politically
motivated and condemnatory. The outcome of a vote cannot transform a one-sided text into a
balanced technical assessment. The resolution ignores the full factual, legal and operational
context of the situation and fails to incorporate Iran's minimum corrective amendments aimed
at removing selective attribution, avoiding political escalation and ensuring neutral reporting
on all incidents and all sources of risk.

Distinguished delegates,

This resolution addresses one narrative while disregarding the root causes of the present risks:
the unlawful aggression by the United States and the Israeli regime against Iran, the maritime
blockade imposed by the United States, and the armed seizure and confiscation of Iranian
commercial vessels and cargoes. It also remains silent on the role of the United Arab Emirates
and other regional actors whose territory, airspace, military assets and infrastructure have
been used in connection with hostile activities against Iran.

Some States invoke maritime safety, freedom of navigation and humanitarian concerns
selectively, while disregarding the Charter of the United Nations and the peremptory norm
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prohibiting aggression. They ignore the cause and focus politically and selectively on its
consequences. This is the essence of double standards. International law cannot be invoked
against one State while the unlawful conduct of those who created, facilitated or aggravated
the present risks is ignored.

The resolution refers to certain vessels and certain seafarers, while remaining silent on the
severe harm suffered by lranian vessels, Iranian seafarers, Iranian port workers and Iranian
maritime safety infrastructure. This is not a balanced outcome. It is not a technical outcome.
It falls short of the neutrality expected from a specialized agency of the United Nations.

Iran underlines that the adoption of this resolution cannot affect, prejudice or diminish the legal
position of the Islamic Republic of Iran regarding the root causes of the situation, the unlawful
use of force against Iran by the United States and the Israeli regime, the involvement and
support of the United Arab Emirates and other actors, the blockade and restrictions affecting
maritime traffic, or the armed seizure and confiscation of Iranian commercial vessels and
cargoes.

Iran has acted, and will continue to act, as a responsible coastal State committed to the safety
and security of navigation, the welfare of seafarers, search and rescue, emergency response
and the protection of maritime safety infrastructure.

Iran cannot accept double standards, selective humanitarian concern, or the use of this
technical Committee to serve political objectives. Iran will continue to support any genuinely
neutral, technical and non-discriminatory effort aimed at protecting all seafarers, facilitating
essential supplies and crew change, strengthening emergency response, and addressing all
sources of risk without selective attribution.

Iran respectfully requests that its objection to the adopted resolution, its legal position, and the
full text of this statement be duly reflected in, and annexed to, the report of the Committee.

Statement by the delegation of Israel

Israel commends the Secretary-General and the International Maritime Organization for their
continued efforts to support affected seafarers and commercial shipping and to address the
serious implications of the current situation for maritime safety and security.

As in previous meetings, Israel remains deeply concerned by the ongoing threats posed by the
Iranian regime and its proxies to international maritime navigation and regional stability.
Iran's continued interference with commercial shipping, attacks and harassment against
civilian vessels, and threats to critical maritime routes, including the Strait of Hormuz, represent
a direct challenge to freedom of navigation and to the rules-based international order.

These threats are particularly alarming in the Red Sea and the Gulf of Aden, where the Houthis,
acting as an Iranian proxy, continue to be a threat on commercial shipping and the safety of
civilian crews. The international community must also remain vigilant regarding piracy and
maritime insecurity off the coast of Somalia, which could further threaten maritime safety and
global trade.

Against this background, Israel welcomes and fully supports the draft resolution proposed by
the United Arab Emirates under document MSC 111/ WP.13, and oppose any proposal
submitted by Iran We believe this initiative represents a timely and responsible response to
the growing threats facing international maritime security and demonstrates the important role
of this Organization in addressing such challenges collectively.
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Israel therefore calls on Member States to support the adoption of the draft resolution, to stand
united in safeguarding freedom of navigation and the safety of seafarers, and to firmly reject
attempts by Iran to deflect responsibility or advance proposals that undermine the credibility of
this discussion and the broader efforts of the Organization to address these threats effectively.

Thank you, Chair.

We kindly request that this statement be annexed to the report of the meeting.

Statement by the delegation of Japan

First of all, we would like to express our gratitude for the Secretary-General and the IMO
Secretariat for their tireless efforts in addressing the present situation in and around the Strait
of Hormuz.

We once again stress the utmost importance of ensuring the safe and free navigation of the
Strait and the safety and welfare of seafarers in the Strait of Hormuz for all vessels, including
those related to Japan. To uphold the fundamental principle of international maritime law,
IMO Member States should continue to emphasize their importance not only within the IMO
framework but also at every appropriate opportunity.

Japan also recalls that the Legal Committee condemned the reported toll system for vessels

passing through the Strait of Hormuz and the discriminatory measures, which were contrary
to the purposes of IMO.

Japan further expresses its strong appreciation for the ongoing coordination efforts
undertaken by the Secretary-General and the IMO Secretariat for the establishment of a safe
maritime framework proposed by Japan and cosponsors, and supported by many
delegations at the IMO Council in March, and urges the relevant parties to take necessary
immediate actions to facilitate the safe evacuation of merchant ships.
Thank you, and Japan kindly requests that its statement be annexed to the final report of
the Committee.

Statement by the delegation of Kuwait
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Statement by the delegation of Luxembourg

Bonjour Monsieur le Président,

Bonjour a toutes les délégations,

Tout d'abord j'aimerai remercier le secrétaire général pour la réception organisée a I'occasion
de la Journée internationale de la femme dans le secteur maritime.

J'aimerai remercier tous ceux qui ont offert les pauses-café et les réceptions.

Le Luxembourg adresse ses condoléances aux familles et aux proches des gens de mer qui
ont péri a la suite des attaques perpétrées contre les navires dans la région.

Nous affirmons que les gens de mer bloqués dans la zone touchée ne devraient pas devenir
des victimes collatérales du conflit.

Pour étre bref, nous soutenons pleinement la décision adoptée a la 36e session
extraordinaire du Conseil de 'OMI.

Par ailleurs nous nous associons a la déclaration faite par Chypre et nous soutenons le
document MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1.

Finalement, le Luxembourg exprime ses reconnaissances au secrétaire général pour son
effort continu déployé pour remédier a la situation.

Nous demandons que cette intervention soit jointe au rapport final de ce comité.

Merci Monsieur le Président.

IAMSC\11\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx



MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 38, page 15

Statement by the delegation of Malaysia

Malaysia thanks the Secretariat and delegations of the UAE and the Islamic Republic of Iran
for their submissions under this agenda item. Malaysia expresses its highest appreciation to
the Secretary-General of the International Maritime Organization for providing updates and
continued guidance on developments in the Strait of Hormuz.

Malaysia deeply regrets the current situation in and around the Strait of Hormuz, which
continues to adversely affect international shipping and the safety and welfare of seafarers.
Reports of casualties, injuries, and prolonged stranding of crews remain a matter of
serious concern.

In this regard, Malaysia calls on all parties to exercise maximum restraint, avoid any form of
aggression, and uphold the principles of international law, including those reflected in the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea.

Malaysia invites delegates to centre the discussion on the need to emphasise that our
collective efforts must remain focused on practical and immediate measures to support
affected seafarers, including facilitating safe navigation, ensuring access to essential
supplies, and safeguarding their welfare and rights.

Malaysia aligns with other distinguished delegations before us in highlighting the importance
of maintaining safe and uninterrupted navigation through this critical sea lane, while ensuring
that discussions within this Committee remain constructive, balanced, and within the
technical mandate of the IMO.

Malaysia remains committed to working closely with all delegations to advance cooperation,
de-escalation, and practical solutions in support of maritime safety and the protection
of seafarers.

We request that our intervention be appended to the Committee report.

Statement by the delegation of Malta

Firstly, we want to start by congratulating and to express our appreciation for the women's day
event of yesterday.

Malta expresses deep concern over the escalation in the Arabian Gulf, particularly the situation
affecting the Strait of Hormuz.

This delegation would like to reconfirm our support for the Decision taken by the 36th
Extraordinary Session of the IMO Council with regards to the situation in the region.

That Decision rightly recognized the gravity of the situation and called upon IMO bodies to take
appropriate action in support of affected seafarers, vessels, and the effective implementation
of the Organization's instruments, according to their respective mandates.

As regard to document MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1, we thank the co-sponsors for their proposal
highlighting the threats to maritime safety, seafarer welfare, and global supply chains. We do
support the text of the Draft Resolution, as contained in the Annex of that document.

Furthermore, we reaffirm the importance of upholding and respecting the right of transit
passage in accordance with international law.
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We also express our deep concerns regarding attacks on Malta registered ships in this area
and would like to sincerely thank the Sultanate of Oman and others for the assistance given to
such ships in distress.

Malta reiterates that the freedom of navigation is the cornerstone for global trade, energy
security, and maritime stability. We stress that seafarers must not be exposed to unnecessary
risk while performing their duties.

We would like to conclude by expressing our appreciation to the IMO and the
Secretary-General's continued commitment and efforts to contribute to enhancing the safety
of seafarers through the Region.

We request that our statement be appended to the Committees report.

Statement by the delegation of Netherlands (Kingdom of the)

The Kingdom of the Netherlands would like to express its deep concern regarding the
deteriorating situation in the Strait of Hormuz and the Persian Gulf, and the consequences
of continued escalation for the safety of vessels and innocent seafarers operating in
the region.

We strongly condemn the recent attacks on commercial shipping. We call upon Iran to fully
comply with its obligations under international law and to ensure the safe and unimpeded
passage of commercial vessels through this vital waterway.

The security of maritime routes and the preservation of freedom of navigation are shared
responsibilities of all states. Respect for international law must remain the foundation of our
collective actions, and any disruption to critical waterways, such as the Strait of Hormuz,
must be avoided.

In addition, we are increasingly concerned about the recent use of falsely flagged vessels
transiting the Strait of Hormuz [over the past one and a half weeks]. Such practices
undermine trust and transparency in international shipping. We remain deeply troubled by
the potential consequences of these fraudulent activities for the safety and security of
seafarers, as well as for the overall integrity of maritime operations.

Finally, the impact on global shipping and the resulting disruption to global supply chains
continues to intensify. Above all, we must place the strongest possible emphasis on the
safety and wellbeing of seafarers, who are facing serious and ongoing risks in the region.

We are deeply concerned for those seafarers on vessels that remain unable to leave the
area and who continue to operate under dangerous conditions. Their safety must be an
immediate priority, and it is essential that they have reliable access to basic provisions such
as food and water. In addition, every effort should be made to facilitate crew changes,
[ensuring that seafarers are not forced to remain in high-risk situations for prolonged periods.]

Our thoughts are especially with the families and loved ones of those seafarers who have
lost their lives or who remain missing as a result of the attacks.

Seafarers are key workers. Their dedication guarantees the continued flow of energy and
humanitarian supplies on which countries around the world depend. Protecting them is our
first obligation.
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Statement by the delegation of Palau
Thank you Chair,
Let me apologise to the interpreters because | have made some small changes.

First Let me congratulate the SG for the yesterday event for the Woman in Maritime. Let me
also thanks all the member states for the refreshments provided during this Committee.

Back to the matter | hands, as a Small Island Developing State, shipping is a vital lifeline which
sustains our economy and communities.

Any disruption of the delicate and poor maritime connectivity with the Pacific region has a
significantly negative impact on all activities.

Due to recent disruptions in energy supply caused by the situation in the Strait of Hormuz,
supply difficulties are increasing dramatically, with negative repercussions on our economic
development.

The concern also concerns the complicated situation of seafarers.

Far from their families, stranded on ships with food and water shortages and trapped because
of a conflict unrelated to them.

We condemn all actions that jeopardize the safety of seafarers and call for a diplomatic solution
to the crisis.

Ensuring safety and freedom of navigation, maintain the safety and survival of seafarers and
put an end to the disruptions caused to the global economy by the situation in and around the
Strait of Hormuz is essential .

As co-sponsor we therefore support the Resolution contained in document MSC
111/WP.13/Rev.1 of the United Arab Emirates.

Last, this delegation would like to express our appreciation to the Secretary-General for the
continued efforts he has made on this sensitive issue.

Finally, Chair , we request that our intervention be attached to the final report.

Thank you Chair

Statement by the delegation of the Philippines

Thank you, Chair. My delegation joins all others in commemorating International Women in
Maritime Day. We note that this session of the Maritime Safety Committee has been convened
at a time of continued and heightened risk to international shipping and to the maritime safety
and the welfare of seafarers.

The Philippines wishes to place on record its concern and condemnation of all hostile actions
directed against innocent civilian seafarers and merchant vessels in and around the Strait of
Hormuz. Such acts are a grave threat to the safety of human life at sea, freedom of navigation,
stability of global supply chains, and the rules-based international maritime order.
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The Philippines cites in particular the attack on the vessel the CMA CGM San Antonio with 7
Filipino seafarers injured. They are not combatants. They are civilians carrying out routine,
lawful, and indispensable seafarer duties under internationally recognized principles.

We repeat again our call for the immediate de-escalation of tensions and for all parties to
exercise maximum restraint, return to diplomacy and dialogue, and uphold the peaceful
settlement of disputes in accordance with the UN Charter and international law. We also call
for full respect for the human rights, dignity, safety, and welfare of all seafarers, consistent with
the Manila Declaration of 2025 and the relevant obligations under the Maritime Labour
Convention 2006, MARPOL, SOLAS, and UNCLOS. We emphasize the obligation to preserve
freedom of navigation and transit rights through international straits, ensure the provision of
assistance to persons in distress at sea, and safeguard civilian shipping from interference and
violence.

We express strong support for the humanitarian initiatives of the IMO Secretary-General,
including efforts toward the establishment of an evacuation and humanitarian corridor for
distressed seafarers, as agreed upon during the 36th Extraordinary Session of the IMO
Council. Relatedly, any discussion concerning the routing of vessels must be firmly anchored
on the existing international legal and regulatory frameworks approved by the IMO, including
COLREGS, SOLAS, and General Provisions on Ships' Routing.

The Philippines believes that the IMO, particularly this Committee, plays a vital role as the
principal forum for dialogue on maritime safety in waterways. We call on this Committee to
continue to provide a platform for Member States to exchange information, assess navigational
risks, and advance cooperation to uphold its core mandate to safeguard life at sea and ensure
the security and stability of international shipping lanes in accordance with international law.

Mr. Chair, may we request that our statement be appended to the Report of the Committee.
Statement by the delegation of Poland

Poland strongly supports all efforts undertaken within the IMO and the United Nations aimed
at the peaceful resolution of conflicts and ensuring access to essential humanitarian assistance
to those in need, including in relation to the current situation in the Strait of Hormuz.
In particular, Poland commends and fully supports the initiative of the Secretary-General, as
well as his personal engagement, in facilitating the establishment of a safe corridor to assist
stranded seafarers.

Poland also wishes to reaffirm its strong support for the Decision adopted by the 36th
Extraordinary Session of the IMO Council. Furthermore, Poland aligns itself with the
statements delivered by Cyprus and other delegations in support of the draft Resolution
contained in document MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1.

Poland kindly requests that this statement be reflected in the report.
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Statements by the delegation of the Russian Federation
Decisions of other IMO bodies (Strait of Hormuz crisis)
"YBaxaemblli rocnoauH lNpepcenarens,

Mbl HEO4HOKPATHO 3aABMANN, YTO C COXAarieHNeM OTHOCUMCS K CUTyaLun, B KOTOPOW CeroaHs
HaxoasaTcs GrMKHEBOCTOUHbIE CTPaHbl. Mbl TBEpAO BbICTynaem 3a BO3BpaLleHWe K NonmMTUKO-
AVNIIOMaTUYECKOMY MPOLECCY C LIENbl YPErynMpoBaHUS MMEILMXCSt pasHornacuii npwm
obecneyeHn MHTEpeCcoB 6GE30MacCHOCTM BCeX 6€3 UCKIIOUYEHNS TOCyAapCTB PErvoHa.

Cuntaem abConOTHO HenpueMneMbIMK fobble yaapbl MO rpaXXgaHCKMM cyaaM M NMopTOBOW
MHPACTPYKTYpe, C Kakol Gbl CTOPOHbI OHU HWU HAHOCUITUCh.

BHOBb BblpakaeM Hawu rnybovanune coboresHoBaHUs BCEM MOCTpafaBLUMM M CEMbSIM
nornéLumx B pesynbTaTe TeKyLLero kpusuca.

Bmecte ¢ T1em, ocnoguH [Npencenartens, No3BOSibTEe BHOBb BblpasnTb Halle CepbEe3Hoe
©eCcnokoCTBO MO NOBOAY MPOAOIKAOLErocsl NpespalleHus ceccuni pabounx opraHos MO
B MOMUTUYECKYID Nnowanky Anst KONMEKTUBHOTO  AUCKPUMWMHALMOHHOTO  OCYXKAEHUSA
OoTAenbHbIX rocygapcte-yrieHoB. Kak Mbl BMOUM, Tenepb 3TO MNPOUCXOOUT Ha KaXK4oM
MeponpuaTUn B cTeHax Hawen OpraHusaumn. lNpenctaBneHHble AOKYMEHTbI MO JAaHHOMY
BOMNPOCY ABNAOTCA 04epeaHbIM NOATBEPXKAEHMEM 3TOMY.

ELwwé pa3 noBTOpsieM: KOPEHb HbIHELLIHErO Kpu3uca NexuT ganeko 3a npegenamm OpmMy3ckoro
NponvBa, a ero BO3MOXHOE pelleHne Haxoa4uTca Aaneko 3a pamkamu maHgata MIMO u, B
YacTtHocTn, KomuTeTa no 6esonacHoCTV Ha Mope.

Kak Mbl BUaMm, HanpMmMmep 1 B 0COOEHHOCTU, B NEPBOM NOCTAHOBNSAOLLEM Naparpade npoekTa
pesontoumm (operational paragraph) (MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1) Te gencteusa (Npu3sbiBbl UMK
TpeboBaHus), KOTOpblE TaM NpegnaratTcs, BbIXOAAT AaNeKo 3a MaHA4aT Hallen opraHm3auui.

B Takux CrioxkHenLwmnx reonosiMTM4eCcKmnx Kpnsncax n cutyaumax, Kak TGKyLIJ,VIVI, He MOXET ObITb
BMHOBHA TOJIbKO OaHa CTpaHa U BCe HaxoaALlneca B 3TOM 3arie 3To NpekpacHo 3HatoT!!

Hawa nepBoo4yepenHasa obuwiad 3agada — obecneynTb 3awmTy M 6e30MacHOCTb MOPSIKOB,
KOTOpble U TaK KaXabl AeHb, HAXOAACh B MOPE, PUCKYIOT CBOEWN XM3HbIO U 340poBbLEM. Mbl
Npu3biBaeM KOmner BepHYTbCA K KOHCTPYKTMBHOM paboTe B pamkax maHgata MIMO u He
ncnonb3oBatb TpMbyHy Komuteta onsa 3asBneHun, He MMeIoLLMX NPSMOro OTHOLLEHUS K ero
koMmneTeHuun. CocpegoToOUMTbCA HE Ha COPEBHOBaHUAX MO OOGBWHEHMIO OpYr Apyra wnm
KONMNEKTUBHOMY OCYXXAEHMIO Of4HOro u3 uneHoB OpraHu3auumn, a Ha KOHKPETHbIX Mepax B
pamkax MaHgata KomuTeTta, KoTopble noMoryT obnerymtb CTpagaHust HEBUHHbLIX MOPSKOB,
3aTPOHYTbIX HbIHELLHUM KPU3UCOM.

Mo Tekywemy kpusucy B pervoHe OpraHu3aums yxe nontopa Mecsila Ha KaXaoM CBOeM
3acefaHnM NPUHUMAET Kakne-To OAHOGOKNE peLLEHMS! U Pe30NIoLMK C IBHIMWU OOBUHEHUSIMU
N OCYXXOEHUAMU OOHOWM cTpaHbl. OYEBUAHO yXKe, YTO NOAOOHbIE HalM OEUCTBUA TOYHO He
NPVMBEAYT HU K KAKOMY BbIXOAY U3 CNOXUBLLENCS CUTYauum, a NnLb HAa06opoT Cnoco6CTBYOT
ackanaummn HanpsbkeHusl. Mbl (Kak opraHusaumsi) MoXXem 1 dasnbliue, KOHEYHO MPOoAoIiKaTb B
TOM e pycre, NPUHSATL eLle COTHIO NMoAO0GHbIX Pe30MoLMIA, TONbKO peanbHbli pe3ynbTaTt oT
NOAOGHbIX HalWX AENCTBUIA HE TO, YTO HyNeBOW, OH CKopee oTpuuaTternbHbli. MNpy 3ToM
TbICSIYN MOPSIKOB OCTalOTCA BCE TakK ke 3abriokMpOBaHHbIMU B pPerMoHe (BOT A0 Hac TyT
BbICTynana generauus MIHOoHe3uu, ¢ NOXOXUMK crioBamun). HeyamBuTenoHO B 3TOW CBSI3W,
4YTO MOpsSikM BCE Yauwle 3aasnsoT, 4yTo MMO, norpsisHyB B MNOMMTUYECKMX cropax WU
pasHornacusix, He yaensieT AOMMKHOrO BHUMaHMs UMEHHO UM - pearnbHbIM Mopsikam (oasm),
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T.e. TeM, koTopbiM OpraHnsauus npussaHa CnyxuTb B NepByto ovepeab. Ha mon B3rnsaa, ato
coBceM He kpacuT MMO, a HaobopoT BhicTaenseT OpraHnsaunio B HENPUINsiAHOM CBeTe.

Mpn 3TOM Mbl BbICOKO LEHUM Te YCUnusi, koTopble npeanpuHMMaeT NUYHO [eHepanbHbIn
CekpeTapb ansd ocBoboxaeHusi 3abfIOKMPOBAHHbLIX MOPSAKOB, HO OYEBMAHO, YTO Hallemy
eHepanbHoMy CekpeTapto Hy)KHa Halla C BaMu NOMOLLb.

Ham e BceM c Bamu criegyeT MNpUHUMATh HeWTpanbHble B3BELUEHHble peLleHus,
npusbiBatoLe BCe y4yacTBYHOLLME CTOPOHbI (MOAYEPKMBAD BCE CTOPOHbI) K CKOpeMnLiemy
YpPEerynMpoBaHuto KOH(nuKTa AunnomMaTvyeckuMm MyTem, OCTaBMB Mpu 3ToM cyry6o
NONUTMYECKME NPU3bIBbI U NO3YHIW ANst APYrON NNoLaiKu.

Tonbko NpuHATNE NOAOOHbLIX PEeLUEeHMIA C HaLlel CTOPOHbI MOTYT NokasaTb MUPY Hally C BaMu
AeNCTBUTENbHY0/peanbHy0 BOBIIEYEHHOCTb B MOUCKE NPUEMSIEMbIX Pa3BA30K B TeKyLlew
cuTyaumu.

CkaszaB 370, Halwa CTpaHa He nogAepXuBaeT MNPOEKT pe3onoumu, NpeacTaBreHHbIn B
aokymeHTe WP.13/Rev.1 n Mbl pe3epBrpyemM CBOK MNO3MLMIO MO 3TOMY Borpocy."

Mr. Chair,

We have stated on multiple occasions that we view with regret the situation in which the Middle
Eastern countries find themselves today. We firmly advocate for a return to a political and
diplomatic process aimed at resolving existing differences while ensuring the security interests
of all States in the region, without exception.

We consider absolutely unacceptable any strikes against civilian ships and port infrastructure,
regardless of which side they come from.

We once again express our deepest condolences to all those affected and to the families of
those who have lost their lives as a result of the current crisis.

At the same time, Mr. Chair, allow me to reiterate our serious concern over the continuing
transformation of sessions of IMO working bodies into a political platform for the collective
discriminatory condemnation of individual Member States. As we see it, this is now happening
at every event within our Organization. The documents presented on this matter are yet
another confirmation of this trend.

We repeat once more: the root of the current crisis lies far beyond the Strait of Hormuz, and
any possible solution lies far beyond the mandate of IMO and, in particular, of the Maritime
Safety Committee.

As we see, for example and in particular, in the first operational paragraph of the draft
resolution (MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1), the actions (calls or demands) proposed therein go far
beyond our Organization's mandate.

In such complex geopolitical crises and situations as the current one, there cannot be only one
country at fault — and everyone in this room knows that very well!!

Our primary common task is to ensure the protection and safety of seafarers, who already risk
their lives and health every day while at sea. We call on colleagues to return to constructive
work within the IMO mandate and not to use the Committee's podium for statements that are
not directly related to its competence. We must focus not on a competition of mutual
accusations or collective condemnation of one Member of the Organization, but on concrete
measures within the Committee's mandate that can help alleviate the suffering of innocent
seafarers affected by the current crisis.
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Regarding the current crisis in the region, the Organization has, for a month and a half now, at
each of its meetings, been adopting one-sided decisions and resolutions with explicit
accusations and condemnations of a single country. It is already evident that such actions will
certainly not lead to any way out of the current situation — quite the contrary, they contribute to
escalating tensions. We (as the Organization) can, of course, continue on the same path and
adopt another hundred such resolutions, but the actual result of such actions on our part is not
merely zero — it is rather negative. Meanwhile, thousands of seafarers remain just as blocked
in the region (the delegation of Indonesia spoke before us with similar words). It is therefore
unsurprising that seafarers are increasingly stating that IMO, having become mired in political
disputes and disagreements, is not paying due attention to them — the real seafarers
(the human beings), i.e., those whom the Organization is called upon to serve in the first place.
In my view, this does not reflect well on IMO; on the contrary, it paints the Organization in an
unfavourable light.

At the same time, we highly appreciate the efforts personally undertaken by the
Secretary-General to secure the release of the blocked seafarers, but it is obvious that our
Secretary-General needs our assistance — yours and mine.

All of us together need to adopt neutral and balanced decisions that call upon all parties
involved (I stress - all parties) to resolve the conflict as soon as possible by diplomatic means,
while leaving purely political appeals and slogans for another forum.

Only the adoption of such decisions on our part can show the world our genuine/real
commitment to finding acceptable solutions in the current situation.

Having said this, our country does not support the draft resolution contained in document
WP.13/Rev.1, and we reserve our position on this matter.

General Statement on the Black Sea
"YBaxaemblii rocnoauH Npeacenartens,

B cBs131 ¢ BHOBb NpO3BYy4aBLUMMK OBBUHEHNSAMU B aApEC HaLLen CTPpaHbl XOTenu 6kl NpuBieyb
BHUMaHne KomuTteTa K NpecTynHbIM AeAHUAM caMOn YKpauHbI.
B oTHOWweHMN noBTOpAtoLWKMXcs 06BMHEHUI B agpec Poccurickon denepauum B aTake Ha TO
UM MHOE CyOQHO MNKU TOT USIM MHOW NOPTOBbLIN OBBLEKT XOTENU Obl OTMETUTb, YTO YKpauHa
LUVMHWUYHO yManymMBaeT 0 COOCTBEHHbIX MPECTYMHbIX AENCTBUSX.

OT0 UMeHHO BoopyXéHHble cunbl YKpauHbl pasBsasany 6ecrnpeueneHTHY0 KaMnaHuio no
BOOPYXEHHbLIM aTakaM Ha rpaxgaHCcKue cyga u pOCCUMCKOM NOPTOBOW MHAPACTPYKTYpe.

B cBoeM BbICTYNfIEHUN Mbl HE CTaHEM KOMMEHTMPOBATb TO, YTO cenyvac npo3By4dano. Mebl
Aernanu aTo HeogHoOKpaTHO.

Mbl 66l XOTENN OTAENBHO NpUBMeYb BHMMaHMe KomuTeTa K cnegyoLliemy.

Kak n3BecTHO, rasoBo3 «ApkTuK MeTaras», 3apermcTpMpoBaHHbIn nog dnarom Poccun un
cnegosasLwmi ¢ rpysom CIIM B kuTanckum nopt, Obin aTakoBaH 6€33KUNaXHbIMU KaTepamMu K
6ecnnoTHMKammn 3 mapTa 3TOro roga B HenocpeacTBeHHoM 6rm3ocTn ot 6eperoB ManbThl. B
pe3ynbTaTe aTtaku Ha Cy4He BO3HUK noxap, OHO NOTEPSo yrnpasreHue, N Obifio OCTaBneHo
3KMNaxem B CUIY Hanuunsi CEpbE3HON Yrpo3bl ANS XU3HW YNEHOB 3KMMaxa (OBOE YSEeHOB
3KMnaka Nony4mnu paHeHus).

MpecTynHaa aTaka Bbi3biBaeT 0Cobyt0 0BeCcnokoeHHOCTb cBOen BecnpeueneHTHOCTbIo, a
Takke rpybbiM HapylleHMEM HOPM MeXOYyHapOoOHOro MOPCKOro W rymaHWTapHOro npasa.
Mbl y>ke He pa3 BblpaXanu Hally No3uuUMio B OTHOLLEHUW OAHHOW aTaku Ha Ceccusix OApyrux
pabounx opraHoe OpraHusauuu.
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971071 yaap B CpeanseMHOM Mope npeBpallaeT ero akBaTopuio B elle OAWH NoTeHuuansHo
KPU3NUCHBIN pavioH Ans rnobanbHOro cydoxoacTBa. ATaka Ha pPOCCUICKOe CyOHO W gpyrue
noaobHble nHUMAEHTbl B Cpegn3eMHOM U YepHOM MOpSX, Kak yXe OTKpbITO coobLiaeTcs B
CMW, B TOM uucne 3anagHblX, SBNAIOTCSA pe3ynbTaTOM ChMaHUPOBAHHLIX oOnepauui
YKPaUHCKNX BOOPY>KEHHBIX (DOPMUPOBAHUN.

Xotenu Obl NOAYEPKHYTb HaLly MPUHUMNMANbHYK no3uumio O Tom, 4To Poccunckas
degepaumns ocBoboxgaeTcs OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTM KaK rocydapcTBO dpnara, MOCKOSbKY
WHUWOEHT CTan pe3yfbTaTOM BOEHHOro AEUCTBUS U TEPPOPUCTUYECKON aTakm CO CTOPOHbLI
YKpauHbl.

OpHako, HecMOTpsi Ha Hanumuue ©e3yCrnoBHbIX OCHOBaHWA Ofs OCBOOOXAOEHUS OT
OTBETCTBEHHOCTMW, COBCTBEHHUK CyHa HE3aMeaNUTENbHO OpraHn3oBars aBakyaLmo aKkunaxa
n obecneunn HabnogeHwe 3a aBapuiHbIM CY4HOM, OCYLLECTBNSAS B3aMMOAEWCTBME C
MOPCKUMW BRacTamun JInBum v npuHUman mepbl ANAs OpraHnsaumMmM ocMoTpa CygHa B Lensax
onpeaeneHns BO3MOXHOCTU BYKCUMPOBKM U criacaHusi CygHa € y4eTOM NPUYMHEHHBIX BOEHHOW
aTakon noBpexaeHun.

Mbl BbipaykaeM O0NbLUYO NPU3HATENBHOCTL JIMBUNCKON CTOPOHE 3a OKa3aHHOE COAENCTBUE U
nomoLlb. [Jo HacTosLLero MoOMeHTa TomMbKo JInBma npegnpvHMMana Mepbl Mo pa3peLLeHunto
cuTyauuu ¢ gpendyowmm cygHoM, okasana COAeNCcTBME B aBakyalMW YSIEHOB akunaxa C
Tepnsawero 6eacTens cygHa.

B aToi cBSA3M XOTMM NOAYEPKHYTb, YTO HUKAKME OrpaHWYeHUs, BKIKOYasi HE3aKOHHbIe
OLHOCTOPOHHME CaHKLUWUW, HE MOTYT CIYXXWUTb NPenaTCTBMEM A8 BbINOSHEHMA 6e3yCrnoBHOM
00513aHHOCTM OKa3biBaTb MOMOLLb f04aM, Tepnawmm 6edcteme Ha mope. dTa 06893aHHOCTb
YEeTKO 3aKpensieHa B OCHOBOMOMaralwmnx JOKYMEHTax MexayHapoaHoro MopcKoro npaea, B
TOM uucrie, B MexayHapooHOW KOHBEHLMM MO OXpaHe YerioBEeYECKOW XW3HM Ha Mope
(CONAC), B MexxayHapogHOIM KOHBEHLMM MO NMOUCKY U cnacaHuio Ha mope (SAR), a Takke B
KoneeHuun OOH no mopckomy npasy (UNCLOS). Hu oguH 13 aTux JOKYMEHTOB He genaet
Kakux-nmbo WCKMYeHUn [ns crnyvyaeB AEWCTBUSA CaAHKLUMOHHBIX PEXUMOB WAW  MHbIX
NOMIUTUYECKNX OrpaHnyeHnii. MprHLMN cnaceHus 4enoBEYECKOM XU3HW Ha MOpe saBnsieTcs
dyHOaMeHTanbHON HOPMOW  MeXOyHapOoAHOro npaBa WM AOMMKEH HEYKOCHUTENbHO
cobntogatbeca BCeMU rocygapcTBamm 6e3 Kakon-nmbo UCKpUMUHALNN.

Poccuinckasa ctopoHa W cydoBnagenel HaxogaTca B MNOCTOSIHHOM — KOHTakTe  Cco
cnacaTenbHbIMK  cryk0amMu  NpUBPEXHbIX TOCygapCTB M FOTOBbl K MPOAOIMKEHUIO
B3aUMOAENCTBUSI.

MNpn atom, cnegyeT OTMETUTb, YTO WUMEHHO OAHOCTOPOHHWE HENErnTUMHbIE 3anagHble
CaHKUMW, He MO3BOSIAKT CcydoBragenbly U NIMBUACKOW CTOPOHE MpuBfedb MHOCTPaHHbIE
cnacaTeribHble opraHu3auum K pabotam no paspeLueHuto CUuTyaumm ¢ rasoBo3om. HecmoTps
Ha HanpasBfieHNne MHOrO4YMCIIEHHbIX 3anpoCOB B MeXAYHapOAHbIe cnacaTesSibHble KOMMaHuu, B
HacTosLLiee BPEMSA He NOSTy4YEHO HM OOHOMo NPEASIOXKEHUS.

C y4eToM U3NOXKEHHOro, Npu3biBaemM KOMUTET OCyAUTb YHUYTOXKEHME POCCUACKOrO ra3oBoaa,
a Takke Hes3aKOHHble OAHOCTOPOHHME CaHKUMW, KOTOpble CO3AAlT pearbHble Yrpo3bl
YEnoBEeYECKOW XKM3HW Ha Mope, W NpuU3BaTb rOCYAapCTBa-yYneHbl K B3aUMOLEWCTBMIO MO
oGecneyeHnio 6e30MacHOCTY CyJOXOACTBA U 3aluuTe OKpyxatoLleit cpeapl.”
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Dear Chair,

In connection with the new accusations against our country, we would like to draw the attention
of the Committee to the criminal acts of Ukraine itself.

Regarding the repeated accusations against the Russian Federation of attacking one vessel
or another, or one port facility or another, we would like to note that Ukraine is cynically silent
about their own criminal actions.

It was the Ukrainian Armed Forces that unleashed an unprecedented campaign of armed
attacks on civilian vessels and Russian port infrastructure.

In our statement, we will not comment on what has just been said. We have done so on many
occasions. We would like to specifically draw the Committee's attention to the following.

As known, the Russian-flagged Arctic Metagas, a gas carrier en route to the port in China with
a cargo of LNG, was attacked by unmanned surface vessels and drones on March 3 of this
year off the coast of Malta. As a result of the attack, the vessel caught fire, lost control, and
was abandoned by the crew owing to a serious threat to the lives of the crew members
(two crew members were injured).

This criminal attack is particularly concerning owing to its unprecedented nature and its flagrant
violation of international maritime and humanitarian law. We have repeatedly expressed our
position regarding this attack at sessions of other working bodies of the Organization.

This attack in the Mediterranean Sea turns its waters into yet another potential crisis zone for
global shipping. The attack on the Russian vessel and other similar incidents in the
Mediterranean and Black Seas, as has already been openly reported in the media, including
Western ones, are the result of the planned operations by the Ukrainian armed forces.

We would like to emphasize our principled position that the Russian Federation is exempt from
liability as a Flag State, since the incident was the result of the military action and the terrorist
attack by Ukraine.

However, despite the existence of unconditional grounds for exemption from liability, the owner
of the vessel immediately organized the evacuation of the crew and ensured surveillance of
the vessel in distress, interacted with the Libyan maritime authorities and took measures to
organize an inspection of the vessel in order to determine the possibility of towing and
salvaging the vessel, taking into account the damage caused by the military attack.

We express our deep gratitude to the Libyan side for its assistance and support. Until now,
only Libya has taken steps to resolve the situation with the drifting vessel and assisted in the
evacuation of the crew members from the distressed vessel.

In this regard, we would like to emphasize that no restrictions, including unlawful unilateral
sanctions, can impede the fulfilment of the unconditional duty to provide assistance to persons
in distress at sea. This responsibility is clearly enshrined in the fundamental documents of
international maritime law, including the International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea
(SOLAS), the International Convention on Maritime Search and Rescue (SAR) and the United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS ). None of these documents makes any
exceptions for sanctions regimes or other political restrictions. The principle of saving life at
sea is a fundamental norm of international law and must be strictly observed by all States
without discrimination.
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The Russian side and the shipowner are in constant contact with the rescue services of coastal
states and are ready to continue cooperation.

It should be noted that it is precisely the unilateral, illegitimate Western sanctions that prevent
the shipowner and the Libyan side from engaging foreign rescue organizations to resolve the
situation with the gas carrier. Despite numerous requests to international rescue companies,
not a single offer has been received to date.

In view of the above, we call on the Committee to condemn the destruction of the Russian gas
carrier, as well as the illegal unilateral sanctions that create real threats to human life at sea,
and to call on Member States to cooperate in order to ensure the safety of navigation and
environmental protection.

Statement by the delegation of Saudi Arabia
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Thank you, Mr. Chair,

The delegation of the Kingdom extends its appreciation for the efforts undertaken by the
International Maritime Organization and the Secretary-General in enhancing maritime safety
and protecting seafarers. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, in light of the current challenges and
developments in the region—including those related to the Strait of Hormuz and their
implications for maritime traffic and global supply chains—reaffirms its continued commitment
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to supporting the security and safety of maritime navigation, maintaining the smooth flow of
international trade, and enhancing the resilience of the maritime and logistics sectors regionally
and globally.

The Kingdom is proud to sponsor document MSC 111/WP.13 and reiterates its support for and
the importance of its contents in light of the serious threats affecting maritime safety and the
welfare of seafarers in the Strait of Hormuz and the surrounding region. We call upon the
Committee to take appropriate action within its mandate.

We also reiterate the Kingdom's clear and firm position in support of the resolutions of the
extraordinary Council session contained in document C/ES.36/D, which condemns attacks that
violate international law and threaten the security of global trade. We express our deep concern
regarding the security and economic impacts of these developments on maritime transport and
supply chains. We further affirm, in accordance with international law, that the Strait of Hormuz
is an international strait, guaranteeing the right of transit and innocent passage for vessels.

In this context, the Kingdom, through its maritime and logistics ecosystem, has implemented a
package of proactive measures and initiatives to ensure operational continuity and mitigate the
impacts of ongoing geopolitical challenges. Among the most prominent of these are the
continued acceptance of bookings by shipping lines without interruption, the activation of
alternative routes and logistics solutions, and the enhancement of transit services to maintain
the flow of maritime trade and the continuity of supply chains.

The Kingdom has also facilitated the movement of inbound containers, cargo, and re-exports
at certain regional ports by launching initiatives for storage and redistribution hubs in the Gulf
region, in support of regional logistics integration. It has strengthened continuous coordination
and cooperation with government entities, private sector partners, and ports across the Gulf
Cooperation Council states, reflecting the importance of collective action in addressing
exceptional challenges.

Additionally, 18 new shipping services and routes have been launched to enhance maritime
connectivity and strengthen the resilience of shipping networks.

In support of food and medical security, proactive measures have been taken to ensure the
uninterrupted flow of food, medicines, and vital supplies, while also ensuring the seamless
export of Saudi products to regional and international markets with high efficiency.

Efforts have also included the activation of knowledge centers and beneficiary services to
enhance direct communication with the maritime and logistics sectors and promptly address
operational challenges. Initiatives were launched to activate joint support committees and task
forces, as well as to establish truck marshaling and flow-regulation zones to improve
operational efficiency and reduce congestion.

As part of supporting the maritime and logistics sector during this period, certain service fees
and operational charges have been extended or waived. In addition, more than 40 workshops
and coordination meetings have been held with private sector stakeholders and strategic
partners to monitor operational developments and continuously develop joint solutions.

The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia reaffirms its continued commitment to working with the
international maritime community under the umbrella of the International Maritime Organization
to support maritime safety and security, and to enhance the sustainability and resilience of
global supply chains in a manner that contributes to the stability of international trade and the
global economy.
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Statement by the delegation of Spain
Muchas gracias sefnor presidente y buenos dias a todas las delegaciones.

Hemos solicitado la palabra para informar al comité sobre el operativo llevado a cabo por
Espafa en los dias previos al inicio de esta sesion y que ha permitido gestionar la crisis
generada por un brote de hantavirus en el crucero Hondius de bandera de los Paises Bajos
mediante su acogida en el puerto de Granadilla en el sur de Tenerife, en las Islas Canarias.

La respuesta positiva de Espafa a la peticion de colaboracion realizada por la OMS en base
al Reglamento Internacional Sanitario ha permitido disefiar y desplegar un operativo de
recepcion, atencion y repatriacion sin precedentes, gracias a la coordinacion con la OMS, la
Comision Europea, el Centro Europeo para la Prevencion y el Control de Enfermedades, los
23 paises con nacionales a bordo del Hondius, asi como el Reino de los Paises Bajos como
estado de abanderamiento.

El crucero Hondius permanecio en el puerto de Granadilla en el sur de la isla de Tenerife
durante los dias 10 y 11 de mayo, tras recibir autorizacién expresa de entrada a puerto de
refugio por parte de la administracion maritima espafiola.

El operativo desplegado ha asegurado el control y desarrollo de los protocolos necesarios,
habiéndose repatriado a 127 personas de distintas nacionalidades entre pasajeros (87),
tripulantes (36) y personal sanitario (4), mediante 10 vuelos especiales.

Durante su estancia en puerto, el crucero Hondius recibidé la asistencia habitual de los
servicios portuarios de caracter técnico-nautico. Ademas, se le suministré combustible,
provisiones de boca, medicinas, equipos médicos y botellas de oxigeno, zarpando con
posterioridad con destino a Rotterdam con 26 tripulantes a bordo.

La decision de acoger al crucero Hondius responde al compromiso de Espafa con la salud
global, con el derecho internacional, con el multilateralismo y con la cooperacién internacional.

Espafna desea reconocer la labor de todos los profesionales que han participado en el
operativo de acogida y la colaboracion del capitan y la tripulacion del Hondius y de la
compafia naviera.

Espafia espera poder compartir proximamente con todos los estados miembros de la OMI, la
experiencia adquirida en el desarrollo del operativo de acogida como ejemplo de coordinacion
entre estados miembros y agencias especializadas de las NNUU.

Por ultimo, solicitamos que esta declaracion se adjunte como anexo en el informe final del
comité.

Statement by the delegation of Tonga

Tonga aligns itself with the concerns expressed regarding the serious threats to the safety and
security of international navigation, seafarers, and commercial shipping in and around the
Strait of Hormuz.

As a Small Island Developing State, shipping is a vital lifeline that sustains our economy and
our communities. Tonga depends heavily on safe, secure, and reliable maritime trade routes,
and any disruption to the already delicate and limited maritime connectivity to our region, has
multiplied effects on our economy and way of life. Across the world, energy prices are
increasing, and few feel these increases more acutely than SIDS. In Tonga, energy supply
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already faces uncertainties even under normal circumstances. The recent disruptions caused
by the situation in and around the Strait of Hormuz have only compounded these challenges.
This will have long-term implications for our economic development, and creates serious risks
for the well-being of our societies. We know this is also the case for many countries around
the world.

Of paramount concern is the plight of seafarers who remain separated from their families for
extended periods, stranded on vessels facing critical shortages of food and water, and caught
in the midst of a conflict they neither initiated nor intensified. We strongly condemn all actions
that jeopardize the safety and welfare of seafarers and reiterates its call for unified international
action to protect their lives and ensure the safety and survival of those stranded in, or transiting
through, the waters in and around the Strait of Hormuz.

As co-sponsor of this paper MSC111/WP13/Rev.1 Tonga supports its full adoption and thanks
the United Arab Emirates for initiating the proposed draft resolution and stresses its emphasis
on safeguarding seafarers, ensuring the continued flow of essential goods and energy
supplies, and encouraging coordinated international efforts to reduce risks to maritime safety
and security. We also support calls for restraint and for all parties to act in accordance with
international law in order to prevent further escalation and disruption to global shipping.

We further call on all States in a position to do so to take the necessary measures to ensure
the safety and freedom of navigation, safeguard seafarers, and address the disruptions to the
global economy caused by the situation in and around the Strait of Hormuz.

Finally, Chair, we kindly request that this intervention be appended to the report of
the Committee.

Statements by the delegation of Ukraine
Decisions of other IMO bodies (Strait of Hormuz crisis)
Thank you, Chair.

Ukraine, as a co-sponsor, fully supports the adoption of the draft MSC resolution contained in
document MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1 and expresses its sincere appreciation to the United Arab
Emirates for its leadership in initiating this important proposal. We also thank the United Arab
Emirates for submitting document MSC 111/WP.17, which provides important additional
information on the situation in the region and further demonstrates the urgent need for action
by the Committee.

Ukraine aligns itself with the conclusions of the Council at its thirty-sixth extraordinary session
and fully shares the serious concerns expressed in the draft resolution regarding threats,
attacks and unlawful interference with merchant and commercial ships in and around the Strait
of Hormuz.

The safety and welfare of seafarers must remain at the centre of our consideration. Attacks and
threats against commercial shipping, the use of unmanned aerial systems, missiles, sea
mines, projectiles and drone boats, as well as any attempt to close, obstruct or otherwise
interfere with international navigation, create unacceptable risks for civilian crews, vessels,
cargoes, port workers, the marine environment and global supply chains.

Ukraine is also directly concerned by the situation of merchant and commercial ships and their
crews unable to safely leave the affected region. Ukrainian nationals are among the seafarers
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affected, including on board vessels that have been seized. This further underlines the urgent
need for continued practical efforts to facilitate their safe return.

In this regard, Ukraine expresses its sincere appreciation to the Secretary-General and the
Secretariat for their continued attention to this matter, for closely monitoring the situation, and
for their efforts to assist affected seafarers, including with a view to facilitating their safe return.

Ukraine also expresses its gratitude to Member States, international organizations, industry
stakeholders and all those who are providing practical assistance to seafarers and vessels in
the affected region, including water, food, fuel and other essential supplies. We respectfully
encourage the continuation of these important efforts for as long as necessary.

Ukraine supports the clear demand contained in the draft resolution that the Islamic Republic
of Iran immediately and unconditionally cease its attacks, refrain from any actions or threats
aimed at closing, obstructing or otherwise interfering with international navigation in the region,
and fully respect its obligations under international law.

With regard to the documents submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran under this agenda
item, Ukraine does not support the narratives or conclusions contained therein. In our view,
these documents do not assist the Committee in addressing the real and urgent maritime
safety and security concerns before us. The Committee should remain focused on the
protection of seafarers, the safety and security of navigation, and the need to respond clearly
to the threats and unlawful activities of Iran in and around the Strait of Hormuz.

Chair, our Committee should send a clear, united and principled message: attacks and threats
against merchant shipping are unacceptable; freedom of navigation and the right of transit
passage must be fully respected; and seafarers must never be placed at risk or used as
instruments of pressure.

In this context, and as stated at the outset, Ukraine, as one of the co-sponsors, fully supports
the adoption of the draft MSC resolution contained in document MSC 111/WP.13/Rev.1 and
kindly requests that this statement be reflected in the report of the Committee and annexed
thereto.

Thank you, Chair.
Statement of Ukraine under agenda item 2 — document MSC 111/2/3

Ukraine would like to thank the Secretariat for preparing document MSC 111/2/3 and the draft
guidance on training and certification of seafarers affected by the situation in the Arabian Sea,
the Sea of Oman and the Gulf region, particularly in and around the Strait of Hormuz.

We support the development and approval of this guidance. The safety, welfare and
professional continuity of seafarers must remain a priority, especially when exceptional
security circumstances directly affect their ability to renew certificates, undergo required
training, or comply fully with the relevant provisions of the STCW Convention and Code.

Ukraine also welcomes the practical and pragmatic approach proposed in the draft guidance,
while maintaining the fundamental objectives of safety of navigation and protection of the
marine environment. This balance is essential.

In this context, Ukraine would like to recall the useful practice developed under the auspices
of IMO and regional port State control regimes at the beginning of the full-scale Russian
invasion of Ukraine, including the approach reflected in IMO Circular Letter No. 4524/Add.2.
That experience demonstrated that timely, coordinated and humanitarian-oriented guidance
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can provide real support to affected seafarers, Administrations, flag States and port States in
exceptional circumstances.

Also, in light of the need for enhanced communication between relevant stakeholders, reflected
in paragraph 11 of draft guidance, our delegation would like to note that additional
arrangements between Parties to STCW Convention should also be duly taken into account
for notification purposes, as referenced in circular MSC.1/Circ.1450.

We therefore support the Committee's consideration of the draft guidance set out in the annex
to document MSC 111/2/3 and its further use by Member States, Administrations, flag States
and port States, as appropriate.

General Statement on the Black Sea

Ukraine takes the floor to draw the Committee's attention to the further deterioration of the
maritime security situation in the Black Sea and the Sea of Azov, including in and around the
Kerch Strait, as a direct consequence of the Russian Federation's ongoing armed aggression
against Ukraine.

In recent weeks, Russia has significantly intensified its attacks in the maritime domain. In April
alone, more than 500 UAV attacks against Ukrainian port infrastructure were recorded, leaving
Ukrainian ports effectively under attack every other day.

These attacks have affected merchant ships, port facilities, grain storage infrastructure and
vessel traffic services. For example, on 2 April, grain storage facilities and the Chornomorsk
Vessel Traffic Service centre were damaged, injuring two employees of the Delta-Pilot branch
of the Ukrainian Sea Ports Authority. On 19 April, the Belize-flagged merchant ship QUEEN
LILA, carrying 30,500 tonnes of corn, was damaged on the shipping route to the port of
Pivdennyi, with the chief officer injured. On 22 April, the Saint Kitts and Nevis-flagged vessel
AJAX, carrying 5,000 tonnes of sugar, was hit in the port of Odesa, where the Ukrainian tug
PELENG was also sunk. As recently as yesterday, Russian UAV attacks also targeted several
civilian vessels, including vessels flying the flags of Panama, Guinea-Bissau and the
Marshall Islands.

Furthermore, while this Committee was already in session, the Russian Federation carried out
one of the most brutal attacks against Ukraine since the beginning of its full-scale aggression.
The attack claimed civilian lives, including those of children, and struck residential areas and
civilian infrastructure.

These attacks form part of a broader and deliberate pattern of strikes against civilian
infrastructure, including ports, coastal facilities and logistics chains essential for maritime trade
and global food security. Since the beginning of the full-scale invasion, Russia has damaged
or destroyed more than 900 port infrastructure facilities in Ukraine, with 246 people affected
as a result of these attacks.

Chair,

Despite these constant attacks, Ukraine continues to ensure the functioning of the Black Sea
maritime corridor. In the first four months of 2026, Ukrainian seaports handled 29.5 million
tonnes of cargo, including 16 million tonnes of grain. Since the launch of the Ukrainian Sea
Corridor, nearly 200 million tonnes of cargo have been transported, including 117 million
tonnes of agricultural products. This demonstrates the corridor's vital role for global food
security, while also underlining the need for practical support, enhanced protection of port
infrastructure, and sustained international attention to the risks created by Russia's attacks.
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In this regard, Ukraine recalls IMO Assembly resolution A.1183(33), which remains fully
relevant. Russia's attacks continue to affect international shipping, seafarers, port
infrastructure, maritime trade and the marine environment.

Ukraine also draws attention to the continued use of maritime routes for the illegal export of
stolen Ukrainian grain and other agricultural and non-agricultural products from the temporarily
occupied territories of Ukraine. We call on Member States, flag States, port States, shipowners,
operators, insurers and classification societies to exercise enhanced due diligence and ensure
that their vessels, services or jurisdictions are not used to facilitate such illegal activities.

Russia's attacks against civilian maritime infrastructure are taking place in parallel with its
continued use of non-compliant and high-risk shipping practices, including the so-called
shadow fleet. These practices undermine maritime safety, environmental protection,
transparency, proper insurance coverage and the integrity of international shipping.

In this context, Ukraine recalls IMO Assembly resolution A.1192(33) and welcomes the
important work already undertaken by IMO, Member States and relevant international partners
to address unsafe and deceptive shipping practices. We encourage the continuation and
further strengthening of these efforts, including through improved information exchange,
enhanced due diligence, stronger flag State responsibility, effective port State control and full
implementation of IMO instruments.

To conclude, Chair,

Attacks against civilian ports, merchant ships and maritime infrastructure must never be
normalized.

The most urgent and necessary step remains clear: the Russian Federation must end its war
of aggression against Ukraine as soon as possible, cease all attacks against civilian
infrastructure, including ports and maritime facilities, and fully respect international law.

Until this happens, Ukraine, for its part, will continue to defend freedom of navigation and global
food security, and counts on continued international support, practical assistance and clear
condemnation of the Russian Federation's actions.

Thank you, Chair and we kindly request that this statement be reflected in the report of the
Committee and annexed thereto.

Statement by the delegation of the United Arab Emirates

Mr. Chair,

Regarding documents MSC 111/WP.14 and MSC 111/WP.16, the United Arab Emirates
categorically rejects the Islamic Republic of Iran's misleading reference to it, contained in the
above-mentioned documents, which are baseless and unacceptable, and invites the MSC to
do the same.

The Islamic Republic of Iran's responsibility for its unlawful actions in and around the Strait
of Hormuz is well-established, and Iran's actions continue to endanger commercial shipping
and the safety, health and wellbeing of seafarers.
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The United Arab Emirates recalls in this regard that the IMO Council, in its Declaration
adopted by consensus, at its thirty-sixth extraordinary session, and the Legal Committee (at
its one hundred and thirteenth session), and its Marine Environment Protection Committee
(at its eighty-fourth session) have strongly condemned Iran's threats and attacks against
vessels.

Further, Iran's attempt, in MSC 111/WP.16, to portray itself as a responsible coastal state,
which "has consistently upheld the freedom of navigation and the safety and security of
maritime activities" and its claim that the Strait of Hormuz "remains open to maritime
navigation" is similarly untenable, and contradicts Iran's own statements and actions as well
as the above-mentioned decisions of the IMO. It is worth recalling in this regard that the IMO
Legal Committee strongly condemned the effective closure of the Strait of Hormuz by Iran,
as well as threats related to the laying of mines in and around the Strait and the reported toll
system it imposed on vessels passing through the Strait of Hormuz. Responsible coastal
States such as the Member States of the Gulf Cooperation Council have prioritized the more
than 1500 ships and 20,000 seafarers stranded since Iran began its actions.

The United Arab Emirates calls for this Committee to support the United Arab Emirates'
proposed resolution that is co-sponsored by several Member States to this Committee

May | request to include this statement in the final report of the Committee.
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Statements by the delegation of the United Kingdom
Decisions of other IMO bodies (Strait of Hormuz crisis)
Thank you, Chair.
The United Kingdom condemns the Iranian regime's reckless and indiscriminate attacks on

maritime infrastructure in the region which has jeopardised the safety and security of seafarers
and represents a serious risk to the safety of navigation as well as the marine environment.
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As a co-sponsor, we support Working Paper 13 proposing a draft resolution on this matter to
this Committee.

We also support the Secretary General in his efforts to evacuate the ships currently stranded
in the Strait of Hormuz, along with the 20,000 stranded seafarers. Their safety and welfare
must be the absolute priority of this Organization.

Freedom of navigation must be restored in the Strait, in line with international law as reflected
in UNCLOS. Shipping should not be used as leverage, innocent seafarers must not be put at
risk, and there is no place for tolls in international straits.

The United Kingdom is working closely with international partners, and through the wider UN,
to support the Secretary General, as he works to deliver on the decisions made by the Council
in March. As member states of the IMO we have a shared responsibility to help reinforce
international law, while maintaining a focus on the safety and security of seafarers, and the
consistent application of existing rules.

Thank you Chair, and we kindly request that this statement annexed to the report.

General Statement on the Black Sea
Thank you Chair,

| would like to thank the distinguished delegate from Ukraine for updating the committee on
the ongoing situation in the Black Sea and Sea of Azov.

Since its full-scale invasion of Ukraine in 2022, Russia has jeopardised the safety and security
of seafarers on countless occasions. The United Kingdom remains deeply concerned about
the continuing threats to maritime infrastructure and personnel in the Black Sea and the Sea
of Azov and reiterates the importance of upholding international maritime law.

The Russian Federation's actions continue to show a flagrant disregard for IMO Resolution
A.1183(33) and are inconsistent with the principles and purposes of this Organization. Russia's
actions undermine our shared work to enhance maritime security and safety capacity.
Adherence to the rules-based order is fundamental to maritime security, freedom of navigation
and resilience of international trade and is more important now than ever.

Thank you, Chair and we kindly request that this statement be annexed to the report of
the committee.

Statement by the delegation of the United Republic of Tanzania

The United Republic of Tanzania thanks the submitters of this agenda item which highlights
the serious and continuing threats to the safety and security of international navigation and to
the welfare of seafarers operating in and around the Strait of Hormuz. Tanzania fully shares
the concerns expressed in the document and supports ongoing efforts within the IMO to protect
seafarers and preserve the freedom of navigation in accordance with international law.

On this, the United Republic of Tanzania wishes to inform the Committee of a tragic incident
involving a Tanzanian seafarer in the Gulf of Oman.
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On 2 May 2026, the convoy comprising the Tug Volans and the Barge Badr was subjected
to two external kinetic impact events while transiting in the Gulf of Oman en route to the United
Arab Emirates.

Tragically, Mr. Mchama Maregesi Mongu, a Tanzanian national serving as Bosun on board,
sustained fatal injuries while resting in the accommodation at the time of the impact and died
at the scene.

The United Republic of Tanzania expresses its sincere appreciation to the Governments and
authorities of Oman and the United Arab Emirates for their prompt assistance to the affected
crew and for facilitating the timely sharing of information through diplomatic channels.

Through the Tanzania Shipping Agencies Corporation, in close cooperation with the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs and East African Cooperation and the Embassy and Consulate in the United
Arab Emirates, Tanzania has continued to provide support to the bereaved family in
coordination with the relevant authorities in the United Arab Emirates. The deceased body has
transported to Tanzania today (18 May 2026) after the required procedures in the host country
has completed.

Tanzania extends its deepest condolences to the family, relatives, seafarers union and
colleagues of Mr. Mchama Maregesi Mongu.

This tragic event is a stark reminder of the dangers faced by seafarers while undertaking their
duties in support of global trade and while exercising the right of innocent passage under
International law.

In this context, Tanzania recalls the relevant principles of the United Nations Convention on
the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), including the right of innocent passage, the duty to respect the
safety of navigation, the responsibilities of flag States, and the duty to render assistance to
persons in distress at sea. Tanzania therefore makes a humanitarian appeal to all parties
concerned to exercise maximum restraint and to ensure that seafarers, merchant vessels,
maritime transport routes and other innocent third parties are protected from harm. Seafarers
are civilian workers serving global trade and should not become victims of circumstances
beyond their control. The protection of human life at sea, the safety of navigation and the
uninterrupted movement of maritime transport must remain matters of common concern to the
international community.

Tanzania therefore encourages continued cooperation, timely information sharing and
practical measures aimed at safeguarding innocent seafarers, protecting maritime transport,
and preventing further loss of life or injury to persons not involved in any conflict or aggression.

We request this statement to be reflected in the final report of the Committee. Thank you, Chair
and Happy International Day for Women in Maritime.

Statement by the Observer of the European Commission
If you allow me, in view of our celebrations yesterday | would like to express the sympathy of
the European Commission with all the female seafarers who are victim of Russia's war or
aggression, as well as those trapped on their ships in the Persian Gulf.

Mr. Chairman,

The two pillars of the work of the MSC are safety and security.
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It is therefore good that our Ukraine colleagues keep reminding us of the regrettable negative
consequences for the safety and security of international shipping of Russia's illegal and
unprovoked war of aggression against Ukraine.

Indeed, this war has affected both the safety as well as the security of numerous seafarers,
with many of them having even lost their lives.

And these consequences go further than maritime security, as they even affect global food
security.

Therefore, the European Commission will continue to provide its unwavering support to the
Ukraine people, and will do so everywhere, including in international shipping and thus also at
IMO.

| would be obliged if my statement could be included in the report of this meeting.

AGENDA ITEM 3
Statement by the delegation of Nigeria
MSC 111/3

Nigeria appreciates the diligent work of the Secretariat, Member States and relevant
Sub-Committees in advancing these amendments to the 1974 SOLAS Convention and
associated mandatory instruments.

We recognize that the proposed amendments to the SOLAS Convention, the 2011 ESP Code,
the 1994 and 2000 HSC Codes, the IP Code, the LSA Code, as well as
resolution MSC.402(96), collectively strengthen the global maritime safety architecture and
reinforce the Organization's enduring commitment to safeguarding life at sea.

Nigeria particularly welcomes the emphasis on enhanced inspection regimes, operational
reliability of life-saving appliances, and improved maintenance standards, which remain critical
to reducing casualties and ensuring safer ship operations globally.

Nigeria therefore supports the adoption of the draft amendments contained in annexes 1 to 7
of document MSC 111/3, in accordance with article VIII(b)(iv) of the 1974 SOLAS Convention.

We further encourage continued technical cooperation and capacity-building support to assist
developing countries in timely implementation and effective enforcement of these instruments.

In our view, uniform implementation, supported by practical training and technology transfer,
will ensure that the intended safety benefits of these amendments are realized across all
regions, including emerging maritime economies and developing coastal States.

Thank you, Chair.

MSC 111/3/2

Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Secretariat for document MSC 111/3/2 and commends the Sub-Committee
on Carriage of Cargoes and Containers and the Editorial and Technical Group for their
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extensive work in finalizing draft amendments 43-26 to the International Maritime Dangerous
Goods (IMDG) Code.

Nigeria recognizes the IMDG Code as a critical global instrument for ensuring the safe carriage
of dangerous goods by sea and for protecting human life, property, marine ecosystems and
port infrastructure from incidents associated with hazardous cargoes.

Considering evolving cargo profiles, technological developments and increasing volumes of
dangerous goods transported through international supply chains, Nigeria supports the
continuous updating of the Code to reflect emerging risks, operational experience and
advances in safety management practices. Nigeria therefore supports the proposed
amendments with a view to their adoption.

Nigeria further emphasizes that effective implementation of the IMDG Code remains essential
for developing maritime nations, particularly those with expanding port infrastructure and
growing participation in international trade and logistics.

In this regard, Nigeria underscores the importance of sustained technical cooperation, training
and capacity-building support to strengthen the ability of maritime administrations, port State
control authorities, shippers, freight forwarders and seafarers to implement the Code
consistently and effectively.

Nigeria also encourages continued collaboration among Member States, industry stakeholders
and the Secretariat to ensure harmonized enforcement, improved compliance awareness and
enhanced preparedness for dangerous goods incidents.

Nigeria remains committed to supporting measures that strengthen maritime safety,
environmental protection and the resilience of global maritime transport systems.

Thank you, Chair.
MSC 111/3/3
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Republic of Korea for document MSC 111/3/3 and for drawing attention to
the consequential editorial clarification required in SOLAS regulation V/19 arising from the
introduction of the VHF Data Exchange System (VDES) as an alternative to the Automatic
Identification System (AIS).

Nigeria supports the observations presented and agrees that regulatory clarity and consistency
are essential to avoid unintended interpretations that could create uncertainty regarding the
continued carriage requirements applicable to ships constructed before 1 July 2002.

Nigeria recognizes the growing importance of VDES as part of the modernization of maritime
communications, navigation safety and digital maritime services, particularly in supporting
more efficient data exchange, enhanced situational awareness and future e-navigation
applications.

In this regard, Nigeria supports efforts to ensure that the transition framework from AlS-only
provisions to AlS or VDES arrangements remains coherent, legally certain and operationally
practical.

Nigeria further emphasizes that as the Organization advances digitalization and modernization
of navigational systems, due consideration should continue to be given to the implementation
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capacities of developing countries, particularly in areas relating to infrastructure readiness,
spectrum management, equipment upgrades, training and technical support.

For many developing maritime administrations and shipping operators, the gradual integration
of emerging technologies such as VDES will require sustained capacity-building and
technology transfer to ensure safe and harmonized implementation across the global fleet.
Nigeria therefore supports the proposed editorial alignment in paragraph 7 of the document,
as it preserves the original intent of the SOLAS carriage requirements while maintaining
continuity in the application of navigational safety obligations.

Nigeria remains committed to supporting measures that enhance maritime safety, navigational
efficiency and the secure digital transformation of international shipping.

Thank you, Chair.

AGENDA ITEM 4

No statements were submitted under this agenda item

AGENDA ITEM 5
Statement submitted by the delegation of Nigeria

MSC 111/ 5

MSC 111/5/1
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Secretariat for document MSC 111/5/1 and welcomes the GBS review of
Part 3 of the draft MASS Code.

Nigeria considers this review timely and essential, particularly as the Committee moves
towards finalization of the non-mandatory Code.

The development of a goal-based instrument for Maritime Autonomous Surface Ships must be
anchored on clarity, consistency, risk-based analysis and practical implement-ability.

Nigeria therefore welcomes the finding that the draft Code provides a sound starting point,
while also noting the need to address priority findings that may affect implementation before
approval, and to carry forward more complex issues into the experience-building phase.

Nigeria further emphasizes that the experience-building phase should not be treated as a
formality, but as a structured opportunity to test assumptions, strengthen hazard identification,
improve cross-chapter consistency and ensure that functional requirements remain aligned
with the core principles of goal-based standards.

For developing maritime nations, including Nigeria, it will be important that the Code remains
understandable, implementable and supported by technical cooperation, training and digital
capacity-building.

IAMSC\11\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx



MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 38, page 37

Nigeria therefore supports consideration of the findings and proposals in the annex and
encourages that the future development of the MASS Code remains safety-centred,
evidence-based, inclusive and responsive to the practical realities of all Member States.

Thank you, Chair.
MSC 111/5
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Chair of the Intersessional MASS Working Group, the Secretariat and all
delegations for the substantial progress reflected in document MSC 111/5.

Nigeria welcomes the continued development of a goal-based instrument for Maritime
Autonomous Surface Ships and recognizes that MASS represents one of the most
consequential transitions in the future of shipping, with implications for safety, security, liability,
training, seafarer welfare, port readiness and the role of maritime administrations.

Nigeria supports the Group's careful attention to the human element, particularly the provisions
on safe manning, human oversight and control, human-centred design, watchkeeping, remote
operations centres and the continuing responsibility of a human master.

For Nigeria, it is important that technological innovation should enhance maritime safety and
efficiency without weakening accountability, competence standards or the central role of
trained maritime professionals.

Nigeria further supports the proposed three-step approach: finalizing the non-mandatory
MASS Code, developing interim guidance during the experience-building phase, and
eventually establishing appropriate mandatory standards for training, certification and
watchkeeping.

Nigeria considers this phased approach prudent, especially given the legal and practical
complexities surrounding remote operators, the possible application of the STCW framework,
and the need to avoid premature regulatory assumptions before sufficient operational
experience is gathered.

Nigeria also emphasizes that developing countries must be fully supported in this transition
through technical cooperation, digital infrastructure support, training, capacity-building and
technology transfer, so that MASS does not widen the maritime technology gap between
advanced and developing maritime nations.

Accordingly, Nigeria supports the re-establishment of the MASS Working Group at MSC 111
and encourages that the final Code remain inclusive, practical, safety-centred and capable of
supporting equitable participation in the future of autonomous shipping.

Thank you, Chair.

MSC 111/5/7

Nigeria thanks Norway, Spain, the United Arab Emirates and the United Kingdom for

document MSC 111/5/7 and welcomes the wuseful proposals for structuring the
experience-building phase for the MASS Code.
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Nigeria supports the view that the EBP should be carefully designed, evidence-based and
inclusive, drawing lessons from previous IMO experience-building processes while recognizing
the unique complexity of Maritime Autonomous Surface Ships.

Nigeria considers it important that the EBP should have a clear scope, defined objectives,
prioritized work areas, a reporting template and an action plan that enables Member States,
industry, academia, recognized organizations and other stakeholders to share practical
evidence from ftrials, simulations, operational experience and research.

Such a structured approach will help ensure that the non-mandatory MASS Code evolves into
a robust, practical and globally acceptable mandatory instrument.

Nigeria further supports the proposal for a phased EBP, with the first phase addressing urgent
gaps and unintended consequences before adoption of the mandatory Code, and the second
phase continuing after adoption to support implementation and long-term learning.

For developing maritime nations, this process must also include technical cooperation,
capacity-building, digital infrastructure support and equitable access to knowledge, so that
participation in MASS development is not limited to technologically advanced States alone.

Nigeria therefore encourages that the EBP give particular attention to human element issues,
training and certification of remote operators, safe manning, cybersecurity, connectivity, search
and rescue, port State control, legal implications and the readiness of maritime administrations.

Nigeria supports further consideration of the proposals in paragraphs 38 to 41 and encourages
the MASS Working Group to develop an EBP framework that is transparent, practical, inclusive
and capable of supporting safe and equitable innovation in global shipping.

MSC 111/5/12
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the United Kingdom for document MSC 111/5/12 and welcomes the
constructive proposals aimed at refining the definitions chapter of the draft MASS Code.

Nigeria considers precise and consistent terminology essential to the successful finalization
and future implementation of the Code, particularly given the technical, legal and operational
complexity of Maritime Autonomous Surface Ships.

Clear definitions of terms such as autonomous, control action, connectivity, MASS function,
systemic failure and verification are not merely editorial matters; they are central to ensuring
common understanding among Administrations, shipowners, remote operators, recognized
organizations, port State control authorities and other stakeholders.

Nigeria therefore supports further consideration of these proposals by the MASS Working
Group, with a view to improving clarity, avoiding ambiguity and strengthening the legal certainty
of the non-mandatory Code.

Nigeria further emphasizes that as the MASS Code develops towards future mandatory
application, its definitions must remain practical, technologically neutral and sufficiently flexible
to accommodate innovation without compromising safety, accountability or human oversight.
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In this regard, Nigeria supports efforts to distinguish clearly between automation, autonomy
and remote operations, while ensuring that the role of human intervention, system verification,
failure management and operational control remains properly reflected.

Nigeria also encourages that any refinements to definitions should be tested against the needs
of developing maritime administrations, including ease of interpretation, implementation,
survey, certification and enforcement.

Nigeria therefore supports referring the proposals to the MASS Working Group and
encourages that the final Code remain coherent, accessible and capable of supporting safe,
inclusive and globally harmonized implementation of autonomous shipping technologies.

MSC 111/5/13

Nigeria thanks the delegation of Japan for document MSC 111/5/13 and commends its
thoughtful contribution towards the development of a structured and practical framework for
the Experience-Building Phase (EBP) following the adoption of the non-mandatory MASS
Code.

Nigeria supports the view that the EBP must have a clearly defined purpose, measurable
objectives and an inclusive feedback mechanism capable of capturing operational, technical,
legal and regulatory experiences from Member States at varying levels of technological
readiness.

In our view, the proposed purpose of the EBP, namely, to improve the texts contained in the
non-mandatory MASS Code through practical operational experience, represents a pragmatic
and balanced approach.

However, Nigeria wishes to underscore that the EBP should also serve as a platform for
identifying capacity gaps, infrastructure limitations and human element considerations,
particularly for developing countries, to ensure that the eventual mandatory MASS framework
is globally implementable, equitable and reflective of diverse maritime realities.

Nigeria further supports the establishment of a structured feedback mechanism and
appreciates Japan's proposed categorization of operational experiences, comments on the
Code and suggested refinements.

Nevertheless, we emphasize that any data-gathering and reporting process under the EBP
must remain flexible, transparent and non-prescriptive, considering the differing levels of
technological advancement and institutional preparedness among Member States.

Nigeria believes that the EBP should encourage broad participation from Administrations,
industry, academia and seafarer representatives, while avoiding the creation of burdensome
reporting obligations that may inadvertently exclude developing States from meaningful
participation.

We also support the proposal for intersessional engagements during the EBP, as these would
facilitate continuous technical exchange, strengthen common understanding and promote
confidence-building among Member States as the Organization progresses toward the
development of a future mandatory MASS Code.
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MSC 111/5/18

Nigeria thanks the delegation of the United Kingdom for document MSC 111/5/18 and
commends the constructive proposals aimed at strengthening the integrity, traceability and
practical implementation of certification arrangements under the draft MASS Code.

Nigeria supports the effort to enhance clarity and consistency in the forms of certificates for
Maritime Autonomous Surface Ships and Remote Operation Centres, particularly the
proposals relating to version control, use of IMO identification numbers, linkage of certificates
to associated records, and inclusion of references to additional surveys.

These elements are essential to ensuring credibility, transparency and effective oversight by
flag, port and coastal States, especially as the Organization advances toward a future
mandatory framework for MASS operations.

Nigeria also considers the proposal to include clearer references to the applicable IMO
resolution, as well as alignment with the terminology currently reflected in the draft MASS
Code, to be both practical and necessary in avoiding future interpretative ambiguities.

Nigeria further welcomes the proposal regarding electronic certification, recognizing that digital
accessibility of MASS and ROC certificates will be particularly important for unmanned or
remotely operated vessels.

However, Nigeria wishes to emphasize that the transition toward electronic certification
systems must be accompanied by adequate safeguards relating to cybersecurity,
authentication, interoperability and accessibility for Administrations with varying technological
capacities.

In addition, Nigeria supports the inclusion of information relating to testing areas, MASS
functions and ROC operational locations, as these would significantly assist port State control
officers and relevant authorities in understanding the operational profile and limitations of
MASS operations.

In our view, the development of certification arrangements under the MASS Code should
remain practical, flexible and implementation-oriented, while ensuring that developing
countries are not disadvantaged by overly complex administrative or technological

requirements as the maritime sector moves progressively toward autonomous shipping
operations.

AGENDA ITEM 6
No statements were submitted under this agenda item
AGENDA ITEM 7
Statement by the delegation of Belgium
MSC 111/7

Merci Mr le Président,

La Belgique s'excuse par avance, cette intervention étant plus longue que nos déclarations
habituelles.
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INTRODUCTION

La Belgique remercie le Secrétariat pour les mises a jour figurant dans le
document MSC 111/7. Nous remercions également la délégation des Etats-Unis pour la
soumission en temps opportun du document MSC 111/7/1. La Belgique s'aligne sur la position
de Chypre et soutient les propositions qui figurant dans le document en question.

CONSTAT

Monsieur le Président, la criminalité organisée dans le secteur maritime est un phénoméne
mondial et intrinséquement transnational, qui affecte tous les niveaux de notre industrie.

En 2023, 121 tonnes de cocaine ont été saisies dans le port d'Anvers — représentant une
valeur marchande de plus de 5 milliards de livres sterling — mais avec un impact limité sur les
réseaux criminels.

A titre de comparaison, la premiére compagnie mondiale de transport maritime par conteneurs
a enregistré des bénéfices d'environ 30 milliards de livres sterling, soit seulement six fois plus
que les 5 milliards livres représentant:

e uniquement ce qui a été saisi;
e dans un seul port;
¢ et limité a un seul type de marchandise illicite.

Méme des pertes de cette ampleur ne semblent pas perturber significativement ces
organisations. Cela illustre I'ampleur considérable des flux financiers illicites qui demeurent en
dehors de nos économies légales.

La stabilité des prix de la cocaine sur le long terme suggére que I'offre continue de répondre
a une demande croissante, voire de la renforcer.

AU-DELA DU TRANSPORT MARITIME

L'impact de la criminalité organisée dans le domaine maritime va bien au-dela du narcotrafic.
Les réseaux criminels exploitent les vulnérabilités de I'ensemble de la chaine logistique.
Outre le trafic de stupéfiants, cela comprend notamment la traite des étres humains, le trafic
d'armes et le trafic d'animaux sauvages.

Le volume des trafics illicites a considérablement augmenté, conduisant les réseaux criminels
a exploiter les énormes volumes de cargaisons transportés par le transport maritime
international.

Nous sommes également préoccupés par les indications selon lesquelles une part importante
des navires opérant au sein de la « flotte fantdme » serait liée a des financements illicites
provenant d'organisations criminelles. Cela a des conséquences directes sur la protection du
milieu marin, la sécurité maritime et le bien-étre des gens de mer.

GENS DE MER
Nous constatons une augmentation préoccupante:

e de la criminalisation de membres d'équipage innocents;
e des violations de la Convention du travail maritime de 2006; et
e des cas d'abandon de gens de mer.
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Parallelement, le renforcement des mesures de sreté dans les ports — telles que celles mises
en ceuvre a Anvers — a conduit les organisations criminelles a adapter leurs méthodes.
Nous observons désormais une augmentation des tentatives de corruption, de coercition ou
d'intimidation visant les gens de mer, les travailleurs portuaires et leurs proches.

Cette évolution constitue une préoccupation grave pour la sireté et I'intégrité du personnel
maritime.

DIMENSION MONDIALE

La violence liée aux trafics s'étend des points d'origine et d'entrée vers les ports intermédiaires
et les réseaux intérieurs.

Les saisies a grande échelle n'éliminent pas l'activité criminelle; elles incitent les réseaux
criminels a exploiter le maillon faible suivant. La criminalité s'adapte en permanence; elle suit
la voie de la moindre résistance.

Notre réponse doit étre collective et coordonnée. Agir en silos ne fait que déplacer le probléme.
POURQUOI L'OMI

La Belgique reconnait pleinement le travail essentiel accompli par les autorités douanieres,
les services répressifs et les systémes judiciaires en matiére d'interception, d'application de la
loi et de poursuites judiciaires.

Toutefois, si I'application de la loi est essentielle, la prévention demeure la réponse la plus
efficace au défi complexe que représente la criminalité organisée.

A cet égard, 'OMI joue un réle unique et éprouvé. Avec plus de 50 instruments internationaux,
I'Organisation a démontré a maintes reprises sa capacité a établir des cadres préventifs
mondiaux qui ameéliorent de maniére constante la qualité et le fonctionnement de notre
secteur.

WHY ISPS

One such framework is the ISPS Code, introduced after September 2001, which strengthens
maritime security through access control, risk assessment, and preparedness.

Today's threat landscape has evolved significantly, but the ISPS framework remains highly
relevant.

It is inherently risk-based, proportional, and adaptable. The ISPS Code is constructed in a way
that investments can be targeted there were danger and/or risk is identified. Not all ports,
routes, or cargoes face equal risk — mirroring the uneven threat posed by illicit trade and
organized crime.

SUMMARY

For these reasons, Belgium supports interested Member States and NGOs to put further
thought into how to leverage the ISPS Code framework to enhance maritime security and fight
organized crime. As was previously mentioned, one such way could be the 2003 IMO/ILO
Code of practice on security in ports.

Any actions should be targeted. A new output should have a clear scope, and work undertaken
should be guided by well-defined terms of reference.
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Organized crime represents a global challenge with far-reaching consequences for maritime
security, safety, the environment, and human rights.

It is essential that this Committee treats it with the priority and level of ambition it requires, and
engages in substantive work commensurate with the scale of the challenge.

Thank you, Chair.

Statement by the delegation of Cuba

MSC 111/7

Seior Presidente:

1.

La delegacién de Cuba ha examinado los documentos MSC 111/7 y MSC 111/7/1
presentados. Sin embargo, deseamos expresar nuestra profunda reserva sobre la
propuesta de ampliar o reinterpretar el ambito de aplicacion del Cédigo PBIP para.
abordar de manera genérica las "actividades ilicitas y delictivas".

Es imperativo recordar que el Codigo PBIP fue concebido y adoptado tras los eventos
del 11 de septiembre con un objetivo claro y delimitado: la proteccion contra el
terrorismo maritimo. Intentar desvirtuar este mandato técnico original mediante el
uso de conceptos legales ambiguos como "actividades ilicitas" sin una definicién clara,
genera inseguridad juridica para los Estados Miembros.

A nuestra delegacion le preocupa que este tipo de "vigilancia estratégica" basada en
criterios subjetivos pueda ser utilizada para politizar los estandares de proteccion de
la OMI. Introducir términos imprecisos en un codigo técnico obligatorio abre la puerta
a que medidas coercitivas unilaterales sean confundidas con "estandares de seguridad
maritima", lo cual podria utilizarse para sefalar injustificadamente a puertos o buques
de Estados Miembros como "no seguros" o "incapaces de cumplir con las normas".

El cumplimiento del Cdédigo PBIP no debe convertirse en una herramienta para
obstaculizar el comercio internacional legitimo ni para encarecer injustamente los
seguros y costos operativos de las naciones en desarrollo mediante calificaciones de
riesgo arbitrarias.

Senor Presidente, Cuba considera que las "actividades ilicitas" mencionadas en el
documento, como el contrabando o el tréfico ilicito, ya cuentan con marcos legales
internacionales especificos y competencias dentro de otros comités y agencias.
Por tanto, nos oponemos a cualquier reforma que pretenda ampliar el Cédigo PBIP
mas alla de su propdsito original de proteccién antiterrorista.

Instamos a este Comité a mantener el caracter técnico y neutral de nuestras
normativas, evitando que la arquitectura de proteccién maritima de la OMI sea utilizada
como un instrumento de presion politica o comercial.

Muchas gracias, Sefior Presidente.
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Statement by the delegation of Nigeria
MSC 111/7

Nigeria thanks the Secretariat for the comprehensive update contained in document
MSC 111/7 and commends the continued efforts of the Organization in strengthening global
maritime security governance through the implementation of SOLAS chapter XI-2 and
the ISPS Code.

Nigeria particularly welcomes the sustained improvements in the Maritime Security module of
GISIS and encourages all SOLAS Contracting Governments to ensure that their maritime
security-related information, especially Port Facility Security Plans and designated contact
details, remain updated and accurate.

In this regard, Nigeria recognizes the value of the electronic transfer facility under
MSC.1/Circ.1603 in reducing administrative burdens and enhancing efficiency.

As a country with one of the busiest maritime domains in Africa and a major gateway to the
Gulf of Guinea, Nigeria attaches great importance to credible maritime domain awareness,
inter-agency coordination, and robust port facility security compliance as essential pillars for
secure and resilient international shipping.

Nigeria further welcomes the Secretariat's continued expansion of maritime security
capacity-building initiatives, particularly in the areas of cybersecurity awareness, insider threat
management, whole-of-government approaches, and maritime domain awareness.

We strongly support the implementation of resolution A.1205(34) on Capacity-Development
Strategy and underscore the need for equitable access to technical cooperation and sustained
funding support for developing countries.

Nigeria wishes to highlight its own ongoing efforts under the Deep Blue Project, the SPOMO
Act framework, and regional cooperation mechanisms under the Yaoundé Architecture, which
have significantly contributed to the reduction of piracy and armed robbery incidents in the
Gulf of Guinea.

We therefore encourage stronger partnerships between IMO, Member States, regional
organizations, industry stakeholders, and UN entities to address emerging maritime security
threats, including cyber risks, terrorism targeting maritime infrastructure, and illicit trafficking.

Nigeria also encourages continued support for the International Maritime Security Trust Fund
to ensure that maritime security assistance reaches vulnerable regions where the protection
of global trade routes remains critically important.

MSC 111/7/1

Nigeria thanks the United States for the submission of document MSC 111/7/1 and for drawing
the Committee's attention to the evolving nature of maritime security threats confronting the
global shipping industry.

Nigeria agrees that the maritime domain has significantly changed since the adoption of the
ISPS Code in 2002, particularly with the rise of sophisticated transnational organized crime
networks, illicit trafficking, cyber-enabled criminality, and the increasing convergence between
maritime insecurity and terrorism financing.
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In this regard, Nigeria supports the need for a measured and forward-looking review of the
ISPS Code to ensure that it remains fit for purpose, resilient, and responsive to emerging
realities.

However, such a review should preserve the risk-based and flexible nature of the ISPS
framework while avoiding the imposition of disproportionate compliance burdens on
developing countries, particularly those with limited technical and financial capacities.

Any future enhancements should therefore be guided by practicality, capacity-building needs,
and the principle of balanced implementation across Member States.

Nigeria further believes that efforts to strengthen the ISPS framework should build upon
existing regional and international cooperation mechanisms, lessons learned from successful
maritime security architectures, and ongoing work within other IMO bodies, including the Legal
Committee.

Nigeria's experience in the Gulf of Guinea through the implementation of the SPOMO Act, the
Deep Blue Project, and collaboration under the Yaoundé Architecture demonstrates that
effective maritime security requires strong legal frameworks, inter-agency coordination,
intelligence sharing, maritime domain awareness, and sustained international cooperation.

Nigeria therefore encourages Member States to approach any future review of the ISPS Code
holistically, including consideration of cyber threats, insider threats, illicit trafficking, and port
vulnerability assessments, while ensuring that technical assistance and capacity development
remain central to implementation.

Nigeria stands ready to engage constructively with Member States and the Secretariat in
further discussions toward strengthening global maritime security without undermining the
efficiency and fluidity of international trade.

Statement by the delegation of Ukraine
Document MSC 111/7/1

Since our delegation is taking the floor for the first time during this session, at the outset, allow
me to congratulate you on assuming the Chairship and to congratulate Mr. Gabor Szemler on
his election as Vice-Chair.

We would also like to express our sincere thanks to the Secretary-General for hosting
yesterday's reception, as well as to those countries and organizations that kindly hosted the
coffee and tea breaks.

Ukraine thanks the United States for submitting document MSC 111/7/1 on the review of the
International Ship and Port Facility Security Code.

Ukraine supports the proposal to consider how the ISPS Code could be leveraged to enhance
maritime security and address new and emerging threats. Since its adoption in 2002, the ISPS
Code has proved to be a key IMO instrument for the protection of ships and port facilities.
However, today's security environment is significantly more complex.

Ukraine agrees that the ISPS Code should be reviewed in light of current realities, including
organized crime, illicit trade, deceptive shipping practices, cyber threats, attacks on critical
maritime infrastructure, and other threats affecting maritime security.
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For Ukraine, it is particularly important that such a review also takes into account security
challenges arising in situations of international armed conflict. The Russian Federation's armed
aggression against Ukraine has shown that merchant ships, port facilities, vessel traffic
services, grain terminals and coastal infrastructure may become direct targets of attacks,
creating grave risks for seafarers, shipping companies, coastal States and global supply
chains.

Ukraine also believes that the review should reflect the broader geopolitical security context,
including the recent escalation in the Middle East and threats to freedom of navigation in and
around the Strait of Hormuz. These developments confirm that maritime security cannot be
viewed only through the traditional lens of terrorism or criminal activity.

Ukraine notes that this proposal is consistent with the work of the Legal Committee, including
the decisions taken by LEG 113 under agenda item 15, "Measures to address maritime
security threats". In our view, MSC and LEG should work in a mutually reinforcing manner,
addressing the legal and technical dimensions of maritime security coherently across the
Organization.

Thank you Chair and we request that this statement be reflected in the report of the Committee
and attached to it.

Statement by the Observer of ICS

We thank the United States for its submission. ICS will always support the enhancement of
maritime security, and we recognise the impact of the ISPS Code over two decades in which
shipping has, sadly, been repeatedly subjected to maritime security threats.

Chair, the ISPS Code was devised in response to the atrocity of 9/11 to prevent and protect
against terror threats in or from the maritime sphere. As such, during development of the Code,
other maritime security threats, like piracy and armed robbery, were deliberately excluded.

Bitter experience has confirmed that restricting the code in this way was the right decision.
Whilst aspects of the Code may be applied to other security challenges, shipping often requires
more agile solutions than the Code affords. For example, the Ship Security Plan might
contribute to the mitigation of a threat such as piracy or warlike activity, but other measures
will be required to fully protect the vessel and crew owing to their immediacy and dynamism.
It is for this reason that the Best Management Practices series was developed by industry.
These complement ISPS, but allow for real time threat assessment and response throughout
the voyage.

We appreciate, Chair, that the proposal considers how ISPS could be changed to enhance
security associated with illicit or criminal activity. In this context we note that significant work is
already underway in the Facilitation Committee to update the Revised guidelines for the
prevention and suppression of the smuggling of drugs, psychotropic substances and precursor
chemicals on ships engaged in international maritime traffic. This workstream is explicitly
focussed on transnational organized crime and its role in drug smuggling. It covers a plethora
of criminal pursuits. We strongly believe that this presents a far better means for the
Organization to address the threats identified in MSC111/7/1, than opening the industry's
cornerstone security regulation without a clear vision of its consequences or impact.

The ISPS Code is a foundational instrument. It was game-changing for shipping's approach to
maritime security. Any proposed amendment to it should be forensically scrutinised and,
moreover, the deliberate limitations placed on it at its inception recognised and understood.
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Therefore, Chair, ICS does not support opening the ISPS Code for revision. We believe that
the Organization should focus on completing the FAL Committee's significant revision of the
drugs guidelines, and their subsequent implementation through the entire supply chain beyond
the scope of ISPS, so that trade is secured from threats and criminality that often originate
many thousands of miles inland.

Thank you Chair, we request that this statement be included in the Committee's report.
AGENDA ITEM 8
Statement by the delegation of Malaysia

Malaysia expresses sincere appreciation to the Secretariat for the diligent and comprehensive
preparation of the document under consideration. The meticulous compilation and
presentation of incident data is greatly valued, as it plays a vital role in strengthening maritime
safety and operational integrity on a global scale. Malaysia particularly welcomes the continued
practice of sharing incident reports and encourages the timely dissemination of such
information to relevant national authorities. Access to this data enables Malaysia to maintain
accurate records, conduct in-depth analysis, and implement targeted improvements that
enhance navigational safety and support evidence-based maritime policy development.

While Malaysia notes the reported increase in piracy and armed robbery incidents in the Straits
of Malacca and Singapore in 2025, we wish to clarify the position based on national records.
According to data maintained by the Malaysian Maritime Enforcement Agency (MMEA), no
incidents were officially reported within Malaysia's jurisdiction in the Strait of Malacca during
the period concerned. MMEA further notes that, although the referenced document records six
incidents of petty theft in 2025, this assessment may be low as vessel masters and shipowners
do not always report minor offences to the agency. Nevertheless, MMEA continues to maintain
regular patrols and surveillance operations in identified high-risk areas as part of ongoing
efforts to deter and combat maritime crime and to ensure the safety and security of navigation.

To ensure greater clarity and support precise situational analysis, Malaysia recommends that
future reporting distinguish clearly between incidents occurring in the Malacca Strait and those in
the Singapore Strait. This distinction is important owing to the differing operational responsibilities,
enforcement regimes, and navigational characteristics of these two vital sea lanes.

Malaysia remains deeply committed to safeguarding its maritime domain through a range of
proactive and coordinated measures. These include sustained maritime patrols, regular
enforcement operations, prompt response to assistance requests, and the timely execution of
maritime security interventions. These efforts highlight Malaysia's dedication to maintaining the
highest standards of safety, security, and the rule of law at sea, particularly the accuracy,
consistency, and legitimacy of piracy and armed robbery reporting in our waters.

In this regard, Malaysia respectfully invites our recommendations for improved data
disaggregation and encourages continued collaboration in enhancing maritime domain
awareness, with the shared objective of ensuring safe, secure, and resilient shipping routes
for all.

Request our intervention to be appended in the Committee report.
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Statement by the delegation of Nigeria
MSC 111/8

Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Secretariat for the comprehensive update contained in document
MSC 111/8 and commends the continued efforts of the Organization, Member States, and
regional partners in combating piracy and armed robbery against ships.

While noting with concern the global increase in reported incidents in 2025, Nigeria is
encouraged by the continued reduction in hostage and kidnapping cases in the Gulf of Guinea,
which reflects the positive impact of strengthened regional cooperation and sustained
national efforts.

Nigeria reiterates that maritime insecurity remains a transnational challenge requiring
coordinated international responses rooted in information sharing, capacity-building, legal
enforcement, and operational collaboration.

In this regard, Nigeria continues to implement robust measures under the SPOMO Act, the
Deep Blue Project, enhanced maritime domain awareness systems, and coordinated naval
operations, which have significantly strengthened surveillance, interdiction capability, and
prosecution of maritime crimes within our waters and across the Gulf of Guinea region.

Nigeria further welcomes the Secretariat's sustained support for the implementation of the
Yaoundé Code of Conduct and expresses appreciation to development partners, including
Germany, the Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia, and the European Union, for their financial and
technical contributions to maritime security initiatives in West and Central Africa.

Nigeria strongly supports the Whole-of-Government approach being promoted under the
Yaoundé Architecture, recognizing that maritime security is inseparable from economic
stability, trade facilitation, fisheries protection, and regional development.

We therefore encourage Member States to continue timely reporting of piracy and armed
robbery incidents through GISIS, strengthen cooperation among regional information-sharing
centres, and support sustainable funding for the WCA Trust Fund to consolidate the gains
already achieved in the Gulf of Guinea.

Nigeria remains committed to working closely with IMO, regional organizations, industry
stakeholders, and international partners to ensure that the Gulf of Guinea continues its
transition from a piracy hotspot to a model of regional maritime security cooperation and
resilience.

Statement by the delegation of Palau
Hijacking of M/T HONOUR 25 (IMO 9109735) Palau Flag Incident Summary:

On 21 April 2026, the Palau flag was notified by EUNAVFOR Operation ATALANTA that the
MT HONOUR 25 had been attacked by pirates off the coast of Somalia. While initial reports
from the vessel's management were delayed owing to a lack of SSAS alerts, it was confirmed
on 24 April 2026 that the vessel is under pirate custody. Negotiations between shipowners and
pirates are still ongoing.

Current Situation (As of 12 May 2026): Direct communication: Company's CSO confirmed to
be in direct contact with the Master through his official phone.
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Vessel Status: The vessel remains under the control of approximately 31 well-armed pirates
(equipped with AK-47s and RPGs as per EUNAVFOR Operation ATALANTA information).
Crew Welfare: There are 17 crew members on board. While reported safe as of the last
contact, the Master has issued desperate pleas for help. Crucially, we have been informed by
the Company's CSO that on-board provisions are now critically depleted, escalating this from
a maritime security incident to a severe humanitarian crisis. Negotiations: Private negotiations
through local tribal channels are ongoing but have reached a standstill, with progress moving
at a dangerously slow pace. Vessel still at anchor in TTW, 2 nm off the coast. ATALANTA
Spanish Frigate in the area with air assets collecting INTEL directly. Pakistan getting involved
owing to nationality of majority of crew. Not clear the details of the involvement yet, but there
might be two frigates on the scene.

Given the gravity of the situation and the sovereign obligations of the Flag State, Palau
respectfully requests that the IMO: Exert Diplomatic action: Engage directly with the Federal
Government of Somalia and relevant regional administrations to prioritize the safe and early
release of the vessel and its crew. Humanitarian Advocacy: Highlight the critical lack of
provisions to the Somali authorities to ensure that basic necessities reach the crew. The Flag
State remains in close contact with Operation ATALANTA and the vessel's managers.
However, we believe that formal engagement by the IMO at the diplomatic level is now
essential to break the current deadlock and prevent possible loss of life.

Statement by the Observer of ITF

First, the ITF would like to thank the Secretariat for document MSC 111/8, and the
Secretary-General for drawing attention to this urgent matter in his opening speech.

We note with serious concern the increase in incidents of piracy and armed robbery against
ships reported during 2025, as well as the recent incidents in the Gulf of Aden and waters off
Somalia.

These recent cases are a stark reminder that piracy in this region has not disappeared.
It remains a real and immediate threat to all seafarers.

For seafarers, piracy is not a theoretical maritime security issue. It is a direct threat to their
lives, safety and mental wellbeing, with consequences that continue long after an incident
ends.

Chair, as a former seafarer, | personally remember transiting high-risk areas and the stress
that such passages created for us as a crew, and also for our families ashore, and that was
only the stress of the passage itself. It is therefore difficult to imagine the fear, trauma and
uncertainty faced by seafarers who are attacked, captured or held hostage.

The resurgence of such incidents is a worrying development for international shipping, and
especially for the safety, security, welfare and wellbeing of seafarers.

The fact that seafarers continue to be held hostage remains deeply concerning. They should
never become victims of violence or prolonged captivity while carrying out their essential duties
in support of global trade.

In this regard, we emphasize the importance of coordinated action among flag States, coastal
States, States of nationality of seafarers, shipowners and all relevant stakeholders, to ensure
that seafarers affected by such incidents are protected and supported, and that all appropriate
measures are taken with their safety as the primary consideration.
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These situations require professional crisis management. Where crews are taken hostage, or
where communication with perpetrators becomes necessary, access to experienced crisis
negotiation expertise can be essential to help protect lives, avoid escalation and support a safe
resolution.

At the same time, we encourage both governments and industry to continue taking a proactive
approach to maritime security, including through prevention, clear crisis-response plans,
effective information-sharing, regional cooperation, and full implementation of relevant IMO
guidance and frameworks.

We kindly ask you chair to have the statement reflected in the final report
Statement by the Observer of ReCAAP ISC

ReCAAP celebrates and commemorates two decades of regional cooperation and partnership
for safer seas in Asia. We would like to express our gratitude and appreciation to the ReCAAP
Contracting Parties, shipping industry, maritime community and partner organisations for the
support and contributions over the years.

ReCAAP ISC will continue with its capacity building and cooperative arrangement
programmes, while also providing data analysis based on accurate and verified incident
reports to the maritime community.

For the period January — April this year, there were no incidents of Piracy on the high seas.
However, 27 incidences of armed robbery against ships occurred within coastal States
jurisdiction, which is 50% decrease compared to 54 incidents during the same period in 2025.
The decrease of incidents occurred in the Straits of Malacca and Singapore (SOMS), India,
Indonesia and South China Sea.

Incidents occurring in the Straits of Malacca and Singapore account for 62% of the incidents
in Asia. These incidents were of low severity and opportunistic in nature. Most incidents
involved perpetrators who were not armed and crew not injured; and the perpetrators escaped
immediately on being sighted by the alert ship's crew.

The situation in the SOMS has seen significant improvement this year, with 16 incidents
reported during January — April 2026 compared to 45 incidents during the same period in 2025.
Notably, the number of incidents in SOMS declined significantly since September 2025 after
several perpetrators were arrested by the Indonesian authorities in July and August 2025.
This demonstrated that the arrests made by the authorities created effective deterrence
against further attacks.

For the sixth consecutive years, there was no incident of abduction of crew for ransom in
Sulu-Celebes seas and the waters off Eastern Sabah. The last incident was reported
on 17 January 2020.

Moving forward, the Centre will continue to build on its strength in data analytics, providing
deeper insights and analysis on piracy and sea robbery incidents in Asia. We will also study
the nexus between piracy and armed robbery against ships and other maritime crimes, and
forge stronger links with regional law enforcement agencies to enhance information sharing
and operational response.

The Centre will also continue to engage the shipping community and partner organisations to
strengthen cooperation and solicit feedback on how the Centre can stay relevant to serve the
needs of stakeholders, ensuring incident-free transit for the ships through Asian waters.

| would like to request this statement to be recorded in the Report for MSC 111 session.
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AGENDA ITEM 9

No statements were submitted under this agenda item

AGENDA ITEM 10
Statement by the delegation of Nigeria
MSC 110/10/1

Nigeria thanks the co-sponsors for document MSC 110/10/1 and commends the efforts to
further refine the draft MSC-FAL circular on guidelines concerning the recovery of deceased
persons and of death after recovery.

Nigeria supports the overarching humanitarian objective of the proposed guidance, particularly
the emphasis on preserving human dignity, respecting cultural and religious sensitivities, and
ensuring effective cooperation among flag States, coastal States, port States, RCCs and
shipmasters.

In situations involving distress at sea, especially under the complex realities of unsafe mixed
migration, practical and coordinated procedures are essential to support masters and crews
who often operate under extremely difficult circumstances.

Nigeria also welcomes the balanced approach reflected in the proposed amendments, which
seek to align the draft circular more closely with existing IMO instruments, including SOLAS,
the SAR Convention and resolution MSC.528(106), while clarifying the important role of flag
States in facilitating coordination and support.

We believe the revised text appropriately reinforces shared responsibilities without imposing
undue operational burdens on rescuing ships.

Nigeria therefore supports continued constructive engagement towards the adoption of
practical, humane and implementable guidance that strengthens international cooperation and
contributes to safer and more dignified management of rescue operations at sea.

AGENDA ITEM 11
Statement by the delegation of The Cook Islands

The Cook Islands thanks the proponents of documents MSC 111/11/1 and MSC 111/11/2 for
this important discussion on unlocking the LRIT system for the benefit of the entire maritime
community.

From our perspective, the issue before us is fundamentally one of maritime domain awareness
with an economic dimension. The LRIT system was designed under SOLAS chapter V
regulation 19-1 to enable Contracting Governments to obtain reliable and secured long-range
identification and tracking information in support of maritime safety, security, environmental
protection and SAR purposes. The system remains technically robust, secure and generates
large volumes of reliable ship position information — yet only a limited proportion of its
information is being acquired by coastal States, and we note that both demand and its modest
revenue are concentrated among a small number of States. We are of the opinion that the
enhancement of maritime awareness globally may well outweigh these modest revenues.
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LRIT offers important advantages over AlS, particularly in the context of the shadow or dark
fleet. While AIS is an open broadcast system vulnerable to spoofing and manipulation, LRIT
operates within a secure government-to-government framework using authenticated satellite
terminals, providing reliable and authoritative position information for regulatory and
compliance purposes. For flag States, including the Cook Islands, LRIT enhances the ability
to identify vessels intermittently operating in the shadow or dark fleet by detecting unexplained
AIS interruptions, and has demonstrated its reliability in tracking ships when AlS terminals are
disconnected for security reasons.

Colleagues,

We should not lose sight of the significant benefit of free access to LRIT information for coastal
States. This would result in a direct enhancement of maritime domain awareness for all,
enabling more systematic monitoring of vessel movements within the existing 1,000 nautical
mile entitlement under SOLAS, improving maritime safety, security, environmental protection
and oversight of suspicious vessel activities in areas of national interest at no additional LRIT
costs to flag States.

Wider use of LRIT information could also strengthen global maritime governance and Port
State oversight. As LRIT relies on approved satellite terminals, authenticated ship identities
and integration within recognised Data Centres, with the active involvement of both IMO and
IMSO, broader access to LRIT data could limit the ability of vessels operating with fraudulent
identities to go undetected, and could support international efforts to combat fraudulent ship
registration and enhance maritime transparency through PSC campaigns. In this regard, future
enhancement of LRIT deserves serious consideration — but first, the system needs to be
unlocked.

The Cook Islands therefore strongly supports the Brazilian proposal to make LRIT information
available free of charge to coastal States within the existing 1,000 nautical mile entitlement
under SOLAS. Limiting free access to the EEZ only, as suggested in document MSC 111/11/2,
would significantly reduce operational value by up to 95% for Pacific States. Similarly, partial
cost reductions, as suggested in this document, would remain insufficient to enable meaningful
and systematic use by developing States and Small Island Developing States — but also by
developed nations with significant maritime traffic, where the cost would remain extremely
high.

We welcome the IMSO technical analysis circulated under IMSO Circ. 57, now available as
J-paper 8, confirming that the LRIT system can support substantially increased information
exchanges without major operational impact, addressing some of the concerns in
document MSC 111/11/3, and we support this document being considered by the WG.

We believe this technical work, including possible IDE testing and further review, could
continue intersessionally for consideration at MSC 112, where any final technical validation
and amendments could be considered for approval.

Chair, let us be clear, from a policy perspective, MSC is already in a position to make a policy
decision - as requested by MSC 110 - on the free provision of LRIT information to coastal
States within the existing entitlement framework established under SOLAS — which the Cook
Islands fully supports.

Thank you Chair, and we request that this statement be reflected in the body of the report and
appended in full to the report.
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Statement by the delegation of Ecuador

"La delegacién de Ecuador apoya las declaraciones realizadas por las delegaciones de Brasil,
Chipre, Turquia, Argentina, Ghana y Colombia; considera que las acciones de los puntos 4
y 6 estan intrinsecamente vinculadas: las enmiendas al SOLAS establecen el marco juridico
y la resolucion revisada define el modelo operativo.

Respecto a las enmiendas al SOLAS, la delegacién de Ecuador recomienda que el Comité
apruebe en esta sesion los proyectos de enmiendas al Capitulo V, Regla 19-1, segun se
presentan en el Anexo 2, con miras a su adopcion en el MSC 112. Apoyamos una fecha de
entrada en vigor expedita. Retrasar la implementacion solo prolongaria la subutilizacién del
sistema.

Con relacion al punto 6, apoyamos su adopcion con la descripcion detallada del nuevo modelo
de costos. Consideramos razonable la fecha efectiva provisional del 1 de enero de 2028 para
permitir las pruebas del IDE y los ajustes contractuales. No obstante, apoyamos la posibilidad
contemplada en el parrafo 5.3 de que esta resolucion pueda implementarse antes de la
entrada en vigor de las enmiendas al SOLAS, para facilitar la introduccion rapida del nuevo
modelo.

Agradecemos a las delegaciones que instaron a la cautela y sugirieron que los textos deberian
considerarse como punto de partida tanto en grupo de trabajo como en este plenario. Su
contribucién ha permitido un examen mas riguroso.

En este sentido, esta delegacion reitera y destaca, como ya fuera analizado durante el grupo
de trabajo y esta plenaria, que el impacto financiero y técnico de este cambio es modesto en
el contexto del sistema en su conjunto.

El acceso sin costo a la informacion LRIT fortalecera la gobernanza maritima mundial,
mejorara la seguridad y proteccion maritima y contribuira a combatir las flotas oscuras y el
registro fraudulento de buques, estos son asuntos de creciente preocupacion por la
Organizacion, vinculado al documento MSC 111/7/1 sobre la revision del Cédigo PBIP.

Pido disculpas a los intérpretes por los cambios realizados en mi declaracion y por lo extensa
que fue. Finalmente solicitamos que nuestros comentarios queden reflejados en el informe del
Comité y que esta Declaracion sea anexada al mismo."

The delegation of Ecuador supports the statements made by the delegations of Brazil, Cyprus,
Tarkiye, Argentina, Ghana, and Colombia; it considers that the actions in points 4 and 6 are
intrinsically linked: the amendments to SOLAS establish the legal framework, and the revised
resolution defines the operational model.

Regarding the amendments to SOLAS, the delegation of Ecuador recommends that the
Committee approve the draft amendments to chapter V, Regulation 19-1, as presented in
Annex 2, during this session, with a view to their adoption at MSC 112. We support an early
entry-into-force date. Delaying implementation would only prolong the underutilization of the
system.

Regarding item 6, we support its adoption, including the detailed description of the new cost
model. We consider the provisional effective date of 1 January 2028 to be reasonable, as it
allows time for IDE testing and contractual adjustments. However, we support the option
envisaged in paragraph 5.3—whereby this resolution could be implemented prior to the entry
into force of the SOLAS amendments—to facilitate the rapid introduction of the new model.

IAMSC\11\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx



MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 38, page 54

We thank the delegations that urged caution and suggested that the texts should be treated
as a starting point, both in the working group and in this plenary session. Their contribution
has enabled a more rigorous review.

In this regard, this delegation reiterates and emphasizes—as previously discussed during the
working group and this plenary session—that the financial and technical impact of this change
is modest within the context of the system as a whole.

Free access to LRIT information will strengthen global maritime governance, enhance maritime
safety and security, and contribute to combating "dark fleets" and fraudulent vessel
registration—issues of growing concern to the Organization, as linked to document
MSC 111/7/1 regarding the review of the ISPS Code.

| apologize to the interpreters for the changes made to my statement and for its length.
Finally, we request that our comments be reflected in the Committee's report and that this
statement be annexed thereto.

Statement by the delegation of Georgia

Georgia supports the proposal submitted by Brazil and thanks the delegation for the work
undertaken on this very important matter. We would also like to thank IMSO for its proactive
efforts and for the excellent document it produced within a very short timeframe.

Georgia takes note of the concerns raised regarding financial sustainability, system capacity
and the possible redistribution of costs within the LRIT framework. However, in our view, these
considerations should be assessed in light of the original purpose and legal nature of LRIT as
a mandatory SOLAS instrument established to serve collective maritime safety, security and
governance objectives, rather than as a commercial service operating strictly on a
cost-recovery logic.

The proposal under consideration does not create new reporting obligations, new categories
of data, or new technical requirements for ships. The data is already mandatorily transmitted
under SOLAS and the infrastructure already exists and operates globally. The issue before the
Committee is therefore primarily one of accessibility and operational utilization by entitled
coastal States.

Georgia further considers that maintaining financial barriers for access to already existing LRIT
information risks undermining the effective implementation and practical value of the system,
particularly for developing coastal States with legitimate maritime safety, security and port
State control responsibilities. In practice, this contributes to the continued underutilization of a
globally established governance mechanism.

With regard to concerns about scalability and increased data traffic, Georgia believes that
decisions should be guided by objective technical evidence. We note that no evidence has
been presented demonstrating that the LRIT architecture is incapable of accommodating
broader operational use. On the contrary, the system was specifically designed as a secure
and scalable global platform.

Finally, Georgia considers that broader access to LRIT data serves the collective interest of
the international maritime community by strengthening maritime domain awareness,
supporting compliance verification, improving transparency and contributing to the
identification of high-risk or non-compliant shipping activities. In this context, facilitating access
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to LRIT information for entitled coastal States should be viewed not as a transfer of burden,
but as an investment in stronger global maritime governance under the IMO framework.

Georgia therefore considers the Brazilian proposal constructive and forward-looking and
supports further work in this direction.

And we respectfully request the Statement to be added to the final report of this committee.

Statement by the delegation of Singapore

This delegation would like to thank the working group for the considerable and extensive work.
Special thanks to our WG chair Ringo and the secretariat Ozkan and Elizabeth for your hard
work over these few days.

On action point 2, this delegation is unable to endorse the Group's agreement that the
proposed review of the LRIT financial architecture is considered necessary and justified at this
juncture. The Group had noted in paragraph 3.3 of the report that the proposal would result in
a fundamental shift in the cost-sharing model, with the potential financial implications being
acknowledged in the table provided in Annex 1. Moreover, in our next action point 3, the
Committee is about to invite the European Commission to request EMSA to conduct
performance testing of the IDE to verify operational capacity and performance, which we fully
support. But until we are able to receive these results and assess them in this Committee, we
are not able to have the complete picture of the financial implications of the proposal.

To be clear, as a flag state and a coastal state, Singapore is not yet able to endorse the
proposed review of the LRIT financial architecture. This is not because we oppose it.
Rather, we are not able to come to a conclusive evidence-based decision at this time because
there remains a lack of clarity on the potential financial implications highlighted in Annex 1.
The fact that further supporting data may not yet be available cannot be taken to mean that no
further issues or concerns exist that might need to be considered as part of this review.

Only with a fuller picture of the proposed review of the LRIT financial architecture can this
delegation be in a position to make the decision that is requested of the Committee. The WG
Chair and secretariat had helpfully advised that this LRIT working group could be
re-established at the next sessions of this Committee, and since this is still within the target
completion of this output, this delegation is of the view that we do have time to gain this fuller
picture and make the decision at a later stage.

Chair, on action points 4 and 6, this delegation is fully aware that the discussion in the working
group was not easy. There were divergent views on a number of issues, including the earlier
action point to endorse the proposed review of the LRIT financial architecture, which proved
to us that the draft text that we have in the Annex has to be provisional and that we are not at
a stage where we could approve any draft SOLAS amendments. This was highlighted in the
working group by several delegations as reflected in paragraph 4.4 of the WG report WP.11.

As such, Singapore is not in a position to support approving the draft SOLAS amendments at
this session, as proposed earlier by Brazil. Over and above the divergence of views on the
technical discussions, this delegation has procedural concerns on the manner by which the
draft amendments to SOLAS Regulations V/19-1 and Resolution MSC.263(84)/Rev.1 were
considered at this session.
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Firstly, the Terms of Reference to the Group was clear — we were to advise the committee on
how to proceed with the development of amendments to SOLAS and any associated
instruments if necessary. We were not tasked to develop the amendments themselves.

While this delegation acknowledges that providing some provisional text would be helpful for
the Committee's deliberation, we subsequently worked on documents and checklists that were
meant for approval and adoption of SOLAS amendments. Singapore and a nhumber of other
delegation had reiterated to the Group that we must stick with our task as spelled out in the
TOR, and not go beyond it with the intent of pushing for approval at this session, which now
appears to be the request of some.

Secondly, Singapore is concerned with the haste at which this matter is being considered by
the Committee and the Working Group, with little regard for established IMO processes and
methods of work. We would like to highlight two instances.

1. While we appreciate the study recently conducted by IMSO, this was a paper that was
only circulated to member states as a J paper in the afternoon of the first day of MSC. We were
told that this contained important technical analysis for our discussions, but delegations were
not provided with sufficient time to consider the information therein. The haste of this inclusion
also meant that the paper was not translated to the other working languages like regular
meeting documents. Nevertheless, this paper was frequently referenced by delegations both
at Plenary and at the WG, without sufficient time for other member states to consider the
information thoroughly.

2. After the working group acknowledged the need for amendments to SOLAS, the draft
text proposals were either only circulated the night before, or seen by the Working Group on
Tuesday morning right before we proceeded with the deliberation. These are proposed
mandatory amendments to SOLAS. Yet, delegations were not given sufficient time to consider
these thoroughly with our experts and lawyers back home. Conversely, these were hurriedly
pushed through despite concerns raised about potential unintended consequences that should
be carefully considered. Due diligence in this Committee should not and cannot be sacrificed.

Chair, the manner by which this matter was hurriedly pushed through should be concerning.
We do not want to presume the intentions of the proponents, but given that there are clearly
still concerns raised by a number of delegations, should we not at least attempt to bridge these
differences?

Now, this delegation would like to address the proposal just made by [Brazil] to deviate from
the established 4-year SOLAS amendment cycle. This cycle is established in MSC.1/Circ.1481
for the very purpose of avoiding such a situation where we rush through amendments.
Nevertheless, the circular provides for expedited actions in the case of exceptional
circumstances, for which the criteria is set out clearly in paragraph 4 of circular 1481.
Our delegation notes that paragraph 4.5 of the Working Group report WP.11 clearly stated that
the Group "indicated that the draft amendments did not meet the exceptional circumstances
criteria". Moreover, the original new output proposal by Brazil in MSC 110/18/13, as well as
the Group of Chairs assessment in MSC 110/WP.2, had both recommended for these
amendments to follow the regular 4-year cycle.

If this Committee pushes through to adopt these amendments under exceptional
circumstances, which we view to be largely based on financial considerations and reflected in
the title of this agenda, how then would we consider other important SOLAS amendments that
have direct safety implications and yet still have to align with the 4-year cycle?
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Chair, our point is simple. There is still time for us to consider the proposals on the table, and
so there is no need for this Committee to rush to approve anything at this session. We have
made good progress and none of it should be wasted, and so we would propose for the
relevant provisional text to be forwarded to the next session or the relevant sub-committee as
a starting point for further consideration. We need to do this correctly and not make mistakes
by rushing it through.

Chair, we apologise for our lengthy intervention but | hope you and all distinguished delegates
can see why this was necessary. To that end, we would like to request for our statement to be
appended to the final report please.

Thank you very much Chair.

Statement by the delegation of Tuvalu

Since this is our first intervention, let me congratulate you and your co-chair for your
re-elections.

To the matter at hand now. Chair, Tuvalu already participates in the LRIT system as part of
the SOLAS framework. However, in practice, like many developing coastal States, Tuvalu has
never really been able to benefit operationally from the system as a coastal State because the
current charging model makes systematic use financially burdensome.

We believe therefore that this agenda item is one of the key issues of this session of the MSC.

The Brazilian proposal, contained in document MSC111/11, essentially seeks to make
standard LRIT data available free of charge to entitled coastal States within the existing 1,000
nautical mile entitlement. It is important to note that, this does not create a new right, as the
right already exists under SOLAS. The issue is that under the current model, most countries
cannot afford to systematically use the LRIT system.

For a country such as Tuvalu, this modification would be very significant.

Currently, many Pacific Island States have very limited maritime domain awareness
capabilities and often cannot afford expensive commercial maritime surveillance services.
At the same time, they already participate, and in a way enable, a global LRIT system capable
of providing secure and reliable ship position information, but without being able to use it
actively because of the cost barrier.

Supporting the Brazilian proposal would therefore potentially allow Tuvalu and many other
Pacific States to finally make practical operational use of LRIT for monitoring maritime activity
around their coasts and throughout the wider 1,000 NM entitlement area, at no additional cost.

This is also important from a regional security and governance perspective. Wider use of LRIT
could significantly strengthen maritime safety, maritime security and awareness of suspicious
maritime activities throughout the Pacific region.

The technical concerns initially raised now appear largely resolved following the IMSO
technical analysis contained in IMSO Circular Letter Number 57. The study demonstrates that
the LRIT system can comfortably sustain full coastal State entitlement, even in a scenario
where all LRIT polygons worldwide would be fully activated, while still operating well below its
technical capacity.
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The financial aspects have also already been extensively covered in the Brazilian submission
in document MSC111/11/1. In that respect, this committee appears to have the necessary
information to take the policy decision requested by MSC 110.

Some of the alternative proposals currently being discussed raise difficulties.

The Canadian proposal, contained in document MSC 111/11/2, while constructive in intent,
would limit free access to the EEZ only. In practice, this would significantly reduce the
operational value of LRIT for Pacific island States, as access would often be limited to vessels
already approaching ports or coastal areas. It would also create additional technical complexity
through the need for new 200 NM polygon configura5ons and revisions to technical
arrangements.

The Liberian proposal, contained in document MSC111/11/3, also raises a number of
concerns. While presented as a broader reflection on the LRIT framework, the paper argues
that cost may not actually be the primary reason behind the underutilization of LRIT by coastal
States. However, this appears difficult to reconcile with the practical reality observed over the
past 15 years, during which many developing coastal States have simply been unable to afford
systematic use of LRIT information because of the cumulative costs associated with regular
requests.

The Liberian paper also suggests that there is insufficient technical evidence demonstrating
that the LRIT infrastructure could sustain broader use. However, the IMSO technical analysis
contained in Circular Letter No.57 now appears to address precisely that issue by
demonstrating that the LRIT infrastructure can comfortably support full activation of coastal
State entitlements globally while still operating well below its technical capacity.

Lastly, the Liberian paper relates to the possibility that wider access to LRIT information could
generate additional costs for shipowners. In practice, however, the LRIT reports are already
being transmitted today under existing SOLAS obligations. For open registries, these satellite
transmission costs are already incorporated into the fees charged to ships. For more traditional
registries, the costs are generally already absorbed by the administration itself. In both cases,
the information is already being paid for and transmitted regardless of whether coastal States
receive access to it.

Making existing LRIT information available to entitled coastal States therefore does not
generate additional transmission costs. The exchange of LRIT information between Data
Centres and the IDE is already automated and operates through machine-to-machine
internet-based exchanges. In practical terms, the discussion is therefore largely about
redistribution of already available information rather than creation of new operational costs.

It is also widely understood that certain large registries currently generate revenues through
the sale of LRIT information linked to ships operating in areas such as North American waters.
Understandably, those registries may therefore wish to preserve existing revenue streams.
However, from the perspective of many developing coastal States, the broader global benefits
associated with opening access to LRIT may significantly outweigh the relatively limited
financial losses currently being discussed.

This is why many believe it is important that MSC 111 follows the direction given by MSC 110
and takes a policy decision now, while allowing any remaining technical or drafting matters to
be refined through the Working Group and finalized at MSC 112 if necessary.

From Tuvalu's perspective, this discussion is not only about technical arrangements or limited
revenue losses affecting a small number of actors. It is also about whether countries with
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limited resources should finally be allowed to benefit from a system they already participate in,
but cannot afford to use effectively today. This is why Tuvalu supports the Brazilian proposal
allowing 4 positions a day free of charge within 1000 nm for coastal states.

Supporting the Brazilian proposal is an important act of international solidarity and practical
maritime capacity building, allowing more than one hundred coastal States to strengthen
maritime awareness, safety and security capabilities that are currently out of reach financially.

Tuvalu would like this intervention to be appended to the report of this Committee.

Statement by the United Republic of Tanzania

The United Republic of Tanzania, as a co-sponsor of document MSC 111/11, thanks all
delegations that have contributed thoughtful analyses to this important discussion, including
the submissions by Brazil, Canada and Liberia.

This matter is not merely about revising a charging mechanism. It is fundamentally about
whether access to maritime situational awareness should depend on the financial capacity of
individual coastal States.

For many developing countries, the strategic value of LRIT lies not in the generation of
revenue, but in the ability to obtain timely information that supports safety, security,
environmental protection and search and rescue. When access to standard position reports is
constrained by recurring costs, the States that stand to benefit most from the system are often
the least able to use it fully.

At the same time, any adjustment to the financial architecture should preserve the technical
integrity and long-term sustainability of the LRIT system and should avoid transferring a
disproportionate burden to flag States or shipowners.

In this regard, the proposal to provide standard six-hourly reports free of charge appears to
offer a practical means of restoring the original cooperative spirit of LRIT, while enabling
broader and more equitable participation in the exchange of information.

Viewed from this perspective, the question before the Committee is less about who pays for
individual reports and more about how the Organization can ensure that a global system
established for collective safety and security is used to its full potential by all Contracting
Governments.

With these observations, the United Republic of Tanzania supports further work towards a
balanced and sustainable solution that improves access to LRIT information for all entitled
States.

We request that this statement is annexed to the final report of this Committee.
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AGENDA ITEM 12
Statement by the delegation of Cook Islands
MSC 111/12/2 (CHILE) — COMMENTS ON DOCUMENT MSC 111/12

The Cook Islands thanks Chile for document MSC 111/12/2 and acknowledges the validity of
the concern raised regarding the security dimension of the ongoing revision of the Code of
Safety for Nuclear Merchant Ships.

However, the Cook Islands wishes to place on record a more fundamental concern. The Cook
Islands, consistent with its longstanding position and the principles enshrined in the Treaty of
Rarotonga establishing the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone, has deep concerns regarding the
use of nuclear technology in merchant shipping, particularly in or near Pacific waters.

The Cook Islands will monitor this work closely mindful of any regulatory framework that could
facilitate the introduction of nuclear-powered merchant vessels.

The Cook Islands encourages the Committee to take into account the concerns of Pacific
Island States and the principles of the nuclear-free Pacific in the conduct of this work.

Thank you Chair, and please reflect our intervention in the Committee's report and append it
to the report.

Statement by the delegation of Nigeria
MSC 111/12

Thank you Chair,
Nigeria thanks IACS for its constructive comments on document MSC 111/12 and
acknowledges the practical concerns raised regarding the proposed revocation of
MSC.1/Circ.1689.

Nigeria notes that the work undertaken by SDC 11 and SDC 12 has provided important
clarification on the interpretation of the term "lower part of the space" under SOLAS regulations
[1-2/13.4.1.1.1 and 13.4.2.1.1, and that no demonstrated safety deficiency requiring
amendment of the existing regulations was identified.

In this regard, Nigeria appreciates the need to preserve regulatory consistency, legal certainty
and uniform implementation, particularly in the context of differing port State control practices
that may create unnecessary operational and compliance challenges for ships already
approved by flag Administrations and recognized organizations.

Nigeria therefore sees merit in retaining and revising MSC.1/Circ.1689 rather than revoking it
entirely, to clearly communicate the Committee's agreed interpretation and support a
harmonized and pragmatic approach by PSC authorities.

Such clarification would help avoid divergent enforcement actions and provide confidence to
Administrations, shipowners and recognized organizations while respecting the sovereign
responsibility of flag States in approving compliant escape arrangements.
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Nigeria supports continued emphasis on cooperation, consistency and practical
implementation in the application of SOLAS provisions, with due regard to both safety
objectives and regulatory predictability for the industry.

Thank you, Chair.
MSC 111/12/1
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks IACS for the constructive submission contained in document MSC 111/12/1
and acknowledges the efforts of SDC 11 and SDC 12 in clarifying the interpretation of SOLAS
regulations 11-2/13.4.1.1.1 and 13.4.2.1.1 concerning escape arrangements from the lower part
of machinery spaces.

Nigeria notes with appreciation the conclusion reached by the Sub-Committee that no
demonstrated safety deficiencies were identified under the current regulatory framework.

At the same time, we recognize the practical concerns highlighted by IACS regarding varying
interpretations during port State control inspections and the potential uncertainty this may
create for ship operators, Administrations and recognized organizations.

In this regard, Nigeria sees merit in retaining the essential guidance contained in
MSC.1/Circ.1689 through an appropriately revised circular, rather than revoking it entirely.

Such an approach would preserve the Committee's agreed interpretation that the "lower part
of the space" may refer to the lowest deck level, platform or passageway, while also promoting
consistency, predictability and harmonized implementation among PSC authorities.

Nigeria believes that maintaining clear interpretative guidance will support uniform
enforcement, reduce avoidable disputes during inspections, and reinforce confidence in
approvals granted by flag States in accordance with SOLAS requirements and established
safety principles.

Thank you, Chair.

AGENDA ITEM 13

Statement by the delegation of Cook Islands
MSC 111/13 (Secretariat) - Report of the twelfth session of the Sub-Committee (HTW 12)
Thank you, Chair.

The Cook Islands supports the continued development of training provisions for seafarers
serving on ships using alternative fuels and new technologies.

In considering paragraph 2.4 of document MSC 111/13, concerning the approval of the draft
interim guidelines on training for seafarers on ships using ammonia as fuel, the Cook Islands
wishes to recall its statement reflected in paragraph 7.18 of document HTW 12/12.

As stated at HTW 12, safety must remain paramount, and decarbonization objectives should
not unduly accelerate decisions in areas where operational experience remains limited.
Ammonia, as an atmospheric pollutant, presents a distinct risk profile, including its acute
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toxicity, which poses significant risks to the crew and the environment, and it should therefore
not be treated as procedurally equivalent to other alternative fuels such as methanol.

The Cook Islands therefore emphasizes the need for continued review of these guidelines, to
ensure they follow a precautionary approach and are technically mature and sufficiently robust
to adequately minimize risks to seafarers, ships and the marine environment.

Thank you, Chair, and please duly reflect this intervention in the body of the Committee's report
and append it to the report.

AGENDA ITEM 14
Statements by the delegation of Nigeria
MSC 111/14/8

Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks Canada for document MSC 111/14/8 and commends the comprehensive
overview of its national regulatory framework on shipboard fumigation and the practical
measures implemented to enhance the safety of seafarers and shore-side personnel.

Nigeria shares the concerns expressed regarding fumigation-related casualties and
recognizes the significant risks associated with the handling and use of pesticides in cargo
holds, particularly during fumigation in transit.

We welcome the emphasis placed on enhanced crew training, continuous gas monitoring,
proper certification, emergency preparedness and strengthened supervision, all of which
contribute to improving onboard safety and reducing exposure to toxic substances.

Nigeria supports continued work within the Organization to review and strengthen existing IMO
guidance on fumigation practices, taking into account lessons learned from incidents and
evolving operational realities.

While recognizing that implementation approaches may vary depending on national
circumstances and capacities, Nigeria agrees that clear regulatory frameworks, effective
oversight and practical risk-control measures are essential to safeguarding human life at sea.

We therefore support further consideration of the proposal for a new output aimed at improving
existing recommendations and encourage balanced discussions on how best to promote
uniform safety standards, capacity-building and effective implementation by Member States,
particularly developing countries.

Thank you, Chair.

AGENDA ITEM 15
Statements by the delegation of China
Thank you, Chair.
China consistently believes that this Organization, as the authoritative body in the international
maritime field, should strictly follow established procedures in its work, as this is the foundation

for maintaining the Organization's credibility and operational order. Furthermore, the inspection
of certificates of foreign-flagged ships falls exclusively within the purview of port States.
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Introducing verification requirements for insurance certificates into ship reporting systems —
whereby a coastal State imposes mandatory reporting and inspection requirements for civil
liability certificates on ships transiting through straits used for international navigation — is
inconsistent with relevant provisions of international conventions such as UNCLOS and
SOLAS 1974. The Committee may wish to note that, during last year's UN General Assembly
discussions on oceans and the law of the sea, the proposal to grant coastal States the power
to verify compulsory liability insurance was also not adopted.

Furthermore, our delegation wishes to convey the concerns recently expressed to us by many
shipping organizations. From a navigational perspective, given the navigational channels of
straits and other natural conditions, particularly in narrow, congested, or adverse weather
situations, imposing additional reporting requirements may distract crew attention and
introduce additional risk factors, which runs counter to the original intention of traffic separation
schemes. Another potential risk factor is that technical or network interruptions or delays in the
reporting submission process — where a ship fails to submit within a specified area or within a
specified time — could force the ship to reduce speed or even stop, greatly increasing
navigation safety hazards. One may consider: if such a requirement is introduced in this area
and sets a precedent, and then all other similar waterways follow suit with similar reporting
systems, the cumulative global navigation safety risk would increase significantly.

Finally, our delegation wishes to return to the essence of this debate. At this moment, the most
pressing concerns for IMO and the shipping industry — the net-zero framework, substandard
ships, and impeded straits — all require one thing in common: an effective multilateral
mechanism that is observed by all parties. In this context, placing regional regulations and
objectives above international law will only lead to greater disorder in international law, creating
greater obstacles to safe and environmentally sound shipping operations. We should not
repeatedly affirm freedom of navigation under one agenda item while attempting to impose
certain conditions and restrictions under another.

This delegation requests that this statement be reflected in the main body of the meeting report
and also attached as an annex to the report. Thank you, Chair.

Statement by the delegation of the Russian Federation (1)

YBaxaeMmbln rocnoguvH MNpeacenatens!

Haw pokymeHT (MSC 111/15/5) Bo3BpalwiaeT Hac K TOM HanpsXXeHHOW AMCKYCCUW, KoTopas
coctosinace B nepuog ceccum [ogkommteta NCSR B npowsnom rogy B OTHOLUEHUM
NpeanoXeHHbIX U3MEHeHMI (MonpaBok) K 06si3aTenbHbIM CUCTEMaM CyLO0BbIX COOBLLEHUN —
SOUNDREP n BELTREP, B 4acTHOCTM B OTHOLUEHMM MpeaocTaBneHns npubpexxHomy
rocygapctBy WHGOpMaUMio O CTpaxoBKe CyAOB W KOMUW COOTBETCTBYKOLLMX CYAOBbIX
CTPaxoBbIX CBUOETENbCTB.

Poccuiickaa ®epepaumsa cuntaeT HeobxoaumblM, npexae Bcero, obpaTuTb BHMMaHue
KomuTeTa Ha To, 4TO npeanaraemble M3MeHeHUs (MoNpaBKn) He COOTBETCTBYIOT MONTOXKEHUAM
KonseHuun OOH no mopckomy npaey (UNCLOS), 3akpennsiowen csobogy cynoxonctsa u
nNpaBo TPAH3WTHOrO MPOXOAa Yepe3 MeXAyHapOAHble MPOMMBbI, KOTOPOE HE MOXET ObiTb
OrpaHN4eHo 4ONOMHUTENbHBIMU YCNOBUSIMU.

BBegeHve o06s3aTtenbHOro Joknaga O CTPaxoBbiX CBMAETENbCTBAX, Takke MpsMoO
npotuBopeunt Mpasuny V/11 COJIAC (B yacTtHOoCcTK naparpady 8). Nomumo aToro, nonpasku
hakTUYeCKn pacnpoCcTpaHsaT 4eNCTBUE pernoHansHoro 3akoHogatensctea EC - AnpektuBbl
2009/20/EC - Ha wMexayHapodHble MNpONuBbLI,  PEerynupyemble  UCKMAYUTENBHO
MexXayHapogHbiM  npaBoM.  Wcnonb3oBaHwe  nobbiX  CCbIIOK  Ha  perMoHanbHoe
3aKOHOAATEeNbCTBO B Ka4yecTBe MPaBOBOr0 OCHOBaHWA ANs NpeabsiBreHus TpeboBaHun K
TPaH3UTHLIM CydaM B MeXAyHapoAHbIX NponuBax SBMAsSieTCA HeAOoNnyCTMMbIM W CO34aéT
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onacHbI npeueaeHT ansg aHanornyHbiXx OAHOCTOPOHHUX OrpaHMYEHUn CO CTOPOHLI APYrUX
NpUBPEXHbIX roCy4apcTB.

Poccuiickaa Pepepaums Takke obpawjaeT BHMMaHMe Ha HapyweHue npoueayp MMO:
pokymeHT NCSR 12/3/3(Austria et al.) 6610 npeactaBneH Bcero 3a ABa Mecaua 40 OTKPbITUS
ceccun MNogkomuTeTa, Toraa kak umpkynap MSC.1/Circ.1608 (noanyHkT 3.2) npeanucbiBaeT,
4yTOObl LOKYMEHTbI, Npegnaratolme nogobHbIe CyLECTBEHHbIE UIBMEHEHUS K CYLLLECTBYIOLLUM
Obna3aTenbHbIM cMCTEeMaM Cy[oBbIX COOOLLEHMI He no3gHee, YeM 3a LeCTb MecsaueB [0
OTKpbITUA cooTBeTCTBYHOLWEN ceccum MNogkommuteta NCSR.

B aTon cBs3n Poccuiickas Pegepauns obpaluaet BHMMaHne KomuteTa Ha To, 4TO B Xode 12-
n ceccun nogkommteta NCSR nogHumancs BOMpoC O HeoOXoOMMOCTU NpPOBEAEHUS
IOPUOMYECKON OLEHKN MNpeanoxeHun rocygapcte no O6saszaTenbHoiM Cuctemam CygoBbIX
coobuweHnn (OCCC) go ux opobpeHuda. YkasaHHbii BOMPOC HE MOnyuvun AOSMKHOro
paccMOTpeHns Ha ceccum MNMogkomuTeTa, YTO, NO HALIEMY MHEHMIO, ABMSETCA CYyLLECTBEHHbIM
npobenom B AEWCTBYIOLWEN npoueaype U COOTBETCTBEHHO OAHOM M3 MPUYMH, MO KOTOPbLIM
AOKYMEHT C O4EeBUAHLIMM MPaBOBbIMU NPOTUBOPEUNAMM Oblfl 0400PEH K YTBEPXKOEHMIO.
Mpegnaraemble nonpaeky NPOTMBOpPEYaT TakkKe CyLecTBy AEWCTBYIOLLEro MexayHapoaHOo-
NPaBOBOro peXuMma KOHTPONsi CTpaxoBaHMs cynoB. [lpoBepka HanuuuMs CTpPaxoBOro
cBngeTenbCcTBa Ha OOpTy OTHECeHa MeXAyHapoAHbIMW KOHBEHUMSIMW, @ WMEHHO, -
KoHBeHUMEN O rpa)kgaHCKOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTM 3a ywepd OT 3arps3HeHusi OyHKepHbIM
Tonnueom 2001 roga (BUNKERS 2001), KoHBeHUMEN O rpakgaHCKoOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTU 3a
ywepb ot 3arpsasHeHus HedTbio 1992 roga (CLC 1992) n Hanpobwuiickon koHBeHUuen ob
yoaneHmn 3aTtoHyBwunx cygoB 2007 roga (WRC 2007) - MCKNIOUMTENIBHO K KOMMNETEHLUK
rocygapcTtea noprta npu 3axoge unu Bbixoae cygHa u3 nopta. [JononHuTtensHoe TpeboBaHue
NoATBEpPXAaTb Hanmune CTpaxoBkn B pamkax ObasaTtenbHon Cnctembl CyaoBbIX COOOLLEHNI
(OCCC) npu TpaH3anTHOM Mpoxoae AyonupyeT yKe OCyLEeCTBNEHHbI NOPTOBLIN KOHTPOSb U
noAapbiBaeT AOBepue K ero pesyrnbTataM, a Takke BO3fnaraeT Ha dKunax HeoOOCHOBaHHYHO
afMVWHUCTPaATUBHYIO Harpy3Ky B MOMEHT MaHEBPUPOBAHUA B CTECHEHHbIX Bogax. Crnepyer
TaKke yuuTbiBaTb, YTO HE BCE rOCygapCcTBa SBMSAKTCSA YYaCTHUKAMWU MNEPEYMNCIIEHHbIX
KOHBEHUMA, 4TO [JenaeT nNpuMEHeHMe [aHHoro TpeboBaHWA HenocnegoBaTefibHbIM 1
ANCKPUMMHALMOHHBIM B OTHOLUEHWM CyAoB, donar KOTOpbIX MOAHAT rocygapctBaMyn — He
ABNALLMXCSA Y4aCTHMKaMM COOTBETCTBYHOLLIMX JOrOBOPOB.

Mcxoos m3 BbllensnoxeHHoro, Poccuinckasa ®epepaums npeanaraet KOMUTETY OTKIIOHUTb
npeanoxeHHble nonpaskn k OCCC SOUNDREP 1 BELTREP B 4yacTtu BkntoueHus TpeboBaHuni
O NpefocTaBfeHMM CTPaxOBbIX CBUOETENbCTB Kak HE MMEKLUX AOCTaTOYHOro nNpaBoOBOro
obocHoBaHua n npotmeopevawmx UNCLOS, COJIAC v npouenypHbiMm Hopmam MO, nnubo
pacCMOTpPeTb BO3MOXHOCTb MNPUMEHEHMS OdaHHOrO TpeboBaHMs MCKIOYUTENIBHO Ha
A06poBoNbHOM OCHOBE. Takke HaNOMUHAEM, YTO MO MTOram pacCMOTPEHMSA AAaHHOro Bonpoca
Ha [logkomuteTe NCSR Poccuiickaa Pepepaumsa 3anpocuna CekpeTapuaT NpOBECTU
IOPUOMYECKUI aHanu3 n npeactaButb Ha KomuteT pesynbTathl, ykasas, NpoTMBOpeYaT nn
npeanaraemMble nonpaBku k cuctemam OO6si3aTenbHbIX CyaoBbIX COOOLEHU - KoHBEHL MM
OOH no mopckomy npasy u npasuny V/11 KouseHumn COJIAC, a Takke pesonoumm
MSC.433(98) nnn MSC.1/Circ. 1608.

Dear Chair!

Our document (MSC 111/15/5) takes us back to the intense discussion that took place during
the NCSR Sub-Committee session last year regarding the proposed changes (amendments)
to the mandatory ship reporting systems — SOUNDREP and BELTREP —in particular regarding
the provision to the coastal State of information on the insurance of ships and copies of the
relevant ship insurance certificates.

The Russian Federation considers it necessary, first of all, to draw the Committee's attention
to the fact that the proposed changes (amendments) do not comply with the provisions of the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), which enshrines freedom of
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navigation and the right of transit passage through international straits, which cannot be limited
by additional conditions.

The introduction of mandatory insurance certificateb! reporting also directly contradicts SOLAS
Regulation V/11 (particularly paragraph 8). Furthermore, the amendments in fact extend the
application of EU regional legislation—Directive 2009/20/EC—to international straits, which
are governed exclusively by international law. Using any reference on regional legislation as a
legal basis for imposing requirements on transit vessels in international straits is unacceptable
and creates a dangerous precedent for similar unilateral restrictions by other coastal states.

The Russian Federation also draws attention to a violation of IMO procedures: document
NCSR 12/3/3(Austria et al.) was submitted just two months before the opening of the session
of the Sub-Committee, while circular MSC.1/Circ.1608 (subparagraph 3.2) prescribes that the
documents proposing such significant changes to the existing Mandatory Ship Reporting
Systems to be submitted no later than six months before the opening of the relevant session
of the NCSR Sub-Committee.

In this regard, the Russian Federation draws the Committee's attention to the fact that during
the 12th session of the NCSR Subcommittee, the issue of the need to conduct a legal
assessment of States' proposals for Mandatory Ship Reporting Systems (MSRS) prior to their
approval was raised. This issue was not adequately addressed at the Sub-Committee session,
which, in our view, represents a significant gap in the current procedure and, therefore, one of
the reasons why a document with obvious legal contradictions was approved for adoption.

The proposed amendments also contradict the existing international legal regime for
monitoring ship insurance. Verification of the presence of an insurance certificate on board is
assigned by international conventions—namely, the Convention on Civil Liability for Bunker Qil
Pollution Damage, 2001 (BUNKERS 2001), the Convention on Civil Liability for Oil Pollution
Damage, 1992 (CLC 1992), and the Nairobi Convention on the Removal of Wrecks, 2007
(WRC 2007)—to the exclusive responsibility of port States upon a vessel's entry into or
departure from a port. The additional requirement to confirm insurance coverage under the
Mandatory Ship Reporting System (MSRS) during transit duplicates existing port inspections,
undermines confidence in their results, and imposes an unreasonable administrative burden
on the crew when manoeuvring in confined waters. It should also be taken into account that
not all states are parties to the listed conventions, which makes the application of this
requirement inconsistent and discriminatory in relation to ships whose flags are raised by
states that are not parties to the relevant treaties.

Based on the above, the Russian Federation proposes that the Committee reject the proposed
amendments to the SOUNDREP and BELTREP Ship Reporting System in terms of the
inclusion of requirements for the provision of insurance certificates as lacking sufficient legal
justification and contradicting UNCLOS, SOLAS and IMO procedural standards, or consider
the possibility of applying this requirement solely on a voluntary basis. We also recall that,
following the consideration of this issue by the NCSR Sub-Committee , the Russian Federation
requested the Secretariat to conduct a legal analysis and submit the results to the Committee,
indicating whether the proposed amendments to the Mandatory Ship Reporting systems of the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and Regulation V/11 of the SOLAS
Convention, as well as resolution MSC.433(98) or MSC.1/ Circ . 1608.
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Statement by the delegation of Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
Gracias Sr Presidente,

Esta delegacion desea, en primer lugar, agradecer al World Shipping Council y a la delegacién
de China Hong Kong por las recepciones ofrecidas el dia de ayer, asi como a la delegacién
de Nigeria por la pausa del café que acabamos de disfrutar.

La Republica Bolivariana de Venezuela agradece a todas las delegaciones que han
presentado documentos en este punto de agenda, al tiempo que manifiesta su apoyo pleno al
documento MSC 111/15/5 presentado por la Federacion de Rusia y a su declaracion, a su vez
apoyada por la Republica Popular China, referente al rechazo a las modificaciones
obligatorias a los sistemas SOUNDREP y BELTREP ante el MSC 111.

Venezuela considera que exigir certificados de seguros excede el mandato de la regla 5/11
del Convenio SOLAS y vulnera el derecho de paso en transito de la CNUDM, intentando
imponer legislacion regional en estrechos internacionales. Estas medidas duplican
innecesariamente las inspecciones del Estado rector del puerto (PSC) y generan graves
riesgos operativos al distraer a la tripulacion durante maniobras nauticas criticas. Ademas,
exponen informacién legal confidencial a graves vulnerabilidades de ciberseguridad y
discriminan comercialmente a los bugques con menor conectividad satelital.

Presidente,

Ante la evidente violacion de los plazos procedimentales dictados en la circular
MSC.1/Circ.1608, Venezuela solicita rechazar la obligatoriedad de estas medidas. De
implementarse, deben ser estrictamente voluntarias para preservar la seguridad maritima, la
equidad tecnologica y la libertad de navegacion universal.

Venezuela reserva su posicidon sobre este asunto y solicita que esta declaracion sea afnadida
al informe final del Comité.
Muchas gracias, Sefior Presidente.

Statement by the delegation of the Russian Federation (2)

YBaxaeMsbln rocnoauvH Npeacegatens!

B TeyeHne nocnegHero BpemMeHn Poccunickaa —®depepauus nocnenoBaTesibHO
nHpopmuposana MexagyHapogHyto Mopckyto opraHuaauuto (MMO) (Ha npeablgyLmx cececnsax
Hawero KomuteTa, Ha ceccuax Coseta (C134, C 135) n Ha npoweawen ceccum Accambrnen
(A 34) o Tom, yto B nepuog ¢ 2022 no 2025 rog npusHaHHbIn MO [locTtaBwmk ycnyr
NoaBWXKHON CNyTHUKOBOM cBA3N MHMapcat - komnanua MHmapcat Tno6an JlnmuTten BBena
OrpaHMyeHns B OTHOLUEHUW CYAOB MO POCCUMUACKMM doraroMm, OTKIYMB cyda OT YyCnyr
cUCTEMbI MOABMXHOM CMYTHUKOBOM CBA3M MHMapcaT, npusHaHHon komnoHeHTom TMCCB.
Poccuinckan egepaunsa sedeT y4eT CyaoB o pOCCUNCKNMM dorlaroM, OTKIKOYEHHbIX OT yCnyr
NnoaBWXHONM cnyTHUKOBOW cBA3n MIHmapcaT B nepuop ¢ 2022 no 2026 roga.

Ha TekyLwmin MOMEHT KONMMYEeCTBO POCCUMCKUX CYAOB, OTKIHOYEHHbIX koMnaHuen MHmapcat
Mmo6an JItg oT ycnyr cucteMbl MOABUXKHOW CMYTHMKOBOM ¢BA3M MHmapcart, coctasnseTt 179
eauHuy,. C momeHTa npoBeaeHus 135-om ceccum Coseta MMO (¢ HosGps npoLunoro roga) no
HacTosilee BPeMs KOMMYECTBO OTKIIOYEHHbIX CyAOB TOMbKo nog cnarom Poccuiickon
denepaumnm ysennumnoch 6onee yem Ha 40 %.

B 2025 rogy B ponomnHeHue Kk OnOKMPOBKE YCryr CNYTHUKOBOW CBA3W, NPOW3BEeLeHHOM
komnaHuen WMumapcat mo6an Jlta, oanH u3 ee npoeangepos, komnanus «Marlink AS»,
HopBerus, Beena rnobanbHble orpaHnyeHns B oTHoweHnn 11 cyaos nog donarom Poccuiickon
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degepaumm, 3abnoknMpoBaB Ha HUX YCRyrM MOABMXKHOW CryTHUKOBOW cBssu VMHmapcat. B
KayecTBe NPUYMNHbBI BIIOKMPOBKU YKa3aHa prHaHCOBasA 3a40/MKEHHOCTb, YTO HE COOTBETCTBYET
AENCTBUTENBHOCTM W, KaK CreacTBue, HapylaeT npaBunia okKasaHus ycryr noaBWKHOWM
cnyTHukoBou cesasu B TMCCB.

B aton ceaA3n Poccuinckaa ®enepaums obpallaet BHUMAHNE, YTO CBS3b OOLLEro Ha3Ha4YeHus
(general communications), npegoctaBnaemass komnaHuen WHmapcat [noban JlTg,
MCNONb3yeTcsl Ha cydax, B TOM 4ucne nop POCCUMUCKUM dpnarom, Ana paboTbl CynoBOM
annapatypbl cuctembel OCIAP (LRIT) B cooTtBeTcTBUM Cc TpebGoBaHuamu [Npasuna V/19-1
KoHBeHuun COJIAC-74. MNpun OTKNIOYEHUN CBA3M 00LLero HasHaydeHus komnanusa ViHvapcart
Mmo6an Jltg 6noknpyeT nepeaavy ¢ cyaos nHgopmauunn OCLP B agpec Poccuiickoro LeHTpa
cuctembl OCP v He no3BonsieT aBapuinHo-cnacaTenbHbIM criykbam nonyyaTb akTyanbHYyo
MH(POPMaLMIO O MECTOMOSTOXEHUN POCCUNCKUX CyO0B AN opraHvM3auumn novcka u cnacaHus
nogen n cynos, Tepnsawmx 6eactene Ha mope. YTo B ABHOM BUAE BNUSIET CaMbiM HEraTUBHbBIM
o6pa3om Ha obecneveHre 6e30NacHOCTN MOpennaBaHUSA U 3aLLUTy YenOBEYECKMX KU3HEN B
MOpe — TO eCTb COBCTBEHHO TOro, Ans Yero Bca cuctema FMCCE n cosgaBanack. Bbl Tonbko
BAyManTeCb B 3TK crioBa u ¢akTbl, Aambl 1 rocnoga! Jlioan Ha mope Tepnat 6eactene (Mnu
MOryT OKasaTbCs B 3TOW CUTyauuu), a nNpusHaHHbIA Hallen opraHusauuen nposanaep
6roknpyeT BO3MOXHOCTb OCYLLIECTBUTb AOMKHbIM 06pa3oM MOUCK U cnacaHue aTux niogen!
3710 BOOOLWE UTO Takoe? [nst yero Mbl TyT BCE C BaMU HYXHbl BOOOLLE TOoraa, ecrnv »XU3Hu
MOPSIKOB AN Hac ¢ Bamu ( UNn NO KpavHen mepe Ana HeKoTopbiXx B 3Ton OpraHusaumm)
BoOOLLIE HE MMEIT HUKAKOro 3HauveHus!!?? HeyamBuTenbHO B 3TON CBA3KU, YTO MOpPSIKKU BCE
vaule 3aaensatoT, 4To OpraHmsaums (MMO) obeyxgaeT BCE YTO YrogHO, NPUHUMAET HEMOHATHO
Kakue pelLeHusl, OTOpBaHHble OT peanbHOCTM, HO COBEPLUEHHO 3abbinia Npo HUX, NpPo
pearibHbIX MOPSKOB, T.€. TeX, ANA KOTopbix aTa OpraHnsaumst n omkHa paboTtaTb.

Ces3b obLero HazHadeHus (general communication), ncnonb3yeTcs 1 Angd nepegayn ¢ cyaHa
curHanos CyaoBoKn cucTeMbl TPEBOXHOMO oroBelleHus (SSAS). NMpu yrpose HanageHusa Ha
poccuncKkne cyda BO3MOXHOCTb nepedaynm curHana SSAS 4depes annapaTypy cUCTEMbI
CnyTHUKOBOW cBA3M WMHmapcaT Onokupyetcss kKomnanuen WHmapcaTt [no6ban Jlta.
CooTBETCTBEHHO MOPSIKM MOryT ocTaTtbca 6e3 HeoOXogMMOW CPOYHOM MOMOLUM U B 3TOM
cnyvae.

Mcxoga um3  BblweunsnoxeHHoro, Poccuiickan dPepepauns npusbiBaeT  0ObEKTUBHO
paccMOTPEeTb CMOXMBLLYIOCA CUTYyaLNo U NPUHATL AENCTBEHHbIE MEPbI C LIENbH UCKIIOYEHUS
nogo6HON NpPaKTUKN.

MpMHMMas BO BHMMaHWE WCMNONb30BaHME KaHanoB CBA3M o6Llero HasHayeHusa ans
dpyHKkumnoHmposarus cuctem OCOP(LRIT) n CCTO (SSAS), u Ty porb, KOTOPYHO 3T CUCTEMbI
BbINOSHAOT B BONpocax 6€30nacHOCTN MOpensiaBaHNA U COXPaHEHUS YerOBEYECKON XN3HN,
Poccuiickaa  depgepauumn  npusbiBaet  KomuteT  paccMOTpeTb  BOMPOC  BHECEHUs
COOTBETCTBYIOLNX n3meHeHun B rnasy |V KoneseHuun COJIAC, onpeaensowmx posb 1 Mecto
ycnyrn cBasu  obuwlero nonb3oBaHusa  (general communication), npegocTtaBnAemom
NPU3HaHHbLIMKM OnepaTopamMu CMyTHUKOBOW CBS3W A5 CyA0B B MOpE.

Poccuiickaa Pepepauns npusbiBaeT CTpaHbl, KOTOPbIX TakkKe KOCHYNUCb MOAO0OHbIE
OrpaHNYeHns, NPUCOEeaUHNTLCSA K AaHHOMY 3asiBIIEHMIO.

CkasaB aTO, B 3aKn4yeHuu, Mbl Bbl xoTenu nobnarogaputb CekpeTtapuat MO B nuue
Oupektopa Maritime Safety Division, a Takke [eHepanbHoro gupektopa MMCO, 3a wmx
BOBJIEYEHHOCTb B 3Ty TEKYLLYH CUTyauuto M FOTOBHOCTb KO BCSYECKOMY COAEWCTBUIO C UX
CTOPOHBI.

Dear Chair!

Over the past period, the Russian Federation has consistently informed the International
Maritime Organization (IMO) — at previous sessions of our Committee, at sessions of the
Council (C 134, C 135) and at the past session of the Assembly (A 34) — that, between 2022
and 2025, the IMO-recognized mobile satellite service provider Inmarsat — namely, Inmarsat
Global Limited — introduced restrictions against ships under the Russian flag, disconnecting
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them from the services of the Inmarsat mobile satellite communication system recognized as
a component of the GMDSS.

The Russian Federation is keeping a record of ships under the Russian flag that have been
disconnected from Inmarsat mobile satellite communication services between 2022 and 2026.
As of now, the number of Russian ships disconnected by Inmarsat Global Limited from the
Inmarsat mobile satellite communication system stands at 179.

Since the 135th session of the IMO Council (November last year) to the present day, the
number of disconnected ships under the Russian flag alone has increased by more than 40%.
In 2025, in addition to the satellite communication services blocking carried out by Inmarsat
Global Limited, one of its providers — Marlink AS of Norway — imposed global restrictions
against 11 ships under the Russian flag, blocking Inmarsat mobile satellite communication
services on those ships. The stated reason for the blocking is financial indebtedness, which is
not true and consequently violates the rules for the provision of mobile satellite communication
services in the GMDSS.

In this regard, the Russian Federation draws attention to the fact that general communications
provided by Inmarsat Global Limited are used on ships, including those under the Russian flag,
for the operation of LRIT shipborne equipment in accordance with Regulation V/19-1 of the
SOLAS 74 Convention. When disconnecting general communications, Inmarsat Global
Limited blocks the transmission of LRIT information from ships to the Russian LRIT Data
Centre and prevents search and rescue authorities from receiving up-to-date position
information on Russian ships for the purpose of organizing search and rescue of persons and
ships in distress at sea. This clearly has the most negative impact on maritime safety and the
protection of human life at sea — i.e., precisely the purpose for which the entire GMDSS was
created. Just think about these words and facts, ladies and gentlemen! People are in distress
at sea (or may find themselves in that situation), and a provider recognized by our Organization
blocks the possibility of properly carrying out search and rescue for those people! What is this
all about? Why are we all here at all, if the lives of seafarers mean nothing to us (or at least to
some in this Organization)?! It is no wonder, in this context, that seafarers increasingly state
that the Organization (IMO) discusses everything under the sun, adopts incomprehensible
decisions detached from reality, but has completely forgotten about them — the real seafarers,
i.e. those for whom this Organization should serve.

General communications are also used to transmit Ship Security Alert System (SSAS) signals
from a ship. When a threat of attack against Russian ships arises, the possibility of transmitting
an SSAS signal via Inmarsat satellite communication equipment is blocked by Inmarsat Global
Limited. Consequently, seafarers may also be left without the necessary emergency
assistance in that case.

Based on the foregoing, the Russian Federation calls for an objective consideration of the
current situation and for effective measures to be taken to exclude such practice.

Taking into account the use of general communication channels for the operation of the LRIT
and SSAS systems, and the role these systems play in maritime safety and the preservation
of human life, the Russian Federation urges the Committee to consider introducing appropriate
amendments to Chapter IV of the SOLAS Convention, defining the role and place of the
general communication service provided by recognized mobile satellite service operators to
ships at sea.

The Russian Federation calls upon countries that have also been affected by such restrictions
to associate themselves with this statement.
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Having said this, in conclusion we wish to thank the IMO Secretariat, in the person of the
Director of the Maritime Safety Division, as well as the Director-General of the IMSO, for their
engagement in this ongoing situation and their readiness to provide every possible assistance
from their side.

AGENDA ITEM 16

Statement by the delegation of Nigeria
MSC 111/16
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Secretariat and the Sub-Committee on Pollution Prevention and Response
for the comprehensive work undertaken at PPR 13 and reflected in document MSC 111/16.

Nigeria supports the continued efforts of the Organization to strengthen pollution prevention
measures while ensuring that safety, operational practicality and environmental sustainability
remain appropriately balanced.

We support the proposed amendments to the IBC Code concerning products listed in List 1 of
the MEPC.2/Circular and welcome the continued cooperation between IMO sub-committees
in addressing emerging environmental risks, including the potential impacts associated with
the shipment of plastic pellets in bulk.

Nigeria also takes note of the work relating to the reduction of volatile organic compound
emissions and the associated draft amendments to MARPOL Annex VI.

We recognize the importance of measures aimed at reducing atmospheric emissions from
shipping, while emphasizing the need for adequate technical guidance, implementation
support and consideration of the operational realities of developing countries and emerging
maritime economies.

Nigeria remains committed to constructive engagement in advancing pragmatic, science-
based and globally implementable solutions that support both environmental protection and
the safe, efficient operation of international shipping.

Thank you Chair.

AGENDA ITEM 19
Statement by the Observer of ITF
Thank you, Chair.

ITF thanks the co-sponsors for document MSC 111/19/3 and supports the proposal for a new
output to amend MSC.1/Circ.1264/Rev.1 and MSC.1/Circ.1358/Rev.1.

From the seafarers' perspective, this is an urgent safety matter. The paper showed that at
least 49 seafarers and shore workers have died and 86 have been seriously injured following
exposure to hazards associated with fumigation of cargo holds since the current
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Recommendations were approved. And at least 25 seafarer deaths were due to fumigant
entered accommodation spaces during the voyage.

This is not simple implementation issue. There are systemic gaps in the current
Recommendations, particularly in relation to periodic monitoring, pre-loading inspection,
communication of risks to crews, and the recognition of associated hazards such as oxygen
depletion, fire and explosion.

Seafarers should not be expected to manage life-threatening risks without adequate
information, equipment and safeguards. The proposed output is therefore necessary,
proportionate and directly linked to preventing further loss of life.

ITF supports the action requested in paragraph 35 and invites the Committee to agree to the
new output.

We kindly ask that the statement is reflected in the final report.

Thank you chair.

AGENDA ITEM 21

Statement by the delegation of Nigeria
MSC 111/21
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Secretariat for the update provided in document MSC 111/21 concerning
the continued development of the International Quality Assessment Review Body (IQARB).

Nigeria welcomes the progress made in consolidating IQARB into an independent legal entity
and recognizes its growing contribution towards strengthening transparency, consistency and
confidence in the quality oversight of recognized organizations.

We note with appreciation the work undertaken through the issuance of Factual Statements,
the independent analytical review process, and the efforts to broaden participation among flag
States, industry stakeholders and regulatory bodies.

Nigeria further acknowledges that IQARB can serve as a useful complementary mechanism in
supporting Member States in fulfilling certain oversight responsibilities under the Ill Code and
the RO Code, while fully preserving the sovereign responsibility of flag Administrations to
effectively supervise recognized organizations acting on their behalf.

In this regard, Nigeria supports continued engagement between IMO and IQARB, including
the sharing of best practices and the promotion of balanced, inclusive and transparent
participation, particularly as discussions evolve regarding non-IACS recognized organizations
and future institutional arrangements.

Strengthening confidence in the performance and accountability of recognized organizations
remains essential to advancing global maritime safety, environmental protection and effective
implementation of IMO instruments.

Thank you Chair.
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MSC 111/21/1
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Secretariat for the update contained in document MSC 111/21/1 and
commends the continued collaboration between IMO, ITU and other stakeholders aimed at
strengthening the resilience of telecommunication submarine cables, which remain critical
infrastructure for global trade, digital connectivity and maritime operations.

Nigeria recognizes that submarine cables are particularly important for developing economies
and coastal States, including those in Africa, where they support financial systems,
communications, port operations and broader socio-economic development.

We therefore welcome the outcomes of the Second International Submarine Cable Resilience
Summit and support enhanced international cooperation to improve cable protection,
monitoring and rapid repair capabilities.

Nigeria also sees merit in the recommendations relating to greater awareness by seafarers of
navigation in proximity to submarine cables, as well as improved measures to prevent anchor
dragging and related damage.

In this regard, any future consideration within IMO should remain practical, balanced and
implementation-oriented, taking into account the realities and capacities of developing
countries and the need to avoid undue operational burdens on ships and Administrations.

Nigeria supports continued engagement between IMO and ITU on this matter, including further
technical discussions within the relevant Sub-Committees, with a view to strengthening
maritime safety, environmental protection and the resilience of global communications
infrastructure.

Thank you Chair.
MSC 111/21/2
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the co-sponsors for document MSC 111/21/2 and welcomes the timely
discussion on the increasing integration of artificial intelligence systems into safety-critical
marine equipment.

Nigeria recognizes the immense potential of Al technologies to enhance navigational safety,
situational awareness, distress response, pollution prevention and overall operational
efficiency within the maritime sector.

At the same time, we acknowledge that the growing reliance on Al-driven systems introduces
new safety, cybersecurity, accountability and human-element considerations which require
careful and coordinated international attention to ensure that innovation does not outpace
regulatory preparedness.

Nigeria therefore supports the initiation of discussions towards the development of harmonized
IMO performance standards or guidance for Al systems embedded in marine equipment,
particularly where such systems perform safety-related functions.

IAMSC\11\MSC 111-22-Add.3.docx



MSC 111/22/Add.3
Annex 38, page 72

In our view, any future framework should remain practical, risk-based and human-centred,
ensuring transparency, reliability, cybersecurity resilience and effective human oversight, while
also considering the differing technological capacities of Member States and the need for
technical cooperation and capacity-building.

Nigeria believes that IMO is best placed to provide a globally consistent approach that
promotes safe innovation, avoids fragmented regulatory regimes and strengthens confidence
in the responsible deployment of Al within international shipping.

Thank you Chair.
MSC 111/21/3
Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the International Association of Ports and Harbors (IAPH) for the submission of
the Cyber Resilience Guidelines for Emerging Technologies in the Maritime Supply Chain and
commends the Association for its proactive leadership in advancing maritime cybersecurity.

Nigeria recognizes that the accelerating deployment of emerging technologies such as Artificial
Intelligence, 0T, automation, drones and 5G systems presents enormous opportunities for
improving efficiency, sustainability and operational performance across the maritime sector.

At the same time, these technologies introduce increasingly sophisticated cyber risks which
require coordinated, forward-looking and resilient governance frameworks.

Nigeria therefore supports the Committee taking note of these Guidelines and considering their
inclusion as a relevant industry reference under the revised Guidelines on maritime cyber risk
management, MSC-FAL.1/Circ.3/Rev.3.

In doing so, Nigeria underscores the importance of ensuring that cyber resilience measures
remain practical, scalable and accessible to developing countries, particularly in the areas of
capacity-building, technical cooperation and technology transfer.

Nigeria further encourages continued collaboration between IMO, Member States, industry
stakeholders and port authorities to strengthen cyber preparedness across the global maritime
supply chain and safeguard confidence in the ongoing digital transformation of international

shipping.

Thank you Chair.

MSC 111/21/5 and MSC 111/21/4

Thank you Chair,

Nigeria thanks the Secretariat and IACS for the information provided in
documents MSC 111/21/4 and MSC 111/21/5 regarding the development of the International
Quality Assessment Review Body (IQARB).

Nigeria welcomes the establishment of IQARB as an important step towards strengthening

confidence, transparency and consistency in the oversight of recognized organizations
performing statutory functions on behalf of flag Administrations.
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We acknowledge the valuable role previously played by the IMO consultant/observer within
the IACS QSCS framework and agree that the evolving structure of IQARB justifies a broader
and more contemporary oversight arrangement aligned with current regulatory realities.

Nigeria further supports the proposal for the appointment of an independent IMO observer to
IQARB, recognizing that credibility, impartiality and institutional integrity are essential to
maintaining trust in the quality assurance framework governing recognized organizations.

In this regard, Nigeria agrees that the observer must remain fully independent of the body
under observation, with clear terms of reference and transparent reporting to the Committee.

Such an arrangement will enhance accountability, reinforce uniform implementation of IMO
instruments and contribute to the continued strengthening of global maritime safety standards.

Thank you Chair.
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