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ANNEX 3
ACCOMMODATIONS FOR CREW AND TRAINEES
OPTIONS EVALUATION SUMMARY
	Option 1  -
SLF 55/9/3  Implement a GTr parameter that excludes accommodation spaces that would meet minimum MLC 2006 standards, using the framework of document SLF 55/9/3, with changes to establish detailed definitions in a new TM Circular.  Applies to any ship, regardless of MLC 2006 applicability.
	Preferred by

2


	Principal Benefits
1
Facilitates the increase in the quantity and quality of accommodation spaces, including those for trainees, for ships meeting certain minimum accommodation standards.
2
 Provides for some consistency of GTr assignments through limited “stand alone” requirements and recommendations.

	Principal Disadvantages
1
Relies on voluntary implementation of GTr as a basis for assessing fees, over which IMO has no control.
2
There may be inconsistent application due to MLC 2006 discretion to flag Administrations, including treatment of trainee spaces.
3
The measurement process to certify GTr is complex and potentially costly.
4
Use of excluded accommodation spaces for other purposes is more likely for those non-MLC 2006 ships that do not undergo a periodic compliance survey.
5
There is a risk of GTr being misinterpreted as the GT.

	Option 2  -
MLC 2006  Implement a GTr parameter that excludes accommodation spaces meeting MLC 2006 standards.  Applies only to those ships with valid MLC 2006 Declarations.
	Preferred by

1

	Principal Benefits
1
Facilitates the increase in the quantity and quality of accommodation spaces for ships certified under the MLC 2006.
2
The use of MLC 2006 Declarations to identify spaces and volumes could largely shift measurement costs to owners, who will benefit from use of the GTr parameter.
3
Provides for initial and periodic surveys to enhance compliance with minimum accommodation standards.

	Principal Disadvantages
1
Relies on voluntary implementation of GTr as a basis for assessing fees, over which IMO has no control.
2
Provides no benefit for non-MLC 2006 ships (e.g., fishing vessels).
3
There may be inconsistent application due to MLC 2006 discretion to flag Administrations, including treatment of trainee spaces.
4
The measurement process to certify GTr is complex and potentially costly.

5
There may be objections to using MLC Declarations for this purpose, which could expose owners to port State interference.
6
There is a risk of GTr being misinterpreted as the GT.

	Option 3  -
Modified SLF 55/9/3 Implement a GTr parameter using the framework of Option 1, but with references to MLC 2006 requirements removed, such that complete requirements for certifying GTr are contained within IMO documents
	Preferred by
1

	Principal Benefits
1
Facilitates the increase in the quantity of accommodation spaces, including those for trainees, for all ships.
2
Helps ensure consistency of GTr assignments through complete “stand alone” requirements and definitions.
	Principal Disadvantages
1
Relies on voluntary implementation of GTr as a basis for assessing fees, over which IMO has no control.
2
Provides no incentive for improving the quality of accommodation spaces. 
3
Requires development and maintenance of IMO documents that promulgate the detailed requirements and definitions.
4
The measurement process to certify GTr is complex and potentially costly.
5
Use of excluded accommodation spaces for other purposes is more likely for those non-MLC 2006 ships that do not undergo a periodic compliance survey.
6
There is a risk of GTr being misinterpreted as the GT.

	Option 4  -
Suez Rules: Implement a GTr parameter that excludes accommodation spaces using the framework of the Suez Canal Rules of Navigation to identify eligible spaces (e.g., Part IV, CH XII).
	Preferred by
1

	Principal Benefits
1
Facilitates the increase in the quantity of accommodation spaces, including those for trainees, for all ships.
2
Some ships are already measured under the Suez rules.

3
Suez rules are familiar to many Administrations and Recognized Organizations. 

	Principal Disadvantages
1
Relies on voluntary implementation of GTr as a basis for assessing fees, over which IMO has no control.
2
Provides no incentive for improving the quality of accommodation spaces. 

3
Obsolesce of Suez rules would require development and maintenance of detailed interpretations to ensure consistency of GTr assignments.
4
The measurement process to certify GTr is complex and costly, and adjustments to reflect moulded volumes may be required even for ships measured under the Suez rules.
5
There is no periodic compliance survey requirement to help ensure excluded accommodation spaces are not used for other purposes.
6
There is a risk of GTr being misinterpreted as the GT.

	Option 5  -
Exclude Deckhouse:  Implement a GTr parameter for accommodation spaces using the simplified approach of excluding the volume of the entire deckhouse structure, less the engine room casing and navigation bridge, or similar. 
	Preferred by
0

	Principal Benefits
1
Facilitates the increase in the quantity of accommodation spaces for all ships.
2
The relatively simple calculational method could improve the chances of more widespread use.

	Principal Disadvantages
1
Relies on voluntary implementation of GTr as a basis for assessing fees, over which IMO has no control.
2
Deckhouse spaces used for other purposes than accommodations would be excluded, without restriction.
3
Provides no incentive for improving the quality of accommodation spaces.
4
Identification of what constitutes an excludable deckhouses is problematic, and could adversely affect ship design (e.g., hull volume minimized and deckhouse volume maximized).
5
There is a risk of GTr being misinterpreted as the GT.


	Option 6  -
Apply 0.8 Factor:  Implement a GTr parameter for accommodation spaces using the simplified approach of applying a 0.8 factor to the gross tonnage (GT) for ships which are in full compliance with the requirements of certain International Labour Organization (ILO) instruments.
	Preferred by
0

	Principal Benefits
1
Facilitates the increase in the quantity and quality of accommodation spaces for all ships meeting certain minimum accommodation standards.
2
The extremely simple calculational method could substantively improve the chances of more widespread GTr use.

	Principal Disadvantages
1
Relies on voluntary implementation of GTr as a basis for assessing fees, over which IMO has no control.
2
Provides no benefit for ships to which ILO requirements do not apply.

3
Provides little incentive for improving the quantity of accommodation spaces beyond minimum ILO requirements, which may result in a limited practical benefit for those serving on board.
4
There is a risk of GTr being misinterpreted as the GT.


	Option 7  -
Recommend NT  Recommend the use of net tonnage (NT) when assessing fees, similar to an approach evaluated under an earlier SLF planned output (see document SLF 53/3, option B). 
	Preferred by
7

	Principal Benefits
1
Facilitates the increase in the quantity of accommodation spaces for ships for which NT exceeds 0.3 GT (e.g., most solid and liquid bulk cargo carriers), including trainee spaces.
2
Encourages the design of ships of all kinds with greater freeboards (higher depth to draft ratios) that are, arguably, safer, due to favourable treatment under the NT formula.
3
NT parameter is currently assigned to all signatory Flag ships greater than 79 feet in length on international voyages, so there is effectively little cost to implement this option.

	Principal Disadvantages
1
Relies on voluntary implementation of NT as a basis for assessing fees, over which IMO has no control.
2
Does not remove the incentive to minimize the size of accommodation spaces for some ship types (e.g., towing vessels) where NT is “capped” at 0.3 GT.

3
Could drive designs in the direction of excessively high freeboards, leading to ungainly ships with excessive wind profiles that are difficult to steer.

4
Recommending the use of NT as a basis for assessing fees is in conflict with current IMO recommendations on existing GTr parameters (i.e., for segregated ballast tankers and open-top containerships). 

	Option 8  -
Obtain More Information  Obtain additional information to support the further development and possible implementation of a GTr parameter for accommodation spaces.
	Preferred by
0

	Principal Benefits
1
Could facilitate more informed decision-making on a matter of global impact on ships of all kinds, and those who serve aboard them.

	Principal Disadvantages
1
May not yield meaningful information due to the subjectivity and the multitude of factors involved.
2
Diverts attention from other issues while delaying a decision.

	None Satisfactory   None of the options to address the accommodations matter evaluated by the group in Round 3 are considered satisfactory.
	Preferred by
2
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