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ANNEX 3

Unified interpretations proposals AND ROUND 2 RESULTS

Issue 1.a:  Treatment of Unusual Hull Configurations (14 Responses)
Proposal 1 (7 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation A.2(8)-2 to read:  “The 96% overall length should be used for column-stabilized units, floating docks and pontoons.”  [Revise this proposal to read: “ . . . used for column-stabilized units, MODU’s, floating docks . . . ”. ]; [Revise this proposal to read:  “ . . . used for column-stabilized units, MODU’s, FOI’s, floating docks . . . ”. ]
Proposal 2 (5 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation A.2(8)-2 to read:  “When establishing the length of column-stabilized units such as semi-submersible drilling units, the following interpretation should be applied.  Because the length under Article 2(8) for column-stabilized units is misleading, it would be appropriate for such units to use the overall length to the outside plating between fixed structures. The citation of the length (Article 2(8)) in the respective box of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) should be deleted . . . ”. [Revise this proposal to read:   “ . . . Because the “96% of the total length on a waterline at 85% of the least moulded depth” under Article 2(8) for column-stabilized units is misleading, it would be appropriate for such units to use the 96% of the overall length to the outside plating between fixed structures . . .”. ]
Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation A.2(8)-2 to read:  “The length of column-stabilized units such as semi-submersible drilling units is calculated in the same manner as for other kinds of ships.”
[Proposal 4  Revise Interpretation A.2(8)-2, by adding the following:  “Where the stem contour is concave above the waterline at 85% of the least moulded depth, both the forward terminal of the total length and the fore-side of the stem respectively shall be taken at the vertical projection to that waterline of the aftermost point of the stem contour.” ]
Issue 1.b:  Determining Least Moulded Depth (LMD) (14 Responses)
Proposal 1 (5 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads:  “The term “least moulded depth” means the minimum moulded depth measured from the upper deck at side to the top of keel.  For ships in which the keel (or part of it) is a straight line, the least moulded depth is found by drawing a line parallel to the straight keel line of the ship (including skeg) tangent to the moulded sheer line of the upper deck.  The least moulded depth is the vertical distance measured from the top of the keel to the upper deck at side at the point of tangency.  In the case of a curved keel, where is not possible to find the parallel line to the keel line, the least moulded depth is the moulded depth measured in the midship section where, for this purpose, the midship section is, among the ship's sections with the maximum breadth, the one with the minimum depth.”  (insert figures 1-4, found at the end of this annex)

Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads:  “The term “least moulded depth” is generally defined as the smallest depth along the length of the ship as defined in Regulation 2(2).  If a ship has raked/curved keel lines and a step in the upper deck, then the moulded depth at midships should be used.”  (insert figures 5 and 6, found at the end of this annex)

Proposal 3 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads:  “The term “least moulded depth” means the smallest moulded depth along the length of the ship.  Moulded depth is measured as described in Regulation 2(2).  The least moulded depth is the vertical distance measured from the top of the flat plate keel (or equivalent lower terminus as described in Regulation 2(2)) at the lowest point along the keel's length; to the horizontal line that is tangent to the underside of the upper deck at the ship’s side (or equivalent upper terminus as described in Regulation 2(2)) at the lowest point along the upper deck’s length.  For the purposes of this definition, the ship is considered to be trimmed on a waterline parallel to the design waterline.”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “In the definition of “length” in Article 2(8), the term “least moulded depth” is the vertical distance measured from the top of the flat plate keel (or equivalent lower terminus as described in Regulation 2(2)) at the lowest point along the keel's length to the horizontal line that is tangent to the underside of the upper deck at the ship’s side (or equivalent upper terminus as described in Regulation 2(2)) at the lowest point along the upper deck’s length.  For the purposes of this definition, the ship is considered to be trimmed on a waterline parallel to the design waterline.” ] 
Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads :  “In ships designed with a rake of keel, the waterline on which this length is measured shall be parallel to the designed waterline at 85% of the least moulded depth Dmin found by drawing a line parallel to the keel line of the ship (including skeg) tangent to the moulded sheer line of the upper deck.  The least moulded depth is the vertical distance measured from the top of the keel to the top of the upper deck at side at the point of tangency.”

Proposal 5 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads:  “The term “least moulded depth” is defined as the smallest depth along the length of the ship from the top of the keel to the [underside of the] upper deck as defined in Regulation 2 of the Convention.  Where the ship has a straight raked keel then the least moulded depth is determined in accordance with the figure below.  Where the ship has a curved keel, then the least moulded depth should be taken as that which, of the ship's sections in the midship region having the maximum breadth, has the least depth.”  (figure to be developed)

Proposal 6 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation of A.2(2)-X, which reads:  “The term “least molded depth” means the vertical distance between: 1) the top of the flat plate keel (or equivalent) at the lowest point along its length;  and 2) the horizontal line that is tangent to the underside of the upper deck at the ship’s side at the lowest point along the upper deck’s length.  For the purposes of this definition, the ship is considered to be trimmed on a waterline parallel to the design waterline.”  (insert figure 7, found at the end of this annex)
Issue 1.c:  Trainable Rudders and Rudderless Ships (13 Responses)
Proposal 1 (5 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation A.2(8)-1 to read:  “For ships without a rudder stock, the length is 96% of the total length on a waterline at 85% of the least moulded depth measured from the top of the keel.  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads:  “For ships with multiple rudders the axis that is to be taken into account in the length calculation is the aftermost.”

Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation A.2(8)-1 to read:  “When establishing the length of a ship with multiple rudders, the axis of the rudder should be the rear-most one.  The length of ships with rudder propellers and rudderless ships should be calculated at 96% of the total length of a waterline at 85% of the least moulded depth.”

Proposal 3 (3 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads:  “In ships fitted with an alternative steering device installed in place of the rudder (e.g., trainable propulsion unit, cycloidal propeller, etc.), the centerline of the axis of rotation of the device is considered equivalent to the axis of the rudder stock for purposes of establishing the length measurement.  If more than one such device is installed, the axis of rotation of the aftermost device is considered equivalent to the axis of the rudder stock.”  Additionally, renumber Interpretations A.2(8)-1 and A.2(8)-2 to follow this new interpretation, and revise renumbered Interpretation A.2(8)-2 to read:  “When establishing the length of a ship that does not have a rudder or alternative steering device, the length shall be taken as 96% of the total length on a waterline at 85% of the least moulded depth.”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “ . . .  equivalent to the axis of the rudder stock for purposes of establishing the length measurement. If more than one rudder or alternative steering device is installed, the axis of rotation of the aftermost rudder or alternative steering device is considered equivalent to the axis of the rudder stock.” ]
Proposal 4 (0 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation A.2(8)-1 to read:  “When establishing the length of all rudderless ships, the length should be calculated as 96% of the total length of the waterline at 85% of the least moulded depth measured from the top of the keel.”

Proposal 5 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads:  “When a ship does not have a rudder stock, the length shall be taken as 96% of the total length on a waterline at 85% of the least moulded depth measured as defined in Regulation 2(2).”  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation A.2(8)-X, which reads:  “Where more than one rudder is fitted, then the rudder stock which is to be considered when determining the length shall be taken as the aftermost rudder stock.”
Issue 2.a:  Applying Novel Craft Provisions (11 Responses)
Proposal 1 (3 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.1(3)-X, which reads:  “For the purpose of this Regulation, “novel craft” is one which is novel in its design and does not include ships of usual shape.  Also new types of structures fitted on board that may impact on the tonnage measurement can be considered as “novel craft”.  Where a craft is to be measured under the novel craft definition, the gross tonnage should reflect the overall size of the ship and the net tonnage the useful capacity of the ship.”

Proposal 2 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.1(3)-X, which reads:  “Where ships are of novel design and/or new types of structures are fitted on board (e.g., loaders and similar structures) that may impact on the tonnage measurement, these can also be considered novel craft for the purposes of this Regulation.  In any case, the gross and net tonnages should reflect the ship's overall size and useful capacity.”

Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.1(3)-X, which reads:  “In applying this Regulation:
“.1  The right of the Administration to determine tonnage of novel types of craft by application of methods other than those provided in the Regulations shall not be construed to allow exempting from measurement of those enclosed spaces which would otherwise have been included in tonnage.  A novel type of craft shall be understood as one which is novel in its design and shall not include existing traditional types of ships of usual shape or those types already covered by the Unified Interpretations.  The Administration shall communicate to the Organization the details of the method used to determine tonnage of a novel type of craft together with the definition/description of the novel type of craft and initiate necessary measures to include the corresponding interpretations to the Unified Interpretations as official IMO Interpretations;
“.2  If the method proposed by the Administration is not accepted as an official IMO Interpretation and not included into the Unified Interpretations, then the Organization shall prepare and approve an alternative interpretation for the inclusion in the Unified Interpretations and notify the Administration on the need to have the ship's tonnage re-calculated.  If based on the information provided by the Administration the Organization determines that the ship's design does not meet the criteria for a novel type of craft, then the Organization shall notify the Administration on the need to have the ship's tonnage re-calculated according to the Regulations for Determining Gross and Net Tonnages of Ships (Annex I to the 1969 Tonnage Convention) and respective Unified Interpretations applicable on the date when the ship's keel was laid or the ship was at a similar stage of construction;
“.3  When an Administration has applied a novel craft interpretation that is not identified in the Unified Interpretations, a remark should be included on the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) to this effect (e.g., referencing the IMO circular notifying Contracting Governments of the Administration's novel craft determination).”

[Revise this proposal by adding the following text from Proposal 6 after the first sentence of subparagraph 1:  “The gross tonnage and the net tonnage of novel types of craft must be reflective of the ship's overall size and useful capacity respectively.  As such, the phrase “render the application of the provisions of these Regulations unreasonable or impractical” cannot be construed as permitting deviations from these Regulations for reasons unrelated to the determination of the ship’s overall size or useful capacity (e.g., to accommodate constructional features that increase a ship's enclosed volume without a corresponding increase in its tonnage for the purpose of avoiding adverse economic impacts).” ]

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.1(3)-X , which reads:  “When the Administration has determined the novel craft tonnage, the Administration shall submit the details of the method to the Organization as a proposal for an additional Unified Interpretation.”

Proposal 5 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.1(3)-X, which reads:  “For the purposes of this Regulation, a novel craft is one which is novel in its design, i.e., has a hull form which is unlike any previously employed by shipping.  It does not include general cargo ships, oil tankers, chemical carriers, container ships, passenger ships, offshore supply ships, livestock carriers, yachts, tugs, barges or other craft of usual shape.”  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation R.1(3)-X, which reads:  “Where a craft is to be measured under the novel craft definition, the gross tonnage should reflect the overall size of the ship and the net tonnage the useful capacity of the ship.  The safety of the ship should not be impaired by any such determinations.”

Proposal 6 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.1(3)-X, which reads: “In applying these novel craft provisions, the resulting gross and net tonnages must be reflective of the ship's overall size and useful capacity, respectively.  As such, the phrase “render the application of the provisions of these Regulations unreasonable or impractical” cannot be construed as permitting deviations from these Regulations for reasons unrelated to the determination of the ship’s overall size or useful capacity (e.g., to accommodate constructional features that increase a ship's enclosed volume without a corresponding increase in its tonnage for the purpose of avoiding adverse economic impacts)”. 
[Proposal 7  Establish a new Interpretation R.1(3)-X, which reads:  “For the purpose of the Regulation, “novel craft” is one which is novel in its design,  that has a hull form which is unlike any previously employed by shipping, and does not include ships of usual shape”.  Additionally, new types of structures fitted on board or the absence of a structure required by other IMO instruments that may impact on the tonnage measurement may be considered as “novel craft”.  In applying these novel craft provisions, the resulting gross and net tonnages must be reflective of the ship's overall size and useful capacity, respectively.  As such, the phrase “render the application of the provisions of these Regulations unreasonable or impractical” cannot be construed as permitting deviations from these Regulations for reasons unrelated to the determination of the ship’s overall size or useful capacity, such as to accommodate constructional features that increase a ship's enclosed volume without a corresponding increase in its tonnage for the purpose of avoiding adverse economic impacts.” ]
Issue 3.a:  Requirement for a Deck Above to Bound Enclosed Space (13 Responses)
Proposal 1 (3 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-1:  “To include a space in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) that is above the upper deck and not utilized for the carriage of cargo or stores, a deck or covering above is required.” 
Proposal 2 (4 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-1:  “If ship's spaces are uncovered above, bounded by high (h > 1.5 m) partitions or similar structures and used for cargo, then the spaces should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).”

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-1 to read:  “In applying this Regulation:
“.1  Enclosed spaces are all those spaces which are bounded by the following structures: 
“- the ship's hull;
“- fixed or portable partitions or bulkheads;
“- decks or coverings other than permanent or movable awnings; or 
“- the above structures in any combination.
“.2  There is no contradiction between the definition of enclosed spaces as being “bounded by . . . fixed or portable partitions or bulkheads . . . ” and further clarification stating that the absence of a partition or bulkhead shall not preclude a space from being included in the enclosed space.  Following the definition of enclosed spaces in this Regulation, a space shall be treated as an enclosed space even in case of absence of some bounding structures listed in the definition such as partition(s)/bulkhead(s) and/or a deck/covering: e.g., open boat designs; cargo holds having no overhanging decks/coverings; trapped air spaces in the ship’s bottom contributing to buoyancy, etc.”.  Additionally, add a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Following the meaning of Regulation 2(4), the absence of an overhead deck shall not preclude a space from being treated as an enclosed space but, according to Regulation 2(5), such enclosed space could still be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), unless it is fitted with any “means for securing cargo or stores”.  If the space described in this paragraph is appropriated for stowage of cargo or stores then its boundary structures are deemed to be equivalent to the “means for securing cargo or stores” (as they serve the purpose of cargo/stores containment) and this space shall be treated as “enclosed and included” rather than “enclosed but excluded”.”

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R2(4)-X, which reads:  “A minimum unit of enclosed space above the upper deck is a space bounded by at least [three] side bulkheads/partitions on a deck, or a space [bounded] by two decks.”

Proposal 5 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 3, except that new Interpretation R.2(5)-X reads:  “ . . . securing cargo or stores” (as they are the requisite and lone means for the purpose of . . . ”. 

Proposal 6 (1 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-1:  “For a space to be treated as an enclosed space, it must have structure on at least three side boundaries and a deck or floor.  These boundaries can be any [portion] of a bulkhead, partition or the ship's hull.  If such a space is not used for the storage of cargo and/or stores, then it should be treated as an excluded space.  If it is used for cargo and/or stores, then it should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) and the total volume of cargo spaces (Vc), where applicable.  Bulwarks which are fitted to comply with the requirements of the 1966 International Convention on Load Lines, as amended, are NOT to be considered as a boundary.”

Proposal 7 (2 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-1 to read:  “The absence of a deck or covering does not preclude a space from being treated as an enclosed space, provided it is bounded on at least three sides by fixed or portable partitions or bulkheads, or by the hull.”  (insert figure 8, found at the end of this annex)

Proposal 8 (2 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-1 to read:  “For a space to be treated as an enclosed space, it must be:
“.1  Covered from above and below; or
“.2  Covered from above or below and enclosed on three or more sides by partitions or bulkheads that exceed 1.5 m in height as measured from the lowest point of the enclosed space.  In the case of two connected partitions, the space will be included if the angle is less than 90 degrees.
“In the situation where only a portion of a bulkhead or partition exceeds 1.5 m in height, the entire inboard space in way of that portion of the structure from the deck to the top of the structure must be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).”  (insert figure 9, found at the end of this annex)
Issue 3.b:  Treatment of Temporary Deck Equipment (14 Responses)
Proposal 1 (5 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-3:  “The term “permanently located” means any spaces above the upper deck fixed (welded, bolted, laminated, glued) to the ship's structures, or connected to the ship's systems (electrical, ventilations, cargo etc.)  Any space utilized for accommodations for persons shall be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  Containerized cargo is not included in this definition, even if connected to the ship's systems.”

Proposal 2 (2 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-3:  “Temporary/semi-permanent tanks, modular installations and cargo containers above the upper deck which have permanent connections to ship's structures/systems should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).”

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-3 to read:  “In applying this Regulation:
“.1  If temporary/semi-permanent spaces situated above the upper deck are welded or bolted to the ship's structure or secured by using any other means of securing for the duration of at least one voyage, then these spaces should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V);
“.2  These spaces shall be listed on the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) as temporary spaces;
“.3  If addition of temporary spaces results in increase in either gross tonnage or net tonnage then, according to Article 10(1), an International Tonnage Certificate (1969) shall cease to be valid and shall be cancelled by the Administration and a new certificate shall be issued without delay;
“.4  If removal of temporary spaces results in decrease in net tonnage then, according to Regulation 5(3) and subject to any other condition in this Regulation, a new International Tonnage Certificate (1969) shall not be issued until twelve months have elapsed from the date on which the current certificate was issued;
“.5  If removal of temporary spaces results in decrease in gross tonnage only, then a new International Tonnage Certificate (1969) shall be issued following the application by the shipowner.”

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-3 to read:  “Tanks, permanently located on the upper deck, provided with removable pipe connections to the cargo system or the vent (de-airing) lines of the ship, should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) and the total volume of cargo spaces (Vc).  In this context, “permanently located” means that the tanks that are not easily removable, which in practice implies that the tanks are welded to the ship.”

Proposal 5 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 3, except that: 1) a new proposed Interpretation R.2(4)-3 paragraph 1 is inserted above proposed Interpretation R.2(4)-3 paragraph 1, which reads:  “Tanks, permanently located on the upper deck, provided with removable pipe connections to the cargo system or the vent (de-airing) lines of the ship, should be included in Vc.”;  2) the remaining paragraphs of the Proposal 3 Interpretation are renumbered accordingly; and 3) newly renumbered paragraph 2 reads “. . . of at least one voyage, and are not carried as cargo themselves, then these spaces . . . ”.

Proposal 6 (1 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-3:  “The term “permanently located” means secured to the hull and/or to the ship's systems.  It does not include containers carried as cargo regardless of their contents or lack thereof.  Containers which are used by any person on board the ship in the course of their duties are to be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) and the total volume of cargo spaces (Vc), regardless of their means of securing.”

Proposal 7 (3 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-3 to read:  “Enclosed spaces of a temporary or semi-permanent nature that are not carried as freight are included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), regardless of method of attachment or duration of carriage.  Examples include:  modular living quarters, housed portable machinery spaces, and deck tanks used in support of shipboard industrial processes.”

Proposal 8 (0 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads: “The space associated with deck equipment that is fitted, whether the deck equipment is temporary or not, should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  Furthermore, the only condition for re-measuring a removed volume, will be with a certification from the owner/operator that the equipment will be “permanently removed”.”

Issue 3.c:  Treatment of Deck Cargo Bounded by Enclosing Structure (8 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Ship's spaces, above the upper deck, utilized for the transport of the cargo and bounded on at least three sides by extended ship's structures should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) and the total volume of cargo spaces (Vc).  The floor deck is not considered as one of the three boundaries and a space is included in this total volume, regardless of the presence of a cover.  In this context, an extended ship's structure is one that is higher than [1.5 m].”  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Cargo container volumes should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  In this context, a cargo container should be considered any “box storage” that is loaded and unloaded from the ship with the contents.”

Proposal 2 (4 Preferred)  Add a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Deck cargo, lifeboats and rafts should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).”

Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(7)-X, which reads:  “Deck cargo not contained in enclosed space cannot be included in the total volume of cargo spaces (Vc).”

Proposal 4 (0 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 3.b.6.
Issue 3.d:  Treatment of Spaces Underneath Overhangs (11 Responses)
Proposal 1 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Space below an open bridge wing should be treated as an unenclosed space.”

Proposal 2 (3 Preferred)  In conjunction with Proposal 3.a.3, add the following text to the end of Interpretation R.2(5)-1, which reads:  “Similarly, spaces below bridge wings should be treated based on the principles described in Regulation 2(5).”

Proposal 3 (7 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Open spaces directly below a bridge wing structure should not be treated as enclosed spaces.”

Proposal 4 (0 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Spaces underneath overhangs should not be treated as enclosed spaces, except in the case where the distance from the base of the overhang to the deck below is equal to or less than the deck height”.
Issue 3.e:  Treatment of Topside Spaces of Complex Shape (6 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “Enclosed spaces above the upper deck with a vertical (transversal) cross-sectional area not exceeding 1 m2, separated on all their sides from other enclosed spaces which are included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), apart from the surface of contact on the deck, should not be included in this total volume, provided that they are not accessible and/or utilized for any purpose.  A space used for accommodating systems (e.g., electrical cable or pipes) or storage is meant to be “accessible” for the purpose of the above explanation.  [Regardless from the above]:
“.1  enclosed spaces above the upper deck with volumes not exceeding 1 m3, separated on all their sides from other enclosed spaces included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), apart from the surface of contact on the deck, should not be included in this total volume;
“.2  enclosed spaces above the upper deck with a horizontal surface of contact on the deck not exceeding 1 m2, separated on all their sides from other enclosed spaces included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), should not be included in this total volume.  If the horizontal surface above the point of contact on the deck becomes more than 1 m2, the consideration given in the above for the exclusion of spaces should be met.”

Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Fixed enclosed topside spaces of complex shape (e.g., double skin bulwarks, seats, mouldings, Jacuzzis, swimming pools and similar structures), with a combined volume not exceeding 1  m3 and a horizontal or vertical cross-sectional area not exceeding 1 m2, should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).”

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “A space over 1 m3 in volume and fitted on side bulkheads/partitions or decks/coverings should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  A space exceeding 1 m3 in volume but not exceeding 1 m2 in area, for which access is not allowed except for repairing, inspection and maintenance, and which is not fitted with shelves or other means for securing cargo or stores, should not be included in this total volume.”

Proposal 4 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “All spaces with a minimum horizontal cross-sectional area of 1 m2 or greater at the deck or a vertical cross-sectional area of 1 m2, and a volume of 1 m3 or greater should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  This includes double skin bulwarks, seats, mouldings, Jacuzzis, and swimming pools, as well as similar structures that are raised above the deck.  When such a space is completely inaccessible [see later ...... for definition of completely inaccessible] the space may be excluded from this total volume.”
Issue 3.f:  Treatment of Hull Spaces of Complex Shape (9 Responses)
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “If cross bracing volumes are used for storage or buoyancy purposes, then the bracing should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).” 

Proposal 2 (5 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “When the minimum cross-sectional area of cross bracing of column stabilized units exceeds 1 m2, then the volume of the bracing should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), unless the bracing does not contribute to the buoyancy of the ship.”
Issue 3.g:  Evaluating Accessibility of Mast, Kingposts and Supports (11 Responses)
Proposal 1 (0 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “ . . . crane and container support structures and similar spaces, located above the upper deck and separated on all their sides from other enclosed spaces, should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) when they are not accessible or accessible only through bolted manholes or similar arrangements that are necessary for survey purposes.  Air trunks having . . . ”.

Proposal 2 (3 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “ . . . crane and container supports and truss structures (e.g., legs, rigs, etc.) should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), provided they are separated on all their sides from other enclosed spaces, and are not used for cargo or stores.  Air trunks having . . . ”.

Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “Cranes, crane and container support structures, masts, kingposts and similar structures, which are completely inaccessible and situated above the upper deck, separated on all their sides from other enclosed spaces, should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  “Completely inaccessible” means that these structures have no openings other than those to provide access for inspection and maintenance purposes and that all such openings are fitted with covers held in position with a number of bolts which are always closed while the ship is undertaking her usual duties either at sea or in port.  Covers fitted with quick release clips are not qualified for the purpose of rendering a structure inaccessible.  Air trunks having . . .”.

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “ . . . should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  In order not to be included in this total volume, these spaces must not in themselves accommodate any type of function or object essential for the operation of the ship.  Air trunks having . . . ”.

Proposal 5 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “ . . . crane and container support structures, ventilators and other similar structures, which are not fitted with shelves or other means for securing cargo or stores, nor to allow access except for repairing, inspection, and maintenance, and are above the upper deck and separated on all their sides from other enclosed spaces, should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  The part of a mast, air trunk and other similar space fitted to the outer surface of a structure’s boundary having at least three exposed sides and having a cross-sectional area not exceeding 1 m2 should not be included in this total volume.  All mobile cranes . . . ”.

Proposal 6 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “Cranes, crane and container support structures, masts, kingposts and similar structures, which are completely inaccessible and situated above the upper deck,  should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  Air trunks having . . . ”.

Proposal 7 (1 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-6:  “The term “completely inaccessible” means not readily accessible while the ship is undertaking her usual duties either at sea or in port.  Bolted access panels for inspection, maintenance and repair do not make a space readily accessible.  If the space is fitted with shelves or other means for securing cargo or stores then it should be considered as being accessible and included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).”

Proposal 8 (2 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “All masts, kingposts, air trunks, and support structures should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) if they are larger than 1 m3 in volume, regardless of the cross-sectional area and whether or not they are accessible.  All mobile cranes . . . ”.
Issue 3.h:  Vertical Truss Structures (9 Responses)
Proposal 1 (7 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X to read:  “Open truss structures should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).”

Proposal 2 (2 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 3.g.2.
Issue 3.i:  Movable Door Assembly Within a Covered Space (7 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “The space bounded by a door, placed in an erection in a covered area, is not included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) if, at the end of the opening movement of the revolving door, the breadth W' (breadth of access in open position) is equal to or greater than the breadth of access W (breadth of access in closed position)”.  (insert figures 10 and 11, found at the end of this annex)

Proposal 2 (5 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Open revolving/wing door spaces should not be treated as enclosed spaces.”
Issue 3.j:  Enclosed Space Versus Excluded Space (13 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (13 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “If enclosed spaces comply with the conditions for exclusion specified in Regulation 2(5), then they shall be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).   Such spaces shall be treated as an “enclosed but excluded spaces” to differentiate from “enclosed and included spaces” (those “enclosed spaces” which do not comply with the conditions for exclusion specified in Regulation 2(5)).”  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-(X) which reads:  “In applying this Regulation:
“.1  Spaces excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) are those spaces which are treated as enclosed ones under Regulation 2(4) but also comply with the conditions for exclusion under Regulation 2(5);
“.2  The volume of those enclosed spaces referred to in Regulation 2(5)(a) to (e) shall be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), unless at least one of the following three conditions takes place:
-  the space is fitted with any means for securing cargo or stores; 
-  the openings are fitted with any means of closure;
-  the construction provides any possibility of such openings being closed.”
[Revise this proposal by amending subparagraph 2 to read:  “ . . . -  the space is used for cargo or stores . . . ”. ];  [Revise this proposal by adding the following paragraph to the proposed Interpretation A.2(5)-X:  “Means for securing cargo or stores” in Regulation 2(5) includes any boundary structures (such as fixed or portable partitions or bulkheads without consideration of their height) of spaces appropriated for stowage of cargo or stores as these structures are requisite and lone means for the purpose of cargo or stores containment.” ]
Additionally, establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “In Appendix 1 to the Convention, labeling in the figures shall be interpreted as follows:
“.1  “O = excluded space” refers to an enclosed space or part of an enclosed space which corresponds to one of the situations described in Regulation 2(5)(a) to (e) and which satisfies the conditions for exclusion from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) specified in this Regulation;
“.2  “C = enclosed space” refers to an enclosed space or part of an enclosed space which does not correspond to any of the situations described in Regulation 2(5)(a) to (e) and consequently can never be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V);
“.3  “I = space to be considered as an enclosed space” refers to an enclosed space or part of an enclosed space which corresponds to one of the situations described in Regulation 2(5)(a) to (e) but does not satisfy the conditions for exclusion from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) specified in this Regulation.
Issue 3.k:  Mobile Cranes (9 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “All mobile cranes should be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  Mobile crane means, in this context, any crane that can be easily moved from a location to another without the need of fixed runways.”

Proposal 2 (3 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-6:  “The term “mobile crane” means a crane which: 
“.1  comprises, or is mounted on, a non- or self-propelled, crawler- or wheel-mounted, mobile base;
“.2  is capable of travelling over a supporting surface without the need for fixed runways (including railway tracks), and relies only on gravity for stability, with no vertical restraining connection between itself and the supporting surface, and no horizontal restraining connection (other than frictional forces at supporting-surface level) that may act as an aid to stability.”

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to delete the sentence:  “All mobile cranes should be exempted.”

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-6 to read:  “ . . . under the before-mentioned conditions.  All mobile cranes should be excluded from this total volume.  A mobile crane is a type of machine for hoisting heavy things like cargo, materials, provisions, etc., and which can be easily moved from one job site to another with little or no setup or assembly.  Mobile cranes can be truck-mounted, wheel-mounted, or crawler-mounted.  A mobile crane should not be confused with a fixed crane that has a means of rotation, or a gantry crane.”
Issue 3.l:  Independent Ventilators and Air Trunks (6 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  In conjunction with Proposal 3.g.4, revise Interpretation R.2(4)-5 to read:  “. . . should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  In order not to be included in this total volume, these spaces must not in themselves accommodate any type of function or object essential for the operation of the ship.  Air trunks having a cross-sectional area not exceeding 1 m2 may also be excluded under the before-mentioned conditions, provided that the volume of the air trunks does not exceed 1 m3.  All mobile cranes . . . ”.

Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Same as proposal 3.g.5.

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Same as proposal 3.g.8.
Issue 3.m:  Spaces Fitted to Outer Structure Boundary (1 Response)
Proposal 1 (1 Preferred)  Same as proposal 3.g.5.
Issue 3.n:  Devices for Safety, Fire Protection and Pollution Prevention (11 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (6 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Movable devices (safety, fire protection, prevention of pollution equipment etc.) should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  If the device is a fixed and closed structure, it should be included in this total volume.”

Proposal 2 (3 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 3.c.2.  [Revise this proposal by adding the following:  “Lifeboats and liferafts which are not contained within an enclosed structure can be ignored in the tonnage calculation.” ]
Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Devices for safety, fire protection, prevention of pollution and other similar equipment which are required by other conventions should not be treated as enclosed spaces.”
Issue 3.o:  Width of End Openings (11 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation for R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “In addition to erections extending from side to side, the requirements for excluded spaces under Regulation 2(5) are also applicable to structures that do not extend from side to side of the ship.  In such structures B means breadth of a structure that does not extend from side to side of the ship, measured in way of the opening (see Appendix 1 to the Convention).” [Revise this proposal by adding the following:  “The measurement for determining the breadth is to be carried out at deck level.” ]
Proposal 2 (7 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation for R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “When applying the provisions of Regulation 2(5), the phrase “breadth of the deck” means the breadth of the structure at the line of the opening of the space, regardless of whether or not the structure extends from side to side.”
Issue 3.p:  Machinery as Enclosed Space (10 Responses)
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Machinery such as cranes with truss structures, mooring and towing equipment, and other similar items should not be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  If the machinery is fitted on a closed foundation, the foundation should be included in this total volume.”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “ . . . should be included in this total volume if the area on the deck is greater than 1 m2, or the volume exceeds 1 m3.” ]
Proposal 2 (6 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “Winches, revolving cranes, movable loading/unloading equipment and similar machinery and their foundations should not be treated as enclosed spaces.”

Issue 3.q:  Machinery Support Structures  (10 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  In conjunction with Proposal 3.p.1, establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “If the machinery is fitted on a closed foundation, the foundation should be included in this total volume.”

Proposal 2 (7 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 3.p.2.

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 3.g.4.
Issue 4.a:  Definition of Awning (12 Responses)
Proposal 1 (0 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-2:  “The term “permanent or movable awnings” means any material presented in the form of tissue.  An awning can be easily removed and folded or rolled up for storage.”

Proposal 2 (6 Preferred)   Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-2:  “An awning is a flexible nonmetallic material stretched over a frame for protection of open deck spaces from the impact of sun and bad weather.”

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-2 to read:  “In applying this Regulation:
“.1  Awning is a permanent or movable overhead structure to protect the deck from the sun only and does not include any side boundaries such as fixed or portable partitions, bulkheads or screens even if these side boundaries are made of non-weathertight materials;
“.2  Space located within the boundaries . . . ”.

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(4)-X, which reads:  “In applying this Regulation:

“.1  the term “Awning” means an overhead covering offering shelter from the sun or weather, which can be folded and rolled up easily, and it is impossible to keep its own form naturally without frames;
“.2  side or end partitions made by the above-mentioned material are not awnings;
“.3  spaces consisting of awnings and partitions or bulkheads should be subject to treatment under Regulation 2(5).”

Proposal 5 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 3, except that paragraph 1 of proposed revised Interpretation R.2(4)-2 reads:  “ . . . or movable overhead structure made of non-weathertight materials to protect the deck from weather conditions only and does not . . .” and subparagraph 2 of proposed revised Interpretation R.2(4)-2 reads:  “Space covered by “permanent or movable awnings” should be . . .”.

Proposal 6 (3 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-2:  “An awning is a completely flexible nonspecific material of an unspecific form such as canvas or tarpaulin or plastic sheeting, designed to protect the deck from the impact of sun, wind or water although not necessarily wind- or water- proof.  An awning can be easily removed and folded or rolled up for storage.”

Proposal 7 (0 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-2:  “An awning is a roof-like shelter or cover made of canvas or similar material, which extends from a structure with the purpose of protecting from the sun, wind, rain or any other elements.  An awning should be easily removable, folded or rolled up.”

Issue 4.b:  Treatment of Exterior Spaces Bounded by Awnings (15 Responses)
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-2 to read:  “A space bounded only by an awning should not be treated as an enclosed space.”

Proposal 2 (4 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-2, as revised per Proposal 4.a.2:  “A space bounded by an awning should not be treated as an enclosed space.”

Proposal 3 (6 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-2:  “Although, according to Regulation 2(4), an awning itself does not form an enclosed space, there could be another enclosed space situated under the awning or formed by partitions covered with the awning.  The fact that the awning is spread over this space should not prevent the space of being treated as an enclosed one.”

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.2(4)-2 to read:  “While permanent or movable awnings are ignored under these Regulations, spaces beneath awnings may be subject to treatment as enclosed spaces (e.g., if bounded on three sides).”
Issue 4.d:  Fitting of Grates Over Side/End Openings (12 Responses)
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Grates fitted in order to provide a barrier against intrusion should not be considered as means of closure when applying this Regulation.  Apart from the above, grates fitted for any other purpose should be considered as a means of closure.”

Proposal 2 (8 Preferred) Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Side grates over openings should not be considered as means of closure when applying this Regulation.”  [Revise this proposal by replacing “grates” with “gratings or similar structures”. ]
Proposal 3 (0 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 4.a.3 combined with Proposal 4.b.3.

Issue 4.e:  Fitting of Grates Over Deck Openings (8 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred) Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Deck grates over openings should be considered as means of closure when applying Regulation 2(5).”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “Grates over deck openings should not be considered as means of closure when applying Regulation 2(5).” ] 
Proposal 2 (6 Preferred)  Add the following text to the end of Interpretation R.2(4)-2:  “Grates that in themselves do not constitute a solid deck could be construed as being “semi-permanent awnings” allowing spaces to be excluded in accordance with Regulation 2(5).”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “Gratings or similar structures that in themselves do not constitute a solid deck should be construed as allowing spaces to be excluded in accordance with Regulation 2(5).” ]  
Issue 5.a:  Shelves or Other Means for Securing Cargo or Stores (14 Responses)
Proposal 1 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Any space that, according to the provisions of Regulation 2(5)(a) through (e) should be treated as excluded space, if utilized for the carriage of cargo or stores, should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) and, if utilized for the carriage of the cargo, also in the total volume cargo spaces (Vc).”  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Stores means any type of material except safety and Prevention of Pollution provisions.”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “ . . . should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), whether a means of securing is provided or not and, if utilized for the carriage of the cargo, also in the total volume cargo spaces (Vc) . . . ”. ]
Proposal 2 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Any space which is used for cargo or stores should not be considered as an excluded space when [applying] this Regulation.”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “Any enclosed space which is used for cargo or stores should not be considered as an excluded space when applying Regulation 2(5).” ]
Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “The term “means for securing cargo or stores” in this Regulation includes boundary structures (such as fixed or portable partitions or bulkheads) of spaces appropriated for stowage of cargo or stores, as these structures serve the purpose of cargo or stores containment.”

Proposal 4 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Stores are food and provisions for the consumption of the ship's crew and/or passengers, if applicable.”

Proposal 5 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “The term “means for securing cargo or stores” in this Regulation includes any boundary structures (such as fixed or portable partitions or bulkheads without consideration of their height) of spaces appropriated for stowage of cargo or stores, as these structures are a requisite and lone means for the purpose of cargo or stores containment.”  Additionally, and in conjunction with Proposal 3.a.5, establish a new Interpretation R.2(7)-X, which reads:  “Any enclosed space appropriated for the transport of cargo should be considered as “enclosed and included space” according to the Regulation 4 interpretations above and should be included in the total volume of cargo spaces”.

Proposal 6 (4 Preferred) Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “Any enclosed space which is used for the carriage of cargo or stores should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), whether a means of securing is provided or not.”
Issue 5.b:   Impact of End Opening Obstructions (6 Responses)
Proposal 1 (0 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(a)-X, which reads:  “With reference to the provisions of the Regulation 2(5)(a)(iii), if an obstruction external to an opening is closer to the opening than one half of the local deck breadth, it is disregarded if the obstruction itself is not included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).  Also disregarded is a side bulwark not higher than [1.5 m].”

Proposal 2 (6 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(a)-X, which reads:  “When an obstruction external to an opening is not included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V), then it should be ignored.  When an obstruction external to an opening is included in this total volume:
“.1  it is considered to close the end opening when its distance to the opening is equal to or closer than half the local breadth on the deck;
“.2  it is ignored if it is further away from the opening than half the local breadth on the deck.” (figures to be developed)

[Revise the above proposal by adding the following:  “A side bulwark not higher than 1.5 m is not considered to close the end opening.” ]
[Proposal 3  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(a)-X, which reads:  “With reference to the provisions of the Regulation 2(5)(a), side erections external but close to an opening are to be considered when calculating 90% of the breadth.  They are disregarded if the obstruction itself is not included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V).” ]

Issue 5.c:  Excluding Space Opposite an End Opening as a Recess (9 Responses)
Proposal 1 (3 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(e)-X, which reads:  “A recess is a space bounded by three bulkheads which themselves form a boundary to an enclosed space and with a deck or covering above.  A recess located in the sides (left or right) of the erection should be excluded also if the extension into the erection is greater than twice the width of its entrance if the ship's sides are completely open except for bulwarks not higher than [1.5 m] or open rails.  A recess should be excluded also if it extends from deck to deck from more than one tier.”  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(c)-X, which reads:  “A space in an erection, directly in way of opposite side openings should be excluded.  If the opening in such an erection is provided on one side only, the space to be excluded shall be limited to a maximum of one-half of the breadth of the erection.”  (insert figure 12, found at the end of this annex)  

Proposal 2 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(e)-X, which reads:  “In addition to Regulation 2(5)(e), a recess is a space which is bounded by at least three bulkheads which themselves form a boundary to an enclosed space or which is bounded by at least two bulkheads, which themselves form a boundary to an enclosed space, and a partition.  “Deck to deck” means an opening extending from deck to deck except for a curtain plate of a depth not exceeding by more than 25 mm (one inch) the depth of the adjoining deck beams or a false ceiling where fitted.”

Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “An opening according to Regulation 2(5)(a) has one boundary bulkhead (see figure 4.1 in Appendix 1).  An opening with a minimum of three sides that themselves form a boundary to an enclosed space shall be construed as a recess according to Regulation 2(5)(e).”  (figure to be developed) 
Issue 5.d:  Characteristics of End and Side Openings (4 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “In applying this Regulation, spaces not included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) should be ignored/disregarded.”

Issue 5.e:  Deck Structure Height Requirements for Side Openings (9 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(c)-X, which reads:  “An opening that extends vertically over one or more tiers shall have the corresponding space assessed for exclusion on a tier-by-tier basis.” (figure to be developed)

Proposal 2 (7 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(c)-X, which reads:  “The height of the opening should be evaluated by the height between the continuous/complete decks in each tier.” [Revise this proposal by adding the following:  “When determining the height requirement of the side opening in Regulation 2(5)(c); this should be taken as one third of the height, where the height is from deck to deck, ignoring any false ceiling that may be fitted.  When the height of the side opening is not less than 0.75 m or one-third of the height of the erection, whichever is the greater, the space to be excluded shall be limited from the deck to the underside of any false ceiling.  The space from the underside of the false ceiling to the deck above should be included in the enclosed space volume.” ]
Issue 5.f:  Restrictions on Excluding Space Below Uncovered Openings (12 Responses)
Proposal 1 (0 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(d)-X, which reads:  “There is no limit in the height of the space, provided that only the portion above the upper deck can be excluded.”

Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(d)-X, which reads:  “An excluded space is limited to the area of the opening in the deck over and the deck below.”

Proposal 3 (3 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(d)-X, which reads:  “An opening that extends to a deck “immediately below” shall be interpreted as a space extending to the next complete structural deck below.”  (figure to be developed)

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(d)-X, which reads:  “The term “immediately below” means a lower structural deck underneath of it.”

Proposal 5 (7 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(d)-X, which reads:  “The term “immediately below” means extending from the deck in which the opening occurs to the lower boundary of the opening being considered.  Openings which penetrate the upper deck (as defined in Regulation 2(1)) are only excluded to the line of the upper deck.”  (figure to be developed).
Issue 5.g:  Structures Along the Line of an Opening  (10 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(a)-X, which reads:  “The presence of structures like a transverse bulkhead or any other structure along the line of the opening, which prevent the opening from extending deck to deck, except for the stanchions necessary for the erection’s support, would disqualify a space within an erection opposite an end opening.  Spaces not included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) along the line of the opening should be disregarded.”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “ . . . prevent the opening from extending deck to deck, except for the stanchions necessary for the erection’s support and for a curtain plate of a depth not exceeding by more than 25 mm the depth of the adjoining deck beams, would disqualify a space within an erection . . . ”. ]
Proposal 2 (8 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(a)-X, which reads:  “The presence of structures like a transverse bulkhead or any other structure along the line of the opening which prevents it from being deck to deck, except for the stanchions necessary for its support, would disqualify a space within an erection opposite an end opening.” [Revise this proposal to read:  “ . . . would disqualify a space from being an enclosed space within an erection opposite . . . ”. ]
Issue 5.h:  Adjoining Deck Beams on End Openings  (9 Responses)
Proposal 1 (9 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(a)-X, which reads:  “The 25 mm curtain plate depth criterion should be applied to the portion of the curtain plate that extends below the lowest extremity of the adjoining deck stiffeners.”  (insert figure 13, found at the end of this annex)
Issue 5.i:  Rails and Fashion Plating for Side Openings  (12 Responses)
Proposal 1 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)(b)-X, which reads:  “Vertical plates or other similar supporting structures along the line of the exposed sides under an overhead deck exceeding 0.60 m [ / 1 frame] or total length exceeding 25% of exposed side should not be considered “stanchions.”

Proposal 2 (8 Preferred) Establish a new Interpretation R.2(5)-X, which reads:  “In applying Regulation 2(5)(b) and (c), vertical railings and stanchions necessary for support are not considered to close or reduce the size of a side opening.”
Issue 6.a:  Treatment of Spaces Inside the Hull as Open to the Sea (13 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “Apart from the spaces listed in Interpretation R.6(3)-1, for a space to be excluded as open to the sea under this Regulation, it must be either permanently flooded during normal operation or open to the action of the waves.  In no circumstances should it contribute to the buoyancy of the ship.  Any space which is open to the sea in this context must be in free communication with the sea.  The clear opening must be more than [75%] of the bounded space to which it provides access.  A hole, holes or pipe openings are not sufficient to treat a space as an excluded space.  A space which is excluded under this Regulations shall not be used for cargo or stores.  If the space is provided with a closing device, it should not be treated as such an excluded space.  A grate should not be considered as a closing device.”

Proposal 2 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “In applying this Regulation:
“.1  Spaces open to the sea are those spaces fitted in the ship's hull which are permanently flooded during normal operation of the ship or are open to the action of waves and/or allow free communication with the sea provided that in no circumstances they could contribute to the buoyancy of the ship at any time.  Free communication with the sea means that sea water comes out of a space as quickly as it gets in solely under the force of gravity and no amount of water could be trapped in the space.  Any holes or pipe openings are not sufficient to treat a space as being open to the sea;
“.2  Volume of a space open to the sea can only be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) on condition that the space is not fitted with any means for securing cargo or stores and is not appropriated for the stowage of cargo or stores in any form;
“.3  According to Regulation 6(3) and based on the above Interpretation in subparagraphs 1 and 2, volumes of spaces open to the sea may or may not be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) depending on whether or not these spaces are appropriated for the stowage of cargo or stores: if a space open to the sea is not appropriated for the stowage of cargo or stores then its volume shall be excluded from this total volume; if a space open to the sea is appropriated for the stowage of cargo or stores then its volume shall not be excluded from this total volume.”

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “Spaces which fulfill at least one of following two conditions shall not be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V):
“.1  the space has a mechanism or device which can restrict the influx of water to the space;
“.2  the space provides buoyancy, or has a means for securing cargo or stores.”

Proposal 4 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “For a space to be treated as open to the sea it must be open to the action of the waves.  In no circumstances should it contribute to the buoyancy of the ship.  Any space which is open to the sea must be in free communication with the sea.  Free communication means that sea water comes out of a space as quickly as it gets in solely under the force of gravity with no amount of water trapped in the space, the clear opening (i.e., not including any grating) must be more than [75%] of the bounded space to which it provides access.  A hole, holes or pipe openings are not sufficient to treat a space as an excluded space.  Spaces which are “open to the sea” shall not be used for cargo or stores.”

Proposal 5 (2 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation R.6(3)-1 to read:  “Only those spaces which are below the upper deck and are continuously in free communication with the sea or weather may be excluded as open to the sea.  Examples include: hawse pipes, sea-valve recesses, thruster tunnels, stern chutes in fishing ships, and dredging wells in dredgers.”

Proposal 6 (0 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “For spaces or portions of spaces, such as described in Interpretation R.6(3)-1), to be treated as open to the sea, they must be either permanently flooded during normal operation or open to the action of the waves.  Moreover, all spaces which are open to the sea must be also in free communication with it.  A space provided with a closing device should not be treated as open to the sea.”

Issue 6.b:  Treatment of Spaces Outside the Hull as Open to the Sea (8 Responses)
Proposal 1 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 6.a.3.

Proposal 2 (7 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “If a space has the capability of being closed by a closing device which can be either watertight or non-watertight then it should be included in the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) and the total volume of cargo spaces (Vc), where applicable.”
Issue 6.c:  Treatment of Moon Pools (10 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (9 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “Where moon pools or similar through-hull openings are fitted with closing devices which can be either watertight or non-watertight, only that portion below the closing device should be excluded.”

Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 6.a.3.
Issue 6.d:  Large Volumes of Spaces Open to the Sea (14 Responses)
Proposal 1 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 6.a.1.

Proposal 2 (7 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “Spaces open to the sea should not be excluded from the total volume of all enclosed spaces (V) if they are used for cargo and/or buoyancy purposes.”

Proposal 3 (3 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 6.a.2.

Proposal 4 (1 Preferred)  In conjunction Proposal 6.a.3, establish a new Interpretation R.6(3)-X, which reads:  “Spaces open to the sea should not be excluded from the total volume if the spaces are appropriated for holding cargo and/or contribute to the buoyancy of the ship.”

Proposal 5 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 6.a.4.

Proposal 6 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 6.a.5.

Proposal 7 (0 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 6.a.6. 
Issue 7.a:  Remeasurement Following Alterations (5 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.10(1)-X, which reads:  “The International Tonnage Certificate (1969) should always reflect the actual arrangement, construction, capacity, use of spaces, total number of passengers the ship is permitted to carry, assigned load line or permitted draught.  The provisions of Regulation 5(3) should be taken into account in case of a decrease in net tonnage.”

Proposal 2 (3 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.10(1)-X, which reads:   “The term “increase in gross tonnage or net tonnage” means increase of more than 1%.”
Issue 7.b:  Remeasurement Following Net Tonnage Change (8 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.5-1-X, which reads:  “Appreciable changes to the characteristics of a ship, such as V, Vc, D, d, N1 or N2, as defined in Regulations 3 and 4, should result in the issuance of a new International Tonnage Certificate (1969), as soon as possible.”

Proposal 2 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.5(1)-X, which reads:  “The term “increase in its net tonnage” means an increase of more than 1%.”  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation R.5(3)-X, which reads:  “The term “decrease in its net tonnage” means a decrease of more than 1%.”  
Proposal 3 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation R.5(1)-X, which reads:  “Any changes to the net tonnage should result in the issuance of a new International Tonnage Certificate (1969), regardless of any change to the gross tonnage.  If the principal dimensions or passenger numbers change, then regardless of the magnitude of the change in tonnage (including no change), the certificate should be reissued immediately.  Where the net tonnage decreases, the owner can decide whether a new certificate is required, always observing the 12 month delay required by Regulation 5(3).”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “ . . . be reissued immediately.  Where the net tonnage decreases, the 12 month delay required by Regulation 5(3) should be observed.” ]
[Proposal 4  Establish a new Interpretation A.10(1)-X, which reads:   “The term “increase or decrease in gross tonnage or net tonnage” means increase or decrease of more than 1%.” ]

Issue 8.a:  Criterion for Use of “Existing” Tonnage (11 Responses)
Proposal 1 (5 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.3(2)(b)-X, which reads,  “The term “substantial variation in their existing gross tonnage” means a change of more than 1%.”  Additionally, revise Interpretation A.3(2)(d)-1 to read:  “In applying this Article:
“.1  The term “alterations or modifications which affect its tonnage” in resolution A.758(18) means increase or decrease of more than 1% in either existing gross tonnage or gross tonnage calculated in accordance with the 1969 Tonnage Convention;
“.2  According to Article 3(2)(d) and based on the clarifications and interpretations in resolutions A.494(XII), A.541(13) and A.758(18), all existing ships required to be measured under the provisions of the International Convention on Tonnage Measurement of Ships, 1969, shall have their gross and net tonnages determined in accordance with the 1969 Tonnage Convention and the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) issued to these ships but may still retain their then existing tonnages for the purpose of the application of relevant requirements under the other International Conventions unless these ships undergo alterations or modifications leading to the change of more than 1% in either existing gross tonnage or gross tonnage calculated in accordance with the 1969 Tonnage Convention.”

[Revise subparagraph 2 of this proposal to read:  “ . . . leading to the change of more than 1% (increase or decrease) in either existing . . .”. ]
Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 1, except that new Interpretation A.3(2)(b)-X reads:  “In applying this Article:
“.1  The term “substantial variation in their existing gross tonnage” means a change of more than 1%;
“.2  This criterion should only concern disposition under Article 3(2)(b), but not under Article 10 or Regulation 5.”

Proposal 3 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.3(2)-X, which reads:  “For the purposes of Articles 3(2)(b) and (d), a “substantial change” is one where the gross tonnage is changed by more than 1% of the original gross tonnage.  Where the gross tonnage changes by more than this value, the new gross tonnage should be used for all purposes.”

Proposal 4 (4 Preferred)  Remove Interpretation A.3(2)(d)-1 in its entirety.
Issue 8.b:  Use of Tonnage Under Interim Schemes (8 Responses)
Proposal 1 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 8.a.1.

Proposal 2 (7 Preferred)  See proposed Draft Assembly Resolution:  “Use of National Tonnage in Applying International Conventions” in Annex 3 to SLF 55/9/XXX.
Issue 8.c:  Loss of Tonnage Grandfathering Under Interim Schemes (8 Responses)
Proposal 1 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 8.a.1.

Proposal 2 (7 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 8.b.2.
Issue 9.a:  Listing of Spaces on the Certificate (11 Responses) 
Proposal 1 (8 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.9(2)-X, which reads:  “When listing spaces on the International Tonnage Certificate (1969), the following should be noted:
“1. 
A list of included spaces on the certificate should be completed according to the form giving particulars of uniform tonnage calculation as shown in the annex to permit verification by the Port Authorities or for flag changes;
“2. 
Individual tiers should be listed as separate “spaces” on the certificate;
“3. 
The “length” on the reverse side of the certificate should be the overall length of the space;
“4. 
Excluded spaces and spaces open to the sea should not be listed on the certificate.”

Proposal 2 (3 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation A.9(2)-2 to read:  “The information on spaces included in tonnage on the reverse of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) should be of sufficient detail to permit verification of the main characteristics of the ship, such as during inspections conducted under Article 12.  At the Administration's discretion, spaces of comparatively small volume that are outside the boundaries of the ship's hull, superstructure, deckhouses, and other principal structures may be listed as a single entry (e.g., “Lockers/Trunks/Other”, with the location and length specified as “Various”).  Refer to the annex for an example illustrating a sufficient level of detail for the ship concerned.”  (insert figure 14, found at the end of this annex).
Issue 9.b:  Specifying Lengths of Spaces on the Certificate (11 Responses)
Proposal 1 (5 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.9(2)-X, which reads:  The “length” entered on the reverse of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) is the overall longitudinal dimension from the forward most extremity to its aftermost extremity of the measured space.

Proposal 2 (3 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.9(2)-X, which reads:  “The “length” on the reverse of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) should be the overall length of the space.”

Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.9(2)-X, which reads:  “The “length” entered on the reverse of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) should include the overall length of the measured space.”  [Revise this proposal to read:  “For each space mentioned under gross or net tonnage on the reverse of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969), the “length” entered should include the overall length of the measured space.” ]
Issue 9.c:  Listing Excluded Spaces on the Certificate (6 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.9(2)-X, which reads:  “Excluded spaces and spaces open to the sea should not be listed on the International Tonnage Certificate (1969).”

Proposal 2 (4 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.9(2)-X, which reads:  “The listing of excluded spaces under the “Excluded Space” heading on the reverse of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) is at the discretion of the Administration.”
Issue 9.d:  Keel Laid or Alteration Date on the Certificate (4 Responses)
Proposal 1 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.9(2)-X, which reads:  “When a ship, already measured in accordance with the 1969 Tonnage Convention, undergoes alterations or modifications of a “major character”, the date shown on the front of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) should be the same date as shown on the Cargo Ship Safety Construction Certificate or on the Passenger Ship Safety Certificate, as appropriate, at the point: “date on which work for a conversion or an alteration or modification of a major character was commenced”.”

Proposal 2 (2 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation A.9(2)-1:  “The “Date” shall usually be the same date as the one noted on other international certificates, such as the Cargo Ship Safety Construction Certificate or the Passenger Ship Safety Certificate.”
Issue 9.e:  Tonnage Certificate Attachments (3 Responses)
Proposal 1 (3 Preferred)  Add the following text at the end of Interpretation R.7-1:  “One should be issued by the flag Administration or by any person or organization duly authorized by it.”
[Proposal 2  Establish a new Interpretation A.9(2)-X, which reads:  “Where there is insufficient space on the certificate to list all the spaces on the ship, an addendum document may be issued.” ]

Issue 9.f:  Transmitting Copies of Calculations and Certificates Upon Flag Change (10 Responses)
Proposal 1 (7 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.10(3)-X, which reads:  “Upon transfer of a ship to the flag of another State, the entity that has issued the existing International Tonnage Certificate (1969) (old Administration or the organization authorized by the Administration) shall transmit as soon as possible a copy of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) and the relevant tonnage calculations to the new Administration or to the organization authorized by the Administration for the issuance of the new International Tonnage Certificate (1969).”

Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Revise Interpretation A.12-1 to read:  “A copy of the relevant tonnage calculations may be provided . . . ships flying their flag.  A copy of the calculations shall, however, be transmitted to the Administration of the new flag State from the previous flag State along with a copy of the current certificate.”

Proposal 3 (2 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.10(3)-X, which reads:  “A copy of the International Tonnage Certificate (1969) carried by the ship at the time of transfer and a copy of the relevant tonnage calculations may be transferred to the new Administration through the ship’s owner or the recognized organizations.”

Issue 10.a:  Acceptance and Retroactive Application of Interpretations (7 Responses)
Proposal 1 (6 Preferred) Establish a new Interpretation A.13-X, which reads:  “An International Tonnage Certificate (1969) held by a ship is valid if the ship’s gross and net tonnages have been determined in accordance with the 1969 Tonnage Convention (see Article 7(1)) and the main characteristics of the ship correspond to the data given in the certificate (see Article 12, paragraphs (1)(b) and (3)).”  Additionally, establish a new Interpretation A.13-X, which reads:  “Ships holding an International Tonnage Certificate (1969), which do not comply with agreed interpretations of the provisions of the Convention, should be remeasured.  The new characteristics should be determined and applied without delay.”
Issue 11.c:  Use of Multiple Reduced Gross Tonnage Parameters (7 Responses)
Proposal 1 (7 Preferred) See proposed Draft Assembly Resolution:  “Reduced Gross Tonnage for Crew Spaces” in annex 5 to this document.

Issue 12.a:  Single Voyage Exemption (2 Responses)
Proposal 1 (1 Preferred)  Establish a new Interpretation A.7(1)-X, which reads:  “In case of a single international delivery voyage of a ship not already provided with the International Tonnage Certificate (1969), an interim tonnage certificate with tonnage values calculated in accordance with the provision of the MSC/Circ.653 may be issued. [the text of the interim certificate should be developed by a correspondence group or the Sub-Committee].  The interim certificate shall remain in force for a period not exceeding [six months] or until arrival at destination.”

Proposal 2 (1 Preferred)  Same as Proposal 1, except that proposed new Interpretation A.7(1)-X reads:  “ . . . an interim tonnage certificate with tonnage values calculated taking into account MSC/Circ.653 may be issued.  The interim certificate shall . . .”.
FIGURES FOR DRAFT UNIFIED INTERPRETATIONS
figures 1-4  Unified Interpretations Proposal 1.b.5
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[image: image7.png](7) It is not a recess — Bounded by only one boundary bulkhead —
Should be entirely excluded due to the two sides opening.

(8) It is not a recess — There are not boundary bulkhead -
Should be entirely excluded due to the two sides opening.




figure 5  Unified Interpretations Proposal 1.b.2
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[image: image9.png](5) It is not a recess — Bounded by only one boundary bulkhead —
Should be excluded a space limited inboard from the side opening to one-half of the
breadth of the erection (1s/2), due to the only one side opening.

(6) 1t is not a recess — There are not boundary bulkhead —
Should be excluded a space limited inboard from the side opening to one-half of the
breadth of the erection (l¢/2), due to the only one side opening.




figure 6  Unified Interpretations Proposal 1.b.2
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figure 7  Unified Interpretations Proposal 1.b.6

[image: image11.png](1) Itis not a recess — Bounded by only two boundary bulkheads —
It should be excluded due to the side opening.

(2) Itis a recess — Bounded by three boundary bulkheads —
It should be excluded.

(3) Itis not a recess — Bounded by only one boundary bulkhead —
Ttis a space within an erection opposite an and opening and it can be excluded only if
the provision of the Reg. 2(5)(@)(i) are met.

(4) Itis not a recess - Bounded by only two boundary bulkheads —
Itis a space within an ercction opposite an and opening and it can be excluded only if
the provision of the Reg. 2(5)(a)(i) are met.




figure 8  Unified Interpretations Proposal 3.a.7
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figure 9  Unified Interpretations Proposal 3.a.8
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figures 10 &11  Unified Interpretations Proposal 3.i.1
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figure 12  Unified Interpretations Proposal 5.c.1
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(continued)

     figure 12 (continued)
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figure 13  Unified Interpretations Proposal 5.h.1
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figure 14  Unified Interpretations Proposal 9.a.2
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�  Numbers in parentheses following each issue refer to the total number of Round 2 Questionnaire respondents who selected a preferred proposal for that issue.  Numbers in parentheses following each proposal number refer to the numbers of respondents indicating the proposal was the one they preferred the most.  Square bracketed text in red italics font was proposed by Round 2 Questionnaire respondents, without any evaluation by the group.






