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REPORT OF THE ELEVENTH MEETING

OF THE PORT STATE CONTROL COMMITTEE

IN THE ASIA-PACIFIC REGION

Manila, Philippines, 10-13 June 2002

1.
Foreword

1.1
By the kind invitation of the Authority of Philippines, the eleventh meeting of the Port State Control Committee in the Asia-Pacific region was held in Manila, Philippines, from 10 to 13 June 2002.  

1.2
The meeting was organized by the Philippine Coast Guard, Department of Transportation and Communications of the Philippines.

1.3
The Committee meeting was preceded by the tenth meeting of the Regional Database Managers on 7 and 8 June 2002 to discuss the operation of the Asia-Pacific Computerized Information System (APCIS 2000) and other matters related to data exchange.

1.4
The meeting was attended by the representatives of the following member Authorities which had signed and accepted the Tokyo Memorandum of Understanding: Australia, Canada, China, Fiji, Hong Kong (China), Indonesia, Japan, the Republic of Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, the Russian Federation, Singapore, Vanuatu and Vietnam, and observers from Chile, the United States Coast Guard, the International Labour Organization (ILO), the International Maritime Organization (IMO), the Secretariat of the Paris Memorandum of Understanding (Paris MOU). The Authority of Thailand and observers from Brunei Darussalam, Solomon Islands, the Economic and Social Commission for the Asia and Pacific (ESCAP) and the Indian Ocean Memorandum of Understanding (IO-MOU) were unable to attend.

1.5
A list of participants is shown in Annex 1.

1.6
At the opening, Rear Admiral Domingo Estera, Vice Commandant of the Philippine Coast Guard, on behalf of the host Authority, welcomed the participants, important role played by port State control in the Asia-Pacific region to achieve safer shipping and cleaner ocean. The text of the address delivered by Mr. Estera is reproduced in Annex 2.

1.7
Mr. K. M. Varghese, the Chairman of the Committee, also welcomed the participants and thanked the Authority of Philippine for hosting this meeting.

1.8
The Committee adopted the Agenda (PSCC11/01A). The Committee also took note of the Annotations to the Agenda (PSCC11/01B), the tentative meeting schedule (PSCC11/WP.1) and the list of documents (PSCC11/WP.2). The Agenda adopted by the Committee, together with the list of documents considered, is shown at Annex 3.

2
Membership of the Memorandum

2.1
Notification of acceptance of the Memorandum

2.1.1
The Committee was informed (PSCC11/02.1A) that since the last meeting, no formal notification of acceptance of the Memorandum had been received. Hence the Memorandum is at present accepted by the following seventeen maritime Authorities in the Asia-Pacific region: Australia, Canada, China, Fiji, Hong Kong (China), Indonesia, Japan, Republic of Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, the Russian Federation, Singapore, Thailand, Vanuatu and Viet Nam.

2.1.2
The Committee considered the application by the Authority of Chile for a full member of the Tokyo MOU (PSCC11/02.1B). In this connection, the Committee noted the report by the APCIS Manager (PSCC11/15F) on his visit to the Maritime Administration of Chile.


2.3
A large number of delegations supported the application by the Authority of Chile and emphasized useful contribution Chile would make to the improvement of performance of the Tokyo MOU member Authorities and harmonization with the PSC activities under the Viña del Mar Agreement.

2.4
After discussion, the Committee unanimously accepted the Authority of Chile as  full membership of the Tokyo MOU in accordance with paragraph 8.2 thereto, and welcomed the delegation of Chile to participate in the Committee meeting as full member, effective from 10 June 2002.

2.5
Consequent upon the acceptance of the Authority of Chile, the Committee agreed to add at the end of the Memorandum a clause, showing the lists of Authorities which have accepted the Memorandum in accordance with paragraph 8.6 and those which have become member Authorities in accordance with paragraph 8.2 (PSCC11/WP.5). The amendments to the Memorandum adopted by the Committee is set out in Annex 4. In accordance with paragraphs 7.1.4 and 7.1.6, the Committee determined that the amendments will take effect immediately.

2.6
The Committee noted that:

.1
PSC data for Chile as from 1 January 2002 will be stored in the APCIS database; and

.2
Chile will pay the annual contribution for the financial year 2002, after conclusion of the Financial Agreement between the Authority of Chile and the Secretariat.

2.2
Application for observer status

2.2.1
The Committee noted that since its last meeting no application for observer status had been submitted (PSCC11/02.2A).

3
Adoption of the report of the ninth meeting of the Committee

3.1
The Committee considered the report of the tenth meeting of the Committee held in Tokyo, Japan, from 15 to 18 October 2001 (PSCC11/03A) and adopted it.

4
Status of relevant instruments

4.1
The Committee noted the information provided by the Secretariat (PSCC11/04A and Add) showing the status of ratification of or accession to the relevant instruments by the maritime Authorities in the Asia-Pacific region.

4.2
Several delegations expressed their positions on the acceptance of the relevant instruments, as follows:

.1
delegation of Canada stated that, subsequent to the restructuring of the Transport of Canada, the Canadian Authority is reviewing the status of acceptance of the relevant instruments and take necessary measures towards the acceptance of outstanding instruments; and

.2
delegation of Hong Kong indicated that Hong Kong implement the provision of the 1988 SOLAS and Load Line Protocols.

4.3
The observer from the Paris MOU, referring to the amendments to the Paris MOU to include the Protocol to the ILO Convention No.147 as a relevant instrument which will become effective on 2 July 2003, pointed out that the acceptance of the ILO Convention No.147 and its Protocol by the Tokyo MOU member Authorities might affect the recognition of the Tokyo MOU port State inspection results by the Paris MOU member Authorities.

5
Reports

5.1
Report by the Secretariat

5.1.1
The Committee took note of the report presented by the Secretariat (PSCC11/05.1A) on the activity of the Secretariat since the last meeting, and follow-up actions taken by member Authorities and the Secretariat on matters emanating from PSCC10. The Committee noted that apart from the normal Secretariat work, including the preparation for and serving Committee and other meetings and the preparation of the Annual Report, the training and technical assistance programmes constituted major work of the Secretariat.

5.1.2
Several delegations congratulated the Secretariat for its hard and efficient work, and effort made to implement technical co-operation programmes. 

5.1.3
Following the suggestion made by the Russian delegation, the list of follow-up actions emanating from PSCC10 (PSCC11/05.1A, Annex) and those emanating from PSCC09 were updated (PSCC11/WP.3 and WP.4, respectively). The Committee took note of these lists.

5.2
MOU Standing Working Group (SWG)

5.2.1
The Committee took note of the report of the MOU Standing Working Group (SWG) submitted by the Chairman (PSCC11/5.2A) and agreed that the matters raised in the report should be considered under the relevant agenda items, namely:


.1
consolidated PSC data for Canada (agenda item 8.1);


.2
correction of EQUASIS data (agenda item 8.4);


.3
STCW95 matters (agenda item 7.5);


.4
dissemination of guidelines on RO responsibility (agenda item 7.2); and


.5
distant learning video project (agenda item 9.2).

5.3
Advisory Group on Information Exchange (AG-IE)

5.3.1
The Committee took note of the report of the Advisory Group on Information Exchange (AG-IE) submitted by the leader of the Group (Mr. M. Watanabe, Japan) (PSCC011/5.3A). The Committee noted that the report was considered by the DBM10, and the outcome was reflected in the report of DBM10 submitted under agenda item 8.1. 

5.3.2
With regard to the statistics to be produced by the Tokyo MOU, the delegation of Japan saw no particular need to produce statistics, such as the blue book of the Paris MOU, but the delegation of Canada expressed the view that statistics similar to the blue book would be useful to review the performance of its Authority under the Tokyo MOU in comparison with that under the Paris MOU.

5.3.3
The Committee accepted the offer made by the APCIS Manager that the APCIS will produce draft statistics, taking into account the blue book, and submit the draft to the next meeting for consideration.

5.4
Advisory Group on Technical Co-operation Programmes (AG-TC)

5.4.1
The Committee took note of the report of the Advisory Group on Technical Co-operation Programmes (AG-TC) submitted by the leader (Mr. K.P. Lee, Hong Kong) (PSCC11/5.dd.1). The Committee agreed that the report on the evaluation of the technical co-operation programmes should be considered under agenda item 10.6

6
Port State control activities in the Asia-Pacific region

6.1
Port State inspections carried out by the maritime Authorities

Port State inspection statistics for the first half of 2001

6.1.1
The Committee took note of the submission by the Secretariat (PSCC11/06.1A) which contained the provisional statistical data on the results of port State inspections carried out by the member Authorities for 2001, with three options on the presentation of follow-up inspections.  

6.1.2
The Committee noted that the matter was dealt with by the DBM meeting and agreed to consider under agenda item 8.1.

6.1.3
The APCIS Manager pointed out that the third column in the first table of the PSC statistics for 2001 should read “no. of inspections with deficiencies” and the regional PSC rate should be calculated on the basis of the number of individual ships inspected divided by the number of individual ships visits to the Tokyo MOU ports.

6.1.4
The Committee accepted the first point, but considered that the change of the regional inspection rate would affect the target inspection rate of 75% agreed at PSCC09 and the regional inspection rate of approximately 70% indicated in the previous annual reports. The Committee agreed on the implications of this change at the next meeting, and requested the Secretariat and the APCIS Manager to provide statistics based on the suggested calculation.

6.1.5
The Committee took note of the report submitted by:

.1
Chile (PSCC10/06.1B) on port State inspections carried out in Chilean ports;

.2
Fiji (PSCC11/06.1D) on the port State control activities of the Fiji Islands Maritime Safety Administration; and

.3
Republic of Korea (PSCC11/06.1E) on port State control activities on ship safety management to reduce the detention rate of Korean flag ships.

Revised format of the detention list

6.1.6
The Committee considered the proposal by the Secretariat (PSCC11/06.1C) for the revised format of the detention list, which includes the information on the RO responsibility.

6.1.7
The Committee agreed to deal with the matter under agenda item 8.1 (see paragraph 8.1.2.1.5).

Inconsistencies of statistics and follow-up inspection procedures

6.1.8
The Committee took note of the submission by the APCIS Manager (PSCC11/06.1F) which pointed out inconsistencies of data provided by PSCOs on the follow-up inspections.

6.1.9
The Committee noted that this matter was discussed by the DBM meeting and agreed to deal with it under agenda item 8.1 (see paragraph 8.1.2.5).

Credit for the inspection of ships less than 100 gross tonnage

6.1.10
The Committee considered the proposal by Singapore (PSCC11/06.1G) that PSC inspections on passenger ships which are below 100 GT be accepted for statistics of the authority and the region. The delegation of Singapore explained that about 30 ships under this category are inspected annually. 

6.1.11
The Committee recognized that passenger ships below 100 GT engaged on international voyages are within the scope of SOLAS 74 and, therefore, should be subject to port State control under the Memorandum.

6.1.12
The APCIS Manager pointed out that the Committee at its ninth meeting agreed that ships below 100 GT would not be recorded in the APCIS database, but if the Committee accept the proposal by Singapore, there would be a problem to ensure the identity of ships without IMO numbers, and suggested that the matter would be raised at the forthcoming IMO Workshop.

6.1.13
The Committee agreed that:

.1
the PSC data for such ships could be included in the APCIS database, if the question of identity of ships without IMO numbers could be resolved; 

.2
the APCIS Manager should look into the practical implication of the matter; and

.2
statistics on the PSC of such ships for Singapore would be indicated separately from the figures on PSC of ships on or above 100 GT, by means of a footnote.  

PSC data for Canada

6.1.14
The Committee considered the proposal by Canada (PSCC10/06.1C) submitted at its last meeting that the PSC data for Canada to be provided to the APCIS would include the western and eastern coast of Canada, and the views expressed by the MOU-SWG on the proposal.

6.1.15
The Committee noted that this matter was discussed by the DBM meeting and agreed to deal with it under agenda item 8.1 (see paragraph 8.1.2. ).

6.2
Annual report for 2001

6.2.1
The Committee took note of the draft Annual Report for 2001 prepared by the Secretariat (PSCC11/06.2A) and approved it, subject to any editorial improvement which may be proposed by member Authorities and to the following:

.1
in the first table of Annex 2, the title of the third column should read “No. of inspections with deficiencies”; and

.2
the figure of the number of inspections should be recalculated, in the light of the decisions on follow-up inspections.

6.2.2
The Committee requested the Authority of Hong Kong to submit the report to IMO on behalf of the Tokyo MOU member Authorities.

6.2.3
The Committee considered the proposal by the Secretariat (PSCC11/06.2B) for the new method of assessment of flag performance according to the statistical method used by the Paris MOU, showing the black-grey-white list calculated as an example. 

6.2.4
While the delegation of Canada supported this proposal, the delegations of Russian Federation and Australia considered that the proposal should be studied carefully before taking the decision on the adoption. The Secretariat was requested to make sample calculations based on the detention limit (yardstick) of other figures than 7%, and submit the result to the next meeting.

7
Harmonization and improvement on port State control

7.1
Review of matters emanating from the Ministerial Declaration

7.1.1
The Committee noted submission by Canada (PSCC11/07.1A) containing the updated version of the list of actions required by the PSCC and member Authorities of the Tokyo MOU emanating from the Vancouver Ministerial Declaration.

7.1.2
The delegation of the Russian Federation expressed difficulties in identifying changes made from the previous list presented in the old format, and requested the Canadian Authority to prepare the updated versions in the new and old formats, with clear indication of the changes made from the previous list.

7.1.3
The delegation of Canada announced that the second Ministerial Conference on Port State Control would be convened in Vancouver in 2004, the derails of which, including the schedules of preparatory meetings, would be informed to the member Authorities in due course.

7.1.4
The delegation of Australia proposed to establish an intersessional group to develop procedures on the port State control of operational requirements in the relevant convention, in pursuance of paragraph III f) (4) of the Vancouver Declaration. The delegations of New Zealand and the Russian Federation supported the proposal.

7.1.5
The Committee agreed to establish the intersessional group on operational requirements (IG-OR), consisting of the Authorities of Australia (leader), Canada, China, Hong Kong, Japan, New Zealand, Russia and Singapore (PSCC11/WP.9), with the following task of preparing:

.1
guidelines for inclusion in the PSC Manual;

.2
material for presentation on the subject to the PSCO seminar in 2003; and

.3
guidelines for a CIC during 2004. 

7.2
Amendments to the Memorandum and the Port State Control Manual

Revision of the Manual

7.2.1
The Committee took note of the following submissions by:

.1
the Secretariat (PSCC11/07.2A) on the publication of the revised Manual, which included a new flag code 368 for Lao People’s Democratic Republic;

.2
the APCIS Manager (PSCC11/07.2B) pointing out discrepancies of the nature of deficiencies data provided by the PSCOs; and

.3
Japan (PSCC11/07.2C), proposing new deficiency codes. 

7.2.2
The Committee noted that the above matters were considered by the DBM meeting and agreed to deal with them under agenda item 8.1 (see paragraph 8.1.3 ). 

Publication of the revised Manual

7.2.3
The Committee noted the report by the Secretariat (PSCC11/07.2A) on the production and distribution of the revised Manual.

Nature of deficiencies

7.2.4
The Committee considered the proposal by the Russian Federation (PSCC11/07.2B) that in order to ensure consistency between the inspection report of Form B and the data to be stored in the APCIS with regard to the description of the nature of deficiencies, the following sentence should be added in the nature of deficiency column of section 7-3-4 of the PSC Manual:

“The APCIS electronic form of inspection report should as much as possible correspond to the inspection report issued to the ship in the item “nature of deficiency””.

Proposed new layout of the Tokyo MOU Manual

7.2.5
The Committee considered the proposal by Canada (PSCC11/07.2D) that the format of the Tokyo MOU Manual should follow that of the Paris MOU which consists of three parts.

7.2.6
The delegations of Australia and New Zealand supported the Canadian proposal. The delegation of the Russian Federation expressed the view that before taking the decision on the revised format, it would be necessary to see the sample Manual arranged in the new format, and requested the delegation of Canada to prepare such document for consideration at the next meeting:

7.2.7
After discussion, the Committee agreed that:

.1
the question of three volumes and production of the Manual in loose-leaf form could be decided by individual Authorities when printing the Manual for their use, to meet their own needs;

.2
the text of the Paris MOU Manual should be circulated to the Tokyo MOU member Authorities for information and reference;

.3
Canada should prepare a sample Manual in the revised format, using the contents of the existing Tokyo MOU Manual and incorporating the guidelines for practical inspection procedures based on the text of the Paris MOU Manual; and

.4
the draft Manual should be reviewed by the IG-Manual, which should make recommendations to the next Committee meeting.

7.3
Ship targeting

7.3.1
The Committee noted the report by the IG-Target (PSCC11/07.3A) summarizing the discussions of the Group during the intersessional period on ship targeting and, in particular, four alternative proposals for the Tokyo MOU targeting systems.

7.3.2
The Committee agreed in principle the suggestion by the Russian Federation that the targeting system to be developed and implemented initially should include all possible factors, in order to avoid the need for creating new factors at a later stage, and those factors which need not be included in the calculation of the target factors at this stage would be deactivated. With this in mind the Committee supported in general the second option (PSCC11/07.3A, Annex 2) as a basis for further discussion.

7.3.3
The Committee requested the members of the AG-Target to consider the above proposal and prepare a final draft of the Tokyo MOU targeting system.

7.3.4
The Committee considered the draft targeting system prepared by the group (PSCC11/WP.8) and, with some amendments, adopted it as an interim system. The targeting system adopted by the Committee is shown in Annex 7.

7.3.5
The Committee agreed that:

.1
the Secretariat should circulate the targeting system to the member Authorities; 

.2
after the review by the MOU-SWG of the interface to be produced by the APCIS Manager, the system should be implemented on a trial basis, with the target implementation date of 1 January 2003; 

.3
the targeting system would be used by member Authorities on a voluntary basis, for the time being; and

.4
the targeting system would eventually be included in the PSC Manual. 

7.4
Procedures for the responsibility assessment of the recognized organzations

7.4.1
The Committee took note of the submission by the APCIS Manager (PSSC11/07.4A) summarizing the RO responsibility data stored in the APCIS.

7.5
Implementation of the STCW95 requirements

7.5.1
The Committee took note of the report by the Secretariat (PSCC11/07.5A) on the action taken by the MOU-SWG on the port State control on STCW 95 certification, following the recommendation of IMO (STCW.7/Circ.12). In this connection, the Committee was informed that the CIC carried out by the Paris MOU from 1 February 2002 for three months revealed that about 35% of the ships inspected in the Paris MOU region were issued with letters of warning due to non-conformity with the STCW 59 certification requirements. The Committee also took note of the report by the APCIS Manger (PSCC11/07.5C) on the STCW related inspection reposts recorded in the APCIS.

7.5.2

The Committee discussed at some length the PSC procedures for compliance with the STCW 95 certification requirements. In this connection, the delegation of Philippines enquired whether any STCW parties proposed further extension of the period of grace. The Secretary replied that to the best of his knowledge, no such proposal was made by the Tokyo MOU member Authorities nor by the IMO member States.

7.5.3
The delegations of Fiji and Papua New Guinea informed the Committee that the meeting of Pacific Island countries held in last March agreed that for ships engaged in the trades between Pacific Island countries may be exempt from full compliance with the STCW 95 certification requirements, and enquired whether the Tokyo MOU member Authorities could accept such exemption. The Committee was of the opinion that after 1 August 2002, the SCTW 95 certification requirements should be fully enforced, unless IMO decides otherwise.

7.5.4
The Committee took note of:

.1
the proposal by Australia (PSCC11/07.5B) for the development of the guidelines of the port State inspections relating to STCW 95;

.2
the submission by Japan (PSSC11/07.5D) on the correct application of the provisions of article VIII of the STCW Convention on dispensation; and

.3
the report by the Secretariat (PSCC11/07.5E) on MSC/Circ.1030 and MSC/Circ.1032 containing guidelines for port State control officers relating to STCW 95 requirements. 

7.5.5
Many delegations expressed their appreciation for the initiative taken by Australia and supported the draft guidelines.

7.5.6
After discussion, the Committee:

.1
agreed that the points mentioned in 7.5.2 and .3 should be incorporated in the guidelines;

.2
requested Australia to review the draft guidelines, taking into account the views expressed during the discussions and also the guidelines adopted by the Paris MOU at its 35th meeting; and

.3
instructed the MOU-SWG to finalize the guidelines before 1 August 2002, for implementation by the member Authorities.

7.6
Concentrated inspection campaign

7.6.1
The Committee took note of the proposal by Japan (PSCC11/07.6A) on the selection of ships to be inspected and the application of six months rule for the conduct of the CIC on the ISM Code compliance.

7.6.2
The Committee agreed that:

.1
CIC should be conducted to both phase 1 ships (i.e. passenger ships, oil and chemical tankers, gas carriers and bulk carriers) and phase 2 ships (other cargo ships) to be inspected, in order to review the progress of ISM compliance on phase 1 ships; and 

.2
since CIC is carried out as part of the normal PSC, six months rule should apply to the selection of ships to be inspected.

7.6.2
The Committee took note of the information submitted by Australia (PSCC11/07.6B) on focussed inspection campaign carried out in Australia.

7.6.3
The Committee considered the proposal by Canada (PSCC11/07.6C) on CIC on structural safety of bulk carriers.

7.6.4
During discussion, various opinions were expressed, including:

.1
the delegation of Australia supported the proposed CIC;

.2
the delegation of Japan, supported by the delegations of the Republic of Korea and Singapore, was of the opinion that the inspections of internal structures (items 5 - 9 in Appendix 3) should be optional; and

.3
the delegation of the Russian Federation stated that the guidelines needed further study before adoption and the proposed date of CIC from 1 April to 30 June 2003 would be too early.

7.6.5
After discussion, the Committee requested:

.1
member Authorities to study the draft guidelines and transmit comments to Canada; and

.2
Canada to prepare revised draft guidelines, taking into account the comments received from member Authorities, and submit them for consideration at the next Committee meeting.

7.6.6
The Committee agreed that the target implementation period of the CIC should be set from 1 September to 30 November 2003, subject to confirmation at the next meeting.

7.6.7
The Committee approved the suggestion by the Secretariat (PSCC07.6D) on amended explanatory notes to the ISM Code CIC inspection form, taking into account the amendments adopted by IMO to the ISM Code (Resolution MSC.104(73)) and the Guidelines on Implementation of the ISM Code by Administrations (Resolution A.913(22)).

8
Information exchange system

8.1
Report of DBM10 meeting

8.1.1
As agreed at the last meeting, the tenth meeting of the Regional Database Managers (DBM10) was held on 7 and 8 June 2002, to discuss matters relating to the operation of APCIS 2000 and other matters relating information exchange.  The outcome of the DBM10 meeting was reported in PSCC11/08.1B, a copy of which is attached as Annex 5.

8.1.2
Having considered the report of DBM10, the Committee approved the report in general and, in particular (paragraph numbers refer to those in PSCC11/08.1B): 

.1
approved the AG-IE report (paragraph 2.1.1);

.2
approved continuation of the AG-IE group with the present membership and the leader (paragraph 2.1.2);

.3
requested the Secretariat to send letter to Thailand for clarification of the situation and resumption of data submission (paragraph 3.2);

.4
invited members to verify and update registered APCIS users (paragraph 3.3);

.5
approved the following procedures regarding follow-up inspections (paragraphs 4.1.1-4.1.3):

.1
an inspection conducted in the same port, regardless of the number of visits and duration of the inspection should be counted one and recorded in the APCIS as one inspection;

.2
the follow-up inspection report with new-recorded deficiencies should be included in the statistics; and

.3
the APCIS data validation rules on follow-up inspections should be adjusted (see agenda item 8); 

.6
invited the APCIS Manager to prepare and revised statistical data for 2001 within one month, based on the new procedures mentioned in .5.1 and .5.2 (paragraph 4.1.4);

.7
endorsed the recommendation that statistics in the Annual Report should include follow-up inspection data (paragraph 4.2) ;

.8
endorsed the view on listing outstanding deficiencies (paragraph 5.3);

.9
endorse the opinion of the meeting on maintaining the existing 15 days rule (paragraph 5.5);

.10
encouraged Authorities to install and utilize the new booster software (paragraph 5.6); 

.11
approved the actions taken by the meeting regarding coding system (paragraphs 6.1.1-6.1.8);

.12
confirmed the procedures for amending technical details of the Manual (paragraph 6.3);

.13
invited Authorities to verify monthly detention data and statistics prepared by the APCIS properly (paragraph 7.1);

.14
requested Authorities to take measures for ensuring completeness and accuracy of data stored in the APCIS (paragraphs 7.2.1-7.2.3);

.15
approved the course of action on the revised monthly detention list format for inclusion of RO information (paragraph 7.3); 

.16
requested AG-IE to study and prepare proposals on the format of statistics relating to RO for consideration at the next meeting (paragraph 7.4);

.17
approved the proposed amendments to the revised APCIS Basic Document (paragraphs 8.1.1-8.1.3);

.18
approved the revised APCIS Basic Document in principle and instruct the AG-IE group to finalize it during intersessional period (paragraph 8.2);

.19
requested the APCIS Manager to consult with the SIRENAC Manager for adjusting the access procedures after the operation of new SIRENAC (paragraph 9.2);

.20
requested the Secretariat and the APCIS Manager to make submission on proposal on global harmonization of the PSC coding system to the IMO workshop (paragraph 9.3);

.21
approved the recommendations and actions on information support for CIC on the ISM Code compliance (paragraphs 10.2.1 and 10.2.3-10.2.4);

.22
agreed that auditing bodies both for the DOC and SMC should be indicated in the form (paragraph 10.2.2);

.23
endorsed the action regarding inspection with unknown IMO number (paragraph 10.3);

.24
endorsed the course of action on issues relating to batch protocol (paragraph 10.5) and agreed to consider the statistical PSC data for Canada in the light of the outcome of this investigation; 

.25
endorsed the recommendation for notifying Authorities of mandatory entry of company information (paragraph 10.6); and

.26
requested the Secretariat to write to LR-Fairplay and IMO regarding the case of duplication of IMO number.

8.1.3
The amendments to the Manual adopted by the Committee at this meeting are set out in Annex 6. The Committee agreed that the amendments should take effect on 15 July 2002.

8.1.4
The Committee agreed with the suggestion by the Russian Federation that the Secretariat should issue at least once a year a list of amendments to the Manual adopted In accordance with paragraph 7.2 of the Memorandum.

8.2
APCIS system


8.2.1
The Committee took note of the reports by the Secretariat (PSCC11/08.2A) and the APCIS Manager (PSCC11/08.2B) on the research of the provider of data on ships particulars to replace LMIS, and confirmed the procedure of data receiving from LR-Fairplay as proposed by the APCIS Manager (see paragraph 12.1.8 - 10).

8.2.2
The Committee noted that the following submissions were considered by the DBM meeting and agreed to deal with them under agenda item 8.1 (see paragraph 8.1.2. ):

.1
the Secretariat (PSCC11/08.2B) pointing out some inconsistency of the data input by the PSCOs to the APCIS;

.2
Australia (PSCC11/08.2D) proposing that batch protocols should be included in the APCIS Basic Document;

.3
Australia (PSCC11/08.2E) on the entry of RO responsible for detentions in the APCIS data; and 

.4
APCIS Manage (PSCC11.08.2F) containing draft revised version of the APCIS Basic Document.

8.3
Exchange of information with external database

8.3.1
The Committee noted that the matter was dealt with under agenda item 8.1 (see paragraph 8.1.2.19).

8.4
EQUASIS

8.4.1
The Committee took note of report by the Secretariat (PSCC11/08.4A), concerning the procedures for the correction of the PSC data shown on the Equasis web-site that had been agreed by the MOU-SWG, namely:


.1
when the port State Authority decides to correct the data on PSC carried out by it, that Authority should immediately inform the APCIS Manager and the Secretariat of the change of the data;


.2
the Secretariat will then correct the statistical data and the monthly detention list shown in the TMOU web-site, if necessary; and


.3
the APCIS Manager will correct the APCIS data and request the EQUASIS Management Unit to correct the EQUASIS data, if already provided to the latter.

8.4.2
The observer from the Paris MOU pointed out decisions taken by the fourth Equasis Editorial Board meeting held in London in March 2002. The Secretariat agreed to the circulation of the report of the future Editorial Board meetings to the meeting of the Committee.

9
Port State control activities outside the Asia-Pacific region

9.1
Recent development in IMO on port State control

9.1.1
The Committee took note of the outcome of the following IMO meetings submitted by the Secretariat:

.1
the International Conference on the Control of Harmful Anti-fouling System for Ships (PSCC11/09.1A);

.2
the twenty-second session of the IMO Assembly (PSCC11/09.1B);

.3
the first extraordinary session of the MSC (PSCC11/09.1C);

.4
the thirty-third session of the STW Sub-Committee (PSCC11/09.1D);

.5
the intersessional meeting of the MSC working group on maritime security (PSCC11/09.1E); and

.6
the forty-seventh session of the MEPC (PSCC11/09.1F).

9.1.2
The Committee noted, in particular, the outcome of the STW 33 was considered under agenda item 7.5 (see paragraph 7.5.6).

9.2
Outcome of the Paris MOU Port State Control Committee meetings

9.2.1
The Committee took note of the report of the thirty-fifth meeting of the Paris MOU Port State Control Committee (Halifax, Canada, 7 - 10 May 2002) (PSCC11/09.2A); including:

.1
CIC on ISM Compliance;

.2
CIC on STCW; and

.3
Amendments to the Paris MOU text.

9.2.2
The Committee also took note of the Paris MOU Annual Report 2000 (PSCC11/09.2B).

9.2.3
The observer from the Paris MOU referred to the discussion made at PSCC35 on the distant learning video project (see PSCC11/05.2A, paragraphs 15 -17). 

9.2.4
The delegations of Australia and New Zealand expressed interest in this project and would like to participate in this project on national basis. In the absence of any other Authorities expressing interest, the Committee decided that the Tokyo MOU would not join this project.  

9.3
Port State control in other regions

9.3.1
The Committee took note of the reports on:

.1
the fourth meeting of the Mediterranean MOU (PSCC11/09.3A);

.2
the Indian Ocean MOU Annual Report 2001 (PSCC11/09.3B);

.3
summary of the regional PSC agreements and the IMO Workshops on regional PSC Agreements (PSCC11/09.3C); and 

.4
US Coast Guard Port State Control Report for 2001 (PSCC11/9.3D).

9.4
Report on outside activities

9.4.1
The Committee took note the report by the Secretariat (PSCC11/09.4A) on the Ministerial Conference on Transport (Tokyo, Japan, 15 - 16 January 2002), including the Action Plan on Prevention of Marine Pollution.

10
Technical co-operation programme

10.1
Seminars for port State control officers

10.1.1
The Committee took note of the report by the Secretariat (PSCC11/10.1A and Corr.) on the preparation of the ninth Seminar for Port State Control Officers to be held in Brisbane, Australia, 11 to 13 September 2002. 

10.1.1
The Committee also took note of the report by the Russian Federation (PSCC11/10.1B) on the participation of the Paris MOU Seminar which took place in Athens, Greece from 23 to 26 October 2001

10.2
Basic training for port State control officers

10.2.1
The Committee took note of the reports by the Secretariat (PSCC11/10.2A) on the outcome of the eleventh course (BTC11) held from 30 October to 16 November 2001 at the Overseas Shipbuilding Cooperation Centre (OSCC) in Yokohama, Japan The Committee expressed appreciation to the Authorities and organizations for their co-operation in providing lecturers.

10.2.2
The Committee noted that BTC 12 to be held from 24 September to 11 October 2002 is planned to be jointly sponsored with IMO, on equal cost sharing basis. The observer from IMO expressed appreciation to the Tokyo MOU Secretariat from accepting trainees nominated by IMO. 

10.2.3
The observer from ILO expressed the wish that ILO could jointly sponsor a future seminar dealing with seafarers’ working conditions.

10.3
Expert mission for training

10.3.1
The Committee took note of the reports submitted by the Secretariat on the outcome of the expert missions conducted during the 2001 financial year (PSCC11/10.3A) and preparatory work on those planned for 2002 (PSCC11/10.3B).

10.4
Fellowship training

10.4.1
The Committee took note of the report submitted by the Secretariat on fellowship training conducted during the 2001 financial year, in which the Authorities of Australia, Japan and New Zealand received trainees, (PSCC11/10.4A), and the preparatory work for those planned for 2002 (PSCC11/10.4B).

10.5
PSCO exchange programme

10.5.1
The Committee took note of the report submitted by the Secretariat containing the outcome of four PSCO exchange programmes conducted during the 2000 financial year(PSCC11/10.5A), and the preparatory work for those planned for 2002 (PSCC11/10.5B).

10.5.2
The delegations of Australia, Japan and New Zealand stated that the PSCO exchange programmes were very useful and expected their continuation in future. 

10.6
Evaluation of technical co-operation activities

10.6.1
Many delegations expressed appreciation to the Nippon Foundation for providing fund for technical co-operation programmes.

10.6.2
The Committee took note of the report on evaluation for technical co-operation programme submitted by the AG-TC leader (PSCC11/05.4A and Add.1), which contained the evaluation of the following four TC programmes:

.1
PSCO Exchange Programme, New Zealand to Japan, 9 to 25 September 2000;
.2
11th Basic Training Course, at Yokohama, Japan, 30 October to 16 November, 2001;
.3
Expert Mission, Japan to Guangzhou, China, 15 to 23 March 2001;
.4
Eighth Seminar, at Pusan, Republic of Korea, 20 to 22 June 2001;

.5
PSCO Exchange Programme, Australia to Japan, 17 September to 4 October, 2001;

.6
Expert Mission, Hong Kong to Malaysia, 4 to 15 March 2001;
.7
PSCO Exchange Programme, Japan to Hong Kong, 9 to 23 December, 2001; and

.8
Expert Mission of Japan to Guangzhou, China’ held from 15 to 23 March 2001
10.6.3
The Committee agreed that the recommendations contained in the evaluation reports should be compiled by the Secretariat and circulated to the AG-TC, and the recommendations should be utilized or implemented in future technical co-operation programmes.

10.6.4
The delegation of the Russian Federation pointed out that the report of the expert mission was too brief to make meaningful evaluation and urged to produce more detailed report. 

10.7
Other technical co-operation activities organized by Authorities

10.7.1
The delegation of New Zealand reported that New Zealand continued to provide technical assistance to Pacific Island countries on national basis.

11
Public relations

11.1
Tokyo MOU web-site

11.1.1
The Committee considered submission by the Secretariat and the APCIS Manager (PSCC11/11.1A) on the publication of APCIS data on the Tokyo MOU public web-site and the financial implication of such publication.

11.1.2
The Committee thanked the ACIS Manager for this effort and supported the proposal in principle, subject to decision on the implementation date after review of the overall workload of the APCIS to implement various new programmes (see paragraph 13.6 ).  

11.2
Tokyo MOU logo

11.2.1
The Committee submission by the Secretariat (PSCC11/11.2A) on the proposed logo designs produced in co-operation with the Japanese Authority, based on the short list agreed at its last meeting. 

11.2.2
The Committee, by vote, decided to adopt the logo shown in Ref. No. 4.

12
Administrative and financial matters

12.1
Financial agreement

12.1.1
The Committee noted the information provided by the Secretariat (PSCC11/12.1A) on the status of contributions received from member Authorities for the 2001 financial year and the appropriations for 2002 budgets and, in particular, that the Authority of Indonesia had not paid their contributions for 997 - 12001.

12.1.2
The Secretariat pointed out that in consequence with acceptance of Chile as the new Tokyo MOU member, the contribution by the Authority of Chile for 2002 regular budget is estimated at approximately US$11,500. As the bill for the appropriations for 2002 budget had already been sent to the Tokyo MOU members, the Secretariat suggested that the contributions by the existing members would remain unchanged by the addition of Chile as the new members, but this amount would be added to the capped amount, i.e. the present capped amount of US$353,500 be increased to US$365,000. The reason for this suggestion was that firstly, since of inception in 1994 the capped amount of US$350,000 was only once increased by 1 percent, in spite of the increased membership and increased activities, and secondly because of the financial difficulties faced by it, the Nippon Foundation would, in future, curtail donations to various organizations, including the Tokyo MOU Secretariat.

12.1.3
Many delegations stated that they understand the financial situation of the Nippon Foundation and supported this suggestion. The Committee decided to approve the suggested course of action (see paragraph 12.3.1).

12.1.4
The Committee urged the Authority of Indonesia to pay its outstanding contributions as soon as possible so that all member Authorities discharge their obligations. The delegation of Indonesia promised to convey the message to his Government and endeavour to meet this request.

12.1.5
The Committee considered the proposal by the Russian Federation (PSCC11/12.1B) for an increase in the APCIS budget to cover increased cost of the APCIS operation.

12.1.6
The delegations of Canada, Australia and New Zealand expressed difficulties in accepting this proposal and requested the Russian Federation further explanation of the increase in the APCIS expenditures.

12.1.7
After discussions at some length, the Committee agreed that:

.1
the Russian Federation should prepare estimated APCIS maintenance costs for 2002 and the suggested cost to be covered by the member Authorities contributions, together with the maintenance costs for 2001 (shown in PSCC11/12.2B, Annex 1);

.2
the Secretariat should calculate the appropriation of the APCIS maintenance cost to member Authorities through TMOU-BBS, indicating increase in the amount of contributions by each member Authorities; and

.3
the MOU-SWG should review the above figures and make recommendations to the next meeting of the Committee.

12.1.8
In connection with the review of the expenditures of the APCIS maintenance costs, the delegation of Canada suggested that the Tokyo MOU should negotiate further with the LR-Fairplay and Lloyd’s Maritime Intelligence Unit (LMIU) to agree on terms similar to the one agreed with the Paris MOU.

12.1.9
During the discussion on this proposal, various views were expressed, including:

.1
the delegations of Australia and Canada saw financial benefit by obtaining free license for the access of Sea web and Sea searcher;

.2
the provisions of the PSC data to them for their exclusive use would entail amendments to the criteria for dissemination of PSC data to third parties agreed by the Committee;

.3
the data to be provided to Equasis by the Tokyo MOU are not so comprehensive as those provided by the Paris MOU;

.4
the display of the PSC data in the Tokyo MOU public web-site are not yet implemented; and

.5
with the mandatory application of the IMO number the data for ship particulars from LR-Fairplay would no longer be necessary, as the information on ship particulars obtained by the PSCOs are often more reliable than the LMIS data.

12.1.10
The Committee concluded that:

.1
the APCIS Manager should continue to negotiate with the LR-Fairplay and LMIU to investigate better terms; and

.2
the MOU-SWG should review the outcome of the negotiation and make recommendations to the next meeting of the Committee on whether the contract with LR-Fairplay mentioned in PSCC11/08.2B should be replaced by another contract, or the ASPCIS should terminate to obtain ship particular data from LR-Fairplay. 

12.2
Report on account for 2001

12.2.1
The Committee noted and accepted the report by the Secretariat (PSCC11/12.2A) on the account for the financial year 2001 and report on audit.

12.2.2
The Committee also noted the financial report on APCIS maintenance for 2001 submitted by the Russian Federation (PSCC11/12.2B) (see paragraphs 12.1.4 - 9).

12.3
Tokyo MOU budget for 2003

12.3.1
The Committee approved the budget of the Tokyo MOU for the financial year 2003 proposed by the Secretariat (PSCC10/12.3A), with amendments to the capped figure from 42,420 thousand yen to 43,8000 thousand yen (US$365,00) and the Japanese donation from 19,904 thousand yen to 18,524 thousand yen. 

12.3.2
The Secretariat pointed out the existing formula for the calculation of the Tokyo MOU regular budget would not always provide fair and equitable amount of contributions to member Authorities, particularly to small countries with high GNP per capita, and suggested review.

12.3.3
The Committee agreed to carry out review of the contribution formula without prejudice to the outcome, and requested the Secretariat to prepare proposed contribution formula, with alternative if necessary, and submit them to MOU-SWG for evaluation. The outcome will be considered by the Committee at its next meeting.  

13
Date and place of future Committee meetings

13.1
The Committee considered the notes by the Secretariat (PSCC11/13A, 13A/Add. and 13B) concerning arrangements to future committee meetings and restructuring of the DBM meeting.  

13.2
The Committee agreed that the interval of meetings should be flexible and set between 9 to 12 months, depending on the offer made by member Authorities and other circumstances.

13.3
The Committee accepted the kind offer made by the delegation of Chile for hosting the twelfth Committee meeting in Valparaiso, and agreed to hold the twelfth meeting of the Committee and eleventh meeting of the DBM from 21 to 27 March 2003.

13.4
The Committee also noted with appreciation the offer made by the delegation of  Canada to host the thirteenth meeting of the Committee in early 2004, and the offer by the delegation of Viet Nam for hosting a seminar in the near future.

13.5
The Committee confirmed the following intersessional groups and their leaders and memberships:

	Group
	Member

	TMOU_BBS
	All members and observers

	MOU_SWG
	Chairman (leader), Australia, Canada, Chile, China, Hong Kong, Japan, Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, Philippines, Russia, Singapore, Thailand, USCG, Paris MOU

	AG_IE
	Australia, Canada, China, Hong Kong, Japan (leader), Korea, Russia, Paris MOU

	AG_TC
	Australia, Hong Kong (leader), New Zealand, Russia

	IG_Manual
	Australia, Canada (leader), China, Hong Kong, Japan, New Zealand, Malaysia, Russia

	IG_OR
	Australia (leader), Canada, China, Hong Kong, Japan, New Zealand, Russia, Singapore

	IG_Target
	Australia (leader), Canada, China, Hong Kong, Japan, Korea, New Zealand, Russia


13.6
The Committee noted the list of on-going and scheduled projects prepared by the APCIS Manager (PSCC11/WP.7) and requested the MOU-SWG to determine priorities of the different project.

14
Election of the chairman for future Committee meetings

14.1
The Committee noted that the current chairman, Mr. K. M. Varghese (Hong Kong), was to retire from his administration and no longer available for chairmanship of the Committee (PSCC11/14A). The Committee expressed its deep appreciation for his able chairmanship during the past three meetings, and wished him for his happy retirement and successful future activity.

14.2
In accordance with rule 4.1 of its Rules of Procedure, the Committee unanimously elected Mr. John Mansell (New Zealand) for the chairman of the Committee for the next three meetings.

15
Any other business

Nautical chart

15.1
The Committee took note of the submission by Japan (PSCC11/15A) recommending ships visiting the Japanese ports to carry latest nautical charts (WGS-84).

15.2
The delegation of New Zealand stated that their PSCOs would check whether the ships visiting their ports carry the above charts.

Accidents with lifeboats

15.3
The Committee took note of the submission by Australia (PSCC11/15B) on the accidents involving lifeboats. 

Information about ship IMO No. 8712362

15.4
The Committee noted that the APCIS Manager (PSCC11/15C) was dealt with under agenda item 8.1 (see paragraph 8.1.2.26).

Analysis of deficiency data

15.5
The Committee took note of the submission of Japan (PSCC121/15D) pointing out differences of the deficiency percentages under the category of deficiencies among the PSC results carried out by the Tokyo MOU, Paris MOU and US Coast Guard.

15.6
The Committee requested the Secretariat to bring this information to the attention of the IMO Workshop.

Progress on the development of the maritime framework convention

15.7
The Committee took note of the report submitted by Japan (PSCC11/15E) on the recent development of the maritime framework convention under the ILO.

Follow-up actions emanating from PSCC11

15.8
Follow-up actions emanating from PSCC11 to be taken by the Authorities, Chairman and the Secretariat during the intersessional period are summarized in the table in Annex 8.

Excursion
15.9
During the meeting the Authority of Philippines organized:

.1
Manila city tour on Sunday, 9 June 2002; and

.2
excursion to the Coconuts Plantation in Villa Escuero on Wednesday, 12 June 2002.   

All delegation enjoyed the excursions.

Closure of the meeting

15.10
The Chairman thanked the Authority of Philippnes for the excellent host facilities provided and the Secretariat for the assistance rendered.

15.11
The representative from the Authority of Philippines expressed thanks to all delegations for their support and co-operation.

15.12
The meeting was closed on 13 June 2002 at 1245 hours.

* * *
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