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Sayı   : 38591462-410.01-2021-2226 10.08.2021
Konu : Paris ve Tokyo MoU Yoğunlaştırılmış Denetim 

Kampanyasına Hazırlık Kılavuzu

Sirküler No: 834

Sayın Üyemiz,

Uluslararası Deniz Ticaret Odası'ndan (International Chamber of Shipping-ICS) alınan 
09.08.2021 tarih ve MC(21)69 sayılı Ek'te sunulan yazıda; 

Paris ve Tokyo Memorandumlarında (MoU) 1 Eylül–30 Kasım 2021 tarihleri arasında 
"Stabilite" alanında Yoğunlaştırılmış Denetim Kampanyası (CIC) uygulanacağı bildirilmektedir. 

Yazıda devamla, Paris ve Tokyo MoU'ları dışındaki diğer Liman Devleti Denetim 
Memorandumlarının da aynı periyotta "Stabilite" alanında CIC uygulayabileceği belirtilmekte olup, 
gemi sahipleri ve gemi işletmecilerinin söz konusu denetim çalışmalarına hazırlıklı olunması 
maksadıyla ICS Sekreterliği tarafından geliştirilerek Paris ve Tokyo Mou'ları tarafından yayımlanan 
standart kontrol listesi temel alınarak hazırlanan kılavuz Ek'te sunulmaktadır.

Bilgilerinize arz/rica ederim.

Saygılarımla,
 

İsmet SALİHOĞLU
Genel Sekreter 

Ek:İlgi Yazı ve Ekleri (22 sayfa)

Dağıtım:
Gereği:
- Tüm Üyeler (WEB sayfası ve e-posta ile)
- İMEAK DTO Şube ve Temsilcilikleri
- Türk Armatörler Birliği
- S.S. Gemi Armatörleri Motorlu Taşıyıcılar Kooperatifi
- GİSBİR (Türkiye Gemi İnşa Sanayicileri Birliği 
Derneği)
- Gemi, Yat ve Hizmetleri İhracatçıları Birliği
- VDAD (Vapur Donatanları ve Acenteleri Derneği)
- KOSDER (Koster Armatörleri ve İşletmecileri Derneği)
- ROFED (Kabotaj Hattı Ro-Ro ve Feribot İşletmecileri 
Derneği)
- TAİS (Türk Armatörleri İşverenler Sendikası)
- Türk Uzakyol Gemi Kaptanları Derneği
- GEMİMO (Gemi Makineleri İşletme Mühendisleri 

Bilgi:
- Yönetim Kurulu Başkan ve Üyeleri
- İMEAK DTO Şube YK Başkanları
- İMEAK DTO Meslek Komite Başkanları
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Odası)
- TMMOB GMO (Gemi Mühendisleri Odası)
- İ.T.Ü. Denizcilik Fakültesi Mezunları Derneği
- İMEAK DTO 35 No'lu Meslek Grubu Üyeleri



Registered Office Walsingham House, 35 Seething Lane, London, EC3N 4AH
Registered in England and Wales No. 2532887

Walsingham House
35 Seething Lane

London
EC3N 4AH

Tel +44 20 7090 1460

info@ics-shipping.org | ics-shipping.org 

This Circular and its attachments (if any) are confidential to the intended recipient and may be privileged. 
If you are not the intended recipient, you should contact ICS and must not make any use of it.

9 August 2021                                                                                                      MC(21)69

TO:    MARINE COMMITTEE 

Copy: All Full and Associate Members (for information)

INFORMATION AND GUIDANCE TO ASSIST WITH PREPARATIONS FOR THE 
CONCENTRATED INSPECTION CAMPAIGN (CIC) ON “STABILITY IN GENERAL” 
BEING HELD FROM 1 SEPTEMBER TO 30 NOVEMBER 2021

Action Required: Members are invited to note and disseminate, as soon as possible, 
the information and guidance developed by ICS to assist shipowners and operators 
with preparations for the Concentrated Inspection Campaign (CIC) on “Stability in 
General” being conducted by the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU from 1 September to 30 
November 2021.

Members are advised that the Member Authorities of the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU will 
conduct a Concentrated Inspection Campaign (CIC) on “Stability in General” from 1 
September to 30 November 2021.

The ICS Secretariat has developed the information and guidance to assist shipowners and 
operators with preparations for PSC inspections involving the CIC (Annex A). It has been 
prepared based on the standard questionnaire released for the CIC by the Paris MoU and 
Tokyo MoU on 23 July 2021 (Annex B).

Members are advised that other PSC MoUs have indicated that they may also conduct 
CICs on “Stability in General” during the same period. It is anticipated they will use the 
same (or similar) questionnaire.

Any issues experienced during the CIC or comments on its conduct by PSC are requested 
to be reported to the undersigned ( jonathan.spremulli@ics-shipping.org ).

Jonathan Spremulli               
Principal Director - Marine             

Gelen Tarih Sayı: 09.08.2021 - 3310

mailto:info@ics-shipping.org
http://www.ics-shipping.org/
mailto:jonathan.spremulli@ics-shipping.org
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Information and guidance to assist with preparations for the 
Concentrated Inspection Campaign (CIC) on 

“Stability in General” 

 
Introduction  
 
This document provides information and guidance to assist shipowners and operators with 
preparations for Port State Control (PSC) inspections involving the Concentrated Inspection Campaign 
(CIC) on “Stability in General”.  
 
The Member Authorities of the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU will conduct a Concentrated Inspection 
Campaign (CIC) on “Stability in General” from 1 September to 30 November 2021.  
 
According to the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU, the purpose of the CIC is to: 

 

• confirm that the ship’s crew are familiar with assessing the actual stability condition on completion 

of cargo operations before departure of the ship and on all stages of the voyage; 

 

• create awareness among the ship’s crew and owners about the importance of calculating the actual 

stability condition of the ship on completion of cargo operations and before departure of the ship; 

and 

 

• verify that the ship complies with intact stability requirements (and damage stability requirements, 

if applicable) under the relevant IMO instruments. 

 

CICs are an annual initiative of the PSC MoUs which are designed to focus PSC inspections during a 

three-month period on specific topics where either high levels of deficiencies have been encountered 

in recent years, or where new international regulations have entered into force. In this instance the 

CIC was instigated in view of several recent stability related incidents, the primary contributing factor 

in all these incidents was concluded as being “a lack of assessment that the ship had adequate stability 

upon completion of cargo operations and before departure of the ship”. 

The results of the CIC are expected to be released by the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU in mid-2022, and 

will be formally reported to the IMO Sub-Committee on Implementation of IMO Instruments for 

information. 
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Standard questionnaire for the CIC 

A standard questionnaire has been jointly developed by the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU for use by Port 

State Control Officers (PSCOs) during the CIC. It was issued by means of press releases dated 23 July 

2021, with a copy reproduced on page 3 of this document. 

Specific information and guidance is provided for each question on the standard questionnaire. It 

should not be seen in any way as superseding or replacing any relevant information or guidance 

provided by flag States or other advice on compliance with statutory requirements or preparations for 

PSC inspections. 

All the questions require a “Yes”, “No” or “Not Applicable” answer to be recorded by the PSCO. Where 

a “No” is recorded, a relevant deficiency will be recorded in the inspection report. If a “NO” is recorded 

for questions marked with an “*”, the ship may be considered for detention. It is also to be noted that 

questions 7 and 8 are for information purposes only and it is expected that no deficiency should be 

assigned if the either question is answered “No” . 

Other PSC MoUs have indicated that they may also conduct CICs on “Stability in General”. It is 

anticipated they will use the same, or a similar, questionnaire. 

Applicability of the CIC  

The CIC will be conducted on ships eligible or due for PSC inspection in ports of the Member 

Authorities of the Paris MoU and Tokyo MoU during the period of the CIC. Ships should be targeted 

for inspection in accordance with the normal methods used by national PSC authorities. A ship should 

be subject to only one inspection involving the standard questionnaire during the period of the CIC.  

A PSC inspection involving the standard questionnaire is likely to be combined with a normal PSC 

inspection of a ship. As such, the specific focus of a CIC does not preclude that the PSC inspection will 

also include verification for compliance with other applicable international requirements. 

Relevant IMO instruments and Relevant IMO guidance 

See information provided with guidance related to each individual CIC question. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Disclaimer 

This document is intended as voluntary advice which shipowners and operators are not in any way obligated to accept, although they 
are invited to consider its value in the context of preparations for the Concentrated Inspection Campaign (CIC) on “Stability in General” 
being held from 1 September to 30 November 2021. 
  
While the information in this document has been developed using the best information sources currently available, it is intended purely 
as information and guidance to be used at the user’s own risk. No responsibility is accepted by ICS or by any person, firm, corporation or 
organisation who or which has been in any way concerned with the furnishing or supply of information, compilation, publication or 
authorised translation of this information, for the accuracy of the information herein, or for any omission or for any consequences 
whatsoever resulting directly or indirectly from using the information contained herein even if caused by want of due diligence or 
reasonable care. 
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Question 1 
 
“Q1*- Has the ship been provided with approved and correct stability 
information which can be understood and easily used by the Master and 
loading officer?” 
  
This question addresses the availability and accuracy of approved stability information 
onboard the ship and the ability of the Master and loading officer to use it. The 
International Convention on Load Lines, 1966, as modified by the 1988 Protocol relating 
thereto, as amended (ICLL) Regulation 10.1) and 2) states that the Master shall be supplied 
with sufficient information, in an approved form, giving guidance for the stability of the ship 
under varying conditions of service and to avoid the creation of unacceptable stresses. The 
PSCO will ensure that the approved Stability Booklet and strength data, if needed, is on 
board and where required, an approved Loading Manual is on board. 
 

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, 
the ship may be considered for detention. 

  

Preparations  
 
Ships should ensure that:  
 

• They can demonstrate they have been provided with stability information approved by 
the Administration or Recognised Organisation acting on behalf of the Administration; 

• The approved stability information can be understood by the Master and loading officer; 
and 

• They can show whether the approved stability information has been amended to 
consider any alterations to the ship’s structure.  

 

Inspection  
 
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO: 
 

• The stability information approved by the Administration or Recognised Organisation 
acting on behalf of the Administration; 

• The Master and loading officer understand and can correctly use the approved stability 
information provided; and 

• Where the approved stability information has been amended, and re-approved, to 
consider any relevant alterations to the ship’s structure that could affect the ships 
stability. 

 
Relevant references in IMO instruments and IMO guidance 

• ICLL 1988 Protocol / ANNEX I / Reg. 10 (for ships constructed on or after 21/07/1968 and 
before 01/01/2005)  

• ICLL 2003 Amend / ANNEX I / Reg. 10 (for ships constructed on or after 01/01/2005)  
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• SOLAS 1960 / Chapter II / Reg. 19 (for ships constructed before 25-5-1980)  

• SOLAS 1974 Convention / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 19 (for ships constructed On or after 25-5-
1980 Before 1-9-1984)  

• SOLAS 1981 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 22 (for ships constructed On or after 1-9-1984 
Before 29-4-1990)  

• SOLAS 1988 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 22 (for ships constructed On or after 29-4-1990 
Before 1-2-1992)  

• SOLAS 1989/1990 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 25-8 (for ships constructed On or after 1-2-
1992 Before 1-1-2009)  

• SOLAS 2006 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 5-1 (for ships constructed On or after 1-1-2009 
Before 1-7-2020)  

• SOLAS 2017 Amendment (98th) / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 5-1 (for ships constructed on or after 
1-7-2020)  

• SOLAS 2008 Amend, Ch.II-1, Reg.5-1 (S 74 Ch.II-1, Reg.19 / S 81 Ch.II-1, Reg.22)  

• SOLAS Ch.VI 1991/1992, Reg.9, Grain code Part A, 6  

• HSC Code 2000 Section 2.7.3 
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Question 2 
 
“Q2*- Is the data used in the stability check for departure complete and 
correct?” 
  
This question addresses the ships loading condition and specifically the accuracy of the data  
used in the stability calculation. 
 

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, 
the ship may be considered for detention. 

  

Preparations  
 
Ships should ensure that:  
 

• With respect to the ships loading condition that all the data input is accurate and correct.  
 

Inspection  
 
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO: 
 

• That the correct light weight, including the position (LCG, VCG, TCG) of the ship has been 
applied in the stability calculation; 

• That the correct density of liquids such as fuels (MGO/HFO), ballast water, fresh water 
has been used in the stability calculation; 

• That the correct local water density in which the ship is sitting has been used for the 
stability calculation (dock water, sea water, fresh water); 

• That correct cargo information has been used for the stability calculation including: 
- Verified Gross Mass (Containers) 
- Stowage Factor and Gross mass (Bulk and general cargo) 
- Specific gravity/density (Liquid cargo) 
- Number of vehicles, weight, VCG/LCG of freight vehicles (Ro-Ro cargo) 
- Number of passengers (Passenger ships) 

• That correct tank content volumes have been used for the stability calculation (cargo and 
ballast); 

• That the VCG/LCG have been applied correctly in the stability calculation; 

• That the correction for trim has been applied for obtaining ballast and fuel tank volumes; 

• That the effect of free surface of partially filled tanks has been considered in the stability 
calculation; 

• That the effect of the adverse environmental conditions such as ship’s deck and 
superstructure icing has been considered in the stability calculation. 

• That if the vessel has undergone alterations such as the installation of additional 
equipment or structures (e.g. scrubbers, cranes etc) which materially affects the 
lightweight data for the ship then the amended lightweight data (reflecting the 
alterations) is contained  in approved stability information provided to the master. 
(reference SOLAS Ch.II-1 Reg.5.4 and ILLC Annex I Reg.10.4) 
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Relevant references in IMO instruments and IMO guidance 

• ICLL 2008 Amend / Chapter I / Reg. 1SOLAS 2014 Amend, Chapter VI, Reg 2; 

• 2008 IS CODE 2018 Amend / PART A / Chapter 2 (for ships constructed on or after 
1.7.2010); 

• SOLAS 2008 Amend, Chapter II-1, Reg.20.1; 

• SOLAS 2006 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 20 (passenger ships constructed on or after 
1.1.2009 before 1.7.2020); 

• SOLAS 2017 Amendment (98th) / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 20 (passenger and cargo ships 
constructed on or after 1.7.2020); 

• SOLAS 1988 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8.7.4 (for passenger ship constructed On or 
after 29-4-1990 Before 1-10-1994 – retroactive requirement); 

• SOLAS 1991/1992 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8.7.4 (for passenger ship constructed 
On or after 1-10-1994 Before 1-7-1997); 

• SOLAS 1994/1995 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8.7.4 (for passenger ships constructed 
On or after 1-7-1997 Before 1-7-1998); 

• SOLAS 1996-1998 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8.7.4 (for passenger ships constructed 
On or after 1-7-1998 Before 1-1-2009); 

• GRAIN Code/Annex/Part A/7; 

• SOLAS 1960/Chapter II/Reg. 19 (for ships constructed before 25-5-1980); 

• SOLAS 1974 Convention/Chapter II-1/Reg. 19 (for ships constructed On or after 25-5-
1980 Before 1-9-1984); 

• SOLAS 1981 Amend /Chapter II-1/Reg. 22 (for ships constructed On or after 1-9-1984 
Before 29-4-1990); and 

• SOLAS 1988 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 22 (for ships constructed On or after 29-4-
1990 Before 1-2-1992) 
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Question 3 
 
“Q3*- Does the ship comply with the stability criteria as applicable to the 
ship type?” 
  
This question addresses the ships compliance with the applicable stability criteria. Checks 
for compliance will be made for the current and past loading conditions. 
 

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, 
the ship may be considered for detention. 

  

Preparations  
 
Ships should ensure that:  
 

• It can be demonstrated that the current and past loading conditions of the ships 
complied with the applicable stability criteria; 

• Have available examples of previous loading conditions similar to the current loading 
condition to show the PSCO for comparison purposes between stability calculations; 

• On ships which are required to comply with damage stability requirements, use of the 
damage stability booklet/ stability instrument incorporating the damage stability criteria 
can be demonstrated. 

 

Inspection  
 
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO: 
 

• Evidence of loading condition compliance with stability criteria for recent loading 
conditions and/or the current/planned loading conditions; 

• Previous records of loading conditions similar to the current loading condition for 
comparison purposes between stability calculations; and 

• On ships which are required to comply with damage stability requirements, use of the 
damage stability booklet/ stability instrument incorporating the damage stability criteria. 

 
Notes 
 
All passenger ships regardless of size and all cargo ships having a length of 24m and upwards 
shall comply with the intact stability criteria and those ships constructed on or after 01-July-
2010 shall comply with the requirements of Part A of the 2008 Intact Stability Code. 
 
Where a ship must comply with both intact and damage stability criteria it is essential that 
loading conditions are verified for compliance with both sets of criteria and not just those 
for intact stability. The following types of ships are required to comply with damage stability 
requirements: 

- Passenger ships 
- Cargo ships constructed on or after 01-Jan-2009 of 80m and more in length 
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- Cargo ships constructed on or after 01-Jul-1998 of 80m and more in length 
- Cargo ships constructed on or after 01-Feb-1992 of 100m and more in length 
- Oil tankers, chemical tankers and Gas carriers 

 
Relevant references in IMO instruments and IMO guidance 

Intact stability: 

• ICLL Chapter I, Reg 1/ANNEX I/ Reg.27; 

• SOLAS 2008 Amend, Ch.II-1, Reg.5-1 (S 74 Ch.II-1, Reg.19 / S 81 Ch.II-1, Reg.22); 

• SOLAS Ch.VI, Reg.9, Grain code Part A 7; 

• SOLAS 1988 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 22 (For ships constructed On or after 29-4-
1990 Before 1-1-2009 – retroactive requirement); 

• SOLAS 2006 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 5 (for ships constructed On or after 1-1-
2009 Before 1-7-2010); 

• SOLAS 2008 Amend, Ch.II-1, Reg.5.-1 (for ships constructed On or after 1-7-2010 
Before 1-7-2020); and 

• SOLAS 2017 Amendment (98th) / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 5 (for ships constructed on or 
after 1-7-2020) 

 
Damage stability for passenger ships: 

• SOLAS 1974 Convention / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 7 (passenger ships constructed on or 
after 25-5-1980 Before 1-9-1984); 

• SOLAS 1981 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8 (passenger ships constructed on or after 1-
9-1984 Before 29-4-1990); 

• SOLAS 1988 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8.1(passenger ships constructed on or after 
29-4-1990 Before 1-10-1994); 

• SOLAS 1991/1992 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8 (passenger ships constructed on or 
after 1-10-1994 Before 1-7-1997); 

• SOLAS 1994/1995 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8 (passenger ships constructed on or 
after 1-7-1997 Before 1-7-1998); 

• SOLAS 1996-1998 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8 (passenger ships constructed on or 
after 1-7-1998 Before 1-1-2009); 

• SOLAS 2006 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 8 (passenger ships constructed on or after 1-
1-2009 Before 1-7-2020); and 

• SOLAS 2018 Amendment (99th) / CHAPTER II-1 / Reg. 8 (passenger ships constructed 

on or after 1-7-2020). 

Damage stability for cargo ships: 

• SOLAS 1989/1990 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 23-1 (cargo ships constructed On or 

after 1-2-1992 Before 1-1-2009); 

• SOLAS 1996-1998 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 25-1 (cargo ships constructed On or 

after 1-7-1998 Before 1-1-2009); and 

• SOLAS 2006 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 5-1 (cargo ships constructed On or after 1-1-

2009 Before 1-7-2020). 
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Question 4 
 
“Is there evidence to show that the Master or responsible officer can 
determine the stability of the ship under varying conditions of service using 
the approved stability information provided on board?” 
  
This question addresses the Master or responsible officer’s ability to be able to determine 
the stability of the ship under varying conditions of service. 
 

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, 
the ship may be considered for detention. 

  

Preparations  
 
Ships should ensure that:  
 

• It can be demonstrated that the Master and the officer(s) responsible for cargo 
operations have received familiarisation training on carrying out stability calculations and 
in using the stability instrument (if applicable); 

• It can be demonstrated that the Master or the officer(s) in charge is/are familiar with the 
verification and calculation of ship’s stability; 

• It can be shown that the Master has been supplied with stability information necessary 
to facilitate rapid and simple processes to obtain accurate guidance as to the stability of 
the ship under varying conditions of service; 

• It can be demonstrated that the effect of free surface of partially filled tanks has been 
taken into account correctly in stability calculations by the officer in charge; 

• It can be demonstrated that all applicable stability criteria have been applied in stability 
calculations for all loading conditions including the standard loading conditions detailed 
in section 3.4 of the 2008 IS Code (International Code on Intact Stability, 2008) as follows: 
 
Cargo ship: 
1. ship in the fully loaded departure condition, with cargo homogeneously distributed 
throughout all cargo spaces and with full stores and fuel; 
2. ship in the fully loaded arrival condition with cargo homogeneously distributed 
throughout all cargo spaces and with 10% stores and fuel remaining; 
3. ship in ballast in the departure condition, without cargo but with full stores and fuel; 
and 
4. ship in ballast in the arrival condition, without cargo and with 10% stores and fuel 
remaining. 
 
Cargo ship intended to carry deck cargoes: 
1. ship in the fully loaded departure condition with cargo homogeneously distributed in 
the holds and with cargo specified in extension and mass on deck, with full stores and 
fuel; and 
2. ship in the fully loaded arrival condition with cargo homogeneously distributed in holds 
and with a cargo specified in extension and mass on deck, with 10% stores and fuel 
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Inspection  
 
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO: 
 

• That the Master and the officer(s) responsible for cargo operations have received 
familiarisation training on carrying out stability calculations and in using the stability 
instrument (if applicable); 

• That the Master or the officer(s) in charge is/are familiar with the verification and 
calculation of ship’s stability; 

• That the Master has been supplied with stability information necessary to facilitate rapid 
and simple processes to obtain accurate guidance as to the stability of the ship under 
varying conditions of service; 

• That the effect of free surface of partially filled tanks has been taken into account 
correctly in stability calculations by the officer in charge; 

• That all applicable stability criteria have been applied in stability calculations for all 
loading conditions including the standard loading conditions detailed in section 3.4 of the 
2008 IS Code (International Code on Intact Stability, 2008) as follows: 
 
Cargo ship 
 
1. ship in the fully loaded departure condition, with cargo homogeneously distributed 
throughout all cargo spaces and with full stores and fuel; 
2. ship in the fully loaded arrival condition with cargo homogeneously distributed 
throughout all cargo spaces and with 10% stores and fuel remaining; 
3. ship in ballast in the departure condition, without cargo but with full stores and fuel; 
and 
4. ship in ballast in the arrival condition, without cargo and with 10% stores and fuel 
remaining. 
 
Cargo ship intended to carry deck cargoes 
 
1. ship in the fully loaded departure condition with cargo homogeneously distributed in 
the holds and with cargo specified in extension and mass on deck, with full stores and 
fuel; and 
2. ship in the fully loaded arrival condition with cargo homogeneously distributed in holds 
and with a cargo specified in extension and mass on deck, with 10% stores and fuel 

 
Notes 
 
Where the master or responsible officer is not able to understand the stability information 
and calculate ship’s stability, detention will be considered by the PSCO 
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Relevant references in IMO instruments and IMO guidance 

• STCW Code Section A-VIII/2, Part 5 (102.6); 

• SOLAS 1960 / Chapter II / Reg. 19 (for ships constructed before 25-5-1980); 

• SOLAS 1974 Convention / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 19 (for ships constructed On or after 25-5-
1980 Before 1-9-1984); 

• SOLAS 1981 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 22 (for ships constructed On or after 1-9-1984 
Before 29-4-1990); 

• SOLAS 1988 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 22 (for ships constructed On or after 29-4-1990 
Before 1-2-1992); 

• SOLAS 1989/1990 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 25-8 (for ships constructed On or after 1-2-
1992 Before 1-1-2009); 

• SOLAS 2006 Amend / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 5-1 (for ships constructed On or after 1-1-2009 
Before 1-7-2020); and 

• SOLAS 2017 Amendment (98th) / Chapter II-1 / Reg. 5-1 (for ships constructed on or after 
1-7-2020) 
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Question 5 
 
“Q5*- If the ship is provided with a Stability Instrument, is it approved by the 
Administration?” 
  
This question addresses whether a stability instrument provided on board the ship has been 
approved by the Administration or a Recognised Organisation (RO) on their behalf. 
 

If a “No” is recorded by the PSCO for this question, 
the ship may be considered for detention. 

  

Preparations  
 
Ships should ensure that:  
 

• If a stability instrument is provided onboard evidence can be provided to the PSCO to 
show that is approved by the Administration or a Recognised Organisation acting on 
behalf of the Administration; 

• A document of approval for the stability instrument issued by the Administration is 
provided on board, if applicable 

 

Inspection  
 
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO: 
 

• That if provided the ship’s stability instrument is approved by the Administration or a 
Recognised Organisation acting on behalf of the Administration. 

• The document of approval for the stability instrument issued by the Administration has 
been provided on board, if applicable. 

 
Notes 
 
An approved stability instrument is not a substitute for the approved stability booklet. The 
approved stability instrument is used as a supplement to the approved stability booklet to 
facilitate stability calculations. 
 
 
Relevant references in IMO instruments and IMO guidance 

• SOLAS 2008 Amendments II-1/5.1; 

• Intact Stability Code 2008, Part A, Chapter 2, 2.2;  

• SOLAS 2004 Amendments XII/11.2 (Bulk carriers of L < 150 m, KL ≥ 01.07.2006); 

• MARPOL 2014 Amend (66th) / Annex I / Reg. 28 (oil tankers); 

• BCH 2018 Consolidated Edition / 2.2 - IBC / IBC 2014 Amend / 2.2 (chemical tankers); and 

• GC Code / 2.2 - IGC 2014 Amend / Chapter 2 / 2.2 (gas carriers). 
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Question 6 
 
“Q6- If the ship is provided with a Stability Instrument, does the type of 
stability software in use meet the requirements for the relevant ship type?” 
  
This question addresses whether the stability software installed in a stability instrument, if 
provided,  is appropriate for the type of ship on which the stability instrument is being used. 
 
Preparations  
 
Ships should ensure that:  
 
• The software installed and in use in the stability instrument, if provided onboard, is 

relevant to the ship type (suitability should be able to be determined from the user 
manual for the stability instrument and evidence provided to the PSCO accordingly).   

 

Inspection  
 
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO: 
 

• That the type of stability software in use is relevant to the ship type. 
 
Relevant references in IMO instruments and IMO guidance 

• Intact Stability Code, Part A 2.1.6, 2.1.1, if applicable; 

• SOLAS Ch.XII Reg.11.3 (Bulkers), MARPOL An.I Reg. 28.6 (Tankers), IBC code 2.2.6 
(Chemical tankers), IGC code 2.2.6 (Gas carriers)); 

• SOLAS 2004 Amendments XII/11.2 (Bulk carriers of L < 150 m, KL ≥ 01.07.2006); 

• MARPOL 2014 Amend (66th) / Annex I / Reg. 28 (oil tankers); 

• BCH 2018 Consolidated Edition / 2.2 - IBC / IBC 2014 Amend / 2.2 (chemical tankers); and 

• GC Code / 2.2 - IGC 2014 Amend / Chapter 2 / 2.2 (gas carriers). 
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Question 7 
 
“Q7- Is there evidence on board to show that the master/loading officer 
confirms that the “calculated” displacement and trim corresponds with the 
“observed” draughts?” 
  
This question addresses whether the ships Master/loading officer verify and document the 
ships actual “observed” draughts against the corresponding “calculated” draughts for a 
given loading condition. 
 

This question is included in the CIC for information/data analysis purposes only by the PSC 
MOU. No deficiency should be assigned if the question is answered “No” as there are no 
appropriate corresponding convention references directly relating to this question. 

 
 
Preparations  
 
Ships should be prepared to:  
 
• Demonstrate to what level that the ship’s crew are routinely verifying, and documenting, 

that the calculated draughts, trim and displacement corresponds with the actual 
observed draughts; and 

• Show the draught marks are marked clearly at the bow and the stern. 
 

Inspection  
 
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO: 
 

• That the ship’s crew are routinely verifying, and documenting, that the calculated 
draughts, trim and displacement corresponds with the actual observed draughts. It is 
expected that the PSCO confirm this by checking the previous stability calculation record 
and draught records in the ship’s logbook, voyage plan etc. The PSCO may request the 
Master/Chief Officer to calculate the displacement at the time of the inspection and 
verify whether the observed draughts correspond with the results of the calculation. 

• That the draught marks are marked clearly at the bow and the stern. 
 
Relevant references in IMO instruments and IMO guidance 

None. 
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Question 8 
 
“Q8- If the ship is provided with a Stability Instrument has the accuracy of 
the stability instrument been verified periodically by applying at least one 
approved test condition?” 
  
This question addresses whether, in line with the recommendatory part B of the 2008 IS 
Code, specifically paragraph 4.1.9.1, the stability instrument is verified annually for accuracy 
against at least 1 approved test condition. 
 

This question is included in the CIC for information/data analysis purposes only by the PSC 
MOU. No deficiency should be assigned if the question is answered “No” as the periodical 
verification concerned is only contained in the recommendatory part of the 2008 IS Code 
and is not prescribed in SOLAS Ch. XII Reg.11. 

 
 
Preparations  
 
Ships should be prepared to:  
 
• Demonstrate  whether the accuracy of the stability instrument is being verified annually 

against at least one approved test condition and that the results show that the stability 
instrument is accurate and reliable. 

 

Inspection  
 
Ships should be prepared to show the PSCO: 
 

• whether the accuracy of the stability instrument has been verified by applying at least 
one approved test condition and that the results show that the stability instrument is 
accurate and reliable. 

 
Notes 
 
Paragraph 4.1.9.1 of Part B of the 2008 IS Code reads “It is the responsibility of the ship’s 
master to check the accuracy of the stability instrument at each annual survey by applying 
at least one approved test condition.” However, NB Part B of the 2008 IS Code is 
recommendatory. 
 
It should also be noted that Bulk Carriers of less than 150 m in length are required to be 
provided with standard conditions for testing purpose, however the implementation of a 
periodical test is not prescribed in SOLAS Ch. XII Reg.11. 
 
Therefore, where this question is answered NO, deficiency shall not be pointed out. This 
question is treated for the statistical information purpose. 
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Relevant references in IMO instruments and IMO guidance 

• Intact Stability Code, Part A 2.1.6, B 4.1.9; 

• SOLAS Ch.XII Reg.11.3 (Bulkers), MARPOL An.I Reg. 28.6 (Tankers), IBC code 2.2.6 
(Chemical tankers), IGC code 2.2.6 (Gas carriers)); 

• SOLAS 2004 Amendments XII/11.2 (Bulk carriers of L < 150 m, KL ≥ 01.07.2006); 

• MARPOL 2014 Amend (66th) / Annex I / Reg. 28 (oil tankers); 

• BCH 2018 Consolidated Edition / 2.2 - IBC / IBC 2014 Amend / 2.2 (chemical tankers); 

• GC Code / 2.2 - IGC 2014 Amend / Chapter 2 / 2.2 (gas carriers); 

• SOLAS 2018 Amend (99th) Chapter II-1/Reg. 8.1.3.1. 
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 Press release  
23 July 2021 

LAUNCH OF JOINT CONCENTRATED INSPECTION CAMPAIGN ON 

STABILITY IN GENERAL 

 

The Member Authorities of the Tokyo and the Paris Memoranda of 

Understanding (MoU) on Port State Control will launch a joint Concentrated 

Inspection Campaign (CIC) on Stability (in general). 

The purpose of the campaign on ship’s stability in general is: 

 

  to confirm that the ship’s crew are familiar with assessing the actual stability 

condition on completion of cargo operations before departure of the ship and on 

all stages of the voyage; 

  to create awareness among the ship’s crew and owners about the importance 

of calculating the actual stability condition of the ship on completion of cargo 

operations and before departure of the ship; 

  to verify that the ship complies with intact stability requirements (and damage 

stability requirements, if applicable) under the relevant IMO instruments. 

 

This inspection campaign will be held for three months, commencing from 1 

September 2021 and ending 30 November 2021. The campaign will examine specific 

areas related to the campaign in conjunction with the regular Port State Control 

inspection.  

 

A ship will be subject to only one inspection under this CIC during the period of the 

campaign. 

 

Port State Control Officers (PSCOs) will use a pre-defined questionnaire to assess 

that information and equipment provided onboard complies with the relevant 

conventions, that the master and officers are familiar with operations relating to 

stability (in general) and that equipment is properly maintained and functioning. 

 

If deficiencies are found, actions by the port State may vary from recording a 

deficiency and instructing the master to rectify it within a certain period of time to 
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detaining the ship until the serious deficiencies have been rectified. In the case of 

detention, publication in the monthly detention lists of the Tokyo and Paris MoU 

websites will take place. 

It is expected that the Tokyo and Paris MoUs will carry out approximately 10,000 

inspections during the CIC, but this is subject to any developments during the current 

COVID-19 pandemic. All inspections carried out will be subject to ongoing health and 

safety requirements in individual port States. 

The results of the campaign will be analysed and findings will be presented to the 

governing bodies of both MoUs for submission to the IMO. 
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Paris MOU Tokyo MOU 
Mr. Luc Smulders 
Secretary-General 
Paris MoU on Port State Control 
PO Box 16191 
2500 BD The Hague 
The Netherlands 
Tel: +31-70-4561508 
 
E-mail: secretariat@parismou.org 
Web-site: www.parismou.org 

Mr.  KUBOTA Hideo 
Secretary, Tokyo MOU Secretariat 
Ascend Shimbashi 8F 
6-19-19, Shimbashi, 
Minato-ku, Tokyo 
Japan 105-0004 
Tel: +81-3-3433 0621 
Fax: +81-3-3433 0624 
E-mail: secretariat@tokyo-mou.org 

Web-site: www.tokyo-mou.org 

 

 

Notes to editors: 

 

Paris MOU Tokyo MOU 
 
Regional Port State Control was initiated in 1982 
when fourteen European countries agreed to 
coordinate their port State inspection effort 
under a voluntary agreement known as the Paris 
Memorandum of Understanding on Port State 
Control (Paris MOU). Currently 27 countries are 
member of the Paris MOU. The European 
Commission, although not a signatory to the 
Paris MOU, is also a member of the Committee. 
 
The Paris MoU is supported by a central 
database THETIS hosted and operated by the 
European Maritime Safety Agency in Lisbon. 
Inspection results are available for search and 
daily updating by MoU Members. Inspection 
results can be consulted on the Paris MoU 
public website and are published on the Equasis 
public website. 
 
The Secretariat of the MoU is provided by the 
Netherlands Ministry of Infrastructure and Water 
Management and located in The Hague. 
 

 
The Memorandum of Understanding on Port 
State Control in the Asia-Pacific Region, known 
as the Tokyo MOU, was signed among eighteen 
maritime Authorities in the region on 1 
December 1993 and came into operation on 1 
April 1994. Currently, the Memorandum has 21 
full members, namely: Australia, Canada, Chile, 
China, Fiji, Hong Kong (China), Indonesia, 
Japan, Republic of Korea, Malaysia, the 
Marshall Islands, New Zealand, Panama, Papua 
New Guinea, Peru, the Philippines, the Russian 
Federation, Singapore, Thailand, Vanuatu and 
Vietnam. 
 
The Secretariat of the Memorandum is located 
in Tokyo, Japan. The PSC database system, the 
Asia-Pacific Computerized Information System 
(APCIS), was established. The APCIS centre is 
located in Moscow, under the auspices of the 
Ministry of Transport of the Russian Federation. 
 

 
Port State Control is a check on visiting foreign ships to verify their compliance with international 
rules on safety, pollution prevention and seafarers living and working conditions. It is a means of 
enforcing compliance in cases where the owner and flag State have failed in their responsibility to 
implement or ensure compliance. The port State can require deficiencies to be  corrected, and 
detain the ship for this purpose if necessary. It is therefore also a port State’s defence against 
visiting substandard shipping. 
 

 

 



                                               
Rijnstraat 8 
P.O.  Box 16191 
2500 BD The Hague 
The Netherlands  

 

Telephone: +31 70 456 1508 
E-mail: secretariat@parismou.org 
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Questionnaire for the 2020 CIC on Ship’s Stability in general 
 
 

 
CIC on Ship’s Stability in general 

 

Inspection Authority  

Ship name  IMO Number  

Date of Inspection  Inspection Port  

 
QUESTIONS 1 - 6 ANSWERED WITH A “NO” MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY A RELEVANT DEFICIENCY ON 
THE REPORT OF INSPECTION 

 
No. Questions Yes No  N/A Detention 

1* Has the ship been provided with approved stability information 
which can be understood and easily used by the Master and 
loading officer?  
 

    

2* Is the data used in the stability check for departure complete 
and correct?   

    

3* Does the ship comply with the stability criteria as applicable to 
the ship type? 
 

    

4* Is there evidence to show that the Master or responsible officer 
can determine the stability of the ship under varying conditions 
of service using the approved stability information provided on 
board?  
 

    

5* If the ship is provided with a Stability Instrument, is it approved 
by the Administration?  
 

    

6 If the ship is provided with a Stability Instrument, does the type 
of stability software in use meet the requirements for the 
relevant ship type?  
 

    

 

No. Questions Yes No  N/A 

7 
 
 
Note 1 

[Is there evidence on board to show that the master/loading 
officer confirms that the “calculated” displacement and trim 
corresponds with the “observed” draughts?] 
 

   

8 
 
 
Note 1 

[If the ship is provided with a Stability Instrument, has the 
accuracy of the stability instrument been verified periodically by 
applying at least one approved test condition?] 
 

   

 
If “No” is ticked for questions marked with an asterisk “*”, the ship may be considered for detention 

 
Note 1: Questions 7 and 8 are for information purposes only. 


