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1. Purpose 

1.1. This Information Notice draws attention to recurring detainable deficiencies identified 
during Port State Control inspections of Bahamian ships.

1.2. Its purpose is to assist Companies1, Masters and shipboard personnel in identifying 
and addressing readily detectable deficiencies that have resulted in the detention of 
Bahamian ships.

1.3. The deficiencies described in this Notice are based principally on the Bahamas 
Maritime Authority (BMA)’s review of Port State Control detention reports concerning 
Bahamian ships. They are not intended to constitute an exhaustive list of matters that 
may result in detention!

2. Application

2.1. This Notice applies to Bahamian ships subject to Port State Control inspections.

2.2. Companies, Masters and shipboard personnel should use the information in this 
Notice when reviewing the ship’s condition, statutory compliance and operational 
readiness before arrival in port.

2.3. This Notice does not replace applicable international convention requirements, 
Bahamas legislation, the Company’s Safety Management System, statutory surveys 
and/or any port-specific pre-arrival requirements.

1 The ‘Company’ is the entity responsible for the operation and management of the ship in accordance with the ISM 
Code (SOLAS Chapter IX), as applied under the Merchant Shipping Act, 2021. Where the ISM Code is not applicable, the 
Company is the entity recorded as responsible for the operation of the ship in accordance with regulation 5(3)(d) of the 
Merchant Shipping (Registration) Regulations, 2026
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3. General

3.1. The Bahamas Maritime Authority (BMA) as a Flag State Authority is committed to 
ensuring that all Bahamian ships are always fully compliant with international 
Convention requirements and national regulations and fully supports the objectives of 
the PSC inspection process in eliminating sub-standard shipping. 

3.2. Analysis of detainable deficiencies recorded against Bahamian ships has identified the 
following unacceptable, readily identifiable and wholly avoidable deficiencies:

i. Deficiencies/equipment failures have not been reported to the BMA or 
Classification Society (Recognised Organisation) for agreed acceptance pending 
temporary arrangements in place;

ii. Any arrangement that bypasses essential safety or environmental monitoring 
equipment (e.g. “magic pipes” bypassing Oily Water Separator (OWS)/15ppm 
monitor);

iii. Equipment has been poorly maintained, required maintenance or testing has not 
been carried out, or maintenance and testing have not been appropriately 
documented within the shipboard planned maintenance system (PMS);

iv. Crew are unfamiliar with the technical particulars, operational procedures or 
emergency arrangements for essential equipment and systems for which they are 
responsible, or are unable to demonstrate satisfactory operation of such equipment 
during a PSC inspection;

v. Equipment which requires Flag State/Classification Society approval has been fitted, 
modified, removed or structural changes have been made without proper 
consultation with the Flag State/Classification Society/Recognised Organisation;

vi. Critical equipment and systems have not been regularly inspected, tested or 
maintained as required, including fixed fire extinguishing installations, fire doors, 
fire dampers, ventilation closure arrangements, emergency fire pumps and 
lifesaving appliances;

vii. Logbooks, record books, hours of rest records and other documents are incomplete 
or inaccurate. It should be noted that PSC authorities may in some cases instigate 
criminal proceedings for alleged falsification of records where records are 
incomplete or inaccurate (in particular for hours of rest records and Oil Record 
Books).

viii. Navigation conducted in an unsafe manner. Whether by the use of out of date 
publications, incorrect or missing passage plans, or by avoidable violations of the 
COLREGs such as navigation lights, shapes and sound signalling devices not in 
working condition.

ix. MLC-related requirements have not been met, including requirements relating to 
seafarers’ employment agreements, payment of wages, records of hours of work or 
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rest, sanitary facilities, establishment of the ship’s working language and shipboard 
working arrangements.

x. Deficiencies have not been identified, reported, evaluated, corrected, monitored or 
effectively closed out through the ship's Safety Management System, indicating 
ineffective implementation of the ISM Code.

xi. Deficiencies previously identified by Port State Control, Flag State, Recognised 
Organisations, audits, surveys or the Company have not been effectively corrected, 
verified or prevented from recurring, resulting in repeat deficiencies which may 
indicate ineffective implementation of the SMS.

3.3. Individual deficiencies that may not independently warrant detention can collectively 
indicate a more serious safety management concern. Companies should therefore 
ensure that effective shipboard inspections are undertaken and identified deficiencies 
are managed through the SMS. 

3.4. The number of deficiencies that may lead to detention cannot be prescribed. Detention 
depends on the nature and seriousness of the deficiencies, their combined effect on 
the safety of the ship, persons on board or the environment, and whether they indicate 
a failure in the implementation of the SMS. Shipboard inspections should therefore be 
carried out regularly to identify and rectify deficiencies before arrival in port. Where 
immediate rectification is not possible, the deficiency should be reported and 
managed in accordance with the SMS and applicable flag State and Recognised 
Organisation requirements. 

3.5. Further advice is provided in the following sections for recurrent PSC deficiencies 
based on the specific risk area. 

4. International Safety Management (ISM) Code

4.1. Deficiencies related to the implementation and effectiveness of the Safety 
Management System (SMS) continue to be a significant contributor to PSC detention 
involving Bahamian ships. Analysis of recent detention cases indicates that deficiencies 
are frequently not being effectively identified, reported, corrected, verified or 
prevented from recurring through the SMS.

4.2. Technical and operational deficiencies may be identified as ISM-related where they 
provide objective evidence of a failure, or lack of effectiveness, in the implementation 
of the ISM Code. Such deficiencies may be considered individually or collectively.

4.3. Deficiencies which may indicate ineffective implementation of the SMS include, but are 
not limited to:
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i. deficiencies previously identified during PSC inspections, audits, surveys or internal 
inspections not effectively closed out;

ii. repeated deficiencies identified during subsequent inspections;
iii. deficiencies not reported through the SMS;
iv. ineffective corrective actions;
v. inadequate verification of corrective action;
vi. overdue rectification of identified defects;
vii. operation of equipment known to be defective without appropriate risk 

assessment, reporting or authorisation; and
viii. crew unfamiliarity with operational or emergency procedures.

4.4. Particular attention should be given to deficiencies that have previously been identified 
during PSC inspections, Flag State inspections, audits, surveys and internal inspections. 
Effective close-out requires verification that the deficiency has been rectified, its 
underlying cause has been addressed and appropriate action has been implemented 
to prevent recurrence.

4.5. Where an ISM-related deficiency from a previous PSC inspection required corrective 
action within three months and a subsequent PSC inspection takes place more than 
three months later, the PSCO will verify the effectiveness of the corrective action by 
examining the technical or operational areas that led to the original ISM deficiency. If 
the corrective action is found to be ineffective, a new detainable ISM deficiency 
may be raised and a safety management audit may be required before the ship is 
released from detention.

4.6. Companies should recognise that documentary closure of a deficiency alone may not 
be considered sufficient evidence that effective corrective action has been 
implemented. Objective evidence should be available demonstrating that corrective 
actions have been implemented, verified and remain effective.

4.7. A combination of deficiencies that may not individually warrant detention can 
collectively indicate a serious failure or lack of effectiveness in implementation of the 
ISM Code and may result in detention.

4.8. Where technical or operational deficiencies indicate a serious failure, or lack of 
effectiveness, in implementation of the ISM Code, a detainable ISM deficiency may be 
recorded and a safety management audit may be required before the ship is released 
from detention.

5. Fire Safety
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5.1. Fire-safety deficiencies continue to be a significant cause of PSC detention involving 
Bahamian ships. Recurring deficiencies include fixed fire-extinguishing installations, 
fire doors and openings in fire-resisting divisions, emergency fire pumps, fire dampers 
and ventilation closures, maintenance and operation of fire protection systems, means 
of escape and crew performance during fire drills.

5.2. It is a requirement of Regulation 14.2.1 of Chapter II-2 of the International Convention 
for the Safety of Life at Sea, 1974, as amended (SOLAS) that all firefighting equipment 
shall be kept in good order and readily available for use. 

5.3. It is also a requirement of Regulation 11(c) of SOLAS Chapter I that any defects which 
affect the safety of the ship or its continued compliance with statutory requirements 
are to be reported to the flag administration and the Recognised Organisation who 
issued the affected certificate on behalf of the flag administration.

5.4. The deliberate deactivation, isolation or obstruction of firefighting or fire-
prevention systems, without due cause and without appropriate reporting and 
control through the ship’s SMS, is not acceptable. Where such circumstances are 
brought to the attention of the BMA, they will be investigated and, where appropriate, 
further action will be taken.

5.5. The most recurrent recent deficiencies related to fire safety are specifically due to:

i. fixed fire-extinguishing installations that are defective, inadequately maintained or 
cannot be satisfactorily demonstrated;

ii. fire doors and openings in fire-resisting divisions that do not close effectively, have 
damaged seals or securing arrangements, or are held open by unauthorised 
means;

iii. fire dampers, machinery-space openings and ventilation closures that cannot be 
operated locally or remotely as required, do not close effectively, or are obstructed 
or affected by corrosion;

iv. fuel-oil leaks, defective protection of high-pressure fuel lines or inadequate 
cleanliness within machinery spaces;

v. emergency fire pumps and associated pipework that are defective, produce 
insufficient pressure or cannot be satisfactorily demonstrated;

vi. inadequate maintenance or operation of fire protection systems;
vii. obstructed or otherwise inadequate means of escape; and
viii. crew unfamiliarity or unsatisfactory performance during fire drills.

5.6. Fire Doors
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5.6.1. Owners, managers and Masters of Bahamian ships are to ensure that fire doors and 
openings in fire-resisting divisions are maintained in good order and remain readily 
operable. The following deficiencies should be noted in particular:

i. gasket seals badly damaged causing door to not seal correctly; 
ii. doors either do not move at all when operated locally, or close too slowly. Some fire 

doors were flagged for closing too quickly, thus giving personnel insufficient time 
to react in an emergency;

iii. doors are held open by hooks, ropes, wedges or other unauthorised means, or do 
not release and close as designed.

5.7. Fire Dampers

5.7.1. Deficiencies related to fire dampers and ventilation closures may compromise the fire 
integrity of the ship and may warrant detention. Particular attention should be given to 
the following:

i. fire dampers and ventilation closures required to operate remotely can also be 
operated locally, where required;

ii. full closure is verified by examination of the damper or closure and not solely by 
reference to its position indicator;

iii. dampers, closures, operating wires, linkages and securing arrangements are free 
from corrosion, obstruction and damage; and

iv. local and remote position indicators accurately show the position of the damper or 
closure.

5.8. Fuel Oil Leaks

5.8.1. Fuel oil leaks are considered a major deficiency as they present a significant fire risk. 
The presence of fuel oil leaking in combination with various sources of ignition in the 
engine room have resulted in catastrophic fires in the past, which is why fuel oil leaks 
should be contained and repaired as soon as possible.

5.8.2. In addition to the fire risk, leaking fuel also contributes to an unsafe working 
environment for the crew and can increase the risk of slips, trips and falls in the 
workplace. In this regard some PSCOs will record fuel or lube oil leaks as a Maritime 
Labour Convention (MLC) deficiency in addition to the SOLAS aspect.

5.9. Fire Pump and its Pipes

5.9.1. Fire pumps, including emergency fire pumps, are essential firefighting equipment and 
are to be maintained and tested in accordance with statutory requirements and the 
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ship’s PMS. Tests should verify satisfactory starting, operation, pressure and delivery 
through the associated fire main and hoses. 

5.9.2. Should the ship need to take one of the SOLAS required fire pumps out of service due 
to a failure and/or regular service, crew members should be aware of which pump to 
use in the place of the main fire pumps as per Regulation 10.2.2.1 of SOLAS Chapter II-
2 and be able to demonstrate this to the PSCO as required.

5.10. Fixed Fire-Extinguishing Installations

5.10.1. Fixed fire-extinguishing installations are to be maintained, inspected and tested in 
accordance with applicable statutory requirements, the manufacturer’s instructions 
and the ship’s PMS.

5.10.2. Control stations, alarms, time delays, release arrangements, pipework, nozzles, valves 
and associated safety devices are to be maintained in operational condition. 
Instructions for operation should be clearly displayed and understood by responsible 
crew members.

5.10.3. Responsible crew members should be able to demonstrate the operation of the 
system, including associated alarms, shutdowns and release arrangements, without 
compromising the safety of the ship or discharging the extinguishing medium.

5.10.4. Any defect affecting the availability or operation of a fixed fire-extinguishing 
installation is to be promptly reported and managed in accordance with the ship’s SMS 
and applicable flag State and Recognised Organisation requirements.

6. Life Saving Appliances

6.1. Life Saving Appliances (LSA) related deficiencies continue to feature in PSC detentions, 
particularly deficiencies involving lifeboats, rescue boats, launching arrangements, 
operational readiness and crew familiarity with emergency systems.

6.2. The most common recent detainable deficiencies for LSA relate to:

i. the condition and operational readiness of lifeboats;
ii. launching and recovery arrangements for survival craft and rescue boats;
iii. maintenance and inspection of LSA;
iv. operational readiness of lifesaving appliances; and
v. crew familiarity with emergency systems and the operation of LSA.

6.3. Condition and stowage of survival craft. 
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6.3.1. This deficiency has been cited against liferafts and rescue boats. With liferafts, several 
instances were noted of expired hydrostatic release units being in place which the 
crew was unaware of. There was also an instance of excessive lashing on a liferaft 
which would prevent the float free arrangements from operating as designed.  
 

6.3.2. For the rescue boats and particularly with rescue boats which are not lifeboats, 
deficiencies were cited for boats not being connected to the davit at time of inspection. 
While this in itself is not a deficiency, the crew must be able to demonstrate the full 
launching of the rescue boat in the water within the 5 minutes required by Regulation 
14 of SOLAS Chapter III – this must be inclusive of the time it takes to connect the davit 
hook.

6.4. Launching arrangements for survival craft

6.4.1. Launching arrangements have been cited in the past particularly with some frequency 
and several of the deficiencies have been noted as detainable. Most commonly would 
be deficiencies related to the davit. The davit must be able to function as designed and 
this is to include limit switches, condition of wire ropes, emergency source of power 
(including accumulators where applicable). 

6.4.2. The launching arrangements have also been cited because of the resting position of 
the lifeboat at the boarding position. The crew are to ensure that tricing pendants 
and/or other devices to keep the lifeboats alongside are operating as intended.

6.4.3. Inclusive of the launching arrangements would be the recovery requirements for 
rescue boats. This too should be checked by the crew during regular drills. Regulation 
17.4 of SOLAS Chapter III requires a rescue boat to be recovered within 5 minutes. Any 
defects which can affect the davit and/or its motor will also affect the speed of 
recovery.

6.5. Maintenance and inspection of lifesaving appliances.

6.5.1. Lifeboats, rescue boats, release mechanisms, falls, launching appliances and 
associated equipment are to be properly maintained and ready for immediate use. 
Release mechanisms are to be correctly reset following tests. Operational instructions 
are to be displayed inside and outside the survival craft, as applicable.

6.5.2. LSA are to be inspected as per SOLAS requirements and as per the company’s SMS 
procedures. All required inspections and maintenance are to be properly recorded as 
required in the SMS logs and or ships logbook. It is important to remember that during 
an initial inspection it is quite possible that a check of documentation and logbook 
entries can be the extent of the inspection. If documentation and logbook entries are 
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not as required it will trigger a more detailed inspection and could lead to more 
deficiencies being identified.
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6.6. Crew familiarity and operational readiness.

6.6.1. During PSC inspections, crew members may be questioned or required to demonstrate 
their assigned emergency duties and the operation of relevant equipment. Personnel 
assigned duties on the muster list should therefore be familiar with those duties and 
able to operate the relevant lifesaving appliances, launching arrangements and 
release mechanisms. Inadequate familiarity or an unsatisfactory demonstration may 
lead to a more detailed inspection and the identification of further deficiencies.

6.6.2. Operational readiness includes both the condition and availability of the equipment 
and the ability of responsible crew members to demonstrate its operation. Drills, 
familiarisation and on-board training should ensure that personnel can perform their 
assigned duties and operate the relevant equipment without undue delay.

6.6.3. Companies should ensure that drills and familiarisation address the equipment and 
arrangements fitted on the particular ship and that records provide evidence of 
effective participation and assessment rather than attendance alone.

7. MARPOL Annex I (Oil)

7.1. Compliance with Annex I of the International Convention on the Prevention of 
Pollution from Ships 1973, as amended (MARPOL) is one the most common items 
subject to inspection on any PSC inspection. 

7.2. The most common recent deficiencies related to MARPOL Annex I are:

i. Crew unable to demonstrate correct operation of the OWS;
ii. Crew not able to conduct the 15ppm oil content monitor (OCM) function test;
iii. Previous Oil record books (ORB) not available (these should be preserved for a 

period of three years after the last entry has been made);
iv. ORB missing entries of weekly soundings of oil residues in tanks listed in the 

supplement to the IOPP Certificate;
v. Incinerator refractory deteriorated;
vi. Unauthorized modifications to OWS and OCM.

7.3. Deficiencies indicated in 7.2 above may be indicative of failings in the effectiveness or 
implementation of the company’s SMS, which could warrant detention of the ship and 
to a request for additional external audits by PSC prior to the ship being allowed to 
depart port.
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7.4. The BMA recommends that the following steps be considered by the company to 
enhance engine room crew members’ awareness of OWS and 15ppm oil content 
monitor operations and the ORB procedures:

i. Produce a set of clear instructions for Chief Engineer Officers and other Engineering 
Officers with regards to correct and consistent entries in Oil Record Book;

ii. Produce a ship-specific set of instructions addressing correct OWS operation and 
include same within the on-board training program for all engine room crew;

iii. Include bilge holding tank internal inspection and cleaning, where necessary, in the 
ship’s planned maintenance system;

iv. Include OWS and 15ppm oil content monitor operational tests in the ship’s PMS. 
Should such tests be unsuccessful, the BMA and ships Classification Society should 
be informed immediately so that suitable short-term arrangements can be agreed.

7.5. The Australian Maritime Safety Agency (AMSA) has issued specific guidance on their 
interpretation of the installation and testing requirements for oil filtering equipment 
aboard ships. Please refer to AMSA Marine Notice 2024/03 - Testing and inspection of oil 
filtering equipment approved to meet Resolution MEPC.107(49) and Annex 1 of this Notice

8. Pre-Arrival Checklist Online Facility

8.1. The BMA has introduced a new online facility to allow submission of pre-arrival 
checklists for ships calling at designated areas.

8.2. The aim of the checklist is to facilitate the preparation of a ship for possible PSC 
inspections whilst being a reminder of the most commonly recurring areas of serious 
deficiencies recorded in the designated jurisdictions.

8.3. The checklist can be accessed through the link below and shall be submitted at least 48 
hours prior to arrival at an Australian, Chinese or USA port.

FORM060 Checklist2

See specific instructions for submission of the online checklist as outlined in Section 6 
of MN093.

8.4. Should the online checklist submission facility be temporarily unavailable, the Master 
of the ship or the DPA shall contact tech@bahamasmaritime.com with details and 
screenshot of the error message they are getting on online form and seek further 
instructions, not less than 48 hours prior to ETA. 

2 https://www.bahamasmaritime.com/f_psc060/ 

https://www.amsa.gov.au/node/12849
https://www.amsa.gov.au/node/12849
https://www.bahamasmaritime.com/f_psc060/
https://www.bahamasmaritime.com/notices/marine-notices/
https://www.bahamasmaritime.com/f_psc060/
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9. Queries

9.1. Any queries on this Notice may be submitted to tech@bahamasmaritime.com or any 
BMA office.

mailto:tech@bahamasmaritime.com
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Revision History

Version Description of Revision

1.0 First Issue

1.1 Updated branding

1.2 Periodic update and addition of checklist in Annex

1.3

Periodic update including additional deficient items (addition of 3.2.viii, 3.3, 
addition of hold back hooks to section 4.5.i, addition of fire pump deficiency to 
section 4.9, new section 5 (more details regarding LSA deficiencies), section 5 to 
section 6 (unchanged), addition of some COLREG items to checklist under 
navigation), amended 7.1, new section 8, minor editorial corrections

1.4 Added reference to Technical Alert 23-02 at para 7.2

1.5 Correction of formatting error

1.6 Periodic update

1.7 Periodic update and revised section 7 on electronic “Form60”

1.8

Periodic update based on recurring detention trends. Added a new section on 
implementation of the ISM Code and management of recurring deficiencies; 
strengthened provisions relating to corrective action, prevention of recurrence 
and SMS effectiveness; removed pre-arrival checklist and original Annex 1 as it 
is now covered by section 8; renumbered existing Annex 2 as Annex 1; minor 
editorial corrections.
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Annex 1

This Annex was formerly provided as BMA Technical Alert 24-07 and should be read in 
conjunction with:

• Regulations 11 & 14 of Annex I of the International Convention for the Prevention 
of Pollution from Ships, 1973, as amended (MARPOL Annex I)

• International Maritime Organization (IMO) Resolution A.1206(34) Procedures for 
Port State Control, 2025

• IMO Resolution MEPC.107(49) Revised Guidelines and Specifications for Pollution 
Prevention Equipment for Machinery Space Bilges of Ships

• AMSA Marine Notice 2024/03

1. Introduction

1.1. Oil filtering equipment installed on a ship on or after 1 January 2005 shall be approved 
in accordance with Regulation 14 of MARPOL Annex I using the guidelines in 
MEPC.107(49).

1.2. AMSA has recently published its “Marine Notice 2024/03 - Testing and inspection of oil 
filtering equipment approved to meet Resolution MEPC.107(49)” which provides their 
interpretation of the installation and testing requirements for oil filtering equipment 
aboard ships. 

1.3. In accordance with Regulation 11 of MARPOL Annex I and Appendix 3, Part 3, item 2.6.5 
of Resolution A.1206(34), Port State Control Officers (PSCOs) will inspect the condition 
and operation of the oily water separator filtering equipment and relevant alarm, 
stopping device or monitoring arrangements. 

1.4. AMSA Marine Notice 2024/03 describes the inspection process that will be used by 
PSCOs in Australia.

2. AMSA PSC procedure for testing of OWS

2.1. Operational testing of oil filtering equipment will require the equipment to be 
configured to circulate liquid from bilge tank to bilge tank (recirculating facility) and 
provide an effluent sample to the 15ppm bilge alarm – simulating the discharge of 
15ppm bilge separator effluent overboard. When a simulation of effluent sample 
greater than 15ppm is applied, the PSCO will confirm that the alarm is activated, and 
that the automatic stopping device (3-way valve) stops effluent discharge overboard. 
This indicates compliant operation of the system.

https://mf.bahamasmaritime.net/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=1fd8cbac574b307e6d2ea0cf9a7a3875b8ce1d488974229ea8f1ef90b6d51a58&VaultGUID=8A7ABFCE-CCD2-49D8-9190-B5F8650E5B38
https://mf.bahamasmaritime.net/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=1fd8cbac574b307e6d2ea0cf9a7a3875b8ce1d488974229ea8f1ef90b6d51a58&VaultGUID=8A7ABFCE-CCD2-49D8-9190-B5F8650E5B38
https://mf.bahamasmaritime.net/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=b06b71fc6648c23f4caccc9dffb234333b384660f50b980feb591ca894762add&VaultGUID=8A7ABFCE-CCD2-49D8-9190-B5F8650E5B38
https://mf.bahamasmaritime.net/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=b06b71fc6648c23f4caccc9dffb234333b384660f50b980feb591ca894762add&VaultGUID=8A7ABFCE-CCD2-49D8-9190-B5F8650E5B38
https://www.amsa.gov.au/node/12849
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2.2. The PSCO will confirm that there is a flow of effluent sample from the 15ppm bilge 
separator that is truly representative, with adequate pressure and flow, to the 15ppm 
bilge alarm while effluent is being simulated to flow overboard.

2.3. In cases where the flow of effluent sample is not a representative sample, including 
blockage of the sample line or incorrect operation of valves, it is expected that, in 
accordance with MEPC.107(49) requirements, the fail-safe arrangement will activate 
the automatic stopping device (3-way valve) and stop effluent discharge overboard.

2.4. AMSA also noted that various classification societies advocate for the installation of 
“flow sensors” in the 15ppm bilge alarm sample line. The flow sensors activate an 
alarm and operate the automatic stopping arrangements when a truly representative 
sample, with adequate pressure and flow, is not present at the 15ppm bilge alarm. It 
was also noted however that the installation of pressure or flow sensors in the effluent 
sampling line is not specifically required by MEPC107(49).

3. AMSA PSC interpretation

3.1. AMSA’s interpretation is that the failure of the 15ppm bilge alarm to activate the 
automatic stopping device in the absence of a representative sample of the effluent 
represents non-compliance with Resolution MEPC.107(49), in that there is no fail-safe 
arrangement required by technical specification 4.1.3.

4. AMSA Considerations during testing of OWS

4.1. The following sets out AMSA’s considerations when testing oily water separators 
during port state control inspection with respect to two types of systems approved 
under MEPC 107(49):

4.2. MEPC 107(49) approved system that is fitted with an effluent sample flow sensor to 
15ppm bilge alarm.

4.2.1. Operational testing of the equipment is performed by stopping the sample water 
flow to the 15ppm bilge alarm. If the 15ppm bilge alarm does not alarm when 
effluent sample flow is stopped for more than 5 seconds, and the automatic 
stopping device is not activated within 20 seconds, this is considered a failure of 
the oily discharge monitoring and control system and the 15ppm alarm 
arrangements. The ship is likely to be detained until the system complies with 
MARPOL requirements.
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4.3. MEPC 107(49) approved system that is not fitted with an effluent sample flow sensor 
to the 15ppm bilge alarm.

4.3.1. The sample water flow through 15ppm bilge alarm should be unobstructed. All 
valve(s) fitted for sampling line to the 15ppm bilge alarm should be in the normal 
operating position when testing is performed during port state control 
inspections. During the test, the following will be considered:

i. If operational testing of the equipment commences with effluent sample valves 
open, this is evidence of the system being used correctly in service. If there is no 
15ppm bilge alarm and automatic stopping device activation after shutting the 
effluent sample valve, then the equipment is non-compliant. The equipment must 
be made compliant. As a temporary measure, valves to and from 15ppm bilge 
alarm can be secured and sealed open to ensure the flow of effluent sample cannot 
be stopped or manipulated whilst the equipment is operating, as required by MEPC 
107(49) 4.2.10.1.

ii. If operational testing of the equipment commences with the effluent sample valve 
shut or no flow of effluent sample possible through the 15ppm bilge alarm and the 
automatic stopping device does not activate, this is viewed as evidence that wilful 
manipulation of the equipment is possible. As pollution of the environment may 
occur, the ship is likely to be detained until the equipment complies and crew are 
sufficiently familiar with the operation of the system.

iii. If operational testing of the equipment commences with the effluent sample valve 
closed and with clean water, used for cleaning or calibration, flowing through the 
15ppm bilge alarm and the automatic stopping device does not activate, then the 
equipment is non-compliant to MEPC 107(49) 4.2.10.2. The ship may be considered 
for detention until the equipment complies and crew are sufficiently familiar with 
the operation of the system. 

5. BMA Recommendation

5.1. It is highly recommended that companies require engineering officers with 
responsibility for operating the oil-filtering equipment to verify adequate flow and 
pressure through the effluent sampling line as a part of their regular planned 
inspections and tests of the oil-filtering equipment.

5.2. If not already fitted, the company should consider the installation of the flow sensor 
and/or pressure sensor in the effluent sampling line as this would aid officers in 
verifying that a representative sample is flowing through the line. It should be noted, 
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however, that the ship’s Classification Society should be consulted before making 
any changes to the approved arrangements.
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