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Ref:  (w) Navigation and Vessel Inspection Ciroular NVIC) 498
|, Seversl Marine Safety Officss and Disrict Offices hive vequeaiod additional guidaace on the

2 .-‘I‘l\m bave also been several quastions raised by thq'ﬂcld with regard to the enforcement of the ISM
‘Code. The following questions 20d answers are peovided: .

2 What are of a major non-conform undertthSMCode?-Thedcﬁniﬁonofamajomm.
conformity (IMO Resolution A.788 (19) implemesntation guidelines) i, “an identifiable deviation
which poges a serigus theeat to persoane! or ship safety, or u serious rigk 10 the etrvironment and
requires an immediate corrective action.” For ¢xample, an inoperable fire pump that is repaired prot (o

In addition, the lack of effactive and systematio implomentation of a requircment of the JSM Code is also
Gentidercd 2 major non-conformity. Bvidence should indicats that the basic component(s) in question arc
completely missing (c.2., no 8MS documentation oa board, no iraking program in place). This kind of a
major pan-conformity typicaly takes & longer period of tinse to comect. The identification of amajor

b. Who ean the flag State call in to perform these cxtemal sudits? The flag State can call in anyy RO
that they have authorizad to act on their behaif .
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c. What does & do | dis with the Recognized zation’s (RO) findings? Ifthe
oo'r?disamwmmem'sdaqmimionthmwud’ssmlsinoomplimmwlmhelsucme,
aOO'I‘POrd:uhauhciuuedforthemltndqwtmcpoﬂ(lﬂa’dloft!xewdmmma
deficicocies have been ourreoted). A VPI notics shall also be etstered into MSIS as-per NVIC 498, ongd
thevmlwillbcdmit:dmuyhtodlv.s.pomuzﬁ!dnvmlmpmvide adequate proof of
compliancs with the ISM Code. Inmhnwmdl.ifﬂuwﬁlbdiovad\navmdhnmajorlsum
pon-conformity, and the RO does not issue « major non-canformity 1o the vessel, the vesscl shall be
trealed &s if & mujor nou-conformity were issued,

d. Shovld a represenative from the unit acoompany the muditor during the cxtemal audit? I esources  *
pennit, an ISM truined representative from the uait should accompany the auditor. This will be let 1o
the distretion of the COTP.

e. How long should & vessel be denied gutry to U.$. ports aftec & major man-conformity has been ssued
by the RO, or identified by the COTP? Vessals may only be danied eatry inta U.S. ports until they can
prove campliance with the ISM Code (comectian of ths major non-conformity). Sufficient proof of
compliance will be lcft to the discretion of the stending COTP. All vessels that ara denied catry into

‘U8, ports for non-oomplisnce with the ISM Code ace immeédiately reporied to the other intemationa}
'PSC regimes by G-MOC. - : |

“f. Should the OCMU/COTP issuc i for vessels to correct non-.couformitim discovered
during the oxamination of the SM8? No. Notes sy be entered into MSIS in opder to track

thess deficloncies. Appropriate corrective action can then be verified during future boardings.
Cosrective action deadlines for non-conformities ure et by i company, nof by the port State.

3. If you have eny further questions regarding this matter, pleags call LT Darven Deury at the above tiumber.

ircotion
Encl: (1) ISM Code Enforcement Procadures Flow Chart
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