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SUMMARY

Executive Summary: 
This paper comments on the proposed amendments to MARPOL Annex V in MEPC 65/7/2 and MEPC 65/7/3.

Strategic direction:
7.1

High-level action:
7.1.2

Planned output:
No related provisions

Action to be taken:
Paragraph 8

Related documents:
 MEPC.219(63), MEPC 65/7/2 and MEPC 65/7/3
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This paper comments on MEPC 65/7/2 and MEPC 65/7/3 and is submitted in accordance with paragraph 6.12.5 of the Guidelines on the organization and method of work of the MSC and the MEPC and their subsidiary bodies (MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.4).
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INTERTANKO has considered the particular issue regarding the regulation and subsequent management of boiler/economizer washdown water and the particular views expressed by the sponsors of MEPC 65/7/2 and MEPC 65/7/3. Recognising the need to fully implement the requirements of the revised Annex V and its 2012 Guidelines contained in MEPC.219(63), and the need for the industry to receive clarity and practical guidance, the following is provided to assist the Committee in reaching an appropriate conclusion on this issue.
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INTERTANKO is of the view that there are two options presented by documents MEPC 65/7/2 and MEPC 65/7/3:

Option 1

Include boiler/economizer washdown water as a discharge essential to the operation of a ship and so permit its discharge (MEPC 65/7/3), and;

Option 2

Include boiler/economizer washdown water as an operational waste and prohibit its discharge (MEPC 65/7/2).

Discussion
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INTERTANKO is not expressing any preference for either of these options in this paper.  However, INTERTANKO is of the view that It is essential that the industry is provided with a clear and agreed decision by the Committee on whichever of the above two options is selected and feels that documents MEPC 65/7/2 and MEPC 65/7/3 provide useful information for the Committee to consider the subject.
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In an effort to assist the Committee in its deliberations and in reaching an agreement on one of the two Options being considered, INTERTANKO would make the following observations relating to some of the discussion points raised in the two submissions:

i. Currently, the general practice is to collect the washdown water in a soot tank which is emptied using an eductor supplied by a sea water pump, e.g. a fire / washdeck pump, thus ensuring considerable dilution of the collected water during discharge to the sea. Any soot that has settled in this tank prior to educting is manually removed and discharged from the vessel as garbage. Best practice dictates that discharge of this water takes place en route and at least 12nm from land;
ii. In MEPC 65/7/2 paragraphs 11 and 14, the co-sponsors suggest that the washdown water should be considered an ‘operational waste’ under MARPOL Annex V and add in their proposed amendment to the Annex V Guidelines, that the ship has the ‘possible’ option of decanting soot water and processing this through the bilge water system. It is noted however that under the definition of operational waste in Annex V, bilge water is excluded;

iii. If the option to decant the soot water and process this through the bilge water system is considered acceptable then the corrosive nature of the washdown water dictates that adequate protection would need to be introduced to avoid damage to the bilge tank and bilge water system, e.g. coatings, valves, gaskets, pumps, OWS and the ODME;
iv. In addition, although boiler/economiser wash water may be left to settle in the soot collecting tank, where soot will gravitate to the bottom of the tank, the remaining clean water will be discoloured and as such will impact on the performance of any ODME sensing cells;
v. MARPOL Annex I, Regulation 1.33 defines “Oily Bilge Water” and includes “water which may be contaminated by oil resulting from things such as leakage or maintenance work in machinery spaces”. The only Oil Record Book (ORB) entry that applies to internal bilge water transfer is D13/14/15 for “discharge overboard, transfer or disposal other wise of bilge water which has accumulated in machinery spaces”. Furthermore, the soot collecting tank is not included on the IOPP Certificate. This then raises the question as to how such a transfer, to a bilge tank from a soot tank, is to be considered? Consideration must be given to the cross-over between Annex V and Annex I when utilising the proposal in the Annex to MEPC 65/7/2, i.e. if washdown water is an ‘operational waste’ in line with Annex V then at what point does it get converted / considered as bilge water in line with Annex I?;

vi. An additional management proposal in the Annex to MEPC 65/7/2 is to retain the decanted soot water on board for eventual discharge to the port reception facility. This form of disposal ashore is based on the presupposition that the washdown water may contain oily substances. In practical terms a ship could install a larger, suitably coated soot water holding tank that allows such waste to be stored for longer periods and then discharged ashore using the standard connection. This proposal however again raises the question as to whether or not this waste now falls within the definitions of an Annex I waste, and;

vii. MEPC 65/7/3 paragraph 6 proposes that the wording of the Annex V Guidelines is amended to exempt economiser washdown water. The proposal is to amend the current term in paragraph 1.7.3 of the Guidelines from “boiler/economiser blowdown” to “boiler/ economiser blowdown and washwater”. In this instance it is understood that “Blow down” relates specifically to discharge of very pure boiler water with traces of treatment chemicals and non-oil sludge. This is therefore different to washdown water. If the Committee were to agree to this option then we would discourage merging of the two types of water and propose separate line items are used in the Guidelines.
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In light of the comments in paragraph 5 above, if the Committee decides to choose Option 2 then the appropriate action with regards to agreed amendments, interpretations or guidelines should include clear and uniform provisions that:
i. assist Administrations in clearly advising the industry on the designation of specific tanks capable of storing boiler/economizer washdown water as well as any necessary pumping and discharge arrangements for discharge to port reception facilities;

ii. take into account any necessary amendments to MARPOL Annex I including the IOPP Certificate, and;. 

iii. advise port authorities on the need to ensure reception facility providers are updated on the requirement to receive and appropriately manage this waste from all ships calling at their ports, berths and terminals.
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If the Committee decides to choose Option 1, and again taking into account the comments in paragraph 5, then the appropriate action with regards to agreed amendments, interpretations or guidelines should specify any additional discharge requirements such as the separation of liquids and solids in the washdown water with the possibility of discharging decanted water en route and 12 nm from nearest land. Any such requirements would also need to consider the comments specific to storage on board and system used for discharge as described in paragraph 5, above. 

Action requested of the Committee
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 The Committee is invited to consider the above during its deliberation of the issue and take into account the additional practical and operational guidance that will be required upon agreement of a particular way forward.  

