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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 The twenty-sixth session of the Working Group was held as a remote session 
from 5 October to 13 November 2020, using a combination of correspondence and virtual 
meetings, due to the COVID-19 restrictions. The session was chaired by Mrs. Jeannette 
Gómez Contreras (Netherlands). 

1.2 The meeting was attended by delegates from the following Member Governments: 

BAHAMAS 
BELGIUM 
CANADA 
CHINA 

DENMARK 
EGYPT 
FINLAND 
FRANCE 
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GERMANY  
INDIA 
IRAN 
MALAYSIA 
JAPAN 
MARSHALL ISLANDS 
NETHERLANDS 
NICARAGUA 
NIGERIA 
NORWAY 

PAKISTAN 
PALAU 
PANAMA 
PERU 
SAUDI ARABIA 
SOUTH AFRICA 
SPAIN 
TURKEY 
UNITED KINGDOM 
UNITED STATES 

and by observers from the following non-governmental organizations in consultative status: 

BIMCO 
EUROPEAN CHEMICAL INDUSTRY COUNCIL (CEFIC) 
OIL COMPANIES INTERNATIONAL MARINE FORUM (OCIMF) 
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF INDEPENDENT TANKER OWNERS 
(INTERTANKO) 
DANGEROUS GOODS ADVISORY COUNCIL (DGAC) 
INTERNATIONAL PARCEL TANKERS ASSOCIATION (IPTA) 
THE INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONTRACTORS ASSOCIATION (IMCA) 
WORLD NUCLEAR TRANSPORT INSTITUTE (WNTI) 
INTERNATIONAL TRANSPORT WORKERS' FEDERATION (ITF) 

1.3 The Group adopted its provisional and annotated agenda for the meeting, as set out 
in documents ESPH 26/1 and ESPH 26/1/1, respectively. The provisional timetable, as 
modified at the beginning of the session, is set out in annex 1. 

2 DECISIONS OF OTHER BODIES 

2.1 Under this agenda item, the Group had for its consideration document ESPH 26/2 
(Secretariat), containing information on the outcomes of GESAMP/EHS 57 that bore relevance 
to the work of the ESPH Working Group and informing the Group that MEPC 75 and MSC 102 
had been postponed due to the COVID-19 restrictions.  

OUTCOME OF GESAMP/EHS 57 

2.2 With regard to the outcome of GESAMP/EHS 57, the Group noted the relevant parts 
of document ESPH 26/2. The Group noted that the full report of GESAMP/EHS 57, together 
with the revised GESAMP Composite List had been disseminated as PPR.1/Circ.8. 

New substances 

2.3 The Group was informed that GESAMP/EHS 57, as part of its regular work, had 
considered submissions for 16 new substances and had assigned GESAMP Hazard Profiles 
(GHPs) to 15 of the substances, which had subsequently been added as new entries to the 
GESAMP Composite List (PPR 1/Circ.8, annex 4).  

Existing substances 

2.4 With regard to existing substances, the Group noted that GESAMP/EHS 57 had 
provisionally reviewed the GESAMP hazard ratings for "Potassium chloride (less than 26%)" 
(EHS 2345) and "Sodium bromide solution (less than 50%)" (EHS 2387), based on new data 
received, but as the existing data files for the above-mentioned EHS entries were inaccessible, 
GESAMP/EHS 57 had agreed to keep the provisional re-evaluation in abeyance until the next 
session and only made some minor editorial modifications to the entries. 
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Refinement of column C3 (acute inhalation toxicity) and reassignment of column E1 
from "Tainting of sea food" to "Flammability" 

2.5 The Group noted that GESAMP/EHS 57 had assigned the refined ratings for acute 
inhalation toxicity by splitting them into C3a (vapour/mist or mist only) and C3b (vapour only) 
and had also assigned flammability ratings in column E1 (see also document PPR 7/3, 
paragraphs 2.9 to 2.15).  

2.6 In this context, the Group also noted that the Secretariat had not been able to modify 
the GISIS module in time to accommodate the split C3 column and the reassignment of the E1 
column in the GESAMP Composite List at the conclusion of GESAMP/EHS 57. The ratings for 
the split C3 column and the ratings for the reassigned E1 column are therefore not reflected in 
the Composite List but would be included in a future version once the GISIS bulk chemicals 
module database had been modified. 

Rating by read-across and classification issues 

2.7 The Group noted that GESAMP/EHS 57 had not been able to successfully evaluate 
a submission due to the absence of data for one of the main components and insufficient 
justification for read across, because no or limited attempts had been made to respond to the 
general requirements in the existing guidance included in chapter 3.9 ("Rating by read-across") 
of GESAMP Reports and Studies No.102. 

2.8 The Group also noted that GESAMP/EHS 57 had agreed to consider at a future 
session whether more explicit guidance for manufacturers on how to present read-across data 
and other information to the GESAMP/EHS Working Group might be helpful. 

The assessment of mixtures against the criteria for the new discharge requirement in 
regulation 13.7.1.4 of MARPOL Annex II 

2.9 The Group recalled that PPR 7 had invited GESAMP/EHS to provide advice for a 
recommended way forward when assessing mixtures in Pollution Category Y that are 
persistent floaters with a viscosity equal to or greater than 50 mPa.s at 20ºC and/or with a 
melting point equal to or greater than 0ºC. 

2.10 In this regard, the Group noted that the request by PPR 7 would be considered at 
GESAMP/EHS 58, subject to it not being a remote session, as this matter would require an 
in-depth discussion which was not possible by correspondence.   

OUTCOME OF MEPC 75 AND MSC 102 

2.11 The Group noted that due to the COVID-19 restrictions, MEPC 75 and MSC 102 had 
been postponed and that virtual meetings of the Committees would be held 
from 4 to 11 November 2020, and from 16 to 20 November 2020, respectively. Consequently, 
the action points outlined in paragraph 22 of document PPR 7/22 would not have been 
considered by both Committees until the week after the closing of ESPH 26. 

2.12 In this context, the Group also noted that one of the action points to be endorsed by 
MEPC 75, which the Group considered specifically relevant for the outcome of ESPH 26, was 
the agreement by the Group that to add a qualifier to the product name of a reassessed product 
in List 1 of the MEPC.2/Circular would be the best way forward to permit shipment of 
reassessed chapters 17 and 18 products (paragraph 22.1.9 of PPR 7/22). 
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2.13 As a way forward, with a view to assigning a distinguishing qualifier to products at this 
session and have it reflected in MEPC.2/Circ.26, the Group agreed that product names and 
text associated with the use of a qualifier should be included in brackets in the draft report. 
In this regard, the Group authorized the Secretariat to remove the brackets or delete the text 
within the brackets, as appropriate, depending on the outcome from MEPC 75. 

Revised carriage requirements for methyl acrylate and methyl methacrylate 

2.14 Regarding the draft PPR.1 circular on Revised carriage requirements for methyl 
acrylate and methyl methacrylate that was finalized during PPR 7, the Group noted the 
information provided by the Secretariat that the circular had been issued as PPR.1/Circ.9 in 
consultation with the Chairs of the Committees, as this was regarded as an urgent matter to 
be communicated to the industry well in advanced of the entry into force of the amendments 
to the IBC Code. 

2.15  The Group also noted that the carriage requirements for methyl acrylate and methyl 
methacrylate in the 2020 edition of the IBC Code included special requirements 16.6.1 and 
16.6.2 in column "o" of chapter 17, to ensure that end-users who had access to the IBC Code 
publication only were made directly aware of these special requirements. 

ESPH 27 

2.16 The Group was informed that the holding of an intersessional meeting of the 
ESPH Working Group in 2021 (ESPH 27) had been tentatively scheduled from 11 to 15 October. 

3 EVALUATION OF PRODUCTS 

3.1 The Group recalled that submissions for the evaluation of products should always be 
made using the PPR Product Data Reporting Form, noting that a revision of the form had been 
finalized at ESPH 20 and approved at MEPC 68, and subsequently circulated as 
MEPC.1/Circ.857. The Group further noted that the latest version of this form and the 
spreadsheet used for mixture calculations, both available for download from the IMO website,1 
should be used when preparing submissions for new products. 

3.2 The Group also recalled that when making submissions, it was important to ensure 
that all necessary data was included, with properties or measurements indicated in the units 
shown in the PPR Data Reporting Form, and that the proposed classification and carriage 
requirements were consistent with the data provided. The Group further recalled that should 
there be any deficiencies in the information provided, it had been instructed by 
the PPR Sub-Committee to reject such products for inclusion in the MEPC.2/Circular until the 
full complement of required data had been submitted. 

3.3 The Group noted that 11 products had been submitted for its consideration in for 
inclusion or revision in List 1, as follows: 

.1 Concentrated filtrate of the neutralized reaction product 
of 5-[2-(methylthio)alkyl]imidazolidine-2,4-dione and potassium carbonate, 
submitted by Belgium (ESPH 26/3); 

.2 Choline hydroxide solution, submitted by Belgium (ESPH 26/3/1); 

.3 Sodium chlorate solution (50% or less) submitted by Japan (ESPH 26/3/2); 

1 https://www.imo.org/en/OurWork/Environment/Pages/ChemicalsReportingForms.aspx 
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.4 Isoalkanes (C16-C18), submitted by Finland (ESPH 26/3/3); 

.5 Calcium chloride Solution (less than 35%), submitted by the United Kingdom 
(ESPH 26/3/4); 

.6 Sodium chloride solution, submitted by the United Kingdom (ESPH 26/3/5); 

.7 alpha-Olefins (C12+), mixture, submitted by the United States 
(ESPH 26/3/6); 

.8 Polyalkene sulphonic acid (C16-C18), sodium salt, submitted by the United 
States (ESPH 26/3/7); 

.9 Tricyanohexane, submitted by the United States (ESPH 26/3/8); 

.10 Creosote (coal tar), submitted by CEFIC (ESPH 26/3/11); and 

.11 Sodium dodecylpoly(oxyethylene) sulphate solution, submitted by the United 
Kingdom (ESPH 26/3/13). 

3.4 The Group further noted that there were three new product submissions for evaluation 
as List 3 substances to this session, as follows: 

.1 Eastman VersaMax(TM) Plasticizer, submitted by the United States 
(ESPH 26/3/9); 

.2 CORR01036F2, submitted by the United Kingdom (ESPH 26/3/10); and 

.3 GT-7602, submitted by Norway (ESPH 26/3/12). 

PURE OR TECHNICALLY PURE PRODUCTS AND MIXTURES ASSESSED AS A WHOLE (LIST 1) 

3.5 The results of the Group's deliberations with regard to the evaluation of List 1 products 
are set out in paragraphs 3.6 to 3.37. 

Concentrated filtrate of the neutralized reaction product 
of 5-[2-(methylthio)alkyl]imidazolidine-2,4-dione and potassium carbonate 

3.6 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3 (Belgium), setting out the proposed 
carriage requirements for "Concentrated filtrate of the neutralized reaction product 
of 5-[2-(methylthio)alkyl]imidazolidine-2,4-dione and potassium carbonate". 

3.7 Following consideration, the Group noted that the product had an "NI" (no information) 
rating in column C2 (dermal toxicity) in the GESAMP Hazard Profile and that according to the 
"Decisions with regard to the categorization and classification of products" (paragraph 1.4 in 
the annex to PPR.1/Circ.7), this is regarded as insufficient data to permit proper classification. 

3.8  As a result of the missing information, the Group was unable to assess the product, 
and agreed to invite industry to prepare a new submission to GESAMP/EHS 58. In order to 
facilitate the continued transport of the product, the Group agreed to extend the expiry date of 
the tripartite agreement by 1 year, to 31 December 2021, pointing out that this was not a regular 
practice. 
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Choline hydroxide solution 

3.9 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3/1 (Belgium), setting out the proposed 
carriage requirements for "Choline Hydroxide Solution". 

3.10 Following consideration, the Group noted that the product had an ̋ NIʺ rating in column 
C2 (dermal toxicity) in the GESAMP Hazard Profile. As a result of the missing information, the 
Group was unable to assess the product, and agreed to invite industry to prepare a new 
submission to GESAMP/EHS. The Group also noted that the expiry date of the tripartite 
agreement for the product was 31 December 2022, so it was not necessary to consider 
extending the expiry date.  

Re-evaluation of Sodium chlorate solution (50% or less) 

3.11 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3/2 (Japan), containing a proposal to 
revise the carriage requirements for "Sodium chlorate solution (50% or less)", since special 
requirement 15.12 had inadvertently been included in the updated carriage requirements in 
the amendments to the IBC Code that will enter into force 1 January 2021.  

3.12 Following consideration, the Group recalled that it had agreed to follow, on a 
case-by-case basis, a similar approach for solid substances transported in aqueous solutions, 
as had been used in the case of inorganic brines (refer to BLG.1/Circ.33, annex, 
paragraph 10), when the SVC/LC50 ratio could not be calculated due to the vapour pressure 
of the solid not being available.  

3.13 The Group also recalled this approach had been agreed for a set of products, 
including Sodium chlorate solution (50% or less), during the Working Groups session during 
PPR 5 (paragraph 6.5 to 6.7 of PPR 5/WP.4). 

3.14 Subsequently, the Group agreed to delete special requirement 15.12 from the 
carriage requirements and to add a qualifier to the product name, so that the new and 
provisional product name would be "Sodium chlorate solution (50% or less) (amended) (*)". 
Further to the aforementioned modifications, the Group agreed to include this product in List 1 
of the MEPC.2/Circular, with validity for all countries and without an expiry date. Additionally, 
an asterisk footnote (*) was added to the product name, recalling that this footnote "indicates 
that with reference to chapter 21 of the IBC Code (paragraph 21.1.3), deviations from the 
normal assignment criteria used for some carriage requirements have been implemented."  

Isoalkanes (C16-C18) 

3.15 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3/3 (Finland), setting out the proposed 
carriage requirements for "Isoalkanes (C16-C18)". The Group agreed to the carriage 
requirements as proposed, with the following modifications: column e (ship type), modified by 
replacing ̋ 2ʺ with ̋ 3ʺ. Further to the aforementioned modifications, the Group agreed to include 
this product in List 1 of the MEPC.2/Circular, with validity for all countries and without an expiry 
date. 

Calcium chloride solution (less than 35%) 

3.16 In considering document ESPH 26/3/4 (United Kingdom), setting out the proposed 
carriage requirements for "Calcium chloride solution (less than 35%)", the Group noted some 
carriage requirements relating to inhalation toxicity were not assigned and that the "Decisions 
with regard to the Categorization and Classification of Products" (PPR.1/Circ.7) was referred 
to in the document. However, it was unclear for the Group which carriage requirements would 
be exempted and what the basis for the exemptions would be.  
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3.17  The delegation of the United Kingdom provided additional information to the Group, 
explaining that the product was an inorganic solid substance transported in an aqueous 
solution which would not produce any hazardous vapours, referring to paragraph 1.10 of 
PPR.1/Circ.7, and that all carriage requirements that are normally assigned based upon by 
inhalation toxicity would be exempted.  

3.18 Having considered the proposal from the delegation of the United Kingdom and the 
additional information provided, the Group agreed, on the basis of expert judgement, to the 
carriage requirements, as proposed, with the following modifications: column d (hazards) 
should be modified by replacing "S/P" with "S", column g (gauging), modified by replacing "C" 
with "R", and column o (special requirements), modified by adding "15.19.6". Further to the 
aforementioned modifications, the Group agreed to include this product in List 1 of the 
MEPC.2/Circular, with validity for all countries and without an expiry date. Additionally, an 
asterisk footnote (*) was added to the product name, recalling that this footnote "indicates that 
with reference to chapter 21 of the IBC Code (paragraph 21.1.3), deviations from the normal 
assignment criteria used for some carriage requirements have been implemented."  

3.19 The Group also agreed to include the following index name in chapter 19 of the 
IBC Code: "Drilling brines: calcium chloride solution (less than 35%)". 

3.20 With regard to the new entry for "Calcium chloride solution (less than 35%)", the 
Group noted a concern from the delegation of CEFIC, that this entry, intended to be used as 
a drilling brine, could be confused with the "road-grade" calcium chloride that is also 
transported in bulk and which might have other properties. The Group noted the concern of 
CEFIC and invited them to submit information to a future session on how "road-grade" calcium 
chloride is currently transported, noting that there is only one entry in the current IBC Code 
that covers calcium chloride, namely "Drilling brines, including: calcium bromide solution, 
calcium chloride solution and sodium chloride solution". 

Sodium chloride solution 

3.21 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3/5 (United Kingdom), setting out the 
proposed carriage requirements for "Sodium chloride solution". The Group agreed to the 
carriage requirements as proposed, with the following modifications: the addition of the words 
"(less than 30%)" to the product name, and column d (hazards), modified by deleting "P". 
Further to the aforementioned modifications, the Group agreed to include this product in List 1 
of the MEPC.2/Circular, with validity for all countries and without an expiry date. 

3.22 Additionally, the Group also agreed to include the following index name in chapter 19 
of the IBC Code: "Drilling brines: sodium chloride solution (less than 30%)". 

3.23 The Group also noted a concern regarding the carriage of seawater in bulk and the 
potential confusion associated with the new product name. The Group emphasized that 
seawater should not be carried under this product name.  

Alpha-Olefins (C12+), mixture 

3.24 In considering document ESPH 26/3/6 (United States), setting out the proposed 
carriage requirements for "alpha-Olefins (C12+), mixture", the Group noted that a very broad 
compositional range was described in the document, and that there was missing information 
on some key physical properties in order to cover the entire range of the product. In addition, 
the physical chemical properties for two components were missing. 
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3.25 The delegation of the United States provided the Group with an updated PPR Data 
Reporting Form for a narrower compositional range where all the physical properties were 
included.  

3.26 Having considered the proposal from the United States and the additional information 
provided, the Group noted that the updated PPR Data Reporting Form contained information 
for 1-dodecene and 1-tetradecene only, with a complete set of physical data for these 
components and that this updated information had not been reviewed by GESAMP/EHS 56, 
which had opted for the worst-case ratings and properties. 

3.27 Following an exchange of views, the Group agreed not to assign carriage 
requirements to the product, but to extend the tripartite agreement by 1 year. The Group invited 
the United States to prepare an updated submission to GESAMP/EHS 58 if necessary, and 
then to ESPH 27, possibly with a more narrow range of components and a more restrictive 
product name. The Group also noted a proposal by the delegation of France that 
the United States, in consultation with the manufacturer, could consider submitting this product 
to be assessed by the ESPH Working Group as a trade-named product using the mixture 
calculation methodology. 

Polyalkene sulphonic acid (C16-C18), sodium salt 

3.28 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3/7 (United States), setting out the 
proposed carriage requirements for "Polyalkene sulphonic acid (C16-C18), sodium salt". 
The Group agreed to the carriage requirements as proposed, with the following modifications: 
the addition of word "solution" to the product name. Further to the aforementioned 
modifications, the Group agreed to include this product in List 1 of the MEPC.2/Circular, with 
validity for all countries and without an expiry date. 

Tricyanohexane 

3.29 In considering document ESPH 26/3/8 (United States) setting out the proposed 
carriage requirements for "Tricyanohexane", the Group noted that it was not clear whether a 
"SD" rating for column E2 in the GESAMP Hazard Profile would trigger a requirement for 
Pollution Category Y noting that a "S" rating in column E2 would do that.  

3.30  The Group also noted that in paragraph 1.7 in the annex to PPR.1/Circ.7, a 
clarification is provided for "FD", "FE" or "FED" rating for column E2 in the GESAMP Hazard 
Profile, and that the decision recorded was that "this combined rating should not trigger a 
Pollution Category Y on the basis of the F reference presented in column E2 of the hazard 
profile" and that a similar clarification could be used for a "SD" rating for column E2. 

3.31 Following consideration, the Group agreed to the carriage requirements as proposed, 
with the following modifications: column c (pollution category), modified by replacing "Y" with 
"Z", column e (ship type), modified by replacing "2" with "3", column g (tank vents) modified by 
replacing "Cont" with "Open", column j (gauging) modified by replacing "C" with "O", column k 
(vapour detection) modified by replacing "T" with "No", column n (emergency equipment) 
modified by replacing "Yes" with "No", column o (special requirements), modified by 
deleting "15.12, 15.17, 15.19, 16.2.6” and by adding "15.19.6". Further to the aforementioned 
modifications, the Group agreed to include this product in List 1 of the MEPC.2/Circular, with 
validity for all countries and without an expiry date. 

3.32 Subsequently, the Group also agreed to update the :Decisions with regard to the 
categorization and classification of products" contained in paragraph 1.7 of PPR.1/Circ.7, to 
record that a "SD" rating for column E2 in the GESAMP Hazard Profile would not trigger a 
requirement for Pollution Category Y. The draft revised paragraph, to be included in the next 
revision of PPR.1/Circ.7, is set out in annex 4.  
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Creosote (coal tar) 

3.33 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3/11 (CEFIC), proposing to reassign Ship 
Type 2 to "Creosote (coal tar)" or to allow shipment of the product under MARPOL Annex I. 

3.34 In considering the document, the Group noted the following views: 

.1 carrying Creosote (coal tar) in a type 1 ship would limit the quantity to 1250 m3 
per tank compared to the 3000 m3 limit that applies to a type 2 ship; 

.2 carrying the product in smaller tanks would create more prewash residues 
for disposal ashore and thereby increase the overall environmental burden;  

.3 the product is carried on smaller ships in dedicated trades with black oil and 
creosote that often allows ships an exemption for a prewash since the tanks 
are to be reloaded with the same substance or another substance compatible 
with the previous one; 

.4 the product is very difficult to clean and it will require significant quantities of 
cleaning additives during the cleaning process which will end up in the 
oceans; 

.5 Creosote (coal Tar) could be carried under the provisions of MARPOL 
Annex I; 

.6 the product does not meet the criteria to be classified as a complex mixture 
under MARPOL Annex I as set out in section 9 of MEPC.1/Circ.512/Rev.1; 

.7 the product was evaluated by the GESAMP/EHS Working Group in 2006 and 
was assigned a "3" rating in column A1b of the GESAMP Hazard Profile. 
This rating was the basis of the assignment of the product to a type 2 ship in 
the 2007 amendments to the IBC Code, but the GESAMP Composite List 
was not updated with this new rating; 

.8 at ESPH 19, the Group requested the GESAMP/EHS Working Group to 
review the matter and update the hazard profile accordingly. 
The GESAMP/EHS Working Group in 2015 reviewed the hazard profile, and 
the Group confirmed the original A1b rating of "4" and concluded that the A1 
rating for the product, as included in the Composite List, was indeed correct 
and that no change was warranted;  

.9 based on the review of Chapter 17 of the IBC Code and the latest A1 rating 
of "4", the product was assigned to ship type 1 during PPR 5, and the industry 
did not have sufficient time to submit data to GESAMP in order to have the 
product re-evaluated before the entry into force of the amendments to the 
IBC Code; 

.10 shipping the product in ship type 1 chemical tankers, as will be required 
from 1 January 2021, could lead to disruptions in the supply chain and be a 
barrier to trade; and 

.11 insufficient information is available to decide whether the product meets the 
criteria to be classified as a complex mixture under MARPOL Annex I, as set 
out in section 9 of MEPC.1/Circ.512/Rev.1. 
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3.35 Following consideration of the various comments provided, the Group agreed, as a 
short-term solution, to assign "Creosote (coal tar)" to ship type 2 and to add a qualifier to the 
product name, so that the new and provisional product name would be "Creosote (coal tar) 
(amended)" and include the product in List 1 of MEPC.2/Circ.26, with validity for all countries 
and with an expiry date of 31 December 2023. The Group noted some concerns with allowing 
shipment of the product in a type 2 ship up to 3 years, and agreed that this was not regular 
practice, but would allow CEFIC to work on a long-term solution for transport of the product. 

3.36 The Group also agreed that data should be provided to the GESAMP/EHS Working 
Group at the earliest opportunity and invited CEFIC to keep the Group informed about the 
progress regarding the re-evaluation of the product or any other progress for a long-term 
solution for the carriage of the product.  

Sodium dodecylpoly(oxyethylene) sulphate solution 

3.37 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3/13 (United Kingdom), setting out the 
proposed carriage requirements for "Sodium dodecylpoly(oxyethylene) sulphate solution". 
The Group agreed to the carriage requirements as proposed, with the following modification: 
column e (special requirements), modified by deleting "16.2.6" and "16.2.7". Further to the 
aforementioned modifications, the Group agreed to include this product in List 1 of the 
MEPC.2/Circular, with validity for all countries and without an expiry date. 

TRADE-NAMED MIXTURES PRESENTING SAFETY HAZARDS (LIST 3) 

3.38 The Group recalled that it had confirmed some general principles with regard to the 
preparation of submissions and data requirements for the purpose of assessment of List 3 
trade-named mixtures by the Group, to ensure a consistent and harmonized approach 
(PPR 3/3/2, paragraphs 3.23 and 3.43). In this regard the Group reconfirmed the need to 
ensure that a full set of data was provided for each product. 

3.39 The Group further recalled that it had also agreed that delegations were required to 
submit complete mixture calculation sheets for their List 3 submissions to the Secretariat at 
the time of submission of their product submissions. In this regard, the Group emphasized the 
importance of including the carriage requirements for each of the components in the mixture 
calculation sheets. 

3.40 The Group underscored that, as per the usual practice, the mixture calculation 
information would continue to be treated as confidential by the Secretariat and used only for 
the purposes of advance meeting preparations and not for dissemination to delegations. 
Consequently, if detailed information for List 3 products was needed by a Member State in 
advance of the meeting, this could be made available upon request to the submitting Member 
State, under confidential terms. 

3.41 The results of the Group's evaluation of trade-named mixtures are set out in 
paragraphs 3.42 to 3.50. 

Eastman VersaMax(TM) Plasticizer 

3.42 In considering document ESPH 26/3/9 (United States), setting out the proposed 
carriage requirements for "Eastman VersaMax(TM) Plasticizer", the Group noted that the 
product met the criteria for special requirement 16.2.7.  
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3.43 With regard to this special requirement, the Group recalled that during ESPH 23 it had 
identified the products meeting the criteria for special requirement 16.2.7 (see tables 1 and 2 
in annex 9 to PPR 5/3). 

3.44 The Group also recalled that it had agreed that the priority substances to be regulated 
as a first step, consisting mainly of paraffins and vegetable oils, had been assigned special 
requirement 16.2.7 in the 2019 amendments to the IBC Code. The remaining products for 
which a prewash may be required in the future will be subject to specific proposals being 
submitted to the PPR Sub-Committee or the ESPH Working Group with appropriate 
justification. 

3.45 In this connection, the Group further recalled the discussions during PPR 7, in 
particular that the Group had noted the following points: 

.1 when evaluating products from ESPH 26 and onwards, products in Pollution 
Category Y that are persistent floaters with a viscosity equal to or greater 
than 50 mPa.s at 20ºC and/or with a melting point equal to or greater 
than 0ºC should be assigned special requirement 16.2.7 (PPR 7/WP.3, 
paragraph 3.15); and 

.2 based upon the information provided in the PPR Data Reporting Form, 
special requirement 16.2.7 can be assigned to a mixture. However, it would 
be beneficial to have some advice on whether the assessments should be 
performed on a component level using a cut-off value for individual 
component(s) meeting the criteria, or if the assessment should be done using 
the data for the overall mixture (PPR 7/WP.3, paragraph 3.16). 

3.46 Having recalled the above considerations and noting that the pending advice from 
GESAMP/EHS (see paragraphs 2.9 and 2.10) would not change the evaluation of "Eastman 
VersaMax(TM) Plasticizer" on the basis that the overall mixture was considered to be a persistent 
floater and the viscosity of the mixture was greater than 50 mPa.s at 20ºC as set out in section 
21.6.5 of the IBC Code, the Group agreed to the carriage requirements as proposed, with the 
following modifications: column o (special requirements), modified by adding "16.2.7". Further to 
the aforementioned modifications, the Group agreed to include this product in List 3 of the 
MEPC.2/Circular, with validity for all countries and without an expiry date.  

CORR01036F2 

3.47 In considering document ESPH 26/3/10 (United Kingdom), in which proposed 
carriage requirements for "CORR01036F2" were set out, the Group noted that one of the 
components in the mixture had a "T" rating in column D3 in the GESAMP Hazard Profile 
(Specific target organ toxicity (STOT)). The Group also noted that table 18 in GESAMP Report 
and Studies No.102 provide guidance on the concentration of ingredients of a mixture that 
would trigger ratings of the mixture (D3) and that this would have an impact on the assignment 
of the carriage requirements for this product.  

3.48 Following consideration, the Group agreed that since it had not taken a decision 
regarding the use of the guidance provided in GESAMP Report and Studies No.102, the 
product as a whole would be regarded as having a D3 rating of "T" (classified as STOT) for 
the purpose of assigning carriage requirements.  

3.49 Subsequently, the Group agreed to the proposed carriage requirements and to modify 
the contains name from "Tall oil acids reaction products with diethylenetriamine and acrylic 
acid in ethylene glycol" and "Ethylene glycol monoalkyl ethers" to "2‐Mercaptoethanol" and 
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"Ethylene glycol monoalkyl ethers". The Group also agreed to include the product in List 3 of the 
MEPC.2/Circular, with validity for all countries and without an expiry date. In addition, the Group 
further agreed to include "2-Mercaptoethanol" in List 5 of the MEPC.2/Circular since it was not 
listed in the IBC Code or in List 1 of the MEPC.2/Circular but was used in the contains name. 

GT-7602 

3.50 The Group considered document ESPH 26/3/12 (Norway), setting out the proposed 
carriage requirements for "GT-7602", and agreed to the carriage requirements without 
modifications. Subsequently, the Group agreed to include the product in List 3 of the 
MEPC.2/Circular, with validity for all countries and without an expiry date. 

4 EVALUATION OF CLEANING ADDITIVES 

4.1 The Group recalled that MARPOL Annex II, regulation 13, Provisions on the control 
of discharge of Noxious Liquid Substances, imposes restrictions on the cleaning additives 
permitted for use in tank washing operations. 

4.2 The Group further recalled that, as a consequence, cleaning additives intended for 
the cleaning of cargo tanks and associated piping systems on ships certified to carry Noxious 
Liquid Substances in bulk must be assessed in accordance with the provisions of the Revised 
tank cleaning additives guidance note and reporting form (MEPC.1/Circ.590) and included in 
annex 10 to MEPC.2/Circular before they can be used in tank cleaning operations. 

4.3 The Group received 12 cleaning additives for evaluation at this session. In line with the 
normal practice, in order to preserve the confidentiality of the composition of such additives, the 
products were evaluated by a sub-group made up of representatives of Member States only. 

4.4 The delegations of Belgium, France, Germany, Norway, South Africa, the 
United Kingdom and the United States were represented in the sub-group. 

4.5 The sub-group reported that the composition and documentation for 8 cleaning 
additives submitted met the criteria set out in MEPC.1/Circ.590. Other products were rejected 
for the following reasons: not intended for the cleaning of NLS cargo residues and others are 
additives containing 100% of assessed product and already listed in the IBC Code. The list of 
approved cleaning additives meeting the requirement criteria is set out in the annex 5.  

4.6 One cleaning additive considered by the sub-group, contained a component listed as 
an energy-rich fuel subject to Annex I of MARPOL. The sub-group noted that such a 
component should be regarded as a MARPOL Annex I component for the purpose of the 
assessment. The sub-group also noted that clarification is needed on how to treat MARPOL 
Annex I components when assessing cleaning additives as there is conflicting information 
provided in the draft amendments to PPR.1/Circ.7 (PPR 7/WP.3, annex 4) and in the Guidance 
note section of MEPC.1/Circ.590.  

4.7 The sub-group decided to follow the guidance in MEPC.1/Circ.590 when assessing 
and listing the cleaning additive, but noted that the revision of MEPC.1/Circ.590 should be 
prioritized as there are many aspects regarding the assessment of cleaning additives that need 
to be clarified and improved.  

4.8 In discussing the use of MARPOL Annex I components in cleaning additives, the 
sub-group also noted that, since energy-rich fuels (annex 12 to MEPC.2/Circular) can be used 
as components in cleaning additives, it would be beneficial if the GESAMP Hazard Profiles of 
any future energy-rich fuels and complex mixtures (section 9 of MEPC.1/Circ.512/Rev.1) would 
be retained in the GESAMP/EHS Composite List. 
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4.9 The sub-group reconfirmed that the submission of SDS for the cleaning additives and 
their components, while not required, was recommended, as these provide useful details that 
assist in the evaluation process. It was noted that for some of the submissions that were 
considered at this session, components listed in the SDS and those listed in MEPC.1/Circ.590 
form were different. 

4.10 The Group recalled that Member States that had submitted cleaning additives for 
evaluation in accordance with MEPC.1/Circ.590 were advised to retain records of the 
information submitted, as no records were retained by the Secretariat for cleaning additives, 
in order to preserve formulation confidentiality. 

4.11 The Group expressed its appreciation to the members of the sub-group for its work in 
evaluating the submitted cleaning additives. 

5 REVIEW OF MEPC.2/CIRCULAR – PROVISIONAL CLASSIFICATION OF LIQUID 
SUBSTANCES TRANSPORTED IN BULK AND OTHER RELATED MATTERS 

5.1 The Group recalled that this was a regular item on its agenda under which it 
considered provisional drafts of the product lists contained in the MEPC.2/Circular, prior to its 
dissemination in December of each year.   

5.2 The Group considered document ESPH 26/5 (Secretariat), containing a partial draft 
of MEPC.2/Circ.26, which included all new entries for tripartite agreements communicated to 
the Secretariat since the last issue of the MEPC.2/Circular in December 2019 
(MEPC.2/Circ.25); all new product entries or amendments to existing entries, as agreed at 
PPR 7; and any other amendments to entries communicated to the Secretariat during the year. 

5.3 The Group noted that any changes that had been introduced in the draft circular since 
it was last issued as MEPC.2/Circ.25 were highlighted for easy reference in the respective 
product lists.   

Tripartite agreements expiring in 2020 

5.4 The Group recalled that products under the provisions of a tripartite agreement that 
had reached their expiry date without having been assessed by the ESPH Working Group 
would be duly removed from the circular. The Group noted that those products set to expire in 
December 2020 could not be shipped beyond their expiry date and could not be shipped again 
until they were fully assessed by the ESPH Working Group.  

5.5 In this connection, the Group noted that tripartite agreements for 16 products were 
set to expire in December 2020, as set out below, and that those marked with an asterisk had 
been submitted to this session for evaluation by the Group.  

List 1 

.1 Ammonium bisulphite solution (70% or less) (United States) 

.2 Ammonium fluoride solution (40% or less) (United States) 

.3 Concentrated filtrate of the neutralized reaction product of 5-[2-
(methylthio)alkyl]imidazolidine-2,4-dione and potassium carbonate (Agrali) 
(Belgium)* 

.4 Cow milk (Netherlands) 

.5 3,3'-Methylenebis[5-methyloxazolidine] (Norway) 

.6 alpha-Olefin (C12+) mixtures (United States)* 

.7 Polyalkene sulphonic acid (C16-C18), sodium salt (United States)* 

.8 Tricyanohexane (United States)* 
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List 3 

.1 Eastman VersaMax Plus (United States) 

.2 GT-7602 (Norway)* 

.3 KI-3130 (Norway) 

.4 SCALETREAT TP 8441 Bulk (Norway)* 

.5 SCW82127 (United Kingdom) 

List 4 

.1 H-Pro (Norway)

.2 MISC16443A (United States)

.3 Scanbio Silage (Norway)

5.6 In this context the Group recalled under agenda item 3 that it had agreed to extend 
the expiry date for "Concentrated filtrate of the neutralized reaction product of 5-[2-
(methylthio)alkyl]imidazolidine-2,4-dione and potassium carbonate (Agrali)" and "alpha-Olefins 
(C12+), mixture" by 1 year (see paragraphs 3.6 to 3.8 and 3.23 to 3.26). 

SCALETREAT TP 8441 Bulk 

5.7 The Group considered document ESPH 26/5/1 (Norway), proposing to extend the 
expiry date of the tripartite agreement for "SCALETREAT TP 8441 Bulk" in List 3 of the 
MEPC.2/Circular by 1 year (i.e. to 31 December 2021), since the product could not be 
successfully evaluated during GESAMP/EHS 57 due to the absence of data for one of the main 
components and insufficient justification for the read across. 

5.8 Following consideration, the Group agreed to extend the expiry date of the tripartite 
agreement for "SCALETREAT TP 8441 Bulk" to 31 December 2021. 

Tripartite agreements expiring in 2021 

5.9 To provide the necessary lead time to manufacturers to have their products assessed 
in good time, the Group also noted that the tripartite agreements for the following products 
would expire in 2021: 

List 1 

.1 Glucitol/Glycerol blend propoxylated and ethoxylated (Netherlands) 

List 3 

.1 ACPC04943A (United Kingdom) 

.2 Basol 2020 (Norway) 

.3 CI-40 (United States)

.4 CRW 9258 Corrosion Inhibitor (United Kingdom)

.5 CRW88015 (United Kingdom)

.6 CS 4300 (United Kingdom)

.7 CS 4301 (United Kingdom)

.8 FLOPAAM™ DWA1S (United Kingdom)

.9 GF-2668 (United States)

.10 HR-2544 (Norway)

.11 KemSweep NLP 5001 (United Kingdom)

.12 Lubrizol MD9C140X (United States)
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.13 OLOA 49835 (Singapore) 

.14 OLOA 49836 (Singapore) 

.15 SCAL16312A (United Kingdom) 

.16 SCAVTREAT 15666 (Norway) 

.17 SD-4108 (Norway) 

.18 SI-4135 (Norway) 

.19 TRETOLITE DMO86958 (United Kingdom) 

.20 XLW-2L (United States) 

List 4 

.1 EC6080A (United Kingdom) 

.2 SCAL16080A (United Kingdom) 

5.10 Having noted the products set to expire in 2021, including the three products that were 
set to expire in 2020 but for which it was agreed that the expiry date would be extended 
by 1 year (i.e. "Concentrated filtrate of the neutralized reaction product 
of 5 [2 (methylthio)alkyl]imidazolidine-2,4-dione and potassium carbonate", "alpha-Olefins 
(C12+), mixture" and "SCALETREAT TP 8441 Bulk") (see paragraphs 3.6 to 3.8, 3.24 to 3.27 
and 5.7 to 5.8), the Group invited delegations to take action, as appropriate. The Group further 
noted that if new GESAMP Hazard Profiles were required for any of these products, or their 
components, they would need to be submitted to GESAMP/EHS 58, provisionally scheduled 
to take place from 10 to 14 May 2021, with a document submission deadline of 5 March 2021. 

Draft MEPC.2/Circ.26 

5.11 The Group noted that all entries corresponding to new tripartite agreements were 
highlighted in full in the product lists, as set out in the annexes to document ESPH 26/5. 

5.12 The Group further highlighted a number of amendments and corrections to be made 
to the drafts lists, among them an agreement to add a distinguishing qualifier to the List 1 entry 
"Ethyl tert-butyl ether", and noted that these changes would be taken on board by the 
Secretariat prior to dissemination of the circular. In this connection, the Group also noted the 
importance of having correct tripartite agreement contact addresses in annex 8 to 
MEPC.2/Circular and encouraged Member States to ensure that the information contained in 
GISIS was correct.  

5.13 The Group agreed to the above editorial changes to the MEPC.2/Circular and invited 
the Secretariat to take note of these changes when preparing MEPC.2/Circ.26. 

5.14 The Group noted that the deadline for receipt of tripartite agreements for inclusion in 
MEPC.2/Circ.26 would be Friday, 20 November 2020. 

The rationale to include a qualifier to reassessed chapter 17 and 18 product names 

5.15 The Group recalled their discussions under agenda item 2 regarding the use of a 
qualifier (see paragraph 2.12) and that it had agreed that relevant product names and text 
associated with the use of a qualifier should be included in square brackets in the draft report. 
The Group also recalled that it had authorized the Secretariat to remove the square brackets 
or delete the text within the brackets, depending on the outcome from MEPC 75 (see also 
paragraph 2.13). 
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5.16 The Group further recalled that during PPR 7, it had agreed that the rationale and the 
decision to add a qualifier to reassessed chapter 17 and 18 products should be recorded in 
the draft amendments to PPR.1/Circ.7 and in the main body of the MEPC.2/Circular, and that 
the qualifier could be applied for existing products that have been reassessed and listed for all 
countries without an expiry date from MEPC.2/Circ.26 and onwards.  

5.17 In this context, the Group considered a draft text prepared by the Secretariat in 
consultation with the Chair to be included in MEPC.2/Circ.26, to explain about the use of a 
qualifier. 

5.18 Following consideration and modifications of the draft proposed text, the Group 
agreed to include new text in MEPC.2/Circ.26 in order to reflect the rationale to add a qualifier 
to reassessed chapter 17 and 18 products and to include new text in MEPC.2/Circ.26.  

5.19 The Group also agreed to provide guidance in MEPC.2/Circ.26 in relation to cargoes 
loaded prior to the entry-into-force date of any amendments to the IBC Code and unloaded 
after the entry-into-force date, in line with text already included in MSC-MEPC.5/Circ.7.  

5.20 The text to be included in MEPC.2/Circ.26 is set out in annex 6. 

6 CONSIDER THE DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE GOALS, FUNCTIONAL 
REQUIREMENTS AND REGULATIONS FOR THE CARRIAGE OF DANGEROUS 
GOODS IN THE DRAFT IP CODE (SDC 7/WP.3, PARAGRAPHS 18 TO 20 AND 
ANNEX 3) 

6.1 The Group recalled that SDC 7 had recommended that the draft amendments to the 
goals, functional requirements and regulations for the carriage of dangerous goods in the draft 
IP Code be referred to ESPH 26, and that PPR 7 had agreed that ESPH 26 should consider 
the relevant sections of the draft IP Code, report to PPR 8 and the outcome of PPR 8 would 
be reported to SDC 8. 

6.2 In this context, the Group considered document ESPH 26/6 (Secretariat), containing 
the relevant information in order for the Group to consider the draft amendments to the goals, 
functional requirements and regulations for the carriage of dangerous goods in the draft IP 
Code. 

6.3 In considering the relevant section of the draft IP Code, the Group noted the following 
views: 

.1 it would be difficult to comply with the requirement in section 8.4.1.3 for 
personnel transfer to be located outside the cargo area on board a chemical 
tanker; 

.2 the reference to "toxic products" and "acids" in section 8.4.3 should be 
clarified as it is not clear whether the requirements includes products that 
only have parts of 15.11 or 15.12 in their special requirements; 

.3 "dangerous chemicals" are not defined in the draft IP Code and it could be 
changed to "chemicals requiring compliance with chapter 17 of the IBC code 
or MEPC.2/Circular"; 

.4 the definition of "dangerous chemicals" in the IBC Code only covers products 
with a safety hazard ("S" or "S/P" in column d of chapter 17 of the IBC Code) 
and low flashpoint products with a pollution only hazard or low flashpoint 
products in chapter 18 would not be regarded as a low flashpoint product in 
the draft IP Code; 
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 .5 it is not clear whether the reference to "persons" in section 8.4.1.1 includes 
the crew of the vessel, industrial personnel and other persons on board the 
vessel; 

 
 .6 the requirements in the draft IP Code are "add-on requirements" to SOLAS, 

i.e. for ships carrying dangerous liquid chemicals and industrial personnel; 
and 

 
 .7 the training requirements for IP as mentioned under 8.4.4 should be clarified. 
 
6.4 Having considered the various views and comments provided, the Group agreed to 
forward a proposed modified section 8.4 of the draft IP Code to the Sub-Committee. While 
some of the proposed modifications were of an editorial nature, others were clarifying and/or 
substantial, as follows: 
 
 .1 in section 8.4.1.1 it was agreed to clarify the reference to "persons" and the 

Group agreed to use a similar wording as used in regulation 31 of SOLAS 
Chapter III – Survival craft and rescue boats: "the total number of persons on 
board"; 

 
 .2 in section 8.4.2 it was agreed to clarify the phrase "simultaneously carrying 

oil, as defined in Annex I to MARPOL, and industrial personnel" by the 
inclusion of the word "cargo" after oil, in order to make sure that it excludes 
fuel oil; and 

 
 .3 in section 8.4.3.1.1 it was agreed to delete the reference to "dangerous 

chemicals" and replace it with "noxious liquid substances". The rational for 
this substantial modification was that using the wording "dangerous 
chemicals" would exclude many low-flashpoint products in the IBC Code 
from the requirements of the IP Code, and that many of these products have 
a similar fire hazard as a "dangerous chemical". The Group further noted that 
this modification would include all low flashpoint products falling into 
categories X, Y or Z in both chapters 17 and 18 of the IBC Code and in the 
MEPC.2/Circular. 

 
6.5 Regarding the references to special requirements 15.11 and 15.12 of the IBC Code, 
the Group discussed whether it would be beneficial to clarify whether the complete set of these 
special requirements would need to apply to a product before it is regarded as e.g. "a toxic 
product" in the IP Code, or if also a subset of the special requirements, e.g. 15.12.3.2 would 
trigger the same requirements. 
 
6.6 The Group agreed that a reference to a subset of the special requirements would 
suffice to regard a product as toxic or as an acid, referring to section 1.1.9 of the IBC Code: 
"Where reference is made in the Code to a paragraph, all the provisions of the sub-paragraphs 
of that designation shall apply". 
 
6.7 The proposed modifications to the text of paragraph 8.4 of the draft IP Code, as 
agreed by the Group, are set out in annex 7. 
 
7 PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR ESPH 27 
 
7.1 The Group agreed on its proposed provisional agenda for ESPH 27, as set out in 
annex 8. 
 



PPR 8/3 
Page 18 
 

 
I:\PPR\08\PPR 8-3.docx 

8 ACTION REQUESTED OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE 
 
8.1 The Sub-Committee is invited to approve the report in general, and in particular to: 

 
.1 note the outcome of GESAMP/EHS 57 (paragraphs 2.2 to 2.10); 

 
.2 concur with the evaluation of products and their respective inclusion in 

lists 1, 3 and 5 of MEPC.2/Circ.26, with validity for all countries and with no 
expiry date, as appropriate (paragraphs 3.3 to 3.50 and annexes 2 and 3); 

 
.3 note that for the three products already listed in chapter 17 of the IBC Code, 

which were subsequently reassessed by the Group, a distinguishing qualifier 
would be appended to the corresponding product names in List 1 of the 
MEPC.2/Circular, starting from MEPC.2/Circ.26, to facilitate shipment of the 
products with the updated carriage requirements (paragraphs 3.14, 3.35, 
and 5.12); 

 
.4 note the Group's progress in preparing draft amendments to the Decisions 

with regard to the categorization and classification of products (PPR.1/Circ.7) 
(paragraph 3.28 to 3.31 and annex 4); 

 
.5 concur with the evaluation of cleaning additives (paragraphs 4.3. to 4.11 and 

annex 5);  
 
.6 note the inclusion, in section 3 of the MEPC.2/Circular, of information 

regarding the reassessment of existing products and the use of a 
distinguishing qualifier, starting from MEPC.2/Circ.26 (paragraphs 5.15 
to 5.19 and annex 6); 

 
 .7 concur with the modifications to the text of paragraph 8.4 of the draft IP Code 

that were agreed by the Group, with a view to advising the SDC 
Sub-Committee accordingly (paragraphs 6.1 to 6.7 and annex 7); and 

 
 .8 approve the proposed provisional agenda for ESPH 27 (paragraph 7.1 and 

annex 8). 
 
 

***
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ANNEX 11 
 

PROVISIONAL TIMETABLE FOR ESPH 262 
 
Day and date 
2020  

Action Comments 

Wednesday, 7 
October 

Circulation of information and 
commenting forms 

 

Wednesday, 14 
October 
 

Deadline for the first round of 
comments 

Comments to be provided in the 
attached commenting forms and 
submitted to ESPH@imo.org with all 
participants in copy 

Friday, 16 
October 

Video conference The focus to be on documents where 
the participants have shown a 
divergent view on some of the 
proposals 

Monday, 19 
October  

A consolidated version of the 
comments received on the 
various agenda items will be 
circulated to the Group 

Outstanding issues to be highlighted  

Wednesday, 28 
October 

Deadline for the second round 
of comments and the the 
outcome of agenda item 4  

Comments to be provided in the 
commenting forms circulated 19/10 
and all participants should be in copy 

Friday, 30 
October 

Video conference Time allocated for a second video 
conference in the event of divergent 
views on some of the proposals 

Monday, 2 
November  

The draft report 
(ESPH 26/WP.1) to be 
circulated for comments  

 

Tuesday, 3 
November 

Video conference The draft report to be considered 
paragraph by paragraph 

Wednesday, 4 
November 

The Secretariat to circulate the 
revised draft report 
ESPH 26/WP.1/Rev.1  

 

Tuesday, 10 
November 
 

Deadline for comments on the 
revised draft report  

All participants should be copied when 
providing comments. Editorials to be 
sent directly to the Secretariat.  

Friday, 13 
November 

The Chair, with the support of 
the Secretariat, to circulate by 
16:00 GMT a document 
(ESPH 26/WP.1/Add.1)  

The Secretariat, in consultation with 
the Chair, to circulate a document 
containing the comments received, 
together with an explanation of how 
they have been addressed. After the 
above document has been published, 
the final report to be prepared in due 
course for publication on IMODOCS. 

 
***

 
1  Available in English only. 
 
2  The Group kept to this timetable during the remote session. 

mailto:ESPH@imo.org
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ANNEX 2* 
 

EVALUATION OF PRODUCTS – LIST 1 PURE OR TECHNICALLY PURE 
SUBSTANCES ASSESSED AS A WHOLE 

 
 
 Sodium chlorate solution (50% or less), submitted by Japan (ESPH 26/3/2) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Product Name Sodium chlorate solution (50% or less) 

(amended) (*) 

c. Pollution Category: Z 

d. Hazards: S/P  

e. Ship Type: 3 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Open 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: NF 

j. Gauging: R 

k. Vapour Detection: No 

l. Fire Protection: No 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.9, 15.19, 16.2.9  

 Reporting Country: None 

 Chapter 19 Synonyms: None 
 
  

 
*  Available in English only. 
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Isoalkanes (C16-C18), submitted by Finland (ESPH 26/3/3) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Product Name Isoalkanes (C16-C18) 

c. Pollution Category: Y 

d. Hazards: P  

e. Ship Type: 3 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Open 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: Yes 

j. Gauging: O 

k. Vapour Detection: No 

l. Fire Protection: ABC 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.19.6  

 Reporting Country: Finland 

 Chapter 19 Synonyms: None 
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Calcium chloride solution (less than 35%), submitted by the United Kingdom 
(ESPH 26/3/4) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Product Name Calcium chloride solution (less than 

35%) (*) 

c. Pollution Category: Z 

d. Hazards: S 

e. Ship Type: 3 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Open 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: NF 

j. Gauging: R 

k. Vapour Detection: No 

l. Fire Protection: No 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.19.6 

 Reporting Country: United Kingdom 

 Chapter 19 Synonyms: Drilling brines: calcium chloride solution 
(less than 35%) 
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Sodium chloride solution, submitted by the United Kingdom (ESPH 26/3/5) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Product Name Sodium chloride solution (less than 

30%) 
c. Pollution Category: Z 

e. Ship Type: NA 

 Reporting Country: United Kingdom 

 Chapter 19 Synonyms: Drilling brines: sodium chloride solution 
(less than 30%) 
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Polyalkene sulphonic acid (C16-C18), sodium salt, submitted by the United States 
(ESPH 26/3/7) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Product Name Polyalkene sulphonic acid (C16-C18), 

sodium salt solution 

c. Pollution Category: Y 

d. Hazards: S/P 

e. Ship Type: 2 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Cont 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: Yes 

j. Gauging: R 

k. Vapour Detection: T 

l. Fire Protection: AC 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.12.3, 15.12.4,15.19.6, 16.2.6 

 Reporting Country: United States 

 Chapter 19 Synonyms: None 
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Tricyanohexane, submitted by the United States (ESPH 26/3/8) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Product Name Tricyanohexane 

c. Pollution Category: Z 

d. Hazards: S/P 

e. Ship Type: 3 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Open 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: Yes 

j. Gauging: O 

k. Vapour Detection: No 

l. Fire Protection: ABC 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.19.6, 16.2.9 

 Reporting Country: United States 

 Chapter 19 Synonyms: None 
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Creosote (coal tar), submitted by CEFIC (ESPH 26/3/11) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Product Name Creosote (coal tar) (amended) 

c. Pollution Category: X 

d. Hazards: S/P 

e. Ship Type: 2 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Cont 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: T2 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: IIA 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: Yes 

j. Gauging: C 

k. Vapour Detection: T 

l. Fire Protection: AD 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.12, 15.17, 15.19.6, 16.2.6, 16.2.9 

 Reporting Country: None 

 Chapter 19 Synonyms: None 
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Sodium dodecylpoly(oxyethylene) sulphate solution, submitted by the United Kingdom 
(ESPH 26/3/13) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Product Name Sodium dodecylpoly(oxyethylene) 

sulphate solution 

c. Pollution Category: Y 

d. Hazards: S/P 

e. Ship Type: 3 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Cont 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: Yes 

j. Gauging: C 

k. Vapour Detection: T 

l. Fire Protection: AC 

n. Emergency Equipment: Yes 

o. Special Requirements: 15.12, 15.17,15.19, 16.2.9 

 Reporting Country: United Kingdom 

 Chapter 19 Synonyms: None 
 
 

***
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ANNEX 3* 
 

EVALUATION OF PRODUCTS – LIST 3 TRADE-NAMED MIXTURES 
 
 
Eastman VersaMax(TM) Plasticizer, submitted by the United States (ESPH 26/3/9) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Trade name Eastman VersaMax(TM) Plasticizer 

c. Pollution Category: Y 

d. Hazards: S/P 

e. Ship Type: 2 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Open 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: Yes 

j. Gauging: O 

k. Vapour Detection: No 

l. Fire Protection: ABC 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.19.6, 16.2.6, 16.2.7 

 Contains Bis(2-ethylhexyl) terephthalate; Dibutyl 
terephthalate 

 Company Eastman Chemical Company 

 Reporting Country United States 
 
  

 
*  Available in English only. 
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CORR01036F2, submitted by the United Kingdom (ESPH 26/3/10) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Trade name CORR01036F2 

c. Pollution Category: Y 

d. Hazards: S/P 

e. Ship Type: 3 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Cont 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: Yes 

j. Gauging: C 

k. Vapour Detection: T 

l. Fire Protection: ABC 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.12, 15.17, 15.19.6 

 Contains 2‐Mercaptoethanol; Ethylene glycol 
monoalkyl ethers 

 Company ChampionX 

 Reporting Country United Kingdom 
 
  



PPR 8/3 
Annex 3, page 3 

 

 
I:\PPR\08\PPR 8-3.docx 

GT-7602, submitted by Norway (ESPH 26/3/12) 
 
In considering the information provided the Group agreed that the following carriage 
requirements be assigned to the product: 
 
a. Trade name GT-7602 

c. Pollution Category: Y 

d. Hazards: S/P 

e. Ship Type: 3 

f. Tank Type: 2G 

g. Tank Vents: Cont 

h. Tank Environmental Control: No 

i'. Electrical Equipment – Class: - 

i" Electrical Equipment – Group: - 

i"' Electrical Equipment – Flashpoint >60°C: Yes 

j. Gauging: C 

k. Vapour Detection: T 

l. Fire Protection: AC 

n. Emergency Equipment: No 

o. Special Requirements: 15.12, 15.17, 15.19.6 

 Contains Diethanolamine 

 Company Schlumberger Production Technologies 

 Reporting Country Norway 
 
 

***
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ANNEX 4* 
 
DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE DECISIONS WITH REGARD TO THE CATEGORIZATION 

AND CLASSIFICATION OF PRODUCTS (PPR.1/CIRC.7) 
 
 
1  Paragraph 1.7 is replaced by the following: 
 

".7 When a material has sinker or floater characteristics but this is combined with 
dissolution or evaporation properties (having an SD, FD, FE or FED rating 
for column E2 in the GESAMP Hazard Profile), consideration of this 
combined rating should not trigger a Pollution Category Y on the basis of the 
S or F reference presented in column E2 of the hazard profile in view of the 
substance's associated properties and behaviour." 

 
 

***

 
*  Available in English only. 
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ANNEX 51 
 

EVALUATION OF CARGO TANK CLEANING ADDITIVES 
 
 

Table 1 – New cleaning additives evaluated and found to meet the requirements of 
regulation 13.5.2 of MARPOL Annex II2 

 

Name of cleaning additive Name of manufacturer Reporting country 

Careclean Tank Guard Marine Care B.V. Netherlands 
BTI BIO OILFLUX CAPITAL, SL Spain 
Lighthouse Powerwash Lighthouse Maritime Services 

LLC 
Belgium 

Lighthouse Alkaline Plus Lighthouse Maritime Services 
LLC 

Belgium 

Lighthouse MS-50 Lighthouse Maritime Services 
LLC 

Belgium 

Lilleborg TankDegreaser Lilleborg Norway 
Lilleborg msgBooster HCF Lilleborg Norway 
Lilleborg TankBrightner Lilleborg Norway 

 
 

***

 
1  Available in English only. 
 
2 All products evaluated in accordance with MEPC.1/Circ.590. 
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ANNEX 6* 
 

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE MEPC.2/CIRCULAR 
 
1 The existing paragraphs 3.6 to 3.7 are replaced by the following new paragraphs 3.6 

to 3.11, and existing paragraphs 3.8 to 3.15 are renumbered accordingly: 
 

ʺ3.6 When a cargo is loaded prior to the entry-into-force date and unloaded after 
the entry-into-force date, of an amendment to the IBC Code, the relevant 
provisions of the IBC Code at the time of loading should be applicable until 
the cargo has been unloaded. 

 
3.7 Products marked with an asterisk (*) indicate that deviations from the normal 

assignment criteria, as set out in chapter 21 of the IBC Code, were used for 
the assignment of certain carriage requirements, based on expert 
judgement.  

 
3.8 The definition of List 1 products, as contained in the present circular, 

corresponds to the definition of products contained in chapters 17 and 18 of 
the IBC Code. Products included in this list are either covered by a tripartite 
agreement, with an expiry date, i.e. have not yet been assessed nor had their 
carriage requirements confirmed, or have had changes made to their 
carriage requirements subsequent to the latest set of amendments to the IBC 
Code. Such products will be duly incorporated into the IBC Code when next 
amended and consequently removed from List 1. The remaining product lists 
(annexes 2 to 5) do not correspond to lists contained within the IBC Code 
and entries contained in these lists will remain in the circular, subject to the 
provisions of paragraph 3.3 above. 

 
3.9 For products included in List 1 that have amended carriage requirements 

subsequent to the latest set of amendments to the IBC Code, the ESPH 
Working Group will decide whether or not to add a qualifier to the product 
name. The use of a qualifier is intended to permit shipment of the reassessed 
product with the updated carriage requirements as listed in the 
MEPC.2/Circular prior to the entry into force of the next amendment to the 
IBC Code.  

 
3.10 If it is agreed that a qualifier is appropriate, then the product name included 

in this circular will be the IBC Code product name followed by ʺ(amended)ʺ 
in parentheses, e.g. Ethyl tert-butyl ether (amended) which will be the new 
and provisional product name. 

 
3.11 The addition of a qualifier to the product name means that the reassessed 

product with the new and provisional product name will be a separate product 
in respect of the IBC Code, even if the chemical composition of the product 
is the same. Where a product with a qualifier is to be shipped, the product 
should be included in the addendum to the Certificate." 

 
 

***

 
*  Available in English only.  
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ANNEX 7* 
 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 8.4 OF THE DRAFT IP CODE 
 

(new proposed text is shown as underlined and text proposed to be deleted as strikethrough) 
 

8.4 Carriage of dangerous liquid chemicals, liquified gases and oils in bulk 
 
8.4.1 In order to meet the functional requirements in paragraph II/9.2, when simultaneously 
carrying dangerous liquid chemicals, and/or liquefied gases as cargo in bulk and industrial 
personnel, the ship shall either be certified in accordance with the requirements of parts B or 
C of SOLAS chapter VII or meet and be certified in accordance with a standard not inferior to 
that developed acceptable by the Organization. In addition, the following apply:  
 

.1  carriage of toxic products, low-flashpoint products or acids are not allowed 
when the total number of carrying more than 60 persons on board exceeds 
60;  

 
.2 for the purpose of carrying industrial personnel IP, the areas and spaces on 

the ships where industrial personnel IP are not permitted to enter shall be 
clearly marked;  

 
.3  the arrangement for personnel transfer shall be located outside the cargo 

area;  
 

.4  the access to the arrangements for personnel transfer shall, as far as 
practicable, be located outside the cargo area; and  

 
 .5  embarkation or personnel transfer and loading or unloading of cargo shall not 

take place simultaneously. 
 

8.4.2  In order to meet the functional requirements in paragraph II/9.2, when simultaneously 
carrying oil as cargo, as defined in Annex I to MARPOL, and industrial personnel, the additional 
requirements in paragraph 8.4.1 shall apply. 
 
8.4.3  For the purpose of this requirement:  
 

.1  "low-flashpoint products" mean:  
 

.1   noxious liquid substances dangerous chemicals with a flashpoint 
not exceeding 60°C;  

 
.2  oil with a flashpoint not exceeding 60°C; and  
 
.3  liquefied gases which requires flammable vapour detection in 

accordance with chapter 19 of the IGC Code;  
 

 
.2  "toxic products" mean:  

 
.1  dangerous chemicals to which are ascribed with the special 

requirement 15.12 of the IBC Code applies; and  
 

*  Available in English only. 
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.2  liquefied gases which requires toxic vapour detection in accordance 
with chapter 19 of the IGC Code; and  

 
.3  "acids" mean dangerous chemicals to which are ascribed with the special 

requirement 15.11 of the IBC Code applies.  
 

 
8.4.4 In order to meet the functional requirements in paragraph II/9.2 when carrying 
liquefied gases in bulk, for the purpose of the requirements of the IGC Code, industrial 
personnel shall be considered as personnel in the context of training and personnel protection. 
 
 

***
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ANNEX 8* 
 

PROPOSED PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR ESPH 27 
 
 

 Opening of the session  
 
1 Adoption of the agenda  
 
2 Decisions of other IMO bodies 
 
3 Evaluation of products 
 
4 Evaluation of cleaning additives 
 
5 Review of the MEPC.2/Circular – Provisional classification of liquid substances 

transported in bulk and other related matters  
 
6 Review of products in lists 2, 3 and 4 of the MEPC.2/Circular  
 
7 Revision of MEPC.1/Circ.590 – expanded guidance on what can be considered as a 

cleaning additive for the cleaning of NLS cargo residues  
 
8 Consider the implications that the lack of toxic vapour detection equipment will have 

on the daily operation of chemical tankers  
 
9 Proposed provisional agenda for ESPH 28  
 
10 Report to the Sub-Committee 

 
 

___________ 

 
*  Available in English only. 
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