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A) Back Ground

1) The fitment of on-load release mechanism to hooks fitted in conventional lifeboats

became mandatory in 1986. On-load release mechanisms are designed to permit the

release of the davit-launched lifeboat from fall wires when ship is still making way

through the water or in rough sea.

The failures of on-load release hooks led to many serious lifeboat accidents in the past.

Accordingly, various regulatory changes (such as mandatory annual maintenance and

servicing by authorized service supplier, and doing away with the requirement for

seafarers to be onboard the lifeboat being lowered during abandon ship drills) to reduce

the frequency and consequences of such accidents.

To further improve the safety of lifeboat release and retrieval systems (LRRS), the

Maritime Safety Committee (MSC) of IMO in its 89th session held in May 2011 approved

the new requirements for conventional LRSS for all existing and new build vessels under

SOLAS Regulation lll h.5.

SOLAS Regulation lll/1.5 requires all ships subject to SOLAS, regardless of build date, to

identify existing on-load release mechanisms that do not comply with paragraphs

4.4.7.6.4 to 4.4.7 .6.6 of the lnternational Life-saving Appliance (LSA) Code, as amended by

IMO Resolution MSC.320(89); and replace them with compliant release mechanisms no

later than the next scheduled dry-docking after July L,2074 (but in any case, before July 1,

Z}1gl, SOLAS Regulation lll/1.5 does not apply to the release mechanisms on free-fall

lifeboats.
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3.TheCompanyi,isionsareinplaceandthatathorough
risk assessment is conducted prior to the conduct of the 5 knots installation test' or

agreed equivalent test.

4. ln case where the company applies equivalent means of conducting the 5 knots

installation test, prior application to be made to the concerned Recognized organization

along with the risk assessment. Only after a satisfactory review of the risk assessment by

concerned Recognized Organization, the test to be conducted by the manufacturer or its

representative and witnessed by Recognized Organization on cargo ships'

5. For passenger ships, application along with risk assessment to be submitted to the

concerned Principal officer for his review of risk assessment and witness of this test by

Flag SurveYor.

6. No "sister ship" approach will be considered when dealing with the 5 knots installation

testoragreedequivalenttestrequiredafterthereplacementofhooks'

This is issued with the approval of the Nautical Advisor to the Govt' of

lndia.

(cap{ R.K. Muduli)
Dy. Nautical Adviser to the Gol
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