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1.	 Does the ship carry an approved Cargo Securing 
Manual (CSM) on board?

Yes, an approved CSM is to be kept on board, ready 
for use by the crew for cargo ships, including but not 
limited to container, bulk and general carriers.

2.	 If the CSM was approved under MSC/Circ.385, 
MSC/Circ. 745, MSC.1/Circ.1353 (2010) or MSC.1/
Circ.1353/Rev.1, under what conditions does it 
remain acceptable without re-approval, and do 
any provisions of MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2 or MSC.1/
Circ.1623 apply retroactively?

A CSM approved under MSC/Circ.745, MSC.1/Circ.1353 
(2010), or MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.1 generally remains 
acceptable without re-approval, provided there have 
been no material changes to the ship or its cargo 
securing arrangements. 

MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2 chapters 1 to 4 were not revised 
and continue to apply to existing ships with keels laid 
before January 1, 2015. The requirements in section 
5.2 Cargo Safe Access Plan (CSAP) were incorporated 
specifically for containerships on other vessels that 
stack containers on deck keel laid  on or after January 
1, 2015. 

CSMs approved under MSC/Circ.385 should have been 
revised if the ship carries containers in a standardized 
system. 

MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2 and MSC.1/Circ.1623 are 
generally not applied retroactively. However, if 
weather-dependent lashing of non-standardized 
or semi-standardized cargo is intended, the CSM 
should be updated and approved in accordance 
with MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2 and MSC.1/Circ.1623. 
The flag Administration may also impose additional 
requirements, particularly for newly approved or 
substantially revised manuals.

3.	 Confirm the applicable revision chain of MSC.1/
Circ.1353 for CSM approvals and identify which 
instrument is currently recognized as the applicable 
approval standard to ensure fleet documentation 
references remain aligned.

The IMO guidance for CSMs has evolved through the 
following revision chain: MSC/Circ.745, Annex 13 → 
MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.1 (2010) → MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2 
(current revision).

The applicable approval standard depends on the 
vessel’s construction date and the regulatory basis 
under which the CSM was originally approved. CSMs 
approved in accordance with earlier versions of the 
IMO guidance may continue to be accepted where they 
remain valid under the original approval framework and 
any applicable flag Administration requirements.

For new approvals and revisions, MSC.1/Circ.1353/
Rev.2 is the current IMO guidance for preparing and 
approving CSMs for vessels built after January 1, 2015.

The applicable approval basis should be clearly 
identified in the approval documentation and reflected 
within the CSM itself to maintain consistency between 
vessel records, approval documentation and onboard 
references.

4.	 How can we show that the CSM carried on board 
is the latest approved version? Is a revision record, 
amendment page, endorsement or other special 
statement required to demonstrate compliance during 
a Port State Control inspection?

There is no general IMO requirement for a special 
endorsement, addendum or revision record solely to 
demonstrate compliance with the latest guidance. 
However, the CSM should accurately reflect the ship’s 
current cargo securing arrangements and securing 
equipment. The CSM should be updated whenever it 
no longer reflects the vessel’s actual cargo securing 
arrangements.

During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be able to produce:

•	 The approved CSM

•	 The approval letter or approval documentation 
issued on behalf of the Administration

•	 Any approved amendments or revision pages

•	 Supporting approval stamps, signatures or 
endorsements, where applicable

The onboard manual should match the approved 
documentation. Missing sections, unauthorized 
alterations, or differences between the approved 
manual and the actual cargo securing arrangements on 
board may be considered a deficiency.

5.	 What makes a CSM ship-specific? What information 
should be included to demonstrate that the manual 
is written for this particular ship and not simply a 
generic document?

The CSM is required to be ship-specific. The manual 
should accurately describe:

•	 The cargo securing equipment that is fitted on 
the vessel

•	 Approved lashing arrangements

•	 Cargo securing locations

•	 Operational limitations

•	 Types of cargo intended to be carried

•	 Applicable stack weight limits and securing 
arrangements
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For containerships, this normally includes:

•	 Securing device inventories

•	 Container stack weight tables

•	 Lashing plans

•	 Permitted loading arrangements

•	 Any approved lashing software references

A manual may be considered inadequate if it contains 
only general cargo securing guidance and does 
not reflect the vessel’s actual equipment, approved 
arrangements and operating limitations.

6.	 If a cargo stowage arrangement used on board is 
not shown as an example in the CSM, can it still be 
accepted? What evidence should the ship provide 
during inspection?

A stowage arrangement not specifically illustrated in 
the CSM is acceptable.

The ship should be able to demonstrate that the 
arrangement:

•	 Falls within the approved limitations of the CSM

•	 Complies with the cargo securing principles 
contained in the manual

•	 Meets the applicable securing force requirements

Compliance may be demonstrated through:

•	 Approved lashing software

•	 Manual calculations carried out in accordance 
with the approved CSM

If the arrangement is outside the approved limits of 
the CSM or cannot be supported by calculations or 
approved procedures, Port State Control may consider 
this a deficiency.

7.	 When carrying high-cube containers, out-of-gauge 
cargo or other unusually sized cargo units, what 
information should be included in the CSM?

Where a vessel is intended to carry:

•	 High-cube containers

•	 Out-of-gauge cargo

•	 Flat racks

•	 Open-top containers

•	 Project cargoes, or

•	 Other unusually dimensioned cargo units

The CSM should provide appropriate guidance, 
limitations and securing arrangements for those 
cargoes.

The manual should identify any:

•	 Reduced stack weight limits

•	 Additional lashing requirements

•	 Loading restrictions

•	 Special securing arrangements

•	 Operational limitations

If cargoes are regularly carried but not addressed in 
the approved CSM, additional approval or revision of 
the manual may be necessary.

For containerships, any limitations associated with 
non-standard container dimensions should also remain 
consistent with the approved lashing arrangement and 
applicable IACS container securing requirements.

8.	 How can officers demonstrate during a Port State 
Control inspection that they understand the CSM and 
the weight limits that apply to container stacks, tank 
tops, hatch covers and decks?

Responsible officers should be able to:

•	 Locate the applicable weight limitations

•	 Explain what the limitations mean

•	 Demonstrate how the limits are used during 
cargo planning and loading

Officers should understand:

•	 Container stack weight limits

•	 Tier weight limitations

•	 Tank top loading limits

•	 Hatch cover loading limits

•	 Deck loading restrictions

Supporting evidence may include:

•	 Familiarization records

•	 Training records

•	 Cargo planning procedures

•	 SMS instructions

•	 Loading computer records

•	 Cargo planning checklists

A Port State Control Officer may question compliance 
if responsible officers cannot explain the applicable 
limitations or demonstrate how those limitations were 
considered during cargo planning.
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9.	 If weight limitations for tank tops, hatch covers or 
decks are not included in the CSM, where should 
these limits be available on board and what evidence 
should be presented during inspection?

Weight limitations do not necessarily have to be 
included directly in the CSM.

They may instead be contained in:

•	 The approved Loading Manual

•	 An approved loading computer or loading 
instrument

•	 Other approved stability or loading documents

The vessel should ensure that these limitations are:

•	 Readily available on board

•	 Clearly identified

•	 Understood by responsible officers

Where appropriate, the CSM may cross-reference the 
approved loading documentation containing these 
limits.

During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be able to demonstrate compliance by producing 
the relevant approved documentation and showing 
that the cargo loading condition remains within the 
approved limitations.

10.	 How should ships demonstrate compliance with the 
updated cargo securing calculation methods in MSC.1/
Circ.1623? Are cargo securing calculations approved 
under earlier versions of the CSS Code required to be 
recalculated?

MSC.1/Circ.1623 updated the cargo securing calculation 
methodology contained in CSS Code Annex 13. The 
revised guidance introduced several enhancements, 
including:

•	 Weather-dependent lashing concepts

•	 A correction factor for transverse accelerations 
under certain high-GM conditions

•	 A vertical force correction factor for longitudinal 
sliding assessments

For semi-standardized and non-standardized cargo, 
CSMs approved on or after 7 December 2020 are 
expected to incorporate MSC.1/Circ.1623.

Regarding new approvals and revisions, cargo securing 
arrangements should comply with the applicable 
version of the IMO guidance accepted by the 
Administration.

In general, cargo securing calculations that were 
previously approved under an earlier approved 
standard do not require re-calculation solely because 
revised guidance has been issued. However, re-
evaluation may be required when:

•	 New cargo securing arrangements are 
introduced

•	 Existing arrangements are modified

•	 The CSM is revised

•	 New cargo types are intended to be carried 
outside the previously approved scope

During a Port State Control inspection, the ship 
should be able to demonstrate that cargo securing 
arrangements are being used within the limits 
approved in the CSM.

11.	 Does IACS UR C6 and UR C7 apply to my fleet?

IACS UR C6 and UR C7 apply to ships contracted for 
construction on or after July 1, 2025 and are therefore 
not generally applicable to existing ships.

12.	 If lashing software is used on board, how should 
it be used together with the approved CSM? What 
evidence should be available during a Port State 
Control inspection?

Lashing software can be a valuable tool for cargo 
planning and verification, but it does not replace the 
approved CSM.

The approved CSM remains the primary document 
establishing:

•	 Approved securing arrangements

•	 Stack weight limitations

•	 Lashing requirements

•	 Operational restrictions

Where lashing software is carried on board, it should 
be consistent with the approved cargo securing basis 
for the vessel and be used in accordance with the ship’s 
procedures.

For container ships, additional requirements may apply 
under IACS Unified Requirements C6 and C7 for vessels 
contracted for construction on or after July 1, 2025. 
These requirements establish standards for container 
securing arrangements and computerized lashing 
calculation systems.
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During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be able to provide:

•	 The approved CSM

•	 Relevant cargo plans

•	 Lashing software output, if used

•	 Supporting calculations demonstrating 
compliance with approved limits

Port State Control Officers will normally consider 
software calculations together with the approved 
documentation and the actual loading condition on 
board.

13.	 How is Verified Gross Mass information to be used 
when checking container stack weights and securing 
limits, and what documents should be available 
during inspection?

SOLAS requires that containers loaded for transport 
have a Verified Gross Mass (VGM).

The VGM values for the containers loaded should be 
used when:

•	 Preparing the cargo plan

•	 Determining stack weights

•	 Checking tier weight distributions

•	 Verifying compliance with the approved CSM

•	 Verifying compliance with any approved loading 
computer or lashing software

The ship should ensure that actual loading conditions 
remain within all approved container securing 
limitations.

During a Port State Control inspection, the following 
may be reviewed:

•	 Container stowage plans

•	 Cargo plans

•	 VGM records and data

•	 Lashing software calculations

•	 Loading computer output

•	 The approved CSM

The documentation should demonstrate that container 
weights used for planning match the verified weights 
and that all approved stack and lashing limitations have 
been respected.

14.	 Is a CSAP required?

Where applicable to vessels with keels laid after  
January 1, 2015, the approved CSAP should be available 
on board.

Port State Control may compare:

•	 The approved CSAP

•	 Actual access arrangements

•	 Fall protection systems

•	 The safe access provided to personnel carrying 
out container securing operations

15.	 What is the applicability date for CSAP requirements, 
and which ships are normally required to carry a 
CSAP?

The January 1, 2015 keel-laying criterion is applied for 
Chapter 5 and CSS Code Annex 14, unless the flag 
Administration requires otherwise.

In general, the requirements apply to ships designed 
and fitted for the carriage of containers on deck and 
constructed on or after the applicable implementation 
date established by the Administration.

Ship operators should verify any additional 
requirements issued by their Flag Administration, 
as some Administrations may apply specific 
interpretations or implementation dates.

During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be able to demonstrate whether the CSAP requirement 
applies and, if applicable, provide the approved plan.

16.	 Do CSAP requirements apply to ships built before 
the implementation date or to ships that are not 
dedicated container ships but carry containers on 
deck?

The applicability of the CSAP depends on the ship’s 
construction date, design and intended service, but it 
generally applies to vessels with keels laid on or after  
January 1, 2015.

The requirement is not limited to dedicated 
containerships. It may also apply to sections of other 
vessel types that are specifically designed and fitted 
for the carriage of containers on deck.

The ship should maintain documentation 
demonstrating the basis on which the CSAP is or is not 
applicable.
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17.	 How should question 5 of the Concentrated 
Inspection Campaign (CIC) be answered if the ship is 
not required to carry a CSAP?

If the ship is not subject to the CSAP requirements, the 
question may be answered as “Not Applicable (N/A).”

The basis for the answer should be supported by:

•	 The ship’s type

•	 Keel-laying date

•	 Approved plans and documentation

•	 Applicable statutory requirements

During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be able to explain why the requirement does not apply 
and provide supporting documentation if requested.

18.	 How can a ship demonstrate that it carries a sufficient 
number of portable cargo securing devices for its 
intended cargo operations? Is there a required reserve 
quantity that should be carried on board?

In accordance with MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.1, the CSM 
should identify the types of cargo securing devices 
carried on board. However, the Circular does not 
prescribe a specific loading condition for determining 
the quantity required. Accordingly, the number of 
portable cargo securing devices carried may vary 
depending on the intended cargo loading pattern and 
securing arrangements.

A ship should be able to demonstrate that the cargo 
securing devices available on board are sufficient for 
the cargoes and loading condition being undertaken 
and are consistent with the approved cargo securing 
arrangements contained in the CSM.

During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be able to demonstrate that:

•	 The securing devices carried on board are 
consistent with the types and arrangements 
described in the approved CSM.

•	 Sufficient securing devices are available for 
the actual cargo loading pattern and securing 
arrangements in use.

•	 The quantity of securing devices carried 
is adequate to safely secure the cargo in 
accordance with the approved CSM and relevant 
IMO requirements.

•	 A reasonable number of spare devices are 
available to replace equipment that becomes 
damaged, defective, or otherwise unavailable 
during operations.

•	 Arrangements are in place to obtain additional 
securing devices, where necessary, due to 
increased cargo volumes, changes in loading 
plans, or voyage/route changes, and the vessel 
can explain how such equipment would be 
supplied in a timely manner.

19.	 Must cargo securing devices be from a specific 
manufacturer or brand? Can equivalent devices from 
different manufacturers be used, and what documents 
should be available to demonstrate their suitability 
and approval?

The important requirement is not the brand name of 
the equipment but that the securing devices are:

•	 Of an approved type

•	 Suitable for the intended application

•	 Compatible with the securing arrangement being 
used

•	 Of at least the required approved strength

Equivalent devices from another manufacturer may be 
used if they offer the same functionality and approved 
strength characteristics and are accepted under the 
ship’s approved securing arrangement.

The use of mixed manufacturers is not automatically 
prohibited. However, the ship should ensure that all 
components used together are compatible and remain 
within the approved securing system.

For container ships, securing devices should remain 
consistent with the approved container securing 
arrangements, stack loading limitations and any 
applicable requirements contained in the approved 
CSM and associated approvals.

During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be able to provide evidence such as:

•	 Type approval certificates

•	 Test certificates

•	 Manufacturer’s documentation

•	 Identification markings on the equipment

•	 Approved revisions to the CSM reflecting the 
replacement or alternative devices

Port State Control Officers may verify that the securing 
devices fitted on board correspond to those specified 
in the approved securing arrangements.
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20.	 What maintenance and inspection records should 
be kept for cargo securing devices? Are electronic 
records or Planned Maintenance System (PMS) 
records acceptable?

MSC.1/Circ.1353/Rev.2 recommends that ships maintain 
records relating to the inspection, maintenance, repair 
and replacement of cargo securing devices.

These records may be maintained in:

•	 Hard-copy record books

•	 Electronic record systems such as the ship’s PMS

Regardless of the format used, the records should be:

•	 Readily available on board

•	 Up to date

•	 Traceable to the cargo securing equipment 
carried on the vessel per the CSM

•	 Documented per the vessel’s SMS

The documented system should include:

•	 Inspection procedures

•	 Maintenance procedures

•	 Acceptance criteria

•	 Repair procedures

•	 Rejection and replacement criteria

•	 Records of inspections and corrective actions

During a Port State Control inspection, Port State 
Control Officers will normally verify both the physical 
condition of the equipment and the associated 
maintenance records.

21.	 When should portable cargo securing devices 
be removed from service? Are periodic tests or 
examinations required in addition to routine visual 
inspections?

Cargo securing devices should be removed 
from service whenever wear, damage, corrosion, 
deformation, cracking or other deterioration may affect 
their safe operation or strength.

Specific go/no-go discard criteria are not generally 
prescribed by class, and ships should follow:

•	 The manufacturer’s recommendations

•	 The inspection criteria contained in the approved 
CSM

•	 Any requirements imposed by the flag 
Administration

Examples of defects that may require rejection include:

•	 Excessive wear

•	 Bent or distorted components

•	 Cracks

•	 Corrosion reducing strength

•	 Damaged threads or locking mechanisms

•	 Missing components

Routine visual inspections are normally expected as 
part of the ship’s maintenance procedures.

Additional testing or periodic re-certification is 
generally not required unless specifically required by:

•	 The manufacturer

•	 The flag Administration

•	 The CSM

•	 Other applicable national requirements

During a Port State Control inspection, the condition of 
the devices should demonstrate that they remain fit for 
their intended service.

22.	 What records should be maintained to demonstrate 
that cargo securing arrangements are monitored and 
maintained throughout the voyage?

The ship should carry out cargo securing inspections 
and monitoring throughout the voyage in accordance 
with the company’s cargo securing procedures 
documented in the SMS.

Records should normally be maintained for:

•	 Pre-departure cargo securing checks

•	 Periodic voyage inspections

•	 Heavy weather inspections

•	 Adjustments made to lashings or securing 
arrangements

•	 Any deficiencies identified and corrective actions 
taken

These records may be maintained in the appropriate 
official logbook or equivalent onboard record such as:

•	 Deck logbooks

•	 Cargo record books

•	 Voyage records

•	 Electronic record systems

•	 Planned Maintenance or SMS
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During a Port State Control inspection, the ship 
should be able to demonstrate that cargo securing 
arrangements are actively monitored and maintained 
throughout the voyage and that any necessary 
adjustments are properly recorded.

Evidence commonly reviewed by inspectors may 
include:

•	 Logbook entries

•	 Inspection checklists

•	 Heavy weather reports

•	 Voyage instructions

•	 Records of lashing adjustments or repairs 
undertaken while at sea

A lack of records or evidence that cargo securing 
inspections were not carried out may raise concerns 
regarding compliance with the vessel’s approved 
procedures and the requirements of the CSS Code.

23.	 How can the ship demonstrate compliance with 
bridge visibility requirements when the actual loading 
condition differs from the loading assumptions shown 
in the CSM? What documents should be available 
during a Port State Control inspection, particularly 
if the CSM does not include container stack height 
limits related to visibility?

Compliance with bridge visibility requirements is 
governed by SOLAS Chapter V, Regulation 22, and 
must be assessed based on the vessel’s actual loading 
condition.

When evaluating compliance, the following factors 
should be considered:

•	 Actual draught and trim

•	 Container stack heights

•	 Deck cargo arrangement

The CSM may contain guidance regarding maximum 
stack heights and visibility assumptions. However, 
compliance with SOLAS V/22 is ultimately determined 
by the vessel’s actual loading condition at the time of 
inspection.

Where the vessel is loaded differently from the 
assumptions contained in the approved plans, the ship 
should be able to provide supporting documentation 
demonstrating that bridge visibility remains compliant.

Such documentation may include:

•	 Approved bridge visibility plans

•	 Cargo or stowage plans

•	 Approved loading computer output

•	 Loading manuals

•	 Other approved vessel-specific documentation

Where an approved CSM does not contain sight-line-
related stack height limits, its acceptability depends on 
the applicable approval basis. A CSM accepted under 
MSC/Circ.385 may remain acceptable on that basis.

However, if the actual cargo arrangement restricts 
bridge visibility below the limits required by SOLAS 
V/22, this may be considered an operational deficiency 
regardless of the approval basis of the CSM.

During a Port State Control inspection, officers may 
verify:

•	 Actual bridge visibility from the navigation 
bridge

•	 Cargo stowage plans

•	 Container stack heights

•	 Supporting loading and visibility documentation

24.	 Can heavy weather cargo securing procedures be 
documented in the SMS (SMS), or must they be 
included in the CSM? What evidence should be 
available during a Port State Control inspection?

CSS Code Annex 13 permits weather-dependent 
lashing procedures to be documented either:

•	 In the approved CSM, or

•	 In the vessel’s SMS

Therefore, a separate amendment to the CSM is 
not necessarily required when such procedures are 
adequately addressed within the SMS.

The documented procedures should cover, as 
applicable:

•	 Weather monitoring

•	 Voyage planning considerations

•	 Decision-making responsibilities

•	 Selection of securing arrangements

•	 Communication procedures

•	 Inspection requirements

•	 Actions to be taken when adverse weather is 
encountered
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During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be able to demonstrate:

•	 Availability of the documented procedures

•	 Familiarity of responsible officers with those 
procedures

•	 Evidence that the procedures are implemented 
in practice

Records of voyage planning, cargo inspections and 
heavy weather actions may be reviewed to verify 
implementation.

25.	 If a ship’s CSM was approved before the issue of 
MSC.1/Circ.1623 in December 2020, is the manual 
required to be updated to include the newer cargo 
securing provisions?

There is no general retroactive requirement for ships 
with CSMs approved before December 2020 solely 
because updated cargo securing guidance has been 
issued.

However, an update may be required when:

•	 New cargo securing arrangements are 
introduced

•	 Existing arrangements are modified

•	 New cargo types are carried that were not 
previously covered

•	 Weather-dependent lashing methodologies 
are introduced for semi-standardized or non-
standardized cargoes

The ship should ensure that its approved CSM remains 
suitable for the cargoes and securing arrangements 
currently being used.

26.	 If reduced acceleration values are used based 
on forecast weather and sea conditions, what 
documentation should be available to demonstrate 
compliance during an inspection?

CSS Code Annex 13, paragraph 7.1.5 permits the use 
of weather-dependent securing arrangements under 
specified conditions.

Where reduced acceleration values are used, the ship 
should be able to demonstrate:

•	 The weather or wave information used in the 
assessment

•	 The associated cargo securing calculations

•	 The operational procedures governing the use of 
weather-dependent lashing.

Supporting documentation may include:

•	 Approved CSM

•	 Supporting calculations

•	 Voyage-specific weather forecasts

•	 Wave height data

•	 Lashing calculations

•	 SMS procedures addressing weather-dependent 
operations

During a Port State Control inspection, officers may 
verify that the securing arrangement used for the 
voyage is consistent with the approved methodology 
and operational procedures.

27.	 If a bulk carrier occasionally carries containers, 
project cargo or other cargo units subject to SOLAS 
cargo securing requirements, what type of CSM is 
expected?

When a bulk carrier carries cargo units subject to 
SOLAS VI/5 or SOLAS VII/5, the vessel should have a 
ship-specific CSM covering those cargoes.

This does not necessarily require a full containership-
style Rev.2 manual, but the manual should contain 
sufficient guidance for the cargoes actually carried and 
should address:

•	 Securing arrangements

•	 Cargo limitations

•	 Cargo securing equipment

•	 Applicable calculation methods

The level of detail should be appropriate for the 
cargoes being transported and acceptable to the 
Administration.

28.	 How should container-specific inspection questions 
be answered on bulk carriers that do not normally 
carry containers?

Container-specific questions may be answered “Not 
Applicable (N/A)” where container carriage is not part 
of the vessel’s approved cargo securing arrangements 
or intended service.

However, if the vessel carries containers or other cargo 
units requiring compliance with SOLAS cargo securing 
requirements, the relevant sections of the Port State 
Control inspection campaign may become applicable.

The approved CSM should support the basis for any 
“N/A” responses.



FAQs FOR THE APPROVED CARGO SECURING MANUAL  10

29.	 For roll on/roll off (ro/ro) ships, should the CSM 
reference MSC.479(102) instead of Resolution 
A.581(14)? Are existing manuals required to be 
revised solely because of this change?

The ro/ro section of the CSM should reference 
MSC.479 (102) in place of A.581(14), with A.533(13) also 
referenced as applicable. However, there is no general 
requirement to amend or re-approve an existing CSM 
solely because it cites A.581(14).

30.	 What information should be shown in CSM drawings 
for fixed securing points on ro/ro ships?

The CSM should contain arrangement drawings 
showing the fixed securing points used for cargo 
securing.

The drawings should identify, as applicable:

•	 Locations of securing points

•	 Maximum Securing Load (MSL) values

•	 Longitudinal spacing between securing points

•	 Transverse spacing between securing points

•	 Relevant deck arrangements

This information allows ship personnel to select 
appropriate securing arrangements and verify 
compliance with approved limitations.

31.	 How should ro/ro passenger ships demonstrate that 
cargo securing arrangements consider the effects of 
vessel heel after damage or flooding?

For ro/ro passenger ships, cargo securing 
arrangements should be established taking into 
account the applicable ship motions and heel angles 
associated with the vessel’s approved design and 
damage stability requirements.

Evidence is normally contained within:

•	 The approved CSM

•	 Associated approval documentation

•	 Supporting design documentation, where 
applicable

During a Port State Control inspection, the 
vessel should be able to produce the approved 
documentation demonstrating that the cargo securing 
arrangements were established in accordance with the 
applicable approval criteria.

32.	 How should container-specific inspection questions 
be answered on ro/ro or roll on/roll off passenger 
(ro/pax) ships carrying vehicles, trailers and other 
wheeled cargo units?

Where the vessel carries only vehicles, trailers, roll 
trailers and similar cargo units, purely container-
specific inspection questions may normally be 
answered “Not Applicable (N/A).”However, if 
containers are also carried under the vessel’s 
approved arrangements, the relevant container-related 
requirements and inspection questions may apply.

The approved CSM should provide the basis for 
determining which questions are applicable.

See comments in question 30 for further details.

33.	 When can inspection questions be answered, “Not 
Applicable (N/A)” and what evidence should be 
available to support that answer during a Port State 
Control inspection?

A Port State Control inspection question should 
only be answered “Not Applicable (N/A)” when the 
requirement genuinely does not apply to the vessel’s 
approved design, cargo securing arrangements or 
intended service.

The basis for the response should be supported by:

•	 The approved CSM

•	 Vessel type and design

•	 Approved plans and documentation

•	 Intended cargo operations

•	 Applicable statutory requirements

For example, a vessel that is not designed, fitted or 
approved to carry containers may appropriately answer 
container-specific questions as “N/A.”

During a Port State Control inspection, the ship should 
be prepared to demonstrate why the requirement does 
not apply by reference to its approved documentation 
and operational profile.
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