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1| Life saving appliances 10942 Life saving appliances 11774
2 | Safety in general 9243 Fire safety measures 8758
3 | Fire safety measures 8789 Stabhility, structure and related equipment| 7331
4 | Safety of navigation 8055 Safety of navigation 7066
5| MARPOL annex1 4875 MARPOL annex | 3784
6 | Load lines 3816 Load lines 3481
7 | Propulsion & aux machinery 3671 Ship's certificates and documents 2602
8 | Ship's certificates and documents 3465 Radiocommunications 2573
9 | Radio communication 2638 SOLAS related operational deficiencies | 1991
10| Crew and accommodation (ILO 147) 1963 Propulsion and auxiliary machinery 1602

20



