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'?“uGM;DM ITuﬂ 4 - 00? ZDLR“TTCN *ND PREPARATION CF PROPOSED &
o U TECHNICAL RUGULATIONS ON TONFAGE MEASURMﬁEuT ) g

L ‘:“MD TONVAGE CIRTIFICATES: (contlnued) R

*._(TM/CO F/6 | Th/CCwF/C 2/2)

T;{:'Artlcle &, naragraph (1)(b)

_ : The. CFAiRhAN remlndea the Commlttee that the amendment
-;fproposed by Sweden to “r%1cle 4 (T%/OOWF/6), whlch would

':mfsubstltuﬁe a length of ?4 metres for one of 15 metres, was 1n DR
- keeping with' the DTOViSlOHS of irticle 5 of the. Ocﬂventlon ol T
B foLoaﬁ Llnes..; At the-utage which. had ‘been reached’ in the

_f?dlscussxcns,_h@ suggeSaed tﬁat the Commlttee should adcpt
fythat amendment in DrlﬁClplQ, subwect to @he possxble subsequent

| *;jaddltlon of a deflnltlon of "moulded depth.

After a short dlscuq31on,’ln which Mr: CﬁﬁIuTI HOEN. (Norwav),,f:*

”'gﬂer. ROﬁbLT (Eenmark) and Nr. S¢SAMURA (Secretarv) took nart EV,*
"nglt was 80" agreed ' e S o

” ffRegulat1on 3

I '”he OH“I?L“$ po;nted out taat two amenaments had been

_ 1 -fsubm1tted coacernxng the deleLthH of the total volume of o _
'75;enclosed speces, ome by the Nethe lands and the other by the ff*-”

'ffSovlet Unlon.{j As ‘the 1atter amendment was more closely

__ ﬁf?re1ated to dlsplacemeﬁt nroblems, he suggesteﬁ that for the
“Tﬁ t1me belng, ﬁhe Oommlttee should cons1der onlv the amendmentf

'5 _;subm1tteé by the Netherlands, whllst bearlng in mlﬁ& that no5bf°3"”'”

*u'gadec1len couid be taken on. tae co&cept of gross tonnage untll

' 5fthe Worklﬁa Grcun had completed its work.

hr. ROCQUEWOKT (FISPCE), summlng up the 81tuat10n, sald

ﬁfwthatg 1f the horklnﬂ roup were to adopt a CO@leClent whlch

:ﬂfvarled acccrdlmg to volume, it would taen be preferable to L
"_adont the Netherlands amendment i If, on. tbe other hand fHe ‘1

J':ff'Group deczded to adopt a constant CoefflCleﬁtﬁ'lt would be f if
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_.i{lTPréféfablé*féﬁeX?reé | he ngbs tonmage in. the new uait, 1n ﬂﬂff
'"f;qaccordance w;th the Orlglﬂal text 1n Proposal C “1_' SRR

”“'fRegulqtlon 4

The CPATRMI& drew attenﬁlon to the fact thax varlous

_;f]ﬁamendments haé bean subm1t+ed - by Benmark France, the
o ;  Netherlands and - the USSR.-* Slnce the amendment proposed by
:_; fT5France was the furthest from the orlglnal text, ne thought
Tt would be proper to consider it first and decide whether
_.m ?;the term "moulded dlsp;acement” shov16 be used.;j

S Mr. ROCCUELONT (France) stated that, on’ the questlon of
4 1mp1acement the S1mplest course was to refew 1o Archlmedes’

:____3fflaw, eltﬁer to the welght of water dlsnlaced, Wthh waS'

_ fff;[equ1valent to ﬁhe welght of the shlp,'whatever the SpeCJflC
' fﬂ5fgrav1ty of. the water, or to ‘the volume of water dlsplaced,z.-ﬂf:
: ; ;gw1th a aetermlnatlon of the den51ty of the salt water.m3 He' ':
i  f,fthou@ht it preferable to. calculate dlsplucement to. the. outSLde
”75¢fof shell platlng aﬂd not to the inside of the shlp, 1n order :

to taxe 1n all ‘the hull appendages wnzch fermed an 1ntegral

' f-part of the shlp.-,

Mr. CQRISTI N‘FN (Norway3 emwhaszzed %hat 1t was dl&flCUlt

.igi_;¢or some shlpowners to determlne,'at a nrellmlnary stage 'tp_;.¢.
:  7:hwhat exact use a. Sth would be- put amd what 1oad llne shoulé
::ff be a581gned to lt*_”t”Vjﬁ- L " RN

'-ihe CH IR AH dld mot thlnk that bresented anj dlff10u1%y,_

_ f5fthe shlnowrer could lways aok for the max1mum draught WLth o
S  jqf%he possxblllty of reduc1ng 1t subsequently aﬂd obtalnlng a o _ ”
“ﬂv];_certlflcate for a lower draught ERRBRTNS FRTS '

Mr, NOZIGLI _(urgéntlna) p01nte& out that 1f the concept

 {¥2of moulded dlsylﬂcement was to be retamneé 1n Regulatlcn 4y 1t
: twould, as a comsequence,_beccme necessary to amend Regulatlon 7 m ;

© which related to the external parts of the hull ~ and he thought

'  j;lt adv1sable, for the sake of Smellclty, tc contlnue to use '
"1ﬁfmou1§e& measurements.ﬁf_ﬁ”' S g SIS o g
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The OHuIRmAN thought that, in that case, 1t would be -f*”

_,_;sufflclent 4o - adgust the coefflclent by l or 2 per cent.

- Mr, COLOVIG (YugoslaV1a),referr1ng to the secend sentence

f*f of Regulatlon 4, said: that the. Shlps concerned were malnly
_'; ff1sh1ng vessels and woaéered whether, in. that case, the load A
uaﬁllne in questlon would be the natlonal load llne or the xnter—'i.' i

- fnat1cna1 1036 11ne‘- “"'

o The CHAIRMﬂN thought the certlflcate would mentlon the
'gdlsplacement correspondlng to the natlonal or 1nternatlonal

. load line and that, in the absence of both, the dlSplacement

”ffwould be determlned to a waterllne aﬁ 85 per cent of the moulded :

"ﬂ‘jffdepth of the ship.

B Mr._WILSON (UK) thought 1t sufflclent to speak of
__j}“dlsplacement determined to the summer 1oad 11ne", whlch could
fffalso be applled to flshlng vessels._ -j R SRR

: ;' Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) con31dered that, 1n the case of
Vf:shlns w;th both a natloﬂal ané an 1nternatlonal load 11ne, 1t

""fwas the 1atter that should be taken 1nto account

Nr, NOZIGLIn (ﬂrgentlna) emphasxzed that it ghould be

"*Ithe alm of the Gonventlon to. apply to 1nﬁernatlonal voyages

“{fand that therefore shlps shculd have 1nternatlonal eertlflcates.

The CH&IR%AN, sumﬂlng up: the dlscuss1on, took note of the B

”fiproblem of flshlng vessels w%mch had no loaé 11ne.-_ In regard

© . to the French ‘proposal, he said that if the ship had an inter-

7f}natlonal 1oad 11ne, 1t was that llne whlch should be taken .fs"'

“filnto accountg_ if ﬁhe shlp had two 1oad 11nes (natlonal and
R  }}1nternat1ona1), the 1mternatlona1 11ne should be- taken 1nto .
'" jgiaccount° if ﬁhe shlp haé only a natlonal 1oad llne, 1t was . f  
*frmaturallv that 11ne which was: tak@n lnto account" 1ast1y, 1f 1ﬁ

fhad no ioa& 11ne, the dlsplacement should be determlned to a"

"*j3fwater 11ne at 85 per cent of the moulded depth of the shlp.-
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5 Mr. PO LEM (Denmark) sqared the vzew expressed by the

u“f}Chalrman."_ Moreover; he was: 1n avovr af uSLng "moulded

:°:dlsplacement“ff He won&ered whether there would be dlfferent :”

.'*choefflclents for wooden snlps and for steel shlps.

The GHJIPF N remarked that the coefflclent would be only

Nr, MURFHY (US“) sald that he also was. 1n favour of u31ng

_: 2“"mou1de& dlspTacement" but what was needea ln the flrst part of '_ig_'
”hQ;Regulatlon 4 was a deflnltlon of dlsplacement SR : R

R The CH&IRMAW note& that dlsplacement must ilrst be deflned
'*;and that the Commlttee was provxslonally 1n favour of u31ng i
 :"mou1ded dlsplacement" ’ . . c R

QEst Mr. FILI}POVICH (USSR) polnted out that untll the
” ;Comm1ttee nad’ decxded ‘on the term of valid;ty of | certlflcates,

__:*f_ﬁhe flrot sentence of maragraph (2) of the French ‘amendiment
a’f fserved no purposeg Moreover9 a reference to "natlonal load
_“"_"11nes“ would haVe ﬁo be 1ncluded ln the regulatzans 1ater on,\:;li?"

”'-fw1th A Gtatement to the effect that lt applled only to shlpsff:'

';whlch were ne% covered by thé: 1966 Oonventzon. f,'f.-s~~

IR 3 | IL@OW (UK), referrlng to "moulded &1splacement":;ﬁ7wff"”
'*'sald that Regu;atlon 7 woulé have to be studled 1n.det311 and _

* ;i.that Regulatlons 4. and 7 should be cons+dered together.

Mr. ROCQUuNDNT (France), ln reply to the cammentg of the

_   foQSR representatlve on. the first aaragraph of the French :
f;i;amendment o Regulatlon @, observed that hls delegatlon was

 j str1vlng for the maX1mum s&mpl;clty possmbleg. changes o 5

: resultlng 1n 1ower dxsnlacerent should be as few as poss1ble '”f.-: Qf

. but theré was' no 11m1t on changes resultlng 1n hlgher

"?fdlsplacement.;

-

'lEVf;van approx1matlon and. that the ﬂlfference WOuld not be appreclable._ ff 

e



o as to whe ther 1t was better ﬁo see "moulded diﬁplacement"'”“

'". ﬁtota1 dlsplacem nt”-'as proposcd in Regulﬂtlon 7, he con81ﬁered _
 that total displacﬂmenﬁ was- preferable since it would enable the'lhﬁ
'ﬂfform of . future shlps, ?S yet unknown, ﬁo be taken into aocount 8
_ 7The use of elthor mass or vclum@ could bo chosen, prov1ded the.tl'
'fjfden31ty of. the dzsplaced water was determlﬂed,_: .;  IR

'Wr. ter H“AR (Weth@r]qnﬁs)pOLnted out that for shlps for L

'”ffwhloh nO.lO“d llne ‘had been ﬂ881gnad dlsplacemenﬁ should be';:- T
f;determlned t@ ﬁ waterllne at 85 per cent of the mouldbd @epth o :
S It was: the eLorﬁ nbceqsary to know exactly whaﬁ %he moulded depth;_;Lf
.j fFreprG ented - a pelnt that had been ralsed alsc by the Yugoslav ' ?~51
ﬂ7frepreseﬁ%atlve.'* 3 ' ' S - Lo

The CH&ERMHN sammlng up the dlscusszon, tOoK ﬂote bf the

_€f problem of the deflnltlon of moulded depth, He recallcd that the e

 ; Gomm1ttee had apnrovba certaln nrin01p1bs on the klﬁd of 109& _.”
'f ;jl1mes to be used _and luft 1t to tﬂ@ quftlng Commlttee to prepaf@f S
e SUlumblo text on that p01nt ; Flnally, he POlﬂtvd out- that it

"rlﬂ:wrs ﬁccessary to da flne exactly what was meant by ”upber dcck“

Nr. WI&SO '(U&) Sugﬁﬂst“@ thet in order to av01& haV1ng

_  ;to dcflﬁe the meanlng of “uppar dbck" the Commlttbe should see
"*fiwhat deflnitlon was glVbﬂ in: tﬂe Convcntlon on. &oqd ﬁlnes. Q :

: ROGQUENONT (FranCQ} 00ﬁ51dered thﬁt that was a qulte f --

J“iifmlﬁor p0¢nt loh the shlps in questlon - ﬂamely, ‘those engeged
ff o1 1ntern3tlona1 voyages and not hav1ng an- 1nternat10nal qud

” ﬂ§il1n@ cgrtzflcate-" did not come under the 1966 COﬁventhﬁ but

; ;;fwould come undor the 1969 Oonventlon.; Very few shlps would thus;_ f”J
'ﬁ;ybe affected | | |
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M. 0OLOVIG (Yugoslﬂv1a) said that the only shlps concernﬂd ;'ﬁgf“f'

57f_werﬂ flshing ve$ els and pleasu e: craft

Nr. ter HAHR (Natherl nds) thought that 1f R TQfBISFCL to

::5ffﬁhe freeboard deck as defined in Regulation 3 of the Conventlon

ony, Load Linos could bu 1ntroduced 1nto Regulatmon 4, the pelnt

“ﬁf ralsed by the reprssen%atlve cf Yugoslav1a would be S&tiSf&CtOILlY'

S Mr..ROSELL (Denmark) satd th?t in the case of flshlng vesselsfl*
'"leth two dec&s and’ w1thout an 1nternatlonal load 1lne, 1t mlght '

.ff;jperhaps be 1eft to:the dlscretlon of port: authorltles %o choose
7 4fth9 deck from whlch %o mcasuru dlsplacement S g

:ff fHe suggeetea u51ng the dﬁflnlulon in. Regulatlon 5 of the . e S
-5” Gonv@nt1on on Load Lines, so ‘modified as to refer to th61? f**:%: .

Mr. BEOKWITH (Liberla) was not in favour cf that solutzon.;};'"

fﬁiiiupaermost complete &eck 1nstend of tho fremboard deck.._-?.'°*5i°

Mr. ROSWLL (Denmurk) p01ntgd out tnat 1n the flshlng vessels'.

_; $fto whlch he had referred, freeboaxd was meﬁsurcd from the 'second
 f§ deok and it dlsnlecement were measurod from the unper deok the .
'fﬁ_ resu1t1ng tonﬂqge f;gure would be too high. ' e

Mr.:WILSOF (UK) sald he a precmated thg dszlculty mentloned i

'ff:fby the. Danlsh reprcsentatlve, for 1f, under norwal cire umstanoes,_f"€
o the fre“boa ~a decx had to be. the uppermost deck qccordlng to IMCO
'7eregulatloms, thtt dock could not bm used to asszgn 10&& llnes to'

ffffflshlng vessels. w1tﬁ large hatchways that nad to be Qpbﬁ in all

Mr BQNN (Ganada) drew the Oommlttee & attentlon to Sy

; ﬂfsubdlv151en dlsnla ement whloh was used in Urcference to f@rm  [?"'“”

7[}]freeboard._).l:f

The GHLIRMAN was of the oplnlon that that formula? Wﬁlcﬁ was:

: 'moreoer the one sot out in- yaragrcph 2 of the amendmént FTOPOSEd ff_ } 

T f by Denﬂﬂrk to Regulwtlon 3, Ml@ht Well be adopte@._-ij-

ij?Tm/covp/o 2/SR 10  5




e ff Mr. ROCQUEMONT (Eranca) con51dured ﬁhﬁt hlo delegatlon Sf

".nroposed 1mcndmen% to. Regula tlon 4 prOV1ded a'solution to the =
._ .problem under dlscu351on for a ship could hava only one. 1oad 11ne g

"1rrespect1ve of whether lt had b“en 9851gned A form scantl;ng_ e

J_j;or SublelSlon freeboard.--

-H”iif Mr, WILSON (UK) remarked tpft;:on the - contrqry, soﬂe shlpS_' %__f:L_

   fd1d have %wo load llnes aocordzng to- whether they were used” for  ..

_ _fCaEgo or p ssen?er transport It was ‘his view that dlsplaocment 1-:.f.f 
~should be calculated to the hlgbest lu“d llne_ -.ﬁ  s o

Lo Mr, GUPTA (Iﬁdla) stﬁted that such was the case for Indlan ; :.

”’77shlps whlch carrled pilgrlms for four months of the year and -

'5ﬁcargo the rust of the tlme, Whlch made it neceqs%ry for them to -
'fchangg thear load 11ne thce a ycar. Speczal PrOVlﬁlonS should be;f

4° fdrawn up for such shlps._-

o  “f.Mr; FZLIPPOVICW (USSR) con81dcred thrﬁ the purpose of
”Regulatlon 4 was. to duflnc dlsolacement in congunctloﬂ w1ﬁh
'fRegulptwon 7 The problem Just ralsed coulé be better dealt

._;wltﬂ 1n cher regulatlnns of the Oonventlon.;“ Rt

i The OH?IRMLN remlnded the Indlan represeﬁtqtlve tha% *he
'.conoept of a change 1n tonnage accordlng to draught was to be

"'3- rets1ﬁed for eXlSthg shlps.? In reply to the' rc@resentatlve

'ffof the SOVlet Unlon, he empha51zed that the Commlttee s

-f ;1mmed1ate comcern was to %pprove pr1n01p1089 the fOrm of whlch the_;i-:“'

 various regulatlons weuld be yresonﬁeﬁ would have to. be determlned’.”

."fflater.__;ﬁ~w~s

He ther fore subuested that Regulatlon 4 should begln f:":

.:'ﬁfiWLth a deflnltlon of dlsplacem nt as glven in paragrqph (1) of

"73a paragrsthTQlctlng o passenger Shlps based on paragraph (2) of *'3”

L”J. iﬁhe same Danlsh amendmant”' then would come provislons concernlng ;21
_;;fﬁitho deflnltlon of mouided depth,ﬂnd 161@ 11ne dlsplgcements, the:
 fi;fflatter belng based on paragraphs (1)y<2) Tﬂd (3) Of the pr@posed
'=*g;nFrench am@ndment to Regulation 4 R ' :

S _. TI\&/C ONF/qu/SR. 10 :
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Nre. QSAMURA (Commlttee oecretary) read out paragr@ﬁh 2 :

““ffof the Freach amen&menﬁ, in the ﬂngllsh text of whlch the wcrds

';f"dlsplacement COrresPondlng to the new" were to be 1nserted  **;

o ; {between llnes 6 and 7

The Commlttee app“ovea the text of thxs paragraph in prlncxple._jff

i Mr GUPTA.(Indla) supported by Mrc MUPPHY (US&}, referrlng to R
_'ﬁ;?paragraph 3 of the French ameﬁdment, ‘spoke of the prob emn whlch
. 'would be. created by the flvewyear time-limit in the case of

"*“fpassenger shlps whlch were: converted 1nto cargo shlps every year.._ |

Mr. ChRISTIANS" (Yorway) consldered that th@ flve—year ';f"; _:

"-tlme—11m1t should be alscuosed. He also thought that the exceptlon o

o envn.saged for changes 1n natloﬁall'ty mlght gs.ve rlse ’f:o all k:i nds

Mf' WILSON (UR), whlle approvzng the ﬁext proposeé by Franc@,f*f-"

_.J_; alsn thought the tlme~11m1% should bve dlscussed.- He con31éered |
'”'a;however, that the tlme—llmit would not cause any | nrnblems for the

:7vessels mentloned by the representatlve of Indla because they had

__:ff ftwo load llnes and the Commlttee had agreed ln nrlnclple that L
o *gthelr dlsplacement shoald be calculated on the basms of the hlgher'-"'

one. o

The CHAIRMAN salé that that questlcn could not be settleﬁ

‘{ funﬁ11 the Worklng Group had decxded whether passenger spaces ”f'

f;;should be lncluded 1n the net tonnage or nnt.

o Mr ROCQUEMONT (France) agreed.3 Wlth regard to the exceptlonj”fv'
_ *:for a change of natlonallty, hls delegatlon recognlzed that suoh
ans exceptlon mlght enable the regulatlon to be 01rcumventeﬁ, and

”4._j w1t was prepared to- amend 1ts proposal.

R, Nr. ROSELL (Denmark) suggested that the questlon be referred Vo
fﬁgﬁo the General Commlttee. T TP S R




S Mr. LAWR&NO“ (Liberla) th@ught thaﬁ 1f the excentlon for B
i  gchange Of ﬂatzonallty was reta&ned, 1t should alsa apply to a: Chaﬂ%@;ﬁ;f
o oin ownershlp, ‘he also con31dered that the term ”larcg SCale BERREEG

'-T‘fmoélflcatlon" requlre& deflnltxon,

R The GHAIRMAN polnted cut that a. deflnltlon had been,glven in  ﬁ.¢IF
”jfthe amendment @ronosed by France to- paragraph 3 of Artlcle 3._- |

: Mr. ?RIVALON'(USSR), referrlng tn the problem of frequent

ﬁﬂﬁhaﬂges of. lcad 11ne, suggested “that certlflcates should be’ drawn
”  in'quch a way as to ‘indicate to the port authorltles what

changes had been made prev1ously. ' SRR S i

G Mra ROCQUEMONT (?xance) agreed that the questlon of ff; f;;ff°
"*fiicertlflcates would have tc be more fully studled.:_ ' _  - _
L Referring to the comments made by the repreaentatlve of leerla,'"'
fffhe Sald that exemptlon from the flveuyear tlme lmmzt in 4he case '“::_”ﬁ
' '}fof a change of ownerghlp would not be apprnprlate because the _mj f" o
_:fffCommlttee already con51dere& that the exemhtlnn in. the case of e
i_ﬁifa change of natlonallty was not sufflclentlj restrlctlve._ As far  ;;§ﬂf
o as 1arge—scale mndlflcatlon was concerned, it would: certalnly be S
' fffaﬁv1sab1e to 1nclude in paragraph 3 the deflnltlon to whlch the
. ".'_....::"".:-'ghalman had referfed. - : : o : v .

m_ 'f  The CHAIRMAN feared that that &eflnltlon mlghﬁ be detrlmentalf; i_ 
e - to. ships whlch underwent minor modlflcaﬁlﬂn to allnw them to carryjfajfff
'*5f;@1%her passengers oz 33380--'ff?"*“'ﬂzf*'7'm_ __f  __   5 ”- S
E -., Mrs ROCQUEMGNT (Fraﬁée) pclnted out that. if a. passenger Shlp
__  5ff10St its Superstructuresg iﬁs depth was automatically altnred by
. a substantial amounts, The Conference had expresse& a wigh that
_ifftonnage changes shouid not be frequent ‘and - it was theréfﬁfé the S
o  34jC0mm1ttee's éuty to strlke g fair balance between the requirementsf]ff ~ﬂ
a“ﬁi: 0f traﬁe and the rlsks of fraud.-_ | R
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Nr. WILSON (UK), raferrlng to the prablem of change of

__*jiffnataonallty, aala that the Unlted Klngdmnlavarlably reumeasurea
_aaﬂ;:every vessel . regastered ln the Unlteé Klngdom, whatever lts 3
'73ja0r1g1na1 flag. i ' ' ' - ' B

Mr. CONTOGUORGIS (Greece) obgected to the text ef paragraph

:"ﬁiﬂiB as submlﬁte& by the: French delegatlon.' It seemed unfalr to_;i;a_fr"

. i7”fproh1bat a Shlp from ebtalnlng a new certlfled dlsplacemenﬁ
'”“7f51mme&1ately after a changa ‘of- the freeboard the value of ©

'°1jaPrnposa1 C lay 1n the fact that 1t replaced the system of a tonnage e

_m:ff;mark by al certlfled dlSplacement thus permlttlng an’ eaaaer change _
_”f;j of tonnage, but 1t seemed that if paragraph 3 were adoptEd: one of -
'quthe maln advantages of Propcsal ¢ woald dlsappear. e

e Has delegatlon agreed that the cerﬁlfled &1sp1acement should
hffnot be changed too often, but consmdered that a %1me llmlt of SlX

'*'Vamontha would be reasnnable, It also agreed with the ﬁorweglan -

F'delegatlon that 1f the certlfled dlsplacement could be altered

”.ia]when there was a change nf natlonallty, many mﬁfltlme POW@TS Wﬁuld L

':7:3fsee 1arge numbers of thelr Shlps pa551ng under other flags.

Tha CHAIRMAN asaeé the French represenﬁatlve how the 1oadang

Viﬁfaa?of the sp901a1 craft mentloned 1n paragraph 5 could be: Qheakeé.~.a::f=f7

Mr, ROCQUEMONT (France) replle& that the worklng of

”jffflnternatlonal compatltlon would make 1t necessary 1o prov1de

_a;lfregulatlons tn- restrict the 1oad1ng of hydrocopters. Until
_:_f;qjlnternatlonal regalatlons were adopted, each State woald have :
”~T.;f5tc determlne the alsplacemenﬁ of those craft when fully loaded,*a

Mr. GHRISTIANSEN (Norway) thaught the case cf sp901a1

“:Taa:craft would have to. be con51dered,_as it seemed llkely that a
7”ﬂvilarae ﬁUmber of them would come 1nto servace Wlthln the next
"J;flfteen years. ' - S _ _




s ROCQT’T“‘@W (E‘rance), replymg to M. GRUT@R (leand){f g

 ;fsa1d tnat the toﬁpage certlflcato of a 3ﬁ901a1 crazt should.

f51ndlcate th uota7 take off welght authorlsed by the national - ' L

'gfﬁleglslatlom.'

Mr; WIESO (UK) quggestgd. om1tt1ng the referenob to

s ﬁg,_as the welgnt of each person who could ‘be carried in theff;ja'f
-T}fspecl al craft because nﬁtlonql regulatlons might contuln' ”" E

.'f’dlfferent prov181ons, '

Mr,_ROuQUENOﬁT (France) aﬁreed to withdraw that figare, as;_f-f'”

- Tlt was only an 1n01dent9J item in his proyposal.

B Mr.- OZIGLIA (ﬁrgentlnﬂ) askcd whether cﬁrgo qubmarznms_l..
:77wou1d be c$asslfled 28 sp60131 craft in regard to certlflable

"ﬂ;iélsplacement._"

- Mr. ROCQUKFODT (rrmnce) said that when submerglng aij_m ; *“"

"“ submar1ne filled ites bsllast tenks, and then a b+ Jlast

fcorrectlon could be ﬁppllbd.- For a submarine which qu on. the “
surface, as 1t q}.wayss wasg, of course, on arrival in or - o
'departure from a- port the maximum dlﬂpluccmenﬁ on’ the surface_

S was taken 1nto conszderatlcn

:aRegulatlon 5 R _ S
S Mr,_ROCQUTMO““ {Fr~ncej “xonosed thrt con51deratlon of

.'-;.REQU1Ltlon > be’ deierﬁsd becruse the methods of calculatlng S

dlSpl&Ccant and gLoss tonnﬁgc were closely rcla ted and they

"-T*could be: con31defcd tog nher. |

 f”Regu1mt1Cn 6" - L ' R R e
= The OHIIRMAN @ronas»d that 2 smﬁll working: group baould bef;f_:{**

__? jSe% up,-conposcd of rbnrbsenﬁ tives s of France,'ﬁorway,-the :
'”f Yetﬁer1mnus and the United Klngdoﬁ, The group should submlt

”ths conclu51ons to tze Oormzttee ﬁt lts twelfth.meetlng.g_ ,_ff f 

It wag so agreed.




*?#Q:iRegulations 7 and 8 s R LR _ o
The CHAIRMiJ p01nted out that the Commlttoe could not

_   TUSefu11y conszder those regulatloms un€11 it knew the" s
__;_.results of the study by the worklmg group on COefflclent “a" £” T;:

Thc meetlng rose at 5 p.m.,  a:f i

. TM/CONF/C.2/SR.10




