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Gz NDA 1 Em 3:- GOJDID“PATIO“ ‘OF HATTERS N INSTRUOTRD BY TPF

: - CONFERENCE (TM/@OMF/WP 3y M/CONF/6 Corr.1 =;;:,raa; .
Cand AGd.1y Ti/GONF/9/Add 1 TN/COWF/C 2/WP 12}r'-""*~*
'“'and Wwe 13 (contlnued) : St

_ The CHAIRMAN 1nv1ted atﬁentlon te Progress Reporu No.:&_;' e:_,:L. .
- TM/CONF/C Z/WP 12), contalnlng o summary of the results of thef;];ffff--ﬁ

3;-prev1oue day s dlSCuSSlonS, and  to tne Japaneee delegatlon 5

j_proposal on the draught for caloulating displaceément in reepeotfie-iif'""’
o of ships to which the 1966 Load Line Convention did net: apply R
: ”}(TM/OONF/C 2/WP,13).  He euggested that the Committee should: _
J feconelder document TM/CONF/C 2/WP. ~ Ite decision on the ﬁlnlmum
1_length end the de¢1nztlon of such: lehgth ‘were set’ out 1n sub- pv' o
1fparagraphs 2(1) and 2(ii) respectlvely.: In- accordance with B
'feparagraph 3, the Committee had left open the: questlon whether,_u,fo5:

“ ‘g-for the purpose of deilnlng ?ength,.lt should adopt the - deflnltlon

o of moulded depth in the Internatlonal Conventlon on Load Llnee,

o ﬂtop of the keel 30 the top of the uppermoet eomolete deck at szde._ffﬁf

_.-”complete deck would have to be defﬂned.; He invited attentlon
3eto hlS delegatlon s euggestlon ln document Tw/OONF/9/Add 1.

'_:eCommlttee 8- deo131on to adopt 24 metres. as the mlnlmum length

' made for ‘the purpose of confnrmlﬁy with the Loed Llne Conventlon

.freplaCLQg the word "freeboard“ By "uppermost”:'so that the moulded e
‘depth would be- deflneo as the vert3cal distance measured” from theﬁ'* :

M CHRISTIANbEL-(Norway) Sald that in that case, the uppermostfff

The CHAIRKAW questloned whether 1t would be proper +5 f ; |
depart from the prov1S1ons of the Inad Line Cnnventlon. eThefs‘”

f'meant that for the tlme being- 1t was dlecueelng depth for the

'*determlnatlon of mlnlmum 1emgth.; Slnce the dEClSlOH ‘head been

g_fand to avo;d two deflnltlons, if the Commlttee now coneldered only
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'a'shlps thh a 1rad. 1lne the definition should bé'i&éﬁ%icéi”wi%h j_

:' fthhe one i the Lnad Tine Oonventlon whlch could be referred to,if“
7ﬂw1thoat the need o repeat it Tbe Cnmmituee would then need’ on]y

:*to con81der the minimum length for flthng vesgels and yachts to

   jwh1ch the TLoad Line Convention did not apply.' The questlon was
"[”liﬁKEd'With the problem of dlsplacement which haa been left open ‘as

~far as flSﬂlﬁg boats were conoerme&.

- Mr. GRUNER (Flnland) said that if the length of 24 metres'

~was to be used solely for the purpose of identifying ships, the

- total length could be used and all definitions could be eliminated.

The CHAIRMAN said that the length should be the same as the
length in the Loeoad Line Convention: in other words, the load
line definition of depth and freeboard deck should be retained,
‘without being repeated.

My, WILSON (UK) said that in using the mouided depth it would
bé nécessary to specify the meaning, and to which deck the
~moulded depth would be measured. He suggested that the first
'-part of the definition of freebeoard deck in the Lonad Line
Convention would be sufficient if "freeboard deck" were replaced
- by "upper deck" and the wnrd "normally" deleted, ‘

| The CHAIRNAY asked if the Committee would agree that for
 ‘ships with lead lines, moulded depth and freeboard should be
~defined as in the 1966 Lnad Line Convention, and that for ships
‘not subject to that Convention the United Kingdom suggestion
 should be followed, nemely, the definition of freeboard deck as
_"1n the 1966 Load Line Convention should be used, rep1a01ng
' ’"freeboard“ by "upper" and deleting "normally” '

Mr._RGGQUEMONT (France) said that a Convention should be'-'”

'gSelf—contalned, too many references to provisions in other

Conventions might cause legal difficulties. The Committee and

_ _.g the General Committee might do well to consider the 1egal aspects‘ S

w”“:; fwhere such references were essential,. they should be as brief as
. possible, and texts from other Conventlons should not be reproduced, [ff

V~f} fTM/0oNF/c 2/SR 11




':5  w1th 1dentlca1 prov1slons in %wo d&fferent Convon+1onu,_the”e was  ﬁ f%f' 
. the. risk that one of them mlght subsequently be clanged and ‘that “ ‘ff¥-*
':'dlffloultles of lntefpretatlon m1ght en%ue.. e

Noulded depth needed deflnlng only for shlps w1bhou+
”";freeboard'J several of the suggestsons in document TM/CONF/C Z/NP 13
 ;,fawere relevant Minimum length should be the same as. ln the ' -
"=' 1966 Lnad Llne Conventlon,'and 1t should be 80 stated

N Mr WILSON (UK) sald that hlS p01nt on the need merely for a8
_";reference to the Load Llne Oonventlon had Peen supported by the }'
':-French representatlve.- The deflaltlon of freeboard deck _ "'___ B
"also, ‘however, referred to the owner's optlon to choose a_;7“f75° "'

'second deck as freebcard deok._ ‘Had the Commlttee agreed thaﬁ
"~ the owner would have . such an’ 0pt10n°' Was the Chalrman S
 jsuggest1on that’ an owner wanting such optien could ‘have i""
_:'Jreduced draught s e., moulded depth measured to an assumed
"_fdeck instead of to the actual upper or. freeboard deck, 1n 11ne
'w1th what had been prev1ously agreed° B . ]'.__ S _
The" CHAIRMAN explained that the present problem was merely ;;'QgT:T¥f
fgfjto establlsh the mlnlmum 1ength at Wthh +he new Conventlon _"  
' “wou1d apply.: For con51stency, the depth should be the same:f;fﬁ"”
Las in. the Load Line Conventlon.ﬁ The problem is not related
Cto tonndge measurement but only to the establlshment of the S
'C_'mlmlmum 1ength at Wthh the new Conventlon would apply.'[ﬁ***ﬁ"" -

~ my/ooNp/c.2/sR.11
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R TIEBEIFROST (Yugoswav1a)"said“that-thé definition of
_*depth &id not. 1nd1caﬁe the- pOlnt at whicn the - shlp s length
"should be mezsured. He ‘guggested uSLng the definition in-

"-{paragraph (2) on page 86 of TM/CONF/6, which provided: that the
' .moU1ded devnth should be the vertlcal dlstance measured from the

inner side of the keel plate to the undersmae of the deck at

."1151deo that was preferable to the definition in the Load Llae 

Convention.

__'The CHATRMAN invited the Committee +to decide whether, for
‘ships which had to comply with the Load ILine Convention, the

minimum for the new Convention should be the length provided

in the Load Line Convention,

There were 34 votes in favour and none against.

The CHAIRMAY asked if there was any support €or the idea
that the same result could be obtained by using a different
definition from that in the Load Line Convention.

In the absence of support for the idea, he azsked if the
Committee sgreed, for shins which had %o comply with the 1666
‘Load Line Convention, to wording on the following lines:

"The minimum length at which the Convention would ébply-

should be the same as the minimum length at which the 1966
Load Line Convention applied®.

1t wag go decided.

The CHATRIAN suggested that the question of ships which 4ig
" not have to comply with the Load Line Convention should be

"1eft until the guestion of displacement, which was closely

connected, had been discussed.

‘He invited attention to paragraph (4) - total volume“cf’ "'

'¥ eﬁc1osed gpaces., The total volume was in two partsy  the

f-fﬁdlSplacement volume ‘below the waterlines 3and everything

:fg;TN/CONF/c 2/SR se
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' above the waterllne.. The problem,mas whether or not to
“inelude in’ d;Splacement the aprendages such as b0851ngs an&

_]1'rudders, but exolude ‘vilge keels, wells and recesses in Open e
:;fconnex1on with the sea (page 82 of TW/CONF/é) or include in the’ ﬂﬁ: _ e
__,,_'under—deok volume the volumes of bulges in the- ship's side, such_[j "** ”
'j_;as a bulbous oow and prOpeller b0831ngs (page 88 of TN/OONF/6) f}jf;fpfg

Mr. ROOOI ONT (France) said that since the dlsplacement

:_;f ca1cu1ation was based on. the volume calculatlon,_lt would be
_,g.g01ng a. 11tt1e far uO say that the. shlp 8 volume was 1n two DR
parts - the dlSplacenent volume and. the" volume of spaces above-;h;-.,_--

.fthe waterllﬂe°' the two . ooncepts were dlffercnﬁ.g If the total ff f“*T'

f]velume was the sum of a series of 1nterﬁal shlp 8- volumes, in

¢' certaln cases the deck volume would ot be teken 1nto account, ;ﬁf_

" Perhaps the aim was to execlude the volume: of éeck platlng fromf Qﬂ' _” !
'the fO‘ﬁa]_ Volume° out dlsplacemen‘t +o0k 11’11:0 aCCOL‘LIl‘L all the
“structural elements up to ‘the llme from Wthh dlsplacement wasfif _Hf]:’f

..chalculaﬁed. ' S : : - S T

et e

Hls deleg tlvn regarded the dlsplacement volnme as the

'5 :volume of water dlsplace& by the. ship.f hence an the hull

'1appendages e *1d be taken 1nto accovnt;vas 1n the Danlsh

| 'fﬁhj;amendment.;_. T | SRR o
_ - M. ULLSON (UK) agreed wmth the French representatlve th&tfif}f*”
| ﬁdlsplacement and total volume were rathér different comcepts-{-f

In the casge of extreme dlsplacement shell" platlng, rudder,
'*b0851ngs and similar 1tems wovld have o e taken into

| “'account but tnat was ﬂOt neCESS&IV for moulded dlsplacement. f;ff ""

It had already been &eclded that for gross tonnage the total
:fvolume should be. measured to toulded 11nes,: thus the thlckness-:
'jof the upper deck 1at1ng would not be measured-” “the' measurement

| Cwould ‘be to the 1n51de of the boundary nlatlng and the top of

',_the deck to the undersiae of the deck celllng., No one wovld

e




o want ﬁb iﬁc1ﬁ6e nbrmal7b03éiﬁgé-br ruddersgffor'eXample,”ih; f
total volume, < The only bossings to itniclude would be those -
owithoa vdlﬁme,_ solid. castlngs should not be lncluded Anc

"‘ :mou1ded volume,

L The CHAIRMAT sugpested that Unneceqsary oompllcatlons :
'were being introduced for littie gain, '

.Mr. STEWART (USA) said that his own auvthorities were_ _
-working for results as close as possible to existing tonnage
- measurement. He supported the United Kingdom representative's
wiew that measurement should be to the moulded line. In éil»
shipbuilding, moulded displacement should be ascertained first,
- Tonnages could be determined more rapidly if the moulded
_volume concept were retsined,

Mr, ROSELL (Denmark) sgreed with the United Kingdom
representative'ls comments on displacement and volume. He
L?upnorted the. deletion of "rudders" on page 82 of Ti/CONF/6.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that for. the time being the
Committee shovld congider only volume and what it should contain,

+ - leaving displacement until later. The majority apoeared to

‘support the view that moulded volime should not include deck
thicknesses. But would the stern frame casting be included or
 _eXcluded?

Mr, ROCQUEMONT (France) said that thq‘choioe was between
. logic and tradition., He would favour the logical solution
. of moulded volume. The logical solution of moulded volume Was
_”'fequivaleﬁt to saying that one should only pay for the inside- _'
"*_of an orange because one did not eat the skin. _

o Mr._BECFwITH (Liberia) sunported the use of muulded volume;-
" Wnereas vnder-deck volume cculd be obtained from dlsplacement 1-

":Uf f:curves, moulded volume. must be measuxed phy51ca11y.

___._'TM/CONF/C'.'_2/3‘33__,_13__ E




Wlth vcgard to tﬁe 1ncluSlon OL; ¢or example bropaller

_ bossinge, the USSR emeﬁdmeﬁt on page 87 of TN/CONF/6 could e
*7 ]be used as a basas__ ;q-; ST

- Mr.-OHRiSTIAY%EN (Norway) sald th@t nis delegatlon had never~ f 5”fb5

‘deubted that the $otal volume was. measured +o the meulded: 11ne,_fffff37 
 .5The Commlttee was. dzsoussLng detalls whloh should be. clearpd up ,}f}f ;fT
”: 1n a small worknng group.n I ' St

ﬁr. SOIDA (Italv) sald that tne 81mplest solutlon s the |

'f_moulded volime as in other conventlons._ Ina moulded plan, the ig;fifJ”'

.'° boss1ngs wonld automdt ca]ly be 1ncluéed

Nr. GUPTA (In&la) agreed fullv with the French 3tand._ﬂV f55T

| Dlsplacemen% must necessarily correspond 0" the totaL weight’ of‘ffﬁff}f
. the ship in water,ﬂ he would zecordingly. propcse that, 1n_ffj ;*f“‘*'5¥"
"”paragraph 5(1) the word “moulded" be deleted ' B

: Secondly, some’ provzslon snould be 1ncluded to cover. tne case'f7_
of the convertlble passenger/cargo $hip, operating wx1h dlfferent' '

5 1oad llnes aCCOrdlnﬂ to’ the traffic. of the moment

Mr._PIIILPOVIC (USSR) ald hlS delegatlon would: su*port t"

 -g;Argent1ne view on grounds of simplicity. It should be. 1OSSlble tof]fﬂfi

‘make all” oalculatlons at the desmgn'otage end accordzngly'

'?i  pa1cu1at1on of dlsplacement should be done on moulded llnes.;f575f1 f:'L

Ml;'STBWAh (Uqﬂ) endorsed the Sov;et suan&. Secoudlv;_unlzke f a:x¥

: France, he believed that’ moulded. dlsplacemenﬁ was. crltlcal for
“_fthe detcrmlnlnf of. stabll1tyf'ﬁa- o L

: “r.‘VAN TER mOOEN (Nethewlands) sald that he, too, was: 1n
favour OL ﬁhe sxmplest noss;ble system. Thc we¢ght of tne hell

. platlng on a ship was. & completelv unknowr factor and 1t would be'”f' 'f
”prlntless ?ov ‘the intended purpose to wlace an’ arbltrary percentageﬁffif

_l:value on 1t bowever 1ow,.ﬂ;k},:

) Tt was decmdea bv 31 votes to 3 that the dlsnlacement
'7shou1a be moulded d}Splacement._.,u:-l : e

"*¢7,?f;f,:;:f7¥}fj,j57ff”ff7fjffffffjﬁfuif” TM/CON /c 2/SR 11




Phe (A IRMAN 1nv1ued cocrents on sab paraﬂrayhs (1 (ii)’

: ;and (111) of - }aragrapn 5(1)

M, WILSON (U&) suggestea & minor draftlng ohange in

 "sub —parzgraphs (i) and (iii): the words "as defined by" to be
_'3replaceo by the words "in accordance with", In-sﬁbmﬁaragfaph”(ii),
 :he would prefer the wor rding: ... to the assigned subdiVision"
~load line in accordance with ...", as possibly permitting account

“to be taken of fresgh water or tropical allowances.

_'{Secondly, a provision should be ineluded o cover the oase -
of the passenger ship that had alsoc an assigned cargo load Line s
‘giving a much deeper draught than the passenger subdivision

- load line. For the purposedof displacement, the higher of the

- two marks should be used.

_ Mr. ROSELL {Deénmark) suggested that sub-parasgraphs (i) and
(1i) should be combined and in that way the last United Kingdom
point would be covered, His delegation considered that sub-
paragraph (111} should be deleted, as inapprovriate to an
 international convention, Countries could not be béund‘by
such an instrument to apply ?gjaég national regulations.

Mr, CHRISTIANSEN (Norwéy) endorsed the last point made,

- the more so as national regulations on load line varied widely. -

M. LuGhW TH (Liberia) endorsed the amendment.proposed by

_  ;Dénmark, with the addition at the end of the combined text of
~the words: 'whichever is applicable“. The change would also

cover India's point.
e “Mr. GUPTA (India) saw no need for taking the deeper of the
:'tWO}draughts, as suggested by the United Kingdom; provision.:_,;_

"fshOUId_be made for differentiation in line with actual comver= . . .

_ The CHAIRMAN observed that that pOLnt could be takcm
fup lgter in con81dor1ng the questlon of rostrlctlon on -

*~jconver81on._;<.

I\F/CO“\“E/C 2/SR 11




In answer to a- “Olﬂt ra81ed bj F *ROZIGLIA“(Arﬂéﬁtiﬁé);””
"_.-"tha SE“RLTARV exmamed 'thuu the usual ‘practice concs rning

Cpelated 1nternatlona1 conVentloas was ‘to refer 51mn1y to the” ' '

Cconvention i in force, without spe01fy1ng any partlcular year°__ a.f”5f“  
"'that mat+er would be tak@n care of at the draftlng staﬁe._ 4:57=’7”7*T~ﬁ

Mr._ROCQUEIONT \France) asked whetﬂer the SOLAS Oonvcntlonf  _
 ijconta1ncd a definition of the deeocst subdlv181on 1oad 1lne.”‘“"' 

f:_In any - event the hlgh&r mark should be used in the case of s
- ;convertlble shlpsg.for thcre could concc1vab1y be gaseq whefe 'ffff-?

'f*that mark corresponded to the cargo. 1oad line

_ In sub paragraph (111), tle oetter wordxng would be'ﬁffff;f
 "?or shlps t6 which ‘s load line had béen asslgnud under o

© national regulations _g."'*_ln the case of dual 1oad 11nes, fhé:’j ﬁ7

L deepest shou“d spply.'

The CFAIRWRN stated that the dhflﬂltl@ﬁ An questlon was tOff;: n

:.ﬂ'be found in- urtlcle 2 0¢ the SOL“S Convenﬁlon.--

o Mr. GUPlu (Indla) saLd that in hlS countr"-tharb WQS no

f_questlcn of ‘a-fixed perlod for appllcatlon of “one or othbr of

“the dual 10&@ llﬂes, GOQVGr51on was poss¢blc from voyaga'to

” _’voyage,'”: :

o ﬂr.,FILIPPOVTCH ("SSR) con51dered tnat sib- paragraph (111) b ffj}5
”'}gshould ‘be malntalned put 1u smended form for clarlflcatlon o

' purposcs on the follow1ng lines: o Mfor shlps to which the -

f--Internatlona1 Load ‘Tine Gomventlon does not apply but - to whlch'f thE

:Ea load 11ne has bcen 3331gn d under naulonal ropulatlons-,.,”;};ﬂff-"

_ In con81dor1ng the questlon of shlps w1th dual load llnes;;;;ff
_f*fthe case of the: ﬁlmber carrViﬁg.anp (deck cang) should not beﬂi.fi
”;] ovﬂr1oo£ed.~5;. = = SR '




L Nr NUDNC (Lsrae¢) thought tlat the questLOE of shlps L
f.hav1ng dual load lines. saould be dlscussed also at C—enera1 TR
'_Commlttce 1eve1°- Sthe. Tecanlcal Coleutee was not in a pOSTthH :

'K.fﬁo take a final &ec151on in the matter.,f_-

S Secondly, he too ooaszderod that the ma;ntenance of sub—
- iparagraph (111) was essential and he endorsed the text as: amended
~ . by France and the U3SR.

| Ls to sub=paragraph (iv), some countries, although not.

assigning a load line, set a maximum draught for certain vessels
 through lcading regulations related to maintenance of stability.
 Where such statutory regulations existed, certified displacement

. ~under the Convention should be calculated according to the fixed

draught limitation,

The CHAIRMAN proposed to taks up the various issueg that
had been raised, one by one. He invited comments first on the
marginael case of the timber-carrying vessel mentioned by the

- USSE.

Mr. FILIPPOVICH (USSR) said his delegation considered that

in the case of such ships the regular lcad line should apply

~rather than the high:r timber mark, since ncrmally the ship
would be carrying water ballast when loaded with timber. 4

-Cemurary decigion would thersfore penalize the ship.

My, ROCQUEMONT (France) pointed out that water ballast had

. no relevance to the question.,

© o Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) supported the Soviet proposal;

under the International Tonnage Mark scheme the timber mark
i}fhéd'tnus-far been lgnored and there was no reason for any
Tj{ohange in that situation,

The USSR proeposal wasg accepted bv 32 votes to none., .

TM/CONT/CL2/SR1T



The CHnIRMuN asked whethbr thc Commlttee W1shed 1n prlﬂc1plelffif;7“

7"to retaln sub paragraph (111)

The;e Wers . 31 votes 1n favour of rgtenﬁlon and 3 agalnst

S The CHfIRMAN 1nvited commants on the Japanese proposal
fr(TM/CONF/O Z/WP 13), whlch was relpVant to sub paragraph (111)

: My MUENGH (Israel) con81dered thaﬁ the Japanese proposal
wag opposed 1n sp1¢1t to the concept of dlsplacement There
Cwas. 1o need to resort to an ima 1nary load: llne- where3”

. '3'a draughﬁ 1lm1tatlon eXlSueﬁ undér statutory rules, natxonal or- G
':1nternatlona1 1t should . be used for calculatlom of . dlsplacement.-~m7'~"

_ '5f Mr. ROCQUENONT (France) sald he had been thlnkJng along
h.the same lines, 5 ; 347 R I R L e

o LTHé Israell praposal Was approved in pr1n01ple bV 31 votes

o mhe CHAIRMAN drew attentlon to aHiBo paf%graph (lll) of e
 j{Tﬁ/OONF/C 2/WP 13 and to tho suggestlon made - by the Unlted Klngdomf;h%
- delegation to use the deflnlthﬁ of mouided: dmpth given in '

'.:: 'Regu1at10n 3 paragr vh S(a) of the 1966 Load Tine Conventzon,;t 1g fU

t  replac1ng the. words ”freeboard deck” by ”uppermost deok" The

_ *j1atter would then take the deflnltlon a581gned to the frecboard
L deck in’ paragraph (9) of that Regulatlon, W1th deletlon of the

word "normally", iee, the uppermost deck would be the up?crmost

'5 _comp1ete deck exposed $0 wbathar and sea which had p rmqnent memnsT'“'

”“ﬂ_of watertlght closure..fj,f'~'“'

“Hs: cht on to notc that such ‘8 deflnltlon would

":f  unfortunately, encourage &hlpowners 1ot to close the hlgher

deck and suggesﬁed that 1t mlght be betber noﬁ to make bny

'f ffst1pu11tlons about the upoermost deck

: Mr. ROSELL (Denmark) Mr. D0 (Japan) and M. SOLDA (Italy) Th{{
_;fall agreed that it was. not. feﬁ51ble to QHPllfy the temm Lo
"”uppermost deck“'ln any Way.e S TR SRRt




The CHAERNAN concluded that in- the cage of a: shlp hav1ng S

B L;no 1oad1ng ‘mark of any kind on 1ts 51de, dwsplacement would be

_ 1taken as elghty—flve percent of the ‘moulded depth to the _
' x;upyermost deck, the latter remalnlﬁg undeflned for the tlme

":"ﬂfbelng.

' Change of net tonnage (TW/OONF/G.Q/WP 12, pﬁragraph 7)

The CHATRMAF invited delegatlons' comments on the proposed
~time limit within which no change of tonnage certificate would
" be permitted, i.e. five years, one year or six months.

‘Mr. GUPTA (India) referred back to his couniry's problems
of the "pilgrim ships" operating under the Simla Rules and
 carrying cargo or passengers at different times of the year, and
:'maintained that in such cases any time limitations imposed would
.“be-completely artificial and unnecessary.

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France), Mr. ROSELL (Denmark) and
Mr. PRIVALON {USSR) held that the matter raised by the delegation
of India represented a specific preblem quite digtinct from the
question of the time limit to be imposed. Both the 1966 Load
‘Line Convention and the 1960 Safety Convention recognized that
_ a ship could bear loading marks for cargo and for passengers at
_5 the3same time and there should, of course, be no time limitation
" for such ships. |
| - Mr. VAN DER TOORN (Netherlands), supported by
My, HUNNICH (Federal Republic of Germany), pointed out that the

impesition of a five-year period within waich a ship's

~certificate could not be changed would cause many difficulties
" to shipowners in the matter of buying and selling of ships and

.:ﬂ7g wouid;depresS considerably .second-hand prices; the time limit - -

'*“fffshduld”thus'bejnc more then six months.
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Mr. GUPTA (Indla) agreed that there was no questTOn of

e',alterlng an Slngle value for the dlsp aoement 1n the case. of a R 5
T g0 oalled "pllgrlm shlp" 81nce 1t was aasagned two dlsplacements*-jT3if

"*3Tffthen authorlzed to use the deeper draught enly Wheﬁ LT waa

_anz“Shelter Condltlons should not- be all owed at frequent 1ntervals*.5'
_o;fthe Commlttee had onlv to de01de how to lnterpret the oonoept

"3fof 1mp031ng ‘a time’ 1nterva1 of one year or less, or in favour i

' _f1oert1f1oate of a shlpa__-

'ﬁfg{JXear;*

_'5one in’ accordance w1th the Load LLQG regulat1ons and the other
Cin relatlon to 1ts functlon as ‘passenger: shlp.- The shlp was

- carrylng 1ess than twelve nassengers.ag~:ig

| He nevertheless stlll malntalned that 1n the ‘dase of other.o;ef
;_ sh1ps there ‘was ‘no virtue in imposing a ‘long perlod of tlme wathlnej
:gwhlch the" dlsplaoement eould not be changed._- e foF

CMr CHRISTIANSLN (Norwav) held that there was 0o valld
'5reason for puttlng any time 11m1tatlon on the changlng of net
'ftonnage or dlsplaoement 51nce 1t wou;d only restrlot owners lﬂ
' ethe normal operatlon of thelr Shlps.:f : ' s

| Draw1ng attentlon to paragraph 7(3) of TL/GONF/C Z/WP 12,:;sﬁ
_ fwhere 1t was enV1uaged that the tlme 11m1tatlon would be walved :
_if the flag of the ahlp were changed or if.it underwent largenﬁﬂf”'
a'scale modaflcatlon, he asked whether that should not be extended
'”to eover the oase of change of owner,_as well._  Lo

st “The CHAIRLAN poznted out that in TM/CONF/WP 5, paragraph 1(g)i‘
:gthe Conference had de01ded that the change from olosed to. open

:Of 1nfrequent chanee.

The GHAIRMAN askedfhe Commlttee whether 1t was 1n favour

_n:oI a perzod of more “than one yea for changes in the tonnagui&neﬁ,

There were. 27 votes in favour of 2 tlme 1nterva1 of one. Vear  f

aﬁor 1ess and §ixiin favour of g tlme 1nterval of more than one

' It was decaded to 1mpose a “time 1nterval of one vear or 1essgi
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' The OEAIRWAN asked the Cozmlttee waether 1t was 1n favour.;f

faiﬂf of a tlme 1ntervml of ! orie” year or: of szx months.__:V S

E'”fvear and 12 in fe vour of a tlme 1nterva1 of Six. months.-'

There Were 20 votes in favour of a tlme'*ntervpl of oﬁé_.f--%~5**"”

-

It was de01ded to 1mpose 5 time 1ntgrval of -one Vear wwthln

” [*wh1ch the tonnage cortificate of a ship could not be changed.

7
lNr. HERD (Australia), referring to the question of the

,_“pllgrlm Shlps” mentionad by the delegation-of Indla, pointed
 -out that Lustrnllan ShlpS which carried either passengers or
| “cargo had only one tomnage certificate. Since tonnage was 1o

" he made dependent on dlsplacement such shlps would be given two
certificates, one for théir permitted dlSplacbment with cargo
~and one for nﬂssenger trmde. His delegation was opposed to the

 idea of dual tonnages for purely csrgo cdrrylng shlps.

_ “Mr, ROSELL (Denmﬂrk) poznted out that such ships wonld have
'the some tonnage certlflca%e all the tlme, it was only the

_ draught which altered in accordance with the defined conditions
Cor sailing.  He conSldered.tnat the“Commlttee should decide

. whether the tonnage‘should ve altered at all under the two or
. three sets of conditions;  in his view the only solution was to

Jiseue a tonnage certificate in accordance W1th the largest draughﬁ
“i,e, the draught calculated in accordance w1th the 1966 Load -

oo Didine 00ﬁvention.

A “he CHAIRMAN concluded that the tonnage a331gned should not
j correspond‘to the largest drsaught but to the largest tonnage.
. Ships having two tonnage load lindgs, one for cargo and one for

'f,lpessengers would then have only one CeTUlilCSte, llstlng a

figure which could be changed every ‘year, but whlch for the
 gdurat1on of th“t year would he the hlghest value. calculated for

'“lfﬁthe tonnage on either” draught, or from the dlsniaoement plus the

':'Jolume of nassenger shlps, WthhuVGr the WOrxlng Group nlght

;-kif&:de01de. |
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'Mr. CUPTA (Indla) maintsined that "pilgrim ships" do not - -
have two 1oad 11n s but rather one load line and”one'SubdiVisidﬁf“-fz” o
'_ The CHATRMAN pointed out that the subdivision mark was'f" f 
racognlzed as a load llne under the 1966 Load Line Conventlon,  ”

The mGEulng rogse at 12, 4: Dom.: _f.*7
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