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Agenda 1tem 4 - Con51deratlon and preparatlon of

’tonnage measurement and tonnage
certificates (continued)

 myjeom/oe/srae

proposed technical regulations on. -



'IQ;eMnndayr

”'if;éenge_VV" e

AGENDA ITEM 4 - OONSIDERATION AND PREPAR_!LTION OF rRorosJ;D
Sl oo PECENICAL REGULATIONS ON TONNAGE- WASUM@NT
o AND. PONNAGE- CERTIFICATES ( TM/CONr/ .
 TM/CONE/C.2/2; TM/CONF/C.2/WP. 12
' -'-‘Tm/cowr/c E/WP 14) (contlnuea)

The CHAIRMAN recalled that, at the prev1ous meetlng, the‘

tCommlttee had decided that the length of “time which must elepseeﬁffaf

ebetmeen two reductlons in net tonnage for enlps with on]y one:

load line should be one’ ‘year 1nstead of five. In view of the s

' fnractlcel difficulties that ‘arose. for ships whlch had more than f'

~ one load line (for -example, those which carried passengers and
- cargo alternately), the’ Chairman suggested that the solution

of that prnblem,of detall uhould be deferred untll the follow1ng

My CHRISTIANSWN (Norway) stated thau the new regulatlons

:meffenv1saged would penallze certain. shlpe, such as thoee gust

menticned by the Chalrman, whlch mlght, under the regulatlons

R A{f;currently in’ force, obtain new tonnage certlflcates up %o three

";fj;tlmes a: years . Thue there was a danger that the regulatlons mlght;ﬁ[l

___ie’adversely affect the shlpplnﬁ 1nduSury by inducing owners to-
© cancel!their orders. The Norwegisn delegation hoped that the
*;:new Convention would not cause too much dlsruptlnn in the =

'”ﬁfshlpplng industry and in-the economic-conditions of transport

"fby sea., The dlsplacement concept gave . rlse to many . dlfflcultleS: _¢,

““e~;_wheﬂ used as ‘s parameter, and should be the- sub3ect nf thornugh o
e study by a small group._ Whlle reall21ng That it wae not p0381b1e.-fgf

%o reverse de01510ns taken by the Corference, he: w1shed o

~ emphasize the dangers lnvolved in’ comblnlng the load llne concept*ffe{

.Lfr(Wthh was - concerned w1th the safety of the shlp) w1th fhat of

" fthe tonnage.'””

S Mr..CONTOGEORGIS (Greece), whlle eeelng no obgectlon ﬁn S
'.'fdeferrlng the solutlon of the problem untll the follew&ng Menday,jf.?f
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ﬂ3suggested that prov131on shoujd bw made for shlps oparatlng
_ ”alternately as passenger shlps ang. cargo “ghips: to have’ two :
| ffcertlflcates,'of whlch one only. wou d be valld at any one’ tlme'

' ;f-acoordlng to cxrcumstances.

_ ~The CHAIRMAN pointed out that such a system would be very
Tclose to that of the tonnage mark which the Conference did not
Lapprove '

Turnlng to Progress Report No. 4 (TM/CONF/C 2/WP.12), he
asked the Committee to state its views on subuparagramh 2 of

- paragraph 5, which related to special craft.

My. JONES (New Zealand) remarked that moulded dlsplacement
the principle of which had been adopted in sub- paragraph 1 of
the same paragraph, was suitable ¢Qr steel ships but not for
wooden ones. Sub-paragraph 2 should therefore menfién alsoe
“ships other than metal ones. o | : B '

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) would like to see cargn submarines
mentioned in sub- paragraph 2, since they might be used in the
future. '

The CHAIRMAN suppmrfed by Mr. NOZIGLIA (Afgentina), said
:that in that connexzon, the Committee would have:to wait to
. .see whether or not the Worklng Group decided tn include water

‘”.ballast in the oalcnlatlon of net tnnnage. ‘

Mr., WILSON (UK) con31dered there was 1.0 need to 1nclude in
'ﬁthe text of the Convention craft which mlght not come into
~exigtence for a long time. L

Mr. MURPHY (USA) thought that since there were not many .
~special craft, 1t wmight perhaps suffice to adopt a regulatlon |

- similar to that of the ILoad Line Convention, whlch left it to PR
‘the administration to determine their dlsplacement._ When such;' e

':”:craft ‘came into more general use, the- C@nvention mlght be

""~famended to- take -account of them. S
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M BECFWITH (Liberla) supgorted that suggestlon, esoe01a11y 7'

 ;31nce the note on Amerdment P ocedurcs of Conventions (TM/OONF/lS)'.53V- .
 ”:prov1ded £or amendments n606551tated by technologlcal change,T 35

Mr. GUPTA (India) susgested meklng a dlStlﬂCthﬂ betweeﬁ  “

"“ Zey1s+1ng special craft and those of the future._:__ff:

7 SASAMURA (Commlttee Secretaxy) proposed a ﬁext 81m11ar |

._'.;-t.oi _ ‘of regulatz_on 2, paragravh 4, of the Toad Llnes Oonventlon-

_ 'iwhlch would, read: - !"The tonnage of a ship whose constructional :“f*- _
. features are such as to render the appllcatlon of the prov181ons R

':fof this Annexe’ unreasonable or 1mpractlcable shall be as

. "determ1ned by the Admlnistraulon "';f.

The GHAIRMAN Dut that text to thc voter

The text suggested b*r the - Sﬂcrotary of the Commlttee was _”  ffﬂ{ffff
:approved Dy 32 votes to none, e e T '

_ Nr. VHN DER TOORP (Netherlunds) suggested-gupplementlng
_ }the sub paragraﬁh by a prov181on o the effect tha thovernwents R, S
f'thCh reglstcrcd craft of that klnd should 50 1nform IWCO.J_T'ﬂf;-'?- L

S ihe CHAIRMAN drﬁw the Oomﬂlttee =L atteatlon to sub—fﬁ. V ;'_ R
:*fperagraph 2 0f paragraph 7 which haé to bu Supblem@nttd to T

ﬂ”j _1ndlC@tc that the load line assigned. was that on which' the[f;lﬂi : 
. displacement was based 1n qcoordancc w1th sub pﬂr@granh 1.°3

. ;.Sub‘PqTagrPPh P Of paragraph 7 would have to- bc amended to make :
it pOSSlble for a ship with moro than ‘one load iine to changef*fjf""'"'"*
 -from one to the other 1f_from belng a cargo shlp 1t became a s

'*passenger sh1p.5 ,'-"' ' : S . et

M. KING (KHngt) sug csted that the beglnnlng of the-f;fj ":'£ ”'5*

.'7sub—paragraph should be amonded to read._ "If the dlsplacement

-lshould change due to the alteratlon of the p051tlon of thei ;_E_ﬁ ;:,,_,ﬁ”

"*gload llno"""




b

: The ChAERWﬁN DTOpOSGd that for subwpqragvaphs 2 and 3 the_ff
-cCommlttee should ‘approve in principle the amendment: hc hcd '

'* referrcd to, leaving it to the Secretariat to draft the exact

cwording.

I+t was so decided.

My, GUPTA (India) asked whether the last sentence of .
..sub~pﬂwegraph 2 would apply to ships which carried pagsengers 1nd'
cargo alternately. He hoped that was not the case. - He supported
the text suggested by the representative of Kuwait,

Mr. GRUNER (Finland), refcrﬁlng to sub- paragraph 3,
suggested replacing the words "preceding certification" at the
end of the first sentence by the words "preceding decreasing
certification™, _ ‘ o _

Mr. ROCGUEMONT (France) said that the .intention of his
delegation which was the original author of sub-paragraph 3, had
been that tha last sentence should compensate for the rlgldlty
of a five-ycar period. SlﬂC@\thﬁt period had been.reduced to
- one year, and since changes of nationality might make frauds .
possible, he proposéd thé'puré and simplé deletion of the last
- sentence, ' | B ' | o o

Mr. UGLANDl(NQrway) opposed the French proposal. It was the
duty of IMCC to engure that traﬁgpor% by éea should remain as
_economical ag pogsible. TIf the new Convention should prevent
- -changes in certification under which there might in existing _
":circumstahces be advantage to ve gained, for instance,‘by.ships'

"f_whlch carried passengers and cargo 1tcrnwtely, shipowners

'Twould have to seek compensqtlon at the expense of their customers,: "

Mr. GUPTA (Indla) ‘proposecd that this problem, whlch Was not
'purely tcchnlcﬂ¢, should be referred to the General Commlttee.'
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e, szmrsom (lecrla) ounported by Mr; KING: (Kuwalt),,,_5 T"'”
;'conﬂldered that the prov151ons COﬁO“fnlﬂg 1qrvd-509 fi
:fmod1¢lcatlcn shodld 1n any oqse ‘be- mWLntalncd.: He thought

'"' fmoreover, that cnangus of ownorshwp snould be con51dered on. the rlf.fo"'

' 'fste footing as chcnges of natlonallty

: Mr GUPTA (Indla) sugncsted thﬁ+ tho lﬁst seﬂttmce of
sub= D= rﬂgrﬁjh 3 shﬂuld read ag fo¢lows'" “Howuver, if thp flag

."=  or ownership of the Shlp is changed or if tho ship ‘hes undergonej ”@”:;ﬁf

"'1arge seale modlflo%tlon, thu net tonnuge mav be decreased

' ,1mmed1atm1v"

Mrl WURPHY (US ) o1k that if tne Shlp chwnged ownershlp P

"~or flag or undcrweﬂt large»scale moa1¢1cst10ﬂ, the shlpnwner

should: be able to decreasc: the net tonna ge w1tﬁout Such a'];_f;iff Ff{jji

1  dec;s1on being . d\SCrled as "frﬁud"f.-

Mra ROSEIL (Denmark) emphaulznd that the puLoosc oF thd S
'*fcnnvbntLOﬁ Was CCItEln¢J not t5 create dif flcu1t1es for the* ff__§h

'”7sh1pplng 1ndustry, and thet an owner was free- to opﬂrate hls shlpf }ﬁ;fff

';Ias he pleﬁsed

Nr. ROOQUENOVT (FrQﬂce) conswderbd th“t the Commlutﬂb‘should';  }ﬁf:

fi“votv separately on the three conCnDts.7 chenf Of fl“gs change
c.oof owners hlp, large- sealq modlflcatxon. |

'”- ht the rbqupst of Nr. CHRTDWIMBSEN (N rwav) VutOS Wers - taken f;ff -

7:bv rollecall on the gucstion whether the concepts of: Cﬂanﬁd of

flag and ohpnge of ownarshlp whmuld bb-retqlne&.z_j{,i

Sweden, hav1ng been drawn by 1ot by the Chairman, was 0%1led ::f

'7f upon to vote first., o Ihe result of uhﬁ votc was . as follows.-
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g

o In favours:: Sweden, Jﬂlted Arab Renubllc, Umltrd ﬂlﬂ‘@um of

" Great Britain and Yoruh&r I”elﬁﬁd Unlted States of Aﬂcrlcc,

'f;_Venezuela YugoslaV1a,'nLguntlna,-Austral;a, Brazil, Bulgarla,_.

' Canada, China, DOhmsrh,-Federal_Republic_of_Germany,:Finlaﬁd;

UGreece,_Indlu,-Indonesia, Ire1and, Israel, Italy, Japan,; Kuwait,
--Liberia,_Netherlands, New Zealrnd, Nigeria, Norway, Philippines,

. Poland, Portugal, South Africa.

“Ageinst: Belgium, France.

”7Abstaining:Union of Sovict Socislist Republics.

- The concept of chenge of fleg wes retsined in paragraph 7
~ (3)of TM/CONF/C.2/WP.12 by 32 votes to 2, with one abstention.

A second roll-call by vote was taken on the concent of

chﬁnne of ownership.

Bulgaria, having been drawn by lot by the Cheirman, wos

called upon to voite first. The result of the vote was ns follows:

in favour: Denmork, Federal Republic of Germeny, Finland, Greece,

 _ India, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan, Kuwait, ILiberia, Netherlands,

- Nigeria, Norway, Poland, Poritugal, South Africa, Union of

- Soviet Socialist Republics, United States of America,

e Yugoslovia, Brazil.

- Against: Bulgaria, Canadns, China, France, Israecl, Italy,
Wew Zealsnd, Fhilippines, Sweden, United Arab Republic,
' Venezuela, australia, Belgium.

,:'Absfmining \rgentina, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
'”2Northcrn Ireland. '

o Phe CONﬂlttbe deczded to add the ooncept of ch nge df: _ _
: :ownersnlp to paragraph 7 (3) of TM/CONE/C.2/WP.12 by 20 votes B
 'Hto 13, with 2 ﬂbstentlons.

S mM/CONR/C.2/SR.12




':E;f § 9}§jf ff *3f

The CF“IRMAN noted th:t no dulegatlon was opposea to the

"~concept of "1(rge chle modlflcablon”, Wchh WOUid therefo

"'be retalnbd 1n thb text

]  : Mr,.MUENCH (lsrmel) wondered whether the Gommlttee S dec¢81ons
”[jwere comnatlale w1th the text of Artﬂcle 9 a8 epprovrd by the

" -Genera1 Committes TM/CONF/G LWE.5).

_ ~ The. CHAIRMAN DOlnted out that, in accord nee WLth 1ts terms i3;  "f
_of rbference “the Commltteb_hnd ‘dealt with technlc%l problems,;:_5«3“3s”
‘and that 1f neOGSSﬁry, the Oonferebce WoULa brlng the con= _ f__:
'fclu81ons of the Gcner%l Commlttee and - QL_the_Technlcal_Oomm;tuce”f

   -ln%O 1lne‘_3im_u‘

'-ﬁln,hls ‘opinion, un owner who vought & %hlﬁ could decrease thé ;'--”'

'fﬁ;”purchﬂse,

'   Pﬁragrqph g
_f 'scﬂle modlflc tlon mlght nECGSSltgte compllcatbd cwicul tlons
’7~]1nd that it a dﬁflnltlon were “doptbd cVerOﬁt WO&ld trj to

._::uLlHES had hud to ﬁbﬂndon the lﬁea Of Cqboleng SUCh dcflnltlon i¥ ,

'-gavolume or tonnﬂge vaiues. :LNJ

”f]con51dcred qS 2 lﬁrgﬂ—sc”le MOdlflC“thn. Zﬂ;_'

In reply to'p questlon by Mr. KIWG (Kuwglt) he Snld +hd£;f; ;;V7'”

 7tonn1€e even . 1f it h\d been deoreach ﬂlro“dy ”t th':t1me_5ff:  *r%F

_ Mr, ROCQUEMOﬂT (Frqncc) remﬂrkbd thﬁt in’ ert%ln Cnces
7sllght mod¢¢1cﬂtlcn5 could ﬂltcr thc SCﬁﬂtllng dr ught whloh
-every Shlp should h"ve,-if T A LR :

The OHAZRNAN sald he. fc"rcd ﬁh%t a def1nltlon of lﬂrge~fﬁ' N

-1nt rpret 1t o’ hﬂs own ndvantﬁge

| Mr. ROSELL (Denm“rk) rcc 11@6 that ‘the’ Confarence on LOﬁd

Jdn ﬁhe text Of the OOHVQntlon-_ In his opinion, o mOdlilC tion "'-_
'°{_could be classed as 1“Tg€~scale wmen it chﬂngad the dlsplacement -

S Mr WILSOY (UK) proposed thcfiﬂny HOdlflC“thn 1nvolv1ng it
'- {a chqnge of ﬁi least ten per cent. 1n groqs ﬁonnage should belﬂ;f‘f5

Mr, GUPTA-(IE@IL) supported the Unltcd klngdoﬂ prOPOSal o
o o - e mm/comy/o 2/SR 12




l“m;;iﬂ~;*,;*

; and Mr. Rocuugzzoz\m (Ffﬁme) thought th- t it PI‘PVldcd o éj:;ce'_lle_nt'_'
'bﬁSls for dr"*tlng, e : _ _ : -.-..:x- S
FR Mr._COTTOGEORGIS (Groece) su?gnsted thaﬁ the 1nt€rv“l of one _
¢ _yeur should not be imvosed AT the ship hn d hndergoqe 1qrg@ scale R
I'fmodlfloatlon or modl?lcutlon 06ﬁ81derod g SMbh bj the' L

 udm¢n1str ation. ' S -

i e, TRTESSON (Sweden) ~nd Mr. STVESON (Liberia) were in
' _-favour of the suggcstion made by the Greek delegotion,

 _Mr. MURPHY (USA) said thot he would like the Committee to

ﬁ-.:approve that suggestion, and to illustrate it with an exanmple.

- The CHEHAIRMAN requested the United Kingdem ond United States
 :rcpresentnﬁives each to prepare o text tc be submitted to the
next neeting of the Committee.

He reminded the Committee thet o - snall group had considored
 ceftain guestions 1eft in rbeyance in connexion with Regulnticn 6
and that its conclusions were given in TM/CONF/C.2/WP.14. He
-cnlled for a member of the group to be kind cenocugh to intrcduce
that document to the Technicrl Ccmmittee.

Mr, WILSON (UK} said that uhe group hod had several possib-

o ilities:  either to take up the Netherlands proposal which was very

o 8imilar to the Panamn Canal Rules - and wes breader than the pro-
visions contained in T™™/CONF/6 - or not to exenpt from measurement
any space provided with ~ny mcans of closing whrtsoever. 4s the

. United Kingdom proposnl (TH/CONF/C.2/2) had scemed o take a middle
line, the Group had adopted it as a wofking basis.

_ The wording of paragraph (2) wos in line w1th the  Panana
._Cknﬂl rules concerning cnclescd spaces.

‘The Group had heen unn nlmcusly in favour of inscriing 1n
-rp“rﬂgrﬁmh {3), =fter the words: V"shall not be considered o8 S
"f"enclosbd spaces" the words "unless they are brovided: with shelves

'*,'or othur means for stowing c¢argo or stores.”

“In p ragraph 13)(a), the Group had ropluccd the- words ”a

f.f,curtﬂln plate not exceedlﬁg 1. 6 ft. in qopthﬂ by the words

3,ﬁa Ar191n n1a+e not exdeeding 1n drptﬁ the. ad301n1n1 deck~s-."“

zbmaMH ?--1 'tqp %Ll:i ﬁxme, ;t nlu Icplﬂcbd thc words ”th“n-j-~7'

-oji{jmm/cowF/G E/SR 12




'fﬁaif"theﬁﬁf &ﬁh of the ﬁﬂch”be the WOIQS "tﬂam 90 wer cent
_ _ 0£ the breadth’ of tne deck“ ’VIt h?é_also deleted the whole of
°- 'the last Dhrase startlng w1th_thb words "pTOVldbﬂ that....'

o Lastly, phe second. MAU paragraph of }arngragh (j)( ),
" “1t,had repluéed ”convergence of fore and aft. bulkhcads“ by
--;' n¢5nvérgenceLbf the shell plating!: and furtber on, the . cnncert
 ' Of'"ha1f'ﬁhe breadth of the deck" and “thc least: hali breadth
 “0f the deck“ by “90 ber cent of the breadth of the deck".

e In paragraphu (5)(b) “and (c)' some members of th@ group had
'1f-b°en in favour of replacing "% . /(O 9 Petrms)" by ____'*__,4____
_ ;"” 5 £1./(0.75 metres)" and the United Kingdom de 1egatlop hﬂd f?fk’:
B rwllllngly fallen in-with that v1ew001nt SInd adaltlon, the group T
'thad dec1ded to- delete the Ph*&Su in. bracketb 1n sub—paragrath (c){“f

o Lastly, the speakcr drcw attentlon to the fact thqt sub- 5-'"'°
_ g~paragr¢ph (f) hed been retalne@ but mlght novert%eless seem '
'5 superfluous. S ' o - e

" N CHRISTIIWSEN (Norway) ﬁOlntLd out that there had
_ "HGVGT been an attempt to deflne oppn and ClOuLd spacesﬁ;f“
:*f51mult1ﬂeouslf It wUuld gerhaps ‘be’ pr@ferable to have a
:  qdef1n1t1on of @gen sraces.g Moréover, in the pa%sagm in
| ﬂ”ﬂp%ragranh (5) relatzng to spaces prov1ded w1th shelves or’ othar |
'°? fmeans for Securlﬁg cargo or gtores; 1t was queotlomable whethor V;ff
_73.such.spaces should not be. considered as open but he dld not i
' }chlnk 80 hlmself._ Lestly, he thought t%oqe prov131ons should
:f;be aocompanled by - ﬁlagreﬁs.__".“ R __   "- j"“"“"
: Mr. LEIBEN“ROST (YugoslaV1a), referrlng to superstructures,fi?“
_. Hf asked whether 8 deck-hotze equal to, or less than, 90 per cent. ot
”'5 ffof the breadth of the &eck should be'con51dared qs ar open space.,;k

g Mr V“N DER TOORN (Netherlands) ObSGTVLd th t the Co“nlttee o
“W_ 7thop@d to have the. adhﬁrence of ‘canal authorltles.- Slnce thc i
”"-”j regu1atlons were sLmllar to those of the Panﬂma Canql 1t n1ght
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" ;tié“,f ff'

. lgbe as well to h¢Ve uhC OUlﬂlon OL ﬁhe qurﬁbeﬂtathL of the

'7f7_authorﬂtles of thmt canql..

Mr, HABACHT (Suez Canal Auihorlty) supaortbd the ldea wut

';_forward bv tb Norweglan_ “presentﬁtlve ss to- thc nee% to_,f

111ustrote thm exeaytlons bj dlqgfams.n

_ CMr. WILSON (UK) replylﬁ& to  the corments by the refrcsentatlves-'
.-Df Norway and Yugoslavia explalined that the Group had not tried

~to define what should be included or excluded. As to stowage o
arrangemenets the Group was unanimously of the opinion that they  '
~would cancel out the exemption. He recognized that diagrams
- would indeed Dbe very useful.

In fegard to superstructures extending from one side of
the ghip to the other, the Group thought it better to refain

' the criterion of 90 per cent but that criterion would not apply

to the deck-house., Some delegations had thought it would be
better to avply the Panama Canal rules; however, it scemed to

him preferable to have as few exemptions as possible.

After a short discussion on the crganization of the

ommittee's work in which Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France), Mr. MURPHY (USA),
and Mr. GUPTA (India) took part, the CHATRMAN reminded the

. Cormittee that, according to its terms of reference, the Techniceg

- Committee could not deal with matters such as the "trensitional

Cprovisions" or the definition of “new ships".
‘Replying to guestions put by Mr. YU-SHANG LI (China) and

er, SIMPSON (Liberia) concerning paragraph 4 of TM/CONF/C.2/WP.15,
; the CHATIRMLN stated that what was referred to was the summer

o 108d line in the case of ships pljlng in tropical. wpters and that'

ﬁ1that should be .clearly stated; moreover the load llne Teferred

. to was the summer load line éu-d@flﬂ@ by the natlonal rcgulatlons._;;-

Jf,Thé:mee%inQ foSé“at 5;15-p;m;j f
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