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. AGENDA ITEM 4 - CONSIDERATION AND PREPARATION OF PROPOSED -
T - PECUNICAL REGULATIONS ON TONNAGE MEASUREWENT
. AND TONNAGE CERTIFICATES (TM/CONF/6; - -
- 'mM/CONF/WP 5 TM/OONF/U 2/WP 22 (contlnued)

f“}  ;Flrst draft of reguLatlons for. determlnlng gross. and net
o '4tonnages of ships - TM/CONF/O 2/WP 22) '

‘The CHATRMAN proposed that the Commlutee, whlle awaltlng

- the Working Group's report on the formila for caleulating net.

“_f#tonnage, taklng into account the volume of water ballast, should S

examine the first draft prepared by the Secretarlat on the. ba51s'f _ff

of the Commlttee s de0151ons.::'

'_ He pOlnted out that the prov131ons of Regul#tlon 2

'  j 'paragraph 1, which repecated those of the. Conventlon on Toad Llnes  :
Lo withe the modifications . proposed by the Unlted Klngdom, applﬁed

'_"_only to ships w1thout a load llne._

Regulatlon 1 and Paragraph 1. of Regulatlon 2 gave rlse to

f3fnn obgectlons.

| ”7fRegulatlon 2, péraéfaphlé R ST o
i CHRISTIANSFN (Yorway), referrlng to- U= paragraph ( Yy

.   qasked how that definition of ‘moulded depth would be applled to:;,;ffff
'7  sh1ps whose deck bears wele bclow the dﬂck e ERERE

_ - ‘The CHAIRMQN proposed that the tLXt b@ supwlemented by an
Cindication. that in such cages the depuh should be measured te' '

.[ffthe under side of tae dcck platlng.-_

Shb paraﬁr%ph (a) thus dmended Cand sub paragraﬁhs (b) ”ﬁd

H”V(o) of paragraph 2, Regulation 2, gave rise %o no objections. . . o
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”Reguiation'2;'pafégraph5*3'éﬁ6:4 :' J"

_ _ The CH:IR&AV sald that parﬁgrdpﬂ 5, whlch was takeﬁ from

Tf"thﬂ'Iruernaﬁlonal Conventloa for the S%Lety of ILifeé at Sea,

. defined burthed PaSSEﬁ”OfS and’ p%raé¢uph 4 defined unberthed
. passengers; those two definitions would be necessary if the

fWorking Group adopted a formula which took the number of passengcrsr

into account in calculating net tonnage., & problem arose, however,

in the case of persons who could be classed neither as crew nor

: as passengers, such ag drivers of lorries carried on ferries.

Mr. SA4SAMURL (Committee Sccretary) peinted out that that
question wag under study by IMCO's Maritime Safety Coumittee.

Mr. ROCQUEMONT {France) considered that the best thing would
be to refer in paragraph 3 to the Convention for the Safety of
Life at Sea so that any amendment of the definition contained in
that Convention would entail the same amendment in the convention

¢n tonnage measurement.

Mr. RUSSEL (South Africa) raised the question of the
families of crew members, who should not be counted as passengers,

in hig opinion.

_ Mr. KING (Kuwait) said that the carriage of such family
members should be authorised in conformity with the Safety
Conventicn and that they should be considered as part of the
- crew. The same applicd to cattlemen accompanying cargoes of
cattle.

Mr. WILSON (UK), supported by Mr. GUPTA (India), recognized
that the families of crew members presented a problem but did net
~think there was any need to mention them in the definition of

- passengers,
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_ The CFAIRMAN proposed that the deflnltlou 1n +he Sufoty
Convention should be kept, with 8 rccommendatlon that- any '

_"{1nterpret@tlon of tneﬁ deflnltlon gqun by IMOO should. apply
'.-;automatlcslly to the conventlon on tonnnge measurement._.»'-

Mr..LEIBEhFROST (Yugoslav1a) enqulred whether the pllot' g

"scabln was 1ncluded 1n the ‘erew space.sfjfﬁ

Mr. MILEWSKI (Doland) u01nt a out that if Regulatqon 2 ufe s-
_ contslned s 'definition of. passenger shlps (shlps issued with a73?']]”'"°
’speelal certlflcate and earrylng more than 12 pdssengers){_ﬁll e

1 other Shlps would automatlcally be ‘cargo ships, whether or. notli};u;,

3°Tthey carrled persons cothexr than the members of the crew.-“ﬁ'

| ;.Mr; HABKCHI (Suez Ganal_Authorlty) ralsed the quustlon of”':u_“
: [spaces used: by oadets, techn1c1ans and other persons on trulnlngugw

*f-fe;shlps.;-rlfff~ N

 The OHAIRM“N, replylng to the Pollsh representﬂtlve,

observed that if, in ‘the net tonnage formuls ‘which took aecouutffuiuiu};
© . of the number of passengers, the facter N only appeared when - |
it exceeded 12, that formula would. autometlcally apply o

"'passengor shlps only und A deflnztlon of the latter therefore

___ebecsme superfluous. Tt would accordlngly be advisable to- awaltff_i     
‘the report of . the Worklng Group before taklng a de01s1on 1n the f4'””“"

'-'mqtter.,e ;-'

o o Mr. ROSELL (Denmqu) reforrlng to the questlon of trulnlﬂgi:e,,.
.__shlps, Sald he thought thut cadets were generally 1ncluded 1n

'uthe crew._ﬁs'

el MURRAY SMITH (UK) thought “that cadets on trallng shlps*gfi~;eff

'frwould be-better ClaSSlfled ‘as. sp901a1 trade passengers, the ﬁ_f

.: :duflnlt10ﬂ of whlch could be applled to those ships ag well

as to SIMLA. shlps, since the cablns contained more than. elght

"fpersons and the ‘space’ per Derson was £ar less than on- passenger'iF '

SthS=: An 1ntermed1ate category could be 1ncluded but he thought

-f:._th%t would complleate the deflnltlen unnecessarlly



' 3H_6:*i'  .

'f; ﬂ:7f*Thé CHAIRHAﬁPagrééd,7pafticﬁ1arly;iﬁfViéw'bf“ﬁhgiféé£ £hat

the formula at préSent envisaged'was.very approximate in fegard
%o-the-number.of unberthed passengers, ' |
lir, GUPTA (Indiz) said that the matter cag under consideration
in the Committee on the Revision of the Simla Rules, which
was bo meet shortly. It vas that Committee which, in view
of the ftvend towards the improvement of the travel conditions
of vhat used to.be known as Ydeck passengers’ (nowadays
Tunberthed passengers?), had laid down a maxiuum of 8 persons
and it vould be preferable to retain that figure in the
definition in paragraph (4). MHoreover, the ratio N which the
| Wdrking Group proposed for unberthed passengers iﬁlghe net
tonnage formula, was entirely satisiactory.

Mr, LIL@J/SKI (Poland), referring to training ships, said
that in Poland cadets were included in the crew list.

Mr. HABACHI (Suez Canal Authority) considered that the
“Working Group should nevertheless provide for the case of
‘special ships such as training ships, hospital ships, scientific
‘research ships, etec. | |

Mr. IURRAY SiITH (UK) drew the Committee's attention to
the considerable variations in the volume of space per
pagsenger in different types of ship. If the Vorking Group
acopted the net tonnage formula which ftook account of the
- number of passengers, it would be essential To establish a
gfadatioh of the volume of space per passenger within the
~category of unberthed passengers.

-~ The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Committee ap@rove_paragraphs
(3) and (4) of Regulation 2 in principle, on the understanding
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”'f;ftGroug,;

RO _that 1u ml ht be necessary ao 1ncTuue a m0£e pre01se deflnlulon;g eﬁfﬂ’3°
'U;fnfof unberthed Passengere.;, ' ' e N

It Was so de01ded.

7f'j;; Regulatlon 2 peeaer@ph 5

Mr.-OHRISTIANS“N (Norway) p01nﬁed out that the text 1n

"queetlon had in fact been consmdered ana aperoved by the “'fffiff3;j-5%7;

Hr. LII\TG- (I{uwa,l'b) :Cel-i; thq.b ‘bhe CaSe O:ﬁ' umberthed Qassengers_:‘:;;-

'fwas covered by the last sentenee of the earavraph

The CHAIRNAN sald that aceordmns o the parameter selected *T~
;e]volume of paseenger—space or number of berthed and unberthed  "_ e
. passengers = the Committes should 1ncorporate 1n the Conventloﬂ ,in_*f;;
"~_Q{b_e1ther paraorqphg 3 ‘and 4 or parwgraph 5‘,.:;3. _” _ "_ EE
_ hr: ROSELL (Denmark) sald that paseenger'spaces should be;ff: |
spaces reserved. exclu81ve1y for paseemﬁers and should not beffi;ﬁo':f =
L confused w1th crew spﬁces..g' : ' : S

hr. GUPTA (Iﬂdlu) daia not agree weth the renresentatlve of

"_eKuwalt ‘that the’ last sentence of paragrash 5 covered the: cese ofee,-“___
'fe;eunberthed paseengers.a Thet argument ml”ht perhaps have been :@ff};e;fji
. valid twenty yearo_earller, when deck passengers: only were =~
”'-1nvolved but since ‘then the’ carrlage ‘of unberthed passengers
T;;hed been o;eatly extended and a contlnually 1nc:ea81ng number

S of: passengere Uere carrled steerag 'j It was not thererore,sl_ g Sl

:=ffp0551b1e arbltrarlly to excluee all thoee spacee 1rom the

'-_-_p%ssenger Bpaces._eg. S

| '*iPrellmlnarV resulte of the Jorklng Groun & calculatlons

Mr. ERIKSSON {(Sweden) explained that the Worklng Group had Ze7 o

_e_iheld a brlef meetln@ the previous evening, . end had resumed
Cdts uorks that: morn1ng.~ Hence the' second pert -of. 1t5 report

eeewould not be'uubmltted to the Commlttee £11L 1ater He would,_;eei;f;;i
”5:however, glve a eummery of the results reached by the Worklﬂg ;ef _;;lT?

| - ;.:m/“cowc '.ez/s’R_ 15 L



: The Group ‘had dealt w1th water ballast correctlons and
g passenper correctlons, and had endeavoured “to obtaln flrures as .
- ¢close as’ ‘possible to the ex1st1ng flgures.-_He drew the '
_:a_;Commlttee 8 %ttentlon to the resulis obtalhe& by the computer
'1 ;Study, shown on the blackboard, in the form of the table ff"'
:  regroduced be?ow.__.”_- o : : o

In thls table the calculatlons 1n the flrst Coluﬂﬂ were .

'35 3based on 1nf0rmut10n from the IMCO fleet and those in the second
~column on all categories of ship other than passenger ships:

_ _ 516 ships
NP = 0,297 < 0.21 WB NT = A (V - WB)
o _ | _ ~ 4.2953
Retained 486 L 482
lMean deviation 1.651 3,429
SDO 16,701 - 18.53%6
D, 16.619 18.216
Fleet percent- 9.882 : 12.099

age change

In regard to water ballast, the Working Group had taken

information supplied by the delegations of the United Kingdom
_'and Japan as a basis for establishing an average ratio between
the deductible volume of water ballast (shown hitherto on
international certificates) and the total volume of water ballast
for the variocus categories of ship. *

‘Tith regard to passengers, the Working Group had concluded that
~there must be a correction factor for passengers if 1t was desired
to obtain figures not too far removed from the exisiing figures,
 The calculations showed that the mean deviation was still 15.73.
':The Working Group was therefore continuing its studies.

= Flnally, with regard to. the lower limit of net tonnage,
-_computer calculations had shown that 22 ships would have a net

"'ﬂfg+onnage léss than. O 23 of the gross tonnage if no such- limit were

" ;£1xed . S _ ST - L
" He added that at the- ‘end of the mornlng the Jorklnb Group would

-j?}be able o communlcate the results of other comuuter calculatlons.
7* now belnﬂ carrled out ' ' L ' L




Mr._KbLLY (USA), rcplylng to Mr, GUPTA (Indla) explelned

.':how the W0r51ng Group had established. lts ﬂverage ratio between _f-fz”
'-:ethe deductlble volume of water ballast and the totel volumc.

- The OHuIRNAW euggested that the Oommltt e shOUré contlnue;__x-?--

:;1te coneideratlon of the vesults produced [ the Worklng Gro&p '
and then vote as to whethor the plenary: Conference should be '
*_%eked to. extend the Committee's terms of referenee,_to mllow
it to seek other formulae based on - other paramcters. S

Mr L VAIGHN (leerla) said he was in favour of thwt pro-ef-°"' ;'3

-rfcedure,_w1th a - roll~oa11 vote.;:~

Mr, MURPHY (USA) sald he coneldered after eﬁaminihgeﬁhe*f

“results obtained, that better ones could begObteined;'~Bothftheifjﬁa

“formulae applied hed}certain.defects-aﬂd;might;cause]confueioﬁ;r
.;He_eupported the proposal made -the ‘previous day by the Uniued:r"
_Kiﬁgdom representative. that ‘the terms of reference of the _
_'Technicel Committee should be extended. It would be regrettable,
however, if all the work which had been: done'ﬁnd whick was « .

summarized in document TM/CONF/WP.5, was to be takeq.up-qg,'ﬁl]_-f'

1;It would be better to reconsider only puregreph 1(0)'6f that
document, in which dlsplwcement was adopted for emlculetlng }"
:eﬁet tonnuge._~ ' ' SE ' '

Mr, ROCQUEMONT (Frqncc) seld he nad fourd thc resurts glveﬁ--.'
'_by the repreeentetlve of Sweden very 1ntere tings  The table” '

_-appeared ‘to show that the calculations mnde by the Worklng Group}erﬁff

: 1n B effort to 1mprove the standard deviation: were on the
erlght road _It was eesentlal_to bring net tOﬁnagee qe cloee

as possible to the'eXisting values,_ In his view the wppllc%tlonffrb'h

“of other parameters would give no better results. Any formula_-'

:.Wthh used the. volume of passenger space would glve un- |

representative results, - Noreoever, the uge of & FTormuls based
';1on certain volumes of the gross tonnage. would: producs . rosults
differing consrdorably from the present net tonnagés.  He

'-H'_lnvltea the Oommlttee to- refer to documént TM/OONF/G 2/3,

TM/CONF/O 2/SR 15 V;



| submitted by the United States delegation, and in particular

'tfio_column 2 ef Appendix III,‘which‘showed mean deviations of

17.92 2nd 15.94 réspectiVGly; . Better results could slsc be
ovtained with the formulae indicated in the table, in which
the mean deviations were =bout 15%, which was not unreasonable.
It was therefore unnecesssry, in his view, 10 re-open the
debate, especially as the Committee had little time left to

complete its work.

Mr, WIE(Norway) said that a study of the Working Group's
figures had not changed the opinion he had held on the previous
day. He supported the view expressed by the representatives of
Liberia and the United States,

Mr. PROSSER (UK) thanked the representative of Sweden for
the results he had given to the Committee. On many points he
shared the view of the reprcsentative ¢of France. The propesed
- new formula seemed, however, tc have certain practical
advantages, If certain couniries, such as the USSR, the
United States, Norway, Japan and Liberis, which had large
fleets, could use the formula envisaged hitherto, his
delegation would be in fevour of adopting the procedure
indicated by the representative of France. 1f however, those
~countries preferred to calculate net founnage on the basis of
volume, the Conference could meet in plenary session to
consider item 1(c) of document TM/CONF/WP.5.

The Commitics should hear the views of the delegations
of Japan and the USSR.
_ Mr, SOLDA,(I%aly) agreed with the répreséntativé of the
United Kingdom.,
o Mr. WADA {(Japan) considered that the dcviations were too
large, and he therefore supported the view exvpressed by the
United States delegation.

TM/CONF/C.2/8R.15




"'Mr;:?RIV;LéV.(US ?) said that hws dele atlon was sczxsfled

ff'fto some extent,_w1th the re:ulﬁs obtained. Tt wouldsy however,_betﬁf45””

'i_e good thln& +0- curry out further calculatlons ‘before taklnb ej;;y;f{iff

~ final decisions “An ettempt should be. made to draw up a.

'e;comparatlve teble for- all shlps on the basis of dlsplacement

. and-on the: basis of volume, 1n order to flnd 2 unanlmous_,-
: solutlom to the problem.;v' o _” _ _' ' j _] S
_ Mr. Du JONG (Dether anﬂe) shared the oplnlon of the Frendh e~
o erepresentaﬁlve and feared. that nothlng would be achieved by '
-efollow1ﬂb the new method sugbested ' BT .

Mr. PROHASKA (Denmark) thought teet 1f the Commlttee as?e&"

.“the Conference %o change 1ts terms of reference,_the cbject. must

- not be’ solely to consider the Norweglen proposal, but also to e;f_'ee.;“ 
gtudy the appllcatlon of & volumetric: parameter and %6 choose: R

. coefllclents varylnf in accordence w1th the 81ze of the ship..

Mr, MURPHY (USA) sald tlat 5 ‘two-thirds. mqgormtj was not ST
2 requlred for change Anthe terms. of refeprence.. -~ o0

,: The CHAIRI \IT coaflrmed that under Rule 45 ‘of the rules offe'e_~e““":

';fprocedure F:) 81mp1e magorltj wes enou*h.}jpx-'~-“

. The obJect of the proaosal was 6 qsk the Conference t°57fg; 
e.authorlze the Committes to study a formula_for net tonnage_ j.'
: fbeeed on the volumc of cargo epaces and passenger spaces. .

A roll call Vote was taken°:.'”

' Ghana, hoving been drawn by 1O’t by the Chnrman, wes called

'_'QEOH to vote first.

The result of the vote wes ag follows'ﬂ“'

'“'tIn favour

'~ Ghana, GféeCe;eIﬂdie,;ihddneeia,:Ireland Israel Italy, ;-13]-'

S pJapeﬁ;{Kuweit, Liberia,_Hexmco, Hew Zealand, Higeria,

EE‘H/GONF/C 2/SR 15



-12-

Norway, Pakistan, Thilippines, Poland; South Africa,
- Svieden, Union of Soviet Socialist iepublics, United Areb
“Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern |
Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela, Yugoslavia,
Argentiné,‘Austfalia, Bﬁlgaria; Canada, China, GZechoslovakia,
Denmark, Federal Republic'of Germany; FPinland. |

Agalnst:
Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Belgium, Brazil, France,

The proposal was adopted by 34 votes fo &.

The CHATRMAN said that the resulss of the vote would be
communicated at once to the Conference, which would decide in
plenary session whether or not to change the Commitiee's terms
of reference as requested. o

The meeting rose at 12 noon,
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