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f!AGENDﬁ T“M 4 . CONSTDIERATTON AND DREPLIATION Oﬁ.rhdfosqb._ 

TUCHNICAL RIGULATIONS ON TONNAGE IEZASURD M“NT   ; ,;j;f?*

'35'QAHD TONNAGE CERTIFICATES (T1/CONP/6;-
';:TM/CON“/C 2/2; Tﬂ/CONF/C Z/IP 19 - WP, 25)
(coatlnued

Mr, CHRISITANSDN (Norwsy) submitted'for the Comnittee! s;,?**-"

consideration the following volumetrlc formulg to- be used
. for the . calculation” of net tonnage o '

| ' N A(C + H) D + 3B X ?_ _'

jwhere.- | PLL_f o
A'%'coef¢101ent

¢ = the noulded volume in cublc metres of the
- - ship's cargo spaces :

H = the moulded volume in cublc metres of
" hatchways and hatchway trunks 1ead1ng
- .directly to the cargo spaces
.'Dﬂﬁ sh1p s displacement, drau shit or freeboard
- Di£ ﬁ displacement, draught or freeboard corresponding
to the maximui sunmer load line under the
International Losd Line Convention in force
P = passenger Spaces |
B = coefilolenu."

o The.commltree ﬁlbht con31der 1t szmpler to 1nclude the_f'.

factor "H" in the factor "C", and ‘he would have no ob;ectloﬂf---
- to that course.. | | B

The following limit should be considered:

NT> 0.30 GT
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The CHAIRMAN invited comments on the newv formula which,
if accepted by the Committee as z possible alternative, would
be passed on immediately to the Working Group for further
investigation, with a view to debermining the coefficients "AY
and "B" to the minimum standard variation about the mean.

1t should be noted that, 1if draught or freeboard wus
substituted for displacement,."DLL“ would represeﬁt the minimum
freeboard or the mazxdmum draught 3881gmed under the International
Toad Line Convention and npn. the actua 1.draught or freeboard.
Secondly, consideration would eventually have to be @iven to
the cheice of an altérnative‘vwlue, in the case of passenger
ghips, for B x P. The following formula shauld them be conbldered

(1 +_D ) (W + ;)
10000 =5

where Nb = Number of berthed passengers and
Nu = Number of unberthed passengers.

M, OOQGEMONT (France) aoked Vhether the factor NG would
comprﬂse all spsces used for the carrlawe of cargo, 1ﬁclud1n thoge
used only occc51onally Tor that purpoue"he hau in mlna, in
particular, tanks that mlﬂht be used either rfor the carriage of
ligquid cargo cr for water ballast,

Secondly, the factor “DLQH would he thought require
authorities to: determine scantling. freeboafd in ordezr %o comply
with Regulatlon 1 of the Load Line Convenﬁlon,'ln which case
difficulties of interpretation might arise. .

Mr, CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) confirmed that the factor ngH
was 1ntended to cover all cargo. spaces, including tanks for
the. carriage of 1iquid cargo; obv1ously, tanks for water ballast
were outside that category.

The ship with the scantling freeboard also had an assigned
minimum freeboard so that the formula would still be valid where
~the owner wanted to obtain a reduced freeboard.
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The OHﬁIRMAN p01nted out that the concept of dlsplacembnt
oas used under the new formul% was the same ag that @pplled
 'f1ﬂ Proposal ¢, so that thu questlon of scantllng freeboard need
: Z not be a matter of sp601a1 conoern.;f;_ ' e

Mr. MURRAY SMITH (UK) sald ‘he wals sowewhat oonfused as

_ffﬂa result of ﬁhe ‘explanations glven. Accordlng to the th1rman 5, _ f¢fﬁ§f
'  1ﬁterprctau1on, thg factor “DLLV coula be a completely flctltlou55  f St

. value inasmuch as 1t could ‘be based on shcer geometry without

: _regard to hull strength.. It would be unw;se, he would mave' gff'
_lthought to use as one part of the- ratlo a dlsplacement that -
‘ffwould ﬂCV@T be Obtﬁln ble by the shlp._ His. understandlng WaSs

_”}th%t thc ratio was 1ntcnded to take into accouﬂt the sheltorw_rfffﬁf“.”:"
7 "deck coacept by relatlng two extremes of practlcal dlsplacement

' '_1n other woras “DLL” would represbnt “the deepebt draught

_pormlttud uﬂder the Load Line Conventlon havlng r@gard ta.f'ﬁ_”"

“-'geometrlc Form and scnntllﬂgs, whereﬁs ”D" would represent the:

' ]d1Sp1acemant solectgd by the owner as the draught %dvantageous _*
%o hlm to: be appllcable for a Sp&lelCd perlod of tlme.

L The CPAIRMAN sald thmt the p01nt he had had in mlnd . _
-relnted to. the retentlon of tho shclter deck concepﬁ It was

_,:general practlce for & Shlp to be built for operatlon in a-

{“_ -part1cu1cr trwde throughout 1ts whole 11fct1me and: the” trade;ﬂ” i

' concernGd would determivie the sca ntllﬂg strength needed.  The

*  prospoctlve OonVGntlon ‘should ‘not require: a ship: “to have

". °fgroater scantllng than | that ncede& for the minimun drﬁught

S Mr. MURRAY SMITH (UK) suggestod that for the klnd of shlp - st

.' the Cheirman had - in mind, "D" would be equal to "DLZH and

I "the factor would ‘e unlty._.. s
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. Mr. OVERGAAUW (Vetherlends) said that his delegation had

.no objection ‘to the new formula, which représented a step in

" the right direction. He would merely ask, in view of the

©introduction of the coeffioient "A", whether $he spaces
“represented by "C" and "H" wouwld be measured to moulded lines,
even in the case of insulated spaces.

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) said he was under the impression

that there was no agreement between the Chalirman and the
United Kingdom concerning the term to be used as denominator,
and the matiter should be cleared up for the benefit of the
Working Group. ZIf, as the United Kingdom suggested, actual
displacement was to be selected, authoritics would be bound,

in order to comply with Regulation 1 of the Load Line Convention,
to determine scantling frecboard, a calculation that would
require application of the rules of the classific tion sccieties,
That would raise a problem, irrcspective of whether or not
reference could be made in the Convention to those rules,

Secondly, both the interpretations given would require
authoritics to determine geometric froeboard and he was doubtful
whether they would disposc of agents traincd for that purpose.

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) thought the matter was in fact
guite gimple; the claggification societies could be asked %o
determine the load linc mark the ship would be agsigned in the
absence of such scantlings.

The polnt ralscd by the Netherlands was one thnt was opeén
to digcussion.,
o Professor PROHASKA (Denmark) suggested that France's point
- owould be met by using the coefficient definition proposed by
his delegation in connexicn with gross fonnaze measurement
(see TWM/CONF/C,2/WP.10, p.2), suitably amended.
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© The CEAIRMAN thought it a pity that the factor "D
be made to depend on scantling strength, for that would mean that
scantling frecboard would also have to be'detéfﬂined & matter of
some difficulty hav1ng regard to the ‘differences in the rules of

the classification sooletles.' Secondly, it would ferce the owner_ “_]3ﬁ

of a ship being built to operate thfoughout ite lifetime at a- :
light draught to add heavier scantling simply to obtain s reduced
tennage. _

" Professor PROHASKA (Denmark) failed to see wherein the
problem lay. The classificatinn society would determine the_'
minimum freeboard under the Load Line Convention at fthe stage of 33'
ship design; the guestion of scantlings would arise only in the:
event of an owner wanting at & later stage to obtain a reduced -
freeboard.,

Mr. MURRAY SMITH (UK) agreed that the interpretation given =
by the Chairman and Denmark would simplify matters; on the'other“"”

hand it would mean that one factor in the »atio would be complet@ly
unreal and he wag doubtful of the need for malntalnlng such a .
factor simply %o cover the case cited.

Mr. SOLDA (Italy) and Mr MITCH (Terael) affirmed the need

for retaining the factor in question. Mr Milch added that, in ény [: _f

case, there was no problem for the Working Group, since it was
only dispiacement for open or closed shelter-deck ships that was
in guestions; "D" represented the minimum displacement iﬁ'the open:"
condition and "DLL” the maximunm displacement in the closed:. |
condition., Thoge definitions were amply clear.

Mr. VLASIC (Yugeslavia) said that, in +he light.of'fhe' '

Chairman's explanations, he would propose adding to the definition.,

of ”DLL" the words "irrespective ¢of the ghip's scantlings".
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- 87‘—'

The CHAIRMAN thought the point might be met by adopting
eitheér the Yugoslav or the Danish Proposal, |

LIt would seem that all necesgary ﬁoints had been cleared up
 for the guldance of the Working Group. The Working Group would
have at its disposal the data submitted in a number of working
'papers covering, inter alia, results relative to "P" in terms of

volume and in terms of passenger number.

Professor PROHASKA (Demmark) pointed ocut that the data
‘available in terns of volume was based on a2 limited number of

passenger ships only.

Mr. MURRAY SMITH (UK) said that his delegation had prepared
data using for the ratio drauvght and freebeoard in addition to
displacement. It had found that the biggest differential resulted
in cemparison of freeboards. The Working Group might decide that
~a relationship between freeboard in open condition and freehoard
in c¢losed condition would be preferable to a reiationship between
either of the other two parameters for the purpese of obtaining
the closest approximation to existing net tonnage flgures. The
data, in the form of a table, was at the Committee's disposal,

The CHAIRMAN thought the Working Group should be asked
carefully +to check resﬁlts in regpect to passenger ships,
gzpecially large—sized ones, for 1f freeboard instead of
displacement or draught was used, the ratio might have to be
reduced to get approximate figures for that clasg of ship.

In answer to a point raised by Professor Prohaska (Demnmark)
he said that the Italian delegation had available certain data
on passenger ship freeboard which would be at the disposal of

- the Working Group.

™M/CONF/C.2/8R.16



| _”:Ef,:ROCQUﬁﬂOﬁT'(Frqnce) aﬂreed w1ﬁh the Danish rneresentatlvef Zfﬁ
that it:vould be difficult to evalua%e tae corrective coefflclent -3 jf

‘on the basis of passenger shlps bbcause of the Jack of date on_

'-_ﬁeometrlc ffeeboard for that classe- In France, the praotlce 1n
-. the case of such vessels was To take account only of sub- '
 lelSlOF freeboard,._ ' e '

o 'f-mhe OHAIRMﬂN p01nted out that for pnssenger ShlpS the: -_ -””'“
= factor P would be predomlnant é;-uhe cargo space: would be -

§msll in relation to the total pagscnger space.. The Worklng Group,f ff

~ should emdeavour t0 obtaln ag much data asg p0551blc to serve ‘as i

"fﬂa Dba lS for flﬁpl conclu81ons

: Ho proposcd that the Worklng Group snould be asked to
fproceed 1mmed1ate1y w1th the work of. 1nvest1gatlng the new

'7- formula proposed by Norway on the lines suggested in-the

_-'dlscu351on and on the understandlng that an addltlonal sub~group {ff'
: jmlght be set up if deemed necessary ‘ o ' o

B It was 80 agreed

' ._F1rst Draft of Regulatlons for Determlnlng Gross and Net
' Tonnuges of Bhips (TM/CONF/C 2/WP 22 ) (Contlnued)

The hAIRMAN re- opened the dlscusslon on’ ”Passonger Space" “   fi 

:gl(Regulatlon 25 paragra;h 5) S e S
M. ROGQUEMONm (France) drew attentlon to thu llst of

' j_"Spﬁces used or 1ntended to- be used as publlc spaces. for

pagssengers" and asked whether it wag to be assumed that _
o passenger kltchens, galleys, pxnurles and service rooms were
' to be 1ncluded = S

~ TM/CONE/C.2/SR.16
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" Secondly, citing the stipulation that "promenade decks on

~and above the upper deck and other similar spaces not gerved by -

"'7._ the Shln s interior heatlng and vontllatlon systems" were not

'"to be lncluded in passenger spaces, The asked whether in view
'of Regulatlon 3 on gross tonnege, there was any need to Gefine
such "weather decks®. He pointed out that if such spaces were
to be enclosed and became liable for inclusion in the gross
tonnage formula they would not then be considered passcuger
spaces, whereas if they were enclosed and as such became
passenger apaces, they would then be exempt from gross tonnage,
if the appropriate formula were to be adopted.

As regards the "ghips interior heating and ventilating
systemg" themselves, he asked whether, 1f those were not to be
considered passenger gpaces, they would be included in the gross
tonnage. In short, g reappraisal of Regulation 3 and Definition 5
was called for.

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) observed that the tonnage concept
had always been that a space could not be included for calculation
in the net tonnage unless it was also included 1n the gross
tonnage. The same therefore applied to passenger spaces, whether
open or closed.

Mr. GUPTA {India) stated that the present practice was to
consider promenade and weather decks as necessary spaces for the
exerclise of onbecard passengers berthed in the lower or upper
tween decks. In fair seasons, passengers might also travel on
weather decks providing that sufficient space still remained for
the original purpose of those deckgs. In the special trade ships,
therefore, such spaces were itruly passenger spaces and, being
two-dimensional, had never been involved in -the measurcment of
tonnage, either gross or net. '
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| M, WITSON (Uk) Sald that hlS delegatlon belisved that
'such TOOmS as - passenger g2alleys, pantries, ete. "should be-

exempted: onlv if used: exclus1ve1y for the passengers" it Yad pat-_n'

- taken the slavse “passenger dining rooms, and other 51m11ar_%33_
. spaces associated. therewith" to s;gnlfy such galleys, kltchensiff
Cand pantrles... ' S S i
it further con51dered that such spaces as passageways f'? -
HSed for ‘both crew and passengers, for lnstance, those leadlngf'
~to sleeping acoommodatlon and mess rooms, should not be
'con81dered as passenger Spaee.,-

T Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) observed that since: the galleys,-V 
-'kltchens,'ete. in general occupled more space than “the others:”'
__spe01f1eﬂ in the text, they should” be 1no1uded at the top of

~ the. list of exempted spaces._

The CHAIRMAN proposed, in: response to the flrst p01nt ff'
ralsed by the delegatlon of France, that passenger galleys,
"pantrles, kltchens, etc.-should be - included specifically in-
the list of exempted spaces, when the Text of Deflnltlon (5)
was redrafted

It was so agreed. p_:f_

- M. WILSON (UK), returning to the second p01nt or1g1na11yt-*ﬁ
'-ralsed by the delegatlon of: France, agreed that certain .
'glassed -in . passenger spaces w1thout heating or: ventllatlon _

-owhloh had tradltlonally always been . exempt from measurement _"“

z,would under éraft Regulatlon 3 become 1ncluded in the grossf-

tonnage._ He snggested that Regulatlon 4 could rectlfy the ;,n;sf‘
f81tuatlon with a stlpulatlon that any Space to be 1neluded in
the net tonnage should first be 1ncluded in the gross..:j-”

“Tr, BONN (Canada) asked whether, for 1nstance, a steward'
roonm located within the passenger accommodation would render

'-ﬂp’all the ad301nlng passageways non—ellglble for exemptlon.;'glpﬁ

TM/OOI\:F/C 2/SR 16
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| Mr. NOZIGLIA (Argentina) noted that since the passenger
- term in the net tonnrage was positive it should be made as small
_as-possible, which could be done by stipulating that such spaces
- were to be for the exclusive use of passengers, with the
‘intersPersien of spaces for stewards, etcy; the latter would,
'however, lead to artificial distributions of cabins in order
to render passageways exempi,

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) pointed out that it was
unavoidable that certain crew lockers containing stores were 1
located in passageways within the passenger accommodation but
that since such stores would be for the service of the
passengers there was no question of those passageways ceasing
to be classified as passenger space.

Mr, WILSON (UK) explained that his delegation wished the
clause qualifying the term "promenade deck” to be removed so
that the last sentence would read: "Service and crew areas
shall not be included in passenger spaces'".

Mr. KING (Kuwait) suggested that the word "exclusively"
be included after "used" in the first line of the paragraph.

Mr, NOZIGLIA (Argentina) proposed that instead the word
"primarily" or ordinarily" be added, to cover the case where
small spaces for crew use were interspersed throughout the
pagsenger accommodation,

‘Mr. VIASIC (Yugoslavia) asked whether in that case a
galley used primarily for passengers but also for crew would
be included or excluded in the definition.

Mr, BORG (Sweden) said that his delegation preferred the
~word "exclusively".

TM/CONF/C.2/SR.16



Mr..CABARIBERE (Frence), supported by M, MURRAY SMITH

(UK), believed that the whole definition should be redr ftba so'f"

as to take speclflc account of spacss used exclus1vely for i
passengers, such as certain passagewsays and services, and ones e
-~ used prlmarlly for passengers or 301nt1y for passengers and '
....CI‘GW. . . . . ) . . o

The CHAIRMAN proposed that a small draftlng group,

ﬂpcons1st1ng of a maximum of four members and including & e A
representatlve each for France, United Klngdom ‘and USSR, be R

-set up 1o deal with the matter of passeﬂger spaces for
“exclusive and joint. use. The matter of . passenger galleys-
- ete, and the United Klngdom proposal for deletlon in the 1ast
psentence.= : T

It was 80 agreed

The OHAIRMAN recommended that, in view of the dlfflcultles”f"-'

_-arls1ng, 1f the: Worklng Group- were to find that a formula AR
;_1nolud1ng passenger number only were reasonably adequate, the :
Committee should 1mmed1ately drop all d1scuss10n of deflnltlon”

_of passenger space., '

. He “then . opened the dlscus51on on Wcter ballast spaces
5'(Regulatlon 2, paragraph 6 ~ TM/CONF/C E/WP 22) . o

M. GUPTA (Indla) observed that the term "water ballast

_ spaces" had. ‘been varlously 1nterpreted in the past he . s
. strongly hoped that in the final draftlng ‘of that deflnltlon S
the Committee would take care to ensure that there was no

;,longer any room for manlpulatlon.

Mr. ROCQUWWONT (France) suggested that a clause be added |
to prov1de that in a case where water ballast spaces. were used.s
_'_to Carry cargo, they would be excluded permanently from =
f;exemptlon. 3 L B _ '_ _ S
_ The OHAIRMAN suggested that that case was covered by the
'sfword “exclus1ve1y" in the flrst llne.'

"f;}_mm/ceﬁs/c.z/sa.lsfjfj-{=L”
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. ~ The CHAIRMAN saild thet the. wording referred to by the
_“representatlve of FPra noe, which had been included on the
proposal of the UK deleg atlon,-ﬁppeared in 1+om (4) on page g

. of docunent TM/OONF/O E/WP 22

My, WILSON (UK) said that thc point mude by the
representatives of France and India was covered by the texi as
it stood; the oponing line referred to space used Yexclusively"
for cerrying water ballast; and the first line of sub-paragraph
(ii) specified that the space should be "solely" adapted for
water bhallast.

The Indien representative's difficulty had perhaps arisen
from the tendency in recent times to depart from the classic
concept of exclusivencss of watoer ballast spaces, and to take
inte account othoer uses, such as fresh water. The problem
would not arise, however, unlcess waber bollast wos incorporated
in a formula. In that event the principle of ‘excliusive use
would have to be applicd beeause double- bOUtombd tanks
frequently had a dual use.

In connexion with sub-paragraph {ii) he suggested that
the words "motor" in the fourth line should be replaced by the
word Yengine™,

Mr. GUPTA (India) thenked the United Kingdom representotive
for his explanation. The tonnege regulaticns of most countrics
had élways includecd provisions similar to thosc set out on
pagés 6 and 7, but that had not preventcd serious manipulations.
It was essential to gunrd against such practices in the future.
He suggested thot if the water ballast concept were included In
- the new formula, a limit should be set to the total reduction

 al1owed for water ballast.

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) instenced the case of a ship
carrying cattle or sheep, where all the tanks had to be filled
':with fresh water, Would such tanks have to be treated as cargo
spaces therecafter?

'-{TM/CONF/C;E/SR.le



Mra CRUNER (Flﬁl”ﬁd) 3ﬁvd shat the. quxotlon of frésh water

aid not arise, since water ballast taken from s river would be
fresh, L ' | R
_  Mf.;ROSELL (Domm"rk) ubported Thc Indlmn reorcseu% thQ 5
sUggEStion.. It was easy for engincers %o alter pipe lines £6

enable spaces +c be used for other than the certificd . purposb. SR

He =lso suggested that provision should be mede for fixed _
" ballast, which was carried on many passenger and ccrgo thps.._"'"

_ The CﬂAIRWAN pointed out that leCd b 1last was not
' ro1ev4nt to the present discussion. The Committee was trylng
to prcpure a definition of water ballast in cmse 1t was . 1noludud
in the formula produced by tﬂe Working Group.

Mr, NOZIGLIA (Argantlnu) said that in Argcntlnc thps,_a--  ..

considerable numbcr of which carried cattle and shoep cargoes,:
double~bottomed tanks wore used for both water ballast and
drinking water, o

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Worway) asked whcther, in a ship having

topside ond other tanks as woater spaces, removel of water -
ballast and pumping eguipment; to provide more cargé space,
“would comstitute a clange in the ship's charactcr and thus

alter the tTonnage.

Mr. WILSOW (UK) said ﬁut'hc dia not see the Tﬁlfvxnce
's* the NOIWuglaﬁ romresentsilve 8 point concerning water

balldst on sths w1th cattle cmrgoes. The Committce was trylng e

1o define water bzllast space for tonna”e puTrposes ﬂnd WES not
concerned with water ballost TCOUlrxﬂﬁntD for particular
circumstances. The point was that water ballest spaces snould 4
be used.exclu51vcly for that purpose. If they werc uscd for
anything c¢lge the tonnage would have to be raised acbordihgly;_

TM/CONE/C.2/SR.16
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The CHALIRUAN said that the penalty stipulated in itenm
(4) on page 8 would apply only if cargo were carried in =
~space certified as water ballast space, He asked if the Committee
agreed to the addition at the end of item (6) - water ballast
spaces -~ of wording to the effect that if water ballast space
were found to be used for cargo, it should be included in the
net tonnage until the ship had transferred to another flag
or there had been a real change in ownership.

My, ROCQUEMONT (France), while agreeing to such an sddition,
suggested that the Committee should agree on the principle only
at the present stage, since the wording would depend on whether
the formula ultimately adopted inciluded cargo volume or water
ballast volume. | |

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the addition would be
needed only for a formuls which inciudzd water ballast volune.

Mr, ROCQUBEMONT (Prance) said that if the formula on the
blackboard were adopted, it would be necessary to define C
(cargo spaces) and perhaps also water ballast space used both
for wvater ballast and for cargo.

The GHAIRMAN'drew attention to the definition of cargo
spaces in paragravh (2) of document TIM/CONF/C.2/WP.25, submitted
by Norway, which he suggzested might be discussed at a later stage,
For the present purpose the Committee should be very specific,
since it was preparing a definition for use in a formula with
water ballast deduction. He sugzested that the Drafting
Committee should be requested to prepare an addition to item 6
on the following lines: "If a ship is discovered with any space
offlcially certified as water ballast space filled with cargo,
that space shall no longer appear on the tonnage certificate
as a deduction from net tonnage."

It was so agreed.
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' Mr. GUPTA (Indla) sald thqt 0 avomd future dlfflcultles,-
‘water ballast space Should be very clearly Sp601fled on the o

 tonnage certlflcaﬁe.-

The CHAIRMAN sug ested that the Oommlttee, 301ntly w1th the f:=7 7

' General Committee, . should set up a small working group on- the

‘tonnage-certlflcate.to prepare a number of possmble-alternat1ves.-i).53

It wag so agreed.

~ Mx. UGLAND (Norway), reéferring to the Danish representative's

_jcomments}on'other types of ballast, suggested thatVthe heading
of item (6) should be amended to "Ballast Spaces", and that the
necessary consequential changes should be made in the text. =

~The CHAIRMAN szid that such an’ameﬂdment-was'inapbrbpriate*_'*;fﬁﬁ

} atjthe present stage; as a definition of water ballast spaces
‘was required in connexion with the formula. The question of =
s0lid ballast should rot be dlscussed until i% was certain
'thaﬁ it would be requlred;' ' '

He invited attention to sub-para@raph (111) (2),_

_1tem (1) having already been considered. - | | o
Mr, BECKWITE (Liberia) proposed. that'ﬁhé words "separated

off“ at the erd of the second line should be replaced by ﬁhe

_ word "contalned"-- ' S - ¥ e :

_ The GHAIRMAN sugﬂested that the matter should be referred
%o the draftlng commlttee.__*_u- o

It Was so agreed.._”

Pollowing a. question:by Mr. ROSELL: (Denmark) as to the
meanlng of “awnlngs“ Mr, KING - (Kuwait) suggested that the

'-b*words "either fixed or portable" should be 1nserted after the

- woxd "awnln@s" at the end of the thlrd 11ne.-'
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| Mr, WILSON (UK) said that he would have nc objection to the
Cinsertion of the words "fixed oxr portable" before the word
Mawnings®, although they were superfluous. | |
Mr. VUURSTEEN (Netherlands) did not understand the relevance
of the words "er fixed or portable partitions" which followed.
The CHAIRMAN suggeéted that the word "by" should be inserted
before the words "or fixed or portable partitions".

1t was so0 agreed,

The Committee approved the zmendment of Xuwalt:  the

insertion of the words "fixed or movable" after the word

"awnings" in the third line.

The CHATRMAN recalled that a guestion had been raised
concerning the words "stores" in the fourth line of item (3%).
He suggested that the drafting group should be requested to
revise the wording so as to avoid any reference vo the part of
the deck between the poop and the bridge,‘siﬂée this area would

be considered as a closed space 1f a propeller was installed there.

It was so agreed.

Mr. VUURSTEBN {Netherlands), illustrating his point by a
diagram, proposed that the words "side to side'™ should be
inserted before the word "erections™ in the first line of sub-
paragraph (3) (a)(iii). | Otherwise, there night not be an empty
gspace between the two erections and the volume of the entire
erections would have to be included in the total volume of

enclosed spaces.
Mr, WILSON (UK) supported the proposal.

Mr. CABARIBERE (France) said that it might be necessary to
specify a minimum distance between the ercection and the forecagtle
or an entirely different side to side erection, such as bridge or

POOD . Otherwise the intervening space might be closed.
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Mr, WITSON (UK) sawd th@t for ersclng shlps, under the

" Panama Canal rules, anything other then a hateh would invalidate   1 T$

the exemption. . -

Mz, ﬁAMLTN"(Ob$brver Panama 0anal Comﬁany) Spéaking'at:_ Tff“  ”

.the invitation of the Ghalrman, said that there would be no L
preblem with a hatch, which, under the Panama Canal regulatlons, o
was not rega*ded as an erection. '

_ Mr. HABACHT {Observer, Suez Canal Authority), spcéaking at
the invitation of the Chairman, supported the amendment. . He

also drew attontion to the comments on document TM/CON“/C Z/WP 14' e

recorded in document TM/CONF/C.2/SR.13,

It was agreed to insert the words "side to. side" befora thé'_*3ff.

word "erections" in the first line of sub-paragraph (3)(a)(iii).

The meeting rose at 5.35 p.m.
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