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IOPENING OF THE CONFEHENCE AND ADDRESS OF WELCOME

The SECR?TARY—GENWRAL welcomed delegates and also-

Mr. Rogers, Minister of State at the Board of Trade of the -
United Kingdom, ‘He recalled that the IMCO Assembly, at-its
fourth regular session in September 1965, Had decided ‘to convene .
a conference to draw up ‘an-international convention éstébliShing
é'unifcrm system of tonnage measurement, He hoped that the .
Conference < thé fourth to be convened by IMCO - vould meet
" with the sameé success as its predecessors, and would enhance . |

IMCO'S high reputation for seérving the merltlme 1ndustry w1th1n
' the framework of “the United Netions. i C

_ o Studles on the unlflcatlon of tonnege measurement syetems_5': 
had been 1n1tlated by the League of Natlone as 1ong ego as 1925,.n
and a draft conventlon together w1th propoeed regulatlons hed
been drawn up 1n 19J90 A conference was to have been convened
- under the ausplces of the Leewue of Netlons with a view to

_adoptlnﬂ a universal conventlon, but that had been prevented by
' the outbreak of war. Work on the unification of tonnage

measurement Systems had been resumed soon after the establlshment“e;fiﬁ,

of the United Naticns in 1945, and had been taken over by IMCO. -
in 1959. Since then the study of tonnage measurement had been |
one.of the major tasks of the Organization, and it was high time
that that study was brought to fruition. ' '
The task before the Conference was an extremely. complex

"one, but he was confident that the combined technlcal and ..
edministrative experience that it would bring to bear on the

';problem would overcome all obsﬁecles.. He hoped that the

. Conference would eucceed 1n draftlng a conventlon embodylng a_f'
_31mple system cf tonnage meaeurement sultable for wor1d~w1de I
_appllcatlon. e ' : Pl '
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| Mr. ROGERS (UK), on behalf of the United Kingdom

Government, welcomed those attending the Conference. The aim

of the Conference was t0 evolve a universal and 51mpllf1ed
system of tonnage measurement to supersede the various ex1stlng
systems, which were unnecessarily complicated for new ships. such

as container carriers and car ferries, and produced illogical
results. Much useful work had already been done on the problem

by IMCO's Sub~Committee on Tonnage Measurement, culminating in

proposals for. three possible measurement systems for COnsideration
by the Conference. There were as many as seven Gifferent

proposals to consider, and he was glad to see that so many countrles
had been able to send experts to discuss such a complex question,

The adoption of a universal system of tonnage measurement would '

affect a wide range of‘interests;' and'government departments,

classgification societies, pilotage and seafarers! organizations

and international wéterway authorities were all represented

at the Conference. He paid tribute td the IMCO Secretafiat.for its
thorough work in preparing the large body of documentatiom'neaded,
. eand wished the Conference all success in ite challenging task,

AGENDA ITEM 1 - ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENTS OF
o THE COFFERENCE

The SECRETARY-GENERAL called for nominations for the post
of President of the Conference.

Mr., PROSSER (UK) proposed Admiral Roland (USA), whose
experience in the field would be useful to the Conference in
its difficult work, ‘

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liberia), Mr. MUENCH (Israel) and
Mr. DUBCHAXK (USSR) supported that proposal, '

Admiral Roland (USA) was elected Presidentkhy acclama%ion.

Admiral Roland (USA) took the Chair,
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' The PRESIDENT expressed his appreciation of the honour accorded:' 
him and assured delegates that he would do his utmost fo fill the o
role assigned to him. He called for nominations for tle post of
. First Vice~President.

MMr. DUBCHAK (USSR) propoged Mr. Milewski (Poland).
Mr, MURPHY (USA) supported that proposal.
Mr, Milewski (Poland) was elected Pirst Vice-~President.

The PRESIDENT called for nominations for the post of Secomd
Vice-President.

Mr. T, SPINELLI (Italy) proposed Mr. de Mattos (Braszil),
Mr., von der BECKE (Argentina) supported that proposal,
Mr. de Mattos (Brazil) was elected Second ViCe~President._'

_ He thanked delegates for the honour done to his country and
_hlmself, '

The PRESIDENT called for nominatlons for the post of Third
Vice=-President,

Mr. WIE (Norway) proposed Mr. Kagbekar (India).

Mr, DUBCHAK (USSR) and Mr, WILLIAMS (Australia) supported
' ﬁhat proposal,.

Mr, Kasbekar (Indla) was elected Third Vice~Pregident,

‘The PRESIDENT called for nominations for the post of Fourth
Vlce-Pr951dent.

Vr., MUENCH (Isreel) proposed Mr. Quartey (Ghana).
 Mr. PROSSER (UK) supported that proposal. 7 |
Mr, Quartey (Ghana) was elected Fourth Vice~Presidenf._..
AGENbA ITEM 2 - ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (TM]OONF/I)

Mr, BREUER (Federal Republic of Germany) suggested that the
ageﬂda should make provision for a general debate, He further
suggested that the order of agenda items 4 and 5 should be reversed
gince it would be more logical to discuss the organization of
work before appointing a Credentials Committee. |
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The ?RESIDENT pomnted eut that a general debate was likely
to take place in any case under agenda item 5, He suggested it
would be preferable to leave the order of items on the provisional

agenda unchanged. 7
Mr. WIE (Norway) supported that suggestion.

Mr, BREUER (FPederal Republic ef Germany) w1thdrew his
proposal

The agenda was adopted.

AGENDA ITEM 3 - ADOPTION OF RULES OF PROCEDURE (TM/CONF/Z and
TM/CONF/2/Add ., 1)

- Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) drew attention to a number of
propoeals for amendment to the Provisional Rules of Procedure put
 forward by his delegation in TM/CONE/2/4dd.1. Those proposals
did not relate to the subject of tonnage measurement as such,
but to points of genersl principle that his delegation would
like to see adopted in all conferences culminating in the
adoption of international conventions.

The first proposal relating to Rule 1, was that the
Convention should be drafted in the name of Governments and notb
of States, and that the composition eof delegations should inclu
delegates in addition to representatives and advisers, The
~second proposal was a consequential amendment; the”ﬁhird
proposal, relating to Lule 9, was a drafting amendment to
obtain greater clarity, and the last proposal, relating $o Rule 52,
was to delete the word "full" before "powers" on the grounds
that the Convention would e concluded in the name of Governments
and mot in the name of Heads of State. |

- Mr. DUBGHAK (USSR) eupported the ameﬂdmente propoeed by the
-French delegation.

_ Mr. MENSAHE (Secxetarlet) referrlﬂg to the emeﬂdmeﬁt
‘propoeed to Rule 1, pointed out that it was in fact '
' United Nations practice to include advisers in Rules of
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'_?reeeﬂﬁre:: a recent exemple was to be found ih the Rules of ;
Procedure adopted by the United Nations Conference on the Law
of Treaties, Concerning the last proposal, it was United'Natidﬁé.em

- practice to assume that participants in a conference were utates,

hot Governments.

_ _ Mr. PROSSER (UK) sald his delegation preferred Lhe TR
Provisional Rules of Procedure -set out in TM/CONF/2 to remain -
 unchanged, on the grounds that they represented normal '
- United Nations practice. |

.. Mr. MURPHY (USA) end Mr. WIE (Worway) supported that
v1ew. _ _ |
‘The PRESIDDNT ‘suggested that the Conference should vote

separauely ort eachh of the asmendments proposed by France to the
Provisional Rules of Frocedure. :

It was 8o deeided.

- The PRESIDENT invited the Conference to voﬁe'en the
proposed amendment to Rule 1 of the Provisional Ruleg of
_}rocedure.

o The emendment wag_rejected.

o 'The_PRESIDENT invited the Conference to vote on the7 -
_'prbposed amendment to Rule 3 of the Provisional Ruleg of Procedure._

 The amendment was rejscted,

_  The PRESIDENT 1nv1tea the Conferenoe t0 vote on the proposed
L emendment to Rule 9 of the Prov1elonel Rules of Procedure.__‘-'

S The amendment was rejeeted.

- The PRESIDELT said that since the Conference had rejected

:'_fﬁhefpfepoSed.amendment'to-Rule 1, there was no need for & vote

i on'the'consequential change which would otherwise have been . °
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' hecessary in Rule 52, He invited the Conference to vote on the
adoption of the Provisional Rules of Procedure,

_ The Rules of Procedure (TM/CONF/2) were adopted bV 34 votes
to none.

AGENDA ITEM 4 -~ APPOINTMENT OF CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE

The PRESIDENT, acting in accordance with Rule 4 of the Rules
of Procedure, proposed that the Conference should appoint
Argentina, Bulgaria, Ireland, New Zealand and ngerla as the
members of the Credentials Committee, '

Mr. PIRES (Brazil) supported the President's proposal.

The Pregident's proposal for the membership of the
Credentials Committee was adopied,

AGENDA ITEM 5 - PROPOSED COMMITTEE ST «UCTURE OF THE CONFERENCE
AND ORGANIZATION OF WORK (TM/CONF/11)

The PRESIDENT drew the attention of the Conference to
™/CONF/11, containing the Secretariat's proposals for the
Cormmittee structure of the Conference and the organization of its
work. He noted that the view had already been expressed that the
Conference should have a general debate on the basic concepts |
involved in the formulation of the new tonnage measurement system.
_The conclusions to be drawn from such a debate would enable the
Conference to give the Commitiees adequate directives for
elaborating one, or at the most two, basic proposals for
consideration by the Plenary Conference with a view to the
adoption of a Convention; any further proposals emefging from
the committee stage could take the form of amendments to- that
basic propesal or proposals, A general debate could form the first
part of the Conference's congideration of agenda item 5, after
‘which it could discuss the committee structure of the Gonferencé,
establish the necessary committees and decide in which languages
 the Final Act and the other instruments of the Conference should .
be prepared, |
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| He further dreW'attcntlon 40 TM/GONF/3 9, TM/CONF/13 and
'-TM/CONF/13/Add 1, which contained Governments' comments on-a .
universal system of tonnage measurement; a series of_proposals“[
for such a'system, with comments thereon; and the Secretariat's
summary of the various comments submitted. He stressed the =
importance of Annex IV to TM/CONF/13, which provided a synopsis_f
~of the tonnage measurement parameters on which the different R
proposals aslready before the Conference were based,

- Mr, de JONG (Wetherlands) said that the Secretariat had — °
proposed in TM/CONF/ll that a General Committee should consider
questions relating to the legal aspects and general provisions
of the proposed Convention, which would form the subject matter

of its Articles, and that a Technical Committee should consider: j'_ fi]L

its- technlcal aspects, which would be dealt with in the
Regulatlons of the proposed Convention. Since the general and
technical aspects of the proposed new system were closely

e related, identical principles should govern the work of both

Commiﬁtees. A genéral discussion was therefore essential if
those pr1n01ples were to be clearly jdentified. The five itémsiff_
enumerated in paragraph E(b) of the general observatlons of the
Danish Government (TM/COWy/3, page 5) would form & suitable
baszs for such a debate. o : e

Mr. MUENCH (Israel) seid that his delegatlon was thinking " ¢7 7'

_along much the same lines as the Netherlands delegation. 1In

its general observatlons, 1srael had listed three points as
reqgquiring prelininary genersl discussion (TM/GONF/B/Add.l,

' page 6), Those points broadly coincided with' the three items
. recommended for general debate in paragraph 9 of the Secretariat's

R Note (IM/CONF/11, page 3). The desirability of some form of
'-:s;_prelimlnary dlscu5810n seemed to be generally recognlzed,_and a

~ combination of the items suggested by the Netherlands and
'-;Israell delegatlons would form an appropriate basis for it.
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Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) sgreed with the representatives of
the Netherlands and of Israel that some fundamentdl issues |
would need to be discussed, but suggested that the first step
_shouid be to examine the basic propossls alfeady before the
Conference, which were interlocking and compreheéensive, so as to
teke account of all the preparatory work already done. |
Governments had had a year to examine those proposals and each
proposal ought to be briefly introduced so that the Conference
could consider iis merits and drawbacks,

Mr, HUSSAIN (Pakistan) agreed with the French representative,

- Mr, L. SFINELLI (Italy) seid that each delegation should
expound its Government's views, confirm those which had
already been expressed, or explain any subsequent changes of
positicn made as a result of urgént technical arguments.
Naturally any delegation was free to modify its position in the
light of the most up-to~date information. At least half the
countries represented had not yef submitted their comments,
so 1t would be useful to find out in a preliminary discussion
the extent of common ground; The Netherlands and French views
on working method were not incompatible,‘..

Mr., KING (Kuwait) assumed that the Erench representative
was proposing that the Conference should discuss basic
proposéls A, B, C and the Danish propossgl in that order, after
which the Technical Committee would be directed to analjse them -
in greater detail, | |

Mr., BORG (Sweden) agreed with the Netherlands representative,

Mr., A3SENS (Denmmark) said that at the present stage it
would suffice to have only a preliminary discussion in plenary
meeting,
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Mr. WIE (Norway) said that the ba51c proposals should -

o be 1ntroduced briefly but that general principles must alsc be
' d1scussed in plenary meedving. '

*Mr. PROSSER (UK) said there would have to be some genéralll

' d1scuss1on of the parameters and that would lead naturally to an

examlnatlon of the individual proposals,

 Mr, PIRES (Brazil) considered it advisable for the four _"

'1b331c proposals to be introduced, but not at length, either by

- the Secretariat or by a delegation, so as to ascertain the degree':_ ot
of support any one of them might command, Then the Conference _‘;-r'x”'"
could tackle the parameters, |

Mr. BREUER (Federal Republic of Germany) said it would be a

waste of time to discuss the basic proposals first, and urged that5 '"ft
~ the worklng method advocated by the Netherlands and Danish '
- representatives should be adopted, '

The meeting rose at 12,35 p.m.






