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:*feAGeNDA ITEM 4 -  CONSIDERATION AND PREPARATION OF PROPOSED

- TBCHNICAL REGULATIONS ON TCNNAGE MEASUREMENT e
3*.1AND TONNAGE CERTIFICATES (TM/CONW/O 2/wr 37)
~s;(cont1nued) e _ _ i

The CHAIRMAN propoeed that the Gommlttee ehould exemlne the

;eecond drafr of the- regulatlone for- determlnlng grose and net _ﬁff;ff

tonnages of shlpe (TM/GONF/C Z/NP 37)
_j.'Regulatlon 1 '

_ Mr..GANTIOQUI (Phlllpplnee) propoeed that the end of
- paragraph 1 ehould be amended to read. ;"oonelet of groee end net

'f_Draftlng Oomm:ttee to that po;nt,_ o

"'Reguletlon 2 R R R R L S
| Mr. ROGQUEMONT (France) felt that, before oonelderlng the_ls'

"f_flret two definitions’ (upper deck and moulded depth), . it would

be advisable to wait until the Working Group had made a more’

B rfthorough etudy of the factor %m contained in’ the formula arpreved
| ~the prevxoue day: (eee TM/CONF/LLC 2/8R. 19) | For the time being,

'd;indeed those deflnltlone applled only: to Shlpe w1thout a free_ﬁ;:;r
_';boerd mark but they mlght have to be amended ae e reeult of the ,r.;
B Worklng Group 5" flndlngs,_L__,._ . _ e

The OHAIRMAN eteted that he would draw the ettentlon of the j,li“'*

s, LEIBENFROST (Yugoelavxe) coneldered thet the 1eet eentence'dfff

' tof eub—paragreph (a) of paregreph 2(a) was' not clear and. gave

rige to unnecessary oompllcatlone._, He therefore euggeeted elther;ffﬁﬂﬁ

'”}dfdeletlng thet sentence or. amendlng the text by eubetltvtlng S
MO . the prolongatlon of the 51de;.;3'for the words "toe elde of eftf;*

';}_the keel,

Mr.-SASAMURA (Gommlttee Secretary) ooxnted out thet the‘j____;taw"

__floeflnltlon of- moulded depth was reproduced word for word from the
_ _'deflnltlon glven in the Oonventlon on Toad Llnee" 1t would
*Tdtherefere be dlfflcult to change 1t._. '




];;;f4,gg3'

i . Mr..WILSON (UK) shared that v1ew, although he felt that the _.”:
'_Tdeflnjtion 1n questlon was not very clear,;f;' o

Mr.lP“REIRA (Bra211) wzshed “the express¢on "mldshlp sectlon”7

'";fto be replaced by "athwartshlp sectlon” :

M, GUPTA (Indla) szid . that he, too, could suggeut amendmﬂnts

 ybut that he supported the opinien expressed by the Committee

“ Secretary and the United Kingdom representutive.

The CHATRMAN proposed that the Coumittee should approve
paragrcph (2)(a) in the form in which it was drafted in the
document,

It was so decided,

Mr. GUPTA (India), referring to paragraph 3(s), propssed that,
in order to cobviate the possibility of a space being exempted
from measurement as a result of the owner simply removing the
‘hatchway covers, the end of sub-paragraph (a) should be replaced
by "if such space is capable of being clesedV.

Mr, ROCQUEMONT (France) said that he shared the Tndian
representative's concern but felt that the text of submparagraph
(a), in the form in which it was drafted, was satisfactory in
that respect, If it gave rise to doubts, however, il should be
made clearer,

Mr, WILSON {(UK) thought it was difficult to draft a text
ezcluding all possibility of abuse. It was for the Administration
.“to be vigilant and, for instancse, 1o inspect whether hatchways
were provided with cleats for lelng covers that were not there.-

7 '5At all events, to prevent ‘the case mentioned by the representatlve

: of Indla*from oceurring in the "tween-deck, whicn ‘was guite ‘& ]
__';p9881b111ty, the words "on or above the upper deck" which haé ':'
. figured.in an earlier text gnd had been dele*ed, shoul& be*‘-fﬁ .

'::fﬁrelntroduced in paraﬂraph (3)(b)

" .]TM/GGNF/c;é/SR;éli}&.,[_



Mr. SOLDA (It31Y) sug ested that tne end of paragraph (3)(a);“,:vf}7

i __should be replaoed by ‘the WOI‘@S "lf 'the openlngs '”‘e llable_to__be'-:;.'_‘{-_"_"___'; i
"';'_.closed" i ERDERISSE SR _ _ : D s U R

of Paragrdph (3)(a), from the words Mir means are prDV1ded...'3jjff 

 T mlght give rise to dlfflCHltlES and should therefore be deleted
_;What should be avalded in any case was’ that an openlﬁg should make

'7__1t p0351b1e for the whole of a space to be exempted 1nsﬁead of

| 'ff_P@rt of :it. The deletlon he proposed presented ne. drawback for féf"*"

| 'gparagraph (2)(b) Speleleﬂ all the spaces to Wthh the exemptlon

_applled and . the clause 1n questlon was a repetltlon of what was

. _gsa1d under (b; 1)

o Mr.fWILSON (UK) was opposed %o the deletlon of that phrase ,"
' cwhlch, in the vzew of the Worklng Group, serve& to establlsh a
1 -very 1mportant pr1n01ple. : ' o T '

Mr. DE JONG (Netherlands) said b thought that ‘the Last part'

MThe- OHAIRMAN wondered whether there was not a contradlctlon Cid

'i between sub- paragraph (a)" and sub- paragraph (b) for, in the’

~case of an opening in the_’tween-deck “Under the former sub—' ”" i

f*paragraph, the whole deck would be exempted from measurerent and

_;L,.under the: latter, only the spaoe below the onen;ng would be: ,_,_

"’fj eXempted

Mr;_ROCQUEMONT (Franoe) sald he shared the concern of the

':°'   Netherlands representatlve but-=eared that the deletlon of the" S
cend of sub paragraph (a) mlght make the ﬁeflnltldn Toe restrlctlve.jTﬁhf

.'-  a roofless sun ~deck situated in the superstructures;(whlch was often3 fif

”3_-tc be found ln llners) WOuld then be 1ncluded ln the measurement

Nr. ROSELL (Denmark) supported the suggestlon made by the

__” ’Netherlands representatlve as, if the phrase were retalned the
"’ifcargo spaces of shlps w1th no hatchway COVers would be exemptea

. TWOONR/C.2/SR.2L




']' “T67;7 '

'5,TheTCHAERMAN thoughf,fhéf}fif %hé;Cdmmitfeefacce§tédTfhe

'ETNeﬁhéflénds_Prbpdéal,]it*shbui&jeneure_thatﬂthe:éxpresSion'”

""not'ﬁroVi@éd"with'méané'df'cloéing“,'whjoh“GCCurréd'iﬁikhe Z.'

,_Fr f1fth and sixth. lines of sub-paragreph (b)( Y(1), applied to.
¢ the whole of that sub~paragraph

_ _ Mr. KHABUR (USSR) thought that any p0581b?e sbuse could
be avoided if the end of sub-paragraph (a) were replaced by
- the words "if the construction permits of the closing of
© such an opening",

Mr. ROCQUEMOKT (France) supported the proposals by the
USSR and Italy which complemented one another perfectly.

The CHAIRMAN stressed the two-fold nature of the problem;
‘there were two things to be avoided: first, that the end of
sub-paragraph (a) should make it possible for an entire deck
to be exempted from measurement and, secondly, that sub-
peragraph (b) should permit of the unwarranted exemption of

space situated opposite an opening.

Mr., WILSON (UK) stated that the authors of the draft

” bef0fe the Committee had token =s their basis the rules applied

by the authorities of the Panama Canal. Those rules had never
given rise to any difficulties and did not encoursge the

- building of “undesirable" ships. ngffing out from the
concert that any space the openings of which were provided

oo with means of closingl!w-s to be considered as an enclosed space,
'--they nad sought to define enclosed spaces and not open spaces.

R - Mr. DE JONG (Netherlands, remarked that the last two lines
-7;fof sub- -parsgraph (a) were liable to lead to mlsundergtandzngs,

| “_whereas their deletion could do no harm,

The CHA RMAN thought the’ deietlon feaq1b1e, plOVldad that o

"; :the necessyry clause was added to sub—paragraph (b)

e fm/ddm?/d 2/SR.21



5 Wr.-GUPTﬂ (Indla) wau in favour oi the womdlng propoued by' ﬁff:;ff{
'fthe de]egdte of the: USSW Whlch praotlcally met the. w1shes of the

" ",fepresentat1ves of Italy and France'and also seeme& llkely %o R

- ;fsatwsfy the Nuthef7ands reprCScntatlve,__;gﬁ e

Mr DE JOKG (Neth@rlaﬂds) commented that th iepgthy _ _ S
' dlscu531on which had’ ta{en p]acelwas suff1C1enﬁ GVWdEECe of thﬂ'g f;uﬁQ5;

:5f;fact uhat the phrase in quest1on night give rise to dlffloultles,ff;fj ﬂ:;

‘It would be Detter to o set out tnose conceﬁts clcarly 1n sub~3

j:paragraph (b), as the ChaLrHan hud suggbsted

The CHATRMAN noted that it sesmed to be u:ﬁanlmously agreed
that only the"tweon—deck spaces. S1tu@ted bGIOW'openlngs should:;r"'

   be exemptea.__ A prov1so should - thor&fore be- 1nserted ln sub—:

 Nparagraph (b) afabr the words "as encWOSed spaces" as follows

'.; "un1bss means’ arc prov1ded for 01051ng the oponlngs“ or ”1f the

-*shlp s constructzon does not permlt of thelr belng olosed ”

'Vﬂ Nr. WILSON (U ) sugges 2d thc wordlng ﬁlf;nofmeans”are;¥ffffif”fffﬁﬁ

| ﬂ proV1ded for ClOSng the openlngs "'-*’ _
o o %ﬁ& B R P
mhL OHAIRMAN propaseq tha% 1t should be 1cft to the Draftlng

;Commlﬁtee to prepare a flnal text lncormoratlng 1n sub= paragraph(b)  €f

' _f(b) the 1dea MiHat thﬁ opeﬂlngs 1ot prov1dbd w1th mbanu-of _
:fjfc1051ng and thﬂt(thb shlp E constructlon doos not purmlt of thelr
. being clo cd" and that the 1ast two lines of sub parﬂgraph (a)

*(from the woras'”enclosed Space” onwards) should be deleted H_g f {f ﬁa
' It was ‘soidecided. ' : i S S

i Nr. Db JONG (ﬁotherlaids) sald tha+ on. constructlonal grounds-”' :"

f;ghe would havb 1;ked to sce the pr0v1510nﬂ of sub paragraph (b) (l), _;;z
_jﬁgovernzng the. helght of the openlng, replaced by a. prov181on '_ F
”” rbstr1ct1ﬂg it to 1OO per cent of the width of the opening. }”Butj[jff

  =H he agreed W1th the Chalrman, who sald that that formula mlght | e
__ §: ig1Ve 01tber OXC@DSLVG or 1nadequate rpsults and’ mlgﬂu well ﬂlve'f3 SN
"'*_fTrlse to anOlVed argument 'and he woulu WLthdraw hls proposal

o TM/GONF/OE/SRﬁ




_ Wlth regafd to sub pacdgraph (b) L)(j), he wondere d what o
f-_would hﬁnpon in the cuse of an opem woll scparatlng two spaces,_”'
I only one of whlcn was exc“ud d

_ | Nr OnbARLBMRE (France) remdrred that uh@ d1¢flou1ty arose
fin,pgft from the use of the expression "open well' +0. designate

'7_a_space cutting,the deck from side to side between Iwo super-

:sfructures, whereas one would have assumed that there could only
be a "well' if the two superstructures were jolned by complete
bulwarks. He would prefer to see the sub~paragraph drafted as
follows: |
| "Where a completely open interval separateé any

two spaces ... "

_ Mr. WILSON {UK) thougnt that the last objection raised by
Mr. de Jong might be met by inserting the words "either or both
of which" in the second line. The observation made by the
representative of France, on the other hand, appeared to concern
only the French text, since British shipping men found the
expregsion "open well" perfectly comprehensible.

The CHAIRVAN asked whether the concept of the "open well!
applied to the case where two supersiructures were joined by
bulwarks of the same height as the supersiructures. Would not
that interpretation contradict the provisions of sub-
raragraph (b)(iv)?

Mr, HABACHI (Observer, Suerz Canal Authority) said that under
the Suez Canal rules the exemption required a break in the
covering and the walls, 1n other words, a oomplgte separqtlon
;o; ‘the two superatructures.'

Mr LETBEHFQO 1 (YuboslaV1a) COHSLdﬂred that the concept of

'"- ;the ”opeﬁ well" app71ed whether the two . superstructurbs weref"'

'::f;301ned by bulwavks or by open guard rails,

o mw/comw/c.2/sRi2l
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Mr..WLLSON (UA) Suggested overcomlng the def;CHlt&@S by f" 

o f;addzng sketches to- the final %extsajj The helgh of the bulwarks*_f*fgj
© seemed to him to be’ 1mmater1a¢ for the appllcatlon 5F the o

: *provzulous o Sub- para ropﬂS-( Y(3) and (lV) were not

'Qﬂ;contradlctory, because they de%lt with different’ problems.;:f j$fqufff

Illustrmtlmg hls remarks W1th a skeuch ‘he showed that the
;exemptlon granted for exumple, to A certain ‘part of 5 poop or
Vgangway ad301nlng an open well would dppend entlrelv on the-

  relat1on between the breﬁdth Of the opon wezl (the dlstaqce__' B

 T fbetween tke two Superstructuros) and half the breadth’ of the deck;ﬁi;;;
--_;but the ex1stence of bulwarks played no pcrt in dECldlﬁg whether"ﬂ ?¥E

"-Qan exemptlon were posSs 1b1e.

M DE JONG (Netherlunds) proposed ﬁhut in order to dVOld

' -}dlffzoulules, the words'"consldered u,s enclosed spaces and shall

: not therafore be" shou d be deletnd from llne& 2 and 3 of sub—_g:
_paragraph (b) ' i

It was 50 de01dc

Mr,:CABARIBERE (Frqnoe) p01nted out another ar%ftlng

  ”d1ff1cu1ty In (b)(v) the word- "redan” was used for the

"' :Lng11sn word Hpecess"~i Slnce an 1n51de space was concerned, R

'[lb would have been better to usc the word "HlChG"

CMr. uRUYER (Flnland) Sald ne “did not’ fully understand the e e

: meaﬁ1ng of +he flLS+ sentence of (b)(ll)

S The CHAERMAN'saWd he Nould submlt the verlous obse¢vatlons

. On paragraph (3) to- the Draftlng Commlttee and would ask che _ﬁ  ﬁ_. _

79ﬁSecrntar1at to take particular account of the French

'-representatlve g ﬁomments when draW1ng up the French text

. ﬁ:;Paragraph 4 (TN/OONF/C 2/WP 37)

My, YJ SHANG LZ (Ghlna) wondered whpther 1+ mlght not be e

"“3necessary £5 1ncludc A Qeflnltlon 0f ”berthed passengers”_and

 f”unberthed passengers” in’ th@ paragr@ph becauqe that dlstinctlonj?w'lw

'=f fwas madc in Rbgulxﬁlon 4 on paga 7 of - the sama ‘document Sl
S T : e ' TM/OONF/U.E/SR 21 ;;:ygg




| The CHATRMAN agreed that the uexlnlulrn was not 1rc1uaea in

.:fparagrapa 4 of Regulati on- 2y “But said that was. pfeC¢ser becabse_ 

it had been considered that the details eiven in. Regulaﬁloﬁ 4,-
.  on pape 7, would suff?ce.j?_ R R _"__' S

| M. WASTIEWSKT (Polend) proposed that, in the interests of
E=Simpllcluy,.where a ship carried not more than 12 passengers in
accommodation other than cabins, that sccommodaticn should not

 be included in the tonnage calculations.

Mr. GUPTA (India) felt that the reference on page 7 was not
~enough and that some definition of "unberihed passengers™ must

be provided. The Simla Regulations which were currently being
revised, at present designated those passengers by the eXpression
‘"special trade passenger.'

He thought that the maximum number of such passengers carvied
in accommodation cther than cabins should be fixed at 8, It
such cther accomnodation contained fewer than 8 persons, then
those persons should be considered as cabin PasSsCeNgers.

_ Mr. KHABUR (USSR) said he thought the difficulty asrcse from
“the fact that the term employed was incorrect.  Instead of

“unberthed passengers" -~ a concept which was now out of date -

- the term "passengers without cabvins" should be employed, and |
tiiat expression could theh be daflned as applying to Ya passenger

provided with a separate berth in accommodation capable of

holding a meximum of 8'personsu

Mr. KING (Kﬁwait) considered that the term "passengerst®
should apply to any fare-paying person.

_ Mr. MURRAY SHMITH (UK) thoughu that under the terms of -
-g-paragranh 3 tnat lnterpretatzon would in fact be correct but _*
ﬂ}he too felt that the concept of “unberthed passengc“s” was : _

_7 omtdated T4 would in fact be preferable To di st¢ngul%h three.

Effsorts of pnssemgers on page 7 of the document, nqmely°

'f;fTM/OONﬂ/c 2/5& 21



"72: ffilf¥  r3

=

'*h3 N2_ mumber of genulnolj unbgrth@d passnngé'é;f_  f”77’5
: ~(e.g. aboard. CfOoS Chan 1el Shlpa)__ .

-Il

ﬁumber of pdsseﬁgers lh cablws _ e
numb@r of pu%oengers in dormltorles SRRt

.i}'

o .t Mr. GUPTA (Indla) Sald nm was brOale 1m awreement With the S
:,-Unlted Klﬂgaom pTOpOSai NﬂlCﬂ would cover all the- p0851b111t1cs,_r  <”
',but though% 1t ‘might’ perhaps be: prefurable o replace N by N i

.:: 5 51n the f01mul a on page 6 of ducumeﬂt TM/CONF/C E/WP 37

o Wr DE TONG (Netaerlands)*wondercd whether, in. that cése. 1t g
_ -5m1ght not pe?haps be- neCﬂssary,”ln the case of unbertned pesuengers,}ga
'f to keep ‘the tatal number shown on. the snfety certlflcate ' i

The Oﬂ;lRMAN thoaght th<re wUu¢6 be no obgbctlon to addlng
.t~a Pnrase on the ““nOb uf‘f‘"as 1nd108t9d by the whlP s SRfCﬁy .
ﬂ_”certtf*cmte mo R

. Mr GUPTn (Indxa) sald hO.W'uld orefor the follow1ng wwrdlng
 j"ihe Pumber OP p%bsong@fS;_ﬁs ccrt¢fled by the ﬂdmlnlstratlcn and
fshown on the salp‘w safctj Cﬂrtlflcateon _:_;. ;:_:_ L _. _...
Tae GHATRMAN propoged that the Committee adopt the t@rm 1; ”'“*"

"aﬁ + N T% in the formala far net tonnage, “ﬁ;;
' It Wwas 80 d901ded

: Mr. KHABUR (USSQ) oposed that the Cowmlttee n@tlfy the |
“  WOrilﬂg Group 1mmedlately of thas chlSlOn, whlch mlght qlter S

”-g; Paragraph 5

Mru ROCOU&MONT (Fl&ncb) Uroposed thau oon31écraulon of tne

"-_pera aph should ve rostricted LOT the' tlme belnv to the flrsﬁ

o four llPCS Changes-*n the usp to whlch certaln 8paces were:_'
put mlght 1nvolve ‘a changc of tonna e, pussxbly aCCJmpdnled by
'a change of drﬂught ' S L ' : T

.'-i-fTM/CO§F/dgE/SRl21 f_ ¢:] ;?f f;
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| | _'ur. CURNINGHAM (Usn)-femihded the COmllttee tﬂat théftextffﬁ-"' '
© had ‘given rise to- o len gthy'debatc;. “On the one hand, the

‘gefinition took no. account of the prOV1S7OHS consuncd aboard- the
_'shipg_' On'thc ctner_aand,_lﬁ.had.been_thougnt that_those spaces:;
. should be identified by permanent merkings, making it possible

'7f;tb:carry out certain checks, and %o apply certain penaltics

where there were changes of use which had not been reported,

The CHAIRMAN thought that consideration cf that wording

"ghould be deferred until the Commititee came to study Regulation g, .

which dealt with +the matter.

Request for instructicns by the Chailrman of the Worklﬁg Group
on Tonnage Certificates.

Mr. SE&GO (UK) stated that the Working Group necded certal
instructions to pe able to carry out its work. In the first
place, the Group was of the opinion that, for the purposes of
the Convention, an entirely new form of tonnage certificate
should be prepared for existing ships, showing both gross tonnage
and net tonnage. Secondly, the Technical Committee should
inform the Working Group whether, during a transifional period,
the tonnage certificate should show the tonnage figures resulting
from the old and from the new systems.. The Working Group was

askirig for insitructiocons on those two points.

Mr. ROSELL (Eenmark) wondered whether those guestions,
which might have certain legal aspects, should not be put to the
General Committee.

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Working Group in gquegiion

-;_w as in L&Ct a Working Group of the Technloai Committee.

o Wro ROCQUEMONT {(France) recalled that the Frencn delegatlon
_  ]had mage - specific bfoposqls in that connexwon..: They- would be
C found.;n THM/CONF/3, at pages 17 to 20. His: delegatlon did - :
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":a 1ndeea take thm view that Forial certaln tran51tlon%1 pﬁrlod ~fj-5f5

S for eXﬂmnle, ten ycbrs.-f tonnage cartlflc%ﬁes should contain

'73;both scts of flguresa': HoWever, 1t left” it ‘to the operators: of

;'  the system to con31der the dabe of appllCuthﬁ of the new_5 fU_  j;a: 

'Vtonnages

Mr._CHRLSTIANSEN (Norwuy) sald he pqrtly shmfed the Trench¥f fj;i5;

VIrepreaenﬁetlve S Oplnlon but was afrald that tne lﬂClHSlon of
'fdual tonnugem_m1ght glve rlse to some dlffmcu?tles

Mr DE JONG (Wetnerlands) ap provbd of the 1nuentlou of

f:the French delevatlon. Howevor, since the 1dea was o Keep theiﬁ'”l"'

;;new tonnage figures as close as pOSSlble to the old ones, WQuld

it et be fea81b1e fom Shlps to rctaln the S tonnage flgures ;    __“

:3 on the C@Ltlflcatb durlng that perlod°

_ Mr,_HABACHI (Observer, Suez Canal Authomlty) proposed that
_{the tonnage oalculatlons Should be appendod as an annex to the

'"7_:tonnage certlfLCﬂte 1tself

S The OHAIRMAN’Sald ‘he foarod thp Coumlttee was depqrtlng
"from 1ts tnrms of refcrence.. . L SR o

.agmhe meetlng Tose at 12 35 p M. j*f'






