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Z'ﬁLGEWDu ITEN‘4 - CONSIDERATION AND PREPARATION OF PRODOSED | L
: . TECHNICAL REGULATIONS ON TONNAGE. MEASUREMENT

| ,'fﬁND TONNAGE CERTIFICATES ( TM/CONF/C.2/WP. 19/Aaa 3,_.fe',
~TM/CONE/C.2/WP.41;  TM/CONF/C. 2/WP 42/Add 1 S

: _ “;Tm/GONF/c 2/WP 45) (contlnued) T
My, PROHASKA (Denmark), referrlﬂg to Draft Regulatlon 3

'”“'Q(TM/CONF/O 2/WP.42/kd0,1) pointed out that the Committec had

. decided to exprese the volume in oubic metresof. In regard ta_fﬁ'_"
'f-Regu1atlon 4, he preferred the orlglnal text to the new draft

The CHAIRMAN sald that the Oommlttee Should d901de whether

'the expre531on "ln reglster tons"i appe%rlrg in square brackets fe{,” i

"1n Regulatlons 3 and 4, should be. retalned

o : Mr, ROGQUEMONT (Franoe) sald that there was no dlfflculty
 :about the ‘Prench version but-that- 1n the Engllsh text the word

'3’_'"tons" nlght Jlead" to confu51on

."_Mr;ﬂWILSON (UK) con51dered it essentlal to deflne what was_ez';”"v

meeﬁﬁ‘by "tons”‘~?”

tiMfr'NOZIGLIA (Argentlwa) suggested that the eXpre5510n_;eiﬁe”F -E:”

_gﬂtonnagesunlts" ehoul& be. used

 Mr. MURPHY (Usn), supported by . PROHASKA (Denmark)

”-H5 prepoeed that: the words ln square brackets be deletedy,bi'

"TeThernlted Stntee prop08ﬂ1 was adoptede

_ : -fThe CHAIRMAN iﬂVlted thp Comthtee to conszder the report
1__of the ad hoc working group on the 1nternatlona1 tonnage

””-"{ Certlflcate (TW/CONF/C Q/WP 45)

W SEAGO (UK) speaklng a8 Chalrman of the worklng group,

L ‘paid that it had taken as its models ‘for - the front of the tonnage ffffff

eertlflcate the 1960 certiflc ate (OOﬂventlon for the Safety of -

:f_Llfe at’ Sea) ‘and the 1966 certificate (Conventlon on Load: Llﬁes)

:eAfter the name of the oountry lt had added ”for whlch the-

-:jOonventlon cane into’ force A s Ao B U because the

: __ratlflcatlon dates woule not be tho same for all 51gnator1es e
S ' ' ' = TM/OONF/O 2/SR 24




:'For-the:détés of keéi-laying'ahd.of:modifiCaﬁicﬁs'uﬁdergoﬁé N
by the ship, it referred to thée relevant articles of the

.H ngoﬁVéhtibn;f°'Thfée]dimenSiohé:hé& been inclﬁded:_ﬂoﬁér3111  ﬁf
":;~1éhgth,-mouldedibreadﬁhg?anﬂ_mculded:depth to the upper deck;
. the tonnages were expressed in tons, but sinée.the:Committee

o~ had deleted that term in Regulations 3 and 4, it would
doubtless not wish to include it in the tonnage certificate.

The working group had decided to put on the reverse of the

- certificate all the information needed toc identify the spaces

“included in the tonnage, but had considered that an enumeration
of those spaces together with a conversion factor might give
rise to errors, and the pert suthorities might wish to base
their charges on the highest figure. To indicate the existence
of an open space, an asterisk was to be added to the spaces
included in the tonnage, but the working group had not wished to
include details which would have required a third page. In
regard'td passengers, the number of those in dormitories was to
be omitted in accordance with the decision taken by the
Committee.

The CHATRMAN said that the Articles referred to on the
front of the certificate were 3(2) and %(2)(b).

Mr, HABACHI (Obscrver, Suez Cansl Authority) suggested that
the certificate should show the name and address both of the

shipyard and of the owner.

Mr. OVERGALAUW (Netherlands) thought that the first version
of the certificate had been better drafted than the new one.
- He felt that the units of volume should be expressed in cubic
- metres and that all spaces capable of containing carge should
be indicated; 1t would also be advisable to add an explanatory
“note concerning the overall length and to provide a space in
“which the Administration would record any modifications which -

_might be made during the life of the ship.
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"-Wru BONN (c;nada)”sw¢d taat in- naﬂy cases: thb pULt |
'utlorltlos were ,uccustomed G VWLUWGS expr sod in cublc fe ef”v'
and urgLJ that that un;t snuuld appear 1ongb1ﬁe tho cublc :

:metres._ i

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) supported the suggestion that fhb7f f:5i

'5nmmes of tﬂ@ Shlqurd and the OWﬂQf sncull ‘be shown’ Oﬂ the

'Hbornage certlflo fe T hlS v1ew, the calculatlon bL'thC grossf7*

“funa net toan@ges, w&th the COﬂVLTSlOﬁ fector, should be shewn on

'thé rcv .oi the cert1f1cuta, bcCﬁuse otherw1se the CDnPcrenc 3
fﬁléht bﬂ.? used of dullborgte obscurwtv,]“f e

_ 5‘Mr CHPI IAN N (Vurwuy) nereﬁ W;th thc wepr senbatlve of"
3Fruﬂce u,bou‘c the rufgrenees to the owner and bu1lce? dnd '

_ ’"Q;suﬂﬂcst od that tbo qte on whlch tho shlp had been d llvered

Cghould. mlso be- shown BN R _
:  j7M";WUENCH (Isrmpl) aSKed thut tn .étSS”{ﬂ'thé'fdur%h.”
'.ﬁoluﬂr on the front of tnu certlllcatbfshb'1d bﬂ-e:nIess1y
-jlndlc tad astb%o of a mere re¢ure“cJVtOgﬁhefmrtloles of the
COﬂV@nﬁloﬂ» . B R R
M. WIL?OH (UK) sqld e could ot ses fhé-Pciﬁthf;;°  
1nclu€1ﬁb on uh“ toﬂn?gc Ce”t 1cato 1n¢or 'on‘whi““-wasf f

7qlr»@dy &1ven 1n the shﬁp s reglstcr'“f He regrcttuﬂ _on;ﬁﬁéj :ﬁ"ﬁ;;;

;;othcr hhﬂd, bhat thu warklng group bad not kept on. he”béékfof_Q f-

ﬂthe ocrtllicate uhe okaCh whlch nad afpuc ed 1n:uhu_or¢glﬁa1: ~ ﬁffﬂ”"h

: V’QI‘Dj Oflo

M. P OHASAA (Denmark) leHUtd out ;:siiﬁhfﬂ?frbrZoh'+hé  f°**

o éfront:uf tpc CCTﬁlllcatC° Thﬂ formul&:shuuWQ be s followsns, ?£ 

’L”Thls is to cprtlfy thcu thb tuwnaTLS of thls shlp nave bCCﬁ
'%scovtﬁlneL °o;°,.".;.' '
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_ _ Wath reference to: the i;nnage cqlculatlﬁn,_he pcxnted cut o
_'jthat the Load Line Gonventlﬁn iridicated the Lesulﬁs but nmt thu .
"”-detalled ca¢ouletlon of the freebpakd o ' SO |

_ Mr, PRIVALOV (USSR) 'thf)ur“h‘t: that the work'l ng grnup md :
_fshown wisdem in limiting the informetion to be given on the.
'ﬁtOﬁnage.verclflcate and in not requiring the inclusion of
 informaﬁion which was already shown in the ship's register, In

S regard to the main dimensions, 1t would be useful to mention

~ the regulations which laid dewn how they were to be measured.
ﬂgaln, the working group had rightly fought shy of giving the
impression that dual tonnages were involved by including a
second figure. The regulaeticn dealing with the clesing of
open spaces was useful for verification purposes and this
would be made easier if a sketch was included in the document.
The value of the blank page which the representative of Noxway
had advocated was not immediately cbvious; at all events it
would not be needed to show any change of flag, becauge in
such a case the tonnage certificate would have to be modified,

tco.

The CHAIRMAN, summing up the points of ¢ greeuert ‘gaid that
there was a majority in favour of deleting the word "tons" in
gross and net tonnage. To meet the point made by the
representative of Denmark ths Signed statement would have %o
read: "This is to certify that the tonnages of this ship have

bheen ascertained...".

There was less general agreement on how to indicate the
main dimensions. Was it, for example, adeguate to write “"length"
instead of "overall length® and to refer to the regulation
which indicated how the length was to be calculated?

- TM/CONF/C.2,/SR. 04
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5 Mr CABARIBERE (Frarce) thmught lt was essentlﬂl to keeP 5
7h'the eXpress1mn "ﬂverqll lenﬂth" S _

M, WILSON (UK) acknﬁwledged the Valldlty of the obgegtqnn.-;;'jg;ﬁ
 ' The reqsrn for, 1ncludlng the main dlmen51cns on “the certlflcmte'ﬁkf 7; f

o vas to facilitate verlflcatlon, but was. 1t necessnry to mention i
'-f*;'a length whlch c@uld be ea81ly verlfledO R

& Nr. GUPTA (Indla) thought 1t‘Was pernaps enough that the

. ":¢ength was: shown on the shlp's reglster.

Mrn_SASAMURA (Commlttee Secretarv) polnted ot that the fr

'1f3ndloat10ns requlred by the Oonventlons were 1ntended only tﬂfV;:V: f7“°

. ° 7show whether or not the ship was . 1onger than- 24 metres, - not-if“
' _tﬂ enable control offlcers to verlfy the leng&h._ij.]ﬁqa-mq-' n

Mr. ERIKSSON (Sweden) sald he thought there were o her

:'- L{ﬁ ways cf 1dent1fylng a Shlp than by meusurlng its length.,__3f ;f£-'”"'“

= The CHATRMAN $2id it had been proprsed and seconded that L
'only the word "1ength"'shhu1d be- mentioned; without any- other

S detalls, rpference being mnde to° the artlcles in the Cﬁnventlo

.7on Load Llnes which 1aid dcwn: the methods of calculatlon. 
' The propesal was_ﬂpprﬁved by 30 votes to 4, :

_ Mr. HABACFI (Observer, Suez Canal Aﬂthor1$VJ UOlmted
uut that the shlp s register was not. ﬁlWays kept on board and
V_that port authorltles needed to knﬂw the dlmen51ons nf shlpp.

EORRREIE The ”HAIRMAJ 1nv1ted the Cnmmlttee tﬂ dlscuss the questlﬂng'”;;;ffz
'"'.of whethex;as in- the cage of. length, cnly the word. "breadth"f-'

.’;shnuld be mentloned ‘reference being made to the deflnltzon
ntalned 1n the Gonventlﬂn on Load Llnesa ' R S

Mro_HABACHI (Observer, Suez Canal Abtﬂorltj) askbd

-g'why it was necesgsary to réfer to an@ther convent¢on 1nst ad of

,   drdWng up a. selfﬁcontglned dﬁcummnt

MM/CONF/C.2/SR.24 .



'fj;'8 ; 3'

Mr. WILSON (UK) cmn81dered ohat 1t was easier to sppak of

-i_f'overall brethh than overall. 1enathﬂ-

. Mr. PILIPPOVICH (USSR) enquired Wy dlmenblbns should be' ,f.""
”];recorded on - the tonnege certificate at 211, If it was for
' ;;d8ntlflCatl~n, that was no longer_necessaryo If it was for the'

convenience of port authorities, that was quite a different
ratter..  The question was to know what was intended.

| ' The CHAIRMAN thought that an indication of the moulded
 depth was essenvial, but that the usefulness of the other two
dimensions was less cbvious,

- Mr, ERIKSSON (Sweden) pointed out that it was unnecessary
to mention lenzth on the tonnege certificates since it was already

given on the load line certificate,

The CHAIRMAN gaid he inclined to the conclusion that length
and breadth need not be menticned and that an indication of the
depth would be'sufficient,

Mr, CABARIBERE (France) thought that in that case it might
have been simpler to indicate only gross tonnage and net tonnage
on the 1oad—line certificate.

The CHAIRMAN noted that there was a majority in favour of
retaining the main dimensions on the tonnage cértificate.
Since length had already been defined by reference to the
Convention on Load Tineg, the same could be dcme for breadth.

The propesal was approved by 20 votes to 3,

_ Mr, de JONG (Netherlands) recalled that in the Convention
on Load ILines the length had to be known in order to determine
whether the ship was over 24 metres in length. The overall
"length and overall breadth should be given cn the first page _
" of the document, and all information concerning load-lines on.
.”'the-seoond page,
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o on the tonnage certlfloate.uﬁf5ﬁ'“

", _any lﬁformﬂtlon which was not llkoly to oe altered such as the -

Mr WILUON (UK) felt thub,_SlnCG length wEg lnalcﬂtcd by | | |
E referencc 6 Art101e 2(8), it would be normnl to deflne the other"'
"two dlmeﬁ51ons s1m31arly._ e : : . e

The CHAIRMAN remarked that thure was no longcr any obgectlon o
':to that proposal and LﬂVlth the Committee %o con51der another o
ﬂ"p01nt - numoly, tho suggcstlon by the Observer of the Suez: ﬁanal
 fAuthor1ty, supportea by ﬁorway, that the names. of the sn1p~r[.--g__ T

 1ffbu11der wnd shlpowner and’' the date of dellv STy shculd ba mentzoned _ ”f*“

MT- HhBACHI (Obsarvor, Suez Canal AuthOflty) prapose&
_that the Committes should see A SpCCmen of a shlp's reglstratlon
';-papers 50 as to dotbrmlne whethcr 1t mef tﬁe Gommlttee s ;1§;,
. ruqulremonts, R - : e '

Mr STITT (USA) felt thmt thore w”s no obgectlon to recordlng

rame of the shlpbullder and the dellverv date.; The naﬂze'of_.__-fthe___'___--_.-'-'-'-"-"-:':i
lshlpowner ‘was guite another matttr, hDW&VLT, for if that were
rbcorded on the tonnwge ‘Gartificate +ho certlflcate would have to

'” 'b€ ch%ﬁged when thc Shlp chtngcd hands.

Mr._SEAGO (UK) p01ntod out tﬂat @rgumcnts ¢or uﬁd agalnst thaﬁi; j§}
;fproposal hud bebn dlscus od in: the worklng group. Thcre were a i

'3jnumbcr of cerﬁlfLCﬂtes 1n ex1stance Wﬂlch dld not- bear the

f.lnformqtlon in quostlon, ‘and that dld not glve rise o dlfflcultlchfﬁgjf
"Why shou“d the same not apply to thu tonnuga certlflcate9_ '

mhe CHAIRMAN put to thp vote the questlon of whether the name_'[f'”“

__ ﬁof the shlpbullder should be lnoluded on thc tonnage Cortlflcate‘:_-:...m

o Tho votes ‘were equally leld d 12 in Pavour and 10 agalnst

Thb proposal qu not approved,



mlldi#f l:'
_ : Nr._de JONG (Nethrrlands) said th?t 1t was sometlmes i
*;dilecult to know' who the shlpbullder was, for 1nstance, when o

'E_-a Shlp was bullt in sectlons.--

Mr._‘ILSON (UK) urged thut only 1nformatlon relatzng to

.'[fftonnage should be mentloned on the tonnﬂge certlflcate.

. Mr. NO@IGLIA (Argentlna) thought it necessary e meﬂtion
_.the name of the shipowner since, if the ship changed hands, a
new certificate might have to be issued.

. The CHATIRMAN pointed out that the General Committee had.

'-f,deciéed to omit the regulation concerning change of ownership,

Mr. KING (XKuwait) suggested that where an Administration

' required the name of the shipowner, it should request that

 informatioﬁ on the port entry papers.

The CHAIRIIAN put to the vote the cuestion of whether the

" name of the shipowner should be included on the tonnage certificate.

The proposal was rejected by 20 votes to 6.

_ - The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the guestion of whether the
- delivery date should be included on the tonnage certificate.

The proposal was rciected bv 20 votes to 4.

Mr. de JONG (Netherlands) suggested that, in order to ensure
~that the tonnege certificate did in fact refer to the ghip in

" guestion, the number should be altered in the event of any change.

Mr, PROHASKLA (Denmark) thought that it was unnecessary to

.' indicate the number of pasgengers on the second page of the

"'fﬁbnnage certificate. The important thing was to give details

  'which"wou1d enable ‘the ship to be 1dent1f1ed The second page

'  'Should be es 81mp1e as pOSSlble-

R The CH@IRhﬁN drew the Gommlttee s attentlon to tﬂe problem
'_of applylmg Regulation 5(3), which provided that when the

' gcharacter1st1cs of a ship were altered, a new international

iﬂtonmage certlflcate should be issued, vut that the value of ﬁhe

'”;iqum/COLF/o 2/03 24



'tfmet tonnagﬁ Sﬂown on that Certlilcqte snould be the same a8 that

”:H shown on the currept certmfﬁvate uﬂtll twelve months had’ elapsed,.: fL}f

f_ﬂln that case the lmformatlon on pagos 1 and 2 would no longer

_ :tflabree and the. 1mpresszon ml”ht be created that the owmer had
“.._ fﬁ1s1f1ed the figures. It mlpht therefore be advisable to 1eave

fa blank &pace on the mecond nage to 1ndlcate whether Regulatlon 5(3)
fhad been applled._s R I L L e

. Mr._CUNBINGHAM (USX) thought that %hat quesflon would taise

no problem prov1ded the Rogulatlon was 1nterpreteé correctly._¢_ ff   ’f
”'QIt might perhaps be moss1ble to word the phrase concernlng thefjf   s
'=ftwelve month perlod somewhat more slmply.; | L

Mr._CHRISTILNSBN (Norway) thought that the second nage

'.fshould be left blank.. In hls oplnlon there would be 1little p01nt f ;ff

J_Q-zn referrlng to parulcular regulat1ons, a8 the port authorltles’s:
"-_ fwou1& not tmke the trouole to look up. ail the detazls._ iq; 4T~”

Mr._@UhNtNGHAFr(USA) recal ed that tne worklng group had

 7fd1scussed the: matter and that it had been suggested that ﬁhe date =

“on which the tonncbe had-been.reduced.should_be.rbcqrdzd on . the ﬁiﬁf”  :

";certlflcate.-w

The CH IRLLN thourht that the sugge tlon of lncludlng 8

'":'blank pa*e for ob: ervatlons mig ht e the answer to the problem.; g

That nroposal wa.s adopted bV 15 vo+es to 1

The CﬂlehAF- eﬁlnded members that 1t had been suggested

_   that tho second page: should be 31ter@d to contaln detalls of ';: 15,j:
g[ _.the apaceg 1noluded 1n thp tonnage.: g;- : o _ R .

Thqt proposal was. regected by 17 votes to 15.

. The CHAIRMAN sald that the Committee had to declde waether - fjj;jf
il”to 1n01ude meﬂtlon of the total number of passengers.:fff“' el

i j*TM/GONF/G;Z/SR:é4EJi¥%fI:*



o ;'ime  f;“ff 

Mf CHRISTIAKSMN (Norway) dld not thlﬂk 1t necessary to "

frecord the number of passengers on the certlflcate..f The flgure:- f=~'”

'”T was already civen on the sth 8 paperS-  :

S Mr. SEAGO (UK) thoaght it essentlal that the ﬁamber of
_'*passengers shown on the certificate should tally w1th the number
. of passengers indicated in the formula Nl + Ng, which had been__

f_.adopted for the determination of net tonnage. The working
-~ group had regarded the passenger figure as a means of verifying

 the net tonnage.

| My, PROHASKA (Denmerk) felt that port authorities would not
take the ftrouble to verify the figures on a certificate ilssued
by the competent authorities of a couniry. In hig view, the

' second page served no useful purpose. If the Committee thought
it absolutely essential to indicate the number of passengers,
that figure could appear at the bottom of the first page.

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that it was essential to include
detalls of the number of passengers and spaces for the applica-
tion of Regulation 5.

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) agreed with the representative of
Denmark that the second page was unnecessary.

Mr. WILSON (UK) said he théught the number of passengers
should appear on the certificate because it would play a part
in the calculaticn of net tonnage under the formula which had
been adopted for that purpose. It was a vital piece of
- Informaticn for port authorities.

_ Mr. PRIVALOV (USSR) also thought that factors such as the
' number_of passengers and the draught, which served to determine
net tonnage, should be recorded on the certificates they

provided o means of verificstion.

- TN/CONE/C.2/SR.24



'.i +Hl3_é&f   i_ &

'Mf}7§?QGO (UK) remlnded members that the worklnv group had

o ”drawn ub the tonnage certlflcate on the basis of the: regulatloﬂs;ff;f‘”’f
. ‘which had been establzshed and, in ﬁarﬁlcular, of ‘Article 12 of

_”'the Conventlon relatlng to control.;. Tﬂe number of pasuengers_5, -f
"_and the draught played a. conslderable part 1n the determlnatlon'

U of the tonnage.__ If those wndlcatlons were not 1ncluded in the

I certlflcate, the UonfeLemce wou“d be f%lllﬁg to sunply the meansff"*'
':of exeTCLq1ng tae conﬁrol for whzch tham Artlcle prov1ded.{_ i

B oMy ROCQUENONT (Franoe) urged that the number of passengerS_f*f;ff;T
'ff,shuuld be retalned on the. certlflcate. ey B

Mr. PROH SKA (Denmark) sald that when he had questloned tnef5fg;-

__:i_need to 1ndlcate the numbeér of passe gers, he had not been aware 'f ¥*'?f
_:_jf_of the provisions of Artche 12.,_ He now uherofore agreed that
| 'nq that Tigure should be 1nc1uded but, 1n ‘his oplnlon, 1t should

: appear on’ the flTSu page,-5,1~5;-

After an exchange of vwews in wnlch My, GﬁFTA (Iﬁdia);*;,”?"’"“”

" Mr. de JONG (Netherlands) and Mr. MUENCH (Istesl) took part S
- the CHATRMAN put o the vote the question of retaining the flgureS' s
ffor the number of passengers anu tbe draught on- the certlflcate. ;ﬁ;fﬁff

'k_ .fthr€S.'

The Csmnlttee de01ded, bv 28 VOtes to one, To retaln those

Mr. PROthKL (Denmark) thou&ht that all Open and- eaclosed

" f Spaces should De menuloned on the certlflca e.: ~He was in. favour | "
'-ﬂf0¢ page 2 in uhe form 1n Wthﬂ 1t had b@en submltted by the ;fﬁf.f}f[[ﬁ

 Work1ng group,:_:_ =

o Mrg S AGO (UK) Copgldered that lf the Certlflcate Were to: ;H g._;,
' 'mP”thn a1l the spaces’ “that. were not included in the gross and

”"* jnet tonncges,_the 1r1t1a1 measurememt would be greatly compllcated;ﬂ;ﬁif




o _...-“1-4:-,,{_ e

e Mru:OMﬂR (Uﬂlted Arab Republlc)'éékéd Whéthéf £hef
T;certlflcaﬁe would lﬁclude gl etcnes. g3' SRR T

Tt way 6601ded bv 20 votes to a1, that no sketches would

' fianpear on the certificate.

. MWr. NUBNCH (Israel) reéalled_tﬁat'he*hédisuggesﬁed*that,
on the first page, the dates themselves should be indicated
and not the articles, as proposed by the working group.
. The CHLIRMAN thought the Drafting Committee might consider
~that suggestion.

I+t was so decided.

~ Mr. de JCNG (Netherlands) said he was in favour of indicating
~the freeboard and the number of the load line certificate.

Mr. WILSON (UK) pointed out that load line certificates
were changed every four or five years whereas the tonnage
certificate might not be altered for many years. If the number
of the load line certificalte were indicated, the tonnage
- ecertificate would have to be altered.

_ The Committee decided, by 25 wvotes to cne, to mention only
~the moulded drau”ht

Mr. SASLMURA (Secretary of the cOmmlttee) thought the

- Secretariat would have some difficulty in establishing the text
- of the certificate to be submitted to the Drafting Commitiee for
consideration. He therefore suggested that the members of the
working group assist the Secretariat in drafting a text which

. would first be submitted to the Technical Committee, before

' being considered by the Drafting Committee,

It wasfso débided.

7'    Regu1ations 3 and 4

~ The CHAIRMAN invited the Commlttee fo examine the. proposed R
re- draft of Regulatlons % and 4 contained in TN/CONF/C g/wp 42/Add 15:;



':f 7; l5'4f..% :]£ '””””7

Mr. PROHASKA (Denmark) proposed that the text of

| '  ﬁ'Regu1at1¢n 4 (Net Tonnage) should be clarlfled by the:fff**.”hﬁu' |

u[lnsertlon, aftcr the formula, of the explanatory sentence S

.:'_"In this formula the factor (Ad)3_..{ etc._ taken from' ; :.“"”"-7°1

::_°Annex XIIT to. TM/CONF/C 2 /WP. 19/mdd 3 and by the ‘deletion of
ﬁﬂ;the correspondlng {tems from the . deflnltlons in paragraphs (1)

'  nd (3) of TJ/CONF/C 2/WP 43/ﬁdd 1

It was so d601ded

The ChAIRM_N refer”lﬂb to the def;nltlon of Nl W N2, -"'"

, i'enqu1red what actlon the Commlttee W1shed to take in regaru;r’ff}urﬁf:ﬁfﬁ
_ to the alternatives placcd in ‘squarc brackets 4}"shlp g
"'certlflcaue"_and “Internatlonal Tonnage Gertlflcate (1969)"-177-*’7'“7*¥”

o Mr. GUPTA (Indla) suggested the adoptlon of tho term
'_  "passengor certlflcate"; whlch had been w;dely used for many

” ﬁf  Years to denote the Safety Certlflcates-_j-;-;_*'

| Mr._uU AY SUITH (UK) said it ‘was important to e []¥7fff "" o
*V_spe01flc, as shlps had many dlfferent certlflcates. gHe'” SRS

"”ﬁ_fsuggested uhL use of the term “Internatloﬂal Passenger and _ g
Safety: Certlflca%e" in the case: of ships engaged on’ 1nternatlonal.:fdlﬂﬂf

 g5voyag\s aﬂd "Pascenger Oertlflcate"'ln other caees. 5'Q-zﬂ$."-ﬂ

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the words 1n square brackets

LI_jshould be: rePlaced by the term “Shlp s Passenger Oertlflcates"‘ufT ”:i””ﬂ

The Chalrman g provosal was: adopted.f°

Mr. PROHASKA (Deﬂmark) thought 1t adV1sab1e to 1nclude

:fj;a deflnltlon of the "cablns" referred to in connex1on w1th
331 factorS Ni-and N _ Members of the Commlttee understood that

’ the reference. was to. cablns conta;nlng not more . than elght

' 7 ‘berths,_but the p01nt should be made clear 1n tne text._p}-fff f’fT*"““‘“




"The CHAIRLyH suﬂgested tha* tho deflnltwons should read

’ﬁ;;as ﬁollows.

”nk

total number of pas engcrs 1n cablns COﬂtalnlng
i nou ‘more’ than 8 berths,_: S R '

1ﬁ toual number of other pqsseﬂgers.

It was so de01aed

Dncumont TM/CONF/C.Z/WP;42/Add.1, ag amended,-Was:apbfovéd.

'51 Regu1Qt1ons 1-7

. - The CHAIRMAN invited thb Comm1ttee to COﬁSidpr those
'ﬂportlons of document TM/CONE/C. 2/wP 42 on which a decigion had not
yet been taken. He pointed out that pages 1-5 and Regulations 3-4

had already been dealt with.

Mr. MUNTCH (Federal Republic of Germany) suggested that .
the definitions of "weathertight'" and "brecadth" should be
- inserted, as breviously agreed.

Tt wes 80 dCClded

o The CHAIRMAN proprsed that in Regulations 5(1) and (3)
the square brackets should be removed and the ternm ”NB” should

L pe deleted.

It was so decided.

| Mr. WILSON (UK) pointed out that paragraph {(ii) of
Regulation 5(3), in square brackets, should be deleted, in
. accordance with the decision of the General Committee,

It was so decided.

. Mr. MURRAY SEITH (UK) stated thet the reference to alferations
'_'or modlflcatlons Mof & majnr chéracter" in Regulation 5(3)(111)

©was too: vague, and suggested the replacememﬁ of the Last three-
. linés of the sub-paragraph by the words "1nvolv1ng a change .l

 '1n‘gross tonnage of 10 per cent or more",
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T:-sff:M . hUNNICﬂ (Feaeral Republlc of Ce%many)'sasd he |
understood tha% the General Commtttse was nc 1onger in. faVOur

'V_sof the Wnrdlng suggested by the Unlted angdom representatlvs.:si7}f,fﬁi

S Mr, MURRAY SMITH (bK) sald that the same 1nformatlon hado o
: jaust reached hlm aﬂd he would wzthdrsw hlS proposal. ' £

Mr. CUNWINGHAM (USA) sald he assumsd that the wc“ds

”ﬁ”fs{”and dlsplacement" would ‘be deleted throughoua Regulatlons 6

"-_Janq 7

The OHAIRMAN'sald that bhst would be done.""' e

g Mr..GRLN R (Flnl&nd) SuggGSued tﬂat some mentlon should besl4"
'3-msde of" “the 1ogar1thm10 formula. - A

o ihe CHAIRMAN sald it would be' mentloned in the table ST

fswhlch was to be appended - He' suggested that whsn the tabls

rs_was drafted the points should be chosen so that a strslght

ﬁ_'flnterpolatlon would stlll keep “the nrdsr of approxlmatlon
'W_mentioned at tie prevlous meetlng.,h.;f; _:_,L 3

M, MURhAY BNITH (UK) said his delegatlon noped to prOV1des;ff;fjﬁf
ffjthree sets of lntervals f om Whlch the- Gommlttee could choose. CoEi

‘The OHAIBMAN sald that dlscuss1on of TM/CONF/C Z/WP 42

”ej.iwas completed.:-

'LSTATHP NT ON BEHALF OF rRMJCH PORT AU”HO ITIuS

'7c Mr. PAGHS (Franoe) ssld that, 1n hlS capa01ty as Nsnager

| sf-Of the Port of Bordeaux, he w1shsd to ‘make some observa+1ons'ff T

on behalf Of a group of users 0¢ the tonnage measurﬂment

'-sLTregulatLQﬁs - the French pnrt authorltles. ;gl-]f

He understood the Gcnference & deslre that the new 5*H“”'ﬁ"”'

ssftonnages should be W1dely used as | a bas1s for the assessment sff*
- port dues and PllOtage ‘and tow1ng chargss._ The authcrltles |

 7ﬁﬂrespons1b1s for levylﬂg thoss charges engoyed a W1de measure f  SRR ot
'ffof freedom,_however, and 1n order to secure w1despread adoptlon,_s'"“""
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'_  f;fi87m£fr gEs

.{fthe system,woulu have to be as 51mp1e and’ 1nﬂlca1 ag pcqs1ble,

___ 54 free of ambiguity and capable of being cheﬁﬂed rapldly by
’75 'offlcla1s of average sklll ‘and the ceitlflcates presented mast

“be ‘entirely above svspzclon,- Finally, there must be only one _
';ﬁonnaﬁe system for each ship, regardless of draught or 1oad.._'

It was cleaw that shlpnwners and Shlpblng authorlties waﬁted

:“ _to penefit by the lowest possiblie port charges. The pnrt

 -author1t1es_had the same objective; there was keen competition
~between ports, both nationally and internationally.

_ The poert authorities were interested in two criteria:

'3ﬁhé external features of a ghip (length, breadth and draught)
  whidh governed the design of locks and canals, and the commercial
capacity, and they were anxious that the new tonnage measurement

  _system should reflect those twe criteria very clearly. They

took full account of the commercial needs of shipping and often
gave favourable terms to ships loading or unloading small
"quantltles of cargo or to special types of ships, such as liners,
_cruise ships and vehicle ferries.

If the pnrt authorities gained the impression that their hand
_'_waé being forced by new regulations intended systematically to
- reduce tonnages, they would be forced to raise their charges.

_fg,Again,-if the new tonnage measurement regulations were too
'ﬁ  ¢omp1icated, illogical or artificial, the ponrt authorities would

become suspicious and would either ignore the regulations

| 'COmpletely - agsigning their own dues - nr add to exlsting faxes

a safety margin to cover Qoubtful cases. That would be against
-the 1nterests of shlpowners. | '

Flnally, 1t was to be hoped that the new regulatlons would notl:

: have an un¢avourab1e efieot on ship de31gn and’ COnStTUCblon or's
? '5m111tate agaxnst a ratlonal structure for pnrt charges. PR
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| Mr._de JONG (Netherlands) sald the Commlttee had fulfllled
'*gall the prev1oue speaker El requlremente exoept for the

”'e{etlpulatlon that ehlps should’ have only one tonnege regardless

5fof oreught._ It wee dlfflcult, however; to reoon011e that

tfetlpulatlon w1th the epeaker ks statement that euthorltlee

:ifeneeded to know the- 1ength breadth and. eraught of every ehlp,tgee_;j{fe
“ o .The: Oommlttee belleved that draught was an 1mportant crlterlon 1n;f:f}f:_u
"7gtonnege measurement “and ‘a- oorrectlon had been mede for draught Hftff*f

oo in the" formule for net tonnage, though not in the formula for
1jfgrose tonnage. ' ' SRR L '

The CHAIRLA¢ eald the comments of the two preVLOue epeekero:fzeff“

: _.would be- noted - The Commlttee hed now completed its work, unlees'f"”'
_'t.the Oonference should dec1ee to. refer eny Iurther mattere to 1t tt”_
'te.end he w1ehed %o thanﬁ all thoee who had co operated in- enabllnb S
'°:twlt to achleve its- teeke. ' ' S R

Mr‘__ CHRIS.LIANS&M (NOI‘W&y) and MI'. GUPTA (Indla) thanked the

.'fJChalrman for hle greet patlenoe and oompetence.;

S e méetinélfeee_eth;iO-b;mée'3tf
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