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Mr.:GHRISTIANSEN (Norway) relterated hlS delegatlon si“”-g

' jsuggest1on put: forward at the cecond meetlng of the Technlcal e
Committee for a means of calculatlng the gross tnnnage nf ‘a shlpfff ::°”
_'by calculatlng ‘the volume of the whole body and multlplylng :
by e convers1on factor alloW1ng fAr crew, naVlgatlon and 51m11ar  f*_
_ TspaCes but omlttlng Dassenger spaces." For caleulating purposes,;.fff__
_'an lmaglnary llne could be taken at elghty—flve per: cent of the ij*5fxf
}idepth of the Shlp, 1nstead of u51ng a real consuructed second LA,
_ deck as a load llne._ The underdeok tonnage for, say, an’ openv
7:_she1teraeckﬂr could then be crlculated »nd the conversion . . |
“’_’factor applled “To avoid ‘confusion, the- shlp would have to bd ".3 :ff-i
_”allowed s maximum dreught and only one minimum drstght, an& S
_ "wou1d nave to- chanpe luS 1losd line cewflflcate and’ tonnage _
_.7 messurenent certlflcate at the ‘same tlme9 w1th1n tlme 11m1ts fﬁf
- ”to be uettled by the Commlttee. -:--J- ' ' '

: ”r. BOYN (Oannda) obs erved that while he dlﬁ ot doubt.

 3}the feﬂSlblllty of using dishlacement as 2 parameter for Pwossf gf
  tonnage measurementg some ships could nevertheless have- as _ 8
number of tonnages to suit the density of the CATZO. He dld not f*fffL_T
"'f_fbelleve that owners would hesztate to change the tonnrge )
o freglstratlon of thelr SthS beccuse of the complex1ty of " the o
. procedure: tonnage CertlflCPteS could certalnly be mﬂlled to- f _ “f:””””
”j }consu1ates in’ the magor ports ‘st short notlce There Was a R
' f-danger however, that 31nce the existence of two tonnqge ' "_ :
. :"measurements W?S currently ccu31ng confu8l0n,_the posszblllty SR
”'T*Of 1ncre291ng thc number cou7d on]y make matters worse._ 3 '

R Mr._SAGJ?A (Jﬁpaﬁ)gzln rejoonSG to & request ‘made by the o

' _ French delegatlon,-exrlﬁlned that his. delegetlon ‘did not sgred ff_g ;:“f}
”i"w1th the use of the concept of displacement as & SJstem of  :"'
o tonnage measureﬂent bec~use 1t belleved that ‘the: gross tonn ej fg”3=
Cowes system Tor: lﬂdlCctlﬂF the size of a ship but not 1tsig*5”'”

mrnlng CaP%Cltj. Pronooal C however, dld not embodj the

j'fTM/UOﬁF/C;Q/SR;j_15;,4-:=
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 .cOnceMt:of'c”xﬁihﬂﬂbﬁﬁﬁéity" Tt 4he dhnth ﬂnd lee of A shlp : 'J. N

:*_'wore lntroduood into mecasurcmnent, .some CﬁﬂfUSiOﬁ would bml

-.C“uSOd gince displrcement varicd with the nature of thc Cﬁrgo
and many ships were multi-nurvose carricrs, e

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (Francc), in reply, firstly to Mr,:SAGARA
(Japan) said thet while a ship could certrinly have several
displecoments, it was obviously in the intércsts of the
_shipowncr to use it at the nighest value ~uthorized.  He pointed
out that an open shelterdeck ship with = relstively 1ighf cargo
could heve a permonently low draught, cnvisaged in its final
. design. The classification societies use tables to compute the
~scantlings, the structural chqrﬂéﬁoristicskof the @rincipal
ports of the ship and would not wrnt thet syétem'to be ch-nged.
He congidsred, therefore, thnt it wos no use detormining the
draught.if the ship could, on the brgis of its structure ~nd
assigned load line, have a higher draught. His delegation‘took
digplocement to correspond to the lo~d line allocetcd te the
‘ship and considered thnt the loesd line could poséibly be placed
at o lower level thrn thet 1214 down in the 1966 Convention.

On the queétion of dendlinocs ~rd the timé to elapse boetween
issunnce of the two ccrtificntes, the delegntion heiieved that '
thet could be less than six months with the provision, of
course, that a .ship should not chrnge its displacement
registration between successive steges of n single voyege. It
- had been said thet if a ship hed o low displacencnt, cori~in
- port ~uthorities would believe it had »a theoretically higher
-~ onc, which should be uscd., He felt, however, that if the ship
were adecustely designed its displeccment wo uld be A ﬁmximumg _
because if the moximum frcebosrd were not detormined: from

- geomstricnl considerations, the ninimum frueboard-Would'dnyw«y B

'hﬁvc to mect tho reguirements of the ClWSSlflC“tlon 3001ctles
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s Hls delcgﬂtlon oould Pot ﬂgrbe W1th thc Oﬁnwdlan :

_ ”fsugg:st1on thﬁt thcrc shmuld e two dlsblqccmonts, a hlgh
_fqiﬂnd tak low.f A shlp ﬁ“klﬁg savurﬂl SHCCOSSlVC oy~ gos w1th e
llﬂ-thp ‘shme dlsplﬂccwcnt could be “dCQU“t 1y clﬂ831flbd by thatf_ﬁ

”ﬂivaluog_ it should thus be possible for ‘cach ship. to hﬁvo-a getoa

"f81ngle dlsplﬁcement and & sznglc certificate st tlng 1t

Cwithls trlct ruleg applied to ensure “that *hc tonnﬂgcs warc.; ugj}  f“

':*fffchﬁnged as’ 1nfroquont1y “s noss1b1e

My, UGLAND (Ioran; prot sﬁed thnt Shl“OWﬁ?fS dad not

' nccbssﬁr11J use - their shaps to fulldrqugqtﬂ' opcn Jhcltcrwv-u-’”if-fu

f dccers, for lnst“ncc,'ﬂcfded 0 run: w1th vory 11ttle::“’

_7jdr1uvht w1th a Vbry light cargo.  He did not ngree. Ulth thoi}"“““'”“

“” [f1French prop08”1 to- chﬁmgc tho tonﬁngc very 1nfrbqu03tly 51Fce

.'ﬂthﬂt Whvld do away with the helterdﬁck nr1rc1plc which 1t

hed been agrcbd to kcepv “He pointed out, furthbrworb, th t 5357-'JVT

1f-ﬂ"sh1D had meny dlfftront tonnagecertificates it wnuld
fbe w.vcry dlfflcult %1tu “tion for The Dort ﬂuthorltlas

i M. NUDNCH (Iszmcl) in rﬁply to the: p01n't made by
'f§1 SAGlPA_(Japﬁn) on the Cﬁrnlng cn D”Cjty of A sh1p9 S“ld
' 1;thﬁt Propos 1 C 1ntended to provzau_r ““T%Muf@f on vhlch
': gross tonnqge could be. b“scd and could nct thcroforo lerd :
ffto any conqulon The formula: put forwnrd by nis deleg tlon; ;_
.7:W”"ajmud'"t glVlng flﬂurk fa 1r1y close. to: the gross |

?toﬂnﬁgeg_but closo ﬁlso to thc dlspquCMLﬂt for most shlosg:"f"w"*

 fdlSP1<O8m€nt wmuld Thus plfy thc role curruntly
75foccup1ca by gross tcnnﬂgeﬂ,:g -
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: Furthermqre, he wondered how, 1f gross tonnago was tn _
reprcqent the SLZC of the ship, that Size could vary wlth the

'ﬁfwdtadwelght 3t would seem that an element of earning capa01ty -

owes being re- 1ntraduccd into the dl%placement measurement,

| In conclusion, he obgerved that the Proposal made by

-Wr. Christiansen (Norwsay) te calculate cne. of the two values
te the waterline, was exactly in accordance with the wishes of
the Tsrael delegation.

Mr, de JONG (Netherlands) said that his delegation could
accept the formula put forward by the Israeli delegation
a8 a basis for discussion but considered that the displacement
value to be used should be the actual displacement of the ship,
- in most cases the maximum displacement in accordance with the
freeboard. So far it had not been made clecar which of the two
displacement values - far close or open shelter-deck
conditions ~ was to be uscd,

He also believed that owners ghould not be able to change
their ship's tonnage frequently; a limitation of one ycar
would be sufficient. '

| Professor PROHASKA (Denmark), replying tn the delegation
~of the Netherlands on the definition of delta (4) in the
farmula, explained that in a closed shelter-deck condition

the displacement of the load llne mark should correspond to
that position, and that of the ship in an npen condition should
correspond to the freeboard measured from the second deck.

- On the subject of the possibility of changing the tonnage,
" “he pointed out that it would render impossible the open/closed

':_ Shelter-deck system, the advantages of which had a1ready~been

. TM/CONF/C.2/SR.3



':aéréeaiuﬁdh.; Owners shoald be a}lowed to change the freeboard
mark snd could be relled upon ot to dn so- tno frequently so
' };there seemed no. need t0 1mpnse llmltatlons, the system could

jbe left as 1t was._i3- ' ' '

s Mr._ROCQUEMONT (France), AT the matter of convertlble
 ﬁshe1ter-deokers, suggested - that’ elther, it a dlsplacement

';' parameter were _chosen),. there could be two dlsplacemeﬂt values S
E}dependlng on the 1oad condltlon ‘of ‘the. Shlp, i.es the ship could e
.:f;have a high dlsplacement on. the outward Journey and a 1ow ‘one - '_' L
___"[on its return. He! w1shod to keep the open ‘shelter- decker concept f?f 1f
"f_;.w1th the pos51bllity nf eonver51on as well, whether & volume or ' '
- welght parameter were flnally adopted,_but belleved fhat’ the-f 

| fiport authorltles daid- not want- many changes of- thp tonnage value,;;}V
~nor. t00 flex1b1e a tonnage. measurement SJstem.z'; ' R

"77; Mr.f- JONG (Netherlands) szid that the com“lttee ShOU1d be

,..careful not to adapt a. cqnventlnn whlch would nnt ‘be acceptable_g  v;:¢3

"_}to the ports and other 1nterested partles. ‘He 1nV1ted delegateSs f fﬂz§

_: 'a1so to study durlng the weekend the Netherlands formula S
~ooon page 38 nf TM/CONF/3 and to make comparatlve calculatlons.'f jH_f.ﬁﬂ%

o iNet Tonnage o

Mr._CUNNINGHAM (Unlt d States of Amerlca) malntalned that

_,; 3 slmyle fqrmula for approx1matlng net tonnage should equate 1ﬁ

'}to the grnss tcnnage mintus thé water ballast space, ‘all multlplled

: fQ:_by a ccefflclent fiot ‘Teas than a certaln percentage (fnr example_;3~=j f

'VTﬂ 25 to 35 per: cent) of the grnss tonnage, S0 that in o case

._could the net tonnage arrlve at a: zern or near zcro value.-:;y:-3'*
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~The GHAIRMAN con31dered that the proposal put forward
#by Mr. Cunnlngham (USA) could be expressed in, the followmng
;formulae

L UTet = K(w»+ Po- V)
where K stands for the coefficient -and V for the water ballast
spaces. ' -

W

- Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Noxway) considered that once cargo spaces
'had been defined in. some way, the volumes of the cargo spaces
"should be measured and bona fide water ballast spaces not.
included. Referring to the Norweglan proposal that all cargo
_ spaces above the uppermost deek should in all cases be .exempted,
 he explained that it was intended that real ca:go_spaces would be
included in the gross tonnage for closed shélter—&eck gships and
‘exempted for open ones. He agreed that some provision should be
made to ensure that the net tonnage was not less than a certain
percentage of the gross tonnage but stipulated that the latter
 should be:iﬁ‘volumeirib units to.avoid confusion in existing
‘ships. ' S
Professor PROHASKA {Denmark) commented that since most
fdelegations seemed to prefer that both gross and net tohnage
measurements be kept, some modification of the United States
propesal could be acceptable. Firstly, he believed that the
"passenger space term should be the same in both gross and net
tonnage and, secondly, it was not correct simply to deduct the

water ballast term. The Committee had to aim 2t obtaining net
. tonnage figures in the nelghbourhood of existing ones;- he-
5-saggested that the displacement and passenger term,multlplled by

'a coefficient of around 0.2 to 0.25 would give a simple’ figure

'"7;of the right value.

' TM/OONF/0;2/SRe3



Mr. GRUﬁFR (Flnland) observed that his delegatlon QTOPOSed 1 2..._.,,

guse of the deadwelght 1nstead of the nct tonnage as a bas;s_ 

},]'for calculatlng dues ‘and drew attentlon to the tables on the
'. -last page of TN/CONF/B/A&& 5._ ‘The ‘deadweight corresponded

- very closely tn exzstlng net tonﬁages for cargo shlps 1f

”  -mult1p11ed by a factnr of 0,375,

Mr. NURRAY SMITH (Unlted Klngdom) nbserved that since thare'  

"fwas no great valué in subtractlng water ballast spaoes,rso that

0 the net tonnage would be. s1mply & percenfage of the gross, there: ”""”:f

 -seemed no relevance 1n keeplng the concept nf net tonnage at all._,f”

_ Mr. CﬁVNINGHAM (USA) malntalncd that lf the formula selectcd
Thwas to: apply to cargo Shlps there was need to 1ntroduce some B

f_-factor to covbr water ballast space. ,'

“As to’ the suggestlon that only one tonnagu, the gross tonnage,_f ffff
: "fbe provided; he' feared that such a develnpmcnu would entall upward-}ffjfi
- adjustment. of port dues by every. port in the: world. He accordlngly* fjff

| ijOﬂSldered that the. two tonnages should be malﬁtalned. S

Ty Nr. R”O JAONT (France) said- that on the qu\stlon of wate
":ballast factnr he associated himeself fu11J w1th the stand taken

by Denmark ‘and thé United Kingdom. Tn introduce water ballast 1nto'   f}

the tonnage measurement forrmula would Cnmpllcate matters and open

the way to fraudulent practices, unless detalled requlrements fnr : :3 |

"manhole dlameter, €tc. were laid down.__;]j_'*

Secondlj, he agreed fully w1th the Unlted Klngdom on. the

'” _ quest1on of a’ second parameter._ If ‘as he hoped, the Cnmmlttee
_'=fd601ded to accept the compromlse formula suggested by Istael for :
. the measurcment af Bross. tonnage, the Conventzon could be- conilned' _
":@to that parameter. hs to the- fear expressed by the Unlted States.i'

_fregardlng rises in port dues, he himself thought that port

;:authnrltles would: probably thank the Conference for taking that
' 11ne, 1.e.-1ay1ng down g smngle parameter on’ Wthh to 1evy dues
jlon ships. : & ' '

| _T‘M/comc /s
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*iir. MURRAY SMITH (Unlted Klnvdom) said he had been gning

'lfto reply +to- the - Uﬂlted Statﬁs 1n much the same terms as Francea Sl

f He wnuld take thie opportunlty o make it clear that the Unated
'}Klngdom was not necessarlly fully in agreemeﬂt with. the DJs;- _
- compromige proposal on gross ﬁonnage ‘mezsurément which was to be'_

. considered over the weekend

S e drew attention to a paper submitted by the United ._
Kingdom (TM/CONF/C.2/WP.2); its purpose was purely to help
‘delegations lacking compater facllities in their congideration

" of the compramise proposal, by indicating in graphic form the

‘relationship between the Danish amendment to Proposal C and

existing grnss tnnnages in respect of some 150 ships.

Mr. PRIVALON (USSR) said that the second parameter, net
tonnage, was the basis in many countries for determining port
dues, which in turn hed a bearing on the earning capacity of
ships. Therefore, his d@legatloa ‘could not accept displacenment
a8 a basis for the parameter in that it had no linear dependence.
In the past, calculations had been made in his country with a
- view to determining whether there existed a function close te &
- linear funciion between displacement and net tonnage =nd had
. found quite comsiderable variation between the two (of the order
~of 0.16-8.36). If it was now desired to adopt a parameter nf
- the kind as a basiz of fair distribution of earnings for all
types of ship, certain substantial adjustments shnuld be made.

He would take the npportunity to refer to the Quegtion_of

- gross tonnage. The use of displacement as the basic paramefer

_,iﬂvolved features that would penalige shipowners planning to - _
'H.improvg safety of navigation from the technical standelnt. _,He'
-.x01%ed,_as an example, the strengthenlng of a °h1p.uga1nst 1ce '

. mM/CONE/C.2/SR3
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"ffcondltlons., Such Sﬁrengthenlng was of great 1mportance from the]f’fffﬁ

}isafety standp01nt for ships habltually plylng in iey waters, _and* el

‘the proposed new net: tonnage fcrmu19 would undoubtedly mllltate
” aga1nst such actlon, “thus redu01ng safety at sedl Secondly,

S navigation was ‘becoming ‘faster and faster . and all would recognlze¢j].f””
'.}fthut high speed also. entailed more mechanlcal equipment of &
,.costly type, adding to deadweight.  Nuclezr powered Shlps would ' 5  :f

also’ be ‘penalizged bocause of -the welght of the c¢6llision

e proteotlon requlred With sdvances in shipping, the world was   7“' ﬁf

: ‘1ooklng forward to the ‘time wheh the use 6f 11qu1d fuel in- shlps' )
“would be complutely dlspensed with and unclean fuel’ would be

'_used Lastly, it was difficult 3o rigsualize. dlsplacement as'
the ba51s for calculatlng net tonnage in the case of certaln new-
 types of " Shlp that were now coming. 1nto use HlS delegatlon

_ _ lwou1d accerdlngly profer the sllghtly more complex prOposal set '_:._~~
. Qut in TM/CONF/Q/Add 1._-_ - . S

_ Professor PROHASKA (Denmark) dlsagreed W1th the SOVLet v1ew
: fthat the use’ of dlsplacement in calculatlng the gross tonnage_“”
;  wou1a penallze 1ce—strengthened ships. Strwngthenlng of- the

_ﬂklnd Was coveLed by natlonal regulatlons and. the matter of _gﬂz-'

-_fimportance for the shlpownor was the flrst cost of the. addltlonalz

'f'strengthenlng and not any modest increase.in;: tonnago that mlght

L result. Agaln, ‘he would ‘take issue on. the ‘question- of nuclearm_fff i

_ powered shlps, for the welght of: the heavy Shleldlng for the;fﬁfff

'];catomlc reactor wag not high as compared w1th the welght of fuel S

_011 i e.;oonventlonal shlps. ~; :

- The essentlal was to arrlve at a 81mple formula that would
chfovxde tonnage flgures not too far away - from the present _'_
| figures and displscement would, in his Oplnlon, be the best  .3:_
. parameter for that purpose. ' '

. TM/OONF/C.2/SR.3




| Mre UGLAND (Norway) endorsed the comments made by the SOV1et T:
S Uﬁlon.-f The 1mportant aspects to whlch he ‘had drawn attentlon i
"_oshould be glven,due oons;deratlon," : '

The dlSCUSSlon showeé that there Was . need to clear up some'

'f_Vmatﬁers of principle, He had understood that there had been

more or less general agreement in Plensyy on the inclusion of
“two parameters, gross tonnage and net tonnage. His delegation
took the view that the two parameters should be derived from
different sources; i.e. if gross tonnage was to be meassured on t’
. basis of dlsplacement the net tonnage should be calculated on
cargo Space volume, '

- Lastly, there was need to 1ay down in prlnCLUle that
aﬁythlng done to improve the safety of a sth should not add
extra expense for the shlpowner.

Mr, ROCQUEMONT (France) p01nted out that for a long time past
shipowners had been concerned to keep the;r ships as light in
weight as poSSible, because welght was costly to displace. it
_'was an immutable phJSlcal law that propulsion power was & |
-grow1ng functien of speed and weight of ship; and everyone was
aware that each useless ton was costly throughout the whole
'11fet1me of = shlp,‘the more so as it meant hlgher port dues.
‘But many other 1nstances mlght valldly be cited where welght
had to be added to 'a shlp for speclal purposes, as, Tor. 1nstance,
the case of ShlpS operatlng in trOplcal waters which had to
'"have greater ventllatlon facilities or air- condltlonlng plant

Mr.‘WILSON (Un1+ed Kln@dom) thought there was need for the
'-Commlttee to keep its feet firmly on the ground. An owner built
a2 ship for a specific purpose, a partlcular trade or functlon.

. IM/CONE/C.2/SR.3



__'If the trade happened to be 1n northern European waters, the shlp,-fi  :_
o be. operated Hed to have ice strengthenlng,, and if in. treplcal e

___f’fwaters,'air—condltlonlng. Those facmlltles were not addea :
'-fgfspeCLflcally for safety purpnees but merely to enable the shlp to
 7;foperate in those waters. Safety was taken care of by government |
_ ”f;regu1at1ons and’ 1nternat10na1 conventlons g0 that the: owner had no’:sl
'“ieohOLOe in regard ‘to the lnetallatlon of safety precautzons; ‘The

’f]}had to be malntalned 1n order to obtaln crews.ef:r

"7'fsame applled to crew accommodatlen put in general a hlgher standardfefffj

R All these matters were essentlal 50 -that it was a false R
'"*Precept o speak of "penallzing" the Shlpowner--_ A nuclear~{7

"5§powered shlp was net penallzed ln dlsplacement or deadwelght

fffbecauee the extra shleldlng was offset by not havmng to cerry
“oil fuely Moreover, the | accommodatlen an a luxury llner was not

| *e-prov1ded 81mply to give +the" greatest comfort but- to attract custom,feffif

. _enabllng ‘a proflt to be nade on operatlon. o i e

- Mr. GRUNER (Flnland) p01nted out that the Pinnish shlpowner'fffe:eff
eihad no ¢hoice in the matter of 1ce~etrengthen1ng, as, wlthout lt';%;eﬂﬁei
”efshlps would have te Ye- 1a1d-up for three to five months each .f__ ' _ 
'.‘w1nter.5 Nor was the object of such: strengthenlng simply to be j__{ff' :

'€ 'ab1e to" operate at & proflt, it was ‘necesgsary to keep the -
o country going.,” It was true that ships operatlng in troplcal

;weters requlred alrucondltlonlng lnstallatlons._ ‘In that- R
f._eennexion, ‘he would point cut that one Finnish shlpplng 11ne ';f_f*'”

::] operated between Finland and ‘South Amerlca and accordlngly

'[lstatlstlcs of the complete fleet, and’ had nothing to do wzth

f;frequlred both air- condltlonlng and ice- strengthenlng.

_ Mr._CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) p01nted out to the representatlve.i_
'"of Denmark that insurance premiums in shlpplng were- based on the_g 

 'ﬁfstrengthen1ng or otherw1se..' Flnnlsh ehlps plylng to ‘other partsf*

TM/OONF/O z/sa 3



f;jof burope or to the Unlted States had to pay hlgher dutles than

.”ffshlpplng lines startlng in more clement waters., = Tt was true:

' that nuclear-powered ships were saved the weight of ‘oil fuel butfff;,ftff

:* Tthey had to have many nther welght adding items pecullar to suchi' 
' fsh1ps alone. ' ' '

_ Those considerations were, however, 1rre1evant . The point
at issue was whether an awner should be penalized for increasing

' safety precautions and his delegation was emphatically against
-~ such a contingency. ' '

 The United Kingdom représentative had spoken of ships being
- designed for a special purpose, Norwegian shipping had to be
_feady'to trade anywhere in the world. Indeed, special deslgn'
was the exception rather than the rule., B

In many cases, shipnwners included safety precautinns going
beyond the minimum reguirements laid down; his point was that they
- should not be penalized for so doing.

Professor PROHASKA (Denmark) said that the shipowner's

. concern was obviously to have a ship that would be profitable on

. the trade route for which it was to be used. He might even, if
necessary, requiré ice strengthening in excess of regulations of H
:the classification societies, Increase in'tonnage was a '
relatlvely minor matter, amounting cnly to about 1 per oent of

the initial outlay on a ship.  The Committee should concentrate

. on a simple formula snd avoid discussion on minor details. - )
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Mr PRLVLLO‘ (U bR) said that there was’ no polnt 1n

*'Jdlscu881nb ice strengthenan' air condltlonlng, or thelr 77

lfjrespectlve 1mpllcntlons tnough 1n his opinion: they would

-:;penallse snlpOWners. ~It was the prlnclpla that WA 1mpnrtant._ ;  ” ?  

SMr. GdUNx (Flnland) sald that ice strengthenlng wasf
very 1mportant for shlps usinz Finnish harbours in‘winter.

"3fSh1ps wmthout 1ce—5trengthenlﬁg paid higher fees per net .

'Lreglotered ton.;_bhlps ballt to Flnnlgh ice: standardo pald B
no duesy. but a shlp - whmuever ite class - that was not capablejV'

 Qg of g01ng through ice would have to. be towed by an ice-breaker at
jﬁf very nigh fees. In his opinion the displacement rule was. net &
'z isat1sfactory9 the deadwelght TUIe would be 31mp1er and eaSler“'ff{L~-vr

Dr. HUL}CP (Ifrael) said th?t over the years the tonnage

.ffrules ‘had" ceme to embody prov1slons concernlng crew comfort

"*fsafety of shlps and ‘prevention of il pollutlon,.whlch should

‘really be provided Tor in other regul tions or 1nstruments.unThé3hfr}ffi

 ;eX1st1ng tonnage regulﬁtlons were liable to-have adverse effects

on nrval archmteccure beccuse they contaxned too many deflnltlong;;jV'”

R The UHAIMJAi asked lf he was correct 1n understandlng ek
: that “the UssR was in Tavour of the Norweglan proposal in-
 TTM/COVP/9/Add 1 as far 28 net tonnage was concerned

i HMr. PRIVAIOI\ (UOHR) concurred He also said thot ms
'-jdelegatlon saw no linear ' connexion beﬁween the Norweglan e
proposal and earller proposals. 1 “ IR RS o
The CHAI MAN summlng up, Sald that there were four ma1n Qf¥f~
.trends in the dlscu881on,f net tonnage as & functlon of

"3 'ﬁ1up1acement°5 net tonnage as a’ functlon of dlsplacement W1th';"':” e

':correctlon for water ballast and & limitation of minimum net T
__'ftonnage,_ net tonnage as a functlon of volume*l My, Gruner
7-]added net tonnage should be a functlon of deadwelght.-
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| Dr. HULWOB (14 rael) asked the Norweﬂlan delegate what

' _effect would have the %ddlthﬁ of cargo volume above the deck

on the tonnage deck. S : -

o _ ‘The CHAIRMAL asked also the Ndrwegian'delegate'Wifh*reSpect
- to the sketch on the blackboard whether for open and closed

| shelter-deckers the same figureg would apply.

My, CHRI-TIANVSEY (Norway), replying to guestions by
Dr. Muench‘(lsrael) and the CHAINMAN, said that according to
‘his proposal the cargo space above the uppermost deck would be
exempted in all cases, for open and closed ghelter-deckers, as a
result of the provisions of Assembly Resolution A48 (III).
~hAccording to the suggestion in his sketch, whereby the cargo
space below the imaginary line would be net tonnage and
 passenger space would be added, it might be necessary to define
cargo space, He did not mean that the open'deok was cargo. space:
he had never envisaged deck cargoe.as cargo for the purpdses of'
~net tomnage. R ' | '

The Chhlﬁhﬁ ~said he understood that in closed conditions,
'to-avold the problem of an additional deck for tonnage purposes,
the net tonnage would be the total volume of cargo plus the
- volume for passengers. In.open deckrconditions‘the net tonnage
would comprlse all cargo space below a line correspondlng to
85 per cent of the depth, ‘plug passenger space. -

Mr, CHRIS;IAubﬁu_(NorWay)“concurred.'

_ - Mr. PRIVLLON (USSR), ih reply to a question by the CHAIRIAN,

_  _8&1& that the Norweglan representatlve s explanation would provide
'__a good basis for dlscuSSlon of net tonnage because 1t took
'shelter~deck shlps into account ' '
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_ %NTQ .'W'ILSOI.‘T (UK) aqked whether the 1mag1nalj 1lnp QF 85 per ' 7:: fﬂ
: -icemt depth in tho Norwegwan proposa* could apply to & Shlp B g
: _whethev or not it ned. a ‘second deck: in- other word%, to a tapker.f“figf

| Mr. OHRISTTANﬁlf'(Norway)'repllpd in the afflrmatlve,_
;.althouga he doubted whether it woulo pay tankers- to use the -
-  1mag¢nary line. He woula prefer ‘to retain the old shelter—' :

' 3.'dec? 1dea.3_a

M. CUPUITGHAM (U&A) said he assumed that 1f the second s
'deck were ellmlnated there would still be load llne control as-:

”*proposed in TM/CONF/9/Add., 1.- As Tegards what the Unlted Klngdom S
'  representatlve gaid he doubted 1f it would be used by tankers

'  ;.because they would have to- 1ose an unnecessary smount of Q'*H-7 ”""
j_j deadWe1ght ' o -

Nr._BuLL (Ui) unaerstood load llnes were belng a881»ned
_ _from an’ lmag¢nary deck llne but un&er the Toad - Llne Conventlon
--7there had to be a deck L ' o Ll

Tﬂe CﬂﬁIr AN said that as he undewstood 1t thefléaé.iihe yf.:”

'-:mark should be . at or belnw the ! imsginsry line for the”purphSe“ S

ot caalcuILa’slnfT net'tonnage;' The pravigions of the Load Llne _ §-51“~i35

;_ Convent1on should not preolude the lmaﬁinary llne.g-

_ Mr. GHRIS IABoMb (Norway), in reply to questlons by the:ff i'_
CHAILLAN, Professor PROHASKA (Denmark) Dr. MUEWOH.(Israel) and’

'} 1r._CUVNINGH%M,(Ub“), said that he ‘had not invented: the lmaglnaryj”g;fff
line,  He’ hed suggested it to overcome- the Aifficulty over: the:V ;;foff

RO gecond deck CHis pr0posa1 reverted to the operation of shelterw,,;';~“”
"':fdeckers berore the eX1stence o? ‘the International. Tonnage ‘Mark

"Schemey..lt applle& to open and closed shelter deck - shlps..]E€  l". e

‘would endeavour to prepare a further paper, although the - oo

| L$ _f~1nform?t1on was all’ contalned in TM/CONF/9/Add oo

. The meéting rose at 6.10 p.m.
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