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o AGENDA IT”M 3 - CONETDTRATION Oﬁ'ﬂfz"*“s vy IBOTRUC :D
o BY THE CONFERENCE (continued) S
ffﬁ(”a/COVf WP.35 . i /CONF/ 35 . TM/CON?/6°'W S
S MM/ COVR/ T TM/OO“F/9/Add 15 TN/CONF/O 2/1 to 3$1;~-
| _A___”Z'TN/CO“F/G 22/WP.1 to 6) R |
R Mr._ROCQUEMONT (France) thought that, on the ba8ls of the o
_ff,lndlcatlons prov1ded hy the votes taken at the urev;ous meetlng,  -
:}:lt should. be DOSSlble te establlsh a coherent ‘system fairly o
'”close to- Propoaal C which' could be applied unlversally w1thout

'hamnerlng ‘the shlpblng trade.. | e | S e
S c Professor PROHASKA (Dﬂnmark) aid not thlnk that the decz lons:fff}
o '{,fjgust taken could permit the adoption of Proposal C..,:The[' R f,

3  - Comm1ttee had de01ded that the shelter-deck concept should. apply
j'to new 5h1ps, whereas Pronosal -C was bqsed on a constant total '
'_ volume for ell parte of the shlb. That p“oposal could net _
 “therefore. be adopted unless the Comnittee were to takg a vote _

f?on a new iden,  He wag also surprised that the majority of the' }Ff;jf
 ”_ccmmitteé hould have voted in favour of the use of volume to "'"”;;:“
| determine gross tonnage and displacement for net tonnage._[.Thé S

jreverse would have been more comprehen51b7e.. The Commlttee R

would, however have to continue its work with due régard for o
| the result of that: vote, a fact which would undoubtedly glve_"'

,;rlse to 1engﬁhv dlscu551ons.__3 L R

| Mr CTRISTIAJSEB (Norway) sald t at ln p”lnClUle hls
"f delevat1on approved The deClSlonS taken, mnlch should moke 1t
' :;poss1b1e to reach a‘COﬂpromlae betweeﬂ the Norweglaﬁ Proposal :
" and Proposal C. - He would have preferred the uge of. the vclume,f'
Ry “eoncept for net tonnnge but it was essenti al e try to arrive-
"f :at a universal system. CIn regard: to the comments of the o
- _Danlsh representative’ concernlng ﬁotal volume, . it was to be .
f;hoped that the Commlttee woulé de01de that the volume concept
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ghould produce a gross tonnage as cloge a& possible to existing

values.  The Committee would have to discuss the details
'”concerning the calculation of gross tonnage, as there was a R
._certaiﬂ disparity between the Prench and the Norwegian Proposals;'
 In'the case of net tonnage, a fixed figure mugt be laid down.

_ Mr, SABET HABACHI (Suez Canal Authority) expressed
recervations concerning the parameters chogen by the Committee.
Gross tonnage was expressed in cubic metres and net toanage in
long tons. - The concept of net displacement was unfair,

because 1t penalized certain special types of ship and favoured
shelter-deck ships., The Suez Canal Authority treated all ships
on the same footing and applied a single tariff. The new

gystem would invelve the introduction of a tariff scale which
would be difficult to calculate.

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France), replying to the Danish
representative, said that under the proposal to cer%ify
displacement, low-draught ships like open shelter-decxers
~would be treated appropriately, a low displacement being
entered on the ceritificate. Such shins would therefore get
favourable treatment in regard to port dues.  Furthermore,
there seemed to bhe little justification for using the term
' "ghelter-deck” in connexion with ships of the future. The
concept stemmed from the old regulations and, as a representative”
- of United Kingdom shipowners had sald, new ships would probably
be built on the basis of the new regulations and there would
be no further mention of shelter-decks.

~ In regard to the comment of the representative of the
Suez Canal Authority, it had already been pointed ocut that
- displacement could be expregsed in tons as well as in voliume.

. TM/COVE/C.2/SR.5



.::gThat was a secondarv mauter whlcn snou d*nbt_troubie_fhe;Suez :: 54'”'“

';fCamal Authorlty,

He) MURRAY SHITH (UK) pointed out that the vote on "' ' e
- ;questlon 2 had ‘showm “that 16 representatlves were in. favour-j}ff'

_,_   of the application of the oped shelter-deéck: concept to new Shlps"  

bt that it had not been: decided whether that concept: should L
. apply to gross tonnage only -or o net: +tonnage as Well.xu_In :" _
”’_regard to displacement, most of the members of the Commlttee; .,f

 ' 7hcd probably congidered that gross tonnage should be a flxed'fffV
'f;flgure 1ndlcat1ng the volumetric size of the salp and - that f::_

- the shelter-deck concept would. be .expressed in the forim of- a'f--"”

“variable displacement in. the case of net tonnage.'_ If that  ;fif _:“ﬂ?

Va;fwere so, 1%t would be better to state: 1t clearly._C

Lr ERTCSSON (sweden) said’ that, in ‘his- oplnlon, “the- e

.“lntentlon of +the Committee, 1in d601dlng to retain the shelter_~¢:"3777'

- deck, concept erﬁnew:shlps,:had_been;to:arrlve at.a,systemﬁof L
'-:’£0nnage;measuremémtgwhiCE;c@ﬁl@»begappliéd'imMediately_and,   ' 
would enable shipbuilders-and -shipowners to“construct_ships”"

 that were satisfactory. bath-from the economic and technical e

point of view,(_ Such-ships might be .cf the. current sneltera-  *

i deek type but they mlght equally well be of a new: type'n-,Thélﬂ_f*”*’”

RN ':fdlsplacement system would be more flexible 1n that reoPeCt’  f  f m
ﬁ”fi'__'but lt should be expressed 1n volume-cu.. | .

- ‘Mr, DE JONG (Netherlands) recalled that the votes at thefbfa
':fjpreVlnus meetlng ‘had shown taat 23 representatlves were in S

©favour of volume as theﬁparameter‘for;grossﬁtonnage_and,of:j ,,:ff 0

.'"; disp1acémenﬁ"for net tonnage., = That could mean that many . .

. countries were in favour of Proposal C, The majority had
. expressed themselves in favour of retaining the shelter-deck =

mjeonE/c.o/ms



. concept and te that end it would be advisable to. take account .

'*T5of displacement zlone. 4 gross tonnage based on volume could

 be obtained by using total volume, but it could. also be
- obtalned from a comblnation of the total volume and the
E 'dloplaceﬂent in order to arrlve ot eXLSt;ng figures.

S He wished to draw the Committee's attention to docﬁment
TM/CONF/C.2/WP.4. It should be borne in mind that the Suez
._~Cana1 Aunthority used.a net tonnage which did not tally with
~that obtained by applying displacement. as the parameter. The
Committee should take a decision which would agsist the Canal
~Authority in its task. - For exaanple, a conversion factox

could be applied to:the total volume, and the deductible spaces
mentioned con-the certificate. . : ' '

 Mr, CHRISTIANSEN (¥orway). pointed out that the. Committee,
by voting as it did, had not adopted Proposal C. It had
chogen the- parameter of volume to determine . gross tonnage and
of displacement to determine net tonnageg 1t had decided that
two tonnage figures should be menticned on the certificate
and it could subsequently decide how those tonnages were to be
scalculated. ’ ' '

"My, CUNNINGHAM (USA) endorged the comments of the
Norwegian remresenﬁatlve. "The Committee had not voted in
faveur of Proposal C which, as everyone‘knew, many countries
could not accept. - For the time being it would be better not
to take decisions on .too many matters befcre -interpreting the
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votes of the nreVLqu meetlng._ The Oommltﬁee would hﬂve to

S glve carefu1 taougﬂﬁ o the p01n18 made by tae renxesentatlves.” L

 ':of Novway and the Netnellards.-_'

“Mr. DT JOJG (Netherlands) po:nted out that the Oommlttee

.“7_ had not - cleared up “the questi on of the secand dec? when VOtlng

%o retazn the . open shelter-deck concent for ex1st1ng chlns. Vﬂ;lf""

' That was a vital p01nt for it was J.IIlpO?Cta?ﬂJC to know whetner |

_'.-the de81gn of tae Shlp would be 1nfluenced by the measvrlng
"”_ system._--” ".” _ _'_ R  __'__ G  "

: ; Mr. MUINCH (Israel) con51dered that the Gommlttee s
f{deczslon to retazn tne system of dual tonnages - desmlte the

*',fact that two port authorlaj representatlves had sta+ed tnat

"7_1t was not, 1n thelr VLew,'lndwsnensable - utemmed from the

desire to ensure tae_curvzval of the current system and to
obtain’ flgures as near as mosszole to. the ex1st1ng ones.
The questlon, then, wag whether the results cbtaaned by

fru51nﬁ volume as the parameter for grogs tonnage and dlsplacement;f  'f;ﬂ
7 as the parameter for net tonnage would be cloge to the ex1st1ng-{“”-9"'”

3¢'f1gures.- _ o e RIS : S S
_ Mr,_PRIVALON ( CC‘R) conszdere that the results of the
: voflng at the previcus meeting were sufficiently: clear for

the Committee to be able Lo submit its report to the plenary._;;t e

' Nany ‘courtries wmre'cuvrentlj u51ng net tonnage to caleculate:

‘herbour dues.  The Comnittesd had voted in favour of - dlsplace~7“  o
ment for determlnlng net tonnage, but no indication Had - been

  p1ven of how to obbtain results close to. the. existing ones.-

'ff'The possabllltles were numerous and. the ouestlon was a- techrlca1T ;H.JfW
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one which. would have to be dlscns“ed ~What means cduld be

.'.f used ‘to.obtain net tonnages, baqed on dlsplacement w%lcﬂ

;5wou1d be comparable with ex1st1ng net toﬁnages9 ‘It had been _"
suggested that two net tonnages might be adopted once the

= queotlon had been decided in- plenary.

) ~ Mr. CHRISTIANSEN iWorway) p01nted out tﬂat the- Committee
: fnad decided t0 retain the shelter-deck concept, which meant
having both gross and net thnages. The Commitiee would
gubsequently have toidiSCuSs-the difficulties inherent in
such a system. As the representative of the USSR had stated,
- the questicns which the Conference had refeired to the
Committee'appeared-to have been answered by the results of .
the Comnittee's voting. - |

Mr, WASILEWSKI (Polmnd) cor51dereg that dlsplacement
should be calculated lﬂ such a way as to be adaptable to the
lowest load line. '

Mr. FERICSSON (Sweden) said that his delegatior could agree
t0 the use of two parameters, but was not in faveur of a dual
system. 'The'paraméter adbpted should give a clear indicafion
of the size of the ship.

Mr. CUNNINGHAL (Usa) stafed that over the previcus féw_ ;
Aays his delegation had_éxamined the various’compromiée proposals.'"
The-use of displacement as'a parameter would produce a 5 per cent
deviation in the case of gross. tonnage and a 13 per cent |
deviation in the case of net tonnage. '

Mr, DE JONG {Netherlands) pointed out that the Committee
‘had voted on whether there sghould be one or two tonnages but
no-cne had said that the two tonnages should be gress and net.
Nevertheless, 2% delegations had voied in favour of volume for

- determining gross tonnage and 20 in favour of displacement for

net tonnage.
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. The OUAIRMﬂN prowose& that t%e uommlttee should vote on :
'_ﬁthe queotlon put LOTWard by the United Klngdom repre%entatlve, nambly

_ -- whetner in the ca%e of ex15t1wg shlps the shelter-deck concept o

'- 'should apply to pet tonnage on¢j or to gross tonna e a8 well

Tt was so deo;ded.

The ChAIRﬂAW Dut the questaon to the vote.-”

_ (In 2 prellmlnarv voteJ the Gowmlttee devlded that the
open shelter-deck concept for new shlbs should applv to

 net tonnage only. )

R ~Mr, CERISWIQNQEN (Norwsy) 1su@p0rfed'bY'Mf.“GUPTA (Indla)
m' :cons1derea that if the opeﬂ %helter deck concept was to;l,-
cortinue to- be applled to existing sh1ts, it was 1lloglcal : S5
Vjchat it should qpplv to net tonnaﬂe on¢y ln the case of new ; '” -
"shlns._,' ' _A , ,f _" , _ _ JENEN _ _ .

. Professor PRGHfQFA (Dehnark) noted that throu hout 1ts
' debaues the Committee had qlways considered that exzstlng o
;  ShlpS9'WLth or . w1thout shelter deck should - retaln_thelr_gl-77-ﬁ

tonnage durlng a long tr“n81tlona1 perlod.~

| $ dr. DE Jome (ﬂetherlandp) requested the cOmmlttee,_;f'”j“
'folloW1ﬂg the dec151on it Tad just taken, to make 8 rul¢ng on ff

'_   the problem of ﬁhe second deck

. GHRISWLA SEB (NOrwsy) p01nted ot that under jf
B  1ts terms of reference the Oommlttee Wwas only requzred S
'“i:to recommend to the Gonference the CQOlC@ of a parameter_Ti;fff

Cor pargﬁeterso_ Q_

*f Mr. GUPTA. (Indla) added that the questlom of the_}j3~”f_
ésecond deck was of minor 1mpoxtqnce and’ could qulte well _"'

”'g_be @1scussed at a laucr meetlng._  f3
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: M. QUENOﬂ (Israel) y01nﬁed out that the Oomm;ttee was:
' :empowore& to decide whether the nét. and grocs tonnage values
” "qhou1d be close to the old figures, ' | o

_ i M. ROGQU“MONT (Pronce) said that in his view it isuld
 ]be prcferable to recommend that in the case of gross tonnﬁge,
the mean values should be close to the old figures. The
problem was less important where net tonnage was concerned.

 As to the deviation résulting from the choice of
displacement 28 a parameter, thé consequences were obvious:
inevitebly some ships would either be at an advantege or a

_ disadVantage, as the case might be, if the system of measure-
- ment wasg changed. In any'event the new system would be no
more unfair than the current praétice; existing ships would
keep thelir present tonnage and two identical ships, flying
different flage, would receive the same treatoent. '

Mr. PRIVALON (USSR) said he felt that the Committee should
give itself time to think before roejecting the Israell
fepresentative’s proposal under which the parsmeters chosen
should give results similar to the old values.

Mr, NOZIGLIA (Argcntlmm) agreed with the views of the

French representative.

Mr. WILSON (Uix) recalled that the Sub-Committee on
- Tonnage lMeasurement had tried in vain to work out new
values which would be close to the old ones. Since the

"7 methods of calculation were different, the Committee

__IShould try to arrive at figures which, as far as reasonably
' “possible, did not differ toc widely from existing values.

. TM/CONF/O;Q/SR“ 5



'5;r}fDE7JONGE(Nefhérlénds) dld not’ thlnk thru, in'

o taking.six decisions at its fourth meeblng,_the COWMLutee hed

entirely fulfilled its terms of weference. It still had to
 1dcfin'vo1ﬁﬁé spoc fylng whether it meant total VOlume und,
-_deflnlng the spaces included in ‘that volumu. _ ' _'_'_ 
_ : _Professor'PROHﬂSKA \Denmark)vthought_th t dev1atlon S
1 of?5.tof6%-between the old and new values would be acceptable;ffﬁ

'_Undef_the existing system, net tonnago. represented 55% 3

:' ;grdss7tonnage,_bdt if the olsplaoemmn+ percmetcr tog cther

_'With'g'ccnv rsion’f%ctor were adopted,” the not tonnnge would
':fbe hlghcr than thg gross. o “' E _ S o
| ' Mr. GFUNER (Flﬁl&ﬁd) aaid thﬁt 1n'his”€léw fthé ﬁew'”"_
';groqs tonnuge should. be of the: same: order of megnitude as:.' 
‘the old, in order to avoid having to alter all the =
'_Suatjstzcs and _1gﬁrcs in'inte“n tional conventions. spd B
_ agregmeﬂtso_ ‘Net tonﬂgge qaould coastltuue a r@asonuble'T”' |
”5_fruct10n Of gross tonnage. ' '

_ - Mr. ROCQUEJTGITW1 (Fr nee ) 00181ched tn v _smnce dlspldce—_'”
' ment wag a'new COﬂCLpt 1t was in no way essential to

: 4iabprox¢mnte the new net tOﬂﬂmg ks to the old

Mr. CQNVINGHAM (USA) th wought | +the Commlttcc shoala not'
' be content with v“lucs caleculated in the light of ;1ﬂure833_

.. in the convontlonu but shovld eim at values whlcn were *ﬂi"'
.if”qs close posszblo to the exist Dg one s"- ' 5

3 Mr. WITSON (U ) ooscrv“d bhat if vfluﬁs close to the _
o eXlstlng ones we“e to he Obtﬂlﬂed coefflclents‘ﬂould hqve_Q"
':_to be’ qpplled to different types of thps'éhd he gav an_:‘

.“_;ana1y513 of graphs 6 and 7 in fnnex 2 which had bepn o

| trﬁnspltted by the UnLted Klngdom Governme nt

TM/COFF/C.2/SR.5




Mr PRIVAION (UQSP) seid he was sure that all the memb@rs of

 :" the Oomm¢t ce wanted to egtablicsh velues which WOuld mot result

in eX0e551ve dev1at1on dnd thus . cres te difficulties for qmall

3,;shljxlng companies,

_ _ Mr. DE JONG (Netherlands) thought that if '"mean" values were
mentianed9 devizations might nevertheless be very wide in the ease

of certain ships.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the term "standard deviations"
" be substituted for M"mean values", |

Professor PROHASKA (Demmark) said +hat the standard
deviations could not be the same for all ships. Moreover, it -
was not a concept the Committee was called upon to discuss at

the present stage in its work.

Mr, MURRAY SMITH (UK), Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) and
Mr. ERICSSON (Sweden) endorsed the views of the representatives
of the USSR and Denmark.

The GHAIRuAf pointed out thet at its morning meeting the
Committee had reachod onLy provigional conclusions, and that those
should be confirmed, unless the Committee preferred, in the
light of the debaté which had Just been held, to take a further
vote on the various questions. '

The Committee decided una nlmovslv to confiym The

conclusions it had reached during the morning (TM/CONR/C.2/WP. 7). -

The CHAIRMAN suggested that documsnt TM/CONE/C.2/WP.7
should be submitted to the Conference along with the rssult of
the supplementary vote on the applicaticn of the open shelter-
'_deck concept to new'ships'foL net tonnage only.

It wes g0 agreed,
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Mr. GUPTA (Indla) s~1d h d@Tééafiﬁﬁ.céﬁSideC6lfh t the

 ..; Open shalter-deck conc pt Shquld bb'ubplled to now Shlps for _¥i€:.,,,
'Tf}both gross and. net tonnage. . . . N i

Prof&ssor PROHASKh (Denmark) wonéerrd whether the deelszon

.'] taken onthe appllcatlon of thc opcn shelter-deck concept to mew R
fshlps for net tonnage only had not - been taken prematurely.: Some :;ffff

delegates, when they voted, scemed. to have beeén under the f”

- impression that net tonnage was always uséd as’ the ‘basis for o

Cport duesy whereas in fect some ports used gross tonnage.'

B & He tngr@fore proposed that a new votc bb_tﬂgen on’ thﬂﬁ questlon.3-”af

Mr. GUPTA (Indla) and Mr. GRUNTR (Flnlnnd) Supported   :L 'ﬁ*¢f

Mr PRIVALO {USSR) ‘pointed nut +h9t @ccumcnt TM/GOLF/lO |
ated 31 Jenuary ‘1669, gave all the information available. to__~

: f_IMCO_ﬁt that date on national practices regarding: port duas, and '“: _
- that it wag clear from that information that the maaorlty off”fo fjf3f

- Sta ates used net tonnhge._ In the circumstances” 1t seemed
'_;unnecussary to ‘take anothbr vote, - |

RRIEEEE. ') CHRISTInNSEN (Norway) eﬂpha51sed tnat “the commlttem"hadj}f}[ﬁ;
';d661ded that thm-open sheltcrmdock concept should be qpplled to'

new vessels for net tonnawe only, and . had perely mentloned thet

; efforts should- be made to obtain for thcse VGssels, aluﬂs a8 fj ff~u7fﬂ

' 01ose as. posszble to the ex1st1ng vqlues.

Mr. GUPTA (Indla) suggested thaﬁ 31nce 2 d60151on had
already been takeq in favour of nét tonnage, the dlscu881on

'.should be llmlted to the - qu“stion of whether the’ open sheltermdeckﬁfféi

 fcomcepi should also be applled to gross tonnqge,

o “Mr. GRUNER (Flnlend) said that in the third plengry mcetlnF s
_'f Lord Slmon, speaklng Tor the Internntlonﬁl ﬂ83001atlon of et
';f'Ports and Harbors, hﬂd 1ndlcﬁtod that port authorltleg might g
 ffprefer in the future to assess dues on the basis of the gross  Vf37“7'”ﬂ

o temiager. ol lndon TM/O@NF/G 2/sm5.




i : M. RUSSEL (South Anrlce) was . concerned lest the'pdft
 'author1t1es should be led to impose the tonnage nark again, It
 _n1ght be a good thing to consult the International issociation
*ﬁ of Ports and Harbors on that point. '

Mr. GUPTA (India) thought it undesirable, ai such a late
stage in the discussions,  to approach an assoclation which was
noet part of the Crganization. '

The PRESIDENT invited the Committee to state 1ts position.

The Committee confirmed, by 19 votes to 13, its view that
the open shelter-deck concept for new ships shculd apnly to o

net tonnage only,

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the result of the vote should
be included in document TM/CONF/C.2/WP.7, which would be transmitted
to the Conference.

It_was g0 decided.

The CEAIRMAN stated that the Committee had corcluded its
examination of the general gucstions referred tec it by the
Conference. In order to speed up the work, members might wish
to proceed at once to a preliminary exch“nwa‘of-Views on the
exact nature of <the volume whlch was to serve as the parameter
for calculating gross: tﬁﬂnage.

Mr. HUSSEIN (Kuwzit) thought it would be better”to wait
until the Conference had reached a d60131on on that p01nt

| The CHATRMAN thought that in view of the short time
- available to the Committee there would be no objection if it
cstarted to £i11l in the details of the qnswer which 1t had thfught
flt to give to the question submiited to it.

Mr. PRIVLLOV'(USSR) said that the torms of e ference glven 1 
'_to the Oommlttee expressly mentioned both Proposal C and the:
'Norwegzan Eroposu*g since amended by document:TM/CONF/C.Z/WP.6.
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_ .:; i54;_; _,

It Qaé tHereforé'fhe'Coﬁﬁiﬁfee'é'dﬁty-to'éoﬁsi&efZEO%h brdp0séls;f;"' |
The Sonet delegat&oa for its pqrt considercd both thb_concepts S ' _ 
o of volure, a8 set out din the two Proposels,'uerfzct7y acceptable : f fff
'_[for determlnlng gross tonnage. ' ' ' S pEa L

Mr._ROCQUEMONT (Frunce) sala that it the Conference d901ded

:fﬁo use volume as the parameter for calcul atlng gross tonnage,-%hagsf:_ e
 Comm1ttee would have ‘to-choose between. the tWO concepts of VOlume."'

As it was 1mportant to nake the rules as sxmple as posszble,

’  fthe French: delegation mich preferred the concept set cut in G

Proposal C, becuase the use of total volume avoided. the need for__: *_H1ﬁ
"compllcateﬁ definitions and for any references to-co nstructlcnal,f

" :deta11q or the nature and use of spaces, ' ' R

Mr. CHRISTTANSEN (Norwsy) pointed out that in document

B TM/COVF/9/ndd 1, his Government had clearly stated ite view on .*-'~”'“"

how gross tﬂnmage should be deterriined; - by the use of a

Cconversion factor it was p0881blg to tzke certain spaces 1nﬁo:' ““
“aceount without the need for neasuring them, Proposal C, on the

Other handf Would: ftQU¢re a definition of complately open s‘pacD
_und of Cargo spaces. S - SRR IR

M. ROGQUDWDNT (Frﬂnce) said ne had 1qudy pdwnted'6U£'thﬂt';  5' ”

:_1f the Norwgglan Prop08?1 were: accepted it would be absalutely

,_ngnessnry 4o define- closed spaces by referénce to open spachysz._:ﬁ..,_

“whereas “Proposal C would entail the measurement of cloged’ spaces

_ '.only and would abOllSﬂ the fiction of tonnage openings. It was: i
=-__also nece@sary 1o pr3v1de for the case of vesscls w1thuut a Geck.;,:ff |

S Mr..EBICSSOW (Sweden) Sald that theﬁe Was rually v&ry 11ttle-f '_; “
g _'dlfforenoe vetween the two }roposal . Proposal C had its- drnwbaoks, S

- of course, partﬂcularlv for small. ve839103_buﬁ it could not be

. denied- that the- concent of total volumg nad the great qdvanta

_'of 51mpllclty.r Perhﬂps the revised NOTWGUluH Proposa] mlght mﬂke
  a good conprOﬁlse, but cargo spaces wwuld have to ‘be - dmflned '

o TM/ c'ONF'/ o 2/ SR ;1'5 : .




Mr WILSON (UK) stcted tnpt hls Govewpment's main ﬂbapctluﬁ _

fto Lhe crnversion facter Df“puSPQ by Norway Was thﬁ* ita __”'

'if:applzo tloﬁ to: vesseLs of -lesg- %hmn ﬁhrce thousand tonq woqu "
ensure that no small Norwegian voscel would suffer an' increase:

. in tornage. He had, moreover, already taken an opportunity of
. emphasizing the difficulty of defining cargo spaces.
The United Kingdom Government had submitted, in document
TM/OOWF C.2/2, a draft amendment to Regulation 6 of Proposal C,
which would have the effcet of substantially redu01ng certain

figures,

Mr, CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) sald that his delegation intended
to withdraw itse proposal to introduce a conversion factcer for
smell vesséls. ' |

Professor PROHASKA (Debmark) thought it would be a good
"thing if the Norwegian delegatinn was invited to submit a
revised text of its propesal, so that the Committee could
consider in detail what spaces would be included in the
calculati-n of gross tonnage under the terms of that proposal,

Mr. HUNNICH (Federal Republic of Germany) said he favoured
" the adeption of the total moulded volume, which gaVﬂ.a true idea
of the dimensions of a vessel., If the Norweglan ?roposal Was
adcpted, a definition of cargo spaces would become necessary,
and that would inevitably have an effcct on ship constructicn.'

- The CHATRILAN hoped that the Norwegian delegation would be
able to revise its proposal,

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) sald that as scon as the

';;_Confbrence had stated its vicws on the Committeets future work,
- his delegation would revise its proposal to the extent that it

. considered this necessary.

The meeting rose at 5.20 D.0.
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