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AGENDA ITEM 4- CONSIDERATION AIm PREPARATION OF PROPOSED
TECHNICAL REGULATIONS ON TONNAGE jV1EASURmlENT
AND TONNAGE CBRTIFICATES

The CHAIRMAN prllposed that the Committee proceed tn draw
up definitions to serve as a basis for the deliberations nf the
working group which was to be set up on the calculation nf
cnnversion factors. As far as grnss ~onnage was concerned, it
was evident from earlier di.scussions that the main paramater
should be a volumetric one. Prnposal C, which suggested that
gross tonnage should be calculated from the ship's total vnlume,
called for a definition of npen and closed spaces. The Norwegian
Propnsal (TM/CONF/g/Add.l) required a definition of passenger
spaces situated abnve deck and of under-deck cargo spaces which
might alsn be included in the gross tonnage if the proposal were
mOdified.

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) observed that hisdelegati(\ll
intended to submit a compromise propnsal the following day which
would include, in the calculation of grnss tonnage, the under­
deck volume supplemented by cargo spaces and passenger spaces
situated above deck and, if necessary, thehatohway tnnnage.
Although nn nther spaces (crew, safety .equipment, chart r0nm,
etc.) wnuldbe included in.the gross tonnage, they would be
taken intn account by applying to the ship's total volume a
coefficient Which would enable designers to extend thllse spaces
in the interests nf crew welfare and safety without increasing
the tonnage.

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) said that the decision taken at the
plenary meeting to base the calculation 0f gross tonnage on. the
ship's volume, doing away with the shelter-deck concept and the
dual value for grnss tonnage, simplified the problem and made

TM/CONF/C.2/SR.5



- 4 -

the definition of a deck unnecessary. The advantages which
the N0rwegian Proposal would nffer in excluding from the gross

tonnage the service spaces in the superstructures were
doubtful and Prnposal C had the advantage of being simpler ­
since it did not call for a definition of the vari0us spaces ­
and nf offering, for the calculation of gross tonnage, a
parameter (total volume) which was at once intangible and
representative of the ship; that seemed to meet the wishes
expressed during the general debate and it was useful for
st~tistical purpnses and for certain operations such as t,wage.

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) stressed that the spaces
under discussion would not be excluded from the ship's gross
tnnnage as account would be taken 0f them in a conversion
factor applied to the volume of the spaces directly measured
which would in effect be the equivalent of the new tonnage
unit in ProposalC designed to give results very similar to
eXisting tonnage values.

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) considered that under the Norwegian
Proposal grnss tonnage would not be related to the ship's
actual volume and might thus differ for two ships having the
same volume but different space distribution; that was
cnntrary to rational tonnage measurement. Pr<"1posal C, on
the other hand, made provision for the new tonnage unit tn be
applied to all parts of the ship withnut distinction.
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Mr. PROHASKA (Denmark), pointing out that the'T&chnioal
Committee wouldhavetd choose between Proposal C and the '
Norwegian Proposal, listed some of the advantages and
disadvantages of those prop0sals.Proposal C had the drawback
that all crew spaces were included in the calculations and some
shipowners might tend to cut down on such spaoes; in that
sense the Norwegian Proposal seemed preferable. In regard to
the definition of gross tonnage, however, he explained to the
Committee, illustrating his ideas on the blackboard, that in
so far as possible it should not be influenced by the design
of the ship; a very slight design modificc:,tion might produoe
a sUbstantially lower gross tonnage but might make the ship
less seaworthy.

Mr. OVERGAAUW (Netherlands) agreed with the French
representative that if the Norwegian Proposal were adopted
a definition of the decks would be necessary so as to prevent
such practices as the incorporation in the design of a stringer
designated as a deck.

He was not in favour of adopting a
prefer the use of a conversion factor.
to submit a proposal with regard to the
factor at the next day's meeting.

The OHAIRHANsaidthere were twoalterne.tives: to exclude
certain spaces in calculating a ship's tonnage -more precisely,
to provide an overall volume for crew spaces, which would then
be the only spaces requiring measurement - or to measure everything
in order to avoid difficulties. The Oommittee should begin by
taking a decision on that point.
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Mr. WILSON (UK) pointed out that the Nurwegian Proposal
would demand a precise definition of certain spaces, and in
particular a definition of the "upper deck", as certain spaces
above that deck were included in the tonnage calculation.
There would also have to be a precise definition of cargo spaces

which, in the view of his delegation were not defined clearly

~nough in document TM/CONF/g/Add.l. In the case of
refrigerated ships, for instance, it would be necessary to decide
whether the refrigeration equipment spaces should be treated as

cargo spaces; he himself considered that they shouJ.d. Cargo
spaces would have to be measured up to the boundary bulkheads,
and if necessary a conversion factor would have to be applied to
them.

llIr. CHEISTIANSEN (Norway) said that his delegation did not
wish to submit an entirely new proposal but merely to put
forward a suggestion concerning the calculation of gross tonnage.
It was indeed necessary to define what was meant by the "upper

deck", bearing in mind the definitions in the International
Convention on Load Lines.

He thought it would be fairly easy to find a single
conversion factor to cover frames, floors and crew spaces, as
had been suggested by the representative of the United KingdC'm.

Mr. DE JONG (Netherlands) also considered that if the
Norwegian Proposal were adopted a precise definition of decks
would have to be prOVided. However, any proposal which
required a definition of decks appeared undesirable to him.
Such proposals might affect ship ccnstruction, as had been

shown at the blackboard by the representative of Denmark.
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He agreed with the representative of the United Kingdom

that it was difficult to define cargo spaces and crew spaces.

"!.s the represenbtive of France h2,d rightly poL,'ted cut, the

shel ter-deck concept hC'.d not been retained by the Committee.

For calculating net to'Jnage, therefore, the total volume of the

ship would be used, "i th or without a conversption factor.

T1}e (Joi]Jmi ttee would hceve to decide whether it was desirable

to aT1Ply a conversion factor and, if so, what its value

should be.

Mr. CUlTNING-HAJl (USA) drew the Committee I s attention to

document Tr'i/coNF/C. 2/3, which his delegation had submitted

for information, and in which a comparison had been made by a

computer study between Proposal C snd the Norwegian Proposal,

ignoring cargo spaces above deck, which appeared to exist on

few vessels. That document might be useful to give an idea

of the standard deviation which would result from the adoption

of the l'T orwegian Proposs,l or of Proposal C.

The llleetlng rose 'at 5:25 p.m.
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