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AGJNBA ITLM 3 n.oom 1DERATION OF NATTLRD A ITSTRUGTED
' BY THE CONFERENCE (continued). (Tm/CONF/B,.
ﬂ-r*ﬁeM/GONF/6 TM/CONF/7; TM/CONF/9/AGd. 13 =+
‘_,TM/GONE/G 2/1 to 35 TM/OONF/Q 2/WP. 1 to 9)

o | ‘Mr,lCHRL TIAVSEN (Norway) sald that he ceuld not eupport :
. formula 3 proposed by the United States delegatlon._ He felt ff

| "fethat Denmark's proposel was an. 1ntereetlng one, ut he was not ;'

”--)yet lﬂ & pOSltlon to make g’ decision. -

S Mry PROHASKA (Deﬁmark) announced that nis delegatlon WOuldfe_aﬁ;fﬁ

37rfesubm1t a wrltten proposwl to the next meeting of the Gommlttee.fifﬂ ee7

Mr.-DE JONG (Netherlends) thought that +he Commlttee mlght“”' Hs

llef,;lnstruct 2 small- group 1o  examine formula l, after which 'a worklng

'egreup mlght submlt recommendations with regerd to coeffLCLent a. :'ejfﬁ

_ LM, PRO&ASLA (Demmark) recalled ‘that in the openlon of eome fe~t:a
_ edelegatlons ﬁhe ‘coefficient could vary according to the slze of the
.Qshlp._ One third of the world s shipping fleet was made- up of small S
ghiPs, so care should be taken not to adopt -a formula’ whlch_would,,ELJ;
© meke it impossidle to operate those ships. No-one knew the éxeet*fjﬁf;
"_implications of ‘the three formulae proposed, so it would perhaps e

'e  be adv1sable to refer them to three working grouns for. consedereﬁlon;jﬁ

: The CHAIRMAN sald ne dld not agree W1th thet v1ew, as the _f;f*lw
'-problem of- coefflclen s was the Same for all thxee fo mulae.; :

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) was of the opinion that the_ﬂ'”"”

,_eeconmlttee should concentrate on formula l, which seemed to enJOy L

.5erdeSPTead Support.' His delegatlon had 1o obwectlons to & Verleblefi5‘

":ccefflcleﬁt baged on volume alone, although a ‘number of studies.

f:would nave to be made. The Sub- Comm1t+ee on Tennage Measurement
':had not examlned any formula Wlth a verleble coefflclent, and :

eu/come/c 2/SR e '_Q,‘:ﬁ”



he himself was in favour of a constant coefficient as provided

"'5 for.ih propdsal?cylhe}though%;thegﬁalue might be_éXpréSSédfin =

 'metricgtons-Siﬁce'fhe'metric'system was being increasingly

" used in'sll international conventions and agreements.

. "Mr. S0LDA (Italy) said that he was in favour of a &imple
soluticn based on the concept of total volume, but would be prepared

to support the Unitéd Sﬁates formula, since the working group

~would study the problem of coefficients according to very definite
instructions from the Committes.

Mr., PRIVALON (USSR) felt that formula 2 raised problems
of interpretation and was thus not readily acceptable; the

- Committee should therefore choose between formulas 1 and 3

and request the working group to study coefficients without
insisting on the question of the number of crew members.

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) pninted out that in formula 2
proposed by his delegation the coefficient was constant except
in the case of smal}l ships.

- Mr, MURRAY SMITH (UK) agreed with the USSR represéntative
“that formula 2 seemed to command less suppert because of the
difficulties of interpretation it raised. As to formula 3,

his delegation understood that some delegatibns wished the

concept of crew - either the number of crew members or the volume
of crew spaces -~ to be included in gross tonnage calculations. As
‘the crews of small ships were proportionately larger than those of

.:.big ships, the use of that concept would result in lower tonnages

- fop smal} ships. However, it was a concept that went against

. TM/CONE/C.2/SR.8
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fthe crbw s 1nterests s¢nce 1t meant thﬁ+ crew space would bm”:
_more restrlc ced, There was a. f@r more satlschtory way of
anlcalatlnw the gross tonv@ge value for different sizes of

ships, nemely the coefplclent ¢ =0, 735 +:0.035 logv V- Droposedffgff”f

'~by the Government of the Netherlards TN/COMF/B, page 37)

_ Mr. PROHASKA (Denm rk) drew the Committee's attentlan ﬁo*f
» the tqble in Anpendlx II of the Uﬂltbd ‘States. document S
"TM/cowv/c 2/3) - S e

¥r., TE JONG (Netherlands) s2id he wasagalnst any- formulmf'””

" 'lnvolv1ng the number of crew which he felt would add a further f_ﬁ"u:*

'_ d1ff1culty to the figthod of ceTculgtlon._f3 o
. N OUBWIN ﬂAR-(USA) w1thdrew hls proposal

Mr; CHRTSTIANSEN (Norway) reqvested & rollwoall vote on f,fi;ﬁﬁif

'}iormulae 1 and 2

A rolluchl vote was t keﬂ.ﬁ B

Mexico. hav1ng becn drawn by lot by the Chairmen 1, was
culled upon to vste flrst. The result of the.vot Wa5;357 _ 5
Cfollowss. .- = ORI PP ERRU TR

In favoﬁriaf_farmuiafl:j'Mexico;fNéthérigndsg New Zealand, = -

_1Philippines,_Pozaﬁd,-PortugalngOuth.Africa,fSPain,gUSSR;,a~:;. _
- United Arab Republic, United Kingdom, Yugoslavia, Afgéﬁtina,V H”

:ﬂAustr1113, ‘Belgium, Braz&l ‘Bulgsria, Canada, Ozechoolovnkla- :35"’

_;Fedurnl Republlc of uermany, France, Ireland, Isrsel, Iualy

':} and Kuwalt

| :;' In favour of formulf 2y Norway, Swoden, Unlb“d Statesf.. 
':’Chlna, Denmark, Flnland Greece, Indla, Indone31q, Jepan nd__

f,zlborla,-.__ _"
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Thcrc WeTre 25 vctos in. favaur of formula 1 dnd 11 votes3'

:3._f1n favour of formula 2

| Foruula 1 was @ppréde'

_ Mr. GUPTA" (Indla) pointed cut that the formula should no
longer be written GT =a,V, but GT = aV,

Mr. DE JONG (Netherlands) said he thought the Committee
ghould vote on whether or not to chocse a constant ccefficient.

Mr. KING (Kuwait) and Mr., CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) considered
~that the working group should study that problem.

Mr, ROCQUEMONT (Franée) pointed out that all the delegations
supporting Proposal € were in favour of a constant coefficient;
only one delegation had suggested that the coefficlent should very

rcecording to volume,

Mr. PROHASKA (Denmerk) recalled that in his opinion the
coefficient should vary according to the freebeoard; perhaps

the working group could recommend an additional parameter,

Mr, SEAGO (UK) drew the Committee's attention
to graph 5 in Annex 2 (TM/CONT/3.)

My, CONTOGEORGIS (Greece) considered tﬁat if the gross
tonnage_unit were the same for all types of ship, that would
?enalize some -ships the characteristics of which had not been
taken into considerqﬁioﬁa Since the Committee wished to
discontinue exemptions, his delegation proposed the adoption
. of higher coefficients for certain types of ship; in any case
the ‘gross tonnage value would havé to be lower than thé old
value s0 as to make it esasier Tor certain countries, which were

anxious to safeguard their shipping indusiry, to ratify the

" Convention,

o TH/CONF/C.2/SR.8 .



Mr,-PROHhSKﬁ (Denm“rk) p01ntea OLt thqt ? number of | B
deleg%tlons hfd felt thrt the worﬂlng group should be" glven ffff

*'  :a free hsnd to study a1l qspects of the questlony_so it would
o be. better not to take any decisions for the time be¢ng._-

|  He_alSo reminded the Netherlands representstlve th%t dlsplace—un
ment was not the only Parﬁmeter ta ‘bE con51dered ~ there was =

” 5noth1ng to prevent other factors Fron belng teﬁen 1nt0 acmognt.;_if;5: "*i

Mr. PRIVALON. (Ussm said it was his underqwndlng 00, that e

 fthe Oomnlttee wished to set up a worklng group to nake cert91n

"'.calculqtlons whlch it was not itself in a pOSltlon to carry out, :

80 that it oould subsequeﬂtly examine the gquestion more thpo oughly.__-ﬁ'f

.'7 Any de0181on therefore oemed preémature. Moreover, the working fjf J

'E-group should ‘not have unlimited powers, but should concentrate onzzg?_ffﬁﬁ

|   certa1n sp801flc questloﬁs without-going ‘back over points already - if;;fﬁ

:  'settled at plenary meetings. of the Conference. I

= Mr. STAGO (UK) agreed with the USSR . :
'_representat1Ve ‘on both p01nts. The Wofklng group shOMTd conflne

“itself to the question of whether the toefficient to be pplled ?:""'”

'ffito total volume should be congtrnt or V“flable._ »

Mr. ROCQJENOmT (Fﬁawcc) said ths 5 his- Qelegﬂtlon,_whlée

_i?;deflnltely f?vourlng o) conutﬁnt CoafIlClcnt was Drep ped to SRR

. consider any - sugﬂestlon which might: soem [ore SqtlS actory, : _
The: Committes: skould “howevVer, ‘give the. worklng group unequlvocal 1 9

H_-llﬁstructlons, indicating in partlcular, “that the mbtrlc i
- system should be used as ‘the basis for its work ahd thet r a:5  Sl
variable: coeffiCiént Was”“dépted it should Hot bﬂ nsed on’ volume-ﬁﬁ-r?““

'L(ln accordance w1th the decision alreudy reached on’ that p01nt)

S -TIVT/CQNF/QI.TQ/SR.8".:_:_: P



__Hig delegation also wanted the same. coefficient %o be used for
-all types of Shlp, aS it ¢elt that the Convention should make _
'no dlstlﬁctzon betweern the variocus tynes However, since the
Danish representatlve had announced that it was gOLng to

"3.dlstrlbutela new document, it might be advisable to defer a 2

"decision until that document had been circulated.

Mr. DE JONG (Netherlands) said he still thought that it
~would be helpful to the working group if the Committee were to
take a roli-call vote,

Mr. PROHASKA (Denmark) pointed out once again that the
only decision taken by the Conference had been on the use of
volume for calculating gross tonnage. It had neither excluded
the introduction of a coefficient nor considered what effect
the various formulae proposed might have on small ships. In
any case, it was always entitled to reconsider a decision which
it had already taken if another slternative appeared to be more
suitable. He earnestly hoped that the document which his
delegation would distribute the fellowing morning would be
submitted to the working group.

The CHAIRMLN suggested that the Committee should take a
decision on the following four gquestions: should the coefficient
be independent of draught, freeboard and volume, should it be :
independent of the crew swpace, should it be indevendent of the
type of ship and finally should the metric system be used for
the calculations?

Mr. PROHASKA (Denmark) remarked that to answer the thlrd
question forthwith would tie the hands of the working group
- and that a decision had already been taken in regard to crew

. space,

TM/CONT/C.2/SR. 8



:fﬂamr;fPROeSrR (UF) endorsed the Danjsn reﬁresentatlve g two

“'fdomﬁénte.; The worklnf group alreadj had all the data 1t requ1red iif-f

'u :to eﬂaole 1t to carry out its taek.-,.

| _ Pr. CHRESLI:NSLN (Norway) thought that the worklng group
f-.should be given a free hand to determlne the coeffrcrent to be
"-[used 1n ‘the formula: selected ' ' N

G Mr. GUPTA (Indla) ehared the view of the repreeentatlves _
of the Unlted Klngdem and of 1 Worway. : Slnce all the. delegatee

- who vould constitute the worklng group Had taken part in the_:“:”

7current discussion, there could ‘be no. posslblllty of any

'-aq;mlsunderstandlng.

_ Mr” IROSSER (UK) supported by Mr. PRIVALON (USSR) etressed
":that the working group would have: to conelder 1teelf bound only
':by the de0151one taPen in plenary. B B R

Mr. PROHISKA_(Denmark) p01nted out that the Conference had

“3f:'de01ded that the parameter to be used for groes tonnage Should

_fbe ‘the- volume multlplled by a . factor whlch would make 1t
f]p0881b1e to- arrlve at values as cloee as possrble to exletlng
-valuesg”:.”l;., : : o . 5 ‘

Mr CHRISTI hSE& (Norway) added that the Chalrman had

7:_fstreesed in eleaary that “the Commlttee ‘had" ”env1eaged the

Qwoeelblllty of applylng other parameters 1n addltlon to the

. maln paremetel"%" (TN/CONF/SR ;D 3)

I The OHLIRLAkg notlng that ‘the magorrty of membere preferred
'to leave. the working group comrletely free to study all the i
faepecte:Qf_theﬁproblem,_propesed that.rts_terme of reference.g-” |



10

._thould be to: make a study of ﬂow, in formula GT av, fthe
_"~;coeff101ent a should be deterﬂlned s0-as to en sure tnat the _
”fvalues obtained would be as close -as poqs1ble to the eylstlng

S values.;_

It was 0 decided.

The CHATRMAN invited the Committee to examine the two
formulae which had been propcsed for net tonnage, namely

1. N7 = aq D+ an P - a3 WER and

2. NT

fm)

1
where

D = displacement

P = volume of passenger space

rn = number of passengers
WB = vnlume of water-ballast space.

Mr. ROCQUEMOKNT (France) said that his delegation, in
line with its pniicy of simplification, considered that the’
displacement factor alnne should be retained. It was
clear that the omission of passenger spaces would handicap
passenger ships, but since there were fewer and fewer such
ships the drawback would not be so great. Moreover, 1f it
was necessary to take account of the volume of passenger space,
the gross tonnage as defined would meet that purpnse. He
reserved the right to revert to the question of water ballast

at a later stage.

Mr. PROHASKA (Denmark) recalled that the United States:
representative, having stressed that the question of water

~ TM/CONF/C.2/SR.8



'f_:ffilV;.-”

e_ballast had been studled by ?he eub-Gommlttee on. Tonnage
Z'Meaeurement had expressed the v1ew that wateruballast space
~should be included in- gross tennage°- thére was some doubt

-'jfhowever, whether that ‘solution would make - it ea51er te obtaln S

__jvalues as clnse. as poselble to exxetlng valuee and that Was
”_efa pelnt that the worklng group should examlne. The . French
:' representatlve had ho- doubt been rlght 1n streSSLng that, :
j es1nce the’ number of paesenger shlpe was- decreeszng, no- great
__ VQharm would be done by nmlttlng passenger space-' but there -
f':lwere still many of them 1n ex1stence ‘and -an exceselve reductlﬁn

nf their tonnage would not serve the 1ntereets of ehipewners._%* -

' The ¥Working Group should mot overlnok that aspect of the.

problem.  Finally, the Danish delegation felt that the numberfch":“"

B of paesengers should be taken lnco account° Sthus, 1t would -

) fprefer to see formula 2 adonted on the understandlng thet the3§gfj_c33“7

_e5 cert1f1ed number could mean only. the maximum number nf
‘:ef_paesengers Wthh that Shlp could carry._ ' '

o Mr, STITT (USA) eald hle delegatlon con51dered that 1t

was eesentlal tn retain both the water-ballast space and - the Veef'”":”"““

”:'data - space and number m-relatlng to paseengers.

Mr. GUPTA (Indla) asked the United States representatlveiiﬂjkic}el*”

'l_to eXplaln how his country dealt w1th water—ballaet space.;,g;"'

S Mr._STITT (USA) Sald that,_ln accordance with the

";cregulatlons in force in his. country, that space was: 1nc1uded R

'fln the” Shlp s grose tonnage ‘and excluded from 1ts net
_ tonnage, prOV1ded that the water ballast epace concerned  f7‘:L
'wae really eseentlalf R ' '

. IM/CONF/G.2/SR.8



 : N‘ SIMPSON (leerla) said: that the same rules were applled“

' -Lln hlS country as in the Unlted States. Hls delegatlon could

not accept any- tonnage measurement system_whlch.dld not exclude
 passenger space and water-ballast space. '

| Mr. ROCQUEMONT (PFrance) said that the Prénch delegatlon
: COuld not apprnve a proposal whereby displacement would be
‘corrected by water-ballast space, It had been stated that
'in most systems, and particularly in the United States, that
space was not excluded from gross tonnage but was deducted
when net tonnage was calculated, and a continuation of that
system had been advocated. That precedent could not be
- invoked however, since displacement was not the same thing
as the present net tonnage. It was only for convenience that
the term "net tonnage" had been used. In fact, shipowners used
liquid ballast tc give the ship stability and 1to increase its
earning capacity. There was therefore no reason why the water-
ballast space should be deducted. Why should liguid ballast
and net solid ballast be deducted when some ships were
ballasted with kentledge? It had been rightly observed that
- the concept of water ballast could lend itself to different
interpretations. The United States representative had
answered that it was a question solely of "essential'" water
“ballast. It would, however, be difficult to define what was
essential water ballast. The French delegation proposed
that the formula for net tonnage should be based exclusively
on displacement without any deduction for water-pballast space.

. TM/CONF/C.2/SR.8



Mr. CHRISTTANSEN (Norway) pOLnted out th b hLS cnuntrf was_ixﬁ"

Tfa Party to the Gslo Cnnventlon, and 1n the course of several

o }meetlngs, at which the smgnatorles had dlscussed the Guestlon'€ F”~ L

© of water ballast, Norway had nrnposed ‘the adoption of the
" ru1es folloWed 1n the United States, under whlch the water
ﬂballast space wag jneluded 1n the grnss tonnaﬂe and omltted from

” -[fthe et tﬂnnage.‘ There was nn dlfflculty about deflnlng those

"fspaces,_ The rules which were appljed both in the Unlted States 5 :
_ f_;and by the smgnatorles of the Oslo Conventlon were. very strlct and;f*"ﬁ
'7 _had never caused dlfflcult’eS- _J  ' ' e

B Mr. PROHASKA (Benmdrk) lented out that watermballast soace f;
__ m1ght be 1ndlspensab1e for snme sh ps, for example to balance -
- fuel. The constructlon of water ballast tanks was costly,ﬁ,__
' fbecause 1t ‘sometimes 1nv01ved 1ncrea51ng the-vlze of the. shlp. _,'
fIt was there?nre reasnnable that the owner should recelve some -

' _[compensatlnn. Fnr sniid ballast, no comnensatlon was necessary._fgai?f

R MUENCH (Israel) thought the Gomm1ttee should not take
-:-any decision on equations 1 and’ 2 untll the Wnrklng Group had :

 'cons1dered the questloﬂ. Stress had been lald on the fact

that the adoptlon of the dlsplacement ccnnept ouﬂht to make 1t f i3 ;f 

”;possxble to produce flgures clﬂse to those of present tnnnages.;i

"77; But the Committee did not know what flgures ‘would be arrived. at : *"”

ir the waterwballast shace was deductea.:_ It would therefore

_::fbe preferable for the Working Froup “to ‘maXe the necessary
*_fcwlculetlons,:after which ‘the': Committes. would be ‘able to

 htake ‘a de0181on in fULl knowledge of the facts ’ljah_-"'”ﬁy'

 TM/CONE/C.2/SR.8
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_ Nr. GUPTA (India). agreed that water- ballast spaces
 *wére_necessary_to certain types- of vessels. If those spaces
- were to be'deduétéd,'there_Would‘hévé‘tc_béia uniform method . -
- for caleulating fhéﬁ,_tb;avdid giving an advantage to certain
types of ship. "Theré were of course some ships which had a
 r1d1cu1ous tonnage because they had huge water-bailast
:spaces. Moreover, it was difficult for the port authorltles
 fo digecuss with owners the conditions necegsary to ensure the
__éafety of a ship. When the Working Group came to consider
._the question, it would have to work out a system which
would prevent that parameter from being used to produce
- great variations in tonnage between different iypes of ship.

Mr. RUSSEL (South Africa) said he had been under the
impression that the certified displacement did not include
" the water-ballast space. I1f that were the case, he wondered
why there should be any question oi excluding them.

Mr. WILSCN (UK) held the same view as the representative
of Israel. The dguesticn of deducting the water-ballast space
From the. net tonnage based on displacement had not been
considered. Before taking a decisibn, the Committee should
know what the effects of thﬁt deductlon would be. - The same
was true of passenger sPaces.

- Mr. ?ICSSON (Sweden) stressed the need to prevent

- shipowners from using the new regulations for the purpose

of calculating a lower tonnage, for example, by using water-
ballast'spaces for transporting oil. From that point of
‘view, the positioning of tanks on ships might be of great
‘importance and the guestion merited study.

S OM/CONE/C.2/SR.8
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. Mr' Be JONG (Netherlands) eaxd bhere were at present threefffi*“*'”
”*esystems of tonnage measurement If a. uﬁlversal syetem was. the

aim, the tonnage certlflcate must relete o the total volume, i
the dleplecement the total volume of water ballaot spaees and
the total volume of passenger sPacee._,' - '

S Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) poanted out that the certlfled e
'__dlsplacement would be determlned at the Shlp s eummer lnad 11ne. S

Referenoe had been made to - the 1nteractdon between the

. various conventions and,. in partlcular, the: Convention for the e
e_Prevention ~f Follution: of the Sea by 0il. That Convention: had'df”d°
. been drawn up in 1954 and reV1sed in 1962, Amendments had been . S

:,Tpropoeed in 1968 and there was -a question. of further amendments,fﬁf;ﬂfid”

- The French delegatlon was of course aainst pollutlon of the eea,
but considered that that queetlon and more partlcularly the '

_question whether a ship. snould hnave’ water balleet tanks eeparatedfgﬂ"”"
" frOm lte fuel bunkers should be con?alned in the Conventlen .. E
' ;anthned In the future tonnage mecsurement eystem it was. ﬂ°t7251_:17

,approprlate to raise mat ere relatlng to the flght aealnet
pollutlon, - Ihat would be a dangeroue precedent |

It ves of oouree de31rable to come back to fdgures close to?ddfﬁgif*

_;dthe preeent tonnages, but thet was a eecondary conszderatlon,t::ﬁ i

e-@SP@Clally where net toendge wae concerned It was a. p01nt<3g'
Lwhlch shoald no% be taken lnto aceount el : :

M, LBIGSSON (Sweden) alﬂe eonSLdered that the new e_ : _
-certllleates ehould be ueed by all. eountrlee and alen by thefJ?iﬂi

- Buez Canal authorltles, and if the Conference w&ehed to- help:_d'dfaz_.,g

--dthoee authorltlee to use the new certlficates, 1t weuld be

TM/CONE/C.2/SR.E



'tfbetter not to 1ncluae the water—ballast spaces in the net o
tonnage. The certificate should indicate the total volume and

e Af ﬁthe dlsplacement Wlth or without the water—ballast spaces.

 Mr. PROHASKA (Penmark) wondered whether the water- ballast |
-spaces should be deducted in their entlrety. It was questlonable
._Whether'the=deduction of the whole of those spaces would make it
possible to arrive at figures clerse %o the existing values, but
the United States representative had, a few days previously,
- suggested a formuia which would make possible an aulomatic
limitation of the deduction. .

Mr. SABET HABACHI (Suez Canal Authority) said that, under
the Canal regulations, water-ballast spaces outside the hull were
not incliuded in the tonnage, but all spaces within the hull were
inciuded in the gross tonnage. - Indeed, the Constantinople
Convention prohibited the exclusion of anything situated within'
the hull,

Mr. GRUNER (Finland) asked for the additidn to the proposed
equation of the term "-IR (ice-reinforcement)".

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the working group should be
‘instructed to seek a formula for ned tonnage using the parameters
of displacement, volume of passenger Spaces or number of passengers
volume of water-ballast spaces and ice reinforcement.  The
working group would consider thnse variocus factors and would
propose a formula by which it would be possible to obtain net
tonnages as near as poassible to the existing tonnages,

It was so decided,

| TM/CONE/C.2/SR.8. .
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o Mr R(OQULMONT (Fraﬁoe) folt ne should mako lt Clear that he f;jf;;
was nou_conv1ncod by tﬂe VarlOUS argumonts whlch had been = T

_'advqnced and in particular with reference o ice relnforcemenﬁ,__.jofjj

. He wsg afraid that the way might thus be ‘opened for furtbew.f.j.f
Tdeouotlons,_whlch would make net tonoapo qu1te meanlngles '

"obettor t0 set uo two worklng grouosy one fom'gross tonnage ana

"'?Ithe other for net tonﬂege--o_o

The CHATREQN feared that would oe dlffocul+

e NAD INSKI (Exeou+1vo u@CfEbarj) seld dhat lf two _
-oworkong Eroups were set up,” only one of thom could be prov1ded

'"*oiwwth 51mul+onoous 1ﬂteror0uatlon' thu other would have to mcet

".o'further Tlme to that pOlﬂt

'ﬁ,'lthout 1ptmrproters, 1n the Borners ‘Street promleeg,:_

: Mr. PROHﬁSKA (Denmark) suggosted proccedlng forthw1+h to |
flset up a 81ng1e worklng group, composed of repvosentatlvos of L
_ Noxway, the Unlon of Sovied. SOOiallmt hepubllcs, the Unlted
-  K1nﬂdom and. the Unlted States.; Japan_mlgnt be: 1nv1ted_tobbe_.f
o represeated ir lt 50 de31red "'1 A e
_ | Mr. NC&IGLTA (Arﬁentlna) proposed that'Fﬁanco”also“should}_:ojfﬂnﬂ?
'_3be reprJSented e T T e
Iz Mr. GUPTA (Inola) con51defed thrt eVorJ oountrv should be .
“*fﬁElowed to send a rcoresantc tive 1f it so d631red B

R mh’) CHAIR ,AN wnfz,rmed that pvbry deleg‘Ptlon h”’d the rLght R
_o;to partlolpgte in' the worklng Eroup. e R .l"l_f .
__.' M, PROHASKA (Deﬂmark) maintained fhaﬁaonly a-v@rstmailggrbﬁpxg_j
o_vould be: dbl@ ~to do useful work. 5 R o ?.”f: :ooio.-.f___,
 Mr. MURRAT SMITH (UK) did not think that a ij;m‘ema ve
i.set to. the number of delcgqtqonq rcpfeSmnt 4 in a ‘Orkln group :f
“'xhose conciusions would be of gvcat importance to all oountrles._if5”
©He considered moreover that to be able to %tudv tho quegtion of '
_'o*net tonnoge, the working group. would: require more precige torms
 {30£ refercnce and thought that thf Oomm&tt e ought to dovotmjgﬁa



3;'morn;ng

' .;-181%. |

Mr GUETA (Indla) skared the view of th@ Uﬂltpﬂ Klnﬂdom _
'representatlve, ‘The: dlSCHSSlOP should: be tekan up aguln the ncxt

_ Mr DE JOWG (Netherlands) thought the Commlttee would be '
  uﬂab1e to make useful progress until the Working Group had
submitted its conclusiong. It would therefore be better for the
Working Group to meet the following morning, while the Committee
would begin consideration of Propesal €. The important thing
‘was to reach solutions that would be acceptable to all,
including +he Suez Canal and Panama Canal authorities.

- Mr. BORG {Sweden) agrced with the United Kingdom representative
~that the terms of reference given to the Working Group on the
gquestion of net tonnage were not SuffiClbﬁﬁly pr601se to enable

it to reach satisfactory conclusions. ‘

The CHAIRMAY proposed that the discussion should be

continued the following morning.

It wos so decided,

The meeting roge at 6 p.m.
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