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”:e]{fAGEND ITEM 3 ~ CONSTDERATION OF MATTZRS AS INSTRUCTED BY TEE

 CONFERUNCE (TH/CONF/WP. 35 TM/CON 6, ccrr,_lqrﬁjﬁggn»s
o Uand Add. 1 TM/CONW/9/Add 1; CoNE/C, 2/WP 5 e
o and Oorr._l WP.6, WP.8, WP. 9 (contlnued)

R The CHAIRWAN 1nV1ted the Commlttee 40 consider ‘the questﬁOn};e,ii:
,:of the terme of reference to be aeelgned to:the working group, 3~fjfdci
starting with those relatlng to the agreed formula for the SRRt

H'rfdcaldulatlen of gross tonnage, ile. GT caVeo o

i In conneX1on w1th the coeffLCLent ot in that formula, he

'”r:fwould recall that, in accordance with de0181one already taken bydi”'

:,ithe Conference, gross toanage would not be: subject tr change in f:.

 ded711ne with' changes in.displacement. . Secondly, he had been- = = o
'”.fglven to uncerstand that - there had been second thoughﬁs on thefed,q.';ﬁa

e:;part of some. delegetlons regardlng the @eClSlon taken the.g;"__ : :
 previous day to take no eccount of crew space. 1n the gross. SR

'd_itonnage formula,

| _ Nr. MURPHY (USA) explalned that the de01810n 1n questlon i
Cwas a metter of ‘concern %6 his delegatlon.._ Certalr con51derat10ns_ﬂfr5
.fundamental to +he develnplng of a valid. and workable tonnage
e:measurement gystem seemed to have been left out nf sccount. _ SR
 Under the deci#ion; ‘Shipowners desirous of providing addltroﬁal'*rff’“f
- amenities for: ‘the crew’ (advisable for attracting the right klnd j?d.,,ﬂj

‘"'Tfof eeaman) would be penalised by hlgher charges . throughout the
7 whole llfe of the Shlp._. Several: propoeals ‘had been made” to R
dﬁjcover the point, the major objection to 'which had been the
-fdlfflculty 1nherent in defining the epaces concerned.. That

_:dlfflculty would be 1arge1y avoided" by us;ng a formula PTOV1dlngg[f i
for'a simple deduction from gross tonnage for crew sPace_gjg,_- ph

"f:_'prOV1ded in excess of the standard Volume, and deflnlng crew:



S ;54 m 

_ ":space as . the actual volume nf sleeping, eatzng and recreatlon B
'f]rooms,_- “That was the solutlon his dylegatlon would prefer and o

“he would accordlngly mnve that the Committée regonsider the

. decisirn with a view to discussion of the new proposal.

The CHAIRMAN said that, under rule 26 of the rules of
procedure, permission to spea& would be accorded to one speaker
supporting the motion and two opposing it, after which -the
motion would be put immediately to the vote.

. Mr. GUPTA (India) strongly supported the motion, since the
new proposal would help to minimise the special problem of crew
accommodaticn for ships plying in Ezstern waters,

Mr., 20CQUEMONT (France) opposed the motion on two grounds:
that the arguments adduced by the United States had been
thoroughly canvassed in the previous discussion, and that time
was short for completion of the work. '

Mr. BOLTON (UK) also opposed the motion. It should be
left to other bodies to deal with problems sxtraneous to
tonnage measurement '

The moticn was reaected bv 17 vetes to 12,

_ -The CHAIRMAN outlined the terms of refereﬁce for the

- working group respecting gross tonnage measurement, as emerging
from the decisions already taken. The coefficient "a" would
be constant or variable but if variable should be the function
of volume only and not of displacement, draught or freeboard.

_ Mr. PROHASKA {Denmark) pointed out that nc decision had
been taken on the question of freeboard, and asked for an

. opportunity to be given him to introduce the working paper

coming out in his delegation's name (TM/CONF/C.2/WP.10) as soon

a8 it was available.
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_ __"' The OHAIRMAN remlnded the Danlsh representatlve that

”_eacccrdance W1th Rule 23 of the rules nf procedu“e, d&bCHSSlﬂn _
L ef hlS delegateon s papeL could nnt take place untll the next
'”“]_day. ' i S '

'ufe;was meant to he)p the worklng group in con81der1ng other:
'parameters, in llne with Conference de01810ns, on which the

Mr. PROHASKA (Denmark) explalned that the paper in question ,f;[fl”

3Fnon—constaﬁt coefflclent "a" would depend o After recapltulatlngff,ffff

 : eh1s arguments on penallslﬁg safety, he askee that the paper: be f
"e1coneldered at the earliest pﬂSSlble moment and, in the: meantlme,'“”
_5that 1t be passed” to the WOrklng group for 1ts 1nformat10n.;‘ S

_ Mr.-PRIVALON (USSR) sald that hlS delegatlon shared the
ejchalrman 5. concern about “the elnw progress in the.work and would
_.call for more etrlct appllcatlnn of the rules: of procedure..,¢5j

' ”_lhe prOV181on on gross’ tonnage measurement was nnt de81gned-7ﬁ S

 to be - a’ critérion for the’ 1evy1ng of port dues,_so that the
f; introduction intn the formula of a- funotlon of dlsplacement
:':ﬁ-idraught ar freeboerd would nnt serve the 1ntended purpnse and
llﬂmlght 1ndeed “conflict with" that purpose EY: enun01ated eventually

by the General Cemmlttee in accordance with the instructions given.;__ﬁﬂﬁ

Ib':at the second Plenary meeting. Morenver, safety mattérs from

. the nav1gatlona1 standpnlnt were the concern of the Internatlonalie;_;e:;

'r;L@ad Line Convertlon.:-

B In the 01rcumetancee, he Wnuld propﬂse that the worklng .
'_'group be - aeked to study and report on the factnr, constant or i

_ T?Varlable, to be used for the. coefflclent Mal in- the formula,; f'”f"”ee-f
- which ‘would produce flgures a8 near as possible to existing gross .. .
' tonnages. ~ In doing 8o, ftlere was no need *¢ take into account } 53"5¥=

._e7'draught dlSplacement vessel tVﬂe or'ﬁn; other *efi~eter the n
tha*t of total VOlume._ G e .

Ll i_._i"'@M/_cci@/d;é/_eﬁ.'-'_9_'_*?__.;.? :




o The OHAIR&AN nrnoosed to Dut to the vote the folan1ng terms
pof referenoe for the Working Group respecﬁlng gross tonmage '
-~ measurement: to study the formula GT = av with a view tn

' ~;arriVLnr at. a value,_conetant or varlable,.?er Lhe ‘enef flClent "a";

if variable, - the Yalue shotld be the’ functlon of total moulded -

"'f Ve1ﬁme*bf'sh1p, but not of.dlsylaoement, draught or freeboard.

~Mr., PROHASKA (Denmark) speaking on a p01nt of order, said
"that the terms of reference, as thus coneelved would fail in
the object of arriving at a formula that would rroduce figures
as close as {negsible to existing gress'tonnages. In particular,

. ships operated permanently as open shelter*deokere would be

heavily penalized in gross tnnhage, to avcld that consequence,
~a.corrective factor would have to be 1ntrﬁduced.

“Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France), alsn speaking.on a point of order,
peinted out. that the suggestion juet‘made Was‘in contradiction
- with the-decisions already taken and was the“eforeout of order, .
even for consideration by the Worklng Group.

- Ihe terms of reference outlined by the Chairman were
approved by 27 votes to 7. '

" The CHATRMAN recalled the tentatlve agreement that, in the.
case of net tonnage meaeurement ~the Working: Group ehould be
‘fasked to etudy the follnw1ng alternatlve formulae:

' N ﬁ'alv o
o
NT &V + a'
= 8 - .
1 oF
op

=2
3
i

a"v; a"P-_ a;we-

wzth mlnlmum NT = (a 7+ a P)K

Where V digsplacement at the assigned summer 1oad 11ne:"

P = volume of passenger spaces or function of number of
passengers

WB = volume of water-ballast spaces

“-fal’ 2, and az = coefféglents which mlght be constant or
: - variable . _

' ”3-7K1é a constent
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_ A 1ast-m1nute prooosal had beeﬂ made %haﬁ the effect of
__--plnCTeased welght due toice strengbhenlng constructlon should
 '-.a1so be taken 1nto account in the formula., - He proposed '

'outtlng that issue o the vote 1mmedlately,__-  ;-.1a”-g_:pjfj:ff7  mf7

The progpsal was: re3€cted by 20 votes to 4.;. :¢.fa£'

The GHATRLAN asked whether there was any obaectlon to the-f' 7” :

f tentat1ve terms of refﬂrence as’ %hey now stond

Mr. KLEINBLOES&M (Netherlanas) salé that follmw;ng the.  ?qJ,“¢,,

"i; TComm1ttee s de0151on that ‘the new parameter to be 1ntrnduoed S
'"ffunder the nld name- of "net" was- tn be baged. on dlsplacement he} f

Cfelt it was. Oﬁly fair to submit his comments as a member of" thef_fL-ffi
':ﬁfNetherlands delegatlon representlﬂg both ‘his dlrect employer,'fffffﬁ"'

the Rotterdam Ponl Management and all the Netherlands pcrtsf,*f'”
“lncludlng Amsterdam.f He was sure thaﬁ his views would be shareﬁ

by many other port authorltles in countrles both Ain and outsmde “;fi

._'Eurspe.g__'

There were at present many due collectlng authorltles 5ﬁf ;}{E“&fﬁ

' throughGutthfawor1d whose rates. were- of léss 1mpnrtance to- th°3"

f”fjshlpplng industry than the charges . of private concerns such asﬁfjf_;_ff

 '-stevedor1ng cempanles.‘ Port authinrities werse’ ammng the few, whn

_5f st111 Aseéd the nzesent gross or net. tnnnage flgures as3_7“' i Ll

’*“.fparameters for their rates. There was, .nowever, a strong moveﬂ;ff
“'away from both flgures, due’ to- the ex1stence of many dlfferentf”

'f.]”SYStems of measurlnﬂ shiy ~g, and also to the fact that there ;;{;' Sl
'75_were 89 many dlstowtlons., For example a dlsbursement aCCountTi §fif"

__'at the port of Rotterdam would contaln some 20 different I
'f_lt@ms,_such as state pilotage, harbour 91¢ﬂtage, tow1ng,.3.f*§f”
'f harbour dues and agency fees, of which only two were

;gaased on gross or net reglster 1temu.- { For thcae

S TM/CONF/C .2/SR.9 L




"ftwu ltems, the agency fee, whlch WGS a prlvate charge aﬁd

' the ‘harbour due which was & municipal tax, the: tomnave fzgures-
__  were only " one- of several parameters uged to ascertain how much
'“fthe ship would have to pay.

As far as he could recall-in 23. years' exper$ence in the
onrt 1ndu8ury, pnrt authorities had never been haopy W1th the
state of affairs, and particularly. the convertlole open or
clﬂsed shelter-deck system which they nad accepted only
reluctaatly.' As long asg certlfjcafes could be changed and
“tonnage openings could be closed or opened, there was little
 the port authnrities could do. But since INMCO's intreduction
' of the dual tonnage mark system, port authorities had been
compelled to act,  The Conference in Plenary Session had
 decidéd'to abnlish that sys%em.' While he welcomed the decisien,
it should be realized that by intrnducing that scheme INCO had
triggered off a new development amonz port authorities, who had
been foreed to find new ways and mesns of countering the scheme,
Their suecess had'madé them reconsider the fundamentals of port
pricing policies, and they were walting to see whether the
Conference would nroduce any useful results for them, if not,
“they- would have to rely on other data than the tonnage certificate,

The discussion of the second parameter at the previous
‘méeting had turned in the direcition of re-intreducing in the
formula a number of plus ~r minus items, such as passenger
SQades and water ballast, and efforts were once more being
‘made tn npen the door to every possible kind of deduction ar

- exemption, as for example, ice strengthening. Rotterdam

. mN/CONE/C.2/SR.9



had been neln“ £Toss tonneﬂe for harbour dves ;or 1onger

:-*_tnan he coula nemembe : Those port and other duee CO‘lectlng .
:autherztles and prlvate companles whncb based the:r service ,;“}#V*”' e

e’charges Annet tonnage would never use the new net flgures, s
'__they would change over o groes,'regardless of any recommendatlon

'“fgthat IMCO mlght make.- If an ef?oru was made. to 1ntroduce the_;r;_"”“”:”

' nopen shelter~deck conoept as well 1nto ‘the gross. elgure, he was.fe°

. gure that “that pawameter, too, would be abandoned for the

1L'purpose nf collectlng dues and other charges.--'

" The. anm of this Confenence was to find a eystem fnr

f]:_measurlng shits that could be ap )11ed by all the countrles

Cof the world whether or not they were big shlpplng natlone at;ff'

'?1fthe present tlme. There was a. further alj,_namely to find a SRt
" system nhat would be readily and Wldely acceptable for as many. ;fV'"f”""”

"purposee as- p0831b1e, due- collectlon belng only" orie of them L
a system whloh by its nature would induce port and. ‘other dne-"
:collectors to return to tonnage certlflcates. Such a system fr

e,would have. to prnduce parameters and shnw them | on a certlflcatefffﬁ'777““

in' such a waj uhat for each particular purpose ‘all partles

';;concerned could find - the items they needed in the document.ZQ_:ffl“'"ﬁ""”

.'-_.He emphas1zed therefore,,what the Netherlands repreeentatlvéner.--

LAhad sald on’.a number of. occas1ons" the certlfloate should
oat 1east show tntal volume,‘total dlsplacement tetal
“nnipassenger soece and total water ballast BEES

- TN/COFF/C.2/SR.9



- . 3_0"_“_

. Mr. ROCQULMONT (France) maintained thet, as for gross =
. tonnage, the Working Group should be given a precise mandate
" on the matter of the net tonrage formula. - To include considera- .
: Ction of the coefficients aps @z, by and bj would be tantamount |
 §to conecluding that the Committee had decided to introduce terms
" for passenger space or number of passengers and for water ballast
while it had, in fact, so far made no such decision. He
obgerved that the six French autonomous ports sgreed with the
:represeﬁtative of the Netherlands Port Authorities that a .
tonnage formula should not be liable to divergent interpretations;?a7
water ballast was, however, notoriously difficult to define
and corrective meazsurements to allow for passengers only tended
- to complicate the issue. He therefore urged the Commitiee to
close the debate by taking a distinet decision on the net
tonnage formula. '

Mr. FILIPTOVICE (U:8R) agreed with the French delegation
that the Working Grour should receive definite instructions;
unfortunately, however, such concepts as the displacement in
the net tonnage formulae had, by no means, so Tar been clarified.
It had been stated that displacement was to be taken to the
~gsummer load line, but that was not a clear-cut value since it
could depend on several parameters unconnected with the size
of the ship or on various sets of regulations, or, yet again,
could be chosen by shipowners at their own discretion up to a
set limiting value. Furthermore, the matters of defining water
ballast and of making allowances for small ships had so far been
left open. If the Vorking Group were to be expected to submit

. concrete proposals all parameters had first to be carefully
. defined.

i Ti/CONF/C.2/5R.9 _-



_ 'The” dfiﬁr Ny recapltulatea that tt bad been agreed to
jedeflne aesplacenent st the maximum dleplacement a eblp could _
‘have: on’ summer freeboqrd°' 1f “for scantjlng reasons; the Shlp

1ffdld not Tave full dravght in accordance with the Load Line P
_.:”Conventlon, then alsplecememt would bé related to the seantilﬂgft;e7*fé
- dravghtis “For a ship without a load Tline, & valie of 85 per’

. cent of the depth nad been suggested ‘but no final’ de01s1on had'e?f{“t”
. been reached. = Far DASSenger ships the dleptacement should be ;;'75*”*

o taken %o the deepest subdivision load line..  Some’ formula

had to be adopted which would ensure that the figures lleted tej¥':* E

fi'eln the tonnage eertlfleate would not ohange frequently. L

The deflnlthH of water ballast to date was 1ese elearop:_;-%a»

_"one p0881b111ty was. to take water. ballast to mean the volumegte
Cof all those spaces whlch were deflned as  such acoordlng to !

ftUnlted States regulatlons for exemption from both gross . and netftf"ﬁ
'~ﬂtonﬁage and wnleh the Conference had decided to exempt 1n the

rft]net tonnage messurement only. ‘It had &lso been suggested thet_igf':fﬂ

Lo elop tanks ehould ‘be ooneloered as water ballast: tanke.ﬁ_:f~

__' Thlrdly, tﬂe coefflclent before the dlsplaoement term 1n
| fthe_formulae nad to be such as to take into account the size

tébf the ship, . Eut'no agreement had g0 fer been reaehed on whlch 331 

'”:partleular functlon t0 adopt.

r. ROCQUEIONT (TraﬂCE) felt.uhat the Comni ttee wag undulytthwfff

_--compllcatlne the isggue. - In the case of mest ehlps,_the load
. line: was ehanged only 1mfrequently and 50 dig plaoememt could

| 'fbe 51m01y deflﬁed as dlsplaeement up to the summer 1oad 11ne tﬁ"lf’*;?

_ seigned to a partlcular Shlp by ‘virtue of the freeboard
o allocated to it by the - tonnage measurement authorltlee after
}-dlscu351on W1th the shlpowners._'i@egs_ T

L T/CONF/G.2/5R.G .



- _12'_*'

L UMy, MUENCH (Israel) recslled that the treatment of water—

- ballagt spaces was one of the main differences between the

United Kingdom and United States tonnage measurement systems.

'ff”He-had understood that it was agreed in the Sub-Committee on
- Tonnage Measurement that if water ballast was to be included

in gross tonnage, it should at least be exempted from the net
tonnage formulia. However, as net tonnage was to be based on
~displecenent he felt that this was already taken into account.

Mr, CHRISTIANSDN (Norway) maintained that net tonnage
should be iIn terms of volume.

Mr., DE JONG (Netherlands) observed that in effect it was
unimportent whether displacement were calculated on a volume
or a welight basis but that for practical reascns it was easier
to calculate it as a velume, without having to take into
consideration the specific gravity of water. His delegation
favoured the idea of inserting water-ballast spaces as an
extra figure in the tonnage certificate so that it would be
easy for ports to apply water ballast exemotions if they so
wished. | ' o

Mr. GUPTA (India) pointed out, firstly, that in the case
of an ordinary ship floating at its summer load line the
water~ballast spaces in both the double bottoms and the wing
tanks_Would be eunpty, so that any allowances then mede for
water-ballast spaces would mean deductihg a quahﬁity which had
never been included. Secondly, if Archimedes' principle of
displacsient being proportional to weight were to be used, the
water-ballast spaces would be irrelevant anyway.

- The CHAIRMAN noted that, for instance, an oil tanker with
large water-bsllast spaces would be greatly affected by the
exemption or non-exemption of those spaces in the net tonnage.
Tormula,

S IM/CONE/CL/SRL9



Mr PROSSER (UK) cantioned that the Committee was atiavery

| d?ffloult etage in 1te dellberatLene;f It should, flretly, take
scare o engure that it dld not adopt a- flnal gross tonnage

| _uformula baeed on volume wnlch qlthough acoenteble.uo B magolltym___:;,,
. of countrics wae yet unqeoeptable to that mlnorlty of eountrles_.; -
-havlng a maaorlty of shlpe,_and secondly,.ehould rcfraln from {Qsie_,_,

| ”restrlctlng the torms of reforence of the Working Group tgo |

eclosely on the subgect of a net tonnage fermula Whlle the -

.'iUnlted Klngdom delegetlon, ltself favoured the volume coneept for

1-f.as well.

fdlsplacement it nevertheless preferred that thp WOrklng Group
 uhou1d be free to examlne solutlone based on all oth B conoepts o

:Klngdom repreeentftlve ER cemments. At the preeent guncture the ;

Mr. BONN (Ganada) Sald that he fullv supported the Unlted et

.”fCommzttee shand be. eareful to view all possible: parameters to be"”fi7 

"“a'con51dered in’ arr1v1ng at net tonnage. S

'f Mr' WIE (Norway) seld thet his delegatlon eaﬁred the conee rnftf;.

QVeXpressed by the: United: Klngdom represent tives  He wae dlsturbedfni”igf

'fat the Committeec's slow progress. . The:divergence of opinion. e
was ehown by the fact that lb ‘had - guet taker & vote on the terme_f

e of reference of the dorklnw Group: whzch reversed thu deols¢on'g
']taken at the prevzoue meetlng.u_ e : : : L

It had been p01nted out thet there wero two trends of

-Tfoplnlon, ‘one. backed by the magority of members of ‘the Commlttee,.”- '
U the other eupported By countrles representlng the magorlty of e
':e_eXLStlng merchant fleets.' Whe_Confereaee was not a contest between
f_,twoﬂtéams.; One side might win. the first round out both: nght SR

lose in the second. It would be regrettable 1f the Oonferenee.iﬂfi'f;,ﬂ

| fproduced reeu“ts that were not accepted by the maﬁerltj of - _
“countries And. of cx1et1ng uhlpplng lnteres?s.- A ﬂonventlon that

"'mlghtznever be ratified, or only ratified after 20 years, would

E_;be-ueeleés.- Unlese ‘the Oommlttee could produce a solutlon

TM/CONF/C Q/SR 9



that was acce@table to the Plenary Mectlng 1t would have achleved_g o

’  noth1ng.

“he CHAIRMAN apﬁeeﬂed to representatlves £0 take heeé ‘of the

”.C'Norweglan reprbsentatlve & comments in thé interests of the .

7 ”Comm1ttee s work and the success of the Conference.

_ Mr. HABACHI (Observer, Suexm Canal Authorlty) spbaklng at
the invitation of the Chﬁlrmaﬁ, said that it was essential to
define the meanlng_anq the,looatlon of water hallast. Bona fide
“'water ballast had been mentioned in the diséussions? but its
meaning was far from clear. For example; for a supertanker
'mov1ng through the Suez Canal 20 000 tons of water ballast would
be two thirds of the ship's volume, which was not reasonable.

The Netherlands representative had made an interesting suggestion
that an additional page should be incOrpbrated in'the'certifibate
indicating all spaces not included in the tonnage, and each |
authority could use it to suit its own purposzs. | B

‘Mr, MURPHY (USA), replying to a question by the

representative of Israel, said that his delegation cortalnly

- considered that the question of water ballast was still a
~problem and would have to be considered. The Committee was
dealing chiefly with ships of the orc-carrying type, with Leavy
and inexpensive cargoes:; the water ballest guestion was at

- present incorporated in most existing systems by provision
enabling such ships to compeve in present-day world economies.

- . The ports representative in the Netherlands delegaticn had made

an interesting point, but it raised the question of what the
Conference was trying to do. As he understcod it, the aim was
- to simplify and unify the tonnage measurement rules and

. PM/CONF/C.2/SR.O



'-ﬁellmlnaﬁe aﬂy faetors detrlmenta“ +o safety. _iho Cufféﬁfh"

_ _“u?economles of 1ndu5ury were irrelevant, The ‘ports. authﬂrltles
'fiTshould be: concerned. 1est any chﬂnges made it uneconomic for

"_f;“shlps to use their norts and resulted in goods being traﬁsported f; ;f;}
"]by other means. ¢hﬂ ‘aim - should be to remain as close as’ p0881b165¢;n?;{

i'f,to existing gross. and net tonnﬁges,- Ports . uthorltles could

:adaust thc1r r4tps s0 a8 to obtain the funds they n“eded-: but
CIMCO must wbtqln oqultqblﬂlty between eX19t1ng types of. Shlp

o without affectlng the existing economic situation. He strongly :'? ﬁ:' 

'supported the suggostloﬂ that all the pa rameters menticned as

S affectlnv the situation should be con51der d by the - Working Group,

_ wh1ch ‘should be 1nstructed to seek solutlons as near as posszble
too eXIStlng ones._ He agree& with tho Norwegian rbnrﬂsentptlve s

_f that if a satluf30uory solution were not found the. Coaforence L
~ would have failed in its task and the repercusszons would be'g_i“?“ﬁ'”'

'“serlous.

M, DE Jova (Notherlands) said that Te dld not sh '%hé"'

'Unlted States representqtlve g concern over the pOSSlblllty of B e

fshlps belng prevented from: us;ng ports by unduly high charges. 3t

-~ The Netherlands shipowners saw no- dangers in Propnqml ¢ bccause: f}°f3*x
~they did not cxXpect their ports %uthOrltlLS “to be: unrﬁﬂsonable'fntﬁ“

 whatever the Sys uGI"l, ratcw would have to be admsted without

'_1be1ng dlsqdvantegeou% B shlps.- He saw: no- reason why the']fﬁﬂl T.
'-fComm1 tge should not approve Propaeal O as - 1t stood.
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Th any oqse, the time had: come for s decision. The: Oommittee'

H3 cou1d contlnue to seek >, solution close %o the systen umder

t-Proposal C - total volure plus displacement = in-the knowledge
that the majority of countries. and ports avuthoritics would "

" _agree, but that the owners of the major part of the world merohant

 :ffleets would not. That would be tzking a chance. Alternatively,
it could adjust tonnage go that the open shelter-deck concept
- was maintained for gross tonnage, with reduction of waters

  _ ballast spaces for net tonnage.

There was also an intermediate method, Acceptance of
Pféposal C would entail =a transition'period of between 10 and 15
years:; but there was nothing against immediate acceptance of
a unified systewm close to the existing system and keeping the
“open shelter-deck concept for gross tonnage and the deduction
. of water-ballast spaces for net tonnage, =2nd applying it for
all new ships during the transition period, while allowing
exlsting ships to keep their ftonnage. After 15 years a decisicn
could be made on whether or not to change to total volume and
-dlsplacezent only. '

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (liorway) said that the Netherlends
reprasentﬂtlve was out of order in speaking of certification
and of Preoposal C when the Counmittee was dlscuSSLHg parameters

for gross and net tomnqgu.

Hié‘delegation fully gupported the views of the United
States representative. '
The CHAIRMLN aprealed to representatives to confine thelr

comments to the guestion whether the working group should
be free to discuss three paraneters for the net tonnage formula

3'__or'only two, In the former cnse, he suggested that the working

'group_should divide into three groups, but under the sanme.
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*.wChalrman, sach %o dlscuss one of the pqrﬁﬂ@tmrs for net tonnage, jf'

'llgq coefflclent plus dlsplacement coeff:c*ent plus ‘displa cenent ;:[?;

©and with or without' passenger spacc°71 oaffl01ent plusﬁ;jjf~ﬂﬁf

|  ;d1sp1acement WLﬁh or without passenger %pacc,_.a coefflclent

_'*plus dlsplacement w1th or w&thout pqsaeﬁger snacL and. mlnus
quter ballnst T AR R

s He suggcstcd that the wcrklng group should be composed of
‘ the follow1ng countriss: Denmark, France,: Fedcrml Republlc e

':fof Germany, Italy, Jepan, Ne%herlands,,Norway,_Spaln,.Swedeﬁ,*'f  f_ H_
USSR, UK and USA,band-thatrthe;Uhairmaﬁ should be Mr. Ericsson = =

;(chden)

Iﬁ Was 50 agreed

SRR The CHﬁIRMAN 1nv1ted n@mb TS of the Conmltuee to Conolder  .J"i':
_gwhlch ofzthe regulations in Proposal C (TM/CONF/6) should be .o
discussed by the Committee. He suggested ‘thet the Committee -

‘should diSCuss'regul9tionS 1,2 'nd 2 after the worklné group hgd f;fff

5complcted its task, but that the Cormittee’ should congider

'3 regu1nt1ons 4 (the problem of Frequent chwnges in tonnage), 5,._ g5  t 
'_6(2) (open and closed Sbaces), 7(1) mnd.( ) (leaving open_thex o
'[“problem of welght or volume) and 8. SRR

I was so qgroed._._

: The SEGRET&RY referrlng o Artlcln 4(1)(b) on nIe 14
3 0£ Provosal ‘C, pointcd out thnt the Gencr- 1.Co"m1ttco_hnd:_ '_
ssked the Comnittee to decide on the overnll 1cnwth'1i~it;"
e present 15 netres, and also on deflnltlon of OVGrall

”i,.length for inciusion in 4rticle. 2.__;

e The. CHMIRMHN secelled that it had been suwgeoted that the
S definition of overall 1en0th in th@ Internqtlonal Load Llne

.'].Conventlon should be used
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L Mr. ?ROHuSKA \DeQWﬁrk) Frew qttentlon to the follow;ng _ S
' f,ffﬁcorrectlons in the formula for gross tonna ge (TN/CO SC.2 WP, 10)  :,fo3f
_”fffln the first paragrqph the penultinate word in the Fourth' line :" |
”  Lshou1d bé Vrefrigerated" and the eighth word in the eighth line
~ ghould be "judged"; in the last paragravh on page 2 the |
”;=penu1timate word in the second line should be "assigned"; ﬁnd in
- the first paragraph on page 3 ﬁhe.word "these" should be 1nserted

. . before the word "ships".

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m,




