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" AGENDA ITEM 4 - EXAMINATION' CF. THE .TEXT OF REGULATIONS AS
WELL AS RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESGLUTIONS
PREPARED BY THE TECHNICAL COMMITTER -
(TM/CONF/C.3/4) (concluded)

Regulation 5

Para&raphs (1) and (2)

Approved w1thout 0omment°

Paragraph (3).

Mr. MADIGAN (UK) sgaid his delegation considered the
procedure outlineéd in paragreph (3) (to which the Drafting
Committee had drawn attention on page 1 of -its report), to be
excessively cumbersome, In their view, it would be more

.satisfactory %o omit the provision for: the issue of sn'
"intermediate" Certificate so that there would be no'ohange of
certificate until the expiry of the twelve-month period, when
a new Certificate would be issued bearing the aotual_gross and
net tonnages. The United Kingdom delegetion therefore proposed
the deletion of the words "a new Internatlonal Tonnage
‘Certlflcatc (1969) shall be issued, birt the valie of the net
tonnage shown in that Certlflcate sha71 be 1dent10 1 w1th that
shown in the previous Certlfloate"'ln llnee 8 - 11 of paragrapb (3),
and thelr eplacemen+ hy a new sentence readlng as fOllOWS’

"The net tonnago so determlned shall not be 1ncorporated in a
new Internztional Tonnage Certificate (1969) for that ship
until twelve months ,..".. The word. "previous" in line 12 of
the same paragfeph would then be replaced by the word "current".

Mr. GUPTA (India) and Mr. GLUKHOV (USSR) supported that
proposal. .

Mr._MADIGAN (UK), replylng to Mr, ERIKSSON (Sweden) said
- that the proposed amendment would apply only to net tonnage°
‘A new Certlfloote would have o be 1ssued if the Eross tonnage
was altered, S ' ‘
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Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) enquired what Certificete the ship
would carfv durlng the interinm pbrlOd under the United Klngdom
roposal - _the 0ld- or the new.

Mr., MADIGAN (UK) explalned that under hlS delegation's
propesal, the original Certificate would contlnue in foree until
the expiry of the twelve-month perlod S It was true that during
that period the characteristics shown on page 2 of the
Certificate would not corraspond exactly wlth the net tennage ‘
indicated on page 1, but the same objectioncould. be raised (;f =
in regard to-the 1ntermed11te Certificate proposed in the :
original doccument:. . S

Mr. MUENCH (Israel) suggested that the 1ntentlon of the
United Klngdom pronosal could be made clearer by modlfylng the
amendment $0 read: YA new Internatlonql Tonnage Certlflcbte (1969)
incorporating the net tonnage s0 determlned shall not be 1ssued
'untll twelve months .;{". '

‘ ) Mr ROCQUEMOWT (France) %greed that the wordlng pr0posed by

the representatlve of Israel made the. proposal-clean. .
hevertheless, the French delegatlen considered that dlfflcultles .
Amlght arise durlng tnﬂ 1nter1m pericd,.. Ta obviate those . .. _
dlfflcultles, it would be wise to- prov1de a- space an; the - - {\)
orlglnal Certlflcate 1n which the Administration. could indicate
that the chwraoterlstlcs of ; the shlp had been modified. .-

Mr. MADIGAW. (UK) pointed out that theére wes already a
space for remarks on page 2 of ‘thée- draft Gertificaté; =
-Administrations -could ‘use.that spdce’in the way" Suégeqted by

Mr. Rocquemont.y : e .

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) strongly supported the’
United ﬁlngdom proposal, as amended. by - the . representatlve of
Isra el pwrtlcularlj in view of. the provisions of - Article 12(3),
Wthh stqtcd that any dlscrepqncy between the Gertificate and
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the actual characteristics of the ship must be reborted‘”v'

Mr. MADIGAN (UF) gaid he cculd accept the amendmcnt to
hls dmlegatlon S proposul suggested by the representatlve of
Israel,

The United Kingdom .proposal, as amended, was adopted.

1'Mr; ROGQUEMONT'(Fance) suggest d that lines 3 to § of
paragraph (3) were superfluous, in view of the fact that
draught (&) was already included in the characteristics of the
ghip mentioned in line 1.: ' ’ |

Mr, MURRAY SMITH (UXK) said it appeared at flrst glance that

”thelFrencﬂ proposal might permit a passenger ship to change its
‘draught frequently without incurring- thé time penalty. If that

was the case, the Unifted Kingdom delegation would oppose the
suggestlon.,“

Mr. PROHASKA (Denmark) considered that the apprehen31ons
expressed by Mr.-Murray Smith were unjustified. :The Danish.
delegation supported the French proposal.

Mr, L. SPINELLI (Italy), Chairman of the Technical Committee,
said that the Technical Commitiee had thought. it advisable
to underllne .the p01nt concerning a change of trade in the case

”bf passenger sh1ps. He could see 1o objectlon to the -

retention of the phrase in questlon - LT

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) withdrew his proposal.

Paragraph (3), as amended was approved.

Regulation 5, as g wholéfand as amended, Was”épproved.
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Regulationm6:

Paragraph (1)

" Mr. PROHASKA (De
that the volume cf a wo

s 6 e

nmark) said he éénsiacred'it"iilogical
oden ship sheculd be ce loulatel to the

outer surface .0f the Shell whe gags the vglume cf a metal ship

was to ‘be calculated to
whether that prov131cn

the 1nner 81de of the shell. .Heé wondered
had not 1n fact been intended to apply

at a time when dlsplqcement wus env1saged as the criterion - - o

“for net tonnage

Mr. L. SPINELLI
suggesteﬂ thut the para
‘measurernent of ‘cargo sp
" the cqse of wooden shlp

(Italy), Chairman of the Technical Committee,
graph should be amended .to -allow for. the
ace to the inner surface of the ship in

S.

Mr. MURRAY SMITH (UK) agreed with the previous ‘speaker.

Mr, ERIESSON (Sweden) said it 'was his impreSsion&%hat

the Technlcal Committee.
be used in the cage cf,
total volume.

The CH&IRMAN eng
recon51der the . substanc

It was deciged

‘had agreed that moulded volumc shculd
cargo-space-as well-as in the case of

uired whether the Commlttee w1shed to i
g. of the- parwgraph : S o (_/

without change.

Paragraphs (2) and

, By a large magorlty, to apnrove paragrgph (1)

(3)

Lpproved without.

comment. -

. Regulation.f. was.

approved

Regulation 7

Approved without
Appendix 1

Approved withcut

comment,

comment.
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Appendix 2

Mz, ROCQUBMONT (France) pointed out that in the French
ve“sion, the ae01ma1 p01nt should be replaced by a comma - throughout,.

The CHAIRMAN said that that would be done, -

Appendix 2 was approved, as modified in ‘the French version.

Annex II (Draft Tonnage Certlflcate)

) Mr. MuDIGAN (UK), Chairman of +the Draftlng Gommlttee, drew
attention to the note on ; page 2 of TM/CONF/C,3/4. He explained that

the Drafting Committee had been unable 9 find'any dogent reason

for requifing the insertion 'of the date on which thé keel had

been laid or on which alterations had been carried out. '

Mr. L. SPINELLI (Italy), Chairman of the'Techﬂical'Committee,
gsaid that a majority of the members of the working group which had
prepared the draft Certificate had been in favour of 1nc1ud1ng
2 gpace for the insertion of that date.. a

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) considered that %he'Dfafﬁing‘-

. Committee was not empowered to make a substantive chéhge of that

nature, T ‘

- Mhe CHATRMAN said he ‘pérsonally sgreed with the previbus 

speaker, ' R
‘Mr,.MADIGAN (UK), Chairman’ of the Drafting Committee, said

that, as it appeared to be the view of the General Committee

that a matter of substance was 1nvolved he would pr0pose the
restoratlon of the date "box"

”It was: S0 deCLded,

Mr. BACHE (Denmark) proposed that some méans-shdﬁld be
found of indicating-that page 2 also formed.part. of the document.
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Mr, GUPTA (India), supporting the proposal, suggested that a
note in brackets- should be 1nserted on ‘page 1, after. ‘the headlngs
"GROSS TONNAGE" and "NET TOFNAGEY, to the effect. that detalls would
’he found on the following page.~"

Mr. OMAR (Unlted Aral Reépublic) ‘pointed out that page 2 did
not contaln the full 1nformatlon requlred for ealoulatlng gross
‘end net tonnage: the Technlcal Commlttee nad- decided that the B
'100at10n, but not the volume, of the spaces -should be 1nd10eted.L¥j L

St

_ Mr NIGHOLSON (Australla) said that he would prefer the form
to be 1eft as 1t was.,. Australle, for instance, might want to
 print the whole certificate on one s;de of the page.

. Mz, MLLEWSKI (Poland) agreed wmth the Austrullan'
_representative.1 . _

. During a dlscu831on in"which: a: number of suggestlons wére
mode, Mr. DARAM (France) said that a reference to page 2 ‘was.
.needed on rage 1 because 81gn%ture of the certiflcaue irivolved
responelbillty ‘for the 1nformat10n contalned 1n the certificate,
. Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) said that the oertlfleate wae e
merely a’ medel  its preeentatlon was a matter for thé countries f\)th
using it. B - ~

The CHATIRMAN put to the vote the proposal to 1nsert on page 1
a referenoe to - page 2

The proposal was rejected by 15 votes to 8.

Mr, HINZ {Pederal Republic of Germany) questioned the need
for two signatures on the certificate. The second signature
seemed meaningless.. ' '

- The CHAIRMAN explained +that the certificate had been
prepared on the model of the International Load Line Certificate
(page 128 of the 1966 Load Line Convention).
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Mr, DARAM (Pronce) agreed with the rebrescntative of the-:
Federal Republic.of. Germeny, and proposed the deletion of the
lasﬁ three lines on page l..

Mr. WIE. (Norway) pointed out that there would nocf
necesgarily be two signatures, in view of the words: "“and/or
(seal of issuing authority)" under the space for the first.
signature.

Mr, OVERGAAUW- (Netherlands) =snd Mr, DARAM-(France) concurred.

Mr GUPTA (India) suggested that the second s1gnature should
be retalned, with a sultable ncte to prov1de for the case of
* SLgnqture by an OfflClal of a government other than the one
,named. “ ' |

Mr. NICHOLSON (Ausural a) thought that that might give
.rise to legal problems at a laver stage.

The CHAIRMAN ° asked whether, in view of the comment by the
Norwegian representative, the Committee accepted Annex IIL, with
the~qmendments-agreed-uPon earlier, ' ‘

It was so0 de01ded

' Annex II Was_ unbroved as'umended

Regulatlon 4 -

Mr. PROHASKA {Denmark). preposed the following amendments
to paragraph (1): the semicolon at the end of the first sentence
should be replaced by a comma; the next phrase should be amended
to read: "in which formula'; and the first word bn.pagg 9 should
be replaced by the words: "and in whlch"

Mr, L. SPINELLI (Itwly), Chalrman of the Tecnnlcal Commlttee,
and Mr. MUBNCH (Israel) supported the amendments.

Regulation 4, thus amended, was approved.
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Regulation 8: Renalties (page 2 of TM/CONF/C.3/4)

The CHAIRMAN invited the Chairman of the Drafting Committee
to state the position taken up by thet Committee with regard to
Regulation 8, concerning the. penalties that might possibly be
provided for in the. event of.cargoes being discovered in non-open
spaces. | | . |

Mr., GLUKHOV (USSR), speaking in his capacity as Vice-Chairman B
-of the Drafting Committes, said that,. in view of the ‘ ™ i;j
Technical Commlttee 8 feelﬂng that a provisicn on the lines of -
Regulation 8 should be 1nc]uded in thc'urtlcles rather than in

the Regulatlons, the Druitlng Commlttae hud not wished to prejudge

the decision of the Gerieral Committee, The Draftlng Committes’s

own view was that no such clause should be included either in the
Regulationsg or in “the' Articlés, on ‘the ground that it might give

rise to practical difficulties at the diplomatice level. However,

it wes ‘not for the Drafting Committee. to take . a de01810n on that

p01nt - It was for the General Commlttee to Stwtt whether it w1shed

a draft vecommendatlon te be drawn up qnu, lf 80, whether 1t w1shed

to instruct the Drafting Committee to prepare one.

¢

Mr. MURPHY (USA) recazlled his deleggtlon s p051t10n,‘wh10h N
was that it considered iHat the worﬂlng of Article 1 ‘sufficed to L
give Governments the necessary weapons, and that it was not
desirable to include a clause relating to penaltles e1+her in
the Regulatlons or in the Articles. .

" Mr, HINZ (Federal Republic of Germany) shared the view expressed

'b:y. l\h‘. Murphyo L ) T . . : L e [ L . .

The CHATIRMAN took note of the fact that theve anpeﬁred t0 be
" general agreement din that sende, o -
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Regulation 5 (Change of net tonnage) (resumed)

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) remlnded the Committee that 1t had
previously held in abeyance the - questlon of ‘the manner in which
. a change of net tonnage should be shown on the.Tonnage Certificate.
The CHAIRMAN suggested that it might be encugh if the space
left blank on the tonnage certificote were used to enter the
necessary particulars during the transitional period,

T, ROCQUEMONT ' ( France) urged that the problem should be
expllcltly solved in one way or qnother, either by means of a
footnote o page 1 of ‘tre Tonnage Certlflcate or preferably by
the inclusion of a suitable provision in the Reguletlons.

' Mr. L. SPINELLI (Ttaly), Chairman of the Technical Committee,
_ ‘saw no point in mentioning a reduction in net tonnage. A'shipowner
" who was,unable to use certqin‘spﬂcee for a. given period affer
the tonnage certificate had been chonged, was in the same situation
as if he were not u31ng his ship to its load line, .In that event,
~there was no need for an intervention by the authorities,

Mr., ROCQUEMONT (France) thought, on the contrary, that any
lack of c¢larity should be avoided in the case-of 1nspectlcn.
In the absence of any mention, the condition Of the gship did not
correspond to the entrles made on the Tonnage: Certificate and
that was regrettable. ' '

. Mr. L. SPINELLI (Ituly), Chasrmen - of ‘the Technical Committee,
etill thought that, although it was natural to indicate a
modification which entailed an increase in net tonnage, theﬁe:Was
no. need tc mention one which entailed a reduculon. o

Mr. PRCHASKA (Denmark) observed thqﬁ some mOdlflC”thHS
might have the- effect of 1ncre381ng gross tonnage and decreesmng
net tonnage, In such cases the issue of a prov151onol certificate

wags essential,
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Mr, MURPHY (USA) recognized that such cases might arise,
but they would Ue very rare, He supported Mr. Splnelll s views,
and thought that no mentlon was requlred

The CHAIRMAN noted thﬁt there was no support for the French
proposal and that consequently there was no need to continue
the discussion. ' '

Mr, BACHE (Denmark) was anxious to know, before the Committee
rose, whether a standing committee would be made responsible, if;x f;:
not for interpreting the Regulations of the Convention in course—
of preparation, at least for recording such difficulties of
implementatibn as might emerge in practice and for taking action
thereon. That had been done in the éase of the Oslo Convention,

(vide the Netherlands' comments in TM/CONF/3, page 34), and it

would be useful to envisage similar provisicns within the framework
of IMCO, When delegations returned home and had to digest what

the Committee had voted upon, many loose ends would doubtless

be found which it would be natural to submit to such an

international body. Mr. Bache alsc recalled, in that connexion,

the. Swedish representative's ccmments, during the Committee'’s
fifteenth meeting, on 2 possible explanatory memorandum for ir]
the guidance of ship surveyors. . I

Mr., NADEINSKI (Committee Secretary) stated. that, since
nothing to that effect had been included either in the Articles
"of the Convention or in the Recommendutlons, no. such arrungement
had been made. :The same question had arisen after the signature
- of the Load Lines Conventicn, and IMCO hagd 1nstructed the
Maritime Safety Committee to. deal with any pmoblems that might
result from the implementation of that Convention. If the
Conventlon on Tonnage Measurement so requlred similar action
mlght be taken. ' ' -
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The CHAIRMAN anncunced that the General Committee had
completed its work in the time allotted to it. He wished to
express hig thanks tc the members of the General Committee and to
IMco,

Mr. KASBEKAR (India) expressed gratification at the
efficient way in which the work had been conducted, thanks to the
spirit of understanding shown by the great historic sea-going
nations. He thanked the Chairman and the members of the
General Committee, as well as all the delegations and IMCO, whose
efficiency had been remarkable.

Mr.. DUBCHAK (USSR) associated his delegation with the thanks
addressed to the Chairman and to the Secreétary-General of IMCO,

Mr. MURPHY (USA) added his thanks to those which had just
been expressed.

The meeting rose at 5.25% p.m,.






