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?imuch the same plctuxe,; Ezcemt for th@ plottlngs for the smallfi fff

ghips the dlagrams clearlv lndacate & deorease in uhe ratlo

'fw1th lnoreased shlp 51Ze, or,.ln other words, the unlt chosen ﬁfﬁlin

S as 120 cublc feet should decrease more or less 11near1y Wlth 3
 5jthe 1ngar1thm c*‘ dlsplacement or tota¢ volume,; Thig is 1n '
ﬁfcomplete acenrd with the findings of thie. ﬁelegatlrn of the

© United States in TM/CONF/C.2/3, and with the. formula suggested
" by the Netherlands in TM/CONF/3, where a = +135 + 2035 loglOV.

_ - It will alsn be observed that the diagrams indicate an
. appreciable scatter. A great part of this scatter is believed
to stem from the open shelterdeckers, which having low gross

o tannages under the present regulationsg automatically will get

 high ratins nf New GT/Existing GT.

_ The Ccnference has decided that the present practice of
"frequent" changes between "npen" and "clnsged" conditions should
be discontinued, that infrequent changes were permissible, but
~should not be reflected in the gross tonnage figures.

| Nothing has, hnwever, been decided as to the ships rperating
permanently_— or fmfflong perinrds - with a freebeard in excess

.f-ﬂf_the minimum freebnard from the uppermnst deck.

_ -Many shipnwhers in all countries are interested in the
Jtranspﬂft nf light cargnes and have, for this purpnse, used
 ships with increaged freeboards, including open shelterdeckers.
-'These ships are nbvirusly safer than ships with low freeboards,

: _and shipnwners shruld not be digcouraged from building these .

It 1s therefore suggested that the coefflclent "al shnuld

| be further proportlonal to. the: ratio. nf maleum deSlgned draught S

' aft0 max1mum ~draught obtalnable for full scantllng VeSS°1S under-.:f”

:the regulatlons ot the Load Llﬂe Oonventlon, 1966 Such shlps

:':could thus, as. preV10usly be. constructed with reduce&

_scantllngs due to the lesser draught and comtlnue tr be

3z~vchmpet1tlve. i
















