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AGENDA ITEM 4 - CONSIDERATION jiliD PREPARATION OR PROPOSED
TECHNICAL REGULATIONS ON TONNAGE MEASUREMENT
AND TOIDJAGE CERTIFIC!'.TES (TM!CONF!6;
TN!CONF!WP.5; TM!CONF!C.2!WP.22) (continued)

First draft of regul§tions for determining gro~nd net
tonnages of ships (T1VI!CONF!C.2!WP.22)

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Committee, while awaiting
the Working Group's report on the formula for calculating net
tonnage, taking into account the volume of water ballast, should
examine the first draft prepared by the Secretariat on the basis
of the Committee's decisions.

He pointed out that the provisions of Regulation 2,
paragraph 1, which repeated those of the Convention on Load Lines
with the modifications proposed by the United Kingdom, applied
only to ships without a load line.

Regulation 1 and Paragraph 1 of RegUlation 2 gave rise to
nn objections.

Regulation 2, paragraph 2

Mr. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway), referring to SUb-paragraph (a),
asked how that definition of moulded depth would be applied to
ships whose deck beams were below the deck.

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the text be supplemented by an
indication that in such cases the depth should be measured te
the under side of the deck plating.

Sub-paragrap4 (a), thus amended, 2J"d sub-paragraphs (b) and
(c) of paragraph 2, Regulation 2, gave rise to no objections.
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The CHI,IIDIAN said that paragraph 3, whi ch was -taken from

the International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea,

defined berthed passengers and paragraph 4 defined unberthed

passengers; those two definitions would be necessary if the

Working Group adopted a formula which took the number of passengers

into account in calculating net tonnage. A problem arose, however,

in the case of persons who could be classed neither as crew nor

as passengers, such as drivers of lorries carried on ferries.

Jl'Ir. S,\Slil"IURL (Committee Secretary) pointed out tho.t that

question was under study by DWOIS Maritime Safety Co,nmittee.

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) considered that the best thing would
be to refer in paragr~ph 3 to the Convention for the Safety of

Life at Sea so that any amendment of the definition contained in
that Convention would entail the same amendment in the convention

en tonnage measurement.

Mr. RUSSEL (South Africa) raised the question of the

families of crew members, who should not be counted as passengers,
in his opinion.

Mr. KING (Kuwait) said that the carriage of such family

members should be authorised in conformity with the Safety
Convention and that they should be considered as part of the

crew. The same applied to cattlemen accompanying cargoes of
cattle.

Mr. WILSON (UK), supported by Mr. GU?TL (India), recognized
that the families of crow members presented a problem but did n~t

think thero was any need to mention them in the definition of
passengers.

TM/CONF/C.2/SR.15
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The CHLIRMAN proposed that the definition in the Safety
Convention should be kept, with a recommendation that any
interpretation of that definition given by.IMCO should apply
automatically to the convention on tonnage measurement.

Mr. LEIBENFROST (YugoslaVia) enquired whether the pilot's
cabin was included in the crew space.

Mr. MILEWSKI (Poland) pointed out that if Regulation 2
contained a definition of passenger ships (ships issued with a
special certificate and carrying more than 12 passengers), all
other ships would automatically be cargo ships, whether or not
they carried persons oth0r than the members of the crew.

Mr. H,lR'\.CHI (Suez Canal Authority) raised the question of
spaces used by cadets, technicians and other persons on training
ships.

The CHAIRM~N, replying to the Polish representative,
observed th~t if, in the net tonnage formula which took acc0unt
of the number of passengers, the factor N only appeared when
it exceeded 12, that formula would automatically apply to
passenger ships only and a definition of the. latter therefore
became superfluous. It would accordingly be advisable to await
the report of the Working Group before taking a decision in the
matter.

Mr. ROSELL (Denmark) referring to the question of training
ships, said he thought that cadets were generally included in
the crew.

Mr. MURRAY SMITH (UK) thought that cadets on traiing ships
would be better classified as special trade passengers, the
definition of which could be applied to those ships as well
as to SH1LA ships, since the cabins contained more than eight
persons and the space per person was far ·less than on passenger
ships. An intermediate category could be included but he thought
that would complicate the definition unnecessarily.

TM/CONF/C.2/SR.15



- 6 -

The ClL~IRIjJ,IT aGreed, particuls,rly in vj_ew of the fact that
the formula at present envisaged was very approximate in regard
to the number of unberthed pasoengers.

ltc. GUPTA (India) said that the matter'as under consideration
in the Committee on the Revision of the Simla Rules, which
was to meet shortly. It \Ias that Committee 1Jhich, in view
of the tiend towards the iuprovement of the travel conditions
of Vlhat used to. be known as "deck passengers;' (nowadays
"unberthed pa,ssengers"), had laid down a maxiulUm of 8 persons
and it';ould be preferable to retain that figure in the
definition in paragraph (4). Iioreover, the ratio Ii \Ihich the
\/orking Group proposed for unberthed passengers inl~he nElt
tonnage formula, lias entirely satisf8,ctory.

Mr. LILEJSKI (Poland), referring to t raining ships, said
that in Poland cadets were included in the crew list.

III'. HABACHI (SUElZ Canal Authority) considElrEld that thEl
Working Group should nElV'ElrthelElss provide for the case of
spElcial ships such as training ships, hospital ships, scientific
rElsearch ships, Eltc.

jVlr. llURHAY S,iITH (me) dre\1 the Commi ttEle I s attElntion to
the considElrable variations in thEl volume of spacEl pElr
passengElrin different typElS of ship. If the Working Group
adoptEld the nElt tonnage formula which took account of thEl
numbElr of passElngers, it would bEl essential, to establish a
gradaticn of thEl volume of spacEl pElr passenger Vlithin the
category of unberthed passengers.

The CHAIillDiN proposed that thEl CommittElG approve paragraphs
(3) and (4) of Regulation 2 in principlEl, on the undElrstanding

TNjCONFjC.2jSR.l5
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that it might be necessary to include a more precise definition
of unb?rthed passexlgers.

J;.t .J'Ias S0 'y;.?Cided.

llE}£;.ula1~Jon _2-,- par8,£:t<U2.90,2

11r. CHRISTIANSEN (Norway) pointed out that the text in
question had in fact been considered and approved by the
Sub-Committee.

11r. KING (Kuwait) felt that: the case of unberthed passengers
ViaS covered by the h:st ·sentenceof the paragraph •.

The CHAIR1'~N said that according to the parameter selected 
volume of passenger-space or number of berthed and unberthed
passengers - the Committee should incorporate in the Convention
either paraGraphs 3 and 4 or paragraph 5.

Mr. ROSELL (Denmark) said that passenger spaces should be
s~aces reserved exclusively for passengers and should not be
confused Vlith crew spaces.

Hr. GUPTA (India) did not agree "lith the representative of
Km-lai t that the last sentence of paragraph 5 covered the case of
unberthed passengers. That argument wight perhaps have been
valid twenty years earlier, when deck passengers only were
involved, but since then the carriage of unberthed passengers
had been .greatly extended and a continually increasing number
of passengers 1'Jere carried steerage. It ;'1as not, therefore,
possible arbitrarily to exclUde all those spaces from the
passenger spaces.

R-r~eUJlbi-naUJ?s],1.:Ltss>~:t: the ',10rkil!J£.5£o.1ll~,~.L~~1.9.ul§\t:i,.o_J1!3. ..

Nr. ERIKSSON (Sweden) explained that the Working Group had
held a brief meeting the previous evening, and had resumed
its \lork ·that morning. Hence the sec.ond part of its report
would not be submitted to the Committee till later. He would, _
however, give a summary of the results reached by the \Jorking
Group.
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The Group had dealt with water ballast corrections and
passenger corrections, and had endeavoured to obtain figures as
close as possible to the existing figures. He drew the
Committee's at-tentionto the results Obtained by the computer
study, shown on the blackboard, in the form of the table
reproduced below.

In this table the calculations in the first column were
based on information froill the rHCa fleet and those in the second
column on all categories of ship other than passenger ships:

.NT = 0.29'J - 0.21 vIE

486
1.651

16.701
16.619

Retained
Nean deviation
SD o
SD

TIl

Fleet percent- 9.882
age change

2,16 ships

NT = A (11 - VT.B)
A.2953

482
3.429

18.536
18.216
12.099

In regard to water ballast, the Working Group had taken
information SUP21ied by the delegations of the United Kingdom
and Japan as a basis for establishing an average ratio between
the deductible volume of water ballast (shown hitherto on
international certificates) and the total volUille of water ballast
for the various categories of ship.

'\1ith regard to l)assengers, the 'Jorking Group had concluded that
there must be a correction factor for passengers if it was desired
to obtain figures not too far removed from the existing figures.
The calculations showed that the mean deviation was still 15.73.
The \lorking Group was therefore continuing its stUdies.

Finally, with regard to the lower limit of net tonnage,
computer calculations had shown that 22 ships "ould have a net
tonnage less than 0.23 of the gross tonnage if no such limit were
fixed.

He added that at the end of the morning the\{orking Group would
be able to communicate the results of other computer calculations
nO,y being carried out.

TM/CONF/C.2/SR.15
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Mr. KELLY (USA), replying to ]VIr. GUPTA (India) explained
how the 1;lorking Group had establisheditsaverage ratio between
the deductible volume of water ballast and the total volume.

The CHLIRJVIAN suggestGd that the Committee should continue
its consideration of the results produced by theWorldng Group
and then vote as to whether the plenary Conference should be
asked to extend the Committee's terms of reference, to allow
it to seek other formulae based on other parameters.

Mr. VA:JGHN (Liberia) said he was in favour of that pro
cedure, with a roll-call vote.

Mr. MURPHY (USA) said. he considered, after examInIng the
results obtained, that better ones could be obtained. Boththe
formulae applied had certain defects and might cause confusion.
He supported the proposal made the previous day by the United
Kingdom representative that the terms of reference of the
Technical Committee should be extended. It would be regrettable,
however, if all the work which had been done 2~d which was
summarized in document TM!CONF!WP.5,was to be taken up again.
It would be bettor to reconsider only paragr2ph l(c) of that
document, in which displacement was adopted for calculating
net tonnage.

Mr. ROCQUEMONT (France) said he had found. the re.sults given
by the representative of Sweden very interesting. The table
appeared to show that the calculations made by the Working Group
in an effort to improve the standard devi2tion were on the
right road. It was essential to bring net tonnages as close
as possible to the existing values. In his view the application
of other parameters would give no better results. Any formula
which used the volume of passenger space would give un~

representative results. Moreoever, the use of a formula based
on certain volumes of the gross tonnage would produce results
differing considerably from the present net tonnages. He
invited the Committee to refer to document TM!CONF!C.2!3,

TI1!CONF!C.2!SR.15
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submitted by the United Stat8S d81egation, and in particular
to column 3 cf Appendix III, which showed mean deviations of

17.92 and 15.94 respectively. Better results could also be
o0tained with the formulae indicated in the table, in which
the mean deviations were 8.bout 15%, which was not unreasonable.
It was therefore unnecessary, in his view, to re-open the

debate, especially as the Committee had little time left to
complete its work.

Mr. WIE(Norway) said that a study of the Working Group's
figures had not changed the opinion he had held on the previous
day. He supported the ViBW expressed by the representatives of

Liberia and the United States.

Mr. PROSSER (UK) thanked the representative of Sweden for
the results he had given to the Co~~ittee. On many points he
shared the view of the representative of France. The proposed
new formula seemed, however, to have certain practical

advantages. If certain countries, such as the USSR, the
United States, Norway, Japan and Liberia, which had large
fleets, could use the formula envisaged hitherto, his

delegation would be in f?vour of adopting the procedure
indicated by the representative of France. If however, those
countries preferred to calculate net tonnage on the basis of

volume, the Conference could meet in plenary session to
consider item l(c) of document TM/CONF/WP.5.

The Cormnittee should hear the views of the deJegations
of Japan and the USSR.

Mr. SOLDA (Italy) agreed with the representative of the
United Kingdom.

Mr. WADA (Japan) considered that the deviations were too

large, and he therefore supported the view expressed by the
united States delegation.

TM/CONF/C.2/SR.15
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Nr.PRIVLLOV (US'oR) said that his delegation \las satisfied,
to some extent, \lith the results obtained. It would, however, be
a good thing to' Can'y out further calculations before taking a
final decision. An attempt should be made to draw up a
comparative table for all ships on the basis of displacement
and on the basis of volume, in order to find a unanimous
solution to the problem. ,

Mr.DEJONG-(Netherlanjis) shared the opinion of the French
representative and feared that nothing \lould be achieved by
following the nevI method suggested.

Hr. PROHASKA (Denmark) thought that if the Committee asked
the Conference to change its terms of reference, the obj.ectmust
not be solely to consider the Nor\vegian proposal, but also. to
study the application of a volumetric parameter and to choose
coefficients varyinG in accordanCe with the size of the ship.

lVIr. r/lURPHY (USA) said that a two-thirds lilajority was not
required for a change in the terms of reference.,

The CHAIRHliN confirmed that under Rule 45 of the rules of
procedure a simple majority was enough..

The object of the proj;Josal \las to ask the Conference to
authorize the Committee to study a formula for net tonnage
based on the volume of cargo spaces and passenger slJaces.

A rol;l.":.c:all.vot~ VI'1;.~ ..tELlfe}l'

Gll8:0Xl§'L, ha:\C};11€£. been drawn _b:L_lot.._bJ.: the ,Q,.l1,SliE.!!lf!:pJ. wa.§ called
llJ2.011 tLv.ote f.irst.

;Phe result __of tll(~__v.:.ot~y.as as, folJ,.o;:rs:

In favour:

Ghana, Greece, India, Indonesia, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
,Japan, Xuv18.i t, Liberia, Hexico, NeVI Zealand, Nigeria,

Tl1!CONF!C.2!SR.15
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Norway, Fakistsn, ?hilippines, Poland, South Africa,
Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist ,-tepublics, Uni ted Arab
Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela, Yugoslavia,
Argentina, Australia, Bulgaria, Canada, China, Czechoslovakia,
Denmark, Federal Republic of Germany, Finland.

,i\.,.gain~t:

Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Belgium, Brazil, France.

,'t4.LPl:2.l20.§.al_lLas_El9-_0..Qle_<'L;.b.:L_3..4. _'!:°.1"'..gJ__lo._€.

The CHAIRl'IAN said that the results of the vote ilould be
communicated at once to the Conference, which would decide in
plenary session whether or not to change the Committee's terms
of reference as, requested.
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