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COMENTS ON TIE /RTICLES AND ANNEX I SUBMITITZD
BY T GOVIRNMENT OF TIE UNITED KINGDOM

Preanble

The United Kinsdon believes that the Conferonce should base its woxl upon
the draft composito Convention annexed to paper PCMP/8/3 and that the alternatives
of a peparete Convention dealing with oil pollution and of expressing provisions
rolating to oil pollution in the fornm of anendnents to the 1954 Convention should
not be further considered. It considors that the Conforence should recognise
in an appropriate way the significant contribution made by the 1954 Convention
a8 the first international instrunent direotly ained at protecting the environment
but believos that this could be achievod equally well by & paragraph in tho
Pronnble or hy an appropriate Resolution.

ixticle 2
The United Kingdon finds the dofinitions in this Articlo gonerally satisfactory

but oonsidors that the wisdon of inoluding fixod platforms in tho definition of
"ahip" roquires furthor considoration,

axticle 3
Tho United Iingdonm finds this Article satinfactory as drafied and proposcs
tho deletion of the squarc brackots (but not tho words within thom) in paragraphs

pexagrophs (1)(a) and (1)(b).

ixticle 4

The Unitod Kingdon profors altormative I of thisc Article as set out on page 4
of the Annox to PCMP/8/3 and oconsiders that tho conjunotion soperating
sub-paragraphs (a) and (b) of paragraph (1) should be "and", It doos not at
this stago support the.inclusion in tho toxt of the Article of tho paragraph
proposed in footnota 9, bolioving that the 1973 Conferonoce should not, in
draving up ites dxaft Convention, prejudge mattors which will bo nore
appropriately settled at the law of the Sea Conferonce in 1974.
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Article 5

To meet the points made in Footnotos 12 and 15, the firat two sontences
of paragraph (2) of this Article might be reworded as follows:

"iithout prejudice to any generel right of a oontraoting State
to inspect the ships of other Contrecting States while in ports or off
shore terninals under its Jurisdiotion, any inepoction of a ship oconoerning
the inplementation of the provisions of a certificate held in acoordance
with this regulation carried cut by a Contracting State with. its torritory
or in off shore terminals under its Jurisdiction shall be linited to
vorifying that there is on board a valid cortificate unless there aro olear
grounds for believing that tho condition of the ship or its equipment does
rot correspond substantially with tho partioulars of that certiricate",
In the last sentence of this paragraph the ingertion of the word "suitable”
before the words "ropair yaxd" is proposod.

The United Kingdom favours replacing the provisions of paxagraphs (3), (4)
and (5) of this Artiole by the toxt proposed in Footnote 19.

Article 6

The right of inspootion should not be linited tc¢ .Lips in loading ports but
showld apply to shipos in any port or off shoxo ternminal within the jurdisdiotion
of a Contracting State. Only roports which disclose a possible broach of tho
Convontion provisions should bo sont to the Adninistration. The opening
words of paregraph (5) should read "A Contrecting State may invostigate «..".
Tho United Kingdon doos not agrec that tho oconsent of the Mninistration should
be required for such an invostigation, as proposcd in Footnoto 20,

Apticle 7

The United Kingdonm beliovos that this Artiocle should bo rotained and opposes
the suggestion in Footnote 29 that roporting requirenionts should forn a goparate
nandatory Annex. It alao opposes both limiting the scope of paragraph (1) to
"gignifiocant discharges" and the alternative whioh has been suggested of seiting a
lowor 1limit to the amount of harmful substances whioh havo to be discharped
before an inoident neod be roported, Paregreph (6) should be retained as drafted
but a further sub-paregraph (4) should be added, calling for the roporting of
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cagualties to ships which involve a throat of discharge of the lkind referred to
in sub-paragraph (a), (b) or.(o). The words "as far as possible” should not
bo inserted in paregraph (7), as proposed in Footnote 34, since this night
enocurage the sending of inadequate reports. If a particular plece of
information is not availoble a statement to that cffect in the report would

suffico,

Article 8

Tho Tnited Kingdom regords tho principles to which this Artiole socoks to give
exprossion as nost inportant, It does not, however, regerd the presont
wvording es satisfactory and hopes at the Conference to propose an alternative
toxt which will overcome the difficulties to which the Article as now drafted

gives rise.
irticle 10
The United Kingdom prefers the first of the three versions as gset out in the
Annex to PCME/8/3,
:rticle 12
This Articlo is broadly satisfactory as draftod but the United Idngdon

believes that roports on all casualtios investigated in accordance with the
Article should be forwnxded to IICO,

sxticle 14

The United Kinpgdom considers +that some provision should be mado for
reservations to Articles of the Convontion only, tho spocific Articlos concoxmed

to be docided by the Conforenco.
AR I

hogdation 1

Definition of "Oil"

The United Kinplon considers that disoharge of animal and vegoetable oila
should bo regulated but that it might be more appropriate to do go under .nnex II,
It will express & fimm view on this point at the Conferonce.



“5 MP/CONF/8/16/544 41

" Attention is also drawn to paper ME/CONF/8/18 sutuitted jointly by the
Delegations of Demmark, the Federel Lepublio of Germany, the Nethorlands, lNorway
and the Unitod Kingdom, on tho question of having separate lists, and different
ocnditions governing the discharge of "persistent" and "mon~persistont" oils,

Definition of 'new ship"
The United Kingdom would be oontent with & period of 3 years in

paragraph (5)(b)s |

Definition of "major gonvorsion"

hilst sympathetic to the intention of Footnote 4 the United ingdom
believes that the motive which it soeks to impute would be impossible to prove
in a Court of law and that tho words proposed should not be incorporated in
the dofinitiom.

Repulation 2

This Regulation is gonerally satisfactory but the Unitod Kingdon may
wish to revert at the Conforcnce to such quostions as the use of the tern
"gtationary chip" and the definition of "novel oraft" in paregraph (4)(a).

I'octnote 13

The United Kinpdon considers that Artioclo 7 should be fully oomprehensive
a8 regards reporting requirencnts so ag to eclinminate tho need for additional
roquirenents in this and other Annexos.

lefulation 9

See papor MP/CONF/8/18 submitted by the Dolegations -of Demmaxl, the
Federal Republic of Gormany, the Nethorlands, Norway and the Unitod Iingdon,
whioh oontains a redraft of parts of this Regulation,

The United Kingdon does not support propossls to inorcaso tho figuxo in
squaro braoclats in paragraph (1)(a)(i1) and roduce that in paragroph (1)(a)(iv).

It 18 accepted that pote provision for facilitating enforoomont of
paregraphs (1) and (2) oould usefully bo inoluded in paregraph (3) but the

United Kingdon romaing opposed to any provision which does not roquixe the
proseocution to prove that oil causing visidle traces on the surfnco of the

808 near a suspooted chip was in fact disoharged fron that ghip.
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Regulation 11 . _
The Tnitod Kinpdom does not agrec that cortain ships should be exemptod
from the roquirenents of paragraph (2), as proposed in Footnoto 26, It takes

tho view that exemptions from the roquirenents for new tankers to be
constructed for segrepnted ballast operation should be kept to the abmolute

ninirmun,
Leulation 12

The United Kingdon has roservations about the creation of special arcas
since it belioves that rigorous onforcement of the Convention's provisions will
glve adequate p;otection’to those areas for which special treatment is clained,

Recognizing, however, that this appears to be a minority view the
United Kingdom proposcs that the following oonditions should govern the oroation

of special arcas:

(a) tho additional restrictions on discharge of oil, over and above thoso
inposed by the Convention yenerally, applying in each special areca should
be tho ninirmn nocossary to unect the spocial characteristics of tho arca
concerned. In no circunstances should the creation of o special aroca
cnable less stringent roquiroments than those of the Convention gonerally
to be applied within that arca,

(b) No arca should be designated as a spocial area for the purposes of the
Convention oxcept by a majority deeision, taking into acoount all available
information about the spocial featurcs of tho ares concexned on which the case
for spooial trcatnont is basod, of (a) the Intornational Conforenco on
Marino Pollution 1973 or (b) the Marine Invironmont Protootion Cormdttoe,
if and whon oreated by IMCO,

(o) ‘More the only pormittod nothod. of discharging oil reciducs within a spooial
arca is to reooption facilitios, the roquirements of tho Convontion in roespoot
of that arca sholl not ocome into oporetion until tho Organization is
satlinfied on tho basis of information supplicd by tho Governmoents of .all the
States surrounding that arca, and by any othor interestod Governmont, that
odequate reception facilities are available throughout the aroa.

3
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Roﬁg._a_tion 13

- The Tnited Xingdom is not in favour of the proposals in Footnotes 31, 32
and 33, It bolieves that a more satisfactory formula for defining the minirmum
sogrogated ballagt roquiremonts should be sought. It suggosts that tho
Conforonce should talko into account in this connexion the formula proposoed
by OCDMF in MP/CONF/8/2, and any othor relevant proposals,

Resalation 15

It is undoratood that some existing ships may be unable to moet the
roquirenont in paregraph (3)(b) that tho slop tanks should have a ninirmun capacity
of Z, of the oil carrying capacity of the ship. The United Iingdon suggests
that discrotion should be allowed to administrations to accept loss than 2. on
oxisting ships when satisfied that this is necessary.

It is sugpostod that the opening words of paragraph (3)(d) should be
anended .0 read "the tanker shall be fitted with an inotrument, approved by-the
Mninigtration, which continuously nonitors the oil content of any effluent, eto'.
In the last lino of this sub-paragraph tho word "pormanent" should be anended

to "oon*imuoun",

Resuwlation 16

The Tnited Kingdon soes no nood for oil discharge monitoring systoms to be
fittod to ohips which are also fitted with an oily wator soparating or filtoring
pyston. It therefore smggests either that paragraph (1) should be deloted
or that there should be a substantial inorcaso in the size limits spocificd
in paragraph (1) so that the roquiroment applien only to the vory largest
non=tankors,

! t 18

The Unitod Kingdom does not regoxd paregraph (3) as satisfactory. It hopes
to propose to tho Conforonce a form of words which spolls out noro procisely

tho form whioh vigual suporvision should take,
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ko)

Serulation 26
Seo comment under Artiole 2,

Apgondix 1
Seo papor MP/CONF/8/18 sutmitted Jointly by.the Delegations of Donmark,
tho Fedoral Ropublic of Gormany, the Netherlands, Norway and the United Kingdon.

——————



