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AGENDA ITEM 13 - DETERMINATION OF EEADQUARTERS STATE
(OrC¥/A.I/10, 10/1 and 10/2) (continued)

Mr, DOUAY (France) recslled that the representatives of Tunisia and
Yugoelavia, supporied by the representative of the Federsl Hepublic of
Germmany, had propored deferment of the choice of the Headquarters State
until the next scgsion of the Assembly, so aa to give delegations more time
to consider the matter., He thanked the delegations that had supported the
French proposal to eutablish the Headquarters of the Fund in Paria.

However, since most delegaticns would clearly not have time to request
amended instruciions in the course of the présent Agsembly, his delegation
would not press its proposal at that stage. None the less he regretted
that it had not been possible to postpone the decision until the Assembly's
next session. He hoped that his delegation's geature would be appreciated
and that the other propoeals it intended to maeke would be given favourable
congideration,

The CHAIRMAN thanked the French delegation for its co-operation, and

announced that the Headquarters of the Fund would therefore be in London.

It was so decided.

Mr, HALL (United Kingdom) warmly thanked the French delegation for its
generous gesture, which allowed the Assembly to take an immediate decision
without a vote. His Government was greatly honoured by the Assembly's decision

and would do everything possible to facilitate the establishment of the Fund
and its work,

AGENDA ITEM 14 - CONSIDERATION OF THE QUESTION OF HEADQUARTERS PREMISES
AND MATTERS CONNECTED THERETO (OPCF/A.1/11)
The SECRETARY-GENERAL of IMCO expressed IMCO's good wishes for the success

of the Fund in its new Headquarters and renewed IMCO's offer of every possible

co-operation.

Mr. HALL (United Kingdom) said that his Government had already drafted
a Headquarters Agreement. A number of technical matters still needed to
be solved, but his Government would ensure that they did not hamper the work

of the Director designate and they would be cleared up as soon as possible.
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He proposed that the terma of reference of the Working Group alreedy
establiched should Le extended to include consideration of the Headquarters
Agreement, which could then be pubmitted to the Assembly at its next session,

Mr, NAKAYAMA (Japan) endorsed that proposal.

The propossl vas adopted.

The CHAIRMAN enquired whether the United Kingdom Government would be
able to make a firm comnitment concerning privileges and immunities for the
Director designate before the next Assembly.

_ Mr, HALL (United Kingdom) replied that his Government would make the
necessary arrangements in that regard in order to ensure that nothing would
hamper the Director at the staxrt of his work.

AGENDA ITEM 10 ~ DETEAMINATICN OF INITIAL CONTRIPUTIONS
(OPCF/A.I/18 and Add.l, OPCF/A.I/AWP.1, OPCF/A.I/INF.2)
The CHATRMAN drew attention to documents OPCFYQ.I/ie and Add.1. The

matter was cornected with Article 11.2 of the Convention,

Mr, NILSSON (Sweden) said that the Assembly must ensure that the method
of conversion from Poincard france to sterling was in conformity with the
method used to cemvert Poincard francs to national currency raised in
conmexion with the internal regulations, and now the subject of a draft
resolution (OPCF/A.IMWP.6).

The CEATRMAN agreed. However, the Assembly could return to the quesation
of the inteirnal regulationg at its next meeting.

Mr, DOUAY (France), referring to OPCF/A,I/INF.2 which contained
information submitted by CRISTLL, asked for claxificatlon concerning the
potential amounts of the indemnlty.

Ms BRUZELIUS (Noxway) pointed cut that the lssue was covered by
Article 11 of the Convention. The Assembly's task was merely to check that
the figures put forward by the Secretary—General of IMCO were correct; 1f they were,
the Assembly snOle agree that contributions were to be paid on the basis
of 0,04718 franca per ton of contributing oil and request the Director
designate to convert that sum into the pound sterling via ‘SDR's.



The SECHETARY-GERTRAL of IMCO agreed that the Convention indeed laid
down spscific provisions. In determining the total volume of ¢il movements,
the Org&miza'l:ibn had relied on the figures provided by OCIMF, whose
observer could of course confirm the veracity of those figures. The
purely mathematical calculation of 90 per cent of the tonnage of persistent
oilas carried by sea in 1977 had been determined as 1,569.7 million, and _
the fixed sum for each ton of contributing oil as approximately 0.04718 franca.

Mr. WALDFR (Obeerver, OCIMF), apeaking at the invitation of the
Chairman, said that OCIMI* had used the BP Ammuel Review in determining the
world oil movement figures and its own figure for the coastwise movements.
Detaile of the caleulations were available for examination, but he assured
the Assembly that they were correct.

The CHAINMANl invited the Assembly to approve the fixed sum for each
ton of contributing oil of 0.04718 francs.

The sum wag anproved,

ACENDA ITEM 11 - PREPARATION OF BUDGETS FOR 1978 and 1979 (OPCF/A.I/8)

The SECRETARY-GENERAL of IMCO said that the IMCO secretariat had
found it hard to suggest any budget without knowing the size of the Fund
secretariat. Now, however, the Director designate could be asked to
prepare a budget for consideration at the next session of the Assenbly,
and meanwhile might be given authority to start operations. The IMCO
Council had authcrized the advance of $300,000 on a repayment basis,
There no longer seemed any point in imposing a $100,000 celling as suggested _
in document OPCF/A.I/B, if a certain degree of flexibility was considered desirable.

Mr. WALDER (Observer, OCIMF), speaking at the invitation of the
Chairman, said that he took it that the first budget would cover the period
from the time the Dirsctor designate took up office to the end of 1979,
slightly more than a year,

Ms BRUZELIUS (Norway) endorsed that view and proposed that a single
budget for 1978/79 should be adopted. It should also include the debts
incurred by the Fund for expenditure by IMCO in 1978 and even earlier,

The proposal was adopted.
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AGENDA ITEM 12 - DETERMINATION RELATING TO THE REPLACEMENT O
TVSTRUMENTS ENUMERATED IN ARTICLE 5(3) (0PCF/A.I/9)

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to document OPCF/A.I/9 dealing with Article 5(3)
of the Fund Conveniion, which provided that, in case of an incident, the Fund
. might be exonerated wholly or partly from its obligations under Article 5(1) if
the ship in questicn did not conply with the requircments in a nunber of
instrunents ligted in that paragraph and the incident was caused wholly or
pexrtially by such non-compliance. One of the instruments referred to in
Article 5(3) was the International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at
Sea, 1960, which since 15 July 1977 had been replaced by the Convention on
the International Regulations for Preventing Ccllisions at Sea, 1972. The
Asgenbly had to declde a date on which the 1972 Convention was to replace
the 1960 Collision Regulations for the purpose of Article 5(3).

The SECRETARY-GENERAL of IMCO added that Article 5(4) of the Fund
Convention provided that, upon the entry into force of & new convention designed
to replace any of the instruments specified in Article 5(3), the Assenbly night
decide at least six ronths In advance a date on which the new convention would
replace any such instiurments. It night now, therefore, be appropriate to
consider the quesiicn of replacement. All the Statea at present parties to
the Fund Convention were alsc parties to the 1972 Convention,

Mr. WALDER (Obgerver, OCIMF) speeking at the invitation of the Chairnan,
pointed out that the International Convention for the Prevention of Pollution
of the Sea by 0il, 1954, as arcended in 1962, had been amended agsin in 1969
and that the arendnents had entered into force in Januery 1978. Would it not
also be appropriate 10 replace the 1954 Convention nmentioned in Article 3(a)
by the latest version? Moreover, perhaps the Secretary-General of INCO
could indicate when the 1960 Convention on the Safety of Life ut Sea was
likely to be replaced by the 1974 Convention.

The CHAIRMAN called for corments first of all on the replacenent of the
1960 Collision Remulations by the 1972 Convention.
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Mr. HALL (United Kingdom) said that since during part of the coning
year the Fund could in theory seck to exonerate itself fron its obligations
to a shipowner if sn offending ehip was in compliance with the 1960 Regulatione
but not with the 1972 Convention, the Assembly should perhaps adopt a '
resolution to the effect that during the interin period the Fund would not

seek so to exonerate itaself,

iirs POLSON (Observer, ICS) speaking at the invitation of the Chailrnen,
drew attention to Article 5(%) of the Fund Convention, which seened to cover
the point raised by the United Kingdono representative.

Ms BRUZELIUS (Norway) sald that the Assenbly nerely had to toke a decision
as to when the 1972 Ccnvention would replace the old 1960 Regulations. She
acreed with the last speaker that the Convention itself covercd the gquestion

of the transitioncl pericd.

_ Mr, WAKAYAMA (Japan) thought that there would indeed be an awkwerd
situation, gince the Fund Convention was already in operation. If an

aceident were czused by a ship complying with the 1960 Collision Regulations
but not the 1972 Convontion, the Fund could e exonerated fron its obligations
with respect to that ghip during the period until June 1979, when the decision
to replace the 1960 Regulations by the new Convention for the purposes of the
Fund Convention would teke effect. An understanding on that natter mmst be
reached by the Asscrbly. .

Mr, HALL (United Kingdon) asked, whether the Japanese representative

considered that Article 5(5)covered the situation.
Mr. NAKAYAMA (Japan) said thet he did not.

Mr. BUSHA (IMCO Secretariat) pointed out that under Article 5(4) of the Fund
Convention it was foreseen that the 1972 Convention could enter into force. That
article allowed the Assembly to act at least six months in advance of the date on
which the 1972 Convention was to replace the 1960 Regulations to fix a date for
such replacement for the purposes of Article 5(3). Under Article 5(5) it was
inevitable that during that period the 1972 Convention should be regarded as replacing
the old onme for the parties which, also contracting States to the Fund Conventiom,
were bound by the newer instrument. For those States the 1960 Collision Regulations
were defunct. That seemed practically and logically to meet the problem raised

by the Japanese representative.
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Mr, DOUAY (Fremoce) thought that all the Assembly had to do was to set
the earliest posaible date on which the 1972 Convention would replace the
1960 Regulations for the purpose of Article 5(3). He wondered what other

steps the Japanese representative proposed to take.

Mr., HAKAYIMA (Jepan) said that his delegation thought that the Assenbly
should adopt a mesolution, There would then be no problen if a collisicn did

oceur before the 1972 Convention replaced the 1960 Regulations for the purposes of

the Fund Convenition.

Ms BRUZELIUS (Norway) insisted that, as parties to the 1972 Convention,
all Contrecting States were under an obligation to inplemént its provisions,
In her. own éountry sanctions had already been introduced 4o inplenent thoase
proviaiohs to ensure that ships conplied with then. In a case wvhere a shipowner
met the standards set by the 1960 Regulations, but not those of che 1972 Conventién,
the Fund could not claim exemption from damages, even though the shipowner would
be liable to all manner of penalties in his own country. It seemed to her that

the Convention's rules were very clear on the point.

The CHAIRMAN entirely agreed. The rules seemed to hin so clear that
it night be unwise if the Assenbly eppeared to introduce changes in then

by a resolution.

Mr, HERBER (Federal Republic of Gernany) also agreed., The 1972 rules
were in fact superseding those of 1960, He pointed out that under Article 5(4),
the Asgenbly was empowered to "decide at least six nmonths in advance a date
on which the new Convention [would] replace such Instrument or part thereof

for the purpose of paragreph 3".

Taking that date to be 1 July 1979, a number of possibilities energed.
L ship wight comply with the 1972 Convention, thereby coming within the scope
of Article 5(5). Alternatively it might meet the standards of the 1960
Regulations, in which event it was covered up to 1 July 1979 only. For a ship
to meet the standards of the 1960 Regulations only and not comply with those of
the 1972 Convention after 1 July 1979 would require a special exemption procedure.
The position with regard to domestic legislation was another issue

altogether and need not enter into the Assembly's calculations.
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The CHAIRMAW eaid thatlthere appeared to be a definite majority in favour
of replacing 19G0 by 1972, and of fixing the date as 1 July 1979.

Mrs POLSON (Observer, ICS) speaking st the invitation of the Chairmen,
recalled the proposal nade earlier in the peeting by the representafive of
OCIMF, concerning the need to include the 1969 anendnents to the 1954 Convention
in the list of instruments given in Article 5(3)(a). She endorsed that proposal

and hoped that the replacement of the 1960 SOLAS Convention by the 1974 SOLAS
Convention could also be covered.

The SECRETLRY-GENERAL of IMCO said that 50 per cent, which was the required
percentage of tonnage for entry into force of the 1974 SOLAS Convention, had now
been renched. There had however only been 17 acceptances, still leaving a further 8
necessary to make up the required 25. The Secretariat was urging States to
expedite acceptance.

With regard to the 1969 srendnents %o the 1954 Convention, they were
now incorporated in the earlier Convention. Their position in xelation to
Article 5(3)merited careful examination, and if after such exanination
action appeared io be called for, an aeppropriate peper would be subnitted
to the next Assenbly.

The CHATRMAN sald that a Secretariat paper on the subject would be
helpful .

Ms PRUZRLIUS (Norway) expressed concern at the posiponenent to a later
scsgion of the Assenbly of a decision on the 1969 Amendments to the 1954 0il

Pollution Convention which were in force. She would have preferred the matter

to be resolved at the present Assembly;

The CHATRMAN suggested that the only solution would be to ask the INCO
Secretariet to produce a paper for discussion later in the lay.

Mr. BUSHA (IMCO Secretariat) said that the Secretariat would be pleased
to prepare a paper as requested and try to have it available in the afternoon.
It seemed to him that the provisions of Article 5(5) were intended to take into
account the situation between the entry into force of a new convention or set of

amendments and the replacement date in paragraph 4, which he had mentioned before.
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The problem when dealing in this context with amendments was that the only
amendments referred to in paragraph 3(a)(v) were those which had been subject to
the provision in some conventions on "important nature" (i.e. amendments which were
determined to be so important that they would apply to all parties after entry
into force, irrespective of non-acceptance). That meant that no replacement provision
of the kind under discussion for a new convention was available for a new set of
amendments such as the 1969 Amendments to the 1954 0il Pollution Convention,
because those amendments were not in the "important nature" category, and because
Article 5(4) was silent on the subject of an Assembly decision for replacement

where the amendments fell outside that category.

The Secretariat would endeavour to elucidate the matter in its paper.

The CEATRIAN suggested that discussion of the item be adjourned until

the paper was amvailable,

It was so decided,

AGENDA ITEM 15 - APPOINTMENT OF AUDITORS (OPCF/A.I/12)

The SECRETARY-GENERAL of IMCQ suggested that, the decimion as to the
Headquartors State having now been taken, it would be appropriate to proceed
to the appointment of the external Auvditor to the Fund, It vas customary
in such matters to appoint the person performing the duties of the Comptroller
and Auditor-Genoral of the United Kingdom, a precedent followed not only by
IMCO but also by INMARSAT. He suggested taking similar action. |

Mr., HALL (United Kingdom) welcomed that suggestion.

It was so decided.

AGENDZ TTEM 16 - ESTABLISHMENT OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE (OPCF/A.I/13)

'The CHATRMAN said that with only 14 Contracting States, the Fund Assembly

wag not yet in a pesition to establish an Executive Committee,

Mr. NILSSON (Sweden) agreed that under Article 21 the Assembly was
prevented from establishing its Executive Committee. The itom should be

carriod over to the next Lssembly.

It was so decided.
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Mr, NAKAYAMA (Japan) said that his delegation noted that cortain member States
hed still not repprted their oil import figures for 1977. He urged tho IMCO
Secretariat to take the necessary asction.

The CHATRIZAN agreed that such action should be taken,

It was so decided.

AGENDA ITEM 6 - AFPOTNTMENT OF DIRECTOR (OPCF/A.I/WP.4) (continued)

The CHATRMIN asked the United Kingdom repreasentative to report to the
Assembly on the findings of the Working Group set up to comsider terms of
contract between Mr. Ganten and tho Fund.

Mr, HALL (United Kingdom) said that the Group hed used the draft letter
contained in OPCT/A.I/WP.4 as o basis for its discussion, In addition, it
had relied on IiCO conditions of service, end had endeavoured to acccmomodate

the Director's personal arrangements.

The Group recommended that the effective commencement date to be inserted
in numbered paragraph 1 should be 16 December 1978.

It further recommendcd & period of four years, rownded up to take account
of the last forinight of 1978. The figure to insert in mmbered paragraph 4
would then be 31 December 1982,

In arriviag at a recommendation as to salary, the Group had been gulded
by the salary scales of the IMCO staff and the different duties
performed by heads of divisions at IMCO, The recommended grading was a mid-way
point between D.1 and D.2 with annual increments of US {700. Nunmbered
paragraph 6 line 2 would then read, "... a salary of US 31,400 plus a
representation allowance of US $2,250", That would anocunt to a total of
alightly above the regular D.2 salary.

The Group recormended that leave arrangements should follow IMCO practice.

The question whether it would prove possible to sign the letier In the
course of the present lissenbly was contingent on the Director's need to consult

his current employers and to discuss some aspects with the host Government.

Mr. GANTEN (Director designate) said that in preliminary
discussions his employera, the Govermment of the Federal Republic of Germany,
had shown great understanding and flexibility. He did not anticipate any
difficulty in signing the contract before the end of the prosent session of
tpe Assembly.
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The ei‘i‘ect of such flexibility must be to enable him to devote some t:l.me
to the FPund'a afiaiss before his official starting date in December,

The CHAIRMAN wondered whether since the Headquarters were in London, it
might not be beiter to express the salary in sterling, rather than in US dollars.

Mr, HALL (Uaited Kingdom) replied that dollars had been used throughout
in sccordance with TMCO practice.

The CHATRMAN pointed cubt that since the Fund would be an independent body,

he Baw no reason wly pounds sterling should not be used rather than dollars.

It was so decided.

The SECRET.RY-GENERLL of IMCO reminded the Assembly that it was the rule to
express the post adjustment to which he understood the Director would be entitled,
in US dollars. If it were to be expressed in pounds sterling it would need to
be converted at the prevailing rate each month,

Thig was noted by the Assembly.

AGENDA ITEM 17 - INCRELASE OF MAXTMUM LIABILITY OF THE FUND
(0PCF/4.I/14 and OPCF/L.I/14/1)

At the invitation of the Chairman, the SECRETARY~GENER.L of IFCO
introduced document OPCF/A I/14, drawing particular sttention to the fact that
Article 4(4) of the Convention limited the aggregate amount of compensation
payable by the Fund in respect of any one ineident to 450 million Poinecaré
francs, and that Article 4(6) empowered the Asaembly to increase that limit
up to 900 nillion Poincaré francs, having regard to the experionce of incidents
which had occurred and in particular the amount of damage resulting therefrom
and to changes in the nonetary values. |

Mr. DOUAY (¥rance), introducing dooument OPCF/A I/14/1, said that there
had been a great deal of discussion on the groundlng of the "Zmoco Cadiz" and
the disaster it kad represented, and the sun of 450 million Poincaré francs-
waa wholly inadeguate to deal with pollution on such a seale, Trance had
published provisioml figures which showed that the approximate cost of
combating the pollut:Lon cdused by the grounding of the "lmoco Cadiz" was at
least 415 mllion French francs, and that did not take account of the nost:
recent information gathered by the French Treasury The pollution caused by
the grounding of the "imoco Cadiz'" had led to a series of unforeseeable
expenses: there were, anong other things, the costs of transferi-ing oyster
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beds and of destrcyirg the oil. The economic damage suffered by sea-related
éédnouic activities was inpossible to estimate. Clearly there was an alarming
disproportion between the estimated total cost of 415 million I'rench franca

"and the naximn enount of compensation payable by the Fund of 165 million

French francs. The Govermment of France had found the 1969 Civil Liability and 1971
Fund Conventions to be inadequate, and had therefore had recourse to the courts in the
United States in order to recover a sun of 300 million dollars, In the event

of a similar catasiroprhe to that of the "Amoco Cadiz" it should be possible to

call for an extraordinary contribution from the contracting States. All

parties should be awoare of the responsibilities they bore if there were another
pollution disaster on that scale, and so the delegation of France proposed

that the maxiounm asnount peyable in compensation in respect of any one incident
should be doubled, ond that that action be teken by the present session of the
Aspsenbly,

Mr. HALL (United Kingdom) shared the view that the issue was an extremely
important one. It was imposeible to forecast the extent of future incidents
and when they would oscur, but it was quite probable that there would be
incidents the costs of conpensating which would exceed the naximum amount
available fron the Pund. It was not sensible to seek unlimited linbility,
but the present session of the Assembly had the power to double the compensation
ceiling, and the opportunity should be taken to do so. It night be argued
that an increase in the maximun anount of conmpensation could encourage
excessive clains but the United Kingdem delegation did not share that fear.
The present session was strongly urged not to pass over the opportunity of
doubling the compensation ceiling. )

Mr. NAKAYAMA (Jopan) said he had been instructed by his Government to
oppose the taking of such a decision at the current session. However, the
guestion should remain on the agenda for the next session, He said that he
gynpathized withrthe'French Government and people over the damage caused by
the grounding of the "Anoco Cadiz", but he wondered whether the sum of
155 million French francs spent on the use of militery facilities and nanpower
was a legitinate clain against the Fund, since that sort of expenditure was
incurred in the normal course of duty of the'military. It was the experience
of Japan that exageerated claims were sometimes made aam g reéult of an
emotional response on the part of the public: Japanese fishermen, for example,
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occasionally submitted astronomical claims for compensation. He pointed out

Ehat Japanese contributors to the Fund consisted of a large number of small
companies many of which received quantities of oil that were near the minimumg
mentioned in the Convention. Those companies were under heavy pressure from the
Japanese Government, from consumers, and from the recent rise in the cost of crude
0il, and were experiencing difficulty in passing on their inecreased costs to

conisumers.,

If the maximum amount were increased from 36 million to 72 million dollars
and a catastrophe occurred after February 1979 in which the pollution damage wére
in excess of the increased figure, the shipowners would be required to pay 10
million dollars and the Fund would have to meet the remainder of the bill - more
than 62 million dollars - half of which, in the case of Japan, would be met by small
0il companies some of which were barely making a living. This seemed unfair. The
same point had, in fact, been raised by the French delegation to the thirty-fifth
session of the IMCO Legal Committee; its remarks had been very thoughtful:
"A review of the shipowner's limitation established by the Civil Liability
Convention of 1969 might also be made, since an increase of the amouﬁts availabile
from the Fund would lessen the burden on the shipowner and the latter might then be
expected to assume higher amounts of limitation" (LEG XXXV/4, paragraph 46}
C XLI/7(a), page 4).

The Assembly should consider doing away with the indemnification of the
shipowner who has caused the damage, and consider raising the present limits of
the 1969 Liability. Convention and the limits of small tankers as in the 1976
Limitation Convention. The delegation of Japan urged the Assembly to defer
consideration of raising the limits, and to postpone at least until the next
session consideration of whether the distribution of the burden between the

Fund and the shipowmers was a fair one.

Mr. HERBER (Federal Republic of Germany) shared that view. He too

_ appreciated the efiorts being nade by France and the United Kingdon to inmprove
the compensation to be paid out by the Fund, but felt thatl it would be
prenature to take such a deoision at the first gesgion of the hAssembly. In
the seven years since 1971 there had been a decrease in nonetary values and an
inereased fear of pollution accidenté, and he was convinced that the paxirmr
anount would have to be increased'ényway. But the French figures were only
provieional, and more time was required to'get pfecise costa, In any case
the danger of anothier incident on the scale of that of the "inoco Cadiz"
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‘ocourring in the meentime was not great. Under Article 35(1) of ‘the
gonvéntion, the Fund should inour ne obligation in respect of incidents
ocourring within a period of 120 deys after the entry into force of the
Convention. That peant that the Fund would be paying out only on danage
arieing fron incldents occurring from the middle of February 1979. If the next
session of the Lmoenbly wore in April 1979, the lower sum of 450 nillion
Poincaré france would .be applicable only to incidents occurring between the
niddle of February and April - a period of two months in which any highér
figure that night be set by the next session could not be applied. As for
jthe Japanese proposal of an inprovaﬁent in the systen of indermification
ﬂthat would require o change in the Convention itself, sorething that was not
within the powers of the /Assenbly. It was inportant to restrict the |
activities of the Lnsenbly to bringing the Fund into opemtion, and not to
~think of revising existing conventions.

The CHAIRMAN agreed that it was not for the Assembly to change the 1969

Civil Liability Convention. IMCO would have to convene a conference if one

third of the contracting States requested one, in order to achieve this.

My, STALIO (Yugoslavia.) alec felt that it was not the right moment to
take a decision to increase the maxirun anéunt of corpensation payable. The
natter should be dealt with at the next session of the lLssenbly.

. The CHAIRMAN offered advico on a procedural question, pointing out that
Article 33 of the Convention laid down that increasing the maximum amount

_ :of ‘compensation payablo required a three-fourthe majority. Three States had
already spoken againat taking a decision to increase the anoumt at the present
"seaaion, and 80 it would not be poasible to get the nocessary oight States

1

voting in favour,

~ Mr, DOUAY (France) agreed that participante were not neeting in order to
anend existing conventions. However, he would 1like to assure the dolegate of
Japan that the figurc_s presented by France on the costs incurred by the
~ grounding of the"'ﬁnoqo Cadiz" were not based on emotion. Ten thousand peoplo
 had been involved in conbating the pollution produced, and that number did not
include military porsonnel. There had already been sufficlent reflection on
the natter, and he coulci 580 no" argunent for postponenent, There was no
‘point in the Convention enter:l.ng into force with a figure that waa far fron
‘adequate. The United Kingdom had been fortunate not to suffer nore serious
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damage as a result of the "Christos Bitas" incident, but it was quite possible

that there would bte another accident of that kind, and no more tine should be
vasted in nerely thinking about the possibility. All delegates should take a
position, and eight of them should be prepared to face up to their responsibilities
before world opinion. He asked for a roll-call vote, not on whether to

increase the naximum ancunt but on whether such a decision should be taken at

the present seasion, or postponed to the next one.

The CEATOMAN mave an assurance that the matter would be nut to a vote.

Ihe neeting rose at 12,30 p.o.




