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MEMORANDUM FOR C .BINET BY THZ MINISTER Of INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT AND TGURISM |

Tnternational Convention for the Bafety  of Life at Sea

The question has arisen whether » Malba should acce i
to the "INTE &JM@MJUQTH”’W'%m;m;“j@fOWLUﬂ;T

1948", which was signed in London on the 10th June, 1948.
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o The object of that Convention, which was accepted
oy the Governmnent of the United h_quom on the 30th Sspitember,
949 with effect from the 19th November, 1952, was to replace
aad modernize & similar convenbilon xdoptsd in 1929.

. Malta had agreed to accede to the 1929 Convention
but after consideration and advice h? the Secretary of State
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for the Coloniegs it was decided that no useful purpose would
then have been gerved by applying the Convention to any of the
Colonies except Hong Xong and Singapore.

4. It may here be pointed out that whilst these two
territorizs had always hod mejor maritime interests, including
ship-building, ¥alta could not offer any attraction %o the
shipping industry, as the only docks were fully engaged on
Admiralty work.

B With the commercialisation of the docks, the
position with r;gaTd to the local Shlpblﬂ° industry has now
taeca altered. Whercas, previously, ships stayed 2t this Port
for = few days or so, o load‘or Uﬂioh& goois, ~11 types
of vessdls “bﬁuﬂluLLy tankers, are now coming ovcer for repairs

'afhaule which nececssitats a Hrolonmcd qfcy. During that
7ime, shipowners usuclly avail themselves of the IOSE’b11qu
to teke all the nec ; to cnsure thalt their ships
are nade safe for the gtatutory periods after repairs.

S In this comnnection 1t is rem ravked that a ship
s not considered to be "safe", a2nd will not thercfore be
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ﬁi lowed to leave any port, unless she corrics, inter alia,
ralid certific-tes as follows:-

{a) Bafety ZBquipment Certificate
(b) Safety Radiotelegraphy Cerbtificate.
(c) Toad Line Certificote, and

(4) Passenger Certificate (in the case of passenger boats)

T These certificates are issued by the cuthority
¢f the port of registry of the ship but, at the request-of
that autherity, bthey may also be issucd or extended by the
rarine authority of bthe port where +The vessel happens to lie.
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8. However, in the case of ships regisbtered in
countries which subscribed to the convention, the issue or
cxtension of ccrtificates is only wvolid in convention ports
if granted by another convention port ~uthority.

9. Hor thot reason, any convention ship requiring
endorscucents on, or issue of, safcty certificates, would
find hersclf at a disadvantage in that regerd if she happens
to be at this Port, and would obviously not cz2ll at Malta
exprcssly for any such requircments.

10. Already some ships' Mr-stcrs have remarked
edverscly on the lagk of'this faciliby which, 1% is
not unrcasonablc.to belicve, may induce some ships to
proceed to othcr ports for repairs; hence it is considered
that acceptance of the Convention is advisable.

iy Hon,., Ministers arc accordingly invited to agree
th.t the Convention should be extended to Malta and that
the Attorney General should prep re the necessary legislation
to bring the provisions of the Convention into force.

24th March, 1964,





