. Iy =

o
¥

u.V. YSHEAN®, ex "FULLAGAR®, 420 tcns gross, tullt by Messrs.
Cammell, Iaird & Co. Li. in 1920-2mo.
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In this vessel all tne riveted ccnnections werse
disvensed with, and the various attachments throughout were
made by electric welding.

The vessel was classed TL00A1L "Electrically Welded®,
*Subject t0 Annual Survey¥, "Experimental®.

In 1928 a letter was received from the Vancouver
Surveyor stating that the Owner desired the notaticn
"meperimental® to be deleted. The Surveyor furtner stated
that the condition of the ship was in every way satisfactory,
and he recemmended that the notaticn in questicn should be
retained until the Special Survey No.¥ had been held, but
that, as ag annual examinaticn ng longer appeared to be
necessary, the periods setiween Surveys might be extended
+0 two years. %‘ Wb‘/ Wﬂ way 4//4‘-4“‘“1 :

Subsequently, the Quasi-Are Welding Cgmpany, the
patentees of the process of welding adopted in tals vessel,
wrote to the present Owuers and suggested that they preass for
the withdrawal of the word ¥Experimental® from the ngtation
of olass. The Owners complied with this suggestion, and
have approached the Vancouver Surveycr,; ¥r.Socott, who has
advised them %o defer their application until 1933 (afier the
Special Survey lic.d has been held), and he askes the OUwners %o
pear in mind that "the Committee of ILloyd's Reglster (by
withdrawing the word '"Experimental') would be practically
reeasnisiﬁﬁ glectric welding as a regular method of ship
cgnetruction.”

The appiicaticn recelved from these Owners raises the
question as to the meaning to be attached to the word
"Bxperimental® as applied to this vel ge_'> ¢1@a2@ﬁ‘ ahe
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In the view of the Owners and ¢of the Quasi-Arc Company,
this notation is intended only t¢ apply to the particular
veasel, and they hold that if this vessel trades for a
gufficiently long pericd of time without shewing aigns of
atructural weakness, they are entitled t¢ ask for the
withdrawal ¢f the qualification, as the method of
ecnstruetion has peen Jjustified in tnat imstance.

It is submiited that this is not a correct view of
the matter. The General Regulations of tne Sgelety, Page 10,
Clause 6, provide for novel forms of cometruotion, and they
gtate that where the propcsed constructicn of a vessel..veves
involves the use of upusual material, and where experience
vdas not sufficiently justified the principle or mcde of
application iavolved, the notaticn "Experimeutal® will be
inserted in the Register Book, where the Committee consider
such a course is desirable.

1t seems tc be clear from this Clause that the object
of the Committee in taking the necessary action in these cases
is to0 acquire sufficient experience, in the circumstances set
forth, sc that a justification for the prineivle or mode of
application involved may be cbtalned. When such experience
has bpeen obtailned, the proposed principle or arrangement can
ve apprcved as equivalent to the requirements ¢f the Rules,
and the class 100A without qualification be assigned.

o withdraw the word "Experimental#®, therefcore, would
imply that the Committee are satisfied in regard to the
sgundness of the principle involved, and that, on the basis
¢f the experlence with cune siaip onliy.

1t is supmitted for consideration wgether it would be

wise t¢ aoccede to the OUwner's request.
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