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‘e remarks of the Chief Ship Surveyor are desired on this case for the consideration of the Classing Committee.

(“The endorsement to contain a succinct summary of any repairs that have been required and to show the cause or causes of such repairs, and also
1o bring out clearly any exceptional features in connection with the case, so that the Olassing Committee may have all the salient points
pr d in the endor "—Eaxtract from Sub-Committee s Report,24/5/02.)

Pransverse No. 2.0 Depth "d" = 22.0

‘ raming: Table No. 3. Description  Bulb angle as approved. .

; ongitudinal No. 24270

Length 1043

Proportions Depth =

___Bridge peck Sheerstrake 28 approved.

This vessel appears to have been built in accordance with the
ules and the approved plans, and it is submitted she is eligible to
' be classed % 100 Al. (Steel) as recommended.
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It is concluded that/jweb frame or equivalent strengthening is fitted

in the engine & boilem sydce and that the vertical stiffeners or lower part of -

S aldald
collision bulkhead are of bulb angle as required,but tne :mrve)&g)s‘s tate
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if this is so, and also,in view of the spacing of the stiffeners on
bulkheads Nos.35 & 62,whether the number of stiffeners is as shown

on the approved plan.

The Surveyors should also state whether the dry tank under
bollers is watertight,and if so,whether this space has been tested

as required by the Rules.
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