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yRSSEL’S NAME Motor Tanker “BRITISH MAJOR" REPORT...S18 i

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

(“The endorsement to contain a succinet summary of any repairs that have been required and to show the cause or causes of such repairs, and
also to bring out clearly any exceptional features in connection with the case, so that the Classing Committee may have all the salient points
presented in the endorsement.”—Eztract from Sub-Committee’s Report, 24/5/92.)

4
1st Leng. No. 15776 Depith ®d" =
2nd Long. No. 443599 Proportions:% 15,61
Framing As approved : Sheerstrake  AS approved
77777777 T™wo longltudinal bulkheads are fitted. il R
This vessel appears to have been built in accordance with the
Rules and the approved plans, and it is submitted she is eligible to
be classed E100Al "Carrying Petroleum in bulk"
1 Dk, 2nd dk in fore hold. ™"Longltudinal framing at bottom
and at deck"’
v ®Buytts of keel plating-elec, welded"
Cell DBuE 67! 37t, DTf 32' 383%, FPT 129t, APPs 165t
FK, 17BH, Lloyd's 4 & CP. 9 i
P 98' B 47" F 47!
Mchy Af&G ‘
0.L. 490.0' i |
R.85.D. " i
“ gk v ;3%&
Tt is submitted the SurveylgrdA be requested to furnish the >
following information which has b omitted from thelr report:- %
1) Spacing of rivets in the(%s de frames. ,Y
2) Riveting particulars of tAe bottonm longltudinals and 5
brackets connecting the) former to the oiltight bulkheads .;"8
as required on Rpt 1# 'S Fi
3) The spacing of the om longitudin4ls @ éOZO I %
4) The breaking test gpylled to the 3F' eire. J.li. hawsers. f &
They should be Slgbrmed 1t 1s conejluded the frir_nt ’ sR{e ister
are connected to jhe tuk to Q ; g“ ;';@J'Steﬁ

in way of the engine Spac
angles as indicated on &

aporoved plans and ..ol by 6" Ftd—lﬁj rjd%ilOﬂ
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angles as reported, that
plating are as indicated .o
spacing of the 7/8" diakhe
the bottom transverseb:
cargo tanks is 4% diame ters as approved and that the
peak tanks have bw i

they should state 1

further be reques ko state whether the
are correct in p porting 12" x 1w ste??f%é*ggﬁngs welded to thg

deck and closed/by .ealt steel covers instead of 1gn X 33" x ,qqn
" steel covers as glven in
the approved plan of the
Pwarded with theip apjp

freeboard replbrt and] to g
Sternframe as the plan-ef
a cast steel sternfr



