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ESSEL’S NAME ...

———1e remarks of the Chief Engineer Surveyor are desired on this case for the consideration of 't\ifei ‘Classing Committee
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(“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.”’—Eatract from Sub-Oommittee’s Report, 24/5/92.)

Type of Engine 01l Engine LS OB ik

Lf-Boitliers-fitted-with-foreed-draughi-

edl shafit.

If Pltted with a eontinous 1iner No

If fitted with an outside gland of approved type Yes
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This vessel's machinery appears to have been built in accordance

with (he Rules and the approved planms, and it 18 submitted she ds

eligible to be eclassged B LMC 2,56
The Newcastle Burveyors should b
e be 152 o count of 1 ffact thet &
sin.
They should also be asked to conflmm
deptirie lichting elrpcults are 220 Vol
plan, i not 110 volt as per Report 13
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