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WSSEL’S NAME Noter.Trawler..l.d B0 ALVARES. FAGINESEPORT LiS. No.4070

Le 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.”’—FEaxtract from Sub-Committee’s Report, 24/5/92.)
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! This trawler is somewhat similar %o REAIY & "ALVARO

The Surveyors state that the kedge anchor supplled 1s under weight

| and the Owners will_place one of correct size on board at _the first

opportunity. (see below).
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This vessel appears to have been built in accordance with the

Rilles: and the dpprovied plans, and ibtas submitited she is elilaipbilic U9

.

be classed Myotor Trawler"

Cell DB 89' 170t, FPT 40t, APT 14%

$ ‘Strengthened for navigation in ice" iﬁ“”
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Surveyor's attention should be drawn to the test of the kedge
1s above that required for the Rule ex, stock anchor and they
quested to confirm the weight of the anchor and to state the
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STOCK,

hey should be further requested to commence in future the
ration on page 4 of their lirst Entry reports as set forth

3 F;g.l?g§ ggw Eu ??rwa;u a plan or_the rudder and sternframe,
. . The plan of midship section as built referred to in the report
i does not appear to have been received at thils gfficerand the Syr veyors

i should be requested to furnish a copy of same, -/

!

1

/ f _ 14 N i
~\ /N C L
) \ ()N - i
s & %J‘ J\S"! A3 D E\\e g lSt

1, 3840

COUS02~ oousut@%@dati()ﬂ



