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30th March, 1926.

Dear Hr. Scorer, ;

With referance to your official letter of the é%th
instant and the Sacretary's raply of to-day respecting th;
Furness Shipbuilding Co's Yard Nos. 103 and 109, I would 1ide
to draw your attention %o the apparent discrepancy in the f
agsumed under deck tonnayge. 3

When we asked for the builders'® under deck tonnage
calculation on the assumption that ordinary side frames and
floors wera fittad, wa naturally assumad that the builders
would take into considaration the fact that with this system
of framing sparring and ceiling would ba fitted in the holds.
Wa ara asking you to verify this.

It should also ba noted that under the old system
of measurament the bottom ordinate of a vessel having ordinary
framing would only be about 1 ft., namely the width of the \
cantra keelson foundation plates. In making their estimate, 5
therafore, the builders should use this ordinate.

I shall be glad if you will confer with MNr.Butterwick
in this matter, and I would suggest that he make a further
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what sparring-and eeiling have baen assumed in the calculation.
He might aleo give me the block coafficient at the load draught.

The reason for asking for this additional information
fe that the bottom tank is of abnormal form, and wa have
found veary large gariation in the tonnage coafficient depending
on tha assumed arrangement of the bottom. We naturally do
not want to penalize the vessel as ragards freaboard, and
therefore it is better that thése invastigabtions ghould be
mada at this stage than that they should ba left to be dealt
with when tha vessel ig completed.

with kind regards,

Yours faithfully,

C.B. Scorar, E3q.,

MIDDLESBROUGH.




