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2lst lMarch y 1921,

i

S

znear lire Dykes,
E3 o
i liany thanks for your letter of the 14th instant
“®Sfand your reply to my inquiry of the 10th instant. It is ex-
-%mtly what I expected - we have heard nothing to the econtrary,

2 I was sorry %o have to trouble you about the
s fees for the re-classification of the Steamers "CROSTAFELS®
~ pnd "GOLDINFELS", and note the explanation im your telegram

beifwhieh, I may say, was received after your letter of confirmation,
Gated 16th instant.

_ In the case of the "CROSTAFELS" you hardly seem

#®0 have followed your past practice. The Rule fee for No. 3
Burvey is £22 ~ double this would be £44, whereas you have

‘bnly charged £30 for the Mall. As regards the Machinery

the Rule fee is £13 and you have charzed £26., Had you in fact

Pharged double the eorreet Hull fee ths total £70 would have

. Peen a little less than we should have charged for similar

‘¥ork in this ecountry, as you will see by my letter of the 1l6th

. Anstant, I should explain that we are anxious to seecure
Boma uniformity in these matters if possible.

1 With kindest regards,
& Yours faithfully,

2 TR

Qéorga Dykes, Esq.,
. HAMBURG.
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