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PAn18, #7th wareh,

The seeretary,
LONDON,

Tear Sir,

I beg to ackuowledes reselpt of your letter of the
léth instant, sonosrning the “COLONEL vIiaLi:oix® and othep
vessels, and enclosing & eopy of g letter recsived from Op,
%mmalﬁara, of Hantes, reagarding whiech you sak me to farnish
youwrwith my remarks,

Your letter crossed mine of Saue date regarding the
"COLONEL VINRJEIE® and ¥ou have observed, fpom By letter, that,
eontrarlly to what hea been salid to iy, Brunelliere, the instruge
tlons Lo class the vessel with the Buresy Varitas emanated
from the Yenagers themselves, not from the Yinistry of tie
Yarine Yavehande.

dume resark regarding the case of the “"Ji g us BINORN®
referred to in wp, frunilliere’s letter and eanoerning whieh
& ecorpespondence waa pessed laet yoar boatween the mmnry
end this 2ffice, ,

feapecting the "is magug® and "Li JEVEY, the nattep
ie domlt with in g 8epafits INPter, but 1s pesnlts from my
‘nquiries that the transfer of class to the Durear Verlites

was due to m nisunderatanding, eor a nisteke of the Hanagers.

As Tar as the "Caniann® 1 congared, 1t would appear,
from my personal inquiries ro the oifieials concernsa at the
“inlatwry, that the decinton = which ig surprising them = that the
conversion of the vessel fop ﬂﬂﬂibﬁ wing im bulk should be
earried out by the Bureau Veritss, did not amenute Crom them,
It 18 supposed thet 1t 48 dud to s losal inltiative, Tn thig
connexion, it has been palnted out to me toat the vrantige of
' t‘w if tssulng instructions rezarding the afﬂﬁing ves el
iz to refer to the Tules and Supsvvigion of ¢k - ""lassifloation
"th, lzed Soelety with whieh the Mmﬁx?’:ﬁ "i."::ﬁ’-f""

he recogni Soglety with whie ‘e vessel 13 olas .

rhaps, runslliere gmld be » quasted to obtnin from the
Owners, 1f poseible, more partlenlara regar ing this cuse, which

" g th the 8l Acts of Septesber 1946 by

tilch the soclety wae recognised in rrance,




