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The Secretary,
LONDON, f
ar 8ir, : cy
Steamer "LRANCEHS", "KATHRYN® .
"HLIZARETH" 2 BRATRICRY, i
e EEE——— 4
duly reeceived your letter of the lat ‘natent regarding

the Pefrigeratilng Inatellations in these vesscls and T note it is
consldersd that t!'e RUC records should “e qualified by the words "For -
iew York = Pueprto Pico Service". i
This hes not yet bLeen communicatsd directly to the. tes

‘wners but judlelous enquiries have been made and I tlink 1t well to ]
state 7 have een 1fiformed that these Refrigerating Tnstallations are '
dual-classed with the American Dureau of Shipning who have glven

unquallfied certificattas.

The Owners Representatives are somewtiat critfical of :
th1a Soclety's attitude tY these installatlons and have Indicated the Pgv
the suggegted qualificatlion would not be acceptable and would result L
In dropping this Soclety's classification. i

......

"he Owners Pepresentative points out that -

(1) 1t 18 not logleal to require two sections in the cold "
diffusers while there %s a single line between the con- e
denser ardd the cold diffuser,

£2) with any refrigerart, except C0g & fallure of a cold Ki
di fuser co’l will spoil the refrigerated cargo by taint, |

and S
(3) with the low pressures in use with the Freon geses, there ~JV”

is not the same danger of a coil failure, particuiarly { ke

as Freon 12 is non-corrosive. i

T shall be zlad if this matter could be reconsldered, s
as the Pull Iine is very favourably dilsposed towards this Soclety, e
and T feel that a motation such sg 1s proposed “n the case of theasae

vessels would not fostor good will towards t Soclety: ~1f indeed
87 I have indicated, they did not dectde to ﬁ§, ;ﬁijﬁizégifioation.

I am, Dear Sir, “ ?HJ
Yours( taronnfylyy (]S Reg&teg;;
ithotpa sinkebak) 0ALION s
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