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6th August, 1908,
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In reply to vour inquiry resarding Harkess's
175, there is no limit 1aid down in the Repgulations as to
the position which a bulkhead in side of bridge may

occuny, but if there is a reasonable portion enclosed the

vessel is entitlsd to have the freeboard somputed vith the
sheer allowanos measursd at ends, as ahewn on the ocopy
of the report ssnt vou.

As regards fresh water allowance, where ihe
centre of disec is limited to 8" below the siil of Liie
Jjowest side scuitle no fresh water line 1s assigned, as to
do 80 would place that line nearer than 6". The iine
assizned 1s for all seasons, swker and wintep, for oiher
than W.N.A, vovages.

1 find rrom our records that No.175 is for
Eldsy, Dempster % Co, and it would avpear that mlie 18 the
tvpe usually emploved by them on the W. Coast of Africa.

I conelude therefore that she is not intended for Welels
vovazes., If such should be contenplated, Lowever, Lheﬁ
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the centr- of dise.

To increase the ordinary smumer 2 vinter

treoboardu 80 88 10 keep the Indian Swummer Line at the
8" 1imit would be 10 unfairiv penalize tlhe vessel for hey

ordinary vovages,

I think the foregoing 6xplanation will mhlew vou

how we have dealt with tras case.,
¥ith xinqd regardas,
Yours falthfully,
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