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Tlopd's Register of & hipping,

71, Fenchurch Street, E.C.3.

drd July, 1950,

bear Sir,

o)

I duly received a letter from you on the 17:th
ultimo regarding youst new pilot boat "IHAFS PILOT" -
which 1s under consiPuction st the Yerd of Hesors,

! He Molean & Sons of Fenfrew, for the oless of BS#
p (Pilot Serviee).

With regard %o yowr query, I yould explein that

the Classification Societles of Iieyd 8 Feglater and the

. Sritish Corporation have been fused. This fusion involves

both ataflff end administration, and until unified Fules

W are issued, 1t is still open %o Owners emnd/or Builders

of new ships to choose whether they would prefer that
such new consiruction should be bullt te the existing
flules of Lloyd's fegister or the existing Rules of the

{

; \ Brltish Corporation,

i Fundementelly there is very 11ttle difference

1 in these two sets of Hules, but as ey vary in smell
. 8 detail, my edvice is you should continue with the

i cons trustion of your pllot vessel with s view to
: obteining clessification of D8#% (pilot Service) for
her on comple tion,

i The work is of course being undertelen by
Surveyors to the fused Soclety who took over the 7Technisel
§ Stalf of both Institutions.

A8 regards the sister vessel, you will etill have
ihe option of classing her either to British Corporation
fules or Lloyd's Fegister Fules se it 1e most unlikely

| we shall be formulating unified ‘ules for some 1iitle

time to come,

I trust that this explanailom will cdspify the
positien althowh I would acdd that we cennot subsoribe to
your Gemtractor's statement ¢ et the B,C, Fules ?.pu peh |
more abelngent than those of loy ‘s Fecis M’\y‘f‘j ihe - e
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