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¢ ramarks of the Chiel Sarveyor are desired on this case for the consideration of the Classing Committee. ﬁ/ :
(“The enlorsemant to contain a suecinet sum nary of any repairs that have baen reguirel ani to show ths canse or canses of such repuirs. anl also W |

to bring out clearly any excgptional features in connection with the case, so that the Classinz Committec may have all the salient points
presented in the enlorsemnt.”—Eclract from Suh-Commitlee's Report, 24/5/92.)

This vessel was classed on the 6th.instant 100A-, the
equipment being then incomplste.

The Quesnstown Surveyor reports that the equipment has now
bepn completed,and the anchors and cables verified with their certificates

of test,and together with the stream wire,towline, and hawser found to be

in order. The chain cables are slightly(6/10 ths. of one per cent) less in
weight than required by Table 22.

It is submitted the vessel is now worthy of the favourable

consideration of the Committee to have-the figure 1 assigned for equipment
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The first entry report should be returned to the Jueenstown

if now re
Surveyor and he should be requested to fill in the tests of the anchors, Qﬁb"
cables,and steel wires,whieh information he has omitted from his report ELM,%
No.2563. His attention should at the same time be directed to the weight ::;;;
of the lst.bower anchor,which on the First Entry Report is stated to be
20 cwts.3 qrs.18 lbs.,and on his report No.25663 as 23 . 18 . 0O . O0,and i Teck

he should state whether the latter is not in error. It should also be
Ist

pointed out to him that the weights of the 2nd., and 3rd.bower anchors are
on his report No0.2563

expressed as though they involved tons,which is evidently in errar.
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