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11th. November,/ ) 99

Sir,

We have to0 acknowiédqe the receipt, of your letter of yesterday
respecting the steamer "CLAM",and in reply to the enquiry as to
why a‘fee was not charged for the reinstatement, of class, we beg
to state that at the tbme of charging the fees we lost sight, of
the fact that the Rules now admitted of our charging such a fee,
We have bad previous similar cases of survey for reinstatement, of
class when the Rules did not permit of our charging beyond the
ordinary Special Survey fee, and in chareging the fees on this
vessel we did the same as we had done previously in such cases,
losing sight of the fact +hat the Rules regarding this matter had
been amended,

Wwith respect to your enquiry as to what amount, we would now

suggest as belng chargeable under this head, we would respectfully

state, that in addition to the £10 charged on the vesael for the

5.5.No.%, a further fee of &£1° mig%t(ﬁiyg/ﬁgii\been charged for

the work done, and with respect o the machinery,in addition to

the £5-10-0 charged a further sum of £E_10-0 shtould have been

charged.




We arey Sir,

Your obedient, servants,

pro Surveyors,
(

The Secretary,

LONDON,







