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The following remarks are submitted:-

(1) It is of course realised that Wr.Macdonald mist bear
the principal part of responsibility for the survey of this
vessel, If, however, Mr.Black was called in, as MNr.Morrison
states, to witness the testing of tanks and an examination of
workmanship, duties which require him to carry on‘in some sort ,
the continuation of Mr.Macdonald's work, it is diffia

need for
understand why the /extensive repairs to bilge brackets, shell
a

plating, upper and bridge deck plating, deck plating in bunkers,

nd
mainframes 1n bridge space, and other itemsf@e;e not observed by
him and reported to Mr.Morrison.

(2) It is still considered, even on the basis of Mr,
Morrison's letter, that Mr.Black's participation in this
survey as a representative of the Society was not efficient

(3) The statement of Mr.Morrison's activity during
time agrees with the investigation which was made in this
Office, with the exception of two cases which were not
reported until a subsequent period. Taking everything
consideration, however, it is difficult to understand why
Mr.Morrison did not interest himself to some extent in
very important case, by visiting the vessel and
some extent in the survey. Mr.Black could have be
with some less important work that Mr.Morrison was doing.

In fairness to Mr.Macdonald it must again be pointed
that he was under notice to come home at the time of the survey
and did leave some days before it was completed, and 1t might
have occurred to Mr.Morrison that in these circumstances some
supervision was at least desirable.

The above remarks apply also to Mr.Cox's letter, with
the exception§{that the hard and fast line of demarcation to which

he refers was drawn with such clearness of defini; %ﬂ in this g4
) AL

/e Aedar Cp
case that there was no difficulty about it, and ghat(his /b

remarks in relation Ji§ Soclety

are fully concurred in.
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