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Case of the Steel Sc.Mecter Barge "EVELYN HOPE"

| No. /$43/ _in Red. Bk. _/%/94 _ tons, Built (b o Q\k
: AR
o NN 2
| Classed ng L (honers“”“v4%£4wmm.mm age o L. »&\\ ?
.20 o R\ ;'
4P 3620 Fuwlhacd “‘Z:’:Zd""“" Port of Registry "/:”wéw Ao \i\‘ !
: 4‘“—‘ .f,z.q : 7.16:1” \ \ {
3 ; : M % \\\ \ ‘93,
§ Survey due Annual Survey e¢f 0il Engines due 5,21, v >‘\§§
In July last the Owners stated this vessel was laid up at .

%Brentfcrd and that they weculd nctify this O0ffice as scen as they were in
. a pesitien te submit her te the abeve inspectien. 1In the circumstances,
| acticn in the matter was deferred by the Ccmmittee fer a time.

: On the 11th Ne¢vember the Owners wrete that as they were nect
{ quite certain as tc what use the vessel wculd be put in the future they -
! must ask fer the requisite survey *c be pestpened, and on the 29th Nevamber
. they were infermed that the Committee ceuld enly agree tc the vessel
' retaining her class en the definite understanding that the survey cof the

0il Engines weuld be carried cut befere she was again empleyed, and the T
Owners were therefere asked te give this assurance. In reply they wrete:i-
1 "We beg te thank yeu fer your letter of the 29th ult., re the
| "meter barges 'BEATRICE HOPE' and 'EVELYN HOPE'. With regard
: "tc the fermer vessel's recent veyage te Calais and back, cur
g "brekers were instructed te ccver fer same 'unclassified!'.
! "We can assure ycu that on ne acceunt will these vessels be
: “empleyed as 'Classified' until the surveys cn the 0il Engines

"have been carried cut.”

é The case received the censideration ef the Cemmittee en the ,
16th ultime and in reply the Owners were infermed that the Cemmittee could |
enly agree te the classification ef the vessel remaining undisturbed in

4

;
% Commitiee’s Minute

| p i Bormmillic
é \«7/\4/1/7“30(/61/(/( -/o?ﬂ/ Vmbmﬂ/f‘tf /q’,??
O\LL

) v L/ RS
Czﬁ;ﬁ”l4¢4§& Cz;7tuan¢L/¢4£AQ; At gem,

\WIB @2~ o R \\%

§
2

i
. Decision ... .

i
s S




£

SRRl s

-—2‘
|
the Register Beeck en the cenditien that the survey cof the
0il Engin s/}e carried cut befcre the vessel was again em-
-plcyed, and"the Owners were again asked tc give this
assurances
This communicaticn bas failed te elicit a reply.



