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¥or the CHIEF SHIP SURVEYOR and CHIEF ENGINEER SURVEYOR.
Ix cuses which nave WO e submitted to the Classing Committee *the endorsement to contain & SNCCINCT SUMMATY of any repairs that have been
the eause or causes of suel repairs, and aiso to bring out clearly any excepmonal jearures in connection with the case
ts presented in the endorsement.’—Hxtracs from Sab-Commiétiee s Repori. 34/5/02.)

sequired and to show
o that the Classing Comrmttoo may have all the salient poin
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In September, 1933 the Owners wrote the yacht had

not been commissioned during that year and was merely laid up for sale.
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She has been lald ug(and action has been deferred accordingly from

time to time pending recommission.

The 4th Special Survey No.l became due 7,356

The case received further consideration in July, 1937,

the yacht was sti1ll laid up and an undertaking wes asked for and furnished.

In reply to enTquiry the Southempton Surveyors state
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Some 2 years and 9 months have elapsed since the

Special Survey became due and it is submitted for consideration

whether the Owners should be asked to arrange for the yacht to be

‘ generally examined.
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