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53 e rveyor at Split, and 1 2 ddn f't ’ whiek
% vhile at sea two days later g 1 be previous
sndc ts.

A letter has now 1 rece e 1
ABBOC n ng that the Underwri 7€ t vy the
loss that proceedings are t t urts in this
& The Plaintiffs have mad e Societv's

YR Vo it Split informed a Mr. Mario Lusic that there were possil

roken when the vessel grounded i her ocadinge berth
immed iate prior to 1 se ma ; cer
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a1y ciation desire to know if 5 JouL 1 nit Mr,
APOWD ne to London to & ce. If the Committee to

o . T o+ - = o e i s + A &3 o 3 1

L8 . igglirlre TO npave some 1l1daea s L Lie 1e€ Lhat would nhave 1o
o b " P T . harowt + P
e P8 LG zonnexion therewith.

Mr. Brown has be 1 4 zte if he

ently attend, and, if so, what the arran

substitute/approximately cost. He replies that
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It is submitted that lr. Brown might be authorised to

JPeceed to this Country for the purpose of giving evidence in thi
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i@se, if desired, and that the #0wwExclusive Surveyor at Susak be

;ﬁtid EO arrange to undertake the duties at Split in his absence,
uireQ.

If this arrangement is agreec to it is~considered
uld not be reasonable to charge the Owners of vessels
Soncerned fér thecexpenses incurred ian travelling from Susak to Split,

.. it is submitted that these should be charged to -the Salvage
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