S bl s ‘_;‘@

1,18, § . ' i

eived by Chief Ship Surveyor. .. s 2 ;'9 Received from Chief Ship Surveyor :

‘ ESSEL’S NAME _gteel S.8. "CONDE DE ZUBIRIA'. Rpt. BLo. No. 5356

The remarks of the Chief Ship Surveyor are desired on this case for the consideration of the Classing Committee.

(*The endorsement to contain a succinct summary of any repairs that have been required and to snow the cause or causes of such repairs, and also
10 bring out clen.rlz any exceptional features in connection with the case, 50 that the Classing Committee may have all the salient points

P in the "—Extract from Sub-Commitlee s Report,24/5/92.)
Transverse No. 72.26 : o : Depth ngn 20.92
L]
Framing: Table No.3» ' Description Channels as approved.
Longitudinal No. 22700 B
: Length 12,89
Proportions e
.._,cfff.f)ﬁe:f?.afneck Sheerstrake 28 approved. ya

The watertight doors fitted on the stokehold bulkhead are

. prevented by a riveted angle bar from being opened.

The class should be subject to rods being fitted to the doors in

quegtion. el

This vessel appears to have been built in accordance with the

‘Rules and the approved plans, and it is submitted she is eligible to

be classed * 100 Al (Steel) as recommended. ) 7
) Subject to the . 3
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It ie concluded the bottom plating at ends clear of the dbublé”botf%ﬁ
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is 11# /m as shewn on the sketch of Midship S8ection, but the 8urveyors 'égjx;J
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should state if this is so and also whether reversed frames have been
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fitted at hatch &&d beams in way of No.3 hatch as required,




