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B b (% 16th March 1921.

Dear Sir,

1% "Indianapolis®.

é We beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the
% 14th inst, which (no doubt inadvertently) misses the point,

and we venture to think is self contradietory. May we

explain why .

In your first paragraph you erphasise that it is contrary
to your printed Rules to furnish to others than the aectual
Owners of Vessels any information beyond what is contained
in the Registry Book without the written consent of the
Owmers «

In your second paragraph you adrit that a Representative
of your Offices "produced certain doeuments”. He certainly
did not produce the Register Book or econfine his information
to anything contained therein. On the contrary he produced
correspondence addressed to yourselves, whieh is obviously
beyond the scope of your first paragraph now under reply.

We may add that the Correspondence in question was
Produced at the instance of parties who were adverse to the

Sh"Lpownera/ and we have reason for stating that the previous
consent of the Owners to the produection even of this Corres-
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dpondence had not been obtained .

In these eireumstances we repeat our request for an

vas denied to uss

o\,
We rmst ask vou to be good enough to give us this specifie

ireply as the matter is one of great importance.
We are, Dear S8ir,

Yours faithfully,

/zﬁ.ﬂﬁ*/ﬂ‘”‘/‘/\ 4

%’l‘he Secretary,
. Lloyds Registry of Shipping,
71 Fenchureh S%t,

London BeCeds
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explanation why information whieh was furnished to our Opponents
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