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THE LOSS: OF I BON-ACCORD.
) e
THE JUDGMENT OF THE COURT.
| Bheriff Browa presided at tho Board of Tradeinguicy
yesterday, and guve juigmentin the circumstatioes
nbteniding tha loss of the ateamer Bon-Acsord, of
Aberdeen. . The nautioal assessers weco Captain
Parftt, Owptsin Anderson, and Mr Lang, engineor,

Bhaeriff Browsn said :~~ ¢
Weo belisve that in this case, bafore proceeding to
answor the formal guestions put to us by the Board
of Trade, we will, with advantage, make a general
statement of the grounds on whish our judgment is
rosted, Our ramarks will natarally divide thomselves
under four heads :—(1) The paosition of the owners ;
12) the strocturo and equipmant of the vessel; (3)
the oause of thuoasuaity ; and (4) the conduet of the
manster and officers,  The first of thess may bs dis-
pesed of in & wingly sentence, for we ars unanimously
| of ‘dpinion that everything wae done by the owners,
bobh in Aberdesn and Blysh, to provide a firsb-rate
f aliip, and that, indeed, iz smply ostablished
by the specificationa. produced, ' We are much
alive to the importance of the insne raived under the
nooond branch of the inguiry, We underatand the
Board of Trade to dewire the opinion of the Ceurt,
with refersnce to the warticular casualty, and the
faots and eironmstances it has brought into view in
the shape of evidenos, whether the Bon-Accord, in
heing fitted up with web frames inwtend of held
beams, was in any respect structurally wenk ? Thesey
frames, which are practically girde s, preseunb an
obvious advantage, through the absouce of heams,
for' the stowage of oargo, and in [acilitating its
discharge, but beyond that, and in particular en the
goneral qention how far the rigidity of the vesse) is
affectsd  er  prometed, by  these  different
arrangements, I  myself, as the  judge
‘tyying tho oase, fesl that the Court would not be
warranted in exprossing aby opinion in the meagre
state of the evidenco, and in that view the nantical
nusnagors conicur, I% may be pointed ont, however,
that  Lloyd’s  Commistes bhave  givon their
ainotion for the arrapgement of web frames
in this case by npproving of the plans, aad parti-
cnlazly that of the midship section of the
vosol;  apd I st desired by the engineer
assmssor of the Court to say that he
ndapts the  view of ‘the committoe, although not
| cirdening his infividual opinion to be a result of the
avidenco, T quistion of the equipment of the
‘vl requires me goimarily to consider the extent
and condtion of ita pumping spparatus. - Spesking
gatarvally, we ars of opinion that that was sufficient ;
but  we make ‘two exeeptioms, hoth of
imlicli we regard as of first-rate importance.
e fore-compartinant, including the holds de-
sbribod in fho evidence as. No. 1 and No. 2,
weponded entirely on sluices and deck hand-pumps,
and had no suetion from the enginen. The nfter-
bold waain & different position, beingdonnectad with
the Worthington pump io the engine-room ; and it is
in our opinion s defect that both eompartments were
not fisked up in tlis respeect in the sama manner,
| Turther, tha engine-room pumps were provided with
an opan-bottomed cock instead of a yalve cliest, and
copour in the opinion expressed by Lloyd’s
Bevoyor, Mr Hindmarah, that the latter would have
ion o botter nroaugomeunt, as admitting of the
koy being worked sepseately from the main
engine pump.  In this connection also we think it
wotiil hiave been an improvement if there hed been
am  slevation of the donkey, to be resorted to
i o event, which proved te be the cose
- of the main engiue fires being drowned
All the axsensors bave pressed upon me o make
act of the jadgment of the Coart to express
sarpeing that, with such detsetive pumping arrange-

menta as have beon pointed oub, the Bon-Accord

ahot havo recaivad the higheat olass at Lloyd’a;
but'T fecl that I'srould not bo warranted in doivg so.
That mattor has mot been ralsad by thie Board of
Trade, nod has not basn tha subject of inquiry, and,
howaver vainable it may be in the public interest to
have tho bensfit of such competent opinion, en
whiell ground T decide not to withbold it, it appears
to mo that nothing should become a finding of the
QOouet that haanoba basisin the eyidence putbeforait.
I myaelf bava no spinion on the question, and express
nons, The third branch of the inquiry, as above
classified, deals with the cauvae of the casualty, and
| the first point thot there arises is as to tha seat of
the Birjury to theyessel, The officars of the ship wero
| unabls to give the Conrt the bunefit oven of ‘an ap-
Il proximate opinion on the question, but, while admit-
iing that that depsnds more or less on probab.'iies,
we fnolins to the view, as deserving mout sup ort
from the ovidenoe, that tho vessel was injured in
two places in the ship’s side, on each wside of thp
stokehole bulkhead, accounting for the water bein:
found in large quantity in the side pocket and in the,
fore-compartment; and wo ara further of opinion
that the damage was above the hallast tanks, A
number of suggestions wars made in the coursa of
| the trial ns to the osase of the injury, and
it will bs our duaty fe deal with them
to the besi of our ability ; but hers again
wa fes! that we do not occupy certain ground, and
that our views must be regorded as more or less
problematieal. IGis Heyond doubt that the vessel took
the ground at Biyth, although that does not appear
to have been generally known om beard, indicating
| tliat it was not vary approciable, but, beyond that,we
Alinfitlin - gaganl it i seasonahle. pgalides
| iave been receivad pHy the bottom of the ship, as
| shown by the  ballast tank being “dry
until - the manhsele in the engine-room waa
torn off, and the watsr allowed to run inte it;
and, secondly, bocause the injury would have bsen
soenar discoverad when sounding the tanks, which,
ncoording to the evidence, was rvgularly dode, The
theory that the vessel was injured by floating
wreckage is, in oar opinion, highly improbabls. . She
was not damaged forward, as her fore peak was per-
feotly dry, nor,as already pomnted out, in the bottom,
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ssshatanos in thie most effeative manner, Accot™
to his own statement he knew of two sheltersd bay!
woll nndex hid lea, and when at raldnight on the
16th ha altersd his courae from 8, 'W. to 8. K. before |
the wind, and headed for Cape Fininterre, oursopinion
is that he shonld have set square sail to bave tuken
advantage of the fresh broeze that prevailed, the
raason igned by bim  and the chief
why that course was not thought |
adopted being whelly inadeguate.
In those circumstancen we have bad it under very
serioua consideration whether, as suggested by the
Board of Trade, our duty does not require ua to deal
with the master’s certificate. o wus updoubtedly
guilty in more than oue respsct of grave error in
judgment, but considering the suddenness and occult
natare of the disaster, the consequent nnoertainty an ‘l
to the time at his disposnl to combine wll the
interests whioh fell under his charge, and the result,
whioh we think is fairly doe to hia management,
$hat loss of life was averted, we are unamimously of
opinion, mubject to the views wa have already
oxprossed, thut sach fault v not gualified as wonld
fustify us in disturbing his position as & ocertificated
inanter.  'I'he chief mate was practically superseded
an the oceasion, and the question of his liahility dees
not arise. The chief engineer, in our opinion, acted
with exemplary ecoolness and judgeent in an
emergeacy in whioh he was entitled to look for more |
nesistance than he regsived,

The Gourt answored the quastions of the Board of |
Trade as follown ;:—

(1) Whother, when the Bon-Accord left Blyth, she
was in all rexpacts in good seaworthy condition I—A,
‘We answer this question in the affirmative, subjoct
to the limitation contsined in the foregoing state-
ment,

(2) Whether tha stesl plates and other materisl
usnd in the construction of the veasel were properly
tosted and examined ; wiiethershe wanwo constracted
83 to be freo from stroctural weaknoss?—A, The
steel platos and other matsrinl used in the construer
tion of the veasel wors properly tested and examined. |
‘We vefer to the foregoing statement for onr answer
to the mecond part of the guestion,

(3) Whether the moil pipes end sea communioa-
tlons were properly fitted, nnd wheather thay wore
so arranged as to prevent the poasibility of the vesssl
meking water through them without it being dis-
coverad ?—A, They waere.

(4) Whether tbe hulkheads ware properly con-
strncted, and whether the vpopings in them wers xo
deeatiged that they conld bs effe ctunlly olosad?—A,
They were,

(5) Whether the ventilators and all other deck
openings were properly covered and secured ?—A.
They were,

(6) What was the oauns of the vessel making watar
on the 15th March, 1890, and thereafter 7—A. We
are of opinion that the weight of the evidence favours
the view, above all other suggestions, that the vesvel
made water bn the 15th of March and thoreafter
through being strained in the bad weather whioh
prevailed on that and the preceding dey, but what
was the canse of the straining we are unable to say.

(7) Was & proper and sufficient examination then
made of the aoil pipes, sea connections, and deck
openings, and did the water find its way into the
vassel through any of thess?—A. A preper and
sufficient examination was made of the noil pipes, sea
connections, nnd deck openings, and the water did
not find its way into the vessal through any of these, |

(8) Were the openings in the bulkheads and the
sluices closed, and, if 50, how did it happen that the
water was not confined to ons compartment?~-AJ
Theepenings in tue bullheads and the sluices were
cloued, but the water was not confined to one com-
paztment:  In explanation of this we consider it a

robable view upon the evidewce that there was a
F-dk in the vessel’s side on each side of the bulkhead.

(9) Was the ship so subdivided s to enabls her to
remain afloat with one compartment fall of water,
and if she was o subdivided, what ocensioned her
togs 2—A, The ship was not wo subdivided as to
enahble ber to remnin afloat when loaded, if any one
of her ecompartments had been full of water.

(10) Were the pumps sufficient, properly placed
and fitted for all requirements, and in good order ?
—A, The pumps were sufficient and properly fitted
and placed, with the exceptions made in the fere-
going statement.

(11) Waas every possible effart made to
nggertain the cause of the leak, and to stop it ?2—A.
Kvery possible effert was not made to nscertain the
cause of the leak, and to stop ik

(12) Was every possible effort meade to save
the vessei?—A, Every possible effort was net made
tao wvo bhg vegsel,

¥13) Whether the master, chisf officer, first
ouffneer, or githier of them is in default 7—A. We
rofPt 0 g forogoing statsment for our answer to
th® G2%%ion, -

and as sany oollisien with floating wreckape |

must have been broadside on, it seems to us almost
impossible that an impact sufficient to produce such
injury as was camsed should have  been
unperceived by all persons on board, especially
by those in the stoke-hole and engine-room. ‘The
results of a reeent inquiry held at the instance of
the Board of Trade, anil of a report obtained by the
Board, bave been put in evidence, and from that it
uppears that on tho 66k and 10th of April last two
vesssls, the Florence Richard and the Beman eama
| into collision with flonting wreck while: off tha
| Portaguese coast, one being lost and the other only
alightly damagad, but in both cases the shock was
veory disbinctly felt on board,  T'he last explanation
of the casualty that has been muggested to us is the
straining of the vesssl in the gale that prevailed
on the 14th and 15th of March., Excluding the
causes of injury that have already been dealt with
as atany rate highly improbable, we do not see that
there is anything else to fall backupen to aceount
for tho causalty but' the straining of the vessel—a
result not to be naturally looked for in a perfectly
new and firsut-class ship ; but'beyond indicating that

that points sither to structaral weakness somewhere, |

or faulty workmanship, we do not feel ourselves justi-
fiad in expressing anv opinion. It is also proper to
point eut as & rider on this abstract” view - that,
neoording to the . evidenco of Llwyd’s wur-
veyor at Aberdeen, the workmanahir of the
veusal was tested and ohecked in "the most
rigid manner without -any flaw being discovered,
and that no evidenoce has been put before us in tha
oourge of the inquiry from which the Court would be
warranted in ceming to a finding either way, in the
issue of the structural unsoundness of the vessel, In
short, we cannot necount for the straining of the
vessel excspt on ene or other of thers two hypotheses,
but we are unable, on the proof led, to suy which of
the two canses led to that condition of the ship, and,
of eourse, in this connection it will be considered that

i
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| the enginser assessor of the Court holds the view |

that the arrangemoent of web frames is not a source

of weakuess. The material of which the vessel was |

constructed, in our opinion, 18 not in the case, The
Court has finally to deal with the conduet of the
mastor and officsrs in the emergoncy in which they
were suddenly placed. The first intimation made to
the master that the vossol was making an unusual
quaniity of water was by the chinf engineer, threugh
the chief mate, about 10 p,m. of Baturday, 15th
Mareh, e was then on the bridge, and contented
himself with lueking threugh the grating in the roof
of the stoke-hole,when he maw tho wutsr. Some time
after midnight it was reported to him by the chief
engineer peraonally that the starboard fires of the
main boiler had hesn drowned out; but still he did
net go below ; and,indeed, it is distinctly in evidencs
that he was not in the engine-room till shortly before
tho vossel was abandoned on the evaning of Sunday,
16th Maroh,on whish oocasion the final soundings wers
| taken. The master justifies this conducton the ground
that his firsg duty was on deck, direoting the
navigation of the vassél and the operations of the
deck pumps, and that he bad every confidence in
the chief engineer doing his best to ascertain and, if
he found it, to reduce the leak. We are very far,
indeed, from thinking this confidence was misplaced
a8 regards the capecity aud character of the ehisf
angineer; but we are quite clearly of opinion that
it was the duty of the master to think aud act
for hirself in this crisis, and that he ssriously
erred in not persouslly seeing to the state of matters
below.  T'here is avidence that without Jeaving the
deck he gave directions to the engineer—the man-
hola above tha ballast tank having been removed
with his approval. ~ But without sseing any point
in the objoction that he did not hold formal cen-
sultation with the other officers, we think he plainly
failed in net asseming the  comwmand which
belonged to = him, Ho followed a propsr
and  indeed Ilaudable course in  ultering
the ecourse of the vwsssel at midaight, and
bringing her into the traclk of other vessels, and it
is only fair to him to keep in view that tlie safaty of
all on board materially depended on the result then
attained ; but in our opinion he was unduly domi-
nated by this idea, having almost from the outset,
after he came to realiss his position, practically
abandoned the thought of endeavonring te save the
ship as well. 'We eannot, further, consur in the view
exprossed by the masver and others ns to the
impracticability of  clearing the starboard
side pock«t. of coal — at least partially —
s0 o8 to frace the leak, The  comparative
want of space in the stoke-hole would undoubbediy
bave made that a diffioult operation, but we think
that much of the difficulty weuld have been over-
come by drawing ths coal up in ash buckets through
the ventilators on to the deck, and in our opimien
auch an effort should have boen made, nafwithstanding
that, on the theory which most approves itself to us,
the wnjury on the other side of the bulkbead might
romain undisposed of, and not be capable of being
denlt with in the same roanne: Nor enn we ndmit
that the master carried out the policy to
| which be gommitted himself of getting outside




