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TUG’S LOSS WHEN
TOWING TANKER

Question of Suitability

‘" ”

SECURITY ” INQUIRY OPENED

A Ministry of Transport inquiry
nto the loss of the steam tug Security,
which sank off Anvil Point, Dorset, on
Dec. 8, 1946, was opened in London
yesterday Mr. Kenneth 8.
Carpmael,” K.C., sitting as Commis-
sioner of Wrecks.

The Security, with two other tugs,
the Contest and Watercock, was tow-
ing the British tanker Kelletia, during
a heavy gale when she capsized. Five
survivors were picked up, but the
master and three members of the crew
were reported missing. Counsel for the
Ministry raised the question as to the
suitability of the tugs for the work.
Sitting with Mr. Carpmael, as
assessors, were Captain J. P. Thomp-
son, Lieut.-Commander C. V. Groves,
and Mr. E. F. Spanner.

Mr. J. B. Hewson represented the
Ministry of Transport; Mr. R. F. Hayward,
K.C., appeared for the owners of the
Kelletia, the Anglo-Saxon Petroleum
Company, Ltd.; Mr. Waldo Porges for
the owners of the tug Watercock. the
Gamecock Steam Towing Company, Ltd.;
and Mr, P. T. Bucknill for the owners of
the Security. The owners of the Sec urity,
the Elliott Steam Tug Company, Ltd.,
Lom}on‘ applied to become parties to the

inquiry, but none of the other interests
represented did so.

Mr. Hewson said the Security was a
single-deck steam towing and salvage
vessel, and was built in 1904 by Messrs.
J. P. Rennoldson & Sons, of South
Shields. The managers were Messrs.
John Page and Harry Gould Page, of
Fenchurch Street. Because of the fact
that the Security had a flush fo'c’sle,
she was probably better able to with-
stand heavy seas than the other two
tugs engaged with her in towing the
Kelletia. 1t might be found that the
position of the fiddley doors was
important.  Should any seas hit the
fo’c’sle head, these doors would be pro-
tected by the flush fo'e’sle, but should
seas come in aft or abaft the beam
and hreak on the fo’¢c’sle deck, they
would be unlikely to free themselves
perhaps as quickly as if 'the deck for-
ward had been open.

The contract for the towing of the
Kelletia was made between the Anglo-
Saxon Petroleum Company and the
Elliott: Steam Tug Company, who, in
addition to owning the Security, also
owned the Contest. which was also
engaged on the contract, The third
tug engaged—the Weathercock—was
owned by the Gamecock Steam Towing
Company, of London,

Mr. Hewson said the Security, before
sailing from the Thames for Falmouth
in November, 1946, had a plate welded
on to her 'stemy. She was not surveyed.
She left the Thames on Nov, 18, 1946,
and later had to shelter in Dover,
together with the Watercock, and they
remained about a week. During this
time, there was a slight collision
between the tugs, which ripped about
8 ft. off the Security’s wooden rubbing
band and sheared six 2-in. bolts which
kept the rubbing band in position. The
damage was temporarily repaired and
the vessel left Dover. She put into
Newhaven and Portsmouth, because of
bad weather, and, at Portsmouth, was
found to have three tons of water under
the cabin. The chief engineer
expressed the opinion that this water
probably came down the chain pipes
from the fo’c’sle head.

before
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TANKER MASTER'S DOUBTS

On arrival at Falmouth, the masters
of the three tugs had a conference with
the master of the Kelletia, who
expressed the opinion that the tugs
were not particularly suitable for the
job of towing the Kelletia at that time
of the year. Representations were
made by the tug masters to the Elliott
Steam Tug Company in London; and
the same day instructions were sent by
Mr. J. Lamb, of the Anglo-Saxon
Petroleum Company to the master of
the Kelletia, to proceed with the tow
as arranged, taking no chances.

It had been arranged that the
Contest should be in charge of the
operation.

The master of the Kelletia decided to
put to sea on Dec. 7. The wind was
then from the west and was squally.
There was little indication that the
wind would become a head wind, as the
vessel was being towed to the east-
ward. About 18 00 hours, there was
broadcast a westerly gale warning,
which was picked up the Security, but
this was not passed on to the Clontest
becaunse it was believed that nobody on
board the Contest could read morse.

About 9 o’clock next morning, Dec. 8,
the wind backed from the south-west
and blew harder and stronger, turning
into a southerly gale. This caused the
tugs to head into the wind on a
southerly course, and at the same time
holding the Kelletia as best they could.
About this time something described as
e knrlor plate ’’ on the port side of
the Security’s bunkers collapsed, and
it was decided to work the coal only
from the starboard side. There was
water in the bilges, and it was increas-
ing, but apparently it was not suffi-
cient to cause alarm, as the crew
seemed to think that a certain amount
of water in the bilges was quite a
natural thing. There was no difficulty
in making steam.

It appeared from the Kelletia’s
documents that the wind went round
to south-east, reaching force 8. About
noon the Kelletia attempted to com-
munieate with the tugs as to the
advisability of running for shelter, but
without success, and no effort to run
for shelter was made., The position of
the flotilla at this time was about 11
miles from Portland Bill. About
4 o’clock in the afternoon the tow-rope
of the Watercock carried away and ‘the
Kelletia sheered to port. It might be
that this threw a greater burden on
the tugs than they were able to with-
stand. and the Security in particular,
which was towing on the port bow, had
her power to manoceuvre greatly
restricted by the greater weight put

upon her. Shortly after this the master ,

of the Security ordered his chief officer
to stand by to slip the tow rope. Then
the starboard quarter of the Security
was struck by a heavy sea. Poseibly,
as a vesult of the lack of manoeuvra-
bility, she listed heavily to port and
sank shortly afterwards. At that time
both the fiddley doors were open. The
question was whether such tugs were
suitable for such work in such weather,

MATE'S EVIDENCE

HarrRYy McGEE, mate in the Security,
said a piece of metal was welded on to
the starboard side of the vessel be
there were three cracks ahove the
waterline, caused by a collision with a
loaded lighter. There was no survey
after the repair. The Security's
bing band was damaged when the swell
in Dover Harbour threw the vesse
against the Watercock,

MecGee told Mr. Hewson there was
always a leakage in the vessel’s deck ;
water dripped constantly into - his
cabin. The chain pipes were stuffed
with sacking to prevent water going
into the chain locker. They were
unable to say where the water came
from that was found under the fore-
cabin when in Portsmouth.

The CoMMISSIONER criticised the fact
that no further steps were taken to
find where the water came from, or to
have the vessel surveyed.

McGEr said the fiddley doors were
rarely closed, because they were in-
clined to darken the stokehold. He
flashed a signal about a gale to the
Watercock, but not to the Contest, as
he did not think anybedy on board the
latter could read morse. The only
signalling equipment in the Security
was a set of international signal flags
and a code book. At the time the
Watercocl: broke her tow rope the
Security was rolling badly. The Kel-
letia sheered to port, leaving the
Security and the Contest on her star-
board. The master ordered him to
slip the tow rope, which he did. and
shortly afterwards the vessel listed.

Pressed about this point, McGee said
he was sure the vessel listed after the
tow rope was slipped. He added that
the vessel suddenly went over on her
port side, with the water level with
her flush deck. He tried to launch the
starboard boat but could not do so.
The ship went down almost im-
mediately. He had no time to don a
lifebelt. He was picked up after cling-
ing to a floating box for half an hour.
Witness advanced the opinion that the
sudden list was caused by the shifting
of coal in the main bunker, which had
no shifting plates.

The inquiry was
to-day.

adjourned until
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LOSS OF “ SECURITY ”
INQUIRY

Listed After Slipping Tow

TUG OFFICERS’ EVIDENCE

The Ministry of Transport inquiry
into the loss of the steam tug Security,
which, while engaged with the tugs
Contest and Watercock in towing the
tanker Kelletia, sank off Anvil Point,
Dorset, on Dec. 8, 1946, was continued
in London yesterday, when evidence
was given as to the condition of the tug
by the mate, the chief engineer and
second engineer. All three witnesses
said that the tug took her list to port
after the tow had heen slipped. The
inquiry is being conducted before Mr.
Kenneth Caxpmae] K.C., sitting as
Wreck (‘mnmlssxonex, with Captain
J. P. Thompson, Lieut.-Commander
C. V. Groves and Mr. E. F. Spanner
as assessors. The previous proceedings
were reported in yesterday’s Lroyp’s
Lasz,

Mr. J. B. Hewson represented the
Ministry of Tramsport; Mr. R. F.
Hayward, K.C., appeared for the
owners of the Ixellma the Anglo-
Saxon Petroleum Companv Ttd.; Mr.
V\aldo Porges for the owners of the
tug I'Vatercocl.f, the Gamecock Steam
Towing Company, Ltd. ; and Mr. Peter
Bucknill for the owners of the
iSecurity. The owners of the Security,
ithe Elliott Steam Tug Company, Ltd.,
‘London applied to become parties to
{the inquiry, but none of the other
| interests represented did so.

Continuing his evidence Harry
MoGeE, mate in the Security said, in
reply to the Commissioner, that,.after
the Watercock had carried away her
tow rope, the Security slewed round
i from southward to eastward. She
was coming round to southward again,
following an order to the engine-room
crew to ‘ give her all she’s got,”’ when
she listed and then sank.

To Mr. Hewson, McGee said he did
not think the sheering of the Kelletia,
after the Watercoek had earried away
her tow rope, embarrassed the Security
in ‘any way.

Questioned by Mr. Bucknill, McGee
confirmed that go tests of the vessel’s
seaworthiness were made after the
plate was welded on to the stem. Dur-
ing the invasion of France, when the
Security was taken over by the
Admiralty, she had successfully with-
stood a gale. The water found under
the fore cabin when the vessel reached
Portsmouth was far too much to have
been caused hy the dripping through
the deck.

When Mr.

Buckninn suggested that

McGee's. evidence that three tons of |
v ater were found under the fore eabin |

was an exaggeratign, McGEr said that
was the amount of water he had esti-
mated. He would not agree that this !
water could have come down the chain
pipes.

WHEN LIST OCCURRED

BuckxiLL pointed out that there |
were watertight bulkheads fore and |
aft of the flooded space, THe
MecGee to consider his evidence care- |
fully concerning the listing of the |
vessel and the slipping of the tow. He |
pointed out that McGee’s deposition,

Mr.

made about a month after the sinking, || ., ~0 this gave way because of t

stated that the list occurred before the |

tow was slipped and that this was con-
trary to MecGee’s evidence to the
Court—that the tow was slipped before
the list occurred.

pressed |

{
|
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McGer assured the Court that the |
vessel listed after the tow was slipped.

Mr. Buoknin:
that the weather conditions
abnormal >—They  were.
When we arrived off
were told it was the worst gale for 30 |
years. Enormous seas were running.

Mr. Bucknill turned 1o McGee’s
suggestion that the coal in the main
bunker shifted and caused the list.

McoGEr would not agree that the coal
used—large seam coal—would not run
easily, He had been told that this coal
had run in the Security on a previous
occasion.

Mr. Buokni, :

definitely. |

That is only hearsay

{as far as you are concerned?—Yes.

Mr. Hewson said he would like t6
pursue this matter further. but McGee
could not remember who had told him.

Ezexkiag Jonxy Hirws, chief engineer
(uncertificated) of the See urity at the
time of her loss and for two years
before, said that no tests were made
for leakages after the plate was welded
on to the stem in Gravesend. The
Security, he said, had a w atertight
bulkhead between the for: epeak and the
crew space, but he had never had this |
tested. There was another bulkhead at
the after end' of the crew space.
Between the cross bunker and the
stokehold, there was a bnlkhead with
screw doors, which were ))vohﬂhlv
meant to be watertight years ago.”

SOURCE OF LEAKAGE

Hills explained that the fender plate,
referred to at the previous day’s hear-
ing, was a cast iron plate in front .of
the boiler to prevent ash and coal from
going down into the bilges. He agreed
that, when part of the rubbing band
was broken off following the bumpmg
together of the Security and the
Watercocl: in Dover Harbour, he did
nothing about it, except to look at it.
Witness expressed the opinion that the
water found under the fore cabin at
Portsmouth had come down the chain
pipes. He had seen water there before,
but not so much.

Asked by the Commissioner if he

i ing heavily.

made an investigation to find where
the water had come from, Hiirs said
he was more interested, at that time,
in getting the water out.

To Mr. Hewson, he said the reason
why he didn’t look to see if there was
any leak on the port side after the
the rubbing band was
because the coal the bunker
just inside that spot. Neither did he
examine the rubbing band or the space
under the forecabin when they entered
Portsmouth, He repaired the rubbing
band at Falmouth, but made no test.

Mr. Hewsox: You, as chief engi-
neer, made no test >—No, sir.

Hizus told the Commissioner that
after loading more coal at Falmouth
no trimming was done in the scuttles,
but the cross bunker was trimmed.
There were then about 50 tons of coal
in the vessel.

Asked by Mr. Hewson why, although
the bunker could take 60 tons of coal,
the coal was right up the chute when
|150 tons were in the bunker. Hills
{|said: ‘“ They (the coaling contractor’s
{lmen) wouldn’t trim any more.'’

Hills told Mr. Hewson he was satis-
fied with the stowage of the coal in
the Security at Falmouth. He agreed
I| that he gave the trimmers no instrue-
tions.

Asked about the fender plat«

damage to

in was

he said
e shear-
was rol

ing of a bolt when the vessel
the bolt

The shearing of

was due, probably, to deterioration.

Would you agree |
were |

Portsmouth we‘

When this happened, he closed the
port screw door of the bunker and told
the engine-roosn crew to get the coal
through the starboard screw door. At
that time there was about a foot of
water in the stokehold bilge. He
thought this had come from the ash
cock. Two of the stokehold plates were
!di\'plu(‘ml by the water underneath,
which was being tossed about hy the
rolling of the vessel. The water in the
stokehold bilges was unable to get
away. This was because the limber
hole under the boiler, through which
the water should pass to the engine-
room hilge for pumping out, was choked
with ash and coal, following the col-
lapse of the fender plate.

Questioned further, Hills said that,
on leaving Falmouth, the fiddley doors
were open. They were always left open
for ventilation.

SINKING OF VESSEL
Describing the sinking of the vessel,
i he said he had gone to his cabin for a
| rest and was trying to doze when he
saw water coming into the cabin as
the vessel rolled. He walked through
[ the fiddley to where the men were try-
{ing to launch a boat. The vessel was

{then more than half over on her side.
!The tow rope had been slipped at that
!time. The vessel slid under the water

seconds later, leaving him and the

{ others in the water. He considered the
. vessel sank hecause she had shipped too
much water on her port side in the
bad weather prevailing. He did not
think the list was caused by the coal
shifting.

To Mr. Bucknill, Hills said that, so
far as he was aware, the troubles with
the rubbing band and the water under
the fore cabin, found at Portsmouth,
were not reported to the owners.

Wiirniam CrHARLES, CoNNOLLY, second
engineer in the Security, said he saw
the plate being welded on the stem af
Gravesend, and took no special interest
in it. The amount of water under the
forecabin, which was found when
entering the Solent, was most unusual
—about two feet, There had never
been more than a few inches of water
there before. Water seeped through
the holts holding the rubbing band,
but only to a small extent. This did
not become any worse after the rubbing
band was damaged in Dover. He added
that he took no particular interest in
the Dover incident, because he was
ashore at the time, attending to food
supplies. He saw the coal bheing
trimmed at Falmouth; it was trimmed
level, but there was some coal in the
chute.

Connolly told the Court that the tow
rope was slipped before the mate said
¢ Give her all she’s got.”” Afterwards
the vessel listed and sank.

To Mr. Bucknill, Connolly said that
if the water had come down the
chain pipes he would have seen it.

The inquiry adjourned until to-day.
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“SECURITY " INQUIRY

Tanker Master on Cause of
Tug’s Sinking

“ SHIPPED UNCONTROLLABLE
WATER ”

At the Ministry of Transport inquiry
into the loss of the tug Security, which
was continued in Londen yesterday, the
master of the Kelletia (which the
Security, together with the tugs Con-
test and Watereocl, was towing), in an
affidavit, expressed the view that the
cause of the sinking was that the
Seeurity shipped uncontrollable water
and became unmanageable, in view of
the enormous sea running. He stated
the tugs were labouring very heavily,
especially the Security. The inquiry
is being conducted by Mr. Kenneth
Carpmael, K.C., sitting as Wreck Com-
missioner., with Captain J, P. Thom-
son, Iieut-Commander C. V. Groves
and Mr. E. ¥, Spanner as assessors.
The previous proceedings were reported
in Lroyp’s List of Jan. 11 and 12.

Mr. J. B. Hewson represented the
Ministry - of Transport; Mr, R. F.
Havward, K.C., appeared for the owners
of the Kelletia, the Anglo-Saxon Petro-
leum Company, Ltd.; Mr. Waldo Porges
| for the owners of the tug Watercoel, the
| Gamecock Steam Towing Company, Ltd.;
and M {Peter Bucknill for the owners of
the Seeurity. The owners of the Security,
the Rliott Steam Tug Company, Litd.,
London, applied to become parties to the
inquiry, but none of the other interests
represented did so.

Chief Fngineer Ezexian Jonx Hiuts,
recalled for cross-examination by Mr.
Bucknill, said he had on occasions gone
below the fore cabin hut had not looked
up at the chain Jocker. He repeated
his belief that the water found under
the fore cabin had actually come down
the chain pipes. After leaving Ports-
mouth he saw a trickle of water coming
from under the port side door of the
cross bunker and he surmised that this
had come from the spot where the rub-
bing band had heen damaged at Dover.
But after the rubbing band had been
repaired in Falmouth, no more water
seeped in at that spot.

To Mr. Hewson, Hills said he had
never put the bilge pump on to the
space under the bunkers after leaving
Falmouth; neither did he pump water
out of the space under the fore cabin
after leaving Falmouth. The bolts
with which he repaired the rubbing
band at Falmouth were drawn from his
own stores, and he was satisfied they
were the correct size.

“BILGES BLOCKED "

Cyrin Georce Dix, fireman in the
Security, said that on Dee. 8, 1946, he
went on watch at 1 p.m. The weather
was heavy but nothing t6 be afraid of.
He was instructed to fire from the star-
hoard door of the cross-bunker, becanse
the fender plate was down on the aother

{of the

i up.

side. There was water under the
stokehold, which had displaced some of
the plates. He formed the opinion
that the bilges were hlocked and that
the stokehold plates were displaced by
the water ** sloshing about.’’ :

Describing the sinking of the vessel.
Dix said that about 4 p.m. a heavy sea
hit her. ‘“ She rolled over and T shot
across the stokehold. She lay over and
didn’t seem to pick herself up. Then
the water started pouring in through
the fiddley doors, I went up on top,
jumped on the gnnwale and went over
the side.”” He  was picked up after
an hour in the water. He conld offer
no reason why the vessel listed as she
did.

To Mr. Bucknill, Dix said there was
a ‘‘tidy drop’ of water below the
stokehold plates and he believed this

i was coming from the ash cock, as the

limber hole was blocked.

To the Commissioner, Dix said some
coal was in pieces weighing
about 28 1h., which had to he broken
There were also small pieces.
The coal was dry. He thought that
if the coal had taken a run to the
port side he would have heard it, but
he did not hear any such noise.

Roy Arverep (‘ooMper, fireman in the
Seeurity for a year and nine months,
said she was his first vessel. On a
previous vovage from Gravesend to
Neweastle they had had a pretty rough
trip. but he could not say if any water
had eome in under the fore cabin. After
the vessel left Falmouth an her last |
trip, he heard no water under the fore |
cabin. The stokehold plates that
shifted had been held in position by the
fender plate hefore it collapsed. The
pitching and rolling of the vessel,
helped by the water underneath, shifted
the plates,

Telling of the sinking of the vessel,
Coomber said he had been in the cabin
trying to sleep. When the door in the
cabin banged, he got up and found
water in the pert side alleyway. The
ship turned over and he found himself
in the water.

To the Commissioner, Coomber said
the bilges were partly cleaned ont at
Dover and again at Portsmouth, but
not at Falmouth, On the way to Fal-
mouth, ash and small coal could have
entered the bilges, because there was
a hole in one of the fender plates,
which was patched only with wood.
This conld have been burned away.

(oomber was questioned closely by
Mr. Hewson abont his deposition, made
in April, 1947, in which he stated that
the pumps were choked by loose ash.
He told the Court he left the engine-
room after putting the pump hose into
the hilge and had only assumed that
the pump had choked because he had
seen ash floating in the bilge. He had
not  seen. the pump cheke,-but had
heard the steam shut off and said to
himself: ¢ The pump must have
choked.”

To Mr. Bucknill, Coomber said a
considerable amount of water was used
to damp down the ashes, and this could
have accounted for the water in the
bilge.

[ surveyor
i London, said he surveyed the Security

Mr. Hewson put in an affidavit made
by the master of the Kelletia, Capt.
Douglas Bathol Edgar, who is now a
pilot with the Torres Straits Pilot Ser-
vice. In this Capt. Edgar said he did
not consider the three tugs suitable for
the voyage, and the Anglo-Saxon
Petrolenm company’s engineer superin-
tendent at Iahmouth, Mr. T. G.
Christie, held the same opinion. The
masters of the tugs had told him of the
hazardous voyage they had had from
London to Falmouth, but they felt they
were quite capable of taking on the
iob of towing the vessel, although they
did not seem happy about having to do
so. Mr, Christie had contracted Lon-
don and received a reply from Mr.
Lamb asking Capt. Edgar to proceed
on the voyage and take no chances, no
matter how long it took. Mr. Lamb
had said he would try to arrange for a
larger tug to meet the Kelletia in The
Downs, to tow her to the Tyne.

Capt. Edgar considered that in view
of their total horsepower, the three
tugs should have heen quite capable of
doing the joh. ‘It was obvious to
any seaman that the tugs were labour-
ing very heavily, particularly the
Security, which at times could hardly
be observed at all in the seaway,” Qapt.
Edgar stated. In his opinion, the cause
of the sinking was that, in view of the
enormous sed running at the time, the
Security probably rolled te such a
degree that she shipped uncontrollable

;w:\'tc\r and was then unmanageable.

EXCEPTIONAL WEATHER
He was told by the surviving tug-
masters at Southampton that they had
never experienced such weather econ-
ditions. One of the tugmasiers said
he considered himself very lucky to be

| afloat, as he had taken considerable

¢ The tug-
duty with

guantities of water helow.
masters carried out their
great ability, particularly the tug-
master who turned his vessel in an
endeavour to pick up any survivors of
tho Security, which I consider a very
brave act under the weather conditions
prevailing,”” the affidavit ended.

Mr. Joax Fraxcis Nicworas, ship
and engine surveyor to Lloyd’s Regis-
ter of Shipping at Southampton, said
he made the third special survey of the
Seeurity in November, 1942. He con-
sidered the vessel fit then to remain in
service in her class.

Mr. ArexaxpeEr M. JENEINS, ship
to Lloyd’s Register at

afloat and in dry dock in October and
November, 1944, before and after
repairs had been done. :
Fridence of another survey wus
given by Mr; Epwarp M. SELLEX,
engincer surveyor, and Mr. SIDNFY
TurNer Brypen, a Principal Surveyor
of Lloyd's Register, explained the
significance of a freeboard tertifieate.

The inquiry adjourned until to-day.
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CURITY " INQUIRY

 Tanker Co.’s Evidence on
Towing Arrangements

QUESTION OF TUGS” HORSE-POWER

The Ministry of Transport inquiry
finto the logs of the tug Secu rity, which
sauk off Anvil Point. Dorset, on Dec. 8,
1946, while engaged, with the tugs

‘ontest and Watercock, in towing the |
Sanker Kelletia, continued in
London yesterday, when evidence \\';w[
given as to the arrangements made for
towing by officials of the Anglo-Saxon
Petroleum Company, particularly in
regard to the horse-power of the tugs.
Subsequently criticism of the condi-
tion of the Security was made by the
master of the Watercock. The inquiry
is being conducted by Mr. Kenneth
Carpmael, K.(., sitting as Wreck
Commissioner, with Captain J. P.
Thomson, Lieut.-Commander L 87
Groves and Mr. E. F. Spanner as
assessors. The previous proceedings
were reported in Lroyp’s List of
Jan. 11, 12 and 13,

Mr. J. B, Hewson represented the
Ministry of Transport; Mr., R. F.
Hayward, K.C., appeared for the owners
of the Kelletia, the Anglo-Saxon Petro-
leuni Company, Ltd.; Mr. Waldo Porges
for the owners of the tug Watercock. the
Gamecock Steam Towing Company, Ltd.;
and Mr. Peter Bucknill for the owners of
the Security. The owners of the Security,
the Elliott Steam Tug Company, Ltd.,
London, applied to become parties to the
inquiry, but none of the other interests
represented did so.

Mr. Jon~N Lawms, chief marine super-
intendent to the Anglo-Saxon Petro-
leum Company at the time of the inci-
dent, the' first witness called yesterday,
said that before going to the West
Indies he gave instructions for the
towage to take place. The actual
arrangements were made in his absence.
though he returned before the towage
started. He assumed that everything
was in order, but satisfied himself as
to the number of tugs and their power.
He was told by Captain Golds, head of
the company’s nautical section, of the
condition of the weather at Falmouth,
and refused to allow the tow to pro-
ceed. Later he was being pressed to
let the ship proceed. and he asked
Captain Golds to get a weather report
from the Meteorological Office. On
receipt of the weather forecast, he gave
instructions for the tow to proceed.

TUGS “ANXIOUS TO START »

Asked where the pressure had come
from, Mr. Lamb said he understood the
tugs had been at Falmouth for a day
or two, and that the tug masters were
getting restive, and wanted to get on
with that jobh or another job. He was
not being pressed to get the Kelletia to
the Tyne because, so far as the owners
of the Kelletia were concerned, the
matter was left entirely to him.

The ComMMISSTONER: Tt Sounds more
like tug owners’ pressure,

Mr. Lams: On that T am not at all
clear.

Mr. Buckstin: Are you sure about
your statement that the tug masters
were getting restive ?

Mr. Lams: Perhaps the word is not
the most suitable, but I had the feeling
that they were anxious %o proceed and
that I was the one who was preventing
them from doing so.

He added that he was not aware of
the conditions of the contract as this
was handled by the company’s shipping
department.

was
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Captain Sroney F.
superintendent to
Petroleum Company,
with the Elliott Ste
for the towage of t}
particular time,
to get.

YOLDS, nautical
the Anglo-Saxon
said he arranged
am Tug Company
16 Kelletia. At that
tugs were very hard
He said he wanted three tugs
of about a thousand horsepower each.
Elliott’s said they had twq tugs each

B, Friday, Jan. 1

of 1200 h.p. and one of 800 h.p. Before
he signed the contract he was given the |
| names and power of the tugs to ho!
[ employed. He was given the horse- |
| power of the .tugs ag-: Contest, 1000; |
I»\'(’(,'Yl'l'l.fjj‘ 1000; anmd Watercoclk, 800.
He had made no actual office record of '
the horsepower of the tugs,

The Commissroner: ¢ If anything
had happened to you—you could have
been run over— how was anyhody else
to know what was going on.”’

Captain Gorps said he
satisfied the tugs were suitable for the
job.  (Earlier evidence given to the
inquiry was that the horsepower of the
tugs engaged on the tow were:—
Contest, 1150; Watercoct, 750,
Security, 700.)

To Mr. Hewson ke said the weather
report he received from the Meteoro-
logical Office said: ¢ Fine weather:
light to moderate westerly winds.”” On
this information he was satisfied to let
the tow proceed.

After Mr. Christie (engineer superin-

tendent of the Anglo-Saxon Comnany
1at Falmouth) had ’phoned him from
'Fahnoutvh: he rang Mr. Lister, of the
Gamecock Steam Towing Company
(owners of the Watercock), who said he
;had purposely sent the Watercock to
{ do the job as she was “ a good seagoing
jcraft.”” Witness could not remember if
j he had coutacted the Elliott Company
at that time.

Asked about the given to
the Kelletio that a larger tug would
{ meet the vessel in The Downs, Captain
{ Golds said he gave this information
{ bécause Mr. Page, of the Elliott Com-
{pany, had told him they would pro-
bably require the Security for a job in
the Thames, and that a larger tug
would be sent in her place. He did not
ask for a larger tug, as he was satis
fied with the three tugs already
engaged for the job.

Captain. Golds agreed with Mr.
Bucknill that it might well have been
that in his preliminary conversation
with Mr. Page he asked for two tugs
of 1000 h.p. each. He agreed, too,
that he was told the Contest was 1150
h.p., but reasserted that he was told
the Security was 1000 h.p. But had he
been told the Security was only 700
h.p., he would still have accepted her.
To his knowledge no pressure was made
by the Elliott Company to get the tow
under way.

ArraUR FREDERIOK COUBES, master of
the Watercock, said there was water
under the fore cabin of his vessel at
Gravesend, which. he thought, came
from the chain locker. At Dover, two
tons of water was found in the same
place. He could find no reason for
this, but thought it might be due to a
badly caulked rivet. This trouble did
not recur. After the Security had
bumped the Watercock in Dover
Harbour, he saw part of the Security’s
rubbing band in the water.

“A DIFFIGULT JOB”

Coubes added that, when
masters were asked for thei
powers, the master of the
said: “ Originally it was 750,
of the horses are dead; she i
good as she used to be.”” Ti
was over 40 years old. W
master of the Kelletia asked the

was quite

llessage

the tu
horse-
Security
it some
not
vessel
n  the
m what
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they

gave

thought of the job, he (Coubes)
the opinion that it was as much
as they could do in such weather con-
ditions. The’ Kelletia’s master then
said that, from his experience of the
East Coast, he did not think the tugs
were capable of making the tow at
that time of the year. °° We agreed it
would be a difficult 10b,”? said Coubes,
“but 1 couldn’t say I would not do
the job; if T did, somebody else wonld
come along and say he would do it.”’

At the time the Watercock’s tow rope
carried away, the seas were at their
highest. Shortly  afterwards. he
noticed the Security coming towards
him and diving into the sea. He
thought she had broken adrift. Prior
to that and throughout the tow, the
Security had appeared to he shipping
less water than the Watercoel or the
Contest. From the time he began to
think there was something wrong with
the Security, she rolled to port five
times before she settled down and dis
appeared. The last part of her he saw
was her starboard side. It was all over
in three minutes. The Watercock
picked up the survivors,

When asked if he had anything to
add to his deposition, that the vessel
was lost through stress of weather,
Coubes said the Security was loaded
with coal in half ewt. and three-quarter
cwt, lumps. Similar coal, loaded in the
Watercock, was found to be jammed in
the wings of the bunkers when she
reached Portland, after the incident.
The coal had to be pulled down from
the wings, and it fell to the floor with
a clatter. It did no damage to the
Watercock, but if the same thing hap-
pened in the Security it would damage
her, because of her condition.

“SECURITY’S” CONDITION

Asked what he meant by this' refer-
ence to the condition of the Security,
Coubes said that prior to the Seeurity
leaving the Thames one of the crew

 was chipping paint off the inside of
the fore cabin on the starboard side
{ and his hammer went through the hull.
{ This was plugged because the hole twas
| below the waterline, but the plug
would not stop up the hole. as the
plate went out more. A patch ahout
one foot by nine inches was put on at
Gravesend. Because of this. no more
chipping was done up to the time the
vessel was lost.

Asked where he got this information.
Coubes. said the hiill was the subject
of general conversation between the
survivors, Pressed to name his infor-
mant, he said it was the second
engineer, Connolly. Coubes went on to
say that when in shallow water at
Newhaven the Security was lying over
on heér side, and water in a stream as

| thick as his thumb ran out of a hole
| in the yubbing band on t!m port
{ auarter. This water was running from
{ a tank in the vessel.
{© @n one ‘occasion when he was
on board the vessel he remarked to
| the master that the lavatory was in
lmther an exposed position, and the
| master told him he was likely to have
| a shower if he went in there, as water
was coming through a cracked hawse-
pipe above the rubbing band. Cotibes
also told the Court that. after he had
entered Dover harbour, the Security,
following hehind, headed towards the
breakwater. 'The .master | told him
alterwards that he could not get his
rs[ wing gear over, It was. apparently,

| something to do with the control valyve.
|

Lile master'said : ‘' Tt often dods that,
I'but give her a kidk and she goes:’’




Questioned at some length hy Mr.
| Bucknill, Coubes agreed he was very

I critical of the Security, and said he
[felt it was his duty to express this
criticism. He formed the opinion, on
the voyage to Falmouth, that the
Security was not suitable in her condi-
tion for the job they had in hand, She
was the kind of tug he would not go
to sea in,

Mr. BuckNinn suggested that Coubes
did not form his adverse opinion of the
Security until after he had had con-
| versations with the surviveors, but
Coubes wonld not agree that this was
true.

Witrtam CuArLes Coxnorny, second
engineer in the Security, recalled, was
asked about the steering gear. He said
that, at times, it jammed up through
the control column. This happened two
or three times a year and reports were
made to the superintendent. The
matter was attended to, but it was
‘never any good.”’  Asked about the
| steering engine, he replied: ‘It was

useless, as far as 1 am concerned.”

At times, when the wheel was put
thard over, it jammed. He con-
|firmed Coubes’ evidence that in

the summer of 1946, while
| chipping the ship’s side in the fore
cabin, his hammer went right through.

The plates were very rusty, and at the
spot where the hammer went through
the plate were like a bit of paper. He
put a piece of wood in the hole to plug

it and when he hit it with a hammer
lit enlarged the hole and went right
through. The superintendent was

informed, and, sometime afterwards,

a thin plate, about a foot square, was
{ welded on. To his knowledge there
{ was no survey after this repair. He
| did no Jfurther chipping. He added
| that throughout the time he was in
the ship water came out through the
holt holes in the rubbing band, hoth

port and starboard, every time the
aftertank was filled and the vessel was
{ on the hard. /
| The inquiry was adjourned until
| to-day.
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. “SECURITY” INQUIRY

|

Ministry to Ask for Finding'
Against Owners

“CONTEST” MASTER'S EVIDENCE
ON “ WORST GALE”

The Ministry of Transport inquiry
into the loss of the tug Security was
continued in London yesterday, when
it ,was announced that it was the
Ministry’s intention to ask the Court
to find the owners in default. Barlier |
the master of the Contest (also owned |
by the Elliott Company) described how
he saw the Security ““ slip under » in |
weather which he stated was ¢ the
worst gale 1 have ever been towing in."’
The Security sank off Anvil Point,
Dorset, on Dec. 8, 1946, while engaged, ,
| with the tugs Contest and Watercock, |
in towing the Anglo-Saxon tanker |
Kelletia. Mr. Kenneth Carpmael |
| K.C., is sitting as Wreck Commis- |
sioner, with Captain J. P. Thomson, |
Lieut.-Commander C. V. Groves and
Mr. E, F. Spanner as assessors. It
was the fifth day of the inquiry, the
| previous proceedings being reported in
Lroyp’s List of Jan. 11, 12, 13 and 14.

Mr. J. ‘B. Hewson represented the
Ministry of Transport; Mr, R. g
Hayward, X.C., appeared for the owners
of the Kelletia, the Anglo-Saxon Petro-
lenm Company, Ltd.; Mr. Waldo Porges
for the owners of the tug Watercocl:;. the
Gamecock Steam Towing Company, Ltd.;
and Mr, Peter Bucknill for the owners of
the Security. The owners of the Security,
the Elliott Steam Tug Company, Ltd.,
London, applied to become parties to the
inquiry, but none of the other interests
represented did so.

CHArLES EpWARD PARker, master of
the Contest, said he had 28 years’
experience as a tug master, having
joined the Elliott Company 40 years
ago. From 1927 to 1932 he had been
in command of the Security, in which
he was continually making tows—in
winter and summer from the North-
BEast Coast of Scotland to the West
Coast of Scotland, to Vigo, to the
Channel Islands and Ireland. The|
Security was always reckoned to be the|
finest sea boat sailing out of London
as a tug.

Asked about a previous occasion on
which the Security took a list, Parker
said he was towing the destroyer
Tormentor to Liverpool, and, after
rounding Land’s End, ran into a heavy
gale and snow storm. A heavy sea
ran aboard the Security, clearing
everything from the deck and filling
| the port alleyway. Though the sea ran
I aboard on her port quarter, it could
{ just as well have been her starboard
{ quarter. The vessel lay ‘‘ pretty - well
| over on her side.”” He got from the
| wheelhouse to the flying bridge, put the

| RESPONSIBILITY FOR NAVIGATION

When Parxgr said he had been put
in charge of the tow and considered
himself responsible for the actual navi-
gation, the Comwmisstongr asked :
¢ Supposing you had received an order
from the master of the Kelletia, would
you have carried it out?’® PARKER
answered : “ Not if 1 didn’t think it
was prudent.”’

The CommissioNer: If he told you
to make for shelter, would you have
disregarded that?—No, sir; the master
of the Kelletia always had the last
word.

To Mr. Hewson, Parker said that,
after leaving Falmouth, the weather
improved until daylight next morning.
They were making good headway—
about seven miles an hour.

Parker agreed that the master of the
{ Kelletia had questioned the ability of
the tugs to make the tow, and he
(Parker) had told him he alone had
towed a larger tanker, fully loaded,
from the Isle of Wight to Grange-
mouth. The tug he used was the
('hallenge, a sister ship of the Contest.

After midnight on Dec. 7, the
weather became a flat calm. The
barometer had fallen quite a bit. The
wind was south-west and the weather
was not bad. At that time, he had
no doubts about future weather. The
wind had not backed before he left the
bridge at 5 a.m. About 7 30 a.m. he
felt movement in the ship and he went
on the bridge again. The glass had
gone back a bit more. The weather
was then squally, the wind had backed
to southward, and he altered conrse
slightly. The wind was then a little
abaft the beam and each tug was ship-
ping -water. having the wind on the
starboard side abaft the beam. By
about 9 30 the wind was ‘¢ getting up
a bit.”’ He then steered south for an
hour or more, as near as possible to
the wind.

Parker told Mr. Hewson that if, on |
that morning, the master of the
Kelletia.  had suggested going to
shelter, he (Parker) would have
realised there was no shelter into which |
they could-go. The Kelletia flew two |
flags during the day, but, in the bad !
visibility and with the fly of the flags,
it was impossible to read the message.

In the afternoon, the wind increased,
with more rain, and the Contest
‘shipped a lot of water. When the!
Watercock broke adrift there was no
noticeable effect on the Kelletia; she
was just veering about a bit. But
an additional strain was put on the
Security and the Contest, and they
were making no headway. At this
time, the Security was making the best
weather; in fact, two deckhands had
heen able to go aft to put fresh strap-
ping on the ‘¢ chaffing.” The Contest
was then shipping heavy water over
the bow, but the Security was taking
very little water, as she was built up
forward.

‘“The first thing T saw was

the

| vessel full speed ahead and got her
[ rouhd head to wind.

Asked about the coal which the vessel |
then carried, Parker said it was steam
coal of average size, but not much, as
he had heen about six days out. There
was no movement of the coal in the
hunkers. He had never had a shift of
cpal in the Security and did not experi-
ence a list on any other occasion.

Mr. Hewson: Have you got any|

{ complaints to make about the Security |

as a sea-going tug ?—None whatever.

Security shipping her tow rope,”’ said
{Parker. ‘“ And as she slipped, she
started to come up by the Confest.
|She came quite close to me. As she |
igot clear of me, she seemed to lay over |
with a bit of a list to port. She took
another sea and lay over, and I said
¢ she is not going to recover.” ‘She then
took another big sea and slipped
under.”’

Asked by the Commissione
thought of the weather at
Parker said: It was at
hurricane; I think it was
gale 1 have ever been towin

what he
e time,
times

© Wworst
e »

|

Mr. JoaN GrORGE CHRISTIE,
jengineering  superintendent to the
{Anglo - Saxon Petrolenm Company,
based on Falmouth, said that at the
conference with the master of the
Kelletia and the tug masters he
expressed the opinion that the Security
and the Watercock were too small in
size to take the Kelletia around the
coast. The tug masters concerned were
peeved and said they had towed larger
vessels around the coast. They showed
no reluctance whatever to get on with
the job. The master of the Kelletia
also thought the Security and Water-
I'U('/\' were too Sn]"ll].

Mr. Christie said he was satisfied
with the horsepower of the tugs, but not
with their size. He contacted Captain

senior

i{Golds (nautical superintendent to the

Anglo-Saxon Company) in London,
who rang him later on to say that. in
the opinion of the tug owners and of
Mr. Lamb, the tugs were suitable for
the job and that they should carry on.
He agreed he wrote to the master of
the Kelletia telling him of the instruc-
tions received from London—to pro-
ceed with the tow sS00n the
weather was favourable, to no
chances and not to hurry.

CuarLes HENRY CorTER, chief officer
of the Kelletia at the time of the inci-
dent, said that at the conference with
the tug masters and Mr. Christie, the
master of the Kelletia considered the
Security and Watercock too small for
the job, The age of the Security was
mentioned also. He remembered the
master of the Security, when speaking
of the horse-power of his vessel, saying .
*“ Some of the horses are dead.” .

After Cotter was questioned concern-
ing barometer readings, which, he said,
he ‘““could not remember,”’ Mr.
Havywarp said that Cotter first made
a statement to the Anglo-Saxon Petro-
lenm Company’s solicitors on Oct. 31.
{1947—10 months after the sinking.
Cotter said it was 12 months after the
sinking that he was asked to make a
[ deposition for the Receiver of Wreck,

“ KELLETIA’S ” SIGNALS
UNANSWERED

To Mr. Hewson, he said that signals
made by the Kelletio to the tugs by
flags and Aldis lamp—asking < Are you
going to shelter?”’” were not answered.
When the Watercock’s tow rope
parted, it was hove on board the Kel-
letia within 20 minutes. After that
they were doing quite well with the
other two tugs towing when the
Security forged ahead of the (lontest:
but he did not see her tow rope part.
He had heen trying to contact the
Watercock by Aldis lamp. The Kelletia
suggested pouring oil overboard to
smooth the:sea, so that the Watercock
could -come alongside and resecure the
tow. FEach word was answered by the
answering sign from the Watercock.
At this time the Kelletia was yawing
and he did not actnally see what hap-
pened to the Security after her tow
parted. When they had the informa-
tion that the Security had sunk, the |
Kelletia slipped the Security’s tow |
line, leaving it in the sea. |

Describing incidents that happened |
just before the Security sank, Painter
said that when his attention was drawn
to the vessel she was making for the
Contest. The Seeurity had a-list to
port, at that time, caused by ‘the sea:

d her tow line was still fast. “He did

actually see her go down,

HerBERT ALLEN, a member of the
unner crew in the Kelletia, said he'
saw the Security take a' heavy séa on
her starboard ‘bow which' sent her ‘over |

as as

take

n




to port. The man at the wheel was
““ shot”’ out of the wheelhouse.  The
vessel came back, loaded with water,
and she then took another list and
sank. He believed the tow rope was
fast at the time, but was not certain
of that,

Mr. Hewsoxn told the Commissioner
that it was the intention of the
Ministry to ask the Court to find that
the loss of the Security was eaused or
contributed to by the wrongful act, or
default, of the registered manager or
the owners of the vessel.

Epwagp Hrenpy Tarr, who was|
called by Mr. Bucknill. said he was |
master of the Security from 1937 to
1945. He was at present master of
the Contest. When in the Security he
did seawork, including a towing job
from London to Inverness. and another
from Swansea to London. On “ D »
day he towed bridges for the Mulberry
harbour across the Channel. ‘When he
left the Security she was in good
condition. The steering gear had heen
repaired in 1944, and gave no more
trouble,

To Mr. Hewson, Tall said that the
Security never shipped water, even in
a hurricane; and never took g list. But
she was a heavy roller,

The inquiry was adjourned until
Monday,




§

v

* "SECURITY” INQUIRY

Evidence onRepairsEffected

COUNSEL’S SUGGESTION OF FREE
WATER IN VESSEL

Ministry Transport
the the
IA\"”I//]/ was resumed in London yes-

LLOY-D'S L

| When
{inquiry

the of

into loss of tug

terday, the second weck of the inquiry,

1

‘Hw repairer and the owner’s
superintendent were
trng:»r(ling the stem repairs.
|

fC the

tug
questioned
After evi-
Bssistant
Ministry
thonght

lence was given by
Counsel for
his address.
the evidence

must  have

the
He
snggested

been

| manager,
hegan
that

there

stability.
offt Anvil
1946, when,

have affected’ her
Sceurity was  lost

Dorset, on Dec. 8, with

the tugs Clontest and Watercock, she|

was engaged in towing the Anglo-
Saxon tanker Kelletia. The inquiry is
being conducted by Mr.
 Carpmacl, K.C., sitting
| with Captain  J.
Lieut.-Commander €.
Mr. E. T. Spanner
lassessors.  The previous proceedings
were reported in Liovn’s ILast of
Jan. 11, 12, 13, 14 and

J. B, Hewson represented

1 of Transport; - Mr. R. F.
Hayward, K.C., appeared for the owners
of the Kelletia, the Anglo-Saxon
leum Company, Lid.; Mr. Waldo

as
| Commissioner,
i

{ Thomson,
| Groves and

V.

as

15.

Gamecock Steam Towing Company, Litd.;
and Mr. Peter Bucknill for the owners of
the Security. The owners of the Security,
the Elliott Sfeam Tug Company, Ltd.,
London, applied to become parties to the
inquiry, but none of the other interests
represented did so.
‘ !

Mr. Roxap D. Coox, director and
manager of the Clifton Slipways Com-
pany, Ltd., Gravesend, said he received
a telephone message, stating that the
Security was coming in for repairs to
“slight damage ” to her stem, He
found that the stem bar had been set
back, splitting the stem plates in the
way of three rivets. The splits were
V'd and welded and a stem shoe fitted
in the way of the defect This was
about 3 ft. in length and extending
9 in. each side of the stem. It was
| electrically welded. As a precautionary
a cement hox was ]D]Elk'!'(l -

In his
quite

|
|
|

measure
side in the way of the repairs.
the Security was

opinion i a
seaworthy vessel.”

He added that
made @ small repair to the steering
The only trouble he found was
hearings the

he had previously
gear.
that the trunnion
cylinders were prone 1 a certain
amount of trouble, though not to the
point of being dangerous. He con-
sidered the statement made by a pre-
that the steering engine
was ‘ most, unfair ”’  and
¢ Jiterally untrue.”’ = The of sthe
fender plate, he said; ould have no
all the firing of the

of

) give

vioils witness
useless-—as
|l}\'\
hearing at on
boilers.
REQUIRED SURVEY

To Mr. he saul 1t was
usnal policy of firm to hose-test
vessels after making repairs to the hull
but he conld not say if that was done

Hewson. the

his

with the Security, as the men who had |
done the repairs had since left the firm. |

He agreed that the repairs to the stem
were of a type which required a Lloyd’s

survey. but said he had not mun[imwd‘

this to Mr. Falder (superintendent to

that |
considerable |
free water in the vessel, which would !
The |

Point, |

Kenneth |
Wreck |
Pl

the

Petro-
Porges |
for the owners of the tug Watercocl:, the |
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i the Elliott Steam Tug Company at lhri
| time), as he thought this was havdly ||
! the vesponsibility of the repairers. He
asserted that the repairs he had rL)m"
to the vessel were * quite orthodox.’
Asked by My. Hewsox why he ('unfi
sidered the vessel seaworthy, Wi |
said he formed this opinion from his|
experience.  But he admitted that 11(‘;
had not gone over the vessel.

88

Mr. Josuen Fauper, superintendent
to the Elliott Steam Tug Company,
said his qualifications were ¢ practical
knowledge and experience.’”” He had

heen a foreman-cngineer in the London ! for hottom plating, he would have ham-
Graving Dock Company, and worked in | mer tested all the plates hefore letting

a similar capacity for various firms.
The repair made to the stem of the
Security was; in his opinion, ‘“ a

fine joh.”

Asked by the ComMissioNer if
vessel had a water test
repair, Farper said such a test would
have been a farce. as the workmen on |
the job could have ¢ faked ' a-leaking

b

| vivet,
The

I this could have been prevented hy

Commrsstonenr asked Talder
r00d
{ | supervision, but was not satisfiec
{ for several minutes to answer the ques-
the Commissioner said: [f you
answer will

[ tion,
won't

| we
| 3 ¥s
| continue,

the question
To Mr. Bucknill, TFarper said he was
| 82 years old. When
{ he burned all his as
considered them his private property.
e had no records now.' and there were |
certain details he could not remember.

he lefy

notehooks, he

STEERING CGEAR'S FREEDOM FROM
TROUBLE

lIder described the steering engine
¢ a very wonderful engine.” In his|
with the company
steering gave
trouble than that of any other tug. He
recalled that on one occasion he had |
had the trunnions rebedded. He denied "
that Second Engineer Connolly had
ever told him that the steering engine
was useless.

as
20 years
Security's less

gear

A suggestion by Mr, Hewsonx that
the Security leaked so much that she
was known as the °‘ watering can ”’
was dismissed by Falder as ** firemen’
talk He admatted that
{ Knew that the vessel was ZO1BZ O A
{ deep-sea job he did not call for
survey.

5 1

although he

&

Referring to repairs to the shell
while the vessel was in the service of
the Ministry of War Transport, the
Comuissioner asked if, when the ship
was handed back to the owners, their
attention was drawn to anything that
had been done to her.

Mr. this
unlikely; the vessel would be in dry

Hewsox said would be

| dock and would have been returned in
| good repair.
The CommisstoNer agreed that that
may he the practice, but was it the
| proper practice?
Mr. Hewsox
this question,

undertook to consider

To Mr. Hewson, Farper said that, at
the off-survey, when the vessel was
returned to the owners, he con-
cerned to see that she was
condition as when
into Government service.
with
was handed back in

was
as good
s passed
» was nob
vhen she

ere

a she

condlition
194455
small
wanted the vesse
but Mr. Nimmo, of the

satisfied her
W
{0}

opened

several possible urs
which

“l;ﬂ'

'€

he

Falder’'s answer. After pressing Falder ||

{ the vessel undertake sea-towage.

after the stem ||

| \(‘pl«'lnhv*r‘.

1 with |}

|

the firm |f

{1
|

|
|
|
|
|

|

Taucsday, Jan. 18

would not agree to this, [Falder was
unable to produce a list of these items,
but remembered of them con-
corned the engine and condenser. He
had, he said; posted the list to tha
Elliott Company.

The Comyissionur asked My,
nill to have this investigated,

some

Buck-

Palder wgreed that the fact that the
hammer went through !’H"’
that the plate was|
deteriorated. but maintained that it]
was purely local. Had he known of .‘lll_\';
other deterioration in the side plates|

chipping
shell indicated

My, Av¥rep Joux Pacre, said that at
the time of the sinking, he was assi
ant manager to the Elliott Steam Tug
‘ompany. [t was the company’s nor-
mal to down
for hoiler cleaning every

practice blow each

tug

six months,

and they were laid by for ten days or |
while the maintenance |

The last time this |
Security abont |

fortnight

to the
1946

was

CONTRACT DISCUSSION

When the contract for the was |
discussed, he and Captain Golds, of the |
Anglo-Saxon Petrolenm Company, were
considering the matter on the hasis of |
two Eventually, Captain Golds|
said his company was of the opinion |
that three should be employed.

Mr. Page said he received no report

of the trouble at Dover—where the |
Security had = her rubbing band |
damaged, The master of the Contest,

Captain Parker. who was in charge of

TOw

tugs.

tugs

the towing operation and responsible

[ to the master of the Kelletia, told him

the ||

|

|

| Hewson, that

on the ’phone he was quite happy in
carrying on with the job. But even
so, he told Parker to take mno chances,
to take his time and make a safe job
of it.

About eriticisms the vessel
given Mr. Page said he
had mo complaints from the crew con-
cerning the condition of the plating.
To the best of his belief it was in good
condition. He went on board the vessel

the of

i evidence,

twice, hut Connolly (the second engi-
neer) had mnever complained to him
about the water coming into the crew
space or ahout the bilge pumps sucking
air bhecause of a rust-perforated pi])n';
‘ll(' added that the Security, at the
time of her was insured for
'L‘l‘_’.()AﬂH; which was paid. No extra
premium was required for - the last
voyage.

To Mr. Bucknill, he said he had no
doubts that it was safe to send
tugs on the voyage.

He

loss,

the

agreed, when asked

at the time of

by
the

Mr. |

vVoy- |

| age he was aware that the Seeurity |

was due, during the next 12 months,
for her fourth No. 1 Special Survey.
He would not have sent the vessel t0
sea if he had known the steering gear
or hilge pump ino[l‘m-ti\.u.."HD
received no report of the vessel havine
made any water on the 7
Gravesend to Falmouth.

|
|
|
|
|
was

voyage from !

When the Commissioner questioned |
Mr. Page about the motebooks burned |
by Mr. Falder when he left the Elliott
Company at-the end of-December. 1946, |
Mr. Pagd said thore {

motnt

was ‘a4 certain |
Mr. Falder |
il the company at that time, and. in
1y case, 1t was not thought that My,
Kalder had any docoments or dinforma-
which was\the the
company.

of. declinw howween

tion property =of




Mr. HEwsoN then began his address
| to the Court, although two more wit-
nesses are to be called to-day. He
pointed out that they now had stronger

threads in their hands than when the
inquiry opened. He recalled the evi-
dence . that 'the steering gear was

erratic, but added that there was no
evidence of further trouble with the
steering gear later in the voyage.
They had had evidence that a chipping
hammer had gone through the shell,
and there was no evidence that the
owners or the superintendent had taken |
any steps to see that this did not
happen in another place.

Something they did know, however.
was that there was a leakage into the!
space below the fore cabin which]|
amounted to something more than
weeping when the ship was at sea in
heavy weather—a leakage through the |
bolt holes around the rubbing hband.
Another fact known to the Court was |
that when a substantial amount of |
water was found in her at Portsmouth
she was pumped out with the pump
which was seldom used—the salvage
pump. - But, here again, they reached
somewhat of a.dead end, hecause there
was no evidence that the ship made
water again in the same place.
“ Things seemed to have happened on
this ship once on this voyage, and there
is no_evidence they happened again,”
said Mr. Hewson.

He stressed the fact that, before the
sinking, the master of the Security
ordered the mate to let go the tow, and|
suggested that the Court might con- |
sider what caused the master to give |
this order.

There was evidence, he said, that'
there was free water in the ship—
possibly more than they had heard of
in evidence—hecause it had happened
on the way down in bad weather.
They knew #hat there were sources of
leakage in the ship and that the
weather was worse on the way eastward
than it was on the way westward, and
that there must have been considerable
free water in the ship, which would
have had a deleterious effect on her
stability.

The inquiry adjourned until to-day.
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“SECURITY"” INQUIRY
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Counsel’s Submission for
Owners

|
| NO EVIDENCE OF UNDUE LEAKAGE
|
{ At the Ministry of Transport inquiry
[ into the loss of the tug Security, which
;\\:1,\ continued in London yesterday,
i further evidence was taken in regard
[ to surveys of the vessel after which
| Counsel addressed the Court. For the
| owners it was submitted that there was
| no evidence of any undue leaks. The
| Seeurity was lost off Anvil- Point,
| Dorset, on Dec. 8, 1946, when, with
[the tugs Contest and Watercock, she
| was engaged in towing' the Anglo-
{ Saxon tanker Kelletia. ®he inquiry is
heing conducted Mr. Kenneth
Carpmael, K.C., sitting Wreck
Commissioner, with Captain J. P.
Lieut.-Commander €. V.
Mr. E. F, Spanner
The proceedings
were reported in Lnoyn's Tasr of
Jan. 11, 12,13, 14, 15 and 18.

Mr, J. B. Hewson represented the
Ministry  of @ Transport; © Mr. R. E,
| Hayward, K.C., appeared for 4he owners
{of the Kelletia, the Anglo-Saxon Petro-
leum Company, Ltd.; Mr. Waldo
tfor the owners of the tug Watercocl: . the
| Gamecock Steam Towing Company, Lid.;
|and Mr. Peter Bucknill for the owners of
| the Security. The owners of the Security,
{the Elliott Steam Tug Company, Ltd.,
| London, applied to become parties to the
| inquiry, but none of the other interests
represented did so.

Mr. A. M. Jenkins, ship snrveyor to
| Lloyd’s Register at London, who sur-
| veved 1944, recalled,
said his examination consisted of visual
examination of the plating of the sides
and the hottom in dry dock. Wherever
[ the plating appearved to had, he
| hammer-tested it. This was done
wherever the plating was rusty or wet.
| The vessel had a bar keel. which was
{ resting on the blocks in the dry dock,
| and he was thus to see all the
plates in ¢ A He did not
[ remember seeing doubling plates on
the bottom, but if there were doublers.
this would not necessarily mean that
| examinatiofi  would more
| rigorous. Had he noticed anything
| wrong with the ship’s bhottom, or had
{ he known the wvessel was undergoing
{an off-survey at that time. he whuld
ave made a note of ‘it in his report.

by
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Groves and as
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THE OFF-SURVEY

Mr. Winniav Hoer Privies Nraao,
{ holder of a chief engineer’s certificate
sarveyor to
Ministry of War Trausport, was called
| following evidence given on Monday by
| Mr. Falder, superintendent to the
| Elliott Company, regarding the off-
| survey of the vessel. Mg Falder had
[ said that certain repairs he consideréd

Land a war-time

| water

Porges |

i'nw-(‘\\:n*_\' when the vessel was handed
I'back by the Ministry were deleted from
the list by Mr. Nimmo.

Mr. Nimmo was unahle to recollect
the vessel even after being shown a
picture of her. He told the Court that
his function, in relation to off-surveys,
was to act repairs controller.’’
But he had mo information to show
him what was the condition of a vessel
at the time she was taken over by the
Ministry.

1S M

Questioned by the Commissioner, Mr.
Nimmo said
survey was

his function at an off-
to what repairs were
necessary to make the vessel seaworthy.
Mr. Bucekxsinn, in his address to the
Court, the chief point the
question of leakage generally, and he

sSee

said was

pointed out that the Wafercock made |
as much as two tons at Dover and New- |

haven, so that it was not unusual that
the Security shonld make water. Re-
garding the water under the fore
cabin, he suggested the worst that hap-
pened was that there was a seeping of
water—in bad weather only. He
called the evidence of the mate that
in bad weather, the fore cabin was
damp. And he drew attention also to
the evidence of the fireman, Coomber,
that, just before the vessel sank, the
fore cabin was only damp, with
water running over the floor.
Counsel reminded the Court that no
was pumped from under the
fore cabin after leaving Falmouth. He
recalled that Chief Engineer Hills had
said that if water was under the fore
cabin he would have heard it when the
ship rolled. On the suggestion that
the water under the fore cabin found
at Portsmouth, came down the chain
pipes, Mr. Bucknill mentioned the
evidence of Mr. Falder, that the chain
locker had holes in the floor to enable
any water to go down into the hilges

g
and be pumped out. The evidence that
a trickle of water coming

re-

no

there
from under the port door of' the cross
"bunker supported the that
there was just a small trickle of water
through the bolt holes of the rubbing
band, he snbmitted. Te
Court to remember, also, the evidence
givon that the engine-room 'y dry at
the time of the sinking.

the

was

evidence

asked

Turning to question - of the

the special survey of the vessel in 1942,

when Mr. Nicholas, who muade the

the |

survey, drilled holes to test the plates.

The only real evidence concerning the |

made by
fAnd
Mr.
did

He did not mention

plating the criticisms

Connolly, the second engineer,

was

here I must take the gloves off,”’
Bucknill
not tell the truth.

eontinued. ** Comnolly

anything about the plating in his first
evidence, nor in his deposition.’”’

He submitted that differences in
Connolly’s story indicated that he was
not telling the truth. Coomber had
said there was no water coming from
the port pocket of the bunker ; Gona

! to

lhﬁé

plating, Mr. Bucknill drew attention to |

| bad
i method is adopted, that one should not
the
ymakeshift,”’

had said there was. Connolly was the
chief critie of the steering .gear, and
Counsel emphasised that the fact that
Connolly could tell of only one case in
which the nut on the control column
slipped was proof that that did not
happen again. Had it done so, Connolly
would have told the Court about it.
Had the steering engine been as bad as
Connolly made it out to be the vessel
would hardly have been sent out alone
tow a corvette, with only three
riggers on hoard, from Harwich
Antwerp. “ From the very manner
i which Connolly gave his evidence it
was clear he was not really attempting
to give the Court an absolutely true
picture,” said Mr. Bucknill. He sub-
mitted that the charge made against
the owners bordered on a criminal
charge, and, as such, it must be proved
beyond reasonable doubt.

Mr. Avsrey B. Jackman, whom the
Court had sent for, was then called
in connection with evidence given by
Mr. Falder. He said he was consult-
ing engineer to William Watkins, Ltd.,
the tug owners, who managed the
Security under the name of the Stolke
on hehalf of the Ministry of War
Transport while the vessel wag under
requisition. He was present at the
off-survey in 1944, when the vessel was
heing returned to Elliotts, hut could
not remember being present at the
Lloyd’s Register survey in dry dock
later that year. Mr. Jackman said
that his notes referring to the vessel
were at home.,

The Commissioner then
Hewson (who started his address to
the Court on Monday) to continue,
saying that he would adjourn the in-
quiry—possibly -to Friday morning—
so that Mr. Jackman conld produce his
notes.

Mr. Hrewsox said he had little fur-
ther to add, except to reiterate that
things seemed to happen once only in
the The question of the
water under the crew space at Ports-
mouth was still a. mystery, though the
fact that nobody seemed to notice
water in the same place on the journey
from Falmouth was negative evidence,
There was some indecisiontabout the
control of the tow. Captain Coubes
had said in evidence that there was
nothing really clear as to who was in
charge. ‘* There should he no doubt
in the minds of the people concerned
in the operation as to who.is in charge.

(e}

asked Mr.

Security.

{ There shounld be no possibility of dual

control.”’

Mr, Hewson said it was abundantly
clear that, in dealing with tugs, the
method of securing the rubbing band
by means of through bolts was a very

practice indeed. ““Whatever
used,” he said, ‘“‘not even as a

The inquiry was adjourned, and the
date of resumption is to be notified.




