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,'fwj‘gLoDAlE‘" INQUIRY

Counsel’s Submission of
Case Against Owners

FINDINGS AT DATE 10 BE
NOTIFIED

At yesterday’s hearing of the
Court of Inquiry into the founder-
ing of : the British steamer Willo-
dale it was announced that the find-
ings would be made known in open
Court at a date to be notified. After
counsel for the Ministry submitted
that a case had been made out against
the owners, evidence was given on
their behalf by Mr, C.-E. Heath, who
said there had been no complaints Te-
garding e vessel's stability. The
Willodale sank during bad weather in
the Bay of Biscay on Apr. 4, 1947,
while on a voyage from Bordeaux to
Cardiff with pitwood. The inquiry is

K.C.., as reck  Commi _sswl;;lpner,
assisted by three assessors, Mr. H. A.
Lyndsay, Captain J. P. ffhomgn and
Commander D. V. Setton, The pre-
vious proceedings were reported in.
Lroyp’s List of Sept. 21, 22, 23 and 24,

T Bucknill ted el
Ministey of Trenoport, St Ry ey
Meurig Evans appeared for the .owggg_.
| the Shipping Company, d
Hih Sl s R
H ] 0 lost :
were Topresented by My P, B %
Pk gy ML B, euﬁﬁxﬁ%x:
jand Engineer Officers’ Union). Mr. Neil
g%ﬁ%le%fxg‘ (1&;%“ byg*m% ?ﬁﬁo&al '

ni o en e or e

{de‘pt?n dangs o%ﬂﬁ :{g il nbers of the crew |
o ost their Tves. 0 O
- The formal questions were submitted |
i to the Court by Mr. I@uzipill. One of
(them asked: Was the losz of the
 Willodale contributed to by the wrong-
{ful act or default of g’e:w owners, gfr
_master or ship’s officers? :
i The Commissioner: Do you submit,
{Mr. Bucknill, that a prima facie case
has been made out against either the |
owners, master or the ship’s officers 7—
[ am instructed to submit that a prima.
facie case has been made out against
the ogmipraaloge, . of7 "

Counsel added that he would go fur-
) ' later

ther into the submission at a lat
stage if the Court considered it
necessary. :

Mr. Mevrig Evaxs then intimated |

that he would call the manager of the.
firm which owned the vessel. L
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The witness was also questioned
about a letter he wrote to the master
wishing him a  good voyage and
adding: “ You will be on the summer
mark and will act on the lines already
advised.”  Mr. Heath explained that
this meant the lines already adyised on
each pitwood voyage.

Asked by Mr, Evans if, looking back,
he could think of anything which sug-
gested that the Willodale was unstable,
when loaded, Mr. Heath replied :
“‘ Nothing whatever.” He had held
that opinion up to the time of the loss
of the ship.

In reply to Mr. Mactran, Wirngss
said that no member of the crew ever
¢complained to him about the ship
listing.

He added:
ence of this ship T had no doubt but
that she was fit to carry pitwood.”
He left the inspection of the lifeboats
to Mr. Bullen (the ship’s superinten-
dent), the master or the officers.

Mr. Macteax: Having  heard the
evidence at this inguiry, do you still
feel that vou could not have thought
of more efficient means of securing the
(loading uprights ?>—T am only concerned
with the regulations and T consider the

engineer regarding her.

the regulations.

And  you still think that ?—Yes.
Definitely. 5

Further questioned about the letter
he sent to the master, the witness told
Mr. Broadhead: * The letter was sent
because the master had not the know-
{ledge of his chief officer on timber
matters and he might have taken risks

Mr. Buersinn: What' did you mean
gg the phrase in the ?ﬁe& *“ You mno
doubt have a copy of the Timber load
Aine regulations *? Were you h:;nddr-
ing whethier he would load too much
deck P '

i Captain Hill had never
carried timbey ?g;lg:, shié':g; su:g:' or
sarks and the whole purpose of E‘!
@;ter was to warn him of the variation
m pimber loading. I thonght it in-
cumbent upon me to leave no doubt in
is mind in the matter and as to what
e could do with regard to the height
ck cargo. e
ou think it was a good plan to
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dent? Was he doing full justice to it?
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firms than ours. “His father is a man
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' master.”’
There was no mention, by the master or |

- . said the four points to be considered

i dition of the vessel, the state of the

CommisstoNEr asked, *“ Are you sug-

trom my long experi- |

(general picture.
‘put before you, as fairly as I can, that

system was an efﬁcie@ means within
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’ i | disasters to be averted.
| Meunic Evans said that up to 1940 the

represents a s&%: ,

not overloaded —Not in any specific
steps in any direct manner,

Asked whether he satisfied himself
that the master and officer complied
with the regulations, Mr. Heath said :
“ I was leaving it to the officers and

POINTS FOR CONSIDERATION |
Addressing the Court, Mr. Macreax |

were the state of the weather, the con-

stay of the cargo.
“ Was it necessary,’”’ he asked, ¢ for a
seaworthy vessel to seek shelter? [
suggest that the vessel was far: from
being in a 100 per cent. condition.”’ He
considered there was a responsibility on
the owners, who had the assistance of
an expert like Mr. Bullen, to explain
to the personnel of the ship what
stability and loading meant to the
vessel,
When Mr. Maclean commented on
the absence of lifeboat drill, the

cargo and the staﬂfn%

gesting that this had anything to do
with the loss of the ship or with the
Joss of life?

Mr. Macreax: 1 do not think that if
the lifeboat had been 100 per cent. effi-
cient it would, unfortunately, have
made any real difference to this
tragedy. I suggest, however, that it
is another contribution towards the
I am attempting to

there was g complete lack of super-
vision on the part of the managers to
secure the highest modicum of safety
for the officers and crew of this ship.

The CoMM1SSIONER asked whether it
was not likely that the life-jacket of
the deck hand Humphreys had the

water on it as the result of the weather
conditions,

Mr. Maorean agreed, but said this
would not explain the fact that the life-
jacket of the witness was torn,

DELAY IN HOLDING INQUIRY

‘Mr. Maclean then submitted a
friendly suggestion ’ to the Ministry.
He said: ‘T feel something ‘might be
done in future about the tuneconscion-
able _ delay between the tragedy
and the holding of the inquiry. Tt
may well be that there is a good
explasation for the hiatus which
occurs, but I do feel, in fairness to the
Court and in particular to the wit-
hesses, that some effort should be made
to accelerate these inquiries. 1 do not
think it is reasonable to expect wit-
nesses to give all the evidence which
1 assist you approximately 18
mﬁ s after the tragedy occurs.”

Mr, BROADHEAD requested that the
Court should recommend that owners
in the case of a ship carrying deck
cargo timber should advise the master
With regard to the vessel’s stability and
the maximum height of the deck cargo

e should carry. ‘He was anxic us that
the Court should make recommenda-
tions  which would enable similar

In his address for the owners, Mr.
 Willodale was a seaworthy vessel. Up
‘the time the owners received the

back from the Ministry in the |

‘mi f 1946 they had no reason
whatseever to doubt hg’:ls ibility, but
< 0 belieye that she
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