JOURNAL OF

MTHE third day g sitting of the Board
" of Trade inquiry into the loss of the
Swansea steamer Glanrhyd took place
at Cardiff, yesterday, before the Wreck
Commissioner, Mr. J. G Trapnell,
K.C., assisted by two nautic al assessors

Captain A. L. Gordon and Captain A
S. Leach, and Mr. R. B. Reith, naval

architect.

by Mv%ls
, left New-

The Glanrhyd, owned
Harries Bros., Ltd., Swansea
port on January 14 with a cargo of
washed duff coal for Irlam, ran into
heavy weather and disappeared with
her crew numbering 17 on or about |
January 14-156. Ten bodies were w ashed |
up on the Gower Coast, as well as a |
large quantity of wreckage. |

Mr. B, M. Parsey appeared for the Board |

Trade; Mr. Noel Davies (instructed by |

Vaughan and Roche) for the owners |

> Glanrhyd, Messrs, Harries Bros., Ltd.,

psea; and Captain James Griffiths, of the

National Unien of Seamen, was granted per-
mission to examine and question witnesses.

LOOK-OUT ON LIGHTSHIP |
Before the proceedings commenced |
the chairman said his attention was
directed to a newspaper (unot The
Jowrnal of Commerce and Shipping
Telegraph—EDp.) report attributing to
him that the look-out on the part of
the Hellwick Lightship was *‘ shock-
in;\;." He did ecriticise the look-out
kept on the lightship in the sense that
the men did not do their duty or that
the visibility was such that they could
Captain James Griffiths, rnpros(-ming';
the National Union of said the |
Glanrhyd left Newport in a seaworthy con-
dition. The Board of Trade
with respect to the boats, signals and life-

Seamen,
regulations
belts were preperly carried out. He was
not in agreement with the storing of the
the bridge.

. . {
the erew ought to have a lifebelt given |
iim so that he
quarters. A certain number of

lifebelts on Every member of

could keep it in his

lifebelts

ghould be kept on the bridge. |
With regard to the manning of the |
he was of the opinion that there |

) reserve in the case of emergency,

at at least one officer and three men

ld be on every watch. The ship should
have earried a carpenter, and it was

fair to fix the responsibility of

hes and soundings on a certificated
who had plenty of work to do other-

THE STEERING GEAR

The evidence with respect to the steering
rear was disquieting He thought the
Joard of Trade should be asked whether
he time had not arrived to do away with
obsolete types of steering gear. It was
necessary that the law should be
altered whereby every ship should carry
a wireless installation.

He was not impressed with the evidence
of the men on the Hellwick Lightship. A
better system of observation was necessary.
He was not enamoured of the (()d\ﬂ‘,lldlll‘
ystem. All the men employed should be |
,»4 rmanent men and not auxiliarvies. There |
should not be less than two men on the]
watch on stations. The telephone system |
at stations should be mmlmnm »d and |
reports sent to a centre for fear of break-
downs. Al the men employed should have
sea experience.

Mr. Parsey, in a lengthy \mnmm;j up,
said he could not agree with Captain
Griffiths that the hhh(lt\ should be given
to the crew rather than being stared on
the deck near the bridge. It was more
..H\)(ni(uv to know definitely where the

Jlts were, and if the men were given
in times of emergency they might
y able to find them. Besides, if there
water in the vessel it nlwlll be |
ult to reach them, ‘

I

very

| Clark, the
| made in the survey of 1 . Mr. Bie, a

MANNING QUESTION

regards manning, they all knew that

in an emergency an additional number of
men would be helpful, but there was
nd to be a limit to the number
wloyed. Mr. Bie, a former officer in
ship never had any complaint of crew |
and was perfectly satisfied with |
the manning scale. They must remember |
that the vessel was on the home trade and
coasting lmits. |
With regard to the steering gear, he
thought it would be most difficult to say
that the rod-and-chain gear was obsolete.
I\’v» 1 howed that been a

tage,

there has
al improvement in this type of gear.
ar as casualties were concerned it
\\wllnl be rl;il'n-u!t‘ in recent years to say |
that the cause was the result of a rod-
and-chain steering gear Board of
I'rade was anxious to secure the safest
R,
s was an expense, and it might
me doubt existed in their minds
whether wireless tted to the
rhyvd would have been of assistance.
iptain Harrison, of the steamer May-
d, had a wir s set on board, but
rn of his experience turned his
und to go to smoother waters. Though
wreed that wireless was of assistance
was not that it
| be made compulsory on coasting
such as the Glanrl
regard to the obs ions of the
n the Hellwick
| not forget that the )
] ships was to mark a dang
tion, and t}
nothing like so important
proper signals and warning to vessels.

As Hgndx the (nhusm of the Coast-
guard system, there was no rloubb from
the evidence that the watches were kept
well. An endeavour was made to tcleplmnc
the next station, but there was a break-
down in the telephone service. If another
man had been with the officer he doubted
whether he could render any further assis-
tance under the circumstances.

The District Officer had said that
preference was always ;!l\tl\ to men as
Coastguards who had been in the Royal
Navy or the Merchant Navy

The attention of Trinity House had been
drawn to statements made by men who
attended the inquest on the bodies of those

men who had lost their lives in this

gux and it was decided hy 'I'l'il\i(}

vessel

evidence to say

16 guestion of reports was

as the ving of

| evidence
| ship forward, and may

| tion in such a way that her

{ Light on a later

they |

rOus Posi- |

House that the Hellwick buoy should be
lighted and fitted with a bell Under |
certain circumstances vessels passed near |
to the shore, and that there were no
lights for mariners to determine where
they were. They were between Bury and
Hellwick, a distance of about 18 miles.
The Commissioner said that he under-
that Trinity House had made
arrangements to place lights on that shore.
Mr. Parsey, continuing, said one of the
most nn,uni(\nt questions the Court, had |
to deal with was whether the vessel was |
in a seaworthy condition. During her Jast
voyage, there had only been one critieism,
and that was in respect of the steering
gear. There was the evidence of Mr.
surveyor, that repairs were

stood

former officer of the ship, had stated |
that whilst he was on the vessel the steer-
ing gear was working satisfactorily.
MOST LIKELY CAUSE

The main question was what was the
cause of the casualty, He did not think
the Court could answer that question; the
most the Court could do would be to give
an indication of what was the most likely
cause of the casualty.

There was no direct
was the real cause of the loss. Certain
facts, however, were brought out which
were of major assistance in tryl to find
the cause.

Counsel
evidence

evidence of what

then outlined at length e
with respect to wreckage, e
observations of the men the Hellwick
I hip, and the probable location of the
casualty. The master of the steamer was
an experienced man and must have known
the vicinity of the Hellwick T.igl 8¢

It was possible that the vessel may have
truck some submerged object. From the

N Y

COMMER CE- 19TH NOVEMBER,1938.

they knew that she was a wet |
have taken some
abnormal sea and plunged to her destruc
back was |
broken. ‘
It is conceivable that the
have gone to the

vessel might |
west of the Hellwick
tide than was suggested
by Captain Belford. Evidence received |
ruled out the gquestion of boiler explosion
or explosion of gas from the coals. It was
difficult to find some constructive theory
which fitted in with known facts, and he |
suggested that to find one was impossible
In conclusion, the Board of Trade would
like to express sympathy with the relatives
of the 17 unfortunate men who lost their |
iives as a result of the disaster. |
THE JUDGMENT

The Court then
evening. Upon

adjourned until the
resuming, the Wreck
Commissioner gave the judgment of the
Court. After describing the ship, engines
and hoilers, holds, bulkheads, hatech
covers, hatchways and accommodation, he
ontinued : —

“ The steering gear was a rod-and-
chain type, the angle of chain around
the forward lead blocks being about 9
degrees, and that on each quarter about
130 degrees.

¢ Some trouble with rudder vibration
had been experienced in the past, but
this had been remedied by the time
the Glanrhyd’s last speeial survey in May
1937, and was proved to have been 1n

sfactory working order thereafter

The vessel was equipped with

mate life-saving and signal applhianeces
and was in every respect well-found. The
vessel was not equipped with wireless, and
we have mno information as to her
mechanical sounding apparatus.

“ The eargo loaded brought the vess
to her winter marks, and this involv
some vacant space in Nos. 1 and 4 holds
nd the bunker space. This vacant
would permit a shift of cargo sufficien
to produce a list of 5} rees. I'he
cargo was « ibed as of a sticky natur
very unlikely to shift. If any shift dic
take place we do not think it could hayv
sufficient to affect the ship's

which was adequate. 'Thi
vessel had frequently carried
this deseription without any

been
stability,
3 cargo of
mishaj
WEATHER CONDITIONS
The vessel sailed at 2 35 p.m. on|
January 14, 1938, drawing 15ft. 6ins. for-|
ward and 17ft. 7ins. aft. She left dock
without any impact or contact that could
have affected her safety, and handled wel
in every respect The wind was vel
fresh from the 3. W., and it was rainin

Shortly after leaving e Glanrhyd fel
steamer . Maywood, outward
Cardiff. The Maywood was
well-decked wvessel of almost precisely
similar design and approximately the sam

¥y, e vessels were 1n ecompany unt
about 30 p.m., when the Maywood w:
two miles N. of the Foreland.

At this time the barometer wag fallin
and the weather worsening, and C:
storm Harrison, of the Maywood,
t}.lm.:;gv to forward
on ” aceount heavy

in with the
bound from

hatche
water

Mine-

possible
of shipping
turned his vessel and plnuwh-d to
Lhead Roads for

At ihis
about two
the Maywood proceeding  west-

shelter
time the Glanrhyd = was

ohserved miles to the mnorth-

ward of
: R

ward, and after this was never seen agam |

3 i
by those on board the M‘n\'wu(ul ', 80 |

far as can be ascertained, by anyone at all
The Maywood, a slightly faster ve i,

had made’ about three knots oves the
gpotad up, to=this tiwe, in uumqu»nu
off the bad/ weather,/and we are satisfied |
the Glanrhyd could, ot have exceeded
that speed, and may not  have been
making as much, especially as the|

\\mtlnr continued to get worse.
NOT/ GLANRHYD'S LIGHTS,

s Whirat ' happened  thoreafte s ec
garily a matter of conjecture A witness |
fronr—tho | Bellwick—Laghtship, which 18

| approxinately 28 nrites from lln' pvsllml"
{




in. whick the Glanrhyd was' last seen, i
claimed to have seen the masthead lights |
lof a vessel at 11 30 p.m. on that night.
We do not think the Glanrhyd could pos-
sibly shave reached any. such position at
that time in that weather.
‘¢ The same witness speaks of masthead
s in sight of the westward end of
Lightship between 4 and 7 45 a.m. on
January 15. We do not think this|
evidence throws any light on the casualty
“Phe auxiliary Coast Watcher stationetd
at Port Eynon saw a light, which he
considered was a ' steamer’s masthead
licht bearing west of his station at 4 55
a.m. on January 15. To get to this posi- |
{ tion Glanrhyd would have had to
cover- at least 23; and possibly 25 miles,
lin 7: hours, against an increasing wind,
time of gale force, and a {ilood
do not think this light either
g to do with the casualty
I'he only other material from which
1t is possible to infer the position of the
Glanrhvd at the time of the accident is
the evidence ym  the Lightvessel of
wrockage and bodies which came from the
ivest and passed her starboard side (the
Lightvessel was then heading south-west)
at intervals between 1 30 and 1 45 p.m.
lon January 15, and that wreckage. and
hodies drifted ashore on either side ol
1 hin a few miles of Worms Head.
tide had been flowing to the east
y two hours unl_\' at the time the
passed the Lightvessel, the
ing probably about two knots,
this wreckage therefore started its
casterly drift about four miles to the west
| of the Lightship
We do not think this can be taken as
indication that that was the scene of
wsualty, because the Glanrhyd could
have reached that position by passing
v to the Lightvessel that we consider
have been seen. It is possible
asualty took place to the east
ghtship the wreckage and bodies
carried ultimately by the
January 15 westward of
y and returned on the ensuing

PROBABLE POSITION

melude, therefore, that the
probably happened at a point
between the Glanrhyd’s last known posi
tion and the Worms Head, but except that
must have heen one that
wreckage under the
o reach a point about
stward of the Hellwick
m, on January 15 >
to enable us to fix
ha wen suggested the ship struck
{ellwick Bank, but having regard to
speed over the ground she
reached one or other of these
water that we do not

think ssibly have struck even

|
upon the most extravagant assumptions of {

thée height of waves'in those waters. There
no stch 18 of wreckage on the
shore as would suggest the vessel struck
the shore, and there were no other dangers
lie could have reached
The ey ¢ satisfies us that in
internal explosion was improbable, because |
damaged wreckage indicative of such
been found. The lifeboats appear to
damaged in the way of the
olding-down grips, which suggests the
wccident was so sudden that there was not
sufficient time to clear the boats away.
This view 1s supported by the absence of
observation of any distress signal, the fact
that some of the bodies recovered were
\Imost unclothed, and some appcared to
have removed their lower garments to
1S81SC swimming

SUBMERGED WRECKAGE OR HEAVY SEA

We are driven, therefore, to the con
lusion that the Glanrhyd either struck
submerged wreckage or was overwhelmed
by an exceptional sea, or seas which stove
i her forward hatch, put her head down,
and caused her to break apart in the way
of Nos. 3 and 4 hatchways, thus liberating
portions of that wooden bulkhead which
were tv(“'il(l Tl“ll(”.",

Notwithstanding that we think this
vessel did not_ground on Hellwick Sands,
we arve glad to be informed that the
Trinity House authorities propose to put

a lighted bell buoy to mark this spot. We
consider this a valuable assistance io
coasting vessels.

“ We think it would be an advantage
if ‘small coasting vessels were supplied
with wireless telephone apparatus, and if
the Hellwick Lightship could be provided
with similar effective means of communi-
ating with the shore.

‘We. do not think the rod-and-chain
steering gear had anything to do with
this accident because 1t was working
properly on departure; had it broken
down afterwards we should have expected
ignals.. It cannot, however, be excluded
a v remote possibility, and wé recom- |
mend that owners should be encouraged
to substitute a system of direct-action |
<l--«'|'in;3,'

In conclusion, the Wreck Commissioner |
aid he wished to put on record the ver)
careful . manner in which the Board of
Trado had conducted the case and of tha
very helpful assistance extended by the
witnesses. He desired also to extend the
condolences of the Court to the relatives
of the 17 men who lost their lives as
a result of the sualty




