W/ 20th July, 1936,

Messrs. Parker Garrett & Qo,
8t. Monaells Roctory, Cornhill,
JONDON 4 e *

"JOSEPH B. MEDILL™,
-

We attended at the Moot Hall to~day when the
Judgment of the Court was delivered.

As on e%cr occasions, the Answers together with
the Annex, which the “ourt heve added, have beer sent direct
to the Board of ¥rade in London and 1f you will kindly arrange
to bespeak a copy you should be sble to get this to-morrow or
the following day. .

We set out below the material Answers which were
given to the Questions., =

Be The deslrn and specifications were prepared by W. Lambert
Neval Architect, Hontreal, and indicated the method tva‘ba
followed in construeting zho vessel,

4, The vessel was constructed in sccordance with this me hod
and this was a prudent rethod,

6. The nsmtlingo wore considered by Lloyd's Megister and
were sufficlent at a draught of 14 ft fresh water on the Great
L

10, The Bullding Contract ealled for a ‘épeed of of niles pe
hour on a drﬂci? of 14 £t frosh waior, Nl "S i

1l. The B.O.F. permitted tho loedou trial of the veesel to
be’run on & arenght of 4 6 o dna. sals Wabery'C Gho el Sl
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Messrs. Parker Garrett s Co. e 20/7/36.
12, The triasl was run at Burntisland ana the medifications
allowed in the draught were satisfactory,

15, ¥o5, The Vessol was lightened to bring hta»npuw the
!‘N’ahuaa'uquzm for the ﬁ:ﬁme-‘m&ua tﬁg‘aga.

14, The first trial gave unsatisfactory results in perard
to the vessel's steering quality,

16, As a presult 6 ins, was out ofs both rudders; the centre
skeg wag oﬂmaﬂtnmmmn%maddw.

:«h The further loaded trial at Hartley was quite satisface
Oy s

17. This trial was run &% a draught of 13 pp 7% ins, ana
afterwards the Vessol was lightened to bring her up to the
fresboard assigned to her for the transeAtlantie voyage.,
18, Her steering gear was quite satisfactory,

ie Aprlication wag made to the B.0.T. to 8xempt the vessel
from having 8 wirele.s sending set for the voyagy.

20« Application was made by Swan & Hunter and was granted,
The l.g«‘!‘; Wwers Justified in the ¢ircumstances in granting the
exemption,

2l. The rfange of the Regely Set was approximate 1000
uiiu und r norma} mztima?ﬁ v

22, The vessel sailed from Wallsend on August 10th 193s,

23 %mﬁnm‘ t was 13 ft.apd 4 the freeboard was 9 g4,
- ‘mMﬁ wtnnémr. .

24, The vessel was in a sound conditien When she sailed
from the United Kingdom

26. Bhe wag perfectly stable,
26+  She was mamned in 8ccordance with the Regulations,.
27,  Apparently she took s Wort eriy passage toBe11dsys,
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Messrs. Parker Garrett & Co. - 20/7/36.

20, She should have reached the Newfoundland Coast on August
24th 1938,

30, On ust 24th 19836, Strong fresh winds near Bellisle.
There was also a considersble amount of ice in the vieinity,

3l. The ceuse of the vessel's loas must remain problematical,
t‘“ Annexe) . 5

32, 'The most probable ssuse in the Court's opinion, was lce.
85«  All hands, numbering 16 all told, were lost.

The Court also added an Annoxe to iiix its Findings
and we set out below & brief outline of these,

In the first place the Court gave a detailed description
of the vessel and briefly referred to her early history.

The Court mentioned that the vessel was loaded with a
eargo of Coal which was trimmed in all holds and that the last
that one heard of her was the "Stavanger Fjord"™ who spoke
her on August 17th in bat 57,19 ¥, e 26,12 W,  She was
the largest sllewelded ship in the World of an unusual type
mm was bullt solely for the purpose of sailing the Great

8 and not for trenseAtlantic veyages. At the present,
there have been few vessels of thils type completed ythere "I
information and calculatiops available to show how’ vessels
this kind would enswer to Yeep Sea conditions and stresses, =
The discussed at length the effect of stresses on a
welded ship of this kind from a technical point of view and
suggested that stresses in s welded ship might make themgelves
shown in the vieinity of the welded joints, but we- th&zﬁuure
was not sufflelent evidence available to discuss the mafter
with authority.

The vessel's moment of inertia appeared to be similar te
that of a vessel which had been rivetted.

The Court also discusse’ the auestiom of Whether the
vessel was sufficlently stiff snd in rogard to possible Buekl
in view of the elimination ¢f commecting flanges in her con=
struction but they did not give anr “ceided opinion on this -
point. The however afier co: Mm{kaw jorted | | | €
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Messrs Perker Garrett & Co. -l 20/7/36,

care y were of opinion that this method of welding construce
tion) py that eonstruction was most car-fully carried out
and : satisfactory, and the freeboard assigned was quite
correct.

: In a vessel of this sort it was appreciated that any
defective workmanship would De a serious factor but it was
proved to the satisfactlon of the Court that the work was
first class in every respect and very special attention hacd
been given by all parties concermed to the construction of
this ship from start to finish, There was no defective wopric,

The Court was of opinion that & ship of this class
would be more difficult to handle in gertain weather cone
ditions which might be met with in the Atlantie.

With regard to the Wireless in the opinion of the
Court the B.0.T. had no alternative but to grant exemption
under the existing regulations; it was & matter for considere
atlon however, whether the regulatioms should not be altered
to meet cases of this sort.

Bealing with the possible causes of loss these were

(a). Collision = but there was no evidence of any o©ther
ship having been involved.

(b). Submerged wreckege - but if vessel had struek wreckage
the Gourt considered there would have been time
to have launched the boatas.

{e). Pire due to spontaneous combustion of the coal was
possible but improbable undcr the circumstances,
and again, it was thought that the ship's beats
eould have been launched,

{d). The vessel might have been wrecied on the Cosst of
abrador eor ‘::':mndhnd but by this time wreckage
would surely e been found.

(o) Faulty eonstruction - For the reasons previously given
the Court negatived this.

this unliiely ‘
(g)  The vessel might have boen ov.rwhe bed wenther & -,
but again, on the ovia nce the Uoubh & cUSC
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Messrs Parker Garrett & Go. B  29/7/26.

(h) ZImpact with fee. = Of all the m:iblo causes the
Court thought this the most ly as it seemed
probable that sudden disaster had overtaken the
shlp and 1if she wea struck %y an iceberg she would
probably be ripped open and founder like a stone,.

We send you an extra copy of this letter as you
may wish to semd 1t to clients,

Yours faithfully,

INGLEDEW & CO.
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