~The vessel was originally called the

| Glanmor, but in 1992 she acquired

; e hen ‘d | by the General Steam Navigation Comi-
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1o he st_was a singlo-screw et x
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©| the three island U¥pe. with a singls olent for shelter, leavi %.n. 2o
¥l deck, and with propelling machinery Mar. 1. He was not SALIDE: by ‘ilvk
& | fitted aft. A vessel of 469 tons gross, dence with the idea of crmclsu_lg what 3
# she] was built in 1920 by Culby Bros., the master of the Sta-ncre}:*t dlid. I;e' '
£ Sy Lowestof | the 1 i g that et
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W the indicated horse-power 450." The
| vessel was sub-divided by three steol

| transverse watertight, bullsheads, sepa-

21 rating the following four main com-

- | partments : forepeak tank and store ;

a1 oargo hold; ‘engine and boilerr

D and coal bunkers and aft

2| had one hold and two

2 had a double botto
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1at wmﬂd be mofte satis-| 5
f;m’mw fmm the point of view of| T
 safety that theve should be at least| b
bwc; men on watch instead of one.

Captain Axorew Horwes Hurrow, | .
rmtendent General Steam at

essel was bemg sold he gave|
Wxghtmg instructions togten
master about the question of

e mqulrv was adjourned until to- Sll
dav It was stated ~that it would So-
prohably l&st until to-morrew, Ca
oy e
0, lhe ’Board ot 'l‘xade Inqmry mto[
D= the loss of the British steamer Sfan-
A ¢rest, which oceurred off the south
?}3 coaat of the British Isles presumably
1efon Mar. 1 last, was continued at the
i Institution of vazl Engineers yester-
5~ | day when the taking of evidence, which
Ef"‘, dealt with the condition of the vessel's
hatches, her loading trim, and the con-
 dit mn of the lifeboat and hatches
hed ashore, was concluded. Counsel
~address the Court to-day, The
mqulry is being held before Mr. G. St.

Pilcher, K.C., who is sitting with
Captam eirs de Legh, Commodore

| Mr, Harold Griffin, for the re'presenta-
| tives of the late Oa,ptam J. T. Jones,
f{and the Navigators & Engineer
| Officers Union; and Mr. PoWell for the .
| time charterers of the vessel. . J. W
Huelin, Litd., of Jersey.
o #xrY Cooper, foreman blacksmith,
,,employed by the General Steam Navi
atwu Company, Ltd., said they
n?ed the steermg chains on n the
els every twelye months. Wssels
ays carried a spare set of steetmg;
ns.  The last occasion on which

. W”‘Lux Warr, prmeipal sur-|_~
vevor Lloyd's Refriqter, rticu- |

A Blllmmr & 00 D ;: H. Stockwell, and Mr. E. F. Spanner
ope Steamship | d g.s ASSESSOTs, :
‘nothi .C'f L{ Mr. H. G Wilmer and Mr.,
_ Bl Hewson  represented  the
. ppened. ta z Board of Trade; Mr. O, L. Bateson
was an excellent man, and the eh:ef b d | appeared for the owners, the Stanhope
engineer was. Yery tm,psble - He did at i Steamship Omnpam ‘ Mr. Norman V.
not know anyth about, the booklet W {a | Craig, for the (xeneral Steam Naviga-
on the loading of the vessel until after an \g | tion  Company, the former
he ace is | owners; Mr. R: 1. H&vward K.C.. and
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fitted in %he

Captam ta
former mastor gt‘ the vessel, “‘sa he o
handed the ship over to Captain Jones, |

Inm all : ssel.

\ir. | the Sheldrake's (the former name of
: the Stancrest) steering chains were

o tested was on Nov: 10 and 13, 1936.
When Lloyd’s Register survey was
< | being made they removed the steering
to the works where they were
mealed. The last survey was in

. ‘wss—exammed by Mr. Hayward
stv | he said he never had to repair or refit
the rods with the vessel at'sea, He did
not know how many men would be
required to handle the chains if they
,;:&nt wion ‘at sea.  They vsele not
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| hatches being made and saw that they

ble | The last time that hatches were made
o | for the Sheldrake was in December,

a|the coast of D

| screws.
| because of the possibility of bending of
| the screws when the rudder is hard

{superintendent at Bevan’s ¥ arf,
| Northfleet, said that the loading of
{the Stanerest began at 2 30 am. on
. | Saturday, Feb. 27, and finished at 1 45

| the stowers and told them to correct

f {he ha
, | and told him that he thought the ship
fwas “tender’ =

’I“‘ youP—1 think he must have done. I

cesel, With » littlo 0¥

| to severe strain in sever
.~ Winttam James  Crark rer
ht to the General Steam Navi-

; Jompany, said he overhauled
.| the hatches and renewed what was bad
yy. -~ He saw the

| were snot made from inferior wood.

1936. : G S .
Bﬁ Mr. Hayward: He had seen one
of the hatches that were washed up on
1 rset.  He could not
definitely say that it belonged to the
Stancrest, but it had the appearance
of being one of her hatches. :
" By the Chairman: The ends of the
hatches were not shod with steel. On

| a survey he made his own examination

and did not rely on ship’s officers call-
ing attention to hatches. S
| Hexeerr Mawpsiey Hawrre, consult-
ing engineer and marine surveyor of
Harte, Ltd., said he examined the hull
of the Stancrest in dry dock. A very
careful survey was made, and the
bottom was in very good condition.
‘Mr. Hiaywarp: From what you saw
he exterior of the vessel, can you
rm any view as to whether she would
be likely to sustain serious leakage

as| through her hull if, within a day or

two, she met severe weather ?—I saw
no reason to think that she would leak
shalln eendn - :

Epwarp Howarp RyYbER, surveyor, !
of Mitchell & Ryder, said that on
behalf of the charterers he surveyed
the hull and the bunkers. There was
a small indentation on the hull but it
did not affect the seaworthiness of the
{vessel. ““T noticed a point which 1,

| personally, don’t approve, and that is
V| that the ends of the steering chains

were secured by comparatively long
My objection to that s

over.”’ g

| Arprep Lrrrresons, chartering clerk

employed by Messrs. Martin & Co.,
who acted on hehalf of the time char-

| terers, said that the master of the

Stancrest was told that if the tides
were too low at Bridgwater he had to

go on to Dunball to unload. = =
Joux Epwarp Werkes, shipping

'})Jn. At 7 30 a.m. the vessel had a
ist to port of 10 deg. He called to

it. The mate was anxious about it,
; Repéym‘g to the Chairman, he said

d a conversation with the mate
The CmareMaN: Did he agres with
w o he worried about it the

1y e w‘afnssi;xiqns about it?—
o was indeed. He was fussing about
it. He said it ‘must be the water.

fit|  ArtHUR GroRGE MaNNING said he
~ 'saw the loading of the Stamcrest at

ore at Bevan’s Wharf, said that
the manner in which the bags of

ight across the -
ility of their

d when he reached
/ weign. Having taken
| an exceptionally ;ﬁz%/time ~on that
part of the voyage and having experi-
enced bad weather, he decided it
ould be prudent to take shelter inside
| the Isle of Wight, and he anchored oft
| Lyniington. Shortly after mid-day on
| Saturday he carried on with his
voyage, hoping to find smooth water.
Unfortunately, he did wot find it
smooth ; he had to go along the Eng-
lish coast, and it was not until he
1 reached the Fddystone Lighthouse that
| he decided to cross the Channel.
~ Mr. Hewsox : Looking back over the
| events of this voyage, do you consider
/it was the best thing to do to leave
| Lymington at the time you did?—lL
| think I was a little premature.
Your impression is, it would have
1 been better if you had waited a little
longer?—Yes; the sea would have
wmoderated. : !
| Mr. Hewson read a statutory declara-
tion by Captain Cyril Nicliolas Jones,
master of the Cornerake, in which he
said that on the night of February 28
he considered it prudent, on account
of the weather, to take shelter behind
the Isle of Wight and he anchored in
St. Helens Roads.  “1If, owing to
excessive racing, the engines had failed
in the weather conditions prevailing
the position would have been extremely
| dangerous,” the statement said.
CrareNxce Epwarp Swmita, assistant
marine superintendent of the General
| Steam Navigation Company, said he
visited Bridport on Mar. 24 and saw
the lifeboat that had been washed up.
He identified the boat as being one
ot the boats from thé Stancrest.
Mr. Havwarn: Was there anything
to suggest that the boat had broken
‘away from the ship after she had
foundered or whether the boat had
been launched before foundering?—
Marks of that kind were carefully
looked for, but there was no scratch on
the gunwale such as the gripes tearing
would make, and the painter was
frayed at about one ftoot from the
splice.  There was no indication as to
whether it had been cut or broken or
just worn by chafing on the gnnwale,
. Mr. Pinener: Have you any theory
as to how this boat got adrift without
any damage *—My- opinion would be
that she had been released. =
By the crew ?—Yes. The drags were
of such a nature they would require to
he released by hand.
Wriiniam Nurron, surveyor to the
[ Board of Trade, recalled, spoke as to
i the condition of the wreckage washed
‘up mnear Bridport which he had
examined, He was of opinion that
the damage to the lifeboat was caused
' by bumping on the beach. He saw no
damage on the gunwale that would
' have been occasioned hy the gripes.
C'ross-examined hy Mr, Hayward, he
said that a few—not many—ships built
to carry cargo could not carry a full
cargo without becoming unstable. He
thought the broken hatches which were
washed up had heen hroken while they
were in place and not after the ship
foundered. = |
You are assuming a hreakage by a
downward pressure of sea water?—
denoooo s
In your view these hatches have heen
stove in by a heavy sea?—Yes.
| Can you say from your experience or
‘knowledge that a crew of nine is a
| sufficiency of men to deal with such a
| contingency ?—1 am afraid 1 cannot
answer stion.
t will be one of my
e Clourt.
the evidence, and the
% 3
b
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 “ It is not right and proper,” |
said Mr. Hayward,  that these ships
|ought to be allowed to navigate in the
husiest waters in the world—in foggy
tand clear weather—without sufficient
members of the crew to provide a look-
{out man. It is mot fair to the ships
themselves nor to the other vessels.
do submit that some regulations should
| he made with regard to the manning
|of these coastal vessels.”” e
Mr. Hayward said that under Sect.
f the Merchant Shipping Act a
British ship in any port of the United
Kingdom might be detained if she was
unsafe by reason of under-manning.
But these little ships were popping in
~ |and out of a bundred little ports and
37 | it was manifestly impossible, except at
e H enormous cost, for the Board of Trade
< Sd M1 B 2 to have officials at every port to super-
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SRR Ol vise their going to sea. It was quite

*"m chariorers, o, W", ?he illogical that whereas a far‘eign-going

arsey.. : '__h”'. steamship of 700 tons was under an

My, S“I’Mif}t@d{ that the et ghligation to carry at least six able sea-
primary cause of the disaster to the 79 dmen, the home-going ship of any ton-
Stancrest was the staving in of the ! |nage was under no obligation to carry
| hatches in heavy weather. The evi- . |auy number of able seamen or no able

! Iseaman at all. ¢
; Referring to the evidence that the !

dence on that was so strong that it P
a5, | Board of Trade had suggested that if |

less to discuss other alterna-

es. It the Court came to the deci- ‘ 1
Vi s s oy G A T sa, [the vessel was to keep her double-
Bion that th.?' hatches _fqun_d BLE the‘ irs | bottom ballast tanks empty she should
hatches of the Stancrest, it followed, ho| have a certificated master, Mr.
1, | with - reasonable certainty, that the s, | Hayward suggested that was a strong
iy | pr 'y cause of the trouble was the ol,{argument for making it compulsory
as| breaking in of the hatehes. ‘ If it | 'that there should he a certificated
ye| be s0.’ said Mr. Hayward,  this is i
Je | yet another case in which the crew of e Bt DLt !
,6*" & British ship—whose safety is only master carried in every British ship. N
vy P ,Oiided_for by 24 in. of tiprew—i& ;I;.Zlere s;tv ;‘ua}]y good reason that | PV
1 again being sacrificed needlessly. i 1 1 gl'ﬁ Y’?T‘ﬂ e a certificated mate.
A cubmit that it is time that this well- Mr. Winimer said the purpose of |
gt e i : i the inquiry was to ascertain if any-
P11 known weakness to the safety of ships s ol it and ta e
1d ) hateh covers—should be dealt with.” | ey e e LR SHC L0 ARCETIOHE e
—ha nowu ; ) cause of the casualty with a view to Bi
u-1 1t would be within the recollection avoiding such casualties in future and
velof most of those present that in the increasing safety at sea. It was the
| course of four big inquiries—in which one redeeming feature of this case that |
three were cases where hatches were nﬂ})‘ddy had suggested that anybody in | of
| stove in—it was stated on behalf of this case was at fault. The question | to.
‘the Board of Trade that experiments of manning these small ships had heen | aw
' | were being carried out with other raised by Mr, Hayward. That did not | fo
. | forms of hatches—steel hatehes. ¢ That arise on any of the questions put to the | of
Y |was over two years ago,’’ said Mr. Court nuless on the one, * What was | ig
. | Hayward, © and it is much to be hoped the cause of the loss? Had the | scl
et if these experiments are still shortage of crew anything to do with | Th
). | hanging on they will be speedily the disaster? It was entirely a matter | sec
5- | brought to a conclusion and some seri- for the Court’s discretion whether they | ini
1d | ous steps will he taken to safeguard dealt with t;l’lat _matter at all, ““ Tt is | wi)
15 | the lives of those who go down to the only proper,” said Mr. Willmer, ** that | cor
‘| sea in ships. I should reiterate on hehalf of the| -
er : Board of Trade that this is not a case | mj
Tt THE QUESTION OF MANNING in which any charge is brought | ¢
is | < 1 officers and crews of these ships against the owners of the vessel.”” cit;
ad | ave to continue to be subjected to this| It might be thought that allegations | }y;
at | particular danger, it is all the more of undermanning might 1"‘,’01"2', SOME | gy
incumbent on the powers that be to see ;;eﬁectmn on the Board of Trade and pr
_Ithat these vessels ave adequately fits officers, Mr. Willmer pointed out | {4
{ manned, because although the trouble that the Board had to exercise great | fy
| may start by the breaking in of hatches care before they detained a ship under |},
: t does not necessarily follow that the Sect. 4594 ,_th»eic‘%“se if a vessel was|.c
| ship will be lost if there is time anaci ;’r‘(’lﬁi ge‘;t,"{i‘ne‘d‘ the Board was liable | j);
B Sy e e o0 e it ho ey yoint on | ¥,
07 The Wreck  Commissioser  (Mr. which they could deal with manning |,
Pilcher) : Is there a question on that? in their report was that by reason of | ..},
&= il ? .| the exhaustion of the crew they were | ¢
i) Mr Haywarp: I asked for a ques- : g o
48t {460 on manning to be put in, but the  not able to deal with this emergency. ¢
& %[ Board of Trade did not see fit to accede ARG, e

b

to my request. Nevertheless T venture

| to suggest it is material in this sense:
{one has to inquire into t
: ltims, and my submiss)
{the primary

the cause of the
to yc?‘;? is that
cause of the loss is the
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