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“ITALIAN PRINCE" LOSS

Board of Trade Inquiry
Resumed

MR. CAMPS'S VIEWS ON STEAM
SMOTHERING
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Did \r.} consider at the time that the |
fender plates should be left there when
she was burning oil fuel?~—1 don’t
eoave them particular attention.

know g
vl no instructions in the matter

I
He hs
of the change over, but arrangements
were discussed.  He could not remem-
ber specific instances of being given
instructions as to test .. What was
discussed was what necessary for

modifications. Questions of extra pres

sures were not discussed. He received
no instructions on that matter. !
Mr. H. K. J. Camps, consulting

ngineer an 1 i~§1i\) surveyor, past pre
dent of the Society of Consulting
Marine Engineers and Ship Surveyors.
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the boiler. but he thought it
fairly evident that the result of
the explosion was a co iderabl
sion of the fire, which, in his view, was
probably due he dispersion of the
fuel oil over y iderable area
oiler t was highly prob-!
able \ v(:1 explosion
micht have been co On the
ovidence, it appeared the explosion!
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A MATTER OF OPINION

» question as to wthe e fender
should have been removed when
vessel was converted to oil was a
r of opinion. His experience
protect

depos ! v material the
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On the evidence he could not 1mag

what else might have been done. Re-
garding testing, he thought the most
satisfactory test was that which must
have heen applied when the changx
over was made to the Todd burner. A
to whether there was anything the
owners should have done in order i«
discover whether the joints in the oil
fuel discharge pipe were packed with

proper material, he said that if the

her the steam smothering could x

ko steam smothering !

joints showed no sign of leakage under
working counditigns it would be foolish
to dismantle the pipe.

Questioned by Mr. Porges reganrding
testing the steam smothering arrange-
ments on  the Italian  Prince, Mr.
Camps said there was nothing to test
except the pipe itself. The mawm thing
was to see that the valve itself was
proper condition. He considered five
9-callons  of Tfoamite as good as a
10-galloner. In fact. he would pre fer
the former hecanse they were mor

easily p wtable.
A LATENT DEFECT

He thought the origin of the fire was
from the oil fuel and was the result
of some leakage from the pipe running

by the boiler. hut it was difficult to

! vicualise the sort of leakage that was

taking place. They might get a latent
' defect in a pipe which no sort ot test
| wonld disclose. The only thing he could
I suggest was a latent defect of the pipe
{ which could not have been examined.

Mr. Baresox: Is it because of the
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have expressed the view that steam
smothering would have been of doubt
{ful efficacy ?
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v Mr. Carpmael : The leakage must
thave heen going on for some days.
§ My, Campmagn: That does emphasis
the necessity  of  having such pipes
falways visible ?—Y SO Tar as 1t 1s
$ nossible make them wvisible.
Where they had the fuel units in
{ the o¢ngine-room and the burners in

1o stokehold there was almost bound
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i or less inyisible, He did not think the

position of the fender plates made any

diffarence whatever. It would have

heen possible to take the pipe between
the centre of the starboavd boilers but
he thought the position in witich it was

carried more desirable than below the

centre of the bo in the alley way
The closing of the ventilators was
it it was the sort of thing whicl

should be left to the discretion
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Nir. Wenon was recalled on the ques
tion of the nse of steam smothering
jand said he had no aetual experience
of using steam to extinguish fires. The
only experience was actual tests made
at routine surveys. He quoted a
nuumber of cases of fires but said they
had no actual parallel case in which
ithey could say exactly what would
happen

Mr. Carpmaprn said to Mr. Bateson
that' if steam smothering was not effec-
tive if there wag a fire in the engine-
rooni all means of dealing® with it
except with extinguishers  were
finished.

Mr. Baresox: Apart from hoses.

Mr. Camrpamarn: Well, progressively
finished. 1f it is not effective people
are relving on semething on which
they ought not to rely.

My, Pircakr said the owners were as
auxious as other parties to the investi
gation to discover, if they could, what
was the cause of the fire and  why
when the fire had developed it proved
impossible to extinguish it The
owners had wedd themselves to mno
theory. He would like to adopt the
theory which appealed to Mr. Welch,
namely, that this fire was an oil fire
and the source was supplied by some

leak in a fuel discharge pipe,

TWO SUBMISSIONS

\ssuming the fire occurred from the

tion of fuel oil or fuel oil gas, he
made two submissions. First that the
leakaege of o1l from that pipe could
ot be attributed to lack of care on the
part 1 lients Secondly, the
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