LLOYD'S LIST

“ITALIAN PRINCE” LOSS|

i
German Master's Letter on|
the Fire |

MR. CARPMAEL'S QUESTIONS ON
OIL FUEL SYSTEM

The Board of Trade Inquiry into the |
loss of the British steamer Il(lfiur';
Prince. which was abandoned on fire}
oft Finisterre in September last, was |
continued yesterday. Previously the {
Court had at The Niblett Hall, |
Temple, K.C., but the venne ol zh:vf
Inquiry has now heen changed to the |
Institution of Civil Engineers, Mr. |
Weleh., a Board of Trade surveyor
Subsequentl;

continued his evidence 7 |
s master was recalled and ("A-:J?I(H)(‘l‘ |
on the subject of the abandonment o {
the ship. Mr. Bateson read a letter |
from the master of the
steamer Njassa, in the course
stated that the Italian
€ or seven hours
abandonment, was only on fire in
hold and the after superstructure. The
Wreck Commissioner raised a number |
of points an the oil 1] installation
smothering arr: gements and bhoat ::!x\!f
ire station lists, and the Inquiry was!
adjourned until Feb, 22 to enable Mr, ;
Pilcher to call evidence on the matters |
raigsed.
The inquiry is being held before M1
5 % mael, K. .., sitting as Wreck |
nIissione; vhom are Captain |
1. Whitting Commander J. R.
ams, Engineer Lieut.-Commander
Pearson and Mr. A. M. Robb,
ASSEss0rs.
Mr. O. 1. Bateson ins
Solicitor to the Board of Trade
3oard Trade, M
i Mr. W

and the
fion) represey [ D
Captain dan £ . .
(instructed by ST, v appea
for the cargo undery Mr. . R. Haver
(inst by Mess Charles (. Bradsh
/ acting for 1 Marine Engineers
d I« e f engine
Smith, and {he second er
Neil Messrs. Nordon &
watched fhe in y on behalf of Mrs, M
Brown I NGe! fessrs.  Wint & Co
behalf rs. Bovill, g
“Mr 2 son on hehalf of the Britis
Petrolenm Company
7

previous proceedi were re

Lioyp's IST Keh. 7, 8,1
engineer and ship |
f Trade, con

1

simnothering
ely used 1

av
any stage

Mr.  Weren  replied, ¢ It the oil|
supply bad been shut off and if bat-

tening' down had n done.

Tl'o some extent it would have been
effective even if the oil had not been
shut down. He thought oil leaking
from the discharge pipe was the cause
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of the fire. He was of the opinion |

that the port side fire was caused by
a flash in the b » tops He was
quite definit i vas  not due 1o
the lagging I'he starboard fire was
caused from an exposed leak. He was
of the opinion that the gas and oil
from the back of the discharge pipes
was carried up by the up dranght. It
would be mixture of smoke, gas and
flame on its path round the starboard
hoiler. There was no means of clos-
ing the annular space round the
funnel,

METHODS OF FIGHTING FIRE

Dealing  with methods of fight-
ing the fire, Mr. Welch said regard-
ing the oil supply that the proper
course would have been to shut off at
an early date the discharg valve.
I'hat shounld have been shut to isolate
the pipe—which ran past the boiler
He would have

: valve on th
front The shutting of the
valve: was of secondary im-
The amount which would

wve run back was very small indeed. !

Dealing with fire = itself, Mr.
Welch said it 1
rect \.\J_\V.

My Bareson Could = any step

was tackled in the cor-

w2 than were taken have been taken |

ind out what the source of the fire
7 | would
the fi
top of the starboard fender plate 1x
stokehold
H would have ?,>"1\:‘li
ctinguishers and with hose
he extinguishers and
had shown no
would have meant
i the right way
[f it had got less
what he was doing

expected |

re to have been seen from thej

he would have carried on;
doing that. 1f he could have seen no|

£a AR : !
ans of applying the hose more efiec-|

tively and the fire was get g ahead

and he had been in complete ignorance |

1at was ¢causing

» the stokehold and put the steam on

he would shut|
{

Mr ARPMAEL re you attack a

fire V¢ nave to

Y

operations?
You have

know, in fighting

someone in charge?!

That is abso- i

places that

essential knowledge for the:

in charge ?—Yes,
Barrson asked about the fire on
deck which had been stated to
by paint from the
WeLoH expressed the
could have been deali
3 ing the paint on to the
t portion of the deck
Mr. Pruoeer: During the investiga-
tion vou have made, the owners of the

ve bheen

b
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Italian Prince have done all they could|
to help you?

Mr. Wrror: That is correct,

And to facilitate your investigations:

-Yos.

If the valve on the top of the boiler
which emits steam to the smothering|
apparatus was in good order and the
perforated holes were free, is there any |
other portion of the apparatus which |
could require examination or survey:

Only the bore of the pipe itself.

Mr. Welch added that with the inch-
bore, internal corrosion and collection |
of scale was likely !

Mr. Prrcaer: What should be done
in your view?—The obvious thing is/
to put the steam through it. {
One of the lengths of pipe might|
ave heen corroded at the neck, It
1ight have |
slocked the hore or necked it up. Tl

en so corroded as to have |

1
1
X
k

inch pipe was the weakness in
installation
Dealing with fire extinguishers, Mr. |
Prnouer asked., * Do you agree
are as P OO(
llon of foamite?
Wenca: N
Witness add 1
five 2-gallons would not
one 10-gallon, but he

an owner pressed |

object

the view that the reverse was the case.
Mr. Procmen: May it well be that

where ) have aun oil gas fire

your he assuming, if

hetter to fight a fire of that kind with

a larger nmwnber ol i

guishers than one lar

cumbersonie, machine?

Mr. Pilcher

sonirce of weaknaess

dcoestad o possible
pipe might
have been due to
~the outside of the y in the
immediate vicinity of the pipe. Mr.

said he tho ;r,,:=

Priorer « The pressure to wh

the pipe was snbjected w:
sive and [ do not think you
the owners had left undone anything
thev ought to have done with relation

to the maintenance of the pipe

15 80

TANK TOPS REASONABLY CLEAN
Mr. Wernca continued that h
quite satisfied that the condition of

ad no bearing on this

he  was

the tank tops h
fire and that they
clean
My, Pmerer: If one could block
the various openings to which vou refer
then the steam smothering
micht be effective P—Tt 1
tive up to the 110 1b
In furtl
Mr. WrrLoH said
the outhreak of the fire and when the
burners had been-put out.
about B0 1

reasonably

1) minutes from
the pressure
CHER Steam . smothering
v heen no good 7— It would

have, heen effective,
Wirsess added that the operation
attening down could  have been
minutes/ e &fokeHold and

V

would 4 hoth/ have had
<
h







Mr. Proeaer: You would have had
to shut off four engine-room ventila-
tors °—That would have been advisable.

Up to a certain time and certain
boiler pressure they could say that
steam =mothering would have heen
effective. Mr. Werncn said. From that
time on the effectiveness fell off, and
he was guite unable to say at what
point it would or would not put ont
the fire.

Mr. Havers: You have arrived at
a theory as to what was the cause of
the fire on this ship by a process of
{ elimination of all other causes of the
| fire P—Yes, :

There were about six other possible
| sources of the fire you considered
{ before you arrived at your final con-
: clusion P—Yes.

The same sort of process would have
to have been followed by the man on
the spot who was trying to think what
was the cause of the fire?-~With the
difference that he had the opportunity
of seeing certain things that could
i help him immediately.

How long did it take vou to arrive
at any coneclusion as to the cause of
| the fire?—1t took me weeks because T
had to make detailed inguiries and
study plans

Did you at 1 terabla mport

| i Mr. Welsh

only evidence

oil burning at
y very vailu

P—1 did not

mmportance to

t
t that \\1‘:\. w ooil burning. Tl
tl

i€
16
importance of his evidence was on the
canse of 1gnition
Did you accept Mr, Welsh’s evidence
that he saw oil burning on the tank
cepted it wi caution.
rineer would not have
vou had ¢ 1avin
1

tion that could

Obviously not
From that point of view he would
disadvantage in arriving
clusion ? annot answer that

g : ¢ A
without mentioning the advant

heing on the spot.

TIME TO FIND OUT CAUSE

In what time do you think the
ngineer ought to have come f
conclugion this was an oil fire?
quarter of an hour from the alarr

How long had there been a le

hefore 1 i
have

leak.

s added that he would not
rily have expected to find oil on
ik top

1 arpn
WeLor said there must be
cism of the fatlure to attempt
"\HH"I';\IM refills  were
hoard f t ex . purpese of put
i ready for a
further outhreak as soon as possible.
That should be done as soon as possible

answer to i | €T question by

Carpmael. witness said that he!
finitelv of the opinion thkat at’

an w.u‘l) stage there was a flash of the
ons which was being evolved by the
leak. and that flash was neither seen

nor heard, and that was quite under- |

standable He considered that the

flash of gas ignited the dusty end of |

the pipe line in the steam pipes on the
boiler tops and it was rather that
which was seen burning. The further
fire low down: on the port side was
either of some material such as ash or
vaste or something lyi in the wind
to retain enough dust to be ignited.

Mr. CaremakL: The flickering is con- |
sistent with a layer of oil on the tank |
top #~—No, because the flash cannot in |

my experience ignite oil lying on the

rface of the tank top.
Mr. Baresoy: Is there any explana-
to how the fire could go on,

into aceount the drop in pres-!
[ think there is evidence to |

cover that field.
Dealing  with  possibilities, Mr.

Weren szaid that if the leak that was |

supplyir he fire before the pump was
stopped remained at the same size

after the pump was stopped, there

would have Dbeen no continued firve,
There was a possibility of the leak
Mu\»; enlarged by the fire itself. A
sphit in the pipe would not se read
have the same result

Mr. Baresox referred to a lette

from the master of a German vessel

to the vessel’s owners, containing an |

extract from the log-book. 1In answer
to Mr. Havers regarding this, Mr
Bateson said there was mo suggestion
made that there was premature aban-
donment in this case,

)

Mr. (ARPMAEL said the question p

through his mind was whether the

( was taken with little consulta
on between the master and the chief

\gineer
The master of the Italian Prinece,
ptain Hartnoway, was recalled, and
he decided to tackle the fire from

at the original base of the

that reason he sent alll

from the k. wheel
saloon, and all anti-fire

apparatus He thought he must have |

received some report in between the

a message from the third|

officer and the chief officer told him
things were pretty bad.” He tried
to g0 down himself to see conditions,
and tried to go down through the stoke-
hold from the starboard entrance. He
way but could not get any
Fumes were bad. That was

1

]

minntes after the first a

DECISION TO ABANDON SHIP

Canprmaer ¢ How long after the

arn

get a report irom
1

did you

PP A

wout five or seven

rad

stons had occurred before

et officer came to him, he added
me considerable time o1 ter th

the ordex bandon

Mr. Caremasn : How lor

tell the time

In further answer to Mr. Carpmaecl,
Captain Hartroway said he did not!
think of employing the four men pas-
sengers in any fire fighting

Mr. Carpymager : Why not >—One was,
I know, more or less a cripple. The
other three I did not consider what-
ever,

It sounds a natural thing to do?—
Yes. it does now.

It did not strike vou at the time?
No.

Jefore vour took the decision
abandon ship did you think of
i sulting the chief engineer. and >
officer?~—No, but before the final
abandoning therve was the chief officer
on the right hand side of me and l
engineer on the other. T asked l’w
vou think w conld anyvthing
more? Tl gaidh * they «id
not think

He did not ,wnwm tlu m before thi
ihandonment. He y abandon
ship himself

In veply to Mr. lis. he said that
! he had recoived a lett from:the wire-

less operator after he had got home.
His relations with the wireless operator
were the same a h other officers
He made no suge
hehind

CARPMART ad I
{ which said, ** You

IStaction « KEnowing vou

thing

ances.’”’

BarEsoN read a tr

aptain
o the ow

; said that a
{advised, fassa  encountered
i burning ]n»’m,w Prinee on Sept.
11938, in the forenoon. As they learned
later through a Press announcement,
1 portion the passengers and crew
were | )|f§“:1 in Portland by the Ttalian

tsteamer Atlantide. According to the

story of these people, the ship was said
explosive materials on hoard
premature abandonment of the

the crew mig be attributable

'!‘nhn-: o a

from » Ttalian stean

] 'm':\l:xm n continued
{ Prince had:already been abandoned by

the o1 < to seven hours prior to
rrival a e burning vessel, When
we were ¢ m‘u‘\'imz!_\ the
four hou in the fore
noon, on Sept. 7 1988, the vessel was
only afire in No hold and th t
snperstructure. The whole of t
part, includi tl
unaffected

burning vessel
after
‘xr- fore
1e bridge, was quifs
ready remarked. a
1donment ship by
I v reason
1 - of exploston. we
have no explanation as to why the crew
which boarded other vessels did
give irediate sititable wiarning to
ships, likely to/be m\u'xmq The ves
at the tithe ofthedccident ' was situate
off the most-frequented portion of ti
Spanish coast (Cape Finisterre)
~ ““ The wireless station of the s
Njassg Was~in /contiutious. oocupabion







at the time in question. Moreover,
according to our observations, a nums
ber of other ships proceeded to the
casualty, These could also not have
received any warning, as otherwise they
would have neglected to do S0, or at
least circulated a corresponding warn-
ing to other ve 5. In the general
interest, I therefore ask you to com-
municate this report to the competent
authorities in order to learn w hat was
the further fate of the Ltalian Prince
and why this vessel’s command failed
to circulate corresponding warnings to
other ships. By this neglect, under
the circumstances, grave danger might
have arisen to other vessels '’

Mr. Pricaer submitted that there
was nothing to show that the owners
of the I'talian Prince had neclected any
work of maintenance in regard to the
oil fuel discharge pipe. There was no
evidence which went to shaw théy had
been in any way neglectful in  that
respect.

Mr. Caremapy said that it was not
question of maintenance, rather
question of general policy with
to the installation of the oil fnel
tem Mr. Carpmael added that the
Position appeared to he so far as the
owners were eoncerned that th Y were
taced with the position that their ship
was fitted with a comparatively old
type of oil fuel installation. It had
not been used for many years, and
when they did decide to oh nge over to
oil fuel they apparently gave no con-
sideration to the new knowledge and
new regulations. For example, with
regard to the regulations they did not
comply with the rule that pipes should
always be visible. That was a matter

hich could easily have been r 1edied
by removal of the fender plates. The

Iing arrangement  was  ap-
parently really not considered by the
person responsible The whole system
had fallen into disuse, and he was
ly satisfied at the moment that he
not gfive consideration at the time
that at all.  Then there was the

‘e toam, and no notice taken of these
recommendations of the Board of Trade
even after repeated attention had been
drawn to them Finally there was
the i > of the obsolete boat and fire
station lists.  These were the matters
which seemed to him to concern the
evidence.

Mr. PrncaEkr said that a letter had
been written by a firm of engineers say-
ing that the oil fuel installation had
been tested to 400 1b., and was
approved by Lloyd’s, and the owners

1 spent £14,600 in repairs in the

t two years.

Mz,  Caredarn gaid he was not

king a reflection on Mr. Pilcher’s
clients: it was just that he wished to
know.

The hearing was adjourned to Feb. 22
in the Institution of Civil Engineers,
unless notice was . received to. the

ontrary.  The adjournment  was to
enable Mr. Pilcher to eall evidence on
the questions raised.







