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" ¢f Qbiﬁiﬁﬁ!%heyﬂarbour Master's decislion must prevail.
| ‘ We dgsire to obsarve thst the port eppears %0
have reached its 1imit as to the size of the bigger

class of sbips. |

Witb reapect to the practice of birding the stern
in 1n5t§ad of allowing it to be essed off from the wharf
which was the practice when the Assessors traded to the
port and which appesrs to them the better practice, while
not being in any way desirous of sppesring to advocate
anything that might possibly prove detrimental to the port
in view of the Harbour Master's reason, viz, a shoaling in
the river, on one occasion due in his opinlon 50 the easing
off of 2 ship's stern, which caused him to adopt the present
practice, it is thought that that experience musi havs been
an excepbional one and thet it might ressonably have been
caused by a sunken log or debris caught in the plles of the
wharf near the ship. It 1s considered thet easing off of
the s?ern 1s worthy of a further trial.

The evidence shows that the practice of the port has
been for a number of yssrs for the Harbour Masster to give
instructions to the Masters of vessels to heve steem handy
when conditions et the port warrant, and we consider that if
steam is made ready accord ngly thet should be sufficlent to
meat eny state of emergency in which steam should be required

without the necessity of having the propellor turning over.

We can see no resson to think thet if the englnes had been
turning over in this csse that fact would heve made any
matarial difference to the casunlty heccuse steam was

svellable immedlately it was called for by the Master.

Viewing the whole ¢ the svidsnce snd circumstances

. We are uﬁable to find the% the Casuslty was csused or
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