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OWNERS AND OVERLOADIN

COUNSEL'S CASE FOR THE OFFICERS
SOCIETIES.
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|  Mr. Naishy.—In what m‘-pm't were your
| quarters insanitary f— -They had not been
\"“'”"l for a considerable time and there
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the porthole to get a breath of fresh air,
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Vere Hunt said he had two
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e D. Ratcliffe, who was lost on the
in. and the other from the apprentice’s
ther. Mrs. Hilda Ratcliffe. In a letter
the sister, dated September lh 1934 .
e said that fire broke out in the stoke-
Id on xhu previous Sunday, underneath
“oilers, and it was not noticed until
got a vu\m1 hold. It put the wind up
ecause we had an explosive cargo on
d.  But after a hard hour's work we

it it umf’ Fo the mother he wrote,

sase ship sailing out
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to h where they smoke
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Milford Haven. He said that
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Henry Holland, manager of the

department of Messrs. Harris
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ARCHITECT'S EVIDENCE.
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buoyancy was a matter
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naval architect.

D. Somervell, cross-examining
asked if his figure was based on the
receptacles in the ship. Cargo 844
water 90 tons, 31 stores and galley
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correct deadwei for summer marks.
The figure was 9,358, and then 9,340 tons
was the summer deadweight. Was not the
excess on board 362 tons? asked the
Solicitor-General.—* Yes, I agree,” said
witness

The Solicitor-General.—You said you
assumed that the evaporator would not

have been used (\up! for a few hours a
day. Were you asked to make that
assumption P—No.

said that |

M.AL,

In answering further questions on this
subject, the witness added that. a ship
sailing fully loaded from any port with the
reserve feed-water tank full, he
that the engineers would draw
water.

assumed
on that

THE VOYAGE ACCOUNTS.

Mr. Holland was recalled by Mr. Naishy,
and produced two form voyage n(munh for
the last five months of the s ship.

Mr. Hayward.—In order to show a loss
on these voyage accounts you put in some
rather heavy « debts P They were not
up to show a loss; they were made

made
up for

our convenience,

Mr. Graham told us Harris and Dixon
got £200 or £300 a year for managenient,
you told us £500 a year, and you .give
your £500 in four months. TIs a nh*lini\x-

sum credited in the books of Harris and
Dixon by the Cresent Navigation Co. in
respect of management?—For a full year
£500.

Why do you sz
ing voyages to ¢

you had only two trad-
lit that with because we

know there were a lot more trading
voyages in that year?—I am starting my
year from June, Fs

In addition to that you charged a sum
of £42 15s for superintendence in each of
them. Is that what Mr. Rogers 6
Yes, Mr. Rogers receives a retaining fee
of £100 a year.

You deduct 10 per cent. of the gross
freight to pay to the Tanker Owners’
‘Association, Ltd.?—That is right.

Is that payment you make for value
received P—So far as these voyages were
concerned there was no value received.
The only value received was if the vessel
was laid up any time.

Are a proportion of the payments on
being laid up? What proportion would
that be?—Whatever they were paying
It was roughly about £1 per gross ton
per annum.

The President.—That makes about
£1,100 for the period four
months; £3,300 fer the year, .l\\mu.n\f
the freights are on the same basis /65,

On the other hand, for the c: 1110‘\})4»11\1

ing period in which the vessel was laid
up you receive something more?—Quite
right, my lord.

Mr. Hayward.—So far
of these voyages was
real frei ln\ received, the vessel was just
about paying her way?—I think, as I told
you in the !menm;_, she was making a

as the real cost
concerned and the

profit. Tf she continued.on this basis she
would have made a profit.
THE TANKER POOL.

Mr. Naishy.—Let me question you
about the Tanker Pool. If you have a
tanker working you pay into a pool, and
if not working there is compensation®—
Yes.

It is a form of unemployment insur:
for tankers?—Yes.

The President.—Don’t you know about
tropical load dines?—1t seems familiar to
me,

The President.—I gather you did not
become familiar with the rules until after
the inquiry opened?

Mr. Naisby.—1 have
William James Machie; who served on the
vessel for some time. He was third eng
neer on the ship from 1929 to 1933. This
statement said that there was no defect
in the boilers, no trouble with the fuel
oil burners, and the ventilators were in
good order. She was quite fit for
voyage to any part of the world.
always in a seaworthy condition.

INCITEMENT TO OVERLOAD.

COUNSEL'S ADDRESS FOR OFFICERS’
SOCIETIES.

Mr. Hayward

an affidavit from

addressed the court for
his clients, and said that he Yeft the cause
of the loss of the ship to overloading
and to an incitement from the owners to

overload, as the Board of Trade had
| already stated.
The case differed from the three other

cases investigated by the Board of Trade

that the ship was very seriously overlade:

when she left on the last voya She
had been overladen on other voyvages.
What was the cause of the loss?—The
loss was very seriously connected wi
overloading,  One could not say 1t wa
wholly due to overloading. It was due
1to different causes, for the majority of

l\\ hich the owners were responsibl

a|
She was |

because the main issue was whether the

vessel was overloaded. The issue in this|
case was far more serious, because it |
opened up the question of whether the
ship was overloaded and whether this
overloading was induced and incited by th

owners. Mr. Steel's evidence had shown'!

INCITEMENT FROM OWNERS.
There could
incitement
owners

doubt about
the owners.
business, a large
members of the Ship-
Their case seemed to
be ' that the persons giving evidence in
that court were fools. The mln._:'(-r_
marine superintendent and head of the
shipping department were apparently
fools ;

‘ This will not
ward. It was, he
that such clever

be no
to load from
had a large
capital, and were
ping Iederation.

the
The

wash'!”’ said Mr. Hay-
said, quite inconceivable
shipowners as those of
La Crescenta did not know about the
hm"'mlirm'wl Load Line Rules. Under
their nose in the office were the ¢ apacity
plans and the details of rules. How could

the owners possibly believe that in the
Black Sea they could load down to
tropical marks in winter? This is a
little bit teo stupid to bear the impr of
truth ‘whea it comes from keen business
men.’’

It was obvious, he continued, that the
master had the impression that ‘ the
owners want me to overload this ship.”

lhu men in the office knew full well about
he International Rules. The responnsi-
I)]]n} of such men was very grave. It
would not do for the owners to hide behind
a. statement that they were ignorant of the

law, whether the ignorance was wilful or
| stupid, such excuses could not be accepted
! that court.

LACK OF REPAIRS.

One of the causes of the loss of the
| ship. was the lack of good repairs. Ther
| was a general depreciation of the ship
%\.in‘m:gh ying up. In the engine-roo m
they knew that there was a serious de-
Mmrtm from the original scheme of using
ithx; vessel, namely, the settling tank was
[ no longer used, bringing trou and d

| culties that the witnesses called by
| friend, Mr. Hunt, described.
{ In addition to that there was no doubt
| that the pumps on the vessel were very
{-overworked, and were in a very bad
{indeed. It was also obvious that the
| auxiliary machinery was in a very bad
| state.

The ship leaked, and they knew that the
shipmaster and the chief engineer m the
ship on the last voyage across the Pacific

no less than five whole
days cutting out rivets in the bulkhead
between the tanks. That >hm\m( a seri
state of affairs with regard to the r {
| of the ship which was mannéd down to the
| very minimum that it was necessary for
{ the master and chief engineer spend
such a length of time on that matter.

The electrical equipment could not have
been very good as shown the fact that
the master spent two days up at the mast-
head repairing the light.

from Japan spent

to

bv

I ‘““Not a scrap of timber

| to the ship for the purpose

i hatches over the last five ye the only
| timber supplied to the ship,’” continued
{ Mr. Hayward, ‘‘ was for the making of
potato lockers.” In the whole of the
accounts over the last five years not :
penny was spent on providing hatcl
wedges.

MOST LIKELY CAUSE.

He submitted that the most lii cause
of the loss of the ship was—she was
admittedly in rough weather—that the fly-
ing bridge having been damaged during

a ballast voyage was far more susceptible

to damage in an overladen voyage, and if
it did carry away it explained the reason
of the cutting off of the wirel com-
munication, because it carried away the
electrical wire. If it did carry away, it
carried away, no doubt, the telemotor
steering pipe. That, he continued, would

cause the ship to fall off into the trough
of the sea, and the whole of her decks
would be exposed to the force of it.

The captain of the Vancouver City, talk-
ing to the captain of the Athelviscount,

said words to the efféct that the weather

{ 1 was not such that a well-found ship would

{ founder. He submitted that the argu-
ment that the ship was lost throngh fire
| was quite unfounded. This was borne out
by the fact that one month later a film of
oil, covering two square miles, was found
lin the spot- where) the) ship/Had gone
lown.
|, Mr. Hayward ~eoncluded “ivith the
remark [h,lt this fourth inquiry confirmed
o need for a gemeral inquiry into the
hole operation of the Merchant. Shipping
i;\«-t. - ¢ -
The court | then' /adjourned until™ this

lorning.
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