COURT OF INQU

THE HARTLEY WAS LOST.

5

IRY MAKES PERTINENT

SUGGESTIONS.

The findings of the

——

Court of Tnquiry into the loss of the

6.s. Hartley, which foundered in the English Channel in
November, were promulgated to-day. |

_The Court came to the conclusion that while the construc-
tion and arrangement of the hatchways wtre good the means
provided and used for covering and protecting them and for -
securing the covers were not sufficient to ensure safety.

In the actual circumstances the vessel’s loss could not have

been prevented, but the Court suggested the adoption of more
efficient methods of securing hatches and special measures to

effectually

when lab

prevent the cargo of a self-trimming ship shifting
ing under a sea way. '
e attached to anyone for the capsizing of the life-

boat with the loss of seventeen lives.
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‘QUESTION.

What was the cost of S.S. Hartlet to her
owners ?

What was her value when she last left
Barry?

What insurances were effected on and in
/connection with the ghip? 4

.

Were the construction and arrangement
of the hatohways, and the means provided
for covering and protecting them, and for
securing the hatch covers as to ensure
‘ga,fty at sea if heavy water was shipped on

ec.

When the vessel left Barry on the 25th
November last, was she in good and sea-
-worf.h’y condition as regards hull and equip-
ment?

When the vessel eft T
25th was she properly provi
and life-saving applianoces?

What was the amount and desori

25th Nov.
3 Wik Vol

ion of

cargo ocarried? Was it properly loaded and
stowed? What measuz& were taken to pre.
vent shiftingf :

The questions and answers as set forth officially were as 1

ANSWER, i
£41,400,

£42,000 to £43,000.

Hull and machinery, éSG,OOO; freight
and outfit, £9,000—total, £48,000 (all ~at
Lloyd’s through London okers).

The construction and arrangement of
the hatchways in themselves were good
but the means provided for covering and
groteoting them and for securing the

atch covers, viz, two tarpaulins
battened down at the sides and ends by
cleats and wedges, with rope lashings,
zig*zaﬁ aoross the top of the tarpaulins
and through ringbolts on the coamings,
were not sufficient to ensure safety at
sea with heavy water washing over hatch-
ways of such large area.

Yes, subject to foregoing reply to ques-
tion No. 2

Yes.
The cargo consisted of 3,325 tons 4 cwts,
of coal, all “washed drift’” except 195 tons

14 owts. of larger coal. She had in
addition 130 tons 7 ewts. of coal in the
bunkers, makinﬁla total of 3,465 tons 11
owig. dead weight. Reganding the load-
ing and stowage of the cargo, the vessel
being what is called a self-trimmer, the
cosl was loaded as is customary in the
type of vessel as follows: The holds were
run up from the coal tip to above the
.coamings, after which the coal was
levelled down in the hatchways so that
the hatch covers could be dput on, but no
trimming was done under deck, nor were
1y means taken to secure the cargo from,
%» eithe: wart ship or fore and
aft from the ¢ 05@ it- h







