THE MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894,

REPORT OF COURT.

In the matter of a Formal Investigatioen held at Middlesbreough on
the 13th, 13th, 14th, 15th and '@86th days of May 19235 before M.P.
Griffith-Jones Esq., Q.B.E.y Stipendiary Magistrate for Middlesbrouzh
assisted by Capt. P.W, Talt A.I.N.A. and Capt. Owen Jones(N¥autical
Assessors ) and F.H, Alexander Esq., MeSc. M.Inst. N.A. (Naval Architect
Assessor) into the circumstances attending the loss of the British
stcamship s.s., "JOHN HARRISON® official number 148,495 of London which
presumably foundered with all hands on a pessage fran the Tyne to
Amsterdal on or t#bout the 27th December 1928

Tre Court having carefully inquired into the cirecunstanees attending
tle sbove rentioned edipping casualty, finds for tre reascns stated in
the Annex hereto, that the "JOHN HARRISON" was well built and complied
with 811 the Roard of Trade requirements, as regards equipment, but
88 she was apparently not manned to scale, it appears to the Court
that an efficient wateh, which should include a man oh the look—-out,
was not and could not have been xept, having regard to the number and
rating of crew shippeds In the absence of direct evidence Iwocever the
Court 1s unable to determine the exact cause of the casualty,

At the conclusion of the evidence, Mr. Mulr, Mr. Corbyn and
Mr. Burton addressed the Ceourt, and Mr. Burtbn then submitted the
following questions en behalf of the Beard eof Trade.-—
(1) Wrat was the cost of the s.s. "JOHY HARRISON® to her Owner?

What was her value when she last left the Tyne?

What Insurances were wifected upon and in connection with

the ship?

When the vessel left the Tune on the early mering ef the 26th

December last,

(a) Was sle in good and seaworthy condition as regards hull and

equipment?

(b) Was she properly supplied with Boats, Life Saving Appllances

and Distress Signals?

(¢) What was the smount and description oi ecargo carried?




(2)

(e) Was 1t properly stowed, trimmed and secured from shifting?

(d) Were the hatchways properly covered and adequately protected
and secured?
Was the vessel provided with adequate means for quickly freeing
the decks from any water shipped thereen?
Wee the vessel in proper trim and had she the freeboard
required for a Winter voyage?
Was the vessel sufficiently stable and would she recover if
heavy water wae shipped in the fore well which might De
prevented from passing across the deck by the trunk?

3 What is the cause of the vessel not having been heard of since the
Pilot left rer at the Tyne Pier Heads at or about 0.45 a.m. of the
26th December last.

Te which the Court replied as follows:.—

(1) The cost of the vessel to her Owner was £31, 200, The Owner
estimeted her value when she last left the Tyne at about £32 ,500
having regard te¢ the increased cest of material,

Tre insursaces effected upon and in cennection with the ship were
as fcocllowsi-—
On Hull and Machinery... £26,000
On Outfit... % 2,600
On Freightee £ 3,990
On Prembums (reducing menthly) X 1,134,
Total, £33,6834,

Yes,

Yes,

Tre gross weight of cEE®e, including 71 tons of "adhesive water®
coneisted of 2369 Tens 7 Cwts, of Cramlingtoen Screened and
washed small coal, As regards the stowage, the vessel being
what is styled a "Self Trimming® ceolller, the coal was Tun in
to each hatch until it stodd above the cosmings; 1t was tlen
levelled down by the trimmers so that the hatebh covers eould

be put on, but no trimming was done under the deck as each

hatch was filled when levelled down.




(3)

Tre Court considers that for this veoyagze & more seaworthy trim

of the ship could have been obtained by trimming the coz1 under

tle deck in the after helds only, and so enabling an addition-

@1 amount of carge to b there carried, more than sufficient te

pay the cest ¢f the said trimming,

Althougp direct evidence is incemplete tle Count considerssthat

the hatchways were properly covered #and adequately protected

and secured,

Yes.

The vessel had at least 2% incles more freebecard tran that

required for a winter vevage, As to the trim, the evidence was

conflieting, but it appears to have been nearly leved keel. The

Court 1s of the opinion that a trim more by the stern could

and should have been given.

The vessel was sufficlently stable and in view of the small
welght of water which ecould lcdge 1n tle fore well the vessel
Would recover even if large quantities of water were shipped
elsewhere.

As the westler at the time of her s211ing frem the Tyne wa's

moderste, i1t is fair to assume that the vessel kept tle usual course

@s far as Flamb®vough Head, and then, finding that the weather Wasg

€t11]1 nore or less mog¢erate, there is a prebabili ty that she took

her departure from thrat positien and shaped her course across the

FYorth Sea intending to pass clear of tle banks lying off the Yerfeolk

coasts She would in that case bevpassing these banks on her starboar

slde about the time when she weuld encounter tlhe tull force of the

SeW gale, An slternative probabllity is that the vessel when off

Flamboreugl Head shaped her course more or less under shelter of the

land with tre intention eventually of passing on the landward side

of Halsboreough Sands and taking her departure irom the Vewark

Lightship for the Dutch Coast, which is the course more usually

chosen., The Court can only surmige tlat she founderad under

unknown circumstances in tre heavy weather whioch prevdsled.




