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""fﬁdgmem’, No One to Blame,

At Newcastle yestorday the Court: delivered
judgment in the Board of Trade ingniry info
the circumstances atiending the loss of the
‘Londen steamer River Moeander, owned by the
E,&mericﬁn Levant Line, Ltd., whilst on a voyage |
i{from New York to Barcelona with a cargo of
{5,000 toms of grain and general cargo in|
INovember last. i
-~ The Court stated that the cost of the \'csseli

|

‘to her owners, who purchased her last May,
‘was £39,400. The owners valued her when she |
sailed on her last voyage at from £42,000 to|
45000.  Having regard to appreciation .in,
ithe value of steamers the Court considered that,
this estimate might be taken as approximately
leorreet. . The insurauces stated to have been
leffected in connection with the vessel ‘were
£34,000 on  bull and machinery, £2000 on
{reight; £7,000 on disbursements; and £2,320 on
‘premiame.  There was no direct evidenee that
‘the vessel sustained damage on the passage

tfrom Smyrpa to New York in October and

November last. It was, however, proved and

adapitted that on the passage the vessel made |
‘water in No. 1 port bilge, that, she also made |
fwater in ' No. 3 hold, or the deep tank on the |
‘port: side, and that water was found in the)
“tween decks on the port side when cargo was|
ascharged st New York. . As rvegarded the

first point, the master suggested that the water’
was due to sweating. but he eventually aban-

(aomed that theory, while the chief engineer cx-

{bressed whe opimon that it came through the

rplating of the ship.  The Court was of opinion

‘that phe lezkage was caused either by @ defeot

tin the shell of the vessel or by water passing

‘thirough leaky valves and eo into the bilge.

iThere was no direct evidence that any defect

did, in fact, exist in the shell of the vessel or

in the valves.  As to the water found in the

deep tank, there was no positive cvidence to

sbow how it occurred. It was suggested if

came through the ventilators into No. 3 'twéen

Ceoks, and from therc flowed over the haten

into the lower hold. The Court was unable

to accept that theory, and considered it found

its way into that hold either through the shell

‘of the vessel or through suefion or other pipes

from the enginc-room, although there was no

direet evidence on the point.  As to the water

in the ‘tween decks, it was suggested this came

through the ventilators. In the opinion of tha

Court thai micht have been the cause, but not

to any appreciable extent,

. The broad fact remained that the cause of

the influx of water: into the ve was not !
wscertaiped, and cobsequently mne repairs of |
any kind, except some necessary repairs to ‘ihcf
j&om fore bilge and suetion pipe, were effected |
before leaving New York on the 26th New.|
i Under these eircumstanees the Court was of |
topinion that the vessel shoyld have been dry!
tdocked at New York ior the purpose of definitely
Fascertaining what was the cause of her making!
twater: on whe passage out. When the vessel

‘was turnmg into her berth at Camden, Dela-!
‘ware River, on 1lth Nov., the flood fide set

her down wivh her port bilge on to a bank,

“said to have becun of soft mud. The contact

iwas slight, and, beyond choking the main m-

jection valve inlet with mud, there wera no]
indidatiens &t the time of the vessei having been

on_ the ground, or of having sustained any
daxoage. When the vessel lefs New York |
Nov. 26 she was not in a good and seaworthy
condition as regarded her hull. Her equipment
was satisfactory, her pumps were wufficient and
in good econdition, and in working order, except
that the bilge injection valve, which was con-
nécted to the cireulating pump, proved to be
ingperative when the engineers fried to make|
the councction on the other pumps being over-
‘powered.  Her cargo was properly stowed.
itrimmed, and secured from shiffing.  The ves
Igel was practically upright, Having only a slight
ilist. The tep part of the vessel sustained some
emall damage about the decks on the 28th Nov.,
due to a gale and heavy sea. That was of
no importance, as it was all stated to be above|
the weather deck and did not affect the sou-|
Iworthiness of the vesser {
‘ There was no direct evidence to show what|
\ris the cause of the damage which oceurred on |
| tlie 29th Nov., but the court was of opinion that |
‘it was owing to the development of “some
i Jefeoi, in the skin of the vessel, and was of &
i most. serious nature, resulting in a rapid infiux
. of water into the engine-roomn and stokebold
fwhich the pumps were unable to overcome, and
lin a lesser degree in Nos 4 and 5 ballast tanks
| The court was of opinion that the master and
chicf engineer used prompt measures to ascer-
“tain the cause of the influx of water to keep it
down and to preserve the vessel, but considered
{steps might have been taken by the chief engi-
i neer to discover whether the hilge injection
| pipe was clear by removing the vaive “chest
{ cover, and that it was an error of judgment
{on the part of both the master and the chied
lengineer to meglect to close the tuunel door. !
In the opinion of the court the same cause
of influx of water operated on both the passage
to and from New York. At cight a.m, on the
20th - Nov. the various pumps were in good
working order, and did not at any subsequent
{ime break down or cease working, with the
{exeeption of the bilge injection, When the
| yossel left New York she had a slight list to
i port, so slight as to be of no importance. The
ginﬂux of water abt or about eight on the 29th
Noy. increased the list, the wind being on the
starboard bow, but it never became heavy. At
about ten at night when the crew left the ves-
| sel for the Ikbal the list was desctibed as being
from ten to fifteen degrees. Every reasonable
offort was made to geh the vessel upright by
the uee of the pumps., The crew left the vessel
when in latitude 29 59 north and Jongitude 63 40
west, At that time therc was about 17 feel
{ of water in the engine-room and stokehold, and
an unknown quantity in Nos. 4 and 5 ballast
tanks, which they were unable to sound after
eleven a.m. that day, when between one and

two feet were found. At the time the crew left

wind from the nporth-west, rough, confused
swell and comparatively smooth sea. The Ikba!
staod by until 8 45 next morning, when i was
ascertained that the River Meander was deeper
Uin the water, her after deck being completcly
| awash, heavy scas thaking a clean sweep over
i ths poop and bridge deck, Tt was decided
| that towage was impossible; as the vessel wae
{appm‘ently settlivg down fast, o the Ikbal pro-
! ceded to Halifax at full specd. Tho yessel was
navigated with proper and seaman.ike care ;md
{ wag not prematurely abandoned. The serious
{damage to and abandonment of the vessel were
1110?, eaused by the wrongiul act or default of
i the master, Andrew M'Gregor, or the chief
11engineer, Gieo. Falconer, or either of them.
S ———————
i

. %wwd‘*‘"(-’ (1L

the vessel the wedther was clear, with a fresh
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