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{No. 2742.)
« DERWENT” (8.8.)

The Merchant Shipping Acts, 1854 to 1876.

ix the matter of the formal Investigation held ab
West Hartlepool on the 30th day of November 1885,
before H. C. ROTHERY, Esquire, Wreck Commis-
sioner, assisted by Captain METHVEN and Vice-
Admiral Picgarp, as Assessors, into the circum-
ctances attending the supposed loss of the steamship
«« DerweENT,” of West Hartlepool, with a crew of

12 hands, whilst on a voyage from ‘West Hartlepool
to Rochester.

Report of Court.

The Court, having carefully inquired into the cir-
cumstances of the above-mentioned shipping casualty,
finds, for the reasons annexed, that when the said vessel
left West Hartlepool on her lass voyage, she Wwas in
every respect in_a good and seaworthy condition, and
was not overladen, and that there is nothing to show
how she was lost.

T'he Court is not asked to make any order as to costs.

Dated this 30th day of November 1885.

(Signed) H. C. ROTHERY,
Wreck Commissioner.

We concur in the above report.

(Signed)  R. METHVEN, ~
- Bexs. S. PICKARD,}AS"S?SSOTS-

Annex to the Report.

This case was heard at West Hartlepool on the
30th day of November ulkimo, when Mr. Howard Smith
appeared for the Board of Trade, and Mr. Tilly for the
owners of the ¢ Derwent.” Fourteen witnesses having
been produced by the Board of Trade and examined,
Ar. Howard Smith handed in a statement of the ques-
tions upon which the Board of Trade desired the opinion
of the Court. The circumstances of the case are as
follow :—

The ** Derwent ” was an iron serew steamship belong-
ing to the Port of Scarborough, of 417 tons gross and
963 tons met register, and was fitted with engines of
70 horse power. She was built at West Hartlepool in
the year 1884, and at the titne of her loss was the pro-
perty of the Scarborough Steam Shipping Company
(Limited), Mr. John Stephenson, of No. 8, Belgrave
Crescent, Scarborough, being the manager. She left
West Hartlepool at about 3 p.m. of the 23rd October
lagt for Chatham, with a crew of 12 hands all told, in-
cluding a master, chief and second mates, 4 AB.s, 1st
and 2nd engineers, and 3 firemen, and having on board
a cargo of 417 toms of coal, besides 36 tons in her
bunkers, and about 6 tons of gencral goods. The pilot
left her outside the harbour, and from that time she
has not been seen or heard of; and as it would, in the
ordinary course, take only 28 or 29 hours for her to
perform her voyage, the fair presumption is that she
has been lost. Under these circumstances this inquiry
has been ordered.

Now the first question upon which our opinion has
been asked is, ‘“Was the ° Derwent’ when she left
¢c Hartlepool in all respects in a good and seaworthy
¢« condition?” The vessel was built under special
survey by the highly respectable firm of Messrs.
William Gray & Co., and was classed 100 A 1 at
Lloyd’s. Mr. Jones, the manager to the Messrs. Gray,
under whose supervision she was designed and built,
and My. Phillips, Lloyd’s surveyor, on whose certificate
she obtained her class, and who said that he was in the
habit of visiting her three or four times a week whilst
ghe was building, have told us that the materials and
workmanship which were put into her wero very good,
and fully up to the requirements of Lloyd’s, and that
she was a very good vessel for her class. AMr. Chalmers
also, the surveyor to the Board of Trade, and the detain-
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ing officer at West Hartlepool, said that be had many
opportunities of seeing her, and that she was an exceed-
ingly good little vessel and always well kept up. Mark
Bulmer, who served on board her as chief mate for the
10 months immediately preceding the last voyage, said
that she was as good a sea boat as he ever was in.
Matthew Murray also, who served in her as able
seaman for three months and a half, said that he was
never in a better vessel, and that he had been in large
as well as small vessels, having beent at'sea ever since
he was 13 years of age. The only witness who spoke
at all disparagingly of her wasa man named Alfred
Vie, who made one voyage in her in July last as
freman from Hartlepool to TLondon and back again,
and all that he could say against her was that in bad
weather she would ship a few sprays down the skylight,
but nothing at all to endanger the safety of the vessel.
On the whole we hardly remember a case in which the
evidence has been so uniformly favourable as to her
good seagoing gualities, and there seems to be no doubt
Shat whon she last left West Hartlepool ghe was in
every respect in a good and seaworthy condition:

The second question which we are asked ie, ¢ Were
¢ her holds properly ventilated, and if so were_the
s ventilators so constructed, fitted, and arranged as
¢ not to be or become a source of danger in the event
¢« of the vessel shipping heavy geas P’ It seems thatb
che had four ventilators, the first immediately abaft the
fore hatchway, the second abaft the main hatchway on
the starboard side, the third abaft the bridge, and the
fourth just forward of the storeroom hatchway. They
were 7 inches in diameter, with coamings standing
about 2 feet 6 inches above the deck, and were all fitted
with cowls. They appear to have been properly con-
structed in every respect, and were not likely ‘to
become a source of danger even ghould the vessel have
shipped a heavy sea.

The third question which we are asked is, ¢ Were the
¥ engine-room gkylight and stokehole gratings pro-
¢« perly constracted ?”’ We are told that the engine-
room skylight was constructed of iron s%ths thick, sup-
ported with angle irons, and having three shutters at
the top, made to shut down upon india-rubber washers,
and with two ventilators ab the top about 10 inches in
diameter. The engine-room skylight, as well as the
stokehole gratings, seem t0O have been in all respects
properly constructed.

The fourth question which we are asked is, ¢“Were
¢ the openings into the engine room and stolkehole
¢ gufficiently protected; and were the arrangements
¢« for closing the after end of the alley ways sufficient
“ to prevent the water getting into the engine room ? "’
1t seems that there was & monkey forecastle forward
10 feet 6 long, and rising 3 feet 6 above the main deck ;
then there was a well 43 feet long with bulwarks at the
sides 4 feet high; and then the bridge covering the
engine room and stokehole ; and abaft the bridge was &
small after well 10 feet 6 long, the centre of which was
occupied by the engine-room casing, leaving two little
wells, one on each side, capable of containing about
61 tons of water each. On the fore part of the bridge
\was a strong substantialiron bulkhead, without any open-
ings, and of a convex form, the better to resist the
force of the water; but the after ends of the alley ways
opened into the little wells of which I have just spoken,
and through these openings access could be obtained to
the engine room and stokehole. There were no fixed
doors to these openings, but ab each side of them were
angle irons riveted to the iron casing forming groves
2L inches thick, into which shutters or boards could be
fitted in case of bad weather, 8o a8 effectually to shut
out any water. .

The fifth question which we are asked is, “Were
¢« the hatchways and all other declk openings properly
¢« constructed, and were they, when the vessel left
¢« Fartlepool, properly and officiently secured P She
had four hatchways ; the fore hatch was 6 feet by & feet
3 inches, with coamings 18 inches high; the main
hatchway was 14 feeb by 8 feeb, with coamings of
15 inches high; the after batchway was 14 feet by
8 feeb, with coamings of 15 inches high; and aft of all
was a small hatchway leading to the store room 6 feet
by 5 feet 3 inches, with coamings 15 inches high. All
of them seem to have been properly constructed, and
according to the pilot they were all closed and covered
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over with tarpaulins, before the vessel moved away from
under the spout. .

The sixthpquestion which we are asked is, Was the
s« cargo properly trimmed and stowed ?” ‘We are told
that all round the fore hatch the coals did not come to
within 3 or 4 feet of the deck, which is nob unusual, for,
if the fore hold 18 filled quite fall, it has 2 tendency to
put the vessel down too much by the head. Abreast of
the after hatch, the gtarboard side was quite full, but
on the port side there was an empty space of 2 or 3 feet
between the coals and the deck, it having been found in
loading her that she had & list to port, and this bronght
her upright. It was suggested thab this list was due
probably to her having had a somewhat greater
quantity of coal pub into the port than 1mto the star-
board bunker; but +whether this was 8o oOr not, we
hardly think that the gmall empty space on the port
side would be likely to endanger the safeéty of the
vessel on her voyage to Chatham, seeing that, when sh_e
left, the wind Was from the E.S.E., and that 1t
gradually backed round to the east, and would con-
sequently be all the time on her port side. .

The seventh question which we are asked 1is, ¢ Was
¢ the vessel overladen?” We are told that when she
Jeft, she had in her 417 tons of coal as cargo, 36 tons in
her bunkers, and about 6 tons 1 cwh. of general cargo,
making a total of 459 tons 1 ewt. It seems that since
she was launched in October 1884, she has made 51
voyages from West Hartlepool to the Thames and back
again; and from a list, which the manager has brought
in, of the cargoes which she has carried, it would
appear that she has frequently had on board from 460
to 469 tons of dead weight on these voyages. Primd
Facie, therefore, she would seem, as Mr. Howard Smith
has observed, not to have had too large a cargo on
board on her last voyage. As regards her freeboard,
we are told that the load line was placed at 1 foot

1 inches below the deck, not indeed that ghe seems
ever to have been loaded down to it, for we are told that
in general the whole of the disc was out of water; and
the dock master, who saw her as she went out, told us
that the water was then about 1 inch above the bottom
of the dise, which would have given her a freeboard of
1 foot 7 to 1 foot 8 inches. Now, Mr. Chalmers, the
detaining officer, whose duty it is to detain vessels if he
thinks them to be too deeply laden, has told us that in
his opinion a freeboard of 1 foot 7 to 1 foot 8 inches would
be a sufficient allowance for her for a winter voyage to
the Thames; and the way in which he arrived at it
was this. He said that by the rules which are given to
them for their guidance, this vessel should as a flush
deck ship have had 1'0 inches for every foot depth of
hold, and as the register shews her hold to have been
19-4 feet deep, that would give her o freeboard of about
23% inches, and deducting 3% inches for the deck erec-
tions, leaves 1 foot 8 as a proper freehoard for her. In
this opinion the assessors are disposed to concur, and
we shall therefore hold that the vessel, when she lefu this
port, was not overladen and that she had sufficient
ireeboard.

The eighth question which we are asked is, *‘ What
““ in the opinion of the Court, from the evidence before
¢ them, is the cause of the vessel not having been
¢ heard of since the pilot left her in Hartlepool Bay P ”
We were told by the dock master that as she passed out
he said to thé captain ““you have not much of a
“ prospect,” meaning that the weather looked bad,
adding immediately ‘“but then you have a ship like a
¢ lifeboat.” He said that during the following night
the wind, which was from E.S.H., increased to a force
of 9 by Admiral Beaufort’s scale, gradually hauling
round to the east, and that on the following morning it
was blowing a whole gale with a force of 10; and his
evidence was fully confirmed by the pilot, Mr. Bulmer,
who had served in her for 10 months as_chief officer,
and had left her just before she started on her last
voyage, had such confidence in her seagoing qualities
that he thought her loss could only have been due to
her having been kept running too long with the wind
and sea abeam, and that she may have been overwhelmed
by a heavy sea and gone down. Whether this was 80 or
not can only be comjecture, for there is no evidence
whatever to shew how she was lost. All that we can
say is that there was nothing in either the vesgel her-
seif or the cargo which she had on board, which would
load us to think that they in amy way contributed to
her loss,.

T will take the last three questions together ; they
are as follow:—°(9.) What was the cost of the vessel
1o her owmers? (10.) What was her value ab the
¢ time she left on her last voyage? ” and ‘‘ (11.) What
“ were the insurances effected, and how were they
““ apportioned ?’ Mr. Stephenson has told us that she
cost them 8,1007., including extras; and that she was
insured at the time of her loss for 8,0001., namely,
5,000%. upon the hull and 3,0001. upon the machinery.
He added that they were annual policies effected with
mutual insurance clubs, and dating from February last,
when the vessel was only three months old, and conse-
quently nearly new. It is true that when she left on
her last voyage she would not be worth so much as she
had been when the policies were entered inj and Mr.
Stephenson also told us that probably he could now get
her built for some 2001 or 3001 less than they had given
for her ; but then they have had to pay the calls in the
clubs, and they are still liable for further calls, which
will tend to reduce considerably the amount which they
will have to receive under their policies. We are not,
therefore, prepared to say that_she was insured beyond
her value. The freight, also Mr. Stephenson told us,
was insuved for 100l by an annual policy, but they
would only be entitled under it to recover the actual
amount of freight at risk, which was 901.

(Signed) H. C. RoTuERY,
Wreck Commissioner.
We concur.
(Signed) R. METuVEN, Assessors
Beny. S. PICRARD, SER LR
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