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" awell on the sea,

(No. 4018.)
«THISTLE” (8.8.) and a Schdoncr. |

"The Merchant Shipping Acts, 1854 to 1887.

the maotter of a formal Investigaticn held ‘at
St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, on the 21st, 22nd, and
23rd days of November 1892, before V. J. STEWART,
~ Bsq., assisted by (laptain Dryer, R.N., Captain
. Baix, and Captain RICILARDSON, into the circum-
~ stances attending the casualty which bappened to
or on board thg British steamship “'Puistee,” of
Dublin, through collision with an unknown

__ schooner, off the Skerries, Auglesey, on or about
" the 25th day of September 1892, whereby loss of
.- lifc ensued. .

Report of Cowrl.

The Court, having cavefully inquired iuto the cir-
cumstarices atiending the abuve-mentioned shipping
casunity, finds, for the reasons stated in the anncx
hercto, that the sinking of tho said schooner, and the
‘consequent loss of life were occasioned by the damage
which the .schooner received from the collision with,
the steamship * Thistle.” . “

B

< (Signed) Ww.J. Siawmr, Judge..

: -.\We concur in the above report.
" (Signed) - Ricup. C. DYER,

Joux Bary,

} Assessors.
GEeo. RICHARDSON,

" Aunce to the Report.

The ¢ Thistle,” official namber, 52,60% was a screw:
steamer of the port of Dublin. She was built of iron
at Glasgow in the ycar 1365. Her length was 1985 ft.,
her breadth 352 ft., and ber depth 135°1 f{t. She was
fitted with two inverted compound eugines of 105 horse-
power combined. Her gross tonnage was 495°65 tons,
and her registered tonnage was 160°08 tons. Her owner
and registered manager was Mr. Robert Tedcastle, of
Dublin. . .

The * Thistle ” left Dublin at 9.25 p.m. on Septem-
ber 24th, bound for Liverpool. She had a general
cargo and some sheep on board, and carried 12 passen-

ers,
ﬁcld a certificate of competency as master in the home
trade, and had a crew of 18 hands all told. The
« Thistle ’’ preceeded on her yoyage till about 3.5 a.m.
on September 25th, when she was abreast of the
Skerrics. At that time the weather was clear but
‘very dark and tho clouds low; o strong breeze was
Llowing from the west, and there wasa good bit of a
the tide being about two hours ebb..
The « Thistle” was going at full speed, and making
9} knots an hour.
stationed on the look-out. This man, who called bim-
sclf an able seaman, admitted that he had only been at
"sea cight months. He also stabed that he did not
remain on the forecastle head, but walked backwards;
and forwards between the fore-rigging ard the bridge.
The master and second officer were on the bridge also, on
the look-out, but on passing the Skerriesthe second
officer was sent aft to ascertain from the patent log the
distance 1un, and on his returning with the information,
the master ordercd the course to be altered to E. by
S. 1 8. The sccond oflicer logked down into the wheel-
house to see that the order was executed, and the master
almost immediately went into the chart-room. He had
bardly entered tho room when the look-out man re:
ported a sail on the gtarboard bow, and the second
officer saw it at the smmne timo, apparcotly not moroe
than half the steamer's length off.

board, aud telegraphed to the engine-room * Full specd
astern.”
look-out man was called to the wheel to aesist in pubting

71488128, 180.—11/92. Wt. 47, E. & 8S.

She was commanded by Mr. William Beggs, who

‘A man named Peter Byrne was.

Tho sccond ofticer -
at once ordered the helm a-starboard and hard-a-star-

Theso orders were promptly obeyed, and tho .

: when the master observed that the

it over. The master at once relurned to the bridgs,
and saw the sails of o small schooner rizht aliead of the
CPhistle,” heading apparcntly to thie porthward and
wesbward, close haaled o1 the port tack. "The schooner
was then close closo upder the steamer's bow, and as’
she passcd across a globe light was exhibited on board
of her.  'I'he steamer touched the schooner gomewhere
abalt the main-rigging, bub the blow was not felt on
lioard of the steamer, though it had the effeet of bring-
ing the schooner’s head to the westward, and the master
of tho ** Thistle” :tpprchondcd no serions results.  He
was hailed from tho schooner and asked where he was
bound for, and answered * Liverpool.” ‘L'he” schoouner
passed out of sight, but the globe light remained
visiblo for three minutes, when it suddenly dis-
appeared, and almost immediately altcrwards the cries
of & man in the water were heard in the direction.in
which tho schooner had gone.. A life-buoy was at
once thrown overboard from the steamer, and her
bont was lowered and proceeled in tho direction
of tho cries, but they were mot heard again, and
alter rowing about for half an hour, during which
no person or any signs of wreckage wero seen, those in
charge of the boat veturned to the steamer, which pro-
cecded on her way at 4.35 a.m. All the witnesses from
the  Thistle” swore that the schooner exhibited no side
lights, and that the globe light was not exhibited until
the schooner was right under the bows of the ateamer.
Nothing has since been heard of the schgoner, and it
1ay therefore be presumed that she sank with all hands.
It was, however, proved in cvidence that a schooner
named the ** Rachael Aune,” bound from Fowey to Run-
corn, would, in the ordinary courso of navigation, have
been about the locality of the collision at the time when
it took place, and as she never arrived at Runcorn, and
nothing bas since been heard of her, it was suggested
with great probability that she was the schooner which
ccllided with the * Thistle.” Tho Court is strongly, of
opinion that this was the case. _ .
The **Rachael Anne” was a schooner of the port of
Fowey, her registered nuinber being 5,395. Sho was
built at Fowey in 1841. Her length was 59-5 ft., her
breadth 19 fo., and ber depth 93 ft. IIer registered
tonnageo was 6453 tons. She was owned by Mr. James
Rableu and the representatives of Mr. William Rundle,
who had died some years ago, bub whose name still
appeared on the registor as that of her managing
owner. Mr. James Rablen bad been her master for
some years, ond practically managed tho vessel. She
left. Iowey on Soptember 20th bound for -Runcorn,
ander the command of Mr. Rableu, having also on
board a Mr. Tancock as mate. There is no evidence ol
there baving been any other hand on boavd, and from the
testimony of some persons who were acquainted with her,
it is extremely probable that she left Fowey with only the
two above-named persons on board. On. September
94th at 3.30 p.m. she was spoken off Bardsey Island by
the master of the * Katie Cluett,” which had lels
Fowey on September 22nd, also bound for Runcorn.
She was then stecring N.E., and making about + to
5 miles an hour. She was asked if she had put in any-
where, and her mate answered that she had not. Her
master came upon deck on hearing the hail, and he
and the mate were the only persons scen on board of
ler. The * Katie Cluctt” which was making 6 to 7
knots an hour passed abead of her and lost sight of her
about 2 hours later, at which time she would be between
30 and 40 miles from the Skerries. Between 7.30 and
8 o’clock the same evening she was again hailed by the
master of the * Harvest Queen,” which was also bound
from Fowey to Runcorn. At that time the crew of the
“ Harvest Queen ”” were putting their own lights out,
** Rachael Anne”

' hidd her port light up. The * Rachael Anne » remained

in sight till abaut 10 p.n., and when last seen both her
side lights were visible, and she was from 6 to 7 miles
to the southward and westward of the South Stack, and
about 2 miles astern of the ¢ Harvest Queen.” This as
far as is known was the last time she was scen. Both
the “ Katie Cluett” and the “ Harvest Queen’ pro-
ceeded safely on their voyage to Runcorn, and in the
opinion of their masters there was nothing in the
weather to havo prevented the ¢ Rachacl Anne” from
reaching the Mersey in safety. If the* Rachael Anue ™
was the schooner which collided with tho ** Thistle” it
is difficult to understand why she should have. beon
gailing close-huuled on the port tack and heading to the




N, and W. at the time of the collision, as the wilnesscs
from the ¢ Thistle” asserted. Had she procecded a3
the '* IKatie Cluett” and “* Harvest Queen” did, she
would havo been running with tho wind slightly on her
part quarter, and would have been proceeding in the
camo dircction as tho * Thistle,” which would thus
bavo been overtaking her. In thiscase, her side lights
would not have been visiblo to those on board the
“Thistle,” but as a vessel being overtaken, she ought
to bave cxhibited a bright light astern. 'This however,
if the evidence of the ** Thistle” is to believed, she did
not do, as the globo light was only exhibited just at
the moment of the collision, and in the al:sence of other
cvidence, the Court could not presume that the wite
nesses from tho ** Thistle” were stating what tbey did
not beliove to bo true. Buk it was evident to the
Court, both from the statcments of the crew of the
**Thistle ” and from the dingrams drawn by the martor
‘and second officer illustrating the positions of the two
vessels, both when the' schooner was first seen and at
the momens of collision, thit the schooner was sighted
a scarcely appreciable time befors the collision.
Whether this was due to the fact that the schooner
exhibited no lights whatever, or to a deficient look-out
ou tho part of the ¢ Thistle,” it is impossible to decide.
Under these circumstauces the Comrt had no satisfac-
tory grounds for attributing the collision to any de-
finite act of omission or commission on the purt of the
master or second officer of the * Thistle,” Lthough it is of
opinion that the look-out man was not sufficiently ex-
pericnced for such duties, nnd that it was imprudent to
permit him to walk backwards and forwards as he
stated that he did. The Court is also of opinion for the
reasons given below that the ‘* Rachael Anne,” if she
bad only two hands, was incufficiently manned. '

At the conclusion of the cvidence, Nr. Paxton, for
the Board of Trade, submitted the following questions
for the opinion of the Court:—

1. Was a good and proper look-out kept on board
the ‘¢ Thistle ”” on the morning of tho 25th September
last?

2, Was the sailing vessel seen about 3.15 a.m. sailing
withous the lights required by the Regulations for Pre-
venting Collisions at Sea?

3. When she was scen were prompt and proper
meansures taken by the second officer of the steamer to
keep out of her way and to comply with Articles 17 and
18 of the said Regulations?

4. What was the cause of the casualty, and was every
possible effort made to save life ?

5. Were the master and second officer or either of
them in default?

6. Was'the sailing vessel with which the ¢ Thistle

came into collision the ** Rachael Anne? * o

7. If so, was that vessel properly and sufficiently
manned, especially baving regard to the fact that she
did not put-into any harbour or roadstead at night?

The Board of Trade state that in their opinion the
certificates of the master and sesond officer of the
*¢ Thistle”” should be dealt with.

Mr. Dickinson having addressed the Conrt on bely

of tho owners of the ** Rachael Anne,” and Mr, Wyl

Bateson on behalf of the owunern and oflicers of t),
** Thiatle,” the Court gave judgment as above, and r(:
turned the following answers to tho questions of th,
Bonrd of "Lrade :— ’

1. Having regard to tho fact that tho man stationg:
on the look-out forward had only been at rea cigny,
months, and admitted that ho walked backwards ang
forwnrds between the bridge and fore-rigging, the
Court is of opinion that he was not an cﬂicicutc'look:
out, and did not keep n proper look-out. 'Tho masier
and sccond oflicer were both on the bridge keeping a
look-out, but during the few minutes preceding the
collision their altention was more particularly Eiven
to the alteration of the course of the vessel, nnd the
daty of keeping a look.out doring this period way
practically left to the look-out man only. 'The master
bad left the bridge just before the schooner wax
observed, and only returned ou hearing the telegrapl
ring.

2. The only evidence before the Court as to whether

tho sailing-vessel was carrying her regulation lights

was that of the witnesses from the ** Thistle,” and they
all swore that she was not. If the sailing-vessel was the
** Rachel Ann,” there was evidenco to show that at
10 p.m. the same night she was carrying her side-
lights, and having regard to the fact that the place
where the collision occurred was in the track of veysely
to and from the Meraey, the Court felt thiere was some
ground for supposing her lights would be burning at
the time of the collision.

3. T'he schooner was not sighted by those on board
the ¢ Thistle” until a collision was all but inevitable,”
and the Court is unable to say whother any otler
manceuvres would have prevented the collision. The
measures which were taken were taken promptly.

4. The loss of the schooner was the result of her colli.
sion with the ** Thistle.” Every effort was mado to
save life.

5. Having only the cvidence of those on board of
the ‘¢ Thistle” before it, the Court is unable to say
that either the master or the sccond mate was in
default. .

6. From the evidence before it, the Court is strongly
of opinion that the vessel with which the ** Thistle”
came into collision was the * Rachel Anne.”

7. Having regard to the voyage which the ‘‘ Rachel
Anue” was making at the time—a voyage which ex-
posed her to all the sea traffic around the Land’s End,
St. George's Channel, and the approaches to Liverpool
—the Court is of opinion that she was not sufficiently

manned.
: (Signed) W. J. Szewaar, Judge.
We concur in this report.
(Signed) Ricep. C. DyER,

Joux Baix,
GEeo. Ricomarpsoy,

Liverpool, 23rd November 1892,

} Assessors.
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