Schooner Calenick
	Vessel Name
	Official Number
	Signal letters
	Rig /Type 
	Where built
	Builder
	Year built
	Year end
	reg tons

	CALENICK
	5182
	JGPL
	schooner 
	Llanelly
	 
	1826
	1877
	127

	  OWNERS/ MANAGERS/REGISTRATION DETAILS
	Notes
	MASTERS

	1874 George Henry Bate, Fowey
	1865 registered in Truro. Owned by Mitchell then Pascoe and co. 19th October 1877 she was hit by the 3 masted schooner Kocheto of New York whilst in Fowey harbour in near hurricane conditions. She was Abandoned on 24th November 1877 at sea 50 miles north of Heligoland and then taken to Hamburg and sold. She was declared unseaworthy by a wreck commissioners court.
	Pascoe 1839 -54                   Morgan 1872                   Hawkins 1873-74                  Hockin 1875                     Hendy 1877
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Lloyd's List, Monday, March 13, 1876.
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KOYAL CORNWALL GAZEITE, FRIDAY MORNING, OCTOBER 19, 1877.
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SUNDERLAND DAILY HCHO, MONDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1877,
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THE EASTERN MORNING NEWS, TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 1877
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THE WESTERN DAILY PRESS WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1STL
S A i cot N v - vt -7 b w0




image17.png




image18.png
SHIPPING AND yMERCANTILE GAZETTE, DAY, DECEMBER 12, 1877.
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OFFICIAL INQUIRIES ORDERED.

Tho Beard of Trade have roquested their solicitor to take
the necesary steps for holding an Official Inquiry into the
circumstances connected with the following casualtios :—

The abandenment of the brigantine Calenick, of Fowey
aboat 50 miles north of Heligoland, on the 24th ult.

The stranding of the brigantios Henry M. Hise, of Milford,
at Treport, on the 234 ult.
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L oneaNTHH R GAZETTE. FRIDAY, JANUARY 4, 1873-
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SHIPPING AND MERCANTILE GAZETTE, WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 9, 1878.
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SHIPPING AND MERCANTILE GAZETTE, THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 7, m®3s.
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(No. 189.)
«CALENICK.”

The Merchant Shipping Acts, 1854 o 1876.

In the matter of the formal investigation held st West-
minster on the 8ih, 2Ist, and 22d January 1878,
before H. C. Rormery, Esquire, Wreck Comumis.
sioner, assisted by Coptain PickaRp, R.N., and
Captain CURLING, as Assessors, into the circumstances
attending the sbandonment of ‘the British sailing ship
“Cavvick,” of Fowey, shout 50 miles north of
Heligoland, on the 24th day of November last.

The Court, having carefully inquired into the circum-
stances of the above-mentioned shipping casualty, finds,
for the reasons stated in the annexed judgment, that the
master and crew of the “ Calenick  Bad ot sbandoned
the vessel prematurely, secing that she was st the fme
in an unseaworthy condition, thet the pumps were ohoked,
that she had a list t0 port, and that they had been engaged

o the preceding five days with only two hours rest dusing .

that time, in baling the water out of her ; considering alés
thot he master, owing to his having no chronometér on
board, was ignorant of her exact position, and feared, not.
nnatuzally, that she would not oatlive another gale.

‘The Court is further of opinion tha the ~ Calenick ™
was in an unseaworthy condition when she left Fowey, and
unbt to proceed to se, laden, o5 she was, with o cargo of
shove 200 tons of china clay and stone, which sank her
down aft to a depth of 12 feet 9 inches.

The Court makes no order us to costs.

Dated the 22nd day of January 1878.

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

‘We concur in the sbove report.

(Signed)  Bnuw. S, Prokanp, RN,
- WrLLx, Gonuane, Fassessors.

Judgment.

The Commissioner.—This case originally came before the
Court on the 8th instant. On that occasion. Mr. Bowen,
ho appeared for the Board of Trade, stated that he found
himself in a position of peculine difficulty. Circumstanoos
had come to the knowledge of the Board of Trade whish
made it doubtful whether the abandonment of this vessel
vas dus to the misconduct of the master, or whether it
srose from the unseaworthy state and condition of the
Jessel herself. He stated that after her abandonzient she
bad heen fullen in with by another vessel, and taken to
Homburgh ; and that  Board of Trade surveyor had been
sent over to examine and report upon her condition, where
she now lies. Under these circumstances, Mr. Bowen pro-
posed to reserve the examination of the master until feor
‘o had received the surveyor’s report, and stated that it was
his intention only to examine the mate, and two of the
men from the “ Calenicl,” and then to ask for an adjourne
ment until the report should be received. At the sume
time Mr. Bowen suggested whether it would not be fairer,
feeing the serious character of the charges which might
have %o be made, aod that neither th owner nor the
‘master were represented by counsel to adjourn the sxami
paion altogether, thus affording them an opportunity, if

'y thouglt fit to avail themselves of it of appearing by
fpunsel.  In that suggestion the Court entirely concutred.
e case was acordingly adjourned wntil yesterday, when
the proceedings commenced with the cxamination. of the
‘paster,the mate, aad two of the seamen of the  Calenic

e story told by the * Calenick » is as follows ; She was
Suvessel of 196 tons, built ot Llanelly, in South Wales, in
he year 1826, and ab the time of the casualty, which forms
e subject of the present nqui
George Henry Bate, of Fowey, in X
Persons, Mr. George Henry Bate being the pringipel and
Jaanaging owner. ' She left Fowey on the 19th of October
v it o cargo of above 200'tons of china clay and
fhone, bound.therewith to Bremerhaven, and we are told
hakshe was well furnished and equipped. in ol respocts.
Qn the following day she put into. Plymouth, and having
there taken in one of her crew, which consisted of six hands
allfld, she proceeded on her voyage, but soon afterwards
® sttong breeze having sprang up, she began to. make
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water to such an extent that the crew went aft, and re
uested that she mizht be taken tosome port. Accordingly
captain stecred for Cowes, where.they srrived o )
218t of October. There two shipwrights were employed
upon bex cucl o G e of o 13 b5 14 b
Some slight caulking was done and a few patches put inte
her, and on the 26th she again set sail, but the weathen
being foggy, she came to anchor for the hight, and on fhe
278h proceeded on her voyage. On' the 25th she. mey
Bgain with severe weather, and began to make & great
deal of water. This continued until her armival in- the
River Weser, which she reached on the 1s¢ of November,
She proceeded up the river to Bremerhaven, and on he
2nd reached Brake, and there delivered her cargor

The crew, it seems, had contracted merely for the voyage
to Brake; 'they were accordingly dischavged there, bt
were re-engaged, and the vessel baving taken in 80 tons of
sund ballast (that being, we are fold, the only ballast
which she could obtain_there), she left on the 14th, and
proceeded down the river to Bremerhaven, where she
anchored for o or three days, and on the 19%h procecded
tosea, bound to Frederickstad, in Norway, with the view
of there shipping a cargo of timber for convevance to this
country.

t 1.30 p.m. on the 19th the pilot left her at the light-
ship, and she proceeded on her voyage, At 10 o'clock that
night it came on to blow hard, and by midnight she was
found to heve a good deal of water in her hold: *The ship
was accordingly Laid to, and an attempt was made fo fren
her. “The pumps were, howerer, found to.be choked, and
the only mode that they had of clearing the water was by
baling it out in buckets, carrying it up through the half
deck, and throwing it over the side, This was continued
4ill ‘about 5 or 6 o'clock a.m. of the 20th, by whish
time they had got the water somewhat under. ~ The vessel
was then agein 1aid upon her course for about twa hours,
but it was found impossible to proced, owing to the water
that she made, and the lst which the vessel then had sy
port.  Accordingly, at the request of the crow, the vessel
was put about fo’return to Bremerhaven. The vessel,
howeven continued fo muke much, water that i wad
found necessary again to lay her to, and baling was again
sescrted o with buckets, Trom this e th veres S
tinued to drift about the North Sea, the weather heing more
or lesa stormy, ond the crew, s often as they coulq
possibly be spared, being employed baling the water out
with buckets, until about § o'clock on the moming of
the 24th, when a Prussion vesscl, called the * Asustes®
hove in sight. The crew thercupon requested the master
to be allowed to go on boord her, and, fearing, as he has
told us, that she would not outlive another gale, he con.
sented.” Accordingly, at sbout 10 o'lock, they launched the
boat, and went on board the * Asunte,” and were by her
ultimately landed at Bremerhaven,

And here a question arose, as to whether it was com-
petent to the Bourd of Trade, before making a charge, to
produce witnesses from a steamship called the * Mary Ann
Brigzs,” which it scems had afterwards fallen in with the
“Calenicl,” and taken her to Hamburgh. Now the 14th
rule is in’ these words: “The proceedings shall com.
& mence with the examination of the master, officers,
 and any other person who was on hoard ab the happen.

ing of the cosualty, and who can give material evidencs
in regard thereto.” There could be no doubt whatever
that the witnesses from the “ Mary Ann Brigge” could
give material evidence in regard to the casualsy, for they
could tell us in what state the vessel was when they fell 1y
with her; but were they “on hoard at the happening of
the casualty 7 Now what is meant by baing - on
board at the happening of the cosualty P> When docs
the casuslty begin, and when does it end? Docs the
casualty beggin with, and s it confined strictly to the time
of the abandonment 7 or does it begin from the time when
the veseel found herself in_dificulties on the evening of
the 19¢h and does it terminate only when the vessel was
got in safoty into Hamburgh ? The owner, who was not
represented by counsel, contended tat the casoalty meant
simply the time of the abundonment. But doos i mean
before the actnul moment of the abandonment, or aftor the
actual moment of the abandonment? If it means boforo
the actual moment of the abandonment, it may be said that
the casualty had not then been completed. If it means
after the casualty was completed by the abundonmont of
her erew, then none of the crew of the  Caleniok » would
be on board at that time, and, therefore, none of them
could be examined. The question is not freo from difi:
culty, but. Mr. Digby, who' now appears for the Boord of

//?





image27.png
Trade, has, i my opinion, most proper, the ovne and
e o being represented by dounse, ot pressed the
e g deteemioed st to_ make' the charge, and
B v ths ight, which the 15th rule givey him,
e b e e witncases from the < Mary Ani Briggs.”

e statom, however,sill emains, whether ot pot fale
14 shout ach e, atered and 1 confess that 3¢ sppears 19
e ot 5t should e, It seca o m that it Would be
e to s Bord of Trade tha they should be alloved ta
Toiuee al heis witnessea who oan give evidence having
D viesa bearing upon e casnatty, bofore Shey are.caled
et ke, el charge. It stams 4o me also that 16
R b v to tho owhr and faier 10 the master thut
o be done, for otherwise the Board of Trade might
o insed o make o charge which, vitimatly, on the
eaminaton of the further witnesses, might proro o be
O mted sl het case tho master amd owner would
T oo it Jo the expense and iconvenience of having
ook p vidence.fo ebut & charge which,in ¢he endy
T proved fo be unfounded :

O e whole, therefors, 1 am very strongly of opinion
ol 13 ought to be amended, o a5 9 alow the Bosrd
S Trade to poduce &Il fhvis witmesses hefore they are
A1l upon t mako s charge. The.difieulty, however, a3
F'hove sovh e becn, avalded in This case by the courss
e M. Digby has taken in making & charge st and
T producing, the wimesses from the - Mary Ann
Brggs

oo the charge is in effect, that the master prematurely
sbanfoned tho ship: At e same time Mr, Dighy stated
e made S ntardn that the case might be Ehoroughly
Soveagatod: and which he flt would hardly be the cise
o charge wus made, He Tl howeved, the peculiar
Doon i which the masiex had been paced, and.that no
B wonld more xejoice ham be if she Court thougit: éhat
S eonid come t the conclugion that he was nt gaily of
e harge which had been 1aid against bim.

o o statement of the wimesses from the « Mary
Ao Brigge 3o . they 1ot tho Huber on the 24thy
Bt on 5 25 they met”with very severe weather; and
that % 'wbout 8 Galock an the 20t shey abserved Shis
Vesse ying o, Toey aceordingly bore down tovard her,
o e the carpente, 6w seamen, nd o Sremen
Bt been put on board, & fow 7ops was passe <o her,

had ot
hor nto e river, They ook hed up s fo aa Gluckstadt
ot miahts aad there camo.f0 an anchor, and on’ the fol-
Towio arming they proceadd on fo Hamburgh.  Now
e e ponter hs 010 o, a0 ho s the only wiiméss who
gk posiivly 10 the fack, that here wero only
Toinchen:of water o the vessel whon. they fook her i
Lo, ehat e water did not inorease at al, and sty
bough no porfion of it vas pamped out, the same
monie of waier s found i her when they arived 8¢
Harmburgh. " What the carpenter meant, 1 apprebend, was
ha oo were 15 inches of water above'the bilast,

Now the v of the « Calenicl > had sid. that, when
thay Jeft her, Thre were betmeen 2 and 8 fet of water i
sl i that e was, making waler 50 fast tht hey
T o oty i keeping it undar, I this vas tru, ¢ 5
Mandantly. dhar. that she vould have had & gress dest
more watcs by the morming of the S6th, when sho was
Tickedap by the  Mary An briggs 1 but asconding s the
A aence'ot the carpener of the £ Mary Ann Briggs’ she
T T, Tn this ‘confic. of vidence the Court would
have some dificuly 1n saying fo whish side it ought to
Tove cefencer Tl wiimesses from the ~ Calenick gave
i tone, o S Bghy remari n vy s
Torward manade and e Have no roason £ Chint hat they
o amything but what. they belived o he. pericctly truc.
O tha ouhe Band, the vimesses from, he  Nady A
Brgas gave thee evidence 1n on equally clear and satis
Tuobory manmer . mor mus i be fongonten’ that these men
Beng svors of the property would have a natural fendency
o e hance.the valbe of ther srvices by representing: e
masel o have besn in awors stae than ahe really was 3 a6
oy e, aetording to my oxperience of selvage coses, sl
ok are dipost S0 eprasent the property alved o huve
een o e st than it was, il Fhle ervies to have
e sttandcd with much greaer diiulty than shtervards
burns out t0 b0 he cass, But heve the crew of o - Mary
o Briggs ™ have representad. thei servess 1o have been
Jery enspand the veee £0. huve been & comparatively
sogna site.

o heease, stood who the Court adjourned yesterday,
but s morpin the Board of Tyads have. piodseed &
Hextlemman, who, from b position, and from the mauner
B hich ho guve s ovideace s entited fo fhe greatest
comidaation. rom the Court 5 1 efer 0 M. Taracr, the
Survcyon,wh, was st ovr 10 cxamine this vessel ¢ Hom-
Bomeh " Nir. Tarner T the principal sipright surveyo &0

aod she was taken in tov, and by 11 am. they

2

+he Board of Trade for wooden vessels in the Part of London,
S the report which he has made upon the vessel Jo mons
important. 1 do not propose to read the whole of if, bt
thero are passageain it to which it is necessary that Lshould
refer. . After stating that his examination of ‘her extended
from the 9¢h o the 12tk instant (showing that he must have
‘made a careful examination of the vessel), be says: * With
'the exception of-these on the quarter,all the other picces
« shut up defects, and in these paris the vessel was as for
« gone from dry xot as possible. The deck beam clamp
« on both sides, from the fore sids of the foremat o the
« aft side of the main rigging is rotien, some of the insids
« planks in the *tween docks are also in a-defective state.?
Farther on hesays : “The rudder. pintle and brace below
“'the counter are wasted and worn, and the fastenings of
< the former, through the main wnd. filling picces, are
“ loose. The rudder in this_condition js. & source of
“ danger” And he thus cnds his report: “Thia vessd),
< in my opinion, ia unflt to proceed-to sen without serious
« danger to huinan life. 1have a-firm conviction from
« what 1 have seen of her, that throughout the old portion
“ of the hull she must be in « very bad state.” That eport
was confirmed in every respeck by the evidence which Mr.
Turner gave before us. 1 may add, with respect to the
coneuding parsgraph of, hisepor,that he old vt i
was impossible for him to examine the lower part of the
vessel, because it was covered up with ballast and ribbish
of different kinds, but his couviction was that the old por-
tion of the hull was ““in a very bad state.” It is true that
he also stated that he did not- think that below the 9-feet
mark she was making any water; but be distinctly stted
that between 9-and 12 fect she would make & great deal of
water.

“This evidence was very strongly supported by that of
the shipwright, who, T Wil not fay zopaired her, but who
did a little cauiking o her at Cowes, and I do-not think
that it was materilly or at all contradioted-by the evidence
of the gentleman from Fowey, who told us, not that he
had personally inspected. the vessel to- know- whether she
was in a_good state or not, but that he had in -October
employed some of his men to partially caulk -her, and o
do repair to the extent of 10L. :

‘Now the: Board of Trade were very anxious that the
Court should not. overstep. the limits of its jurisdiction.
We were told that we had nothing to do with the fact of
whether this vessel was or was not-seaworthy when she
1eft Fowey, except so far as it had a-bearing upon her
abandonmnent by her master and crew ; but I confess that
1 do not so read the Act of Parlioment. 1 cannot think
that the sole duty of this Court is to. deal merely with the
certificates of masters and mates, bub that one. of its
chief duties, and_one_for which. the Court was. speilly
appointed, is to inquire into all circamstances attending
the loss, abandonment, damage, or casuslty, and that in
doing so it is sbsolutely necessary that we should inquire,
and it is our principal business to inquire, whether this
vessel when she et Kowey was oF was ot in our opinion
in o seaworthy state.

2r. Dighy-—1 only hope that I.did not, say, anything
which implied any dissent from anything which you bave
Iaid down. 1 hoped 1 had explained myself.

“The Commissioner.—I mention, it becauss I want tha
there should be no misunderstanding upon this point. L
conceive that the. duty of this Court is not simply to deal
with the certificates of masters and mates, but to aso
whether ships arc, or axe not, in a Seaworthy condition
when they go to ses, and whether the injury o loss in the
cases which come before the Court was or was not due o
the state in which they were when sent fo sea by their

“Mr. Digby—That which you have just said is what [
wished to convey, that the seaworthiness was o particular
clement in this investigation.

The Commissioner.—Ab the same time yon ssid you con-
sidered that we hod nothing whatever o do with the
question whether this vessel was or was not in & seaworthy
condition when she left Fowey.

Mr. Digby.—Except so for os thet conduced to the loss.
T limited it to that. .

The Commissioner.—1T think that is one of the chief
questions which we have to consider.

Tho conclusion then to which the Court has come upon
 consideration of all the cvidence in this case is that this
vessel was, 06 Mr. Turner has_properly characterised it,
Totten vessel. We think that she ought not to have 1ef
Fowey ot all, and certainly ought not to have Jeft it laden
with wpowards of 200 tons of china clay and stone, which
would sink her down, as her oficel log-book. shows o
depth of 12 fect 9 inches aft ; below, therefore, defects it
her side, through which, as Mr. Tarner has told s, the
water would flow into her, I do not know whether he suid





image28.png
inbuckets full, but at any rate in great quantities, or as
one of the men ssid like sand running through an hour
£ doub i is diffcult to. reconcile the statement of the
erew of the “ Galenick,” that when they shandoned her she
o beween  and 3 fae o s oo hot

om the * Mary Ann Briggs,” that she had only 18 inches
I atr in Rl vhen they picked. her up bwo days afer:
Sands. . How these bwo statements are to be recondiled we
o not know it mey be that the master and crew intheir
error, not unnaturally, exaggerated the amount of water
4hat was in b, the mare 80 sk owing to Lhe vessel pitching
about, it would perbaps be d:ffcult to say how much watet
Thore was in her. I one respect, mo doubt, the crew of
the  Calenick * have exaggerated, and that i n the amount
of ballast which ey say they threw ovesboard.  According
{o the statement in the offial log-book they threw over.
board 45 tons of ballust, 43 tons of ballast mived with
vater, which would perhaps double its weight, faken up in
Buskets, carried on deck, and thrown overboard by & erew
of only six bands, one of Whom must have beea at the
‘wheel, and another probably on deck s the thing 1s simply
impossible in the time given. There must, thercfore, be
some exaggeration in Chisrespect, and there might also huve
e n Hhe quanity of wates the vessel wes making.

At the same time we cannot shut our eyes to the fuct
that the master and crew of this vessel had been in her
from the time she Jefc Fowey; they knew he ratten con-
diton ; they knew that she made o great deal of water from
Plymouth to Cowes ; they knew that. nothing had been
done to her ot Cowes, or_comparatively nothing ; they
knew that after leaving Cowes she made u greot deal of
waer before her arrival in the Wesor they knew that ot
Brake Titerslly norhing hal heen done to her s and af er
leaving Bremerbaven they were for five days alinost con-
stantly eogagerl in baling this vesscl, and with only vo
hours rest duzing the whole time. s it then unreasonable
that when (hey found this vessel approaching them, offer-
ing them tome hopes of safely, they should have desired o
0.0n bowrd of her? In the opinion of the assessors who
sit with me, the master and erew were justiied in abandon-
ing her under the ciroumstances,  Na doubt, as Mr. Turner
s sid, looking merely at the quantiy of water she had
in her, they would perhaps not have been justified in
abandoning her; but we must look at all the cireumstances

of the case, at the state of the vessel, at the fuct that they
had been for five days withont rest ; and that as the vessel
wos without a_chronometer they could hardly know with
any certainty where they were.

On the whole, we think that the master and orew were
justified under the circumstances in abandoning this vessel

2s they did. At the same time I am quite prepared to
admit that the mere fuct that this vessel was in an unsea-
vorthy state would ot have justiied these men in leaving
her, apart from the other circumstances of the case.  The
mere foct that the vessel was unseaworthy would mot
justfy their not attempring to bring her into port, if they
could hae done so without imminent risk to their lives.
With respect to the owner, it is not for us to try him, nor
40 say whether he is or is not guilty of having sent this
vessel 10 sea in an unseaworthy condition; but we cannot
shut our eges to the fuct that this gentlemsn must have
though, before she lefc Brake, that she was not fi to go to
s20; he letters which he wrote to the master, show that he

3

feared that the crew, after their experience of the vessel,
would not be likely to continue the voyae to Frederiokstadt
and home; and he socordingly instructs the master to offer
them bigher wages to induce them to undertake the addi-
tional risk, which they would thereby incur. 1 he is guilty
it is for another Court to deal with him. Our duty now iy
t0 say that, looking to the state in whish this vessel was,
Tooking to'the weather that they encountered, and looking
0 all the facts of the case, we think that no blame attaches
to the master for having sbandoned the veasel when he
did. "Have you any application to make, Mr. Digby?

Mr. Dighy—After your statement of the grounds upon
which your judgment bas been based I have to submit to
you whetherthis s not 8 case in which the power which
the statute gives, 1 againat tho owner, ught mot o be exer-

The Commissioner.—Yon ask for what?

Mr. Dighy.—Section 436 of the Act of 1854 is : “'The

uid Jusices or magisiruies may make such oxde with

respect to the costs of any such investigation or any por-
tion thereof a they o e may desm Jus, and Such costs
shall be paid accord ingly, and shall A recoverable in the
same manner as other costs incurred in summary pro-
ceedings before them or him, and the Board of rado
moy. i in auy case it thinks € 30t do, pay the expenso
of any such investigation, and may pay to-such assessor

s aforesid such remuneration a3 1 hivks S

The Commissioner.—You mean that I bave the same
power as the justices ?

Mr. Dighy—Ves,

The Commissioner.—Who do you ask should be con-
S L

r. Dighy.—Considering the judgment, I ought to ask
that e onvnor should be condencd in coste. -

The Commissioner,—What have you to say in answer,
Mr. Bate?

Mr. Bate—I connot sce how I can be condemned in
costs.” Tt has not been proven that I sent the ship know-
ingly to sea in a bad stae.

“The Conmissioner.—Haxe yon anything fusther to say?

Mr. Bate.—~1 had no idea she was in a bad state. I
never dreamt of such a thing.

The Commissioner.—You know it norr.

Mr. Bate—1 hear it from the Board of Trade surveyor.
T have no opportunity of appealing sgainst his survey.

Mr. Dighy.—Will you allow me to point out that your
power cxtends to the whole or uny portion of the costs.

‘The Commissioner.—Yes, I am aware of that.

r. Dighy:—If you think fit that some portion of the
costs should be aid, well and good. We should be sorry,
of course, to_press too hardly upon the owner, but we fotl
bound, after your intimation of the grounds upon which
your judgment is based, to make the application.

The Commissioner.—Considering that this inquiry was
necessitated by the fact that the vessel had been abandoned
by her crew, and afterwards taken into port, and that the |
appearance of the owner has not in any way added o the
cost of these proceedings, I think that our best course will
be, under the cizcumstunces, not to condemn the owner in
any part of the_costs, leaving it to the Board of Trade to
take what action they please ogainst him. There will,
therefore, be no_costs.

(Signed)  H. C. Ronzny,
Wreck Commissioner.
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MR. MACIVER   asked the President of the Board of Trade, If his attention has been called to the case  of the brigantine  "Calenick,"   which the Board of Trade caused to be surveyed at Hamburg in 1877;  and if it is true that such survey was illegal, and that serious injur y was done to the vessel, and that  the owner claimed damages against the Board of Trade, but is practically without redress unless by  an expensive process at law?    VISCOUNT SANDON The case of the  Calenick   took place before I was connected with the Board  of  Trade. It has been repeatedly under the consideration of the Board, and has been previously  mentioned in this House. In February, 1878, a Question, substantially to the same effect as that  which is now put by my hon. Friend, was asked of Sir Charles Add erley. The Calenick was abandoned  at sea, and the examination of the vessel took place with the sanction and approval of the Wreck  Commissioner, for the purposes of the official inquiry then being held before him, and without  protest on the part of the own er, who was made cognizant of, and virtually acquiesced in, the action  taken by the Board of Trade. As far as I can ascertain, no serious or, indeed, any injury was done to  the vessel, which the Court found to be unseaworthy. With regard to the recovery of   damages, we  have fully considered the matter; and being satisfied that, to the best of our judgment, there is no  ground whatever for compensating the owner, are, of course, unable to make him any grant out of  the public funds at our disposal for such purp oses. I need hardly add that it is competent for him to  avail himself of the usual remedies to enforce his claim, if so advised.    
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