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His Excellency the Riéht Honourable
Sir Arthur Elibank Havelock,
Gy C, M, Gagili 20, W Hen
Governor of Tort St. George

And its Dependencies.

The Petition of Robert Latham Swann,

S i s |

Reserve Port Officer.

Respectfully Sheweth,--
That in comnection with the result of the pro-

secution of the Owner of the Barque"Henrietta Elizabeth"

ordered in G. 0. 651, Judicial, dated the Eth of May 1897

the following censure was passed on the Petitioner,viz,-

"His_Excellen&y the Governor in Council
"is not satisfied that the Port O0fficer
"Mr. Swann took sufficient pains to ascer-
"tain the seaworthiness of the vessel be-
"fore he allowed her to proceed on her

"last voyage from Negapatam. dJudging by

"the evidence adduced before the Court Qr ,,

"Enquiry as to the unsound  condition oI

"the vessel, Mr, Swann’s survey must have

"been most superficial, and he is there-

"fore much to be blamed. He will be warn-

Yod that on the occurrence of a similar

“act of carelessness his services. will

et - e

"be dispensed with,"

Sy

P

2 That the Petitioner had received no report that

Qe

the vessel was unseaworthy or had suffered any damage du-

~ring.ter previous voyage from Coconada to Negapatam with




'8th December,

under A

or

censure

a cargo of grain,

worthiness pefore
ct X of 1841 on ac

: is thereanything jaid down in the Instructions to Por b

gections 7 and 2
guided nor by Sect

tioner Was
1894 is a survey as to0 seaworthiness

. chant Shipping Act

required.

Madras,

1898.

Registering officer,

J{mv Y/ | dated 28nd May

of 1841 and Act X1 of 1
granting & certificate of Reglstery

vour Petitioner therei

nor.had any runour

that the vessel’?s s

tioner
factory.
.
3. That the Petitioner had never been instructed
by the Head of his department that it was the duty of a

1834 as Registering

f£icials on the subject,
1 of Act X of 1841, by which the

passed on him be reconsidered.

reached the Peti~-

tate was in any WwWay unsatis-

appointed under G.0.» Marine,No,lgégf

officer under Act X]: s

850, to survey & vessel as to sea”-
count of change OF ownership,me»

and further, that neither undeff

ion 6 of the English Mﬁr—“”

fore pegs that the sevenéj‘

And Your Petitioner will,
As in duty bound,
Ever Pray.
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prosidency Port office,

Madras, /2 December 1898.

commander H. A. gtreet, R.I.M.,

Presidency Port Officer,
Madras,

To
ThésSecretary 10 Government,
&
Marine Department,

Chepak.

In forwarding for the favourable consideration

ying petition from Mr. R.L.
ch he begs that the +~#;5
dated 1Eth Kovan;-t?

of Covernment the accompan

Swann’Reserve Port Office:,in whi

No,929, Marine,

that~ SE
I beg, e following points m.y e -

cofiveyed to hinm in G.0.,

per 1897 may be removed,

pe brought to the notice of covernment— Viz;

Act No.X of 1841 by

(a) that gsections 7 & %1 of

which Mr, Swann Was guided when measuring the barque“ﬁen%ag
rietta Elizabeth" for registration de novo do not in ‘my‘

the negistering
t to examnine at the same time
ear fron sectian E"

opinio%,requzre Officer appoi nd
A section 3 of the Ac a #qs
seaworthiness,

h Merchant Shipp

and it is cl

sel as O
ing Act of 1894 th&t 311

of the Englis
that is required
acting under such s

a vessel and to give sUC
ntify her hereal ter.
ﬁhﬁ% Presidency is k bmi-

ns to outport Of;

h otner particulars as nay ba nepwﬁ

cessary toO ide That this has aluays

hitherto the vi
4’a.ct- that no 1nstructio
essary in the case of a

o have been c:msi'
uding ﬁgsalf

been ew in

clear from the
urvey peing nec

g as o @ S
weasured de novo

ficer
vessel requiring to be
y of the officexs incl

dered requisite by an




by which
51126 all other Port Officers is guided in
n eynhsctiﬁn with his duties.

: Bﬂ frﬁn that port.
s g

m-\ :.
W g
1

ﬁhi%‘the unseaworthiness only came to light at

iry held to investigate the loss of the vessel &

Aed

rﬁadstead and by any officer other than a shlpwright

eyor. ‘Had the vessel shown extreme signs of o0ld age

} case stands he had no reason for evea assuming that she

unseaworthy.

N'(d) that when the guestion as to whether Mr. Swann was
%bﬂ%uﬁme in any way was referred to me as the Head of his
&éﬁ#;tmenxyl_replied in the negative, and with all due defe-

1 97to the view taken by Government on the matter I am

"ji Oof that opiniong indeed I will go so far as to state

i :‘ﬂlui I been in Mr, Swamn’s place on the occasion in gues~
iﬁ*@@nwit is probable thatlshould not have considered it necess
: ‘under the circumstances to do more than measure the ves-

In the certificate specifying tonnage the

ness of a vessel is not required to be stated,

N thgt_by para 4 of G.O., No.929, Marine, dated 15th

|

Hovgnber 1897 the Presidency Port Officer is directed td 3
1nyress on Port Orfficers that they are and will be hsld -

responsible for certifying unseaworthy ships as seawomﬁmgr‘
I would goint out that although no certificate of saa—4
worthiness is reguired under either Act X of 1841 or Acb

'VII of 1880,the several Port Officers have Rowevest been‘

instructed in the sense of para 2 of G.0., N 5A1 marina,;

dated 18th January 1898.

I have the honour to be,
Sir,

Your Obedient Servant,

- -

Comder, R. IOM._’ 'i

Presidency Port Ofricgpgf
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