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Coamandant ‘s Astion
on

Marine Board of Inwestigation; eollisfon, M/V PRINB WILLEM V
(Netherlamis) and Barge SINCIATR N0, 12 under tow, lake
Michigan, 14 Ootober 1954

1. Pursuant to the provisioms of Titls 46 CFR Part 136, the reoord of

the Marine Board of Investigation convened to investigate subjest casualty,
together with its Findings of Fact, Conolusions, and Recommendations, has
bsen reviowed,

2, During the evening of 14 October 1954 the M/V PRINS WILIEM V (Netherlands),
a general cargo vessel of 1567 g.t., was departing from Milwaukee en route
o Sarnia, Onterio, and the motor tug SINCIAIR CHICAGO, of 292 g.t., towing
astern on epproximately 800 ft. of tow lims the laden tank barge SINCIAIR
N0, 12, of 846 g.t., was inbourd to Kilwaukee from Waukegam, The FRIRS
WILIEN V sighted the range lights end the port side light of the tug
N SINCLAIR CHICAGO off' her starboard bow. Due to the off position of the lower

- tow light on the SINCIAIR CHICAGO, such 1ight was not recognised as o tow-
ing vesssl light., The master and mate on watch on the PRINB MILIEX V
sighted no lights on the towed barge SINCLAIR ¥O. 12. Bedag tha burdened
veasel, the FRINS WILIEM V ohanged course to the »ight s0 &9 %0 pass astern
of the SIKCIAIR CHICAGO, but not knowing thab the SINCLAIR CRICAGO hcd a
laden tenk barge in tow. The watch on %he SINCIAIR CHICAGO oteerved the -
PRINS WILIZM V off to port on approxisately a parslleling course and when
the FRINS WILIEM V wae observed changing oourse to the left to pass olose
across the stern of the SINCLAIR CHIGAGO, the SINGIAIR CHIGAGO played her
search light on her towed barge astern and payed out ths tow line to ap-
proximately 1500 £t., whereupon the FPRIRS WILIEM V changed course to the
right, but unfortunstely, due to close proximity, the FRINS WILIEM V and
the towed barge SINCLAIN NO. 12, collided at 1916 approximately 1.7 miles
east of the Milwaukee Breakwater entranss. Although no lives were lost as
a result of this casualty, the PRINS WILIEM V was holed and sunk and the
SIKCIAIR NO, 12 sustained bow damage,

BEMARKS

3. Recommendations, perspraphs 1 and 2, of the Board recommend that the
ouwners of the SINCLAIR CHIC:GO and the SINCIAIR NO. 12 be cited for the
violation of 33 USC 253 (lighte towing vessel) and 33 USC 255 (lights
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towsd vesscl) and thet ths master of the SIMCLAIR CHICAGO ba cited for
the violation of 33 USC 282 (whietle signnln). Attention is directed to
33 USC 244 which, in effect, provides that ths offending wessel shell bo
liable for tho ocivil penmalty for the violation of eny of the Creat lakes
Statutory Pilot Rules. Aecordingly, no proceedings may be instituted
egainst the master for tbe eollection of any civil psmaity for violation
of any Great Lakes Statutory Pilot Rules.

4. Recommendution, paraegreph 3, of the Board recommends that the xaster
of the M/V PRINS WILIEM V (Netherlands) be eited for ths viclation of

33 CFR 90.1 (vhistle eigrpals) and 33 USC 293 (General Prudential Ruls),.
The Board in this recommsndetion states that there is doubt as to the
epplicability of the penalty clauses for tiw above-cite! violastion of
the requirements of the Great lLakes Pilot Rules., The Commendant is of
the opinion that elvil monetary panaltise cannot be assossed against
either Amorican or fareign vessals for the violation of 33 CFR 90.1 or
33 USCG 293. 33 CFR 90,1 is & regulation cstablished pursuant to 33 USC
243 whersin there is provided no asuthorisastion for the asseasment and
collection of any civil penaltics for the violation of any regulation
established pursusnt to ite provisions. 33 USC 293 is the Censral Pru-
dential Rule which prevides that mothing in the Pilot Rules shall exonerate
any vessel or the owner or master or crev thereof frox Lhe consequences
of any nsglect to earry lights or signals or any megleoct to keep a proper
lockout or of a neglect of any precaution whish may be required by the
ordinery practice of seamen or by the special circumstances of the case. -
The civil monetsry penalty for the violation of the Great lakes Statutory
Pilot Rules provided by 33 USC 244 is not assessable aguinst a vessel or
individual for any acts of negligence mentioned in the Cemeral Prudential
Fule, 33 USC 293.

5. In conmection with Recommendation, peregreph 3, of the Board, a copy
of the record of invwestigation of subject casualty will be furnished to
the Netherlands Government upon reguest by proper autharity of sueh
Goveramsnt. -

6. HRecommendation, paragraph 4, of the Board in effoct recommends that
ferelgn vessele operating on the Great lLskes and their connocting ami
tributaery waters should be under the control and diroction of competent
personnel. In view of the inerease in the number of forsign vessels =
operated on the Great lakes and their connecting and tributary waters and
the anticipated increase when the St, lawvrence Seaway project is coumpleted,
the matter of the competency of perscnnel having the direction and control
of such forelgn vessels is recsiving tho active consideration of the
Compandant.
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7. As recommended in paragraphs 4 and 5, consideration hae been and will
continue to be given to the efficacy of radio telephone safety calls in

the interest of safety to life, and to ths positioning of navigation
lights on vessels, ,

8. Subject to the foregoing "Remarks", the Findings of Fact, Conclusions,
and Recormendations of the Marine Board of Investigation convened to in-
vestigate subject casualty are approved.

(signed) A. C. Richmond

A. C, RICHMOND
Vics Admiral, U. S. Coast Guard
Cormandant




RI'PORT
of a
MARINE BOARD OF INVESTIGATION
convened at
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
To ingquire into and investigate the collision between
the SIXCIAIR #12 and MV PRINS WILIEM V (DUTCH)
off Milwaukee, Wisconsin
on 14 October 1954




After full und mature deliheration, the Board [inds as follows:

FINDINGS OF FACT

Mote: A1l times are Centrul Standard

1, The tug SINCTLIR CHICAGO, O.N, 225662, 292 gross tons,
o8 net tons, is a twin diesel tug with two screws and twin
rmi“ers, of 118,2' x 27,1°' x 13,2' dimensions, developing
1900 HP, The vessel was huilt in W1langton, Delawure, in
1926, measured in Houston, Texas in 1952 and is owned and
operated by the Sinclair Ref1n1n7 Company, 600 Filth ..venue,
New York, New York and 146 North .acker Nrive, Chicago, Il1,
The tug is an uninspected vessel and is used 1n the tuwlng
trade on the Great Izkes and Jestern Rivers, She is rigged
for pushing or towing., A towing cngine is mounted aft with
approximately 2,000 feet of 1 5/8" steel cable, The home
port of the SINCLAIR CHICAGO is Chicupo, 111, The tug normally
carries a crew of 16 persons,

2, The tank barge SINCL:IR No. 12, O.N, 169728, 846 gross
tons, 846 net tons, is an unmanned steol harge of 193 8 x

35, 9' x 14,5¢ dlmen31ons inspecied and certificated for
Inland Yaters tributary fo the Culf of Mexico and Great Lakes,
for cargo Gride "3" and lower, The harge has a pointed bow; -
square starn and has two skegs, She has six cargo comparte
ments with & capacity of 172,500 barrels anl has forepeak and
after neak voids, The vessel wus built in Quiney, M.ss, in
1927, has an esta»lished load line endorsed on 19 F‘ehruary
105h and was last inspected in Chica:o, I11, on 2? July, issu,
The Hurpe is also owned and overated bv Sinclair Refinine Co,
and lists Chicado, I1l1, as home vort,

3. The motor vvssel PRINS +IILVM V, Netherlisnis Registry,
an ocean freichter, O.N, 7318, home nort Rotterdam, Holland,
is owned and ooerqted by Mij Zeetransvort V., Anthony

Ve Ner & Co. (Oranje Line) iest Plein 11, Rotterdam C, Nether-
lands, She is a steel hull dry cargo frexght vessel of 1567
gross tons, 812 net tons, is 258' overall, single screw with

a low speed diesel engine of 1500 HP,.full speed 12 knots, and
has 2 cargo holds, 2 hatches each, with the deck house and
engine spaces located hetween holds, The vessel was built in
1940, sunk in the watervay at Rotterdum for 3 years during
World War II, raised in 1947 and began sailing a;uin in 1948,
She was last drydocked in January 1954, inspected by Dutch
officials at that time and is classed by Burezu Veritis, She
was examined in Cleveland, Chio, on 2L July, 1954 and was issued
a certificate to carry 12 persons in addition to her crew of 30,




b The SINCLAIR CHICAGO deperted lust Chicago, I11, at
approximately 1100 on 13 Octcher, 1954 pushinz burges
SINCLAIR No, 11, cargo <asoline, and SINCL:.IR No, 1?2, cargo
76 heavv oil, hound for Milwaukee, “is, The tow nut into
vaukegan, I11, at 2115 on 13 Octoher ue to weuther conditions
and moored ..t the Hanna Cool Dock. Uarly on the Ihith the tug
took SINCLAIR No, 11 in tow and continued on to Milwaukee,
arrivinz at 0902 on 1l Octoher, The tuz then returnsd to
Waukegan, arriving at 1330, 1L October, The SINCL4IR No, 12
vas taken in tow and both vessels dep.rted Waukegan at 1345,
bound for Hilwaukee,

5a The tug was rigzed with a towing hridle secured to the
forward of the twin “itts located on the port and starboard
sides of the SINCLsIR No, 12. The hridle was attuched to the
1 5/8" tow line with approxim«tely 800 feet of line out, the
length controlled by the towing en:ine and governed by the
prevailing weather conditions,

6, According to the muster of the tug, Mr, John Rasetich,
portahle side lights were lashed with marlin to these same
bitts at the time the tow was made up in wauvkegun und turned
on, The side lishts were described as complete units with
lamp and batteries in a waterproof cuse, secured to a 3'10"

- metal screen and weigh shout 4O pounds cach, He stated that
the batteries are chunged neriodically by the tug crew on
board the tug where side lights along with other running and
safety lights used in towing are stored until needed on a
particulir tow, He further stated that the side lights are
normally mounted on a pipe stand on either side of the how
at akheight of approximately 6 feet ahove the deck, but on
this particular occasion, the pipe stands were missing,

hence the temporary setup, with the screens lashed across the
bitts in a fore and aft direction, The master testified that
it was he, who securcd the side 1lihts und turned them on.

Te after departing Waukegan, Outer "uoy at 1401 on 14
October, the tow oroceeded toward Milwaukee und passed
approximately 1 mile abeam of MILYWi#TKER SOUTH POINT LIGHTED
BELL SU0Y 1 (LL 1651) at 1858 on course 331°T, Speed at

this time was estim:=ted to he 8,4 miles per hour with the tug
at full throttle and the hurge riding directly astern on

800 feet of cable tuking some spray over the bow, (See

Point X « Exhibit #2)

8. Sunset on 1l October,1954 at Milwaukee occurred at
1711 and twilight ended hefore 1800, The weather was cloudy
with good visibility, wind WNW and strong, sea from the NW
and choppy. The lights of the city were plainly visihle to
the watch on the tug as the tow approached Milwaukee,




9. The PRINS WITLFM ¥ began her veycie in Holland, had
called at various Great Lakes oorts and departed the Municipal
Transit Shell Jock at Milwaukee at 1829, October, bound

for Sarnia, Ontario, with approximately 720 tons of general
cargo at a draft of 95" forward and 13'11" aft, a normal
draft with this amount of curgo, st the time of departure,
her running lights were on, the gyro compass was in operation
(last check showed gero error), the radar was not placed in
oper:tion, althoush it was stated that the radar was in
operating condition, The master, third mute and Canadian Pilot
were on the bridge at the time of departure from the dock wt
Milwaukee,

10, At nightfall the rumning 1i.hts and deck lights on the
tug SINCLAIK CHIC/GO were turned on and a check of the distrie
hution panel indicated thut all werc burning, A tell-tale
light is on when a purticulur running li:ht is not switched on
and in addition, an audio signal is smunded when a filament
hurms out, These lights were:

a, Masthead 1ight (20 noint) 6'10" zhove top of deck house,

b, Range lizht (32 point) 14'9" a“ove top of deck house
and 72+6" aft of musthead light

c¢. Towing lisht (20 point) 2'6" above the masthead lizht
and 11" aft of it

d, Side 1ishts (10 point) at the level of deck house and
slightly aft of the masthead light

e, Various deck livhts

It is noted that the towing light is not in a direct vertical
.1line either ahove or helow the masthead light and the vertical
distance hetween them is less than the required 6', (See
appendages 1 to p),

1, It is noted that a 9 1/2" diametcr hell-shaped loud-
speaker is mounted 9" to port of the masth ad light on the

tug amd when trained forward the loudspeaker will ohstruct the
magthead light when viewed from 1 to 2 point abaft the port
heam, (See apnendages 1 to n)

12,  The SINCLAIR CHICAGO continued on course 331°P until
1905 when course was changed to 305°T to head to the northe
ward of the Milwauvkee Breakwall Fntrance., It was intended

to continue on this course until somewhat north of the entrance
where the tow was to he shortened for the nassage into Milwaukee
Harhor,




13, The persons on vatch on the hridge of the SINCLAIR CHITAGO
at this time were the master at the conning position, the relief
master as wheelsman, a loockout and a deck watchman, iach of
these persons holds a document issued by the Coast Guard and.
Hjelmer (lsen, a deck hand holds a certificate indorsed as
tankerman, Possession of a document was not a condition of
emnloywent of the persons on hoard the tug, Mr, Hjelmer COlsen,
who was acting as lookout, stated that he saw the running

lights of the tug, including the towin- 1lisht, prior to coming
on watch al 1855. =zach of the persons on watch stated that

he personally saw the green and red side 1i:hts of the hurge
betwesn sunset and 1905 of 1l October, 195k,

1k, The PRINS WILLEM V passed through the breakwnter entrance
at 1905 on course 090°T and at full speed of 12 knots en route
the point of departure for lLake Carriers! Association courses
from Milwavkes, Wis. approximately 2 1/2 miles due cast of the
breakwall, The vessel was placed on asutomatic pilot when

clear of the “reakwall, Shortly after this, Mr., Wright, the
Canadian pilot went helow after the third mate assumed the conn,
(Point X, Wxhibit Wo, &)

15, At 1908, the second m.te, Mr, Van Den Jergh, relieved
the watch and the third mute went helow, The third mate had
sightod the licht of a vessel on the starboard bow of thea PRINS
WILL™M V and had passed this information on to the second mate,
The persons on watch on the “wridge of the PRINS WILLFM V

at this timo were the second mate and the master, who was
acting as lookout, It is noted that there was not a regular
wheelsman on watch in the wheel house at this time, Likewise
no lookout, other than the m.ster, was stationed either on the
hridece or on the bow,

16, At 1910, the sccond mate took a bearin: of 120°T an
the 1ights on the starhoard bow (SINCLAIR CHICAGO), and .
estimated her distance as 2 miles, The mister and the second
mate both observed the SINCLAIR CHICAGO throupgh binoculars,
The master states that he saw only one vessel carrying mast-
head, range and red side light, He also saw some deck lights,
In observing tho red side light he determined the passuge to
be port to port and knew that he was the burdened vessel, He
stated that he did not see any lights to indicate the oresence
of a towed vessel, ’

17. Two minutes later, at 1912, the sccond mute took anotker
bearing on the aporouching vessel, now estimated at 1 mile
distance, This bearing was 121°T practically the sume as the
first, On the strength of this almost constant heuring, the
master advised the mute to come right to 1L0°T, a course change
of 50°%, The mate took the vessel off automatic pilot and
assumed the Job of wheelsman himself, He continued te gteer
manually from then on and chanped course quickly to 1LO'T,
‘placing the lizhts ahout 2 points on the port bow, This change
in course was not accompinied hy a sound signal,

b—




18, 48 the vessels approached one :nother, neithsr the
master nor the second mate of the ~RINS WILLrM V saw anything
to indicate the pr-sence of the barge. It was stated hy the
master that he could possibly have mistaken one of the two
1ights on the foremast of the SINCLaIR CHICsuO to be 2 deck
light., However, he did not see any side lights on Lthe harge.
Although the PRINS ILLTM V was equipped with radsr in operate
ing condition, it was not being used,

19. When the Wearing of the SINCLAIR CHICAJO had drawn

down the port side to whout 5 points, apnroximately 085°T,

the master advised the mate to come left slowly and round his

stern, The distance between the two vess~ls was now somewhat

less than 1/2 mile, The mate started the vessel swinging

left slowly, then put his rudder amidship so that the vesgel

came left very slowly, Testimony indicates that neither person
was yet aware of the presence of the hurge, althoush the captain

was oo the starboard winz of the bridge. ’

20, Over on the tug SINCLAIR CHICAGO the red side light of
the outhound wvessel (PRINS WILI“M V) had heen sighted a few
moments nreviocusly, With the numher of background lights

from the City of Milwaukee confusing the picture it is quite
understandable why the side light was the first noted rather
than the masthead or range lizht, At the time the PRINS WILLEM V
s sighted by the tug the bearing was 2-3 points forward of
the port beam and the distance estimated to Ye about 1/2 mile,
A remark was passed between the master of the tug und the
relief master on the wheel that the outbound vessel must be

a foreign vessel or a Coast Guard cutter as no security call
had been heurd on Channel S1 of the ship-shore radio telephone
which they were guarding in the pilot house, No passing signel
was initiated by the SiNCLAIR CHICAGO nor did he hear any
signal from the other vessel, Wwhen it wes noted how near the
PRINS JILLFM V was, the mavter of the tug turned on his carbon
aprc search light and directed it toward the tow, & common
practice on tugs in the Western Rivers, shout this time the
range lichts of the PRINS WILI™M V were sighted and it appeared
that the vessel was swinging left as if to attemnt a passage
hetween tug and tow, The master of the tug stated that he
immediately sounded the danger signal of severul hlasts on the
air whistle and played the search light from the tow %o the bow
of the 2RINS WILI*M V and Back again, The lookout was ordered
aft to stand by the towing engine, The master of the tug
stated that he could sce the side lights of the tow cleurly

at this time and also the deck of the barse in the seuarch light-
beam, It soon hecume appzrent to the master of the tug that
the PRINS WILL"M V was ~oing to pass hetween the tvg and the
tow and so he ordered that the tow line be nzid out and stopped
the engines on the tug. The fow line rn out quickly to an :
estimuted 1500 feet an? must uave drowned quickly to the bottom




8 Lestimony reveals that upon subsequent exumination of the
towin: cahle, no marks were found on it indieating that the
PRINS WILL™M V struck the tow line, Once the strain was off
the tow line the hurge slowed dovm as could be expected, however,
by this time it was too lute and the starboard how of the harge
SINCLAIR Wo, 12 strock the star-oard side of the PRINS SILT!M V
at u noint judged to »e ahreust of hatch No, 2 of curgo hold
Ho. 1 just forward of th- forward ensine room “ulkhearl, The
vegsel "RINS TTITTM V must have been holed sevorly in this area
at or helow the water line, The vessels norted znd the bhurge
arain struck the PRINS WLLWM V, this time in the engine room
comnartment whers a hole 2' x 15! ruaning fore .nd «ft abov:
the waterline was made. The vessels then slid clear of each
other with the PRINS WITITM V crossin: the bow of the SINCLAIR
Vo, 12, The collision occurred at 1916,

21. Security calls are informal announcements of movements
of vessels broadcast over Channel 51 by the pcrsonnel of Great
Likes vessels. The master of a vessel enter.ng or leaving a
dock or port will advise anyone listeningz on Channel $1 of his
intentiona and thus an informal method of traffic control is
established, The master of the tug commented on the fauct

that this practice is Yot generally followed by foreign vessels
or service vessels,

22, As the PRINS WILL:M V was swinging left slowly from
140°T to cross under the stern of the tug, both the master and
the socond mate saw the beam of the SINCLAIR CHIC:GO's search
light and knew that something wus amiss, lhey did not hear

the danger sipgnal, due possibly to the engine noises of a
motorship, The rudder was put hard right when spray was
sighted on the starhoard bow close ahoard, The master was on
the starboard wing of the “ridge, 7oth he und the second mate
stated that they did not at any time see uny visihle side
lirhts on the harge, including that instant just nrior to the
collision and that the sighting of the search light and
sootting the spray were the "irst indicctions of a towed vessel,
As the rudder was put hard right the Cant.in realized that a
collision was in the making and hooed tc minimize the damace

by swinginx toward allignment with the other vessel, No
whistle sismals or change in speed was madeby the PRINS WILINM V
up to the time of the collision,

23, The collision occurred at 1916, although logred on
hoard the tug SINCL:IR CHICAGO as 1918, The master of the
PRINS WILL™ V had checked his watch against the chronometer
nrior to leavinsy Milwaukee so that it is assumed that the time
kept hy the PRINS WILLVM V was the correct time, The collision
occurred ap roximately 1.7 miles due east of the breakwater
entrance at Milwaukee, Wisconsin,




2. The personnel of the tug did not hezr the collision or
feel any shock through the tuwing line, so it wss not until
the PRINS WILL"M V cleared the harge thet the master of the
tug observed that the barge was down hy the “ow and that the
gide 1lishts were not burning and that u collisicn had occurred,
At this time he notified the Coast Gunard of the collision

and “ogun retrieving his towing line in order to bring her
alongside and cast off the hridle and 3o bto the assistance

of the stricken vessel. The master of the tuzg stated that

he decided «-azinst cutting his tow line an: going immediately
to the assistance of the PRINS WILIEM V as he did not want to
leave the SGICLAIR No, 12 lozded with oil and improparly
lizhted in the oath of traffiec, Likewise, he had not yet
heard any distress call from the PRINS JILLuM V,

2s. The PRINS WILLTM V began meking water in cargo hold
No. 1 and as a starhoard list developed, the engine spaces
also hegan to £il1l, The engines stonned shortly after the
collision as the fuel line and »'mps were rendered useless,
The auxiliary =enerator continued to rn for shcut 1/2 hour,
providing li~ht for the stricken vessel, The first mate and
chief engineer informed the muster that the vessel was sinking
and damage control efforts wonld be fruitless. The pumps
were rendered inoperative by the collision and the holes in
the hull too large to combat., Irevartions were made to
ahandon ship and a MAYDLY distress given at 1930,

26, The Coast Guard responded quickly to the emerpgency,
The bookout on watch at the McKinley 3each Iifebeat Station
spoted a search light at 1915, reported it and then heard
the collision heing reported. Motor Tescue Joat CG-3(376
depurted the lifehoat station at 1918, followed shortl, by
Motor Lifehoat CG-36505, The CGC HOLLYHOCK got underway
from the hase Milwaukee at 2004 to assist,

7. The erew departed the sinkin:; vessel in the two life-
boats without incident, 22 persons in the 1lifeboat oa the low
side and 6 persons in the boat on the high side, The master
and radic operstor remained on board a few moments after the
crew departed., The vessel now had a list of 55-00 degress and
at ahout 2000 the radio operator and then the master -
departed the vessel by stepping from the ~ail tc the Coust -
Guard picket boat alongside, .

28, The tug had the burge alongside and free by 1958, Tus
barge was down some hy the how which was awash, The barge was
extensively damared in the collision, the bow was wrapped
around on the starboard side and set back some & feet, It was
noted, vhen the tug personnel went on “oard the SINCLALIR No, 12
to cast o7f the towing hridle, that the side lights and sereens
from hoth sides wore missing and there was no indication of
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what had happened to them, Neither bhitt was damzged and both
ends of the bridle were still over the hitts. It was assumed
by the tug nersonnel that somehow the side lights were carried
away in the collision although the daumaie was on the stem and
on the starboard side and did not extend back as far as the
bitts., At the time the seamen were on the harge, they also
retrieved the vhite stern licht From the buarge ami placed a
red lantern amidships,

9. The tug arrived alonvside the sinking vessel at
anproximately 2008 and saw that nothiny could be done to assist,
The PRINS WILLM V sank at 202”2 in a position estahlished cs
anoroximately 3 3/4 miles, 090°T from MILWAUKET WREAKWATHER
LIGHT (LL 1657) in 70 feet of water, The position of the wreck
has heen murked hy huoys, The owners of the vessel have
offically ahandon~d her subsequent to the sinking, The
estimated loss to the PRINS WILIM V was $1,250,000 for the
vessel and $750,500 for cargo, The dam e to the tink barge
SINCLAIR No, 12Wwas estimated to be $15,000,

30, There were no injuries or loss of wersonnel on the
PRINS WILL"M V, All persons from the RINS WILLTM V were
taken on “oard the Coast Guard vessels after they had departed

. the sinking vessel in their own life“oats und were transported

safely to Milwaukee, #/isconsin,

31, Seaman. Apprentice William K, woodruff, Jr, (2025-335)
U, 5. Coast Guard Reserve, on board the CG-30376 was slightly
injured on his left hand when it was caught between the crash
boat and one of the lifehoats on the PRINS WILLEM V.,

32, The following persons were interviewed and their
testimony is attached:

1,. John C, Sasetich, master of SINCIAIR CHICAGO
Home - 1715 East 83rd Place, Chicago, Ill.
.-2.  dJames T, Murrin, Relief master of SINCLAIR CHICAGO
Home ~ 11801 Maplewood, Chicago, 111,
3. Hjelmer Olsen, Z-911969, Tankermun, SINCLAIR CHICAGD
Home « Jayfield, /isconsin
L. Carl O, Dahl, Deckhand, SINCLAIR CHICAGO
Home - Rayfield, Wisconsin
5. Plerre J, A, Huilm«nd, Master of PRINS WILI"M V.,
Home - Schout VYan Groenecwegan Strasse %6 B
Overschie Rotterdam, Holland
6, Pieter G, Van Nen Jergh, 2nd mate of PRINS WILLEM V,
Home - Sint Jan Straat 6, Laren, North Holland
7. dJon Platteel, Chief mate of PRINS WiLL-M V.
Home - Franselaan 289, Rotterdam, Holland
8, F, J, Van Der May, Chief Lngineer of PRINS 7ILLIM V.
Home - Waterleighing B79, Weesperkarspel, Holland
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CONCLUS TONS

1, That the collision batween the Tutch vessel PRINS “ILLIM V
and the 'inited States tank harge SINCLAIR No, 12 occurred at

1016 on 1l Octoher, 1954 at a position aporoximately 1,7 miles
10200 from MILAUKFE SRTAKJATFR LIGHT (LL 1657) and the PRINS
WILLFM V sank at 2022 in a position approximately 3.75 miles
nN90°T from MILWAUKE™ SRTAKYATFR, The collision occurred

in United States waters, :

2., From close examination of the duma<e to the barge
SINCLAIR No, 12 it is concluded that the angle of impact
beguaen the barge and the PRINS WILIEM V was approximate
50" and that the PRINS WILIFM V was further to the left than

" the 118°T testified to be the course at the instant of collision

with the burge which was on a course of 305°T, It would have
been impoesible for the PRINS WILL™M V to have closed on the
barge from the port side swinging left from 140°P unless the
swing was continued to a course where the range of the tug and
h;s; actually would be closing, In swiniing from 1L40°% to

12 the range would still have been opening and only purallel
on 125°T, Thus to move to the left and get astern of the tug,
it follows that the PRINS WILIEM V must have swng materially
left of 118°T and it is felt that the PRINS WILL'M V must have
been closed to 060%T at the instant of collision, This is
further suhstantiated by the statement of the second mate

that when the spray of tho barge was first sighted it was
sppruximately 60° on the starboard bow,

3. After considering all the testimony concerning the

side lights on the harge SINCLAIR No, 12, the 3oard cannot
help but reach the conclusion that the side lights were not
securely placed on the barge in a munner as indicated by the
mester of the tug SINCLAIR CHICAGO and there is strong doubt
in the minds of the Roard that they were ever placed on the
barge, The burpe not heing nroperly lichted wus in violation
of Rule 6 (33 USC 255) of the Filot Rules, In support of this
conclusion is the fact that the side li-hts were missing after
the collision and there was no physical evidence to lndicate
what happened to them. It is deduced that had the side lights
been secured in the manner stated by the master of the tug
and had somechow been knocked off the bitts between the time
the vesssl left Waukegan and the time the side lights were
admitted by the tug personnel to be missing, there would

have heen some evidence of them, such as a piece of marlin,
part of & screen or light. There is no testimony indicating
that hoarding seas were encsuntered by the b.rge on the voyage,
Further, there was evidence that the actual striking between
the burge and the PRINS WILLEM V was not jolting, No one was.
lnmocked down by the impace on the PRINS JILLIMV,. The damige
to the burge was of crushing type rather than a shattering




type as the bow of the harge was rolled back along the starhoard
side. Likewise, the hitts were not damaged in the collision
and the damazed area does not extend as far aft «s the bitts

on elther side,

k. Further, it is noted that although the master of the
tug described in some detail just how he sccured the side
lights, he did not know the actual physical shupe of the bitts,
He seemed extremely familiar with these purticular bitis as

he testified and explained with the use of a free hand drawing
how the screens were placed on the top of rounded head type
bitts, The hitts are, in fact, of a hollow construction
(appenda-e Q) and quite unlike the ones he was describing,

It would aprear that he was not as [amiliur with the barge

as he indicate, The log of the SINCLAIR CRICAGO shows that
the entire operation of making up the tow in Waukegan, Ill,
took ahout 15 minutes, This included placing the towing ,
bridle on the barge, and securing the harge for rough weather
by removint the ventilating covers on the deck area and
replacing them with wooden hlocks, which were driven in the
vents, It does not appear that there was sufficient time for
the master to have checked on all these things as he testified
and in addition, porsomlly sccure side lishts to the bitts,
These units weipgh about LO pounds each according to the
statements of the tug versonnel, If they were nlaced on the
bitts they would huve had to he very securely lashed as there
was no guide or hracket on the hitts to provide for allignment
with the keel, All this would tuke time even when a persen
vas familiar with what he was doing and in this case we have
the master placing a temporary setup on the barge,

R The direct testimony of the master and the second mute

of the PRINS WILL:M V, that at no time was the red side light
visihle to them further substuntiates the conclusion thst

this light was not on the bitt at the time of the collision,

It is difficult to reconcile the testimony of all the witnessess
on the tug that they saw the side lights on the harge at
various times from sunset until just prior to the collision
with the foregoiny facts, However, when all evidence is
considered, the only logical conclusion is themone reached

by the Board,

6. That the tug SINCLAIR CHICAGO was carrying 2 lights
forward to indicate that the vessel was towing another vessel
astern, Sworn testimony by the persoms on watch on the tug
stating that the towing lirhts were turned on at sunset and
that the lights were observed by the tug personnel to he
bhurning supports this conclusion, Howewer, the two lights

on the foremast of the tug SINCLAIR CHICAGO were not properly
spaced, Rule 4 of the Pilot Rules for the Great Lakes states
that the two lights shall he in a vertical line and not less
than 6 feet apart, Actual measurement prowes these lirhts

to be only 2%6" spzrt in 2 vertisml direction and not in a
vertical line as the lower of the two lichts is spaced 11"




forward of the other, This is 4 violution of Rule L (33 USC
253) of the Pilot Rules for the Great Lakes. The master of
theFRINS WILLEM V stated that he did not see a light to
indicate a towing vessel, He also stuted that he might have
mistaken one of the two liczhts on the foremast to be a deck
light, It is deduced that this must have been the case,

The lower cf these two lights sits right on top of the
wheelhouse set hack a hit from the forward edge, It is
noted that the position of the horn-shaped loud spezker on
top of the wheelhouse, port side, at time obstructs the are
of visibility abaft the port beam of the lower of the two
forward white lights, It is believed that the obstruction
hed very little, if any, bearing on this case,

Te That the master of the tug SINCLAIR CHICAGO cdid not
sight the cut-ound motor vessel PRINS “IILFM V unitl the
latter vessel was apnroximately 1/2 mile distance, It is
difficult for the 3oard to conclude that a proper watch was
not helnt maintained since, at the time the PRINS WILLEM V
had the 1lights of the City of Milwaukee, fisconsin in the
bhackground,

8. That the rmuster of the tug SINCLAIR CHICAGO failed to
sound a siznal when the PRINS WILL'M V was first sighted,
2 polnts forward of the port beam within 1/2 mile distance,
The Pilot Rules and amplifying regulations clearly state a
vessel's obligations when passing within a half mile of
another vessel, irrespective of whother a course change is
required or not, The So.rd does not concur with the conten-
tion of the master of the tug that a passing signal at this
time would have confused the picture, and it is concluded
that the master viol.ted Rule 23 of the Pilot Rules (33 1SC
288) vhen he failed to initiate a one blast signal, '

9. - That the PRINS WILLZM V Sishted the lights pf the tug
at approximately 2 miles distant bearin; about 120 T and
continued on course 090°T speed 12 knots for approximutely

5 minutes from the first sightinz and at 1912 changed course
to 140°T, The master of the FRINS WILL:M V failed to sound
@ signal to indicate this change of course to starhoard,

the vesasl then bYeing approximately 1 mile from the SINCLAIR
CHICAGO, Coast Guard Regulation 90,1 Subchapter E, Chapter I
Title 33 requires that a vessel: "wxIn zll weathers every
steam vessel undervway in taking any course authoriged or
required by the rules in this part, shall indicate that course
by the following signals of her whistle = - - and every steam
vessel receiving a signal from another shall promotly respond
with the same signal or sound the danger signalwse", It is
h'ld that had the master indicated his course change as
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required, this would have been an earlier indication of the
presence of the PRINS “ILTSM V to the tug SINCLAIR CHICAGO
than actually occurred and would have given the tug more time
to ohserve the movement of the PRINS WILL.™ V,

19, The master of the "RINS WILL™M V contended that under
Corst Guurd resplations 90,10 the privileged wvessel should
have initiated the signal as this was a erossing situation,
The muster stated thet it was hard to kear whistle siznals
of another vesssl on the noisy hridge of the motor vessel
"RINS WILLFM V,. Despite this, when the PRINS WILTTM V, not
hearing a signal from the tug, changed course, this change
of course by thy PRINS WIITEM V should have heen indicated
with the proper whistle signal,

1. That the master of the tug SINCL.IR CHICAGO did sound
the danger signal at a time when it became apnarent to him
that the PRINS H{ILLFM ¥ was standing into danger and did at
ahout this time turn on and shine the powerful carbon are
search 11zht on the harge and toward the PRINS WILLEM V.

At this time the PRINS WILLEM V was abaft the port beam of
the SINCLAIR CHICAGO and closing rupidly toward the tow,

12, That & preper watch was not being maintained on boerd
the PRINS WILLAM 7, It is concluded that the master did not
constitute & properly posted lookout, It is ohvious that as
m.ster he had othir duties and ohligations than strictly
lookout duties. 't is concluded from the testimony that the
master of the vestel actually took over the conning of the
vessel and orderec all course changes, In addition, he kept
track of the time, he ohserved the courses of the vessel on
the repeaters and :te:ring compass and he received the report
from the first mate th.t the vessel was secured for sea. The
facts disclose that he did not continue to ohserve the tug

as closely as a lootont should and did not look at the

throush glasses ara n after he oncs saw the red side light and
determined on port io nort. He did not continue to scan the
horizon as istilie scle duty of a proper lookout nor was he in
the proper nosition ‘or a lookout which is on the how, There
were no weather or sia conditions which would have made it
difficult to nlace a Luokout on the how, The second nmate
assumed the wheel watih takiny the vessel off automutic pilot
and continued to act :s wheelsman up to the point of collision,
This meant that the sezond mate was limited to those duties and
precluded him from acting as a lookout, It was further cone
cluded that with only iwo officers and no other personnel “eing
on witch on the bridge »of this vessel und both being vreoccupied
with other duties that "he PRINS WILLEM V was heing navigated
in congested wuters witlout proper lookcut contrary to Rule 28
(33 "SC 293) of the Pile: Rules for the Great Lakes,
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13, That the maneuvering uctions of the master of the PRINS
WILL"M V were lomical if hused on the assumption that the PRINS
WILL™M V were meeting a single vessel, 1 hearing was taken
shortly after sighting the tup and checked 2 minutes later,
When a collision course was indicated, the course of the PRINS
YILLFM V was changed ahruptly to starhoard and when the bearing
had drawn sufficlently aft, a slow swing to port was started

to round the stern of the tug, The closeness that a “urdened
vessol pusses under the stern of a privileged vessel is a
matter for the master himself to decide with dve regard to
orudent seamanship., It is Telt that he was sllowing sufficient
room in cleuring the tug SINCLAIR CHTCAGO, These actions

were all normel under the usual circumstances of giving way

to a privileged vessel, When the master of the PRINS JITI¥M ¥
became aware of the presence of the burge SINCLsIR No, 12, it
was too late for evasive action and the collision was inevitable,

1k, That the pilot on the PRINS WILLEM V was not involved

in the maneuvering of that vessel after she passed through the
breakwater, However, although not required by law or regulatiom,
it 1s concluded that the licensed pilot should remain in charg
of directing the vessel's movements while in con:ested waters
and in this case until the vessel was placed on course for

Point Betsie,

15, Thet the master of the tug SINCLAIR CHICAGO used good
Judgment when he slacked off the towing cable just prior to the
collis on and in not cutting the tow line immediately after

the collision and going at once to the aid of the stricken
vessel, The testimony indicuates that he was not aware of the
sctonl extent of damape to the PRINS WILL"M V for some time
after the collision and he had in his charge a harge loaded
with oll directly in the path of the inbound and outgoing
traffic, vhose side lights were now observed to “e extinguished,

16, That no personnel of the Coast Juurd or any other
Government fLgency contributed to the casnalty, The Coast juard
resnonded smartly to the emergency and had rescue vessels
undervay almost immediately,

17. That no fuilure of material was involved,

18, That no uncharted or incorrectly charted area or objects
were involved.

19, That universal use of security calls by outhound and
inhound vessels mizht have prevented this accident.

20, That the use of radar, which as avzilable, by the motor
vessel PRINS WILLEM V might have prevented this accident,
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RECOMMENNATIONS

1, That the owners of the tug SINGL:IR CHIC: GO and tank
barge SINCLAIR No. 12 be cited for viclution of Rules L and 6
(33 SC 253 and 255 resvectively) of the Pilot Rules for the
Creat lakes, .

2. That the master of the tug SINCILAIR CHICA:N he cited
for violation of Rule 23 (33 USC 288) of the Pilot Rules for
the Grecuat Lakes,

3. That the master of the motor vessel PRINS WILLEM V

be cited for violution of 3eetion 90.1, Subchapter E, Chapter I
of Title 33 and Rule 28 (33 USC 293) of the Pilot Rules for
the Lreat lakes. The Bourd recognizes-that there may be some
question as to the applicahility of Rules and Regulations to
foreign vessels and statutory penalties being imposed for

the violation thereof., If this is correct, it is recommend-
ed thut appropriate legislation be sponsored to correct this
situation. It is further recommended that a complete copy of
the record of this Board be transmitted through the State
Department to the Consul for the Netherlands Government for
such action as the Netherlands Government may deem necessary
in connection with the master's license,

b, That when a foreign vessel (exciuding Canadlan and
United States vessels, which are exempt from this recommenda
tion by virtue of Article I of the Convention Concerning
Boundary Waters between the United Stutes and Canada signed
at Yashington, D. C,, 11 January 1979) cperates on the Great
takeé and their conneeting an! tributacy waters, it shall be
under the control of an authorized person at all times, An
authorized serson shall be vne vho has proven tu the satisfaca
tion of either Canadian or United States authorities that he .
is familiar with the apolicahle Pilot Rules and waters, Such
& Prequirement would necessarily he 4 matter for intern.tional
arnreement betwesn the United States and Canada,

S.  That consideration be given to amplifying the regulu-
tions contuined in the Telecommunications Conference for
Promotion of Safety on the Great Lakes By Mcans of Radio,
between the United States and Canadu, to include 9 section

. relating ‘td the use of the. ragdioteleshone as a, sechirity measure .

b ;requiriqg:vesgels to make known their meneuvering intentions
whén entering and departing a nort of the Uniteéd States, Such
a requirement would necessarily be a matter for irternational
agreement, between the United States and Canada,




6. That consideration be given to amplifying the Pilot
Rules for the Great lakes and Their Connectiny and Trihutary
“Waters and the St, Merys River and Regulations issued under
Title 33, Subchapter & of Chapter I to include specific
minimum heithts for side light on h.rges

7. That the case he closed and no further action be t
taken,

The Bourd then adjourned to await the action of the convening
authority.

(signed)HAROLD C, MOORE
HAROLD C. MOORE
Captain, U, S, Coast Guard
Chairman

(signed)G"‘ORG" S, RECK
GEORGE S, BECK
Commander, U, S, Coast Guard
Membey

{signed)ARTHUR ©, “ILCOX
ARTHTR 7, WILCOX
Commander, U, S, Coast Guard
Member

(signed)GARTH H., RFAD
GARTH H, READ
Lt. Commander, U, S, Coast Guird
Recorder :




