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OUTSIDE EDGE 
Our association may have held an 
A.G.M. within living memory but if 
so I don’t recall it.  This year, then, is 
the year, Auckland is the venue and 
the 15th of October is the date. 
Full details will be found elsewhere in 
this issue (see page 10).  There are 
many matters affecting our profes-
sion, not least where future pilots will 
be found and how they will be 
trained.  There are many different 
opinions on this and other matters to 
be discussed.  I recall reading some-
where that maritime pilots tend to be 
such individualists that if a dozen pi-
lots were asked the same question a 
dozen different answers would be 
forthcoming.  The 15th of October 
promises to be an interesting day.  I 
hope to see you there.  
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PORT PROFILE — BLENHEIM 

The story of the Wairau trade to Blen-
heim also encompasses the history of 
the Eckford Shipping Company and 
eventually the two became virtually 
synonymous.  
European settlement of the Wairau 
Plains was first proposed when the 
New Zealand Company realized that 
there wasn’t sufficient arable land 
available  at the Nelson settlement to 
satisfy the commitments made to the 
immigrants.  The New Zealand Com-
pany therefore sent surveyors to the 
Wairau Plains, despite not having title 
to any land there.  Maori protests and 
Company intransigence lead to what is 
remembered as the Wairau Affray.  
On 17 June 1843 a New Zealand 
Company party lead by Captain Ar-
thur Wakefield, and mostly composed 
of untrained ‘special constabulary’, 
faced a Maori party lead by Te Rau-
paraha across the Tuamarina Stream.  

State Highway 1 Vernon  
Lagoons 

Wairau River  
Cloudy Bay 

Wairau 
Mouth 

Little Plantation Halfway Bend 
Butter Factory Bend 

Pilot House  # Mud 
Flats 

Collision Bend 
Cantwell Bend 

Waterwheel 

Eckford’s Wharf 

The tortuous nature of the Opawa River from its confluence with the Wairau up to 
Blenheim is evident and appears challenging enough without the additional  

dangers involved in negotiating the Wairau Bar. 

In the ensuing ‘affray’ twenty-two 
Europeans, including Wakefield, and 
up to nine Maori were killed.  Europe-
ans were understandably reluctant to 
settle on the Wairau Plains and it was 
another two years before a few hardy 
souls ventured back.  Among them 
was James Wynen and his brother 
William who became the regions first 
shopkeepers.  They established a store, 
accommodation house and drinking 
establishment on the banks of the 
Wairau near its mouth.  Vessels an-
chored outside the Bar and discharged 
their cargo to Wynen’s whaleboats 
which were then towed upriver by 
teams of horses to Wynen’s ware-
house and shop on the Omaka River, 
these days known as the Taylor, near 
its junction with the Opawa.  Here the 
settlement known as The Beaver, Bea-
ver Town or Beaverton, because of its 
propensity to flood, developed.  An 

Opawa River 
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early rival of Wynen was Scotsman 
James Sinclair who arrived in 1852, 
establishing a store and hotel.  He was 
also a land agent and banker to the 
community, becoming known as the 
‘King of The Beaver’. 
Two earthquakes were to change the 
nature of the Wairau River Trade.  
The first occurred on 16 October 1848 
and caused subsidence at the Wairau 
Bar increasing tidal flows and deepen-
ing the Opawa River.  Small vessels 
could now ship produce directly to 
and from other ports, rather than trans-
shipping at the bar.  The first vessel to 
proceed up the Opawa River to The 
Beaver was the schooner “Triumph” 
in November 1848.  She was also the 
first vessel to be lost there.  Having 
left Nelson on 12 June 1849 the 
“Triumph” arrived at The Beaver with 
supplies for the local sheep stations.  
A fresh in the river parted her moor-
ings and she became  a total loss, al-
though much of her cargo was saved.  
Her replacement was the “Rapid”, a 
15 ton schooner built at Nelson espe-
cially for the Wairau wool trade and 
said to resemble a barge, being able to 
carry up to seventy bales of wool an a 
draught of  only three feet.  What her 
sailing qualities were like is not re-
corded. 
The second major earthquake to affect 
navigation on the Wairau and Opawa 
Rivers occurred on 23 January 1855.  
It again caused the land to subside 
thus increasing the depth of water al-
lowing larger vessels to enter the 
trade.  On the other side of Cook Strait 

it had quite the opposite effect.   There 
the land was uplifted and the area in-
tended for Wellington’s shipping ba-
sin became dry land and is now one of 
New Zealand’s best known cricketing 
venues, the Basin Reserve. 
With larger vessels able to navigate up 
to The Beaver one hundred coastal 
ships sailed up the river in 1857 and 
among the cargo exported were 2,288 
bales of wool valued at £51,450.  In 
fact to say they sailed up is a misno-
mer as the convoluted path the river 
followed meant a fair wind could not 
be carried and teams of horses towed 
the sailing craft up and down. 
The Province of Marlborough was 
declared in 1859 by which time Bea-
ver locals had grown tired of jokes 
about their town’s name and pleaded 
for something more dignified.  Blen-
heim was an obvious choice for the 
new province’s most important town 
as the Battle of Blenheim, fought in 
1704, was the most famous victory of 
John Churchill, the first Duke of Marl-
borough.  Although Blenheim was the 
main settlement Picton, previously 
known as Waitohi, was the main port 
and was considered the front door to 
Marlborough while Blenheim was the 
tradesman’s entrance.  Picton was the 
provincial capital until 1866 when it 
shifted to Blenheim but throughout the 
years of Provincial Government there 
was fierce rivalry between the two. 
Before the river depths improved the 
vessels engaged in the Wairau trade 
ranged up to about 40 tons but as ex-
ports increased so did the size of the 

ships involved and the first steamers 
appeared.  Naturally the Nelson-based 
Anchor Shipping Company became 
involved and a number of its steamers 
ran between Nelson and Blenheim.  
The first to make her way up to Blen-
heim was the paddle steamer 
“Lyttelton”.  Having been built at 
Millwall - by the same yard that built 
the “Great Eastern”, incidentally - the 
“Lyttelton” arrived in Wellington on 
23 November 1860 after an epic deliv-
ery voyage lasting 462 days only to 
find that the company for which she 
was built no longer existed.  After a 
time trading from Lyttelton to Sumner 
and Heathcote the “Lyttelton” was 
purchased by the Anchor Company in 
1862.  Despite measuring just 78 gross 
tons with a length of 74 feet, beam 18 
feet and depth of 7.5 feet the 
“Lyttelton was modified at Nelson to 
carry both saloon and steerage class 
passengers, in addition to her primary 
role as a cargo carrier.  On 14 Novem-
ber 1862 she sailed from Nelson with 
cargo and passengers for Blenheim, 
causing a great stir when she became 
the first steamer to berth there. 
She was not the first steamer to cross 
the Wairau Bar, however.  That dis-
tinction seems to belong to another 
paddler, the “Tasmanian Maid”.  Of 
similar size to the “Lyttelton” she was 
operated by the Nelson and Marlbor-
ough Steam Navigation Company and 
entered the Wairau trade from Nelson 
in 1861.  Attended by the 20 ton barge 
“Hope” she could get part way up the 
Wairau and presumably cargo was 
discharged to the “Hope” which com-
pleted the journey to Blenheim.  In 
May 1862 the “Tasmanian Maid” 
stranded on the Wairau Bar and, al-
though refloated, never traded there 
again.  The following month the 
“Hope” was wrecked near Jacksons 
Head. 
Steamers now came to dominate the 
trade and even the Union Steam Ship 
Company joined in.  Since its found-
ing in 1875 the Union Company had 
concentrated on building up a network 
of services linking the country’s main 
ports but in 1881 Wm Denny & Bros 
of Dumbarton, who had built every 
ship ordered by the company, shipped 
out the sections for a small coaster, 
which Denny’s described as a ‘steam 

Blenheim port in 1872.  The paddle-steamer is the “Lyttelton” and the ketch 
“Falcon” is at right. 
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barge’.  Assembled at Port Chalmers 
by Morgan & Cable she began service 
on the Wairau trade in 1882 as the 
“Waihi” of 92 gross tons. 
Enter the Eckfords.  The family which 
was to make the Wairau trade their 
own were descendents of Thomas 
Eckford.  He was born in the little 
village of Connah’s Quay, North 
Wales, in 1849.  Just when he arrived 
in New Zealand is something of a 
mystery and the first record of his 
being here seems to be his marriage to 
Jane Law at St Paul’s Church, Wel-
lington, in 1879.  His first foray into 
the Wairau trade was as owner/master 
of the steamer “Mohaka” in 1882.  Of 
just 29 tons the “Mohaka” was 58 feet 
long, had a beam of 12 feet and depth 
of 6.5 feet.   
The Union Company and Eckfords 
were soon to clash—quite literally.  
Early on the morning of 18 November 
1885 the “Mohaka”, with Thomas 
Eckford in command, departed Blen-
heim for Wellington while the 
“Waihi”, under Captain Manning, was 
inbound.  They met at Harding’s 
Bend.  Although there was room for 
vessels to pass in those days this acute 
bend was overhung with willows, 
which obscured visibility, and the two 
did not sight each other until it was 
too late to avoid a collision.  The steel 
“Waihi” struck the wooden “Mohaka” 
on her port quarter and within five 
minutes all that could be seen of the 
“Mohaka” was the top of her funnel.  
Most thought the “Mohaka” a total 
loss but Captain Eckford thought oth-
erwise and within two months she was 
back in service. 
Not that she lasted much longer with  
Eckford as increased trade required 
increased capacity.  In 1886 Thomas 
Eckford therefore sold the “Mohaka” 
and purchased the 64 ton wooden 
steamer “Neptune”, which was de-
scribed as having ‘superior passenger 
accommodation’ in addition to sub-
stantially more cargo space.  The in-
troduction of a larger vessel with pas-
senger accommodation may also have 
been in response to the Union Steam 
Ship Company’s new Wairau trader, 
the “Kaniere”, which was delivered in 
1886.  Another Denny product she 
was a steel, screw steamer with ac-
commodation for 24 first class passen-
gers and cost £5,800.  Of 203 gross 

tons with a length of 105 feet, beam 
21 feet and depth 9 feet the “Kaniere” 
was probably the largest vessel to be 
used in the Wairau trade.  In fact she 
proved too big for the route and was 
transferred to the Auckland - Gisborne 
trade in 1892. 
Although Blenheim was the destina-
tion of ships on the Wairau trade, and 
inward cargoes were generally dis-
charged there, outbound vessels would 
often tie up to the river bank and load 
produce directly from the farms, some 
of which had their own jetties. 
With the “Neptune” being a great suc-
cess Thomas Eckford decided to build 
a ship specifically for the Wairau 
trade.  The result was the “Opawa”, 
delivered by her Wellington builders, 
T. S. Dixon & Company, in 1897. 
Measuring 110 gross tons she could 
lift about 80 tons of cargo on dimen-
sions of 90 x 16 x 7.9 feet, her draught 
being 6 feet.  The Marlborough Ex-
press related that ‘Her cabins are situ-
ated amidships and contain accommo-
dation for 12 gentlemen and 18 ladies, 
whose wants will be attended to by a 
steward and stewardess.’ Presumably 
the riff-raff traveled elsewhere.  Under 
the command of Thomas Eckford - 
who else? - she arrived in Blenheim 
on 21 March 1897 to great acclaim 
and celebration.   Numerically the 
fleet was unchanged, however, as on 
12 February 1897 the “Neptune” had 
grounded and become a total loss on 

the Wairau Bar. 
The dangers inherent in crossing the 
constantly shifting Wairau Bar meant 
that vessels required shore assistance 
to find the navigable channel.  When 
‘The Wairau’ became a designated 
port it was placed under the control of 
the Marine Department and a signal-
man/pilot was appointed in 1868.  
Two beacons fitted with kerosene 
lights were installed and the pilot 
would row across from his house on 
the west side of the entrance to light 
them if required for night navigation.  
A signal mast was erected from which 
a combination of signals could advise 
vessels when take the bar and when to 
wait.  Despite this every ship that 
traded regularly across the Wairau Bar 
spent time high and dry upon it.  The 
Opawa River was controlled by the 
Wairau River Board, which spent 
much of its income cutting back the 
willows overhanging the Opawa 
River.  Considered a danger to naviga-
tion they had already caused the Mo-
haka/Waihi collision and were a prob-
lem right until the end of the Wairau 
trade.  
If Picton had been considered the front 
door to Marlborough in 1859 opinions 
had changed by 1887 when a Marine 
Department report noted that on the 
Wairau the pilot’s house had been 
replaced, the channel improved and 
pilotage rates established while Picton 
had been handed over to the Railway 

The “Opawa” at Eckford’s Wharf, Blenheim 
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Department as ‘trade did not warrant 
maintaining the harbour’.  In fact the 
curious situation evolved by 1900 
where the small ports of Wairau and 
Havelock both had Harbour Boards 
while the province’s only overseas 
port at Picton did not.   During the 
1950’s both the Wairau and Havelock 
Harbour Boards were merged into the 
new Marlborough Harbour Board with 
its headquarters in Picton so in the end 
justice was done. 
Other than Eckford Shipping Com-
pany and Union Steam Ship Company 
various, mainly short-lived, companies 
tried their luck in the Wairau trade.  
The Blenheim Shipping Company 
Limited, Wellington, had the 
“Kiripaka” in the trade from 1900 to 
1904 while the Blenheim Steam Ship 
Company, also of Wellington, oper-
ated the “Ngunguru” there in 1906 and 
07.  The Marlborough Steam Ship 
Company Limited, based in Blenheim, 
operated the “Nambucca” from 1903 
to 1905 while the Nelson-based Marl-
borough Shipping Company intro-
duced the “Mapu” in 1922 and kept 
her until she was hulked in 1929.  Af-
ter that the Wairau trade became an 
Eckford family feifdom.  Ostensibly 
the Union Steam Ship Company had 
withdrawn in 1907 when the “Waihi” 
was sold to the Wairau Steam Ship 
Company, but the Wairau S. S. Com-
pany was actually a joint venture be-
tween the Union Company and the 

Profile and plan of the USS Coy’s “Waihi”. 

Scow “Echo” in the Opawa River 

long-established Wellington shipping 
Agents Johnston & Company, who 
contributed the 153 ton steamer 
“Blenheim” to the Wairau S. S. Com-
pany.  The “Waihi” was laid up in 
1914 but the “Blenheim” seems to 
have continued until her sale in 1924.  
(In 1928 she was renamed “Tamatea” 
and operated the Bluff - Stewart Island 
ferry service for many years). 
In 1912 the “Opawa” was unable to 
cope with the cargo offering and Tho-
mas Eckford bought the steamer 
“Wairau”.  She had been built at To-
tara North in 1900 as the topsail 
schooner “Ronga” and as such was an 
ill fated vessel.  She suffered three 
capsizes, the third causing the loss of 
her entire crew.  Converted to a 
steamer and renamed “Wairau” in 
1908 she was owned for a time by the 
Perano family, well known for their  
Marlborough Sounds whaling station.   
Trade continued to expand and in 
1920 two further vessels joined the 
fleet, the topsail schooner “May How-
ard”, which was renamed “Omaka”, 
and the scow “Echo”, which had the 
longest career of all the vessels which 
traded to the Port of Wairau.  Tragi-
cally the “Omaka” had one of the 
shortest, capsizing when entering Wel-
lington in January 1921 with the loss 
of her crew of five. 
Captain Thomas Eckford, patriarch of 
the family, died in May 1917, his 
widow, Jane, taking ownership of the 
“Wairau” while other family members 
owned the rest.  In 1924 T. Eckford & 

Company Limited was formed to take 
ownership of the various vessels.  The 
“Opawa” was converted to a motor-
ship in 1923 and the “Wairau” in 
1946, making her one of the few ves-
sels to fly the New Zealand flag under 
sail, steam and motor.  She lasted until 
1956 in the Eckford fleet and eventu-
ally ended up being abandoned on the 
mud flats at Motueka.  “Opawa” had 
already gone leaving the “Echo” to 
continue the Wairau trade.  Apart from 
war service under the United States 
flag, commemorated in the film “The 
Whackiest Ship in the Navy”, the 
“Echo” gave unbroken service to Eck-
ford until 1965.  Built at Northern 
Wairoa in 1905 she was massively 
built.  Her chine logs measure 14 
inches by 12, the keelsons either side 
of the centerboard casings are 16 x 14 
inches, the bottom planks 3 inches 
thick and the sides triple-skinned.  The 
manner of her construction no doubt 
saved her during her many misadven-
tures on the Wairau Bar and else-
where.  With the introduction of the 
rail ferries the Wairau trade declined 
and the “Echo” was withdrawn but 
still exists as a café and gallery at Pic-
ton. 
Sources:- History of the Eckford Ship-
ping Company and Blenheim River 
Traders 1881-1965 by H. S. Eckford 
Pride in Their Ports by John O’C. 
Ross 
Blind Bay Hookers by Fred Westrupp 
The History of New Zealand Scows 
and Their Trades by David Langdon 
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AUCKLAND  
I apologise for making this a brief 
scribble but I have been out of the 
loop for the past month due to having 
become a reluctant member of the 
Swine Flu Club and spending a week 
in an acute isolation ward. 
Whilst there is none so zealous as a 
convert I have also become the Poster 
Boy and roving ambassador for get-
ting the flu jab. (next year) 
Winter dished out its usual misery of 
freezing rain, high winds and several 
days of very heavy fog which had 
some of us having to conduct 
“instrumeny only” approaches and 
landings only to find that it was too 
foggy for the terminals to work once 
we berthed.  Still, it was good to put 
the simulator training to good use. 
We have had visits from the Korean 
Navy and two warships from the Chi-
nese PLAN which is intriguingly an 
“Army Navy” in port at the moment. 
I told you this would be brief.  O will 
make a much better effort for the next 
issue. 
Remember to get your “flu jab”. 

 
LYTTELTON  

A noticeable lifting of temperatures is 
hopefully indicating an end to a long 
and dreary winter. For those who en-
joyed a break in more balmy climes, 
it's welcome back and your next job is 
0100 Monday morning. This also 
means that another cruise season is 
almost upon us again, we have about 
60 calls scheduled for Lyttelton of 
which I'm sure the February visit of 
Queen Mary 2 will be the most antici-
pated. 
 The port hosted the visit of Talley's 
Amaltal Atlantis with the survivors 
and recovered bodies of crew lost in 
the sudden and tragic loss of the Ko-
rean trawler Oyang 70 in southern 

waters. The port company went to 
great lengths to ensure the arrival was 
treated with dignity and respect de-
spite the best (or worst) efforts of 
some media. That so many crew mem-
bers of the Oyang 70 were success-
fully rescued bears testimony to the 
professionalism of the Amalatal skip-
per and crew. The various company 
representatives were most appreciative 
of the efforts made by all sections of 
Port Company staff. 
 Next month heralds the first NZMPA 
general meeting to have been held for 
a number of years. Nigel,our President 
has put together a most interesting 
agenda and it would be great to see as 
many members as possible attending. 
Your Association can only continue to 
be successful with active membership 
involvement. 
Post Earthquake:- It seems that most 
of the marine team at Lyttelton es-
caped comparatively lightly with little 
more than leaking water tanks.  The 
unfortunate exception was one tug-
master who lives in a coastal area 
which suffered badly. 
From Lloyd’s List for Tuesday 7 Sep-
tember 2010  
 Quake-damaged Lyttelton reopens-
Roger Haile 
Tuesday 7 September 2010 
CHRISTCHURCH’s  Lyttelton port is 
“fully operational” despite suffering 
“significant damage” totalling “tens of 
millions of dollars” in the New Zea-
land earthquake at the weekend, writes 
Roger Hailey. 
The east coast port has reopened after 
an “extensive assessment” by struc-
tural engineers following the quake, 
which struck New Zealand’s South 
Island early on Saturday morning. 
A statement issued yesterday by Lyt-
telton Port of Christchurch said: “LPC 
has sustained significant damage from 

Saturday morning’s 7.1 magnitude 
earthquake, centred approximately 40 
km from the port. The cost to repair 
the damage to the port is likely to be 
tens of millions of dollars. 
“Following the earthquake, LPC was 
able to resume operation of core ser-
vices on Saturday. This required a 
significant amount of hard work from 
the entire LPC staff.” 
The container terminal was able to 
resume full cargo operation at 1500 
hrs on Sunday and there have been 
“limited effects on forecast shipping 
movements”. 
The statement added: “LPC is working 
with all parties to ensure the effects on 
shipping and cargo transfer through 
the port are as minimal as possible.  
“LPC’s engineering and maintenance 
staff will continue to access the dam-
age to infrastructure, power supply 
and other services.” 
In a message to customers, the port 
management said the container termi-
nal was fully operational, although 
berthing windows have been sus-
pended until further notice 
The city depot is also fully opera-
tional. However, the port warned of 
delays due to “safety concerns” 
 

PORT CHALMERS/DUNEDIN  
Indications are that the port will enjoy 
monthly log ship calls at Leith Wharf 
in Dunedin, for the next year. Log 
exports this financial year will be a 
record volume – over 400,000 Tonnes. 
In addition to logs loading out of 
Dunedin, Ravensdown has success-
fully trialled fertilizer exports from 
T&U wharf & regular export ship-
ments can be expected over the next 
year. The Mahinerangi Wind Farm 
development is also expected to start 
at the end of this year. Vessels will 
bring the first shipment of 12 wind 
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turbine components to Leith Wharf. 
On 29th July, the Maersk Danville 
berthed in Port Chalmers. This vessel 
has a capacity of 4132 Teus & was 
built in 2005. This vessel & three 
others of similar size, will replace the 
existing 4100’s & are about 17 me-
tres shorter too. They also have just 
over half the capacity of reefer plugs 
than the present vessel’s which are 
being phased out. Hence, additional 
reefer plugs are being fitted. 

On a very tragic & sad note, the Ko-
rean trawler ‘Oyang 70’, which has 
been calling into Dunedin for many 
years, departed from the oil jetty on 
14th August. This vessel sank about 
400 miles east of the South Island, 
early morning on 18th August. Thanks 
to the presence of other trawlers 
around, 45 of the 51 crew were res-
cued. This was an unexpected tragedy 
& the loss of a vessel, affecting the 
crew on board & their families, own-
ers, managers & all others involved 
with the vessel. Our heartfelt condo-
lences to all. 
The tug ‘Otago’ which has been on the 
slip since 11th August, will be unslip-
ping on 13th September, after a major 

upgrade & other maintenance work. A 
new external grid cooling system has 
been installed, so that the engines will 
not require salt water to be taken on 
board for cooling the engines. This 
will solve problems with weed in the 
harbour from Spring to Summer & 
enhance operating capability. 
The pilot launch ‘Paerata’, which is 
moored in Milford Sound, has also 
had her ‘out of water’ survey com-
pleted & is ready for the cruise season, 
which begins on 19th October. 
The Otago Harbour Model is also al-
most completed at the Auckland Mari-
time School Simulator & will be ready 
to be trialled at the end of September. 
Also, after extensive trials of the Mari-
matech & Navicom PPU’s, the major-
ity of Pilot’s here are in favour of the 
Navicom unit. It has been consistent in 
its operation, giving positive results. 
Happy & safe piloting to all. 

BLUFF 
Our new marine team members, Roy 
Skucek and Steve Gilkison, are now 
both qualified on the port’s Voith tugs, 
a propulsion system neither had ex-
perienced before, and are well into 

pilot training.  They are becoming 
increasingly suspicious of the horror 
stories regarding Bluff’s weather with 
which they were regaled before com-
ing here as a balmy winter moves into 
balmy spring.  In fact if it stays like 
this there will be queues of pilots 
awaiting a vacancy. 
The Capricorn Service operated by 
MSC has proved very popular with 
Bluff exporters to the extent that 
South Port has ordered a new mobile 
container crane to cope with the num-
ber of containers now being handled.  
With regard to the Capricorn Service, 
most will be aware that one of the 
earlier vessels which maintained it, the 
“MSC Chitra”, has come to grief off 
Mumbai.  Early reports would indicate 
she was the innocent participant in a 
collision but certainly came off second 
best. 
An interesting recent visitor to the port 
was the Pacific Basin bulk carrier 
“Tiwai Point” with alumina for the 
Tiwai Point aluminium smelter so that 
“Tiwai Point” the ship was discharg-
ing at Tiwai Point the smelter.  Most 
interesting of all was the party to cele-
brate the occasion. 

‘PILOT LIGHT’ by NIGEL MEEK, PRESIDENT, N.Z.M.P.A.  

Staring at my computer screen, fingers 
poised over the keyboard, a vision of 
the proverbial one-armed paper hanger 
cavorts in the forefront of my mind. 
Early morning, dawn breaking and 
birds twittering are all indications of 
summer on the way but not before 
winter has taken its toll on the pilot 
roster, at least in Auckland. Four pi-
lots stood down at the same time with 
one infection or another has seen me 
enjoy an extensive period as a conduc-
tor of ship movements, although only 
at the expense of a growing blizzard of 
paper on my desk. On the 10th August 
the World Health Organisation an-
nounced the planet is now in a “post-
pandemic” phase for swine flu. One 
Auckland pilot promptly developed 
the full blown disease. Pneumonia, 
hospitalisation, positive pressure isola-
tion wards, the whole nine yards! I 
wonder if your employer has, like 
mine, introduced the kind of sanitation 
measures in our workplaces, with 
which we are all familiar on passenger 

ships? Last year’s outbreak of the 
swine flu pandemic saw a panic-
stricken rush to install antiseptic wipes 
at every work station. A large box of 
fibre face mask breathing filters ex-
pires quietly in my office. Bottles of 
alcoholic hand sanitizer multiplied 
like viral infections alongside every 
door frame, outside every toilet and in 
work vehicles. As pilots, we walk un-
suspecting into unfamiliar health envi-
ronments every day. At least in Auck-
land, our team has now developed a 
healthy respect for the many safety 
techniques that are available. 
While safety remains uppermost in my 
mind I should take the opportunity to 
remind you all how quickly our job of 
ascending an accommodation ladder, 
shaking hands with the captain, ac-
cepting the obligatory cup of coffee, 
drawing together a bridge team, shep-
herding a large ship out of a busy har-
bour, descending a pilot ladder to a 
small boat and returning to the safety 
of dry land, can turn from routine to 

life-threatening disaster. Just ask a 
Timaru pilot who recently experienced 
an unplanned swim when the holes in 
James Reason’s now very familiar 
Swiss cheese model, all lined up. The 
report makes for sobering reading. I 
have engaged the services of a quality 
assurance professional, familiar with 
our own processes in Auckland, to 
review our capacity to avoid such a 
near disaster and our preparedness to 
react swiftly and positively, should 
one occur. I urge you to consider a 
similar approach in your own ports 
and I am certainly aware of others that 
already have similar activities under 
way. 
Risk of a different kind provided an 
opportunity for a little history lesson 
this week. A day of frantic phone calls 
between agents and consulates and 
foreign affairs mandarins in the halls 
of power eventually saw me step 
aboard a Taiwanese coastguard vessel 
to severely truncate a planned rest and 
recreation visit and substitute a hurried 
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departure to an alternative venue, mo-
ments ahead of an arrival by a small 
portion of the naval fleet from the 
People’s Republic of China. One of 
our young corporate communications 
professionals queried why on earth it 
should be allowed to happen in “little 
old New Zealand”. The answer of 
course is that New Zealand is little! 
We should never lose sight of our po-
sition in the bottom corner of the 
planet (depending on your use of Mer-
cator, gnomeric or stereographic chart 
projection) and our absolute need to 
encourage and support the most bene-
ficial trade and trade routes. Despite 
what our corporate communicator 
learned at school about fairness and 
equity, China is our third largest ex-
port market and second largest source 
of imports. As at December 2009 it 
constituted $3.62 billion and 9.1% of 

the one and $6.01 billion or 15% of 
the other. (NZ ministry of foreign af-
fairs and trade). Your career and mine 
is built on the downstream effect of 
such statistics although we seldom 
dwell on the background of Mao Tse-
tung’s cultural revolution and Chiang 
Kai-shek’s flight of two million Chi-
nese nationalists to Taiwan; that even-
tually led to my shepherding a boat 
load of Chiang’s descendants out of 
Auckland harbour sixty years later. 
Movement in the opposite direction is 
much more important for the advance-
ment of our professional organisation 
in the very near future. NZMPA is 
hosting, in Auckland, on 15th October, 
only the second national gathering of 
our membership in its history. You 
have all received the invitation. You 
have all received the agenda. You will 
find more information on our web site 

and elsewhere in this magazine. I am 
looking forward to meeting and greet-
ing a gathering of as many of us as can 
slip away from the important business 
of our own local piloting. We will 
share experiences and ideas. We will 
develop a report for our team to take 
to Brisbane in November. We will 
hear from and ask questions of regula-
tors and educators in our industry. We 
will learn about the latest develop-
ments for Maritime Rule part 90 as 
well as MNZ’s qualifications and op-
erating limits project. For practical 
pilot training, the Manukau Institute of 
Technology (Nautical College) ship 
simulator will come into focus. Please 
contact our secretary and indicate your 
intentions as soon as possible. This 
opportunity can only be successful if 
you attend and make it so. I look for-
ward to welcoming you.  

UK PILOTS CALL FOR GOVERNMENT TO REGULATE SERVICES 
By 

STEVE MATTHEWS, Lloyd’s list, 30 July 2010 

THE new UK government will come 
under pressure to adopt a more proac-
tive role in monitoring and enforcing 
standards of pilotage at UK ports.  
Organisations representing pilots are 
increasingly concerned about the lack 
of government oversight since the 
1987 Pilotage Act in effect devolved 
responsibility for pilotage to Compe-
tent Harbour Authorities. They argue 
that as ports have become more profit 
driven, pilotage is being managed pri-
marily from a commercial perspective, 
which is escalating safety risks. This 
claim was denied by port authorities. 
Nick Cutmore, secretary-general of 
the International Maritime Pilots As-
sociation, expressed strong views on 
the situation in the UK compared with 
most other countries. “The UK lais-
sez-faire attitude is totally the wrong 
way to go, entrusting this to commer-
cial entities is a recipe for disaster. We 
are diametrically opposed to the way 
the UK conducts its business on this. 
We believe in the strongest possible 
government regulation,” he told 
Lloyd’s List. 
Mr Cutmore suggested that even if the 
government does not want to get in-
volved directly, it could delegate the 

role to an independent organisation as 
was the case before 1987.  
In 1986 Trinity House was the pilo-
tage authority for over 40 pilotage 
districts and licensed more than 500 
self-employed pilots, with the cost of 
operating the service met by charging 
licence fees and a levy on pilots’ earn-
ings. The Pilotage Act 1987 trans-
ferred responsibility to individual 
CHAs, which were given wide powers 
to set standards for pilotage and 
charges. 
The 1987 Act has resulted in a variety 
of employment regimes and practices 
in different UK ports. In most cases 
pilots became direct employees of the 
authority, while in others pilots remain 
self-employed contractors or have 
formed co-operative organisations. 
“In some ports, where ports delegate 
pilotage to co-operatives of pilots that 
maintain high safety standards, it 
works well, but commercially-run port 
authorities run pilotage on purely 
commercial lines,” Mr Cutmore said 
to Lloyd’s List. 
Liverpool solicitor Barrie Youde has 
mounted a long-running campaign 
demanding that the government meets 
its statutory requirements with regard 

to pilotage standards. In particular he 
refers to the judgment of Mr Justice 
Steel following the 1996 grounding of 
the tanker Sea Empress off Milford 
Haven, leading to major oil pollution. 
In the resulting court case, heard in 
Cardiff in 2000, fining the port author-
ity Mr Justice Steel said that where 
pilotage is compulsory and the port 
authority charges for the service, the 
situation “calls for the highest possible 
standards on the part of the port au-
thority”.  
The crux of Mr Youde’s and pilots’ 
organisations’ argument is that the 
Department for Transport is failing to 
ensure that the highest possible stan-
dards are being applied. 
A spokesman for the DfT told Lloyd’s 
List: “It is for the courts to determine 
whether a harbour authority has acted 
in accordance with statutory powers 
and duties. The Department does not 
have a statutory responsibility under 
the 1987 Act to police the manner in 
which harbour authorities discharge 
their pilotage functions and the current 
policy in this area is one of persuasion 
rather than regulation and enforce-
ment.”  
Mr Youde and pilots’ bodies challenge 
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this stance. They claim that the Secre-
tary of State should exercise regula-
tory powers under Section 32 of the 
1987 Pilotage Act to hold harbour 
authorities properly to account. 
In the context of these concerns re-
garding lack of government oversight 
of pilotage, in this newspaper last 
week tug company Svitzer UK chief 
executive and chairman of the British 
Tug Owners Association Mark 
Malone was quoted as expressing con-
cern about the lack of control over tug 
operations in UK ports and in particu-
lar the need for an improved and en-
forceable system covering certification 
requirements for tug crews. 
He pointed out that there is no licens-
ing system for tug operators. He ques-
tioned whether the DfT’s current vol-
untary code was sufficient and urged 
the government to tighten require-
ments. “We would welcome a move 
towards a mandatory system of safety 
requirements,” he said. 
Currently there are no formal qualifi-
cations, training or experience require-
ments for pilots, other than those set 
by each authority. Dave Williamson, a 
senior pilot in Liverpool, told Lloyd’s 
List that he supports a move to a for-
mal certificate of competency for pi-
lots or a formal requirement for Con-
tinuing Professional Development, 
though this is not supported by all 
pilots.  
Joe Wilson, chairman of the United 
Kingdom Maritime Pilots’ Association 
and a serving pilot in London, said 
that his organisation wants all pilots to 
have a recognised qualification issued 
by the Maritime and Coastguard 
Agency. The UKMPA has been in-
volved in various initiatives to do so. 
Its Technical and Training Committee 
developed National Occupational 
Standards for Pilots in 2000, which 
were accredited but never adopted. He 
said that the UKMPA has worked with 
the European Maritime Pilots Associa-
tion to develop Education Training 
and Certification Standards for mari-
time pilots, but “these too have lain on 
a shelf for several years”. One possi-
bility is that the UK Port Skills and 
Safety body, which is working on 
standards for harbour masters, will 
then turn its attention to pilotage. “We 
remain hopeful, but not convinced,” 

he said. 
According to the DfT, later this year 
the ports industry will be reviewing 
the national occupational standards for 
pilots, and thereafter are planning to 
develop certificates of competence for 
pilots.  
There have been disputes on the Clyde 
between pilots and the port authority 
Clydeports, part of Peel Holdings.  
There are allegations from pilots that 
there are insufficient accredited pilots 
to handle large vessels and that the 
authority has fast tracked new pilots. 
“Unless the DfT makes clear its posi-
tion to enforce the requirements there 
is a danger that ports will simply aban-
don the standard if they are unable to 
provide a pilot that meets the require-
ments. A disaster could happen due to 
the lack of suitably qualified pilot,” 
said Mr Youde. 
Individual port authorities set their 
own standards with regard to experi-
ence required for pilots to be accred-
ited as unrestricted and able to handle 
the largest vessels. Mr Youde claims 
that on the Clyde the local standard 
requiring four years and five months 
experience is not adhered to and on 
the Humber, where pilotage is man-
aged by ABP, there is no formal ex-
perience requirement for unrestricted 
status. 
Stephen Gobbi, Peel Ports Group ma-
rine director, would not comment on 
the number of pilots on the Clyde but 
told Lloyd’s List: “All our ports are 
Competent Harbour Authorities and 
therefore regulated by statute. All Peel 
ports comply with the Port Marine 
Safety Code and the Guide to Good 
Practice on Port Marine Operations.” 
In another ABP port, Southampton, it 
takes more than five years for a pilot 
to progress from trainee to first class 
unrestricted status.  
After 12 months as an unrestricted 
pilot, a pilot can be considered for 
appointment as a specialist ‘choice 
pilot’, for containerships, tankers or 
cruiseships.  
Philip Holliday, harbour master at 
Southampton, told Lloyd’s List: “We 
employ 45 full time pilots. The major-
ity are unrestricted while the remain-
der are working towards unrestricted. 
We have no issues meeting the needs 
of customers for vessels, large or 

small.” 
Capt Williamson said that in the last 
two years some of the self-employed 
pilotage services, including Liverpool 
and Forth Pilots, have implemented 
the European Maritime Safety Agency 
initiated International Standards For 
Pilotage Organisations, a system of 
safety management similar to the ship-
board ISM Code.  
These often widely differing employ-
ment arrangements and qualification 
requirements for pilots illustrate the 
stark variations in pilotage regimes 
among individual ports and the degree 
of autonomy of each CHA regarding 
requirements for qualifications and 
experience of pilots. 
The draft Marine Navigation Bill, 
published for consultation in May 
2008, included a proposal allowing the 
secretary of state to require Harbour 
Authorities to employ only qualified 
persons as harbour masters and pilots, 
and to prescribe the standards of com-
petence to be achieved in order to 
achieve such qualifications. The DfT 
said that this was intended as a reserve 
power for use only if industry failed to 
adopt non-legislative standards. “The 
ports industry has begun to make pro-
gress in this area without the need for 
legislative duties requiring them to do 
so,” the DfT said. The draft Marine 
Navigation Bill also provided a 
mechanism by which, in exceptional 
circumstances, a harbour authority 
could be legally compelled to dis-
charge its functions so as to ensure 
safety.  
Mr Youde accepts that in general 
“standards in pilotage remain high”, 
but “obvious dangers arise where 
regulated standards are not maintained 
at an appropriate level as the Sea Em-
press case disclosed all too graphi-
cally”.  
He told Lloyd’s List that members of 
the new parliament will be approached 
to ensure that “proper steps are taken 
by the Secretary of State to maintain 
regulated standards in compulsory 
pilotage areas”.  
The new UK governing coalition fa-
vours its ‘big society’ approach with 
local rather than central government 
control. This suggests that it will be 
reluctant to move in the opposite di-
rection with regard to pilotage.  
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THE ‘SICHEM MELBOURNE’ INCIDENT 
The “Sichem Melbourne” is a chemi-
cal tanker of 8,455 gross tons with an 
overall length of 127.2 metres.  Com-
pleted in 2007 she is equipped with a 
bow thruster and main propulsion is 
via a fixed pitch right-handed propel-
ler.  She was lying port side to No. 3 
berth at the Coryton Refinery on the 
Thames with her bow downstream.  A 
light south-westerly wind (force 4) 
was blowing from her starboard quar-
ter and the ebb tide was running paral-
lel to her berth at between 0.5 and 1 
knot.  It was about one hour before 
low water and dark at the time of her 
departure.  No draught is stated but as 
she had completed discharging the 
mean would have been about 5 metres.  
Due to her size and the fact that she 
had a bow thruster no tugs were re-
quired. 
For Australian and New Zealand pi-
lots, weaned on Ravi’s BRM courses, 
the “Sichem Melbourne” incident is 
difficult to comprehend, having been  
basically caused by an inadequate 
master/pilot exchange.  As a result 
both the master and pilot were quite 
clear in their own minds as to how the 
vessel should be manoeuvred clear of 
the berth but unfortunately neither 
knew what the other intended and 
their intentions were mutually contra-
dictory.   Both the master and the pilot 
had prepared passage plans, which 
included clearing the berth, but for 
some reason these were neither com-
pared nor discussed. 
The pilot’s intention was to let go all 
moorings other than the forward 
springs then, with the rudder hard to 
port, kick the stern out so that the tide 
would be on the port quarter, with the 
wind either astern or fine on the port 
quarter.  The springs would then be let 
go and the vessel come astern into the 
channel.  Because he thought it self-
evident the pilot did not clarify his 
intention to come astern to the master. 
The master, however, believed that as 
it was approaching low water slack the 
tidal stream would be insignificant and 
the vessel would depart going ahead 
and be moved bodily off the wharf 
with the rudder to port and bow 
thruster full to starboard.  The seeds of 
the accident were sown. 

For departure the master and pilot 
were on the port bridge wing.  After 
singling up, all mooring lines except 
the forward spring were let go.  The 
pilot ordered hard to port and the en-
gine to dead slow ahead.  About half a 
minute later the master operated the 
bow thruster 50% to starboard to stop 
the bow resting against the wharf.  
Because the master’s body shielded 
the thruster controls from his view the 
pilot could not observe its operation 
but was aware of this initial use of it. 
After about two minutes the angle 
between the ship and wharf was only 
about 7 degrees with considerable 
strain on the forward springs.  The 
pilot therefore ordered the engines 
stopped to evaluate the situation. 
Believing the pilot now wished to let 
go the master ordered the springs let 
go but because the order was given in 
Russian the pilot was unaware of it 
until after the event.  The master also 
increased the bow thrust to full star-
board thrust.  With the wind still on 
the starboard quarter and the thruster 
operating full to starboard the ship’s 
port quarter was closing on the jetty.  
The pilot hoped to retrieve the situa-
tion by swinging the bow back to port 
but didn’t advise the master who kept 
the thruster full to starboard to try and 
prevent the bow striking the forward 
mooring dolphin.  As a result the port 
quarter scraped along the face of  
berth 3 as she moved ahead.  In an 

attempt to take off the headway the 
pilot requested the engines be put 
astern but the transverse thrust then set 
the vessel down on mooring dolphin 
MD35.  Seeing this the pilot requested 
half ahead and hard to port to try and 
pivot the “Sichem Melbourne” clear 
but was thwarted by the master apply-
ing full starboard bow thrust and the 
vessel struck the dolphin. 
The pilot now decided to try and re-
trieve the situation by going alongside 
the empty berth 1 and calling for tugs 
but did not tell the master of his inten-
tions.  Seeing his ship approaching 
jetty 1 the master took charge and 
manoeuvred her clear but she was now 
in danger of being carried onto the 
causeway and pipeline from jetty 4 
where the tanker “Thornbury was dis-
charging.  A rapid series of full ahead/
full astern orders now ensued with the 
master and pilot countermanding each 
others orders at one stage until the 
main engine’s safety management 
system cut in and shut down the en-
gine.  Still making about 3.5 knots the 
“Sichem Melbourne” landed heavily 
on mooring dolphin MD41. 
Fortunately the chief engineer quickly 
restored power allowing the “Sichem 
Melbourne” to narrowly clear the stern 
of the “Thornbury” and at last make 
her way downstream. 
This article is based on the MAIB Re-
port which may be accessed at 
www.maib.govt.uk  

The destructive track of the “Sichem Melbourne”. 
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NZMPA “Annual” meeting – Ports of Auckland Ltd – Friday 15th October 2010 
 “Meet and greet” on the previous Thursday evening at the Northern Steamship Brew Bar on Quay Street. 
Agenda 
 
  

 

Time Presenter 
Requirements 

0845 Nigel Meek – Welcome etc 
  

0900 - 1015 Victor Lenting MNZ 
 (Updates of part 90 as signed by the minister during the 
previous week and update of QOL process - part 20 and 
part 32) 

laptop/ projector 

1015-1045 Morning tea 
Nev Erceg assisting. 

1045 - 1215 President’s report.Treasurer’s report  Acknowledgement 
of departing officers (Magazine editor , Dave Edge and 
secretary treasurer , William Corbett) 
Election of Officers 

  

1215 - 1300 lunch 
Nev Erceg assisting. 

1300 - 1345 ARC harbourmaster – practical application of Rule 90 and 
transition provisions for pilots, PEC holders, trainees, 
mega yacht applicants 

laptop/ projector 

1350 - 1500 Development of objectives for IMPA    meeting – 14th to 
19th November   

1500 -1515 Afternoon tea 
Nev Erceg assisting. 

1515 - 1600 Kees Buckens – Manukau Institute of Technology – 
bridge simulator capability – recent improvements – pilot laptop/ projector 

1600 – end Discussion forum – matters of mutual interest and concern 
– recruitment – Australian training scheme – legal liability 
– open forum … 
  

Whiteboard 

If anyone requires further details of the meeting or Auckland accommodation options please email any of the Executive who 
will be delighted to assist. 

ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING, AUCKLAND, 15 OCTOBER 2010 

SUBSCRIPTION REMINDER 
If the dread RED SPOT appears within this box it means that according to NZMPA records your subscription which was 
due on 1st April is now in arrears.  Full Membership is $160.00, Associate Membership $25.00.  
The subscription form was included in the March issue or may be downloaded from our web site. 
If you have any queries please contact the Treasurer. 
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SEE THE NZMPA WEBSITE FOR DETAILS 
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‘THE PILOT’, NEW ZEALAND MARITIME PILOTS ASSOCIATION 

If undelivered please 
return to:- 
The Editor, 
69 Onslow Street, 
Bluff 9814, 
New Zealand. 

SPOTTED IN THE ‘ELDERS OF ELDERS’ NEWSLETTER 


