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Chapter I: Introduction and Research Design
Some maritime disasters are better known and remembered by the public than others. This thesis will compare twelve famous maritime disasters from the twentieth century and seek to explain why the strengths of their memories differ in the public consciousness. The reason for using only twelve shipwrecks is because it is simply not practical to examine the thousands sunk over the course of the twentieth century. The twelve chosen are among the most famous shipwrecks of the twentieth century. Empirical evidence will be given based on the number of times each ship has appeared in popular culture (according to the Internet Movie Database [IMDb] and Library of Congress websites). These appearances include several forms of media such as films, documentaries, books, and video games. Three of the five ships that appeared the most in popular culture based on this data will be examined for the multiple factors that make them better remembered than others. Factors explored relating to why some of these ships are better remembered than others include: the level of controversy over the ships’ sinkings, the notoriety of the people onboard these ships, the aftermath of the disasters, and the historical context in which they occurred.    
 These twelve maritime disasters are the sinkings of the RMS Republic, RMS Titanic, RMS Empress of Ireland, RMS Lusitania, SS Californian, HMHS Britannic, RMS Carpathia, MV Wilhelm Gustloff, SS Andrea Doria, SS Edmund Fitzgerald, MV Derbyshire, and MV Dona Paz (see appendix for a brief description of each). These shipwrecks were chosen mainly because of their circumstances; probably not all of them would make every person’s list of the twentieth century’s most famous maritime disasters (although some of them, like Titanic and Lusitania, most likely would). In addition, while this thesis does examine some of the most famous shipwrecks like Titanic, Lusitania, and Andrea Doria, some of the twelve are disasters that should receive more attention related to their large loss of life, but due to a myriad of factors, have been largely forgotten by the world. Lastly, all twelve of the maritime disasters chosen involve vessels built for peacetime services, such as carrying passengers and cargo. Thus, naval vessels sunk in battle are excluded, though some of the twelve did serve military purposes and/or were sunk by military action. 
Chapter I presents comparative evidence of how often each of these ships has appeared in different forms of popular culture, as a method of ranking the relative strength of the public’s interest in and memory of each sinking. This in turn will help determine which ships are discussed individually in later chapters. In addition, the first chapter includes basic statistical comparisons concerning these vessels and the disasters that befell them. This shows that some are not well remembered compared to others despite impressive statistics, and demonstrates that there is no simple quantitative correlation between these statistics and the level of fame of each event.
Chapter II’s focus is on the historiography not just of the shipwreck events, but also on memory’s influence on the historical record. This relates to some of the prior research conducted about these disasters’ places in public memory as well.   
	Chapters III through V will look in detail at three of the five top-ranked peacetime maritime disasters to determine some of the factors of why some maritime disasters have lived longer and more vividly in the public’s memory than others. These disasters were ranked based on combining the total number of popular culture items (films, documentaries, books, and video games) listed in the next section of this chapter for each ship and comparing the number of items for these ships to each other. 

1. Evidence of Shipwrecks’ Popularity
The following lists compare the number of times the twelve shipwrecks in this thesis have appeared in films, documentaries, books, and video games. This reflects how much these maritime disasters have been remembered and commemorated in popular culture.
A. Films[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  These movies were found by searching the names of the ships on the IMDB website (https://www.imdb.com/?ref_=nv_home) The results were checked by clicking on them and reading the description near the top of the pages to make sure they really are movies.] 

Britannic
1. Britannic (2000), directed by Brian Trenchard-Smith

Lusitania
1. Lusitania3D, directed by John Inwood

Titanic
1. The Chambermaid on The Titanic (1997), directed by Bigas Luna
2. In Search of the Titanic (2004), directed by Kim J. Ok
3. The Legend of the Titanic (1999), directed by Orlando Corradi and Kim J. Ok
4. A Night to Remember (1958), directed by Roy Ward Baker
5. Raise the Titanic (1980), directed by Jerry Jameson
6. S.O.S. Titanic (1979), directed by William Hale
7. Titanic (1943), directed by Herbert Selpin and Werner Klinger
8. Titanic (1953), directed by Jean Negulesco
9. Titanic (1997), directed by James Cameron 
10. Titanic (2012), directed by Kevin Lincoln and Pete Meads
11. Titanic: The Legend Lives on… (2000), directed by Camillo Teti

Wilhelm Gustloff
1. Die Gustloff (2008), directed by Joseph Vilsmaier

B. Documentaries[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  These documentaries were found by searching the names of the ships on the IMDb website (https://www.imdb.com/?ref_=nv_home) and selecting the TV option. (not the TV Episode Option). The results were checked by clicking on them and reading the description near the top of the pages to make sure they really can be considered  documentaries.  ] 

Andrea Doria
1. Andrea Doria: Are the Passengers Saved? (2016)
2. Andrea Doria: The Final Chapter (1982)
3. “Andrea Doria: Tragedy at Sea,” Season 1, Episode 24, of Deep Sea Detectives (2003)
4. Andrea Doria-74 (1970)
5. National Geographic: Last Voyage of the Andrea Doria (1996)
6. “The Sinking of the Andrea Doria,” Season 1, Episode 5, of Sea Tales (1997)
7. “The Sinking of the Andrea Doria,” Season 5, Episode 4, of Secrets of the Dead (2006)
8. The Sinking of the Andrea Doria (1998)
9.  The Sinking of the Andrea Doria: The Untold Truth (2006)

Britannic
1. “Calypso’s Search for the Britannic,” Season 1, Episode 7, of The Cousteau Odyssey (1978)
2. Inside the Britannic (2002)
3. The Mystery of the Britannic (2017)
4. Titanic’s Tragic Twin: The Britannic Disaster (2016)

Carpathia
1. “The Search for the Carpathia,” Season 1, Episode 1, of The Sea Hunters (2002)

Derbyshire
1. “The Hunt for the Derbyshire,” Season 1, Episode 12, of Deep Sea Detectives (2003)

Dona Paz
1. “M.V. Dona Paz Tragedy 1,” of Case Unclosed (2009)

Edmund Fitzgerald
1. “The Death of the Edmund Fitzgerald,” Season 1 Episode 10, of Deep Sea Detectives (2003)
2. “Rogue Wave/Edmund Fitzgerald,” Season 1, Episode 5, of Dive Detectives (2009)

Empress of Ireland
1. “Empress of Ireland: The Forgotten Wreck,” Season 1, Episode 14, of Oceans of Mystery (1998)
2. Empress of Ireland (2012)
3. The Making of “Empress of Ireland” (2014)
4. Sombré dans l'oubli: l'histoire de l'Empress of Ireland (2013)

Lusitania
1. “Last Voyage of the Lusitania” of National Geographic Explorer (1994)
2. “Lusitania Revealed” Season 1, Episode 7, of Treasure Quest (2009)
3. “The Lusitania” Season 5, Episode 23, of In Search of… (1981)
4. “They Sank the Lusitania” Season 1, Episode 5, of World War One (1964)
5. Dark Secrets of the Lusitania (2012)
6. History’s Greatest Lies: “1915-The Sinking of the Lusitania” (2017)            
7. Lusitania: Murder on the Atlantic (1998)
8. Lusitania: 18 Minutes That Changed the World (2015)
9. Shipwreck: The Lusitania (1996)
10. Sinking of the Lusitania: Terror at Sea (2007)
11. Sinking the Lusitania (2001)

Titanic
1. The Battle for Titanic (1999)
2. Beyond Titanic (1998)  
3. Deep Inside the Titanic (1999)
4. Drain the Titanic (2015)
5. Inside the Titanic (2012)
6. Last Mysteries of the Titanic (2005)
7. Nazi Titanic (2012)
8. Return to the Titanic (1981)
9. Save the Titanic with Bob Ballard (2012)
10. Titanic Adventure (2005)
11. Titanic: Anatomy of a Disaster (1997)
12. Titanic and Me (2012)
13. Titanic at 100: Mystery Solved (2012)
14. Titanic: Ballard’s Secret Mission (2008)
15. Titanic Belfast: City of a Thousand Launches (2014)
16. Titanic: Birth of a Legend (2005)
17. Titanic: Breaking New Ground (1998)
18. Titanic: The Canadian Story (2012)
19. Titanic: Death of a Dream (1994)
20. The Titanic Disaster (2011)
21. Titanic: The Final Word with James Cameron (2012)
22. Titanic: How It Really Sank (2009)
23. Titanic: The Nightmare and the Dream (1986)
24. The Titanic of Southampton (2012)
25. Titanic Revealed (2004)
26. Titanic: Secrets Revealed (1998)
27. Titanic: Sinking the Myths (2017)
28. Titanic with Len Goodman (2012), 2 episodes
29. Titanic: 20 Years Later with James Cameron (2017)
30. Titanic: 100 Years in 3D (2012)
31. Titanic’s Achilles Heel (2007)
32. Titanic’s Final Moments: Missing Pieces (2006)
33. Titanic’s Final Mystery (2012)
34. Treasures of the Titanic (1988)
35. The Unsinkable Titanic (2008)
36. Why They Sank the Titanic (2012)
37. Words of the Titanic (2012)

Wilhelm Gustloff
1. “The Sinking of the Wilhelm Gustloff,” Season 2, Episode 5, of The Sea Hunters (2002)
2. “Wilhelm Gustloff: World’s Deadliest Sea Disaster,” Season 1, Episode 14, of Unsolved History (2003)

C. Books 
	The numbers listed here are comparative results of using the search options on the Library of Congress website. They do not represent the total number of books related to each ship and its sinking. Thus, the number of books for each ship might vary at different websites, even though the relative popularity of each would be similar. 
Andrea Doria (Steamship): 15
Britannic (Ship): 8
Carpathia (Ship): 4
Derbyshire (Ship): 3 
Edmund Fitzgerald (Ship): 16
Empress of Ireland (Steamship): 13
Lusitania (Steamship): 77
Californian (Ship): 7
Republic (Ship): 1
Titanic (Steamship): 520
Wilhelm Gustloff (Ship): 4

D. Video Games[footnoteRef:3]  [3:  These video games were found by searching the names of the ships on the IMDb website (https://www.imdb.com/?ref_=nv_home) and selecting the Video Game option.] 


Titanic
1. “CR: Titanic” (2011)
2. “Dive to the Titanic” (2010)
3. “Titanic: Adventure out of Time” (1996)	
4. “Titanic Explorer” (1998)
5. “Titanic” (1989)
6. “Titanic” (2005)
These games are examples of the concept of vernacular history, in which people love history for its own sake. These people are sometimes referred to as “history buffs.” “They include volunteer museum guides, Civil War re-enactors, genealogists, players of historical games, collectors of stamps or other artifacts of the past, participants in local historical societies, and some kinds of preservationists.” [footnoteRef:4] This concept is incorporated into this thesis because there are video games involving Titanic. By playing such games, people help keep history alive in cultures beyond professional history. [4:  David Thelen, “An Essay by David Thelen: History Making in America,” The Historian 53, no. 4 (June 1991): 637. ] 

As can be seen from the lists on the last few pages, Titanic is the shipwreck that has appeared most in popular culture. The most well-known example is the 1997 film Titanic directed by James Cameron and starring Leonardo DiCaprio and Kate Winslet.[footnoteRef:5] The film has grossed over $2,000,000,000 dollars worldwide since it first came out.[footnoteRef:6] In addition, the film received nominations for fourteen Academy Awards at the 1998 Academy Awards and won eleven, including Best Picture.[footnoteRef:7] “For many people, the film’s Titanic and the actual Titanic are one and the same thing.”[footnoteRef:8] This is because “for many, Hollywood History is the only history.”[footnoteRef:9] In addition, James Cameron made extraordinary claims concerning the film’s historical accuracy: “This is real. This is what happened. Exactly like this. If you went back in a time machine and stood on the deck, this is what you would have seen…”[footnoteRef:10]     [5:  Richard Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (Houndmills, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2012), 2-3.]  [6:  IMDb, “Titanic (1997)-IMDb,” IMDb, accessed October 29, 2019 https://www.imdb.com/title/tt0120338/?ref_ =nv_sr_1?ref_=nv_sr_1.]  [7:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 2; IMDb, “Titanic (1997)-IMDb;”  IMDb, “Titanic (1997)-Awards-IMDb,” IMDb, accessed January 27, 2020, https://www.imdb.com/title/tt0120338/awards?ref_=tt_awd.]  [8:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 2.]  [9:  Mark C. Carnes, ed. (general editor), “Introduction,” in Mark C. Carnes, ed., Past Imperfect: History According to the Movies (New York: Henry Holt and Company, LLC, 1995), 9; Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 2-3.]  [10:  James Cameron “Foreword” in Ed W. Marsh, James Cameron’s Titanic (New York: Harper Collins Publishers, Inc., 1997), Foreword: vi; Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 3.  ] 

	Another reason for the film’s popularity however, has little to do with the actual Titanic. Instead, this next reason has to do with how Kate Winslet’s character Rose DeWitt Bukater became an icon for teenage girls in the late 1990s.[footnoteRef:11] In the movie, Rose seeks her own freedom and happiness, and ultimately rejects her rich, boorish, and unsympathetic fiancé Caledon Hockley, in favor of the poor artist Jack Dawson.[footnoteRef:12] This is summed up in the scene in which Caledon asks Rose if she really wants “to be a whore to a gutter rat,” and she declares “I’d rather be his whore than your wife.”[footnoteRef:13] Historian Dr. Fiona Terry-Chandler states, “to appreciate and share in the humanity of the two central characters they apparently have to be recognizable to a modern audience” and that people from 1912 would probably have found it difficult to sympathize with Rose.[footnoteRef:14] Richard Howells touches on this in the 2012 edition of his book The Myth of the Titanic in his statement that Cameron’s film “is, after all, a film of 1997 and not 1912.”[footnoteRef:15] [11:  Fiona Terry-Chandler, “Vanished Circumstance: Titanic, heritage, and film,” International Journal of Heritage Studies 6, no. 1 (2000): 73.  ]  [12:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 15-16.]  [13:  Titanic, directed by James Cameron (1997; Paramount Pictures Corporation and/or Twentieth 
Century Fox Home Entertainment, 2012), Blue-Ray + DVD + Digital Copy Collection, Blu-ray Disc, “Feature Film” disc, 1080p HD.  ]  [14:  Terry-Chandler, “Vanished Circumstance,” 73; “Dr. Fiona Terry-Chandler: Consulting Historian,” Consulting History, accessed December 20, 2019, http://consultinghistory.com.]  [15:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 16.] 

2. Statistical Comparisons
	Statistics concerning the ships and their sinkings such as their death tolls, sizes, and speeds may highlight some special distinctions of these vessels. However, as can be seen by comparing these statistics to the relative number of times these ships appeared in popular culture, there is not an absolute correlation between these statistics and how famous each ship is. It is important to remember that in at least one case, a type of statistic (speed) has contributed to a ship’s fame because it also may have been a factor in the ships’ sinking.
A. Death Tolls
1. Wilhelm Gustloff: 9,000+[footnoteRef:16] [16:  Cathryn J. Prince, The Untold Story of the Worst Maritime Disaster: Death in the Baltic: The World War II Sinking of the Wilhelm Gustloff (Houndmills, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2013), 1.] 

2. Dona Paz: 4,386 (4,375 on the Dona Paz and 11 on the ship with which it collided, MT Vector )[footnoteRef:17]  [17:  Lincoln P. Paine, Ships of the World: An Historical Encyclopedia (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Publishing Company, 1997), 148.] 

3. Titanic: 1,517[footnoteRef:18]  [18:  “Titanic” Disaster: Report of the Committee on Commerce United States Senate, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., 1912, S. res. 283 S rp. 806, 5-6, transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project: Electronic Copies of the Inquires into the Disaster,  accessed July 23, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq/USReport/AmInqRep03.php#a1 (hereinafter “U.S. Senate report”) British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic” (s.s.): The Merchant Shipping Acts, 1894 to 1906, 1912, chap. 4: Account of the Saving and Rescue of those who Survived,” sec.6: “Numbers Saved,” transcriptions available at Titanic Inquiry Project, accessed November 25, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/BOTInq/BOTReport/botRep01.php; Simon Adams, Dorling Kindersley (DK) Eyewitness Books: Titanic, 1st American ed. (New York: Dorling Kindersley (DK) Publishing Inc., 1999), 48; Lester J. Mitcham, “Passengers and Crew/Lost and Saved,” in Samuel Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic: A Centennial Reappraisal (2011; repr., Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: The History Press, 2012), 67-70; Tad Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass: The Life & Loss of the RMS Titanic, 3rd ed. (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Amberley Publishing, 2015), 272-273, back cover.; Wikipedia, “Sinking of the RMS Titanic,” Wikipedia, last modified December 30, 2019, 19:35, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sinking_of_the_RMS_Titanic. The number of fatalities in the Titanic disaster has been a subject of debate for quite some time. The US inquiry put the number of fatalities at 1,517 out of 2,223 people (the number listed above). The British Inquiry put the number at 1,490 out of 2,201. In his Eyewitness Books: Titanic, author Simon Adams states that some authorities believed that the death toll was as high as 1,635. However, because he does not cite his sources, his book’s reliability as a source is questionable. Other sources such as Wikipedia that put this number as a potential death toll are not very reliable either. However, research in the 2010s seems to indicate that the number of fatalities in the disaster was 1,496 out of 2,208 people. Nevertheless, since the sources cited here and many others put the number of fatalities near or over 1,500, the 1,517-figure listed above is still a useable number.  ] 

4. Lusitania: 1,195[footnoteRef:19]  [19:  Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Lost Liners (New York: Hyperion, 1997), 57.] 

5. Empress of Ireland: 1,012[footnoteRef:20] [20:  Ibid.,108.] 

6. Andrea Doria: 51 (46 on the Doria and 5 on the ship with which it collided, Stockholm)[footnoteRef:21]  [21:  Ibid., 207.] 

7. Derbyshire: 44[footnoteRef:22] [22:  David L. Mearns, The Shipwreck Hunter: A Lifetime of Extraordinary Discovery and Adventure in the Deep Seas (Sydney: Allen & Unwin, 2017), 53.] 

8. Britannic: 30[footnoteRef:23] [23:  Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships, Rev. ed. (Boston: Little Brown and Company, 1998), 42.] 

9. Edmund Fitzgerald: 29[footnoteRef:24] [24:  Michael Schumacher, Mighty Fitz: The Sinking of the Edmund Fitzgerald (2005; repr., Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2012), 1.] 

10. Republic: 6 (3 on the Republic and 3 on the ship with which it collided, SS Florida)[footnoteRef:25] [25:  Martin Bayerle and Gerald S. Payne, The Tsar’s Treasure: The Sunken White Star Liner with a Billion Dollar Secret, ed. Grant Bayerle (Miami Beach, FL: Barnburner Books, LLC, 2013), 5.] 

11. Carpathia: 5[footnoteRef:26]  [26:  Paine, Ships of the World, 96.] 

12. Californian: 0[footnoteRef:27] [27:  Daniel Allen Butler, The Other Side of the Night: The Carpathia, the Californian and the Night the Titanic was Lost (Drexel Hill, PA: Casemate, 2009), 215.      ] 


It is noteworthy that the two shipwrecks with by far the most fatalities do not frequently appear in popular culture. The sinking of the Wilhelm Gustloff  on January 30, 1945, near the end of World War II, with over 9,000 fatalities, has the distinction of being the world’s worst maritime disaster.[footnoteRef:28] Based on interviews with survivors and relatives of passengers not listed on the ship’s the manifest, the death toll in the sinking of Dona Paz on December 20, 1987, was around 4,375. In addition, 11 of the 13 crew members aboard the ship that collided with the Dona Paz, MT Vector, also died in that disaster. The combined death toll of 4,386 people gives the collision and sinking of these two ships the distinction of being the world’s worst peacetime maritime disaster.[footnoteRef:29]  [28:  Prince, Death in the Baltic, 1, 169. ]  [29:  Paine, Ships of the World, 148-149.] 

A third maritime disaster from the list above should also be noted for its death toll: the sinking of the Empress of Ireland on May 29, 1914, after it collided with the Norwegian collier Storstad in a fog in the St. Lawrence River.[footnoteRef:30] This disaster’s 1,012 fatalities make it the worst peacetime maritime disaster in Canadian history.[footnoteRef:31] In addition, of the 1,012 people who died in the Empress of Ireland tragedy, 840 were passengers.[footnoteRef:32] This meant that the Empress’s number of passenger fatalities was more than that of either Titanic (832) or Lusitania (791).[footnoteRef:33]     [30:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 106.]  [31:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 108; Library and Archives Canada, “Inland Waters: Investigating the Empress of Ireland,” Shipwreck Investigations at Library and Archives Canada, February 14, 2006, http://www.collectionscanada.gc.ca/sos/shipwrecks/002031-4100-e.html; “Special Service for Empress Tragedy,” Liverpool Echo, April 21, 2014; “Canada Post Remembers the Tragedy of the RMS Empress of Ireland a Century Ago with two Stamps,” Canada NewsWire, May 29, 2014.]  [32:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 108.]  [33:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 108; David Zeni, Forgotten Empress: The Tragedy of the Empress of Ireland (1998; repr., Bebington, Wirral, Merseyside, UK: Avid Publications, 2001), 1. ] 

	Despite these distinctions however, these three maritime disasters are not as well remembered as that of Titanic or Lusitania, as can be seen from the lists on popular culture items. In the case of the Gustloff, it is possible that few people know of it because the Nazi regime tried to hide the facts to keep up morale during the evacuation of Operation Hannibal.[footnoteRef:34] The Germans also may have hidden the truth about the Gustloff  because in the aftermath of the war, they were hesitant to claim that they were victims of any kind. In addition, the Russians may have hidden information about the Gustloff as well because they did not want to draw attention to the dishonorable discharge of Alexander Marinesko, the captain of the Soviet submarine that sank the Gustloff.[footnoteRef:35] [34:  Prince, Death in the Baltic, 5-6, 49-50, 62; Sarah Begley, “The Forgotten Maritime Tragedy that was 6 Times Deadlier than The Titanic,” Time, January 29, 2016, http://time.com/4198914/whilhelm-gustloff-salt-to-the-sea/. Operation Hannibal was an effort from January to May 1945 to evacuate German military personnel and civilian refugees from Nazi Germany’s eastern provinces as the Soviet Red Army began advancing toward East Prussia’s coast. This Operation succeeded in evacuating over three million German military personnel and civilians by sea.  ]  [35:  Begley, “The Forgotten Maritime Tragedy that was 6 Times Deadlier than The Titanic.” ] 

	Other reasons for the Gustloff being largely forgotten include the absence of well-known, wealthy people aboard the Gustloff during its final voyage, survivors too traumatized to talk about the sinking, German civilian guilt with association to the Nazi regime’s crimes, and German and Soviet leadership keeping it suppressed during the Cold War. The story of Gustloff only began to receive recognition after social circles in Germany allowed people to talk about it, during the first decade of the twenty-first century. Therefore, many people in Germany have only come to know about the story of Wilhelm Gustloff  starting in this century.[footnoteRef:36]  [36:  Prince, Death in the Baltic, 169, 175, 179-181; Roger Moorhouse, “Death in the Baltic,” History Today, July 2013. According to Moorhouse after examining Prince’s book, the story is still unknown to a majority of non-German people. He believes that Prince’s book lacks a grasp on the ship’s wider history and has factual and typographical errors and journalistic hyperbole. Therefore, while Moorhouse believes Price’s book brings Wilhelm Gustloff to a wider audience, he also states there has yet to be a definitive English-language account of the story.] 

	Likewise, the Dona Paz tragedy is largely forgotten outside the Philippines, the country that owned the ferry. A possible reason for this disaster not being well remembered outside the Philippines may be that many people in the western world do not pay attention to events in lesser developed countries like the Philippines.[footnoteRef:37] News articles concerning the Dona Paz tragedy from as late as 2016, however, showed that even in the Philippines, Dona Paz has not been well-remembered. For example, a December 2016 article from the Manilla Bulletin reported that few people showed up for the anniversary commemoration of the disaster that year in Catbalogan City, Samar, which along with several neighboring towns, lost more than 2,000 people in the incident. According to the Mayor of Catbalogan City, this is because few young people in the city or other areas of Samar know about the disaster. Therefore, the Catbalogan city government decided to institutionalize the anniversary in order make sure people not only know, but also never forget this part of Samar’s past. This included several activities for the thirtieth anniversary of the disaster in December 2017.[footnoteRef:38] This shows, however, that few people have known about Dona Paz even in the Philippines, despite it being a vessel owned by their country and its reputation as the world’s worst peacetime maritime disaster. As for why the sinking of the Empress of Ireland has been overshadowed by the Titanic and Lusitania disasters, that will be covered in extensive detail in Chapter V. [37:  Paul Heyer, Titanic Legacy: Disaster as Media Event and Myth (Westport, CN; London: Praeger Publishers; Greenwood Publishing Group, Inc., 1995), 153.]  [38:  Philippines News Agency, “Dona Paz Tragedy Memory Fading,” Manilla Bulletin, December 22, 2016, https://news.mb.com.ph/2016/12/22/dona-paz-tragedy-memory-fading/.   ] 

B. Size of Ships by Length (L) and Gross Registered Tonnage (GRT)

1. Derbyshire: (L): 965 feet; 91,655 tons[footnoteRef:39]  [39:  Mearns, The Shipwreck Hunter, 58. ] 

2. Britannic: (L): 882 feet; 48,158 tons[footnoteRef:40]  [40:  Tim Maltin and Eloise Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew about the Titanic… but didn’t! (2010; repr., New York: Penguin Books, 2011), 7-8.] 

3. Titanic: (L): 882 feet; 46,328 tons[footnoteRef:41] [41:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 38; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 7.] 

4. Lusitania: (L): 787 feet; 31,550 tons[footnoteRef:42] [42:  Paine, Ships of the World, 311.] 

5. Andrea Doria: (L): 697 feet; 29,100 tons[footnoteRef:43]  [43:  Richard Goldstein, Desperate Hours: The Epic Rescue of the Andrea Doria (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2001), 11. ] 

6. Wilhelm Gustloff: (L): 683.9 feet; 25,484 tons[footnoteRef:44]  [44:  Paine, Ships of the World, 575.] 

7. Republic: (L): 585 feet; 15,378 tons[footnoteRef:45]  [45:  Ibid., 427.] 

8. Empress of Ireland: (L): 570 feet; 14,191 tons[footnoteRef:46]  [46:  Ibid., 163.] 

9. Edmund Fitzgerald: (L): 729 feet; 13,632 tons[footnoteRef:47]  [47:  Ibid., 157.] 

10. Carpathia: (L): 540 feet; 13,555 tons[footnoteRef:48]  [48:  Ibid., 96.] 

11. Californian: (L): 447.6 feet; 6,223 tons[footnoteRef:49] [49:  Ibid., 87.] 

12. Dona Paz: (L): 305.4 feet; 2,324 tons[footnoteRef:50]  [50:  Ibid., 148.] 


	Two statistics stand out. First, Titanic, while the same length, width, and height as its earlier-built sister ship Olympic, had extended B-deck staterooms, additional staterooms, and other additions that increased its gross tonnage to 46,328. This is 1,204 more than Olympic’s 45,124.[footnoteRef:51] Therefore, before Titanic sank, it was the largest ship in the world.[footnoteRef:52]	 [51:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 7.  ]  [52:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 38; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 7.] 

	Second, the largest shipwreck in this thesis, Derbyshire, with a length of 965 feet and a gross tonnage of 91,655 tons, was the largest British ship ever sunk.[footnoteRef:53] Derbyshire also continues to be remembered through anniversary commemorations, museum exhibits, and plans for a memorial. There are several reasons for why Derbyshire has continued to be remembered since it sank in November 1980. Over the years, blame for the disaster has shifted from the crew making errors, to structural failure of the vessel. Safety changes were made as a result of this disaster.[footnoteRef:54] David L. Mearns, a professional shipwreck hunter who has helped find two dozen “major” shipwrecks, including Derbyshire and the battlecruiser HMS Hood (sunk on May 24, 1941 by the German battleship Bismarck) also considers it to be the most significant shipwreck he has found. This is because changes to the regulations and safety standards came as a result of the discovery of the site and the resulting investigations. Such changes included strengthening bulkheads and double bottoms in bulk carriers of 150 meters or more in length and the strengthening of the hatch covers for the forward holds of all new cargo ships. These and other changes have reduced the number of bulk carriers and other large cargo ships lost at sea.[footnoteRef:55]   [53:  Peter Elson, “Echo Shipping Lines for Christmas Eve Mon 24 Dec. 2012,” Liverpool Echo, December 24, 2012, https://www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/news/local-news/echo-shipping-lines-christmas-eve-3328102; Mearns, The Shipwreck Hunter, 58.]  [54:  Liverpool Echo, “Lest We Forget,” Liverpool Echo, September 9, 2005, https://www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/news/liverpool-news/lest-we-forget-3527472; Liverpool Echo, “Loss of MV Derbyshire Remembered,” Liverpool Echo, September 16, 2010, https://www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/news/local-news/loss-of-mv-derbyshire-remembered-3396246; Elson, “Echo Shipping Lines for Christmas Eve Mon 24 Dec. 2012;” Liverpool Echo, December 24, 2012; Alan Weston, “New Permanent Exhibition Tells Story of Tragic MV Derbyshire,” Liverpool Echo, September 8, 2012, https://www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/news/liverpool-news/new-permanent-exhibition-tells-story-3334392; Catherine Jones, “11 Things you shouldn’t Miss at Merseyside Maritime Museum,” Liverpool Echo, August 2, 2015, https://www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/whats-on/arts-culture-news/11-things-you-shouldnt-miss-9759684. ]  [55:  Mearns, The Shipwreck Hunter, 1, 80-82, 84-85, 106-107, 111-112, 153, 169, 385.] 

C. Speed of Ships
1. Andrea Doria: 26.667 Knots[footnoteRef:56]  [56:  William Henry Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic: Steamship Disaster: 1850 to the Present (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, Inc., 2003), 310.] 

2. Lusitania: 26.45 Knots[footnoteRef:57]  [57:  David Ramsay, Lusitania: Saga and Myth 1st American ed. (New York/London: W.W. Norton & Company, 2002), 24.] 

3. Titanic: 24 Knots[footnoteRef:58]  [58:  Paine, Ships of the World, 520; Hugh Brewster and Laurie Coulter, 8821/2 Amazing Answers to Your Questions about the Titanic (1998; repr., New York: Scholastic Inc., 2016), 7; Daniel Allen Butler, Unsinkable: The Full Story of the R.M.S. Titanic, Rev. ed. (Cambridge, MA: Da Capo Press, 2012), 257.] 

4. Britannic: 21+ Knots[footnoteRef:59]  [59:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 124.] 

5. Empress of Ireland: 20 Knots[footnoteRef:60]  [60:  Derek Grout, Empress of Ireland: The Story of an Edwardian Liner (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Tempus Publishing Ltd., 2001), 38.] 

6. Dona Paz: 18 Knots[footnoteRef:61]   [61:  Jan Lettens, Tony Allen, and Sergio De Phocee, “MV Dona Paz [+1987],” Wrecksite, last modified December 26, 2017, https://www.wrecksite.eu/wreck.aspx?59165. ] 

7. Republic: 16 Knots[footnoteRef:62]  [62:  Paine, Ships of the World, 427.] 

8. Wilhelm Gustloff: 15.5 Knots[footnoteRef:63]  [63:  Ibid., 575.] 

9. Derbyshire: 15.5 Knots[footnoteRef:64] [64:  Jan Lettens and Tony Allen, “MV Derbyshire [+1980],” Wrecksite, last modified December 7, 2018, https://www.wrecksite.eu/wreck.aspx?110143.] 

10. Carpathia: 15+ Knots[footnoteRef:65]   [65:  Butler, The Other Side of the Night, 23.] 

11.  Californian: 14 Knots[footnoteRef:66]  [66:  Butler, Unsinkable, 171.] 

12. Edmund Fitzgerald: 13.9036 Knots[footnoteRef:67] [67:  Schumacher, Mighty Fitz, 14. ] 


Titanic’s speed during its first voyage remains a matter of controversy. Despite rumors circulated over the decades that the ship’s crew tried to maximize its speed, Titanic’s speed could not compete with that of the Cunard Line’s Lusitania or Mauritania (nor was it intended to) in order to acquire the transatlantic speed record (known as the Blue Riband).[footnoteRef:68] However, there is evidence that on April 13, 1912 (the day before the disaster), the White Star Line’s Chairman J. Bruce Ismay and Captain Edward John Smith discussed Titanic possibly making a faster crossing than Olympic did on its first voyage and arriving in New York on the night of Tuesday, April 16, instead of the morning of Wednesday, April 17, as had been advertised for the first voyage.[footnoteRef:69] This evidence is based on an eyewitness account by First-Class passenger Elizabeth Lines during her November 1913 deposition at the Titanic Limitation of Liability Hearings.[footnoteRef:70] This speed record would have given both Titanic and its builders a major public relations boost (especially since it was the second ship in its class).[footnoteRef:71] Factors such as Elizabeth Lines’s testimony at her deposition led to popular belief that Ismay influenced or even ordered Captain Smith to keep Titanic moving at full speed.[footnoteRef:72] James Cameron even portrayed this alleged conversation in the 1997 film, where it shows Ismay urging Captain Smith to push the ship’s speed up so that Titanic’s first voyage would make headlines if they arrived in New York “on Tuesday night and surprise them all” and make it so that the latter could “retire with a bang.”[footnoteRef:73] [68:  Titanic: Death of a Dream/The Legend Lives on, directed by Jo Peltier, aired July 24, 1994, on A&E, (New Video, 2002), DVD (Titanic: The Complete Story (Special Commemorative Edition), disc 1; Adams, DK Eyewitness Books: Titanic, 12; Liz Mechem, Disasters at Sea: A Visual History of Infamous Shipwrecks (Long Island City, NY: Hammond World Atlas/Langenscheidt Publishing Group and Moseley Road Inc., 2009), 71; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 43.]  [69:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 43-44.]  [70:  “Limitation of Liability Hearings: Deposition of Elizabeth L. Lines,” November 22, 1913, pages 1-2, transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project, accessed October 26, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/lol/depositions/lines1.php; https://www.titanicinquiry.org/lol/depositions/lines2.php.]  [71:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 44.]  [72:  Titanic: Death of a Dream/The Legend Lives on, aired July 24, 1994; Titanic, 1997, “Feature Film;” Adams, DK Eyewitness Books: Titanic, 32-33; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 49-50, 52.]  [73:  Titanic, Digital Copy Collection,  “Feature Film” disc, 2012.] 

Another aspect of Titanic’s speed that remains fixed in popular memory is the fact that the ship’s speed was not reduced despite the ice warnings reported.[footnoteRef:74] Prior to the Titanic disaster however, many captains did not reduce speed in clear weather until after ice was spotted and determined to be large enough to damage their ships. Therefore, Captain Smith did not reduce Titanic’s speed because he was following a common practice for dealing with ice in clear weather.[footnoteRef:75] The Titanic disaster, of course, showed that this practice was a bad one and should not be repeated in the future.[footnoteRef:76] [74:  Walter Lord (introduction by Nathaniel Philbrick), A Night to Remember (1955; repr., New York: St. Martin Press, 2005), 87; Titanic, Digital Copy Collection,  “Feature Film” disc, 2012; Ballard and Archbold, Ghost Liners, 61; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 55.]  [75:  British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry into the Sinking of the RMS Titanic (Wreck Commissioner’s Court,  London, 1912) , day 21, June 11, 1912, question: 21,891 (much of  the text of this document has been transcribed and made available online as: “British Inquiry: The Official Transcript of the British Inquiry into the Sinking of the RMS Titanic: May 2-July 3, 1912” [cited hereinafter as British Inquiry], accessed July 12, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/downloads/BritishInquiry.pdf; British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 2: “Account of the Ship’s Journey across the Atlantic, The Messages she Received, and the Disaster,” sec.6: “Actions that should have been Taken,” transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project, accessed October 25, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/BOTInq/BOTReport /botRepAction.php; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought you Knew, 55-57.  ]  [76:  British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 2: “Account of the Ship’s Journey across the Atlantic, The Messages She Received, and the Disaster,” sec.6: “Actions that should have been Taken,” Titanic Inquiry Project. ] 

The second ship that stands out because of its speed is Lusitania. This is because it won the Blue Riband for the fastest transatlantic crossing for Great Britain early in its time of service, in late 1907.[footnoteRef:77] This record crossing took place on its second westbound crossing, in which Lusitania won with a crossing time of four days, nineteen hours and fifty-two minutes between Queenstown, Ireland, and the Ambrose Lightship (a distance of 2,780 miles) with an average speed of almost 24 knots. This was significant because it not only meant that Germany had lost the Blue Riband to a British ship, but it also symbolized Britain’s return to supremacy on the Atlantic. Lusitania’s speed is also famous because on that record-breaking voyage, it became the first ship to cross the Atlantic in less than five days.[footnoteRef:78] [77:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 43; Ramsay, Lusitania, 27-28.]  [78:  Ramsay, Lusitania, 27-28.] 

3. Conclusion
By examining the number of times these maritime disasters appear in various forms of popular culture, and by examining their statistics including death tolls, sizes, and speeds, it is possible to posit why some of them are more memorable than others. However, the two categories of data do not correlate.  While factors such as death toll, size, and speed do explain (at least partially) why a given shipwreck might be well-remembered, they do not account for why some of these disasters have become more famous than others. The most obvious example is the fact that the two shipwrecks with the highest death tolls, Wilhelm Gustloff and Dona Paz, are largely forgotten compared to Titanic, which has the third highest death toll. In his 2012 book Titanic on Trial: The Night the Titanic Sank, told through the Testimonies of her Passengers and Crew, Nic Compton notes that Titanic’s death toll of approximately 1,500 seems relatively small compared to the other two, but then goes to say “Yet how many people have heard of the Wilhelm Gustloff or the Dona Paz? And who hasn’t heard of the Titanic?”[footnoteRef:79] In the same vein, there are more popular culture items listed for the Edmund Fitzgerald than for the Gustloff and Dona Paz combined, even though the Fitzgerald had only 29 fatalities, the fourth-lowest number in the sample. Nor does size determine cultural importance: the largest ship in the thesis and the largest British ship ever sunk, Derbyshire, has fewer references in popular culture than all but two of the other ships listed (the Republic and Dona Paz). In subsequent chapters, this thesis will examine more specific reasons on why some maritime disasters are better remembered than others. [79:  Nic Compton, Titanic on Trial: The Night the Titanic Sank, told through the Testimonies of her Passengers and Crew (2012 repr., London: Bloomsbury Publishing PLC, 2012), 13. ] 
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Chapter II: Historiography 
There has been no work comparing all twelve of these shipwrecks together to examine their appearances in popular culture and their memory in the public consciousness. However, there are some works though that have covered this topic in some way that focuses on individual shipwrecks. This is true for Titanic and partly explains why it is the most widely recognized shipwreck in the world.  
One example of this is Richard Howells’s 1999 book, The Myth of the Titanic. Howells mainly focuses on the ship in late Edwardian popular culture from 1912 to 1914 and how this period became the starting point for the ship’s significance in popular culture and thus the public consciousness. He states that almost as soon as the actual Titanic sank, a second, mythical Titanic emerged to take its place. He believes that the promotion of Titanic in late Edwardian popular culture immediately after the sinking as a lesson in hubris and nemesis was a way “to construct meaning out of an arbitrary event” and “fashion meaning out of a seemingly meaningless world.” This means that Titanic ultimately became a cultural and historical icon that surpassed its historical importance with its mythical significance. Examples of this are shown in his studies of wealth and virtue, Anglo-Saxons, and the labelling of Titanic as an unsinkable ship.[footnoteRef:80] However, the book’s main focus is only on Titanic in British popular culture from 1912 to 1914 (although he does expand upon this issue to some extent in the first chapter of his 2012 centenary edition).[footnoteRef:81] [80:   Richard Howells, The Myth of the Titanic (New York: St. Martin’s Press, Scholarly and Reference Division, 1999), 1, 4, 79, 111, 136, 145-149, 151-152.]  [81:   Richard Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (Houndmills, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2012), 1-19. ] 

	One topic that Howell discusses in his book is that in the late Edwardian Era, men from the upper and upper-middle classes were seen as having the highest degree of manliness. This is because many people believed there was a connection between wealth and character (as well as intellect). This is also shown for the revering of men like Titanic passenger and multimillionaire Benjamin Guggenheim, who died like gentlemen. This also played a role in late Edwardian history makers interpreting the survival rates of those aboard Titanic.[footnoteRef:82] For example, there were some people in the culture of 1912–1914 like musician F.V. St. Clair, author and journalist Phillip Gibbs, and author Filson Young who declared that rich and poor went down together on Titanic, and that social class made no difference in who lived or died.[footnoteRef:83] However, the facts show otherwise. For example, according to Filson Young’s own research, there was an approximate survival rate of 63% percent of First Class, 42% of Second Class, and 25% of Third Class. Second, he also states that 97% of First-Class women, 84% of Second-Class women, and 55% of Third-Class women survived. Third, Young states that while all of the children in First and Second Class survived, only about 30% of the Third-Class children did. [footnoteRef:84] In addition, approximately 54 of the 173 First-Class men (or about 31%) survived compared to 15 out of 157 Second-Class men (about 10%) and 69 of 476 Third-Class men (about 14 %). Last, the figures involving First-Class men and Third-Class children show that more than twice of the former survived than the latter.[footnoteRef:85] [82:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 140-144, 162-164, 169-170.]  [83:  Phillip Gibbs (for Lloyds Weekly News), “Titanic In Memoriam Number,” “The Deathless Story of the Titanic,” Daily Graphic April 20, 1912 (1912), 12, 26; Filson Young, Titanic (London, 1912), 119; and F.V. St. Clair, “The Ship that will Never Return” recorded 1912, E Marks & Son, London, all quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 162-164.]  [84:  Young, Titanic, 119, 203-204, quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 164.]  [85:  U.S. Senate report , 5-6.] 

Therefore, social class did a play a role in the survival rates for the different classes of Titanic’s passengers.[footnoteRef:86] However, the people of late Edwardian era society chose to the ignore the evidence available at the time in order to perpetuate the myth of the heroics of those in First Class and to embrace the idea that class made no difference in who lived or died in the disaster. To further perpetuate this myth, people also ignored certain misdeeds of the wealthy, such as the fact that Guggenheim was travelling with a mistress or that John Jacob Astor IV, the richest person on board, tried to accompany his pregnant wife into a lifeboat, but was ordered out, rather than simply seeing his wife off. These facts were ignored because even questioning that vision would have spoiled the story that the people of 1912–1914 culture wanted to know and tell.[footnoteRef:87] [86:  For more information, see Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 162-168; Tim Maltin and Eloise Aston, 101 Things You Thought you Knew about the Titanic… but didn’t! (2010; repr., New York: Penguin Books, 2011), 184-197; Bill Wormstedt, “An Analysis of the Bodies recovered from the Titanic,” Bill Wormstedt’s Titanic, last modified June 7, 2011, https://wormstedt.com/titanic/analysis.html; Bill Wormstedt and Tad Fitch, “An Account of the Saving of Those on Board” in Samuel Halpern et. al., Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic: A Centennial Reappraisal (2011; repr., Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: The History Press, 2012), 134; Dave Gittins, Cathy Akers-Jordan, [and George Behe], “Too Few Boats, Too Many Hindrances,” in Halpern et. al., Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 167-169; Samuel Halpern, “ Summary of the Findings of this Report,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 282; Cathy Akers-Jordan and George Behe, “The Question of Locked Gates,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 352-374; Tad Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass: The Life & Loss of the RMS Titanic, 3rd ed. (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Amberley Publishing, 2015), 364-365; Eugene Nesmeyanov (With Forewords by James P. Delgado and George Behe), The Titanic Expeditions: Diving to the Queen of the Deep: 1985-2010 (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: The History Press, 2018), 199-202. These sources and the topic of social class influencing survival rates tie into the continuing debate as to whether locked gates and some crew members kept Third-Class passengers below deck, instead of allowing them to escape. There is some evidence of this happening, based on the research of eyewitnesses, examination of the number and percentage of Third-Class passengers whose were bodies recovered from the surface shortly after the sinking, and evidence on the ocean floor at the wreck site. There are some who believe, however, that these incidents were few and far between, as well as poorly documented, and therefore have been overblown over the years. It should also be noted the gates on Titanic segregating Third-Class passengers from the other classes were installed because of immigration laws in place to prevent the spread of disease. Whatever the truth about this issue, there are other factors that kept Third-Class passengers from getting to the ship’s boat deck in time. First, there was the complex layout of the lower decks (which is where the Third-Class passengers were berthed). Second, there were no signs or notations directing Third-Class passengers to the boat deck. Third, many Third-Class passengers could not read or speak English. Fourth, even once many Third-Class passengers got to the open deck, they emerged on the aft well deck and poop deck areas and had trouble getting up to the lifeboats because barriers and crew members prevented access to the First- and Second-Class portions of the boat deck (there were no Third-Class areas on the boat deck and no boats in the Third-Class deck areas). The crew did not unlock those until the later stages of the sinking. Fifth, while some took the initiative to save themselves (such as forcing themselves through barriers and crew members or finding another way up to the boat deck), some Third-Class passengers chose to wait at the stern and others simply did nothing but pray and wait for death to come. Sixth, the crew made hardly any organized efforts to get Third-Class passengers up to the boat deck. Seventh, some women allowed on the boat deck decided to stay on the ship because it was too cold and/or they thought the ship was safer than getting in a small rowboat in the mid-Atlantic on such a dark, cold night. Because of the reassurance of stewards who did not know the ship sinking, many Third-Class passengers stayed below deck until it was too late. Eighth, some of the Third-Class women called up to the boat deck refused to leave their husbands, who had to wait below because of the rule of women and children first.   ]  [87:       Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 140-144, 152-156, 162-164, 170. Howells’s interpretation of class survival and manliness and heroics aboard the ship is an example of how “history makers select from many possible experiences the ones that serve their need and assemble those experiences into an interpretation or story.” David Thelen, “An Essay by David Thelen: History Making in America,” The Historian 53, no. 4 (June 1991): 640.] 

	Howells also discusses the promotion of white, Anglo-Saxon heroes from the Titanic disaster.[footnoteRef:88] A popular song from the late Edwardian Era written by Paul Pelham and Lawrence Wright proclaimed proudly that, “Our men knew how to die.”[footnoteRef:89] As said in a recording by a B. Scott, it was also stated in the aftermath of the sinking that “the heroes of the Titanic ‘sacrificed their lives for others in obedience to the instinct of their race.’”[footnoteRef:90] As can be seen by this evidence, people believed that racial superiority was not learned, but innate. Examples of this belief include the promotion of Captain Smith and his supposed last words before Titanic sank: “Be British!” and the work of the ship’s two wireless operators Jack Phillips and Harold Bride as the ship sank as devotion to “duty” which was “British” in quality.  [88:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 171.]  [89:  Paul Pelham and Lawrence Wright, “Be British!,” recorded 1912, The Lawerence Wright Music Co., London, quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 190. ]  [90:  B. Scott, “Stand to your Post” (record “In Remembrance of the Titanic”), sung by Ernest Gray, recorded 1912, the Winner label (UK, 1912), 78 rpm, quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 190.] 

	In addition, people who did act heroically that night but who were not Anglo-Saxon (such as Benjamin Guggenheim and Isidor Straus, who were both Jewish, and the latter who was an immigrant) were promoted to honorary Britons or Anglo-Saxons, because “they were English speakers.”[footnoteRef:91] Also, both popular texts of the late Edwardian years of 1912–1914 and people like Fifth Officer Harold G. Lowe at the United States Senate inquiry hearings into the disaster demonized certain other kinds of people onboard the ship and lifeboats, calling “Italian” and “Latin” people “cowards” and “beasts” (among other negative descriptions).[footnoteRef:92] [91:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 171-182, 190-191 (people in Britain during the late Edwardian years of 1912-14 made promotions such as those involving Captain Smith and Titanic’s wireless operators because back then, to “Be British” was an expression referring to manliness and bravery).]  [92:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 181-183, 298; Walter Lord (introduction by Nathaniel Philbrick), A Night to Remember, (1955; repr., New York: St. Martin Press, 2005), 94; Hearings of a Subcommittee of the Senate Commerce Committee pursuant to S. Res. 283, to Investigate the Causes leading to the Wreck of of the White Star liner “Titanic,” “United States Senate Inquiry: Day 5: Testimony of Harold G. Lowe cont.,” pages 6-7, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., April 24, 1912,  pages 6-7, S. Doc. 726, transcriptions available at Titanic Inquiry Project, accessed October 26, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq/AmInq05Lowe06.php; https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq/AmInq05Lowe07.php; Wyn Craig Wade, The Titanic: End of A Dream , Rev. ed. (New York: Penguin Books, 1986), 213-216; Archibald Gracie, The Truth about the Titanic (New York: Mitchell Kennerley, 1913), 156-157, https://archive.org/details/truthabouttitani00grac/mode/2up; Gibbs, “Titanic In Memoriam Number,” “The Deathless Story of the Titanic,” Daily Graphic April 20, 1912, 12, quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 181-182; Young, Titanic, 117, quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 181-182.] 

	Last, the popular British texts of the time used all the good and heroic things from the inquiry hearings and media about Titanic and omitted everything that was not, such as “the cursory sea-trials, the scarcity of lifeboats, the lack of a lifeboat drill, the absence of binoculars, the inexperience of the crew, the speed of the ship, the warnings of ice, the confusion in the loading of the boats, and the uncomfortable correlation between social class and survival rate.” This occurred so that in the days following the Titanic disaster, the facts about the tragedy could be reanimated in order to turn it into a triumph.[footnoteRef:93] However, while positive in-group biases like those discussed are likely to enhance social identities and commitment to groups, they are also likely to contribute to conflict and misunderstanding between individuals and groups.[footnoteRef:94] An example of this is that the criticism of Italians onboard Titanic during the inquiry hearings was so severe that the Italian ambassador had Fifth Officer Lowe apologize for using the word “Italian” as a synonym for “coward” (and for assuming in his testimony that everyone that behaved badly in general during the sinking must have been Italian).[footnoteRef:95] [93:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 171-182, 188-191, 201. One characteristic for history and memory is collective memory, which according to authors Chris Weedon and Glenn Jordan in their 2012 Social Semiotics article “Collective memory: Theory and Politics,” “signifies narratives of past experiences constituted by and on behalf of specific groups within which they find meaningful forms of identification that may empower.” This in turn helps to create, sustain, and reproduce communities with which individuals can identify with and thus give them a sense of history, place, and belonging. These groups involved the concept of collective memory vary in size and complexity, from nations, ethnic or religious groups, local communities, and families. Weedon and Glenn’s article outlines key issues in current approaches to cultural and collective memory. It also reflects on memory’s relation to history and its social, cultural and political roles, and addresses the issues of affect, post-memory and counter-memory. Here, its most relevant point is that collective memory is always a social product that is shaped by specific interests and power relations. This can be seen in Howell’s analysis of the promotion of white and Anglo-Saxon heroes from the Titanic disaster, which shows specific groups use concepts of history and memory within which they find meaningful forms of identification that may empower them, such as celebration of the heroics and thus the proclaimed racial and ethnic superiority of British, Anglo-Saxon, and white people. See Chris Weedon and Glenn Jordan, “Collective memory: Theory and Politics,” Social Semiotics 22, no. 2 (April 13, 2012): 143-144. ]  [94:  Baljinder Sahdra and Michael Ross, “Group Identification and Historical Memory,” Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin 33, no. 3 ( March 1, 2007): 393. ]  [95:  Lord, A Night to Remember (repr. 2005), 94; Hearings of a Subcommittee of the Senate Commerce Committee pursuant to S. Res. 283, to Investigate the Causes leading to the Wreck of of the White Star liner “Titanic,” “United States Senate Inquiry: Day 5: Testimony of Harold G. Lowe cont.,” pages 6-7, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., April 24, 1912, pages 6-7, S. Doc. 726, Titanic Inquiry Project; Wade, The Titanic, 213-216; Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (2012), 182-183.] 

	Last, in the original 1999 edition of the book, Howells also compared the memory of Titanic’s sinking with that of Dona Paz. However, his comparison is brief. In addition, Howell does not mention Dona Paz by name, and gives an incorrect date for the incident (April 1980 instead of December 1987). While some readers may know that Howells is referring to the Dona Paz, based on the facts (that the disaster off the Philippines involved a collision between a ferry and an oil tanker and that it caused almost three times the fatalities as the Titanic disaster), others readers may not, as Howells states only that, “the Philippines ferry disaster is little remembered outside the Philippines.”[footnoteRef:96] [96:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic (1999), 1, 161. An endnote concerning this brief comparison between Titanic and the Dona Paz states that the Philippines ferry disaster claimed 4,375 lives (the number of fatalities aboard Dona Paz), further proof that this is the Dona Paz disaster Howells is referring to in his book; Lincoln P. Paine, Ships of the World: An Historical Encyclopedia, (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Publishing Company, 1997), 148-149. ] 

	Another book related to the meaning the Titanic disaster had for people in the United States is Steven Biel’s Down with the Old Canoe: A Cultural History of the Titanic Disaster, published in 1996. Biel argues that the disaster exposed existing anxieties about modernity and served as a “social drama” through which people in the United States could understand through already existing concerns, hopes, beliefs, and ideas. His research for Down with the Old Canoe involves issues of society from 1912 and since then from their relation to the Titanic disaster.  Biel also says that this book and the research was for both the general public and himself so that they could all make sense of the disaster by examining the reasons it has become “one of the great mythic events of the twentieth century.” As Biel states, the disaster “seared itself into American memory not because it was timeless but because it was timely.” In 1912, people in the United States said that the disaster spoke to the concerns of the contemporary politics, society, and culture of that time. “Although many of them claimed to have found transhistorical truths in the disaster, such claims were themselves historically grounded in their own present circumstances and ideological purposes.” Therefore, Biel stated that people in general, rather than trying to find the significance in the Titanic disaster, wished to shape it in a way that they hoped it would be remembered.
An example of Titanic’s influence on society in the years since 1912 discussed by Biel is the 1955 book A Night to Remember by Walter Lord. According to Biel, this book gave the best retelling of the Titanic disaster since 1912. He also stated that because of this, there were two important years in the creation of the Titanic myth: 1912 and 1955. He believes that the effect this book, and Titanic in general, had on society in the 1950s is that it made people nostalgic for an alternate world that had not transitioned into the atomic age. A Night to Remember made people see an era of confidence and certainty, which many longed for during the Cold War. In addition, people such as “reviewers uncritically accepted Walter Lord’s idea that the disaster marked a point of radical discontinuity.”[footnoteRef:97] According to one reviewer, for example, “It was the end of an era of security and the beginning of a time of danger and disbelief.”[footnoteRef:98] To these people, the Titanic disaster was a catastrophe that, despite assurances of its impossibility, brought about a new era of anxiety and fear in which “nothing was fail-safe.” Biel’s argument in this case seems well supported because of the anxiety of people worldwide during the Cold War.[footnoteRef:99]                                                                                                                                       Walter Lord briefly demonstrated the beliefs about Titanic’s era in the text of A Night of Remember by saying that: [97:  Steven Biel, Down with the Old Canoe: A Cultural History of the Titanic Disaster (New York; London: W.W. Norton & Company, 1996), 8, 132, 149, 156-158.]  [98:  Burke Wilkinson, “The Nightmare of April 14, 1912,” review of A Night to Remember, by Walter Lord (New York: Holt, Rinehart, & Winston, 1955), New York Times, November 20, 1955, quoted in Biel, Down with the Old Canoe, 158. NOTE: Wilkinson reviewed the original 1955 edition of Walter Lord’s A Night to Remember. All citations to Lord’s book throughout this thesis are to the 2005 reprint published by St. Martin’s press, which has a few differences from the book’s original 1955 edition.]  [99:  Biel, Down with the Old Canoe, 156-158. For more information concerning the topics covered in the last two paragraphs and other related topics, please read the entire book.] 

Overriding everything else, the Titanic also marked the end of a general feeling of confidence. Until then men felt they had found the answer to a steady, orderly, civilized life… The Titanic woke them up. Never again would they be quite so sure of themselves.

Last, Lord states: 

	The unending sequence of disillusionment that has followed can’t be blamed on the 	Titanic, but she was the first jar. Before the Titanic, all was quiet. Afterward all was 	tumult. As a result, to anybody who lived at the time, the Titanic more than any other 	single event marks the end of the old days, and the beginning of a new, uneasy era. 

Lord supported these claims based on interviews he conducted with several survivors of the disaster and other sources. Examples of these points are shown in his examination of the lessons learned from the disaster and issues with social class and race.[footnoteRef:100]  [100:  Lord, A Night to Remember (repr., 2005), 87-96, 153-159. ] 


In addition to the works discussed, it should also be noted there are works of literature that provide examples for this thesis that have some comparison of these shipwrecks to one another. For example, David Zeni’s 1998 book (and its 2001 reprint) Forgotten Empress: The Tragedy of the Empress of Ireland, briefly analyzes the idea that while the Empress of Ireland’s sinking was part of a triumvirate of maritime disasters that occurred within three years of each other, along with Titanic and Lusitania, it has been largely been overshadowed by the latter two. However, despite this statement and the title of his book, Zeni only briefly mentions it on page 1 and the back cover of the 2001 reprint. His reasons for this overshadowing are only discussed on pages 188-191, with a only brief reference to the Lusitania on comparing the memory of the two ships on page 188.[footnoteRef:101] [101:  David Zeni, Forgotten Empress: The Tragedy of the Empress of Ireland (1998; repr., Bebington, Wirral, Merseyside, UK: Avid Publications, 2001), 1, 188-191, back cover.] 

	In Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold’s 1997 book Lost Liners, there are a number of reasons listed why the Empress of Ireland is not as well remembered as Titanic, but it is less thorough than Zeni’s book and is only mentioned on two pages.[footnoteRef:102] In addition, Ballard and Archbold only briefly mention some reasons for this issue in their shorter 1998 work Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships.[footnoteRef:103] In addition, Ghost Liners has no citations, making it less reliable as an academic source. Lastly, in Lost Liners, Ballard and Archbold only use a single paragraph to compare Titanic, Lusitania, and Britannic together, and give reasons as to why the latter is not as widely remembered as the former two.[footnoteRef:104] [102:  Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Lost Liners (New York: Hyperion, 1997), 109-110.]  [103:  Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships, Rev. ed. (Boston: Little Brown and Company, 1998), 26.]  [104:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 134.] 

	In Nic Compton’s book Titanic on Trial: The Night the Titanic Sank, Told through the Testimonies of her Passengers and Crew, there is a brief comparison on the first page of the Introduction chapter between Titanic, Wilhelm Gustloff, and Dona Paz. It compares the three by the number of fatalities in each shipwreck, with the Gustloff’s more than nine thousand deaths (making it history’s worst maritime disaster) and Dona Paz disaster’s approximately four thousand deaths (making it history’s worst peacetime maritime disaster), making the approximately fifteen hundred deaths in the Titanic disaster seem small in comparison.[footnoteRef:105] In addition to only this short comparison, the book has no citations. This is thus a popular source that is not reliable in an academic paper. [105:  Nic Compton, Titanic on Trial: The Night the Titanic Sank, Told through the Testimonies of her Passengers and Crew (2012 repr., London: Bloomsbury Publishing PLC, 2012), 13.] 

However, there have been other, more reliable sources that discuss these shipwrecks’ places in historical memory and popular culture. For example, in 2012, John R. Beck published an article concerning the Edmund Fitzgerald’s place in historical memory entitled, “History and Memory: Commemorations for SS Edmund Fitzgerald.” In the article, he discussed how an event can be so important to the history and memory of a given culture that commemorations are constructed as a result. Beck gives examples of several types of commemorations for the Edmund Fitzgerald such as videos of commemorations, audio of ship-to-shore-communications, radio broadcasts, websites, books, documentaries on DVD, t-shirt stores, paintings, coffee mugs, key chains, Christmas ornaments, music, and plays.[footnoteRef:106]  [106:  John R. Beck, “History and Memory: Commemorations for SS Edmund Fitzgerald,” International Journal of Maritime History 24, no. 1 (June 1, 2012): 203, 206, 217-219, https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/084387141202400109.] 

In addition, Beck discusses the different aspects of commemorations, such as the reasons why people feel the need to remember such events: to bring people together, to educate them, and drive them to action to improve the present and thus affect the future. One example is taking steps to improve regulations so that a catastrophe like the one that befell the Fitzgerald will not happen again. He also examined the sense of place where people gather to commemorate the disaster, which includes the primary places in Duluth, Detroit, and Whitefish Point. He also notes that people connected or interested in the Fitzgerald congregate on websites like Wikipedia, Shipwreck Museum, Ssedmundfitzgerald, Ssefo, GLEW, GLMI, and Boatnerd. Beck also looked at how sometimes commemorations can become sources of contention. This includes the numerous theories as to why the Fitzgerald sank in the first place. That is because of the people who are blamed for the incident based on each of these particular theories, including the crew, owners and insurance companies, or the government. Beck also discusses that contention has arisen in commemorations over the meaning of the wreck site. The two main groups involved in these issues are families of those who died in the sinking who see it as a gravesite that should be undisturbed, and divers and other groups who wish to commercially exploit the wreck. 
The reason for studying these and other aspects of commemoration is because, according to Beck, studies of memory and history do not have conflicting points of view. “Rather, they may serve as complementary tools of analysis that together provide a fuller, richer understanding of the past.” He also believes that “only through a complementary study of both history and memory can the historian develop full working narratives of an event.” Beck concludes the article by saying that both the history and memory of the Edmund Fitzgerald and the twenty-nine crew members lost in Lake Superior on November 10, 1975, live on and will continue to do so in the individual and collective society of the Great Lakes as long as society seeks to remember them.[footnoteRef:107] [107:  Ibid., 203, 206, 208-210, 212-214, 218-219, 227. This article relates to the memory of twentieth century maritime disasters via the concept of Instrumental History, in which people use historical understanding to achieve other goals, such as marketing commodities. For more information, see Thelen, “An Essay by David Thelen: History Making in America,” 634-635; Carmel R. McGill, “The Ethical and Legal Issues in Salvaging the Titanic,” JOM: The Member Journal of the Minerals, Metals, & Materials Society; New York 50, no. 1  (January 1998): 16; Nesmeyanov, The Titanic Expeditions, 151, 207, 249, 299 (showing how Titanic has become heavily popularized and commercialized and thus has become largely a business).  ] 

	Another related source is Robert C. Moyer’s 2014 article, “‘When that great ship went down’: Modern maritime disasters and collective memory.” This article describes how maritime disasters are overrepresented in popular culture and generate more public interest than disasters involving other forms of transportation. To that effect, Moyer lists four factors that make shipwrecks more memorable than other types of disasters. First is that shipwrecks have what is called the “unsinkable” effect. For example, both the Titanic and another well-known shipwreck, the Edmund Fitzgerald (the largest ship on the Great Lakes when it first entered service in 1958) had this effect. This is because they both had the most modern safety features of their times and were the largest of their class of ship when they sank. When ships like this are lost, it is seen as a failure not just of one ship, but also of the industries that built them and the companies and agencies that regulated their construction and operation. As a result, maritime disasters generate “a sense of shock that causes individuals to question their faith in technology as a whole.”[footnoteRef:108] [108:  Robert C. Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down:’ Modern maritime disasters and collective memory,” The International Journal of Maritime History 26, no. 4 (November 20, 2014): 734-736, 748.
] 

	Another example of Moyer’s is the “celebrity victim” factor. Titanic’s First-Class passenger list included some of the wealthiest and most well-known people in the world at that time, such as millionaires John Jacob Astor and Benjamin Guggenheim, engineer Washington Roebling (whose firm built the Brooklyn Bridge), and actress Dorothy Gibson. Other First-Class passengers aboard Titanic included other well-known business tycoons, political figures, actors, artists, writers, and journalists. Another famous sunken ocean liner, the Andrea Doria, had passengers including movie stars Ruth Roman and Betsy Drake, ballet stars Istvan Rabovsky and Nora Kovach, then mayor of Philadelphia, Richard Dilworth, and songwriter Mike Stoller. Moyer states that celebrity “household names” on a sinking ship often serves as a catalyst for an emotional response from the general population. Therefore, when celebrities die in a maritime disaster, it makes it to clear to the public that not even the wealthy are safe in such a situation.
	Moyer also states that some maritime disasters get more attention than other types of disasters due to the emotive notion that those who die in these disasters are “lost to the sea.” This is because bodies from shipwrecks are often not recovered. For their loved ones who are already devastated by the loss, it becomes more emotionally damaging not to have a body to bury. Therefore, they cannot find the solace and closure that comes from having a funeral with a burial.[footnoteRef:109] In the case of the Edmund Fitzgerald, none of the twenty-nine crew members’ bodies were recovered.[footnoteRef:110] [109:  Ibid., 748-749.]  [110:  The legend of Lake Superior never giving up its dead comes from Lake Superior’s cold temperatures that inhibit the growth of bacteria, which otherwise create gases that makes corpses buoyant. This fact and legend came into popular culture when Canadian folk singer Gordon Lightfoot read the article and incorporated its message into “the song that ultimately defined his successful career,” “The Wreck of the Edmund Fitzgerald”.  James R. Gaines and Jon Lowell, “Great Lakes: The Cruelest Month,” Newsweek (November 24, 1975): 48; Gordon Lightfoot, “The Wreck of the Edmund Fitzgerald,” recorded December 1975, Eastern Sound Studios, Toronto, both quoted in Moyer “‘When that great ship went down,’” 749. ] 

	The fourth factor Moyer believes helps promote some maritime disasters over other types of transportation disasters is their portrayal as having an air of mystery surrounding them, involving the intervention of the hand of fate. He notes that shipwrecks like Edmund Fitzgerald are not often able to have the same level of scrutiny and thorough investigation into their tragedies as other kinds of transportation, such as airplane crashes like the Tenerife accident in 1977. In Fitzgerald’s case, the storm that sank it did so in a matter of seconds and without warning, despite it having shipboard radar, radio, and satellite-based weather forecasting and that it was in visual, radar, and radio range of another ship. As a result, over the last few decades, many different theories on the causes of the Fitzgerald’s sinking have developed and continue to be debated among Great Lake historians, sailors, and others interested in the disaster. 
	However, Moyer’s article leaves room for further research for several reasons. First, Moyer makes an observation related to this thesis’s main topic: that the sinkings of some ships like SS Marine Electric in February 1983 are not as widely remembered compared to other types of transportation disasters. (and thus, probably not as well as the other maritime disasters (such as the ones Moyer discusses) as well). Second, he only discusses three of the shipwrecks that this thesis covers: Titanic, Andrea Doria, and Edmund Fitzgerald. This article also compares maritime disasters to other types of disasters involving transportation, rather than to each other. [footnoteRef:111]  [111:  Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down,’” 734-738, 747-750.] 

	There are some works that do cover all or most of the shipwrecks in this thesis, such as Lincoln P. Paine’s 1997 book Ships of the World: An Historical Encyclopedia. It has sections containing information on eleven of the shipwrecks discussed here (as well in some cases, the reasons for their infamy).[footnoteRef:112] The only shipwreck for this thesis that the book does not cover is the MV Derbyshire. However, since the book covers hundreds of ships, Paine does not give a truly thorough examination for each one. In addition, some of the information in the book may be out of date (published in 1997). Lastly, the information it does have on the maritime disasters in this thesis, except for two exceptions with Titanic and Edmund Fitzgerald, does not discuss their place in popular culture and thus in historical memory.        [112:  Paine, Ships of the World, 27, 81, 87, 96, 148-149, 157-158, 163, 311-312, 427, 520-522, 575.] 

In this chapter, an examination of several works of literature described research conducted on these maritime disasters’ place in the public memory in the years since they occurred. However, as has been revealed, not all twelve shipwrecks discussed in this thesis are examined or even mentioned in these texts. For example, authors like Richard Howells’s, Steven Biel’s, and Walter Lord’s books only concern Titanic. Robert C. Moyer’s article, “‘When that great ship went down:’ Modern maritime disasters and collective memory,” covers only a few of the shipwrecks in this thesis. In addition, the maritime disasters Moyer discusses are mainly compared to disasters involving other forms of transportation. The other works did not focus on the memory of these disasters and only briefly mentioned this topic concerning the shipwrecks in their text, such as in the works by David Zeni and Robert Ballard and Rick Archbold. When they did discuss memory, they only compared a few of them. Furthermore, some of these texts were popular rather than academic texts, such as Robert Ballard and Rick Archbold’s Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships and Nic Compton’s Titanic on Trial: The Night the Titanic Sank, Told through the Testimonies of her Passengers and Crew. Lincoln P. Paine’s 1997 book, Ships of the World: An Historical Encyclopedia, provides only basic descriptions of eleven of the shipwrecks in this thesis and does not discuss their place in popular culture and historical memory (though there are two exceptions in this book with Titanic and the Edmund Fitzgerald).
There has never been a comprehensive, scholarly text focusing on comparing multiple twentieth-century maritime disasters to determine why some are better remembered than others. This topic will be covered in more detail in the following three chapters by examining three famous shipwrecks from the twentieth century: Titanic, Andrea Doria, and Empress of Ireland.     


Chapter III: The “Unsinkable” Titanic	
RMS Titanic was the second-built ship of the White Star Line’s Olympic-class ocean liners. With a length of 882.9 feet and gross tonnage of 46,328 tons, Titanic was the largest ship in the world at the time of its first voyage in April 1912. In addition, because of its watertight compartment design that allowed it to stay afloat with its first four compartments flooded, some people proclaimed it to be unsinkable. Titanic left Southampton, England, on April 10, 1912, bound for New York City. However, at 11:40 p.m. on April 14, the ship struck an iceberg. The resulting sideswipe collision opened six watertight compartments. As a result, Titanic sank in two hours and forty minutes. The ship had enough lifeboats for only a little over half of those onboard and many of the boats were only partially filled when they departed the sinking ship. As a result, the sinking itself and the freezing waters of the North Atlantic Ocean’s Labrador Current claimed the lives of 1,517 of the ship’s 2,223 passengers and crew. 
	There are many reasons why Titanic has become the most well-known shipwreck of the twentieth century, and perhaps, of all time.[footnoteRef:113] Perhaps the most significant reason is Titanic’s supposed unsinkability, due to the irony of an “unsinkable” ship sinking on its first voyage with a large loss of life. Another significant reason for remembrance has to do with the changes made to safety regulations at sea as a result of the Titanic disaster. Specifically, there were new laws stating that ships should have enough lifeboats for everyone aboard. [113:  Brandy Lockhart, “Steamship Wrecks from the Late Nineteenth to Early Twentieth Centuries as Archeological Sites” (master’s thesis, Flinders University, 2006), 62.] 

1. Titanic’s Purported Unsinkability 
	A. “Unsinkability” in Popular Culture
	In the foreword to his bestselling book, A Night to Remember, Walter Lord compares Titanic to Titan, the fictional ship from Morgan Robertson’s 1898 novel which like the former, struck an iceberg in the Atlantic Ocean on a cold April night and sank. In addition, Lord mentions similarities between the two ships in terms of size, speed, the wealth of their First-Class passengers, the maximum capacity of people the two ships could carry, the lack of lifeboats for that capacity, and that both ships were thought to be “unsinkable.” Later, Lord proclaims that after the Titanic disaster, “nobody believed in the ‘unsinkable ship.’”[footnoteRef:114]	 [114:  Walter Lord (introduction by Nathaniel Philbrick), A Night to Remember, (1955; repr., New York: St. Martin Press, 2005), Foreword: xix-xx, 87. ] 

	In the 1958 British film based on Walter Lord’s book of the same name, Titanic’s purported unsinkability is referred to several times. First, in the scene where the ship’s designer Thomas Andrews tells Captain Smith the damage from collision with the iceberg would cause the ship to sink, the latter states, “But she can’t sink. She’s unsinkable.” Andrews also points out that the ship could stay afloat with four of its first five watertight compartments flooded, but not with all five flooded (even with the pumps keeping the water down in the sixth compartment opened by the collision). In the next scene, Captain Smith orders his officers to get the lifeboats ready and the passengers readied to abandon ship, but J. Bruce Ismay asks him if he is exaggerating the danger and asks where Andrews is. The captain says, “I’m acting on his advice. This ship is going to founder.” Ismay states his disbelief by saying, “But she can’t!” In another scene, showing the First-Class passengers called to put on their lifebelts and go on deck, one woman states her distaste for the situation and says, “Everybody knows this ship can’t sink.” In another scene, Carpathia’s wireless operator receives Titanic’s distress call and reports it to First Officer James Dean saying, “They want us to come at once! They’re sinking!” Dean dismisses it, saying, “The Titanic? Don’t be a fool.” Last, a scene set during the sinking shows a group of men playing cards in the First-Class smoking room; those men notice the ship’s increasing list forward and one of them says it is probably nothing serious and that the ship cannot sink.[footnoteRef:115] [115:  A Night to Remember, directed by Roy Ward Baker (1958; The Criterion Collection, 2000), DVD. ] 

	The 1996 television miniseries “Titanic” directed by Robert Liebermann and James Cameron’s 1997 film show similar examples of Titanic’s supposed unsinkability. In a scene of the second episode of the TV miniseries, set shortly before the ship’s break-up and final plunge, Captain Smith discusses with one of his officers a line he read in a newspaper: “God himself cannot sink this ship.” He then goes on to say, “She was appropriately named. The Titans dared to challenge the Gods, and for their arrogance, they were cast down into Hell.”[footnoteRef:116] In the 1997 film when Rose and her fiancé Caledon arrive at Titanic’s pier in Southampton to board the ship, Ruth looks at the ship and comments by saying, “So this is the ship they say is unsinkable.” Caledon then replies, “It is unsinkable. God himself could not sink this ship.”[footnoteRef:117]  [116:  Titanic, season 1, episode 2, “Titanic: Part 2,” directed by Robert Liberman, aired November 19, 1996, on CBS (Boulevard Entertainment, 2012), DVD (100th Anniversary Edition), disc 2.  ]  [117:  Titanic, directed by James Cameron (1997; Paramount Pictures Corporation and/or Twentieth Century Fox Home Entertainment, 2012), Blue-Ray + DVD + Digital Copy Collection, Blu-ray Disc, “Feature Film” disc, 1080p HD.] 

	Over the years, multiple books have referenced Titanic’s purported unsinkability. One book is Hugh Brewster and Laurie Coulter’s 1998 work 8821/2Amazing Answers to Your Questions about the Titanic. Brewster and Coulter’s book also illustrates that Titanic’s supposed unsinkability and its story in general are themes told to children and teenagers. One reference to Titanic’s supposed unsinkability is the question “Was it built to be unsinkable?” In the answer, it states:
The hull was built with a double bottom. As a safety feature, it was divided into 16 watertight compartments. The ship could stay afloat with any two of the middle compartments, or four of the first compartments, flooded. Since it was thought that even the worst collision would damage no more than two compartments, the Titanic was considered practically unsinkable.

	Another reference to Titanic’s alleged unsinkability in Brewster and Coulter’s book is mentioned as part of a “True or False” section. The first true or false question is “No one talked about the Titanic being unsinkable until after it sank.” The answer states this is false. It says that it is true that the White Star Line never publicly promoted Titanic as unsinkable and that after the sinking, newspapers did play up the irony of the ship’s “unsinkability” because of the disaster. However, it points that out “a 1911 nautical magazine described the ship’s system of watertight bulkheads and doors as making it ‘practically unsinkable’ and people came to believe this.”[footnoteRef:118] In addition, the answer states that “One Canadian passenger (possibly Canadian realtor and First-Class passenger Thomson Beattie who died in the sinking) wrote to his mother that he was coming home on the Titanic, ‘a new unsinkable ship.’”[footnoteRef:119] [118:       Hugh Brewster and Laurie Coulter, 8821/2 Amazing Answers to Your Questions about the Titanic (1998; repr., New York: Scholastic Inc., 2016), 9, 88.]  [119:       Brewster and Coulter, 8821/2 Amazing Answers, 88; George Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable:’ Bill Wormstedt’s Titanic, last modified November 4, 2014, accessed July 7, 2019, http://wormstedt.com/GeorgeBehe/page2.htm; Lord, A Night to Remember, 161. George Behe is a former vice president of the Titanic Historical Society who has been praised by another well-known Titanic researcher, Samuel Halpern, for the depth of his knowledge about the people and events concerning the ship and for being “an accomplished researcher and prolific author.” Samuel Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic: A Centennial Reappraisal (2011; Repr., Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: The History Press, 2012), 9.  
] 

	A more recent example of a book that references Titanic’s supposed unsinkability is Tim Maltin and Eloise Aston’s 2010 work 101 Things You Thought You Knew about the Titanic…But didn’t!, which was aimed at adults rather than children. They examine some of the evidence based on eyewitnesses, past interviews, and a trade journal called The Shipbuilder to determine whether “Titanic was genuinely believed to be unsinkable.” They conclude that it was. Maltin and Aston point out that many passengers, including Third-Class passengers, were reluctant to get into the first few lifeboats because they felt staying on the ship was safer than getting into a small rowing boat and being lowered into the middle of the Atlantic Ocean on such a cold night.[footnoteRef:120] [120:  Tim Maltin and Eloise Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew about the Titanic… but didn’t! (2010; repr., New York: Penguin Books, 2011), 9-12, 171, 190-191.] 

	These examples are just several of many that mention Titanic’s alleged unsinkability. Others include the 1979 television film S.O.S. Titanic directed by William Hale, Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold’s 1998 book Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships, Daniel Allen Butler’s 1998 book Unsinkable: The Full Story of the RMS Titanic, and Simon Adam’s 1999 book Dorling Kindersley Eyewitness Books: Titanic.[footnoteRef:121] These examples clearly show that the ship’s purported unsinkability has become a major part of its story and therefore, a major part of its legacy. [121:  S.O.S. Titanic, directed by William Hale, aired September 23, 1979, on ABC, VHS (Titanic: Two Pack/“Titanic Tragedy”/S.O.S. Titanic Combo Pk., Bci Eclipse Studio, 1997), tape 2; Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships, Rev. ed. (Boston: Little Brown and Company, 1998), 11, 15, 26, 60-61; Daniel Allen Butler, Unsinkable: The Full Story of the R.M.S. Titanic, Rev. ed. (Cambridge, MA: Da Capo Press, 2012); Simon Adams, Dorling Kindersley (DK) Eyewitness Books: Titanic, 1st American ed. (New York: Dorling Kindersley Publishing Inc., 1999), 10, 12, 29, 32, 36, 38, 47.  ] 

	B. “Unsinkability” as a Post-Disaster Construct
	Over the years, historians and authors have looked at evidence concerning Titanic’s purported unsinkability to determine whether people really thought of the ship as such before it sank. As a result, historians and authors have a number of viewpoints concerning this part of Titanic’s story. One example is Ken Longbottom’s article discussing twelve “myths” about the Titanic disaster. Myth #2 is that the White Star Line claimed Titanic was unsinkable. Longbottom states this is not true and that Captain Smith said that he could not conceive of anything causing it to sink due to its “technology.” Longbottom concludes that the press interviewing Captain Smith at the time simply misquoted his words and thus coined the term “unsinkable” based on this interview.[footnoteRef:122] [122:  Ken Longbottom, “Twelve Popular Myths Concerning the Titanic Disaster,” Atlantic Daily Bulletin (Journal of the British Titanic Society), 1993, 14. ] 

	The main proponent of the idea that Titanic’s supposed unsinkability was a post-disaster construct is Richard Howells. His major points come mainly from three sources from 1910 and 1911, during the ship’s construction. First, he described the particular wording of each source: “as far as it is possible to do so, these two wonderful vessels are designed to be unsinkable,” “practically making the vessel unsinkable,” and “make the vessel practically unsinkable.” None of these sources mentioning Titanic and Olympic claim that they were completely infallible.[footnoteRef:123]  [123:  Anon, White Star Line (publicity brochure/leaflet) (September 1910) (Collection Mr. Geoff Robinson); Anon, White Star Line Royal & United States Mail Steamers Olympic & Titanic (publicity brochure) (Liverpool, 1911), 31; and “The White Star Liners Olympic and Titanic,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (Summer 1911): 26, all quoted in Richard Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (Houndmills, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2012), 233-237 (Richard Howells’s book is the only source where the White Star Line publicity brochure/leaflet from September 1910 is actually cited where is it also quoted and the only sources where the Shipbuilder article is cited as well as quoted are in Howells’s book and Daniel Allen Butler’s Unsinkable book); “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 26, quoted in Butler, Unsinkable, 16.] 

	Second, one of the sources, a 1910 publicity brochure/leaflet, has only two copies whose existence he has been able verify through his research: one found in 1992 and another in 2011. Howells argues thus that very few copies of the brochure/leaflet were actually printed.[footnoteRef:124] He also notes a typographical error of the key word “Titanic,” which suggested that there were many copies of the brochure/leaflet that were never put into circulation in 1910.[footnoteRef:125] He concludes that because of the lack of circulation of this brochure/leaflet (in addition to its wording), it is highly unlikely that it contributed to any widespread belief in Titanic being unsinkable prior to its first voyage.[footnoteRef:126] [124:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 233-234.]  [125:  Anon, White Star Line (publicity brochure/leaflet) (September 1910), quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 234.]  [126:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 233-235.] 

	Third, in a trade publication from 1911, The Shipbuilder, the text describes the watertight door system as making “the vessel practically unsinkable,” but also describes the system as being “usual in White Star vessels.”[footnoteRef:127] Therefore, Titanic’s watertight door system was not unique. Fourth, Howells states that “The Shipbuilder was a technical, trade publication and not a mass-circulation daily newspaper,” and that it cost twenty-four times that of popular newspapers of the time like the Daily Graphic. In addition, this technical, trade publication was meant for specialists, and not the general public. Therefore, Howells concludes that The Shipbuilder special number of 1911 probably did not make the public think of Titanic as a unique, unsinkable ship. [127:  “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 26, quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 237.  ] 

	Fifth, Howells states that other than the three sources from 1910 and 1911, there were no other White Star Line publicity brochures, leaflets, posters, advertisements, or technical articles or publications that made any claims concerning Titanic’s unsinkability. Therefore, he concludes that it is almost impossible for Titanic to have been generally thought of as “unsinkable” until after it sank.
	Howells concludes that this idea evolved only after Titanic sank. He believes that at least two of the three sources (the White Star publicity brochure and The Shipbuilder special number from 1911) may have been rediscovered by the press and therefore made much more valuable after the sinking.[footnoteRef:128] He also believes that J. Bruce Ismay’s testimony in the British Inquiry on June 4, 1912, about his belief that the ship was unsinkable, should not be taken at face value.[footnoteRef:129] Ismay gave this testimony over a month and a half after the sinking. Howells states therefore, there is no way of knowing if Ismay’s testimony accurately reflected his or White Star’s opinions of Titanic’s unsinkability “before the sinking and thus before the myth of unsinkability had taken hold.”[footnoteRef:130] Howells also believes Ismay may have claimed he had thought Titanic was unsinkable to justify the ship’s lack of adequate lifeboat accommodation.[footnoteRef:131] Additionally, during the British Inquiry, the unsinkability issue was not widely discussed.[footnoteRef:132] Lastly, he points out that all three sources mentioning Titanic before it sank also included Olympic, the first vessel built and (at first, the more well-known) of the ship class. Because they were similar in appearance, construction, and propulsion, they were usually advertised as one and the same. This means that Olympic was the original “unsinkable” ship. Howells concludes that that if this was supposed to be a story of punishing humanity’s hubris, the forces of nature should have sunk Olympic instead. As a result, he believes that Titanic, the second of the two “sister” ships, only became known and mythologized as the “unsinkable ship” because it sank and allowed people to construct meaning out of an arbitrary event.[footnoteRef:133] [128:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 233-241.]  [129:  British Inquiry, day 16, June 4, 1912, questions: 18,825-18,827, page 452; Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 242.]  [130:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 242.]  [131:  British Inquiry, day 16, June 4, 1912, questions: 18,825-18,827, page 452; cf. Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 242-243, 307.]  [132:  British Inquiry, days 16-18, and 20, June 4-6, and 10, 1912, questions: 18,752-18,760, 18,825-18,827, 19,131, 19,553-19,563, and 20,815-20,839, pages 450, 452-453, 471, 490, 535-356 (There is no question 20,824); Don Lynch, “The “Unsinkable” Titanic, as Advertised: Another Great Myth is Dispelled,” The Titanic Communicator (Official Journal of the Titanic Historical Society, Inc.), February-April 1993, 4-5 (According to this source, the lack of mention of the unsinkable issue during the British inquiry may have been to protect the White Star Line and especially the British Board of Trade for allowing the ship to sail without enough lifeboats for everyone onboard, only for it to sink); Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 242-243.]  [133:       Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 33-34, 233-241, 243-255, 257-258. By looking at the evidence Howells presents concerning Titanic’s purported unsinkability, such as the fact that none of the sources mentioning the ship’s unsinkability claim it to be completely infallible, the evidence concerning Olympic, the possibility that pre-sinking sources even remotely referring to Titanic as unsinkable being rediscovered and used to greater effect by the press, and the sources after the sinking concerning pride (and thus the concepts of hubris and nemesis) in technology against nature playing a role in the disaster, it is possible to see how concepts of memory can affect how some things in history are better remembered than others. David Thelen’s 1989 Journal of American History article discusses memory as a spectrum where on one end there are psychological issues on the motivation and perception for the creation of certain memories, and the other end there are linguistic or anthropological issues of cultures establishing traditions and myths for people to conduct themselves in the present. To put this concept more simply, he states that people continually construct memories rather than reproduce them and do so based on their needs and circumstances of the times. In Titanic’s case, mythologizing it into the “unsinkable ship”  gave the disaster more meaning. It provided people with a deeper explanation behind the disaster: that the ship sank with a great loss of life due to nature’s retribution against mankind’s pride and arrogance in proclaiming a ship they built as unsinkable. This in turn, would warn people against ever defying nature like that again. Thus, these explanations of Howells concerning Titanic’s supposed unsinkability are also an example of how people (especially in the years 1912-1914) chose to interpret and the use the past. See David Thelen, “Memory and American History,” Journal of American History 75, no. 4 (March 1, 1989): 1117-1119, 1121, 1123,; also see David Thelen, “An Essay by David Thelen: History Making in America,” The Historian 53, no. 4 (June 1991): 632, for brief comment about people using and interpreting the past. ] 

	C. Pre-Disaster “Unsinkability” Beliefs and Statements
	Some authors and historians disagree with Howells viewpoint on Titanic’s unsinkability as a post-disaster construct. These people include authors and historians such as Daniel Allen Butler, George Behe, Tim Maltin, and Eloise Aston. Their research indicates that people believed the ship was unsinkable before it sank. Their evidence includes examples based on the ship’s design, number of lifeboats, several accounts from people who witnessed the disaster and/or its aftermath, as well as an interview concerning Captain Smith from 1907, the 1910 White Star Line brochure/leaflet, and The Shipbuilder special number of 1911.
	The first example that supports this argument is based on studies of the ship’s design, specifically its watertight compartments. The ship’s watertight compartments allowed it to stay afloat with any two compartments, and under certain circumstances, with three or possibly even four of its compartments flooded.[footnoteRef:134] Howells only mentions the design being able to keep the ship afloat with any two compartments flooded.[footnoteRef:135] The ship’s compartmentalization was equivalent to those of passenger liners of the 1920 and 1930s. This means all liners built after World War I would also have sunk from the same damage inflicted on Titanic in its collision with the iceberg. Titanic’s watertight compartment design was ahead of its time. In fact, Titanic’s design would have met, and in some cases exceeded, the requirements of the International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea (SOLAS) as late as 2011.[footnoteRef:136]  [134:  Several sources mention the effectiveness of Titanic’s watertight subdivision, including British Inquiry, days 16, 19, and 20 June 4, 7, and 10 1912, questions: 18,755, 18,757-18,758, 18,825-18,827, 20,286-20,335, 20,361-20,365, and 20,815-20,826, pages 450, 452, 514-518, 535-536 (There is no question 20,824); Samuel Halpern, “Practically Unsinkable,” Titanicology, accessed August 12, 2019, http://www.titanicology.com/FloodingByCompartment.html; Lord, A Night to Remember, 21; Robert D. Ballard, Exploring the Titanic, ed. Patrick Crean (1988, repr., New York: Scholastic Inc. 1998), 22; Titanic: Death of a Dream/The Legend Lives on, directed by Jo Peltier, aired July 24, 1994, on A&E (New Video, 2002), DVD (Titanic: The Complete Story (Special Commemorative Edition), disc 1; Titanic, Digital Copy Collection,  “Feature Film” disc, 2012; Butler, Unsinkable, 15; Brewster and Coulter, 882½ Amazing Answers, 9, 45; Adams, DK Eyewitness Books: Titanic, 13; Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 235-237; Ghosts of the Abyss, directed by James Cameron, 2003; Buena Vista Home Video and/or Walt Disney Studios Home Entertainment,2004), DVD (2-disc edition), disc 1; Liz Mechem, Disasters at Sea: A Visual History of Infamous Shipwrecks (Long Island City, NY: Hammond World Atlas/Langenscheidt Publishing Group and Moseley Road Inc., 2009), 71; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 9-12, 116; Bruce Beveridge and Steve Hall, “Description of the Ship,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 29-30; Charles Weeks and Samuel Halpern, “Description of the Damage to the Ship,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 103; Bill Wormstedt, Tad Fitch, [and George Behe], “An Account of the Saving of Those on Board” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 132-133; Samuel Halpern, “Summary of the Findings of this Report,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 277; Tad Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass: The Life & Loss of the RMS Titanic, 3rd ed. (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Amberley Publishing, 2015), 181, 284..]  [135:  Anon, White Star Line Royal & United States Mail Steamers (publicity brochure) (1911), 8-9; “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 25, both quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 235-236.]  [136:  Beveridge and Hall, “Description of the Ship,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 29-30.] 

	In addition, no one in the early 1900s believed a collision would breach any more than two compartments.[footnoteRef:137] This design may have led J. Bruce Ismay to state the following during the British inquiry into the sinking: “I think the position was taken up that the ship was looked upon as practically unsinkable; she was looked upon as being a lifeboat in herself.”[footnoteRef:138]	 [137:  Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Lost Liners (New York: Hyperion, 1997), 81-82; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 9; Beveridge and Hall, “Description of the Ship,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 29.]  [138:  British Inquiry, day 16, June 4, 1912, questions: 18,755-18,758, 18,819, 18,825-18,827, and 18,841-18,847, pages 450, 452-453 (Ismay’s belief in Titanic’s purported unsinkability may have been mainly because of the two compartment flooding design mentioned in his testimony in questions 18, 756-18,758 and 18,825-18,827 and in question 18,819, it was suggested that Ismay not be asked any more questions concerning the ship’s design because while he had some knowledge of the ship’s design because he was the chairman of the company that owned it, he was not one of the architects responsible for constructing it and thus those questions should be saved for someone more qualified to answer them. Also according to his testimony in questions 18,841-18,847, Ismay also stated might not have put on extra boats even if he did not believe the ship was unsinkable, since it still exceeded the British Board of Trade’s regulations in terms of lifeboats); Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 9, 116. ] 

 	Other examples of Titanic’s supposed unsinkability are based on survivors’ accounts.[footnoteRef:139] One survivor named Elmer Taylor believed the ship was unsinkable based on a conversation he had with Captain Smith. Captain Smith explained to Mr. Taylor that Titanic could be “cut crosswise into three pieces and each piece would float.” That conversation made Mr. Taylor confident about the safety of the ship.[footnoteRef:140] However, none of the survivable scenarios occurred when Titanic struck the iceberg. Instead, Titanic side-swiped the iceberg, which breached the first six compartments. Because no one at the time thought a collision would breach more than two compartments, the type of damage the iceberg inflicted on Titanic was not considered a “practical” possibility until the disaster took place.[footnoteRef:141] [139:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 10-11.]  [140:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought you Knew, 10-11; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 115; Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable.’”]  [141:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 9-11.] 

	There are also witnesses who heard and/or believed that Titanic was unsinkable without hearing about the ship’s watertight compartment design. One such eyewitness was Mrs. Albert Caldwell.[footnoteRef:142] On the day of the ship’s departure, April 10, 1912, Mrs. Caldwell asked one of several deckhands loading luggage “Is this ship really nonsinkable?” The deckhand replied “Yes Lady. God Himself couldn’t sink this ship.”[footnoteRef:143] Another passenger who believed Titanic was unsinkable was nineteen-year old Marguerite Frolicher, who was traveling with her father on a business trip. When her steward put a lifebelt in her cabin early in the voyage, she teased him, saying that there was no point in doing so since the ship was unsinkable. The steward apparently thought the same thing as he replied that it was just a formality and knew that she would not need it.[footnoteRef:144]  [142:  Butler, Unsinkable, 43-44.]  [143:  Lord, A Night to Remember, 36; Lynch, “The “Unsinkable” Titanic, as Advertised,” 4 (According to this source, this account first appeared in Walter Lord’s A Night to Remember and “is so memorable that it has since become part of American folklore.” The Titanic Historical Society has also received letters from people who apparently had heard about Titanic being a ship God himself could not sink long before Lord’s book was published. Last, it states that while the public and Titanic’s passengers thought the ship was unsinkable, “it has long been claimed that the White Star Line made no such assertions.”); Butler, Unsinkable, 44, 279; Julie Hedgepeth Williams, A Rare Titanic Family: The Caldwell Story of Survival (Montgomery, AL: NewSouth Books, a division of NewSouth, Inc., 2012), 65. ]  [144:  Marguerite Frolicher, interview by Walter Lord, July 13, 1955, accessed August 5, 2019, Greenwich, London: National Maritime Museum: Caird Library; Lord, A Night to Remember, 4, 31-32; Butler, Unsinkable, 97.] 

	There were also witnesses from Carpathia, the ship whose crew rescued the Titanic survivor, who had heard that Titanic was unsinkable.[footnoteRef:145] For example, there were passengers Mr. and Mrs. Louis Ogden.[footnoteRef:146] On the night of the sinking, when Mr. Ogden noticed the sudden burst of activity among the crew and inquired about it, they told him Titanic was sinking and to stay in his cabin.[footnoteRef:147] However, Mr. Ogden instead wok his family and got them dressed and ready to abandon ship. Mr. Ogden did not initially believe Titanic could be sinking and thought perhaps Carpathia was in danger, maybe on fire.[footnoteRef:148] According to Mrs. Ogden, neither she nor her husband believed that Titanic could have sunk until they saw people rowing up to Carpathia in lifeboats with the White Star Line logo.[footnoteRef:149] [145:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 9-12.]  [146:  Marshall Everett, ed., Wreck and Sinking of the Titanic: The Ocean’s Greatest Disaster (1912; repr., Scotts Valley, CA: CreateSpace Independent Publishing Platform, 2012), 88-89; Lord, A Night to Remember, 121-122; Butler, Unsinkable, 165; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 12; George Behe, Voices From the Carpathia: Rescuing RMS Titanic (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: The History Press, 2015), 214; Michael L. Grace, “Photos of the RMS Titanic Rescue and the “Unsinkable” Molly Brown Sold at Auction for US 42 K,” Cruise the Past/Cruising the Past (blog), November 5, 2017, https://www.cruiselinehistory.com/rms-titanic-rescue-operation/; Eric C. Cimino, “Carpathia’s Care for Titanic’s Survivors,” Faculty Works: History and Political Silence 1 (Current Journal), Voyage: Journal of the Titanic International Society 101 (Original Journal) (Fall 2017): 24-25, https://digitalcommons.molloy.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1000&context=hps_fac.  ]  [147:  Lord, A Night to Remember, 121-122; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 12.]  [148:  Lord, A Night to Remember, 121-122; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 12; Grace, “Photos of the RMS Titanic rescue,” Cruise the Past/Cruising the Past (blog), November 5, 2017; Cimino, “Carpathia’s Care for Titanic’s Survivors,” 24-25, 30. This last source listed here mentions a slightly different scenario (explained in the next paragraph) and refers to this paragraph’s version in its 23rd endnote. ]  [149:         Butler, Unsinkable, 165, 289 (This source does not mention the version of the story where the Odgens prepared to abandon ship;  see Lord, A Night to Remember, 121-122, 125; Grace, “Photos of the RMS Titanic rescue,” Cruise the Past/Cruising the Past (blog), November 5, 2017.] 

	According to other sources, when Mr. Ogden went on deck to verify if his ship was in trouble, he talked to at least two crewmembers who were going to Titanic’s aid. This led to a heated exchange with a quartermaster because Mr. Ogden did not believe that Titanic could have sunk.[footnoteRef:150] After being convinced that Carpathia was not in danger, he then went and informed his wife, who had been nervous because of Carpathia’s whistle blasts and slowed speed that morning.[footnoteRef:151] Mrs. Ogden responded by saying that the idea of Titanic having an accident was ridiculous and thought so until she saw its lifeboats.[footnoteRef:152] Whether one or both of these scenarios occurred, this story and its sources indicate that the Ogdens, despite being passengers on a different ship, had thought Titanic unsinkable.       [150:  Cimino, “Carpathia’s Care for Titanic’s Survivors,” 24-25.]  [151:  Everett, ed., Wreck and Sinking of the Titanic, 88; Behe, Voices From the Carpathia, 214; Cimino, “Carpathia’s Care for Titanic’s Survivors,” 25.]  [152:        Everett, ed., Wreck and Sinking of the Titanic, 88-89; Butler, Unsinkable, 165 (for reasons for using this source for this version of the story, see footnote 37 above); Behe, Voices From the Carpathia, 214; Grace, “Photos of the RMS Titanic rescue and the “Unsinkable” Molly Brown sold at auction for US 42 K,” Cruise the Past/Cruising the Past (blog), November 5, 2017 (This source mainly relays the first version of the Odgens’ story, but it mentioning how they did not believe that Titanic could have been in an accident until they saw its lifeboats being rowed up to Carpathia still makes it worth citing here. To put it simply, both versions of the story have some elements of each other in them); Cimino, “Carpathia’s Care for Titanic’s Survivors,” 25.] 

	Captain Smith may have also thought Titanic was unsinkable. In addition, he may have believed all modern ships were unsinkable. One example of this purported belief is the interview he gave in 1907 after completing the first voyage of another White Star liner, Adriatic. In the interview, Captain Smith stated that shipbuilding was such a perfect art that a major disaster involving a modern passenger was unthinkable. Smith also believed that even if a ship was damaged to the point of sinking, it would stay afloat long enough to save everyone onboard. Lastly, he also stated, “I will say that I cannot imagine any condition which would cause a ship to founder. I cannot conceive of any vital disaster happening to this vessel. Modern shipbuilding has gone beyond that.”[footnoteRef:153] Based on this information, if Captain Smith believed in 1907 that passenger liners were unsinkable, then it stands to reason he probably thought the same way about ships like Olympic and Titanic in 1912. He probably thought that a ship like Titanic was unsinkable or at the very least, could survive a dangerous situation long enough for everyone onboard to be rescued. This belief was founded in the idea that shipping lanes were so busy, rescue ships would always be nearby and could be called with wireless radio.[footnoteRef:154] He did not use the word “unsinkable,” but potentially considered Titanic could not be sunk. [153:  “Disaster at Last Befalls Capt. Smith: Veteran Commander of Titanic went Forty Years without Accident of any kind. White Star’s best Officer Declared only Recently that he did not Believe Modern Ships could be Sunk,” New York Times, April 16, 1912 (This article uses statements made by Captain Edward John Smith in 1907 during an interview for the New York Times).]  [154:  “Disaster at Last Befalls Capt. Smith,” New York Times, April 16, 1912; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 9-11, 15-16, 18, 20. ] 

	There is also evidence Captain Smith may have declared Olympic and Titanic unsinkable several months before the latter’s sinking. A man who talked to Smith during a voyage on Olympic about its collision with the warship Hawke recalled the Captain declaring that “the Olympic is unsinkable and Titanic will be the same when she is put in commission.” He then went on to say that “either of these vessels could be cut in halves and each half would remain afloat almost indefinitely. The non-sinkable vessel has been reached in these two wonderful craft.” Lastly, Captain Smith stated “that even if the engines and boilers of these vessels were to fall through their bottoms, the vessels would remain afloat.”[footnoteRef:155] [155:  Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable.’”] 

	Some authors and historians also seem to view the 1910 publicity brochure/leaflet described by Howells as a source promoting Olympic and Titanic’s unsinkability, contrary to Howells’ interpretation. First, since the White Star Line published the brochure/leaflet, it discredits the belief that White Star never used the term “unsinkable” to describe the two ships in any of its publicity.[footnoteRef:156] Second, despite the fact that the brochure/leaflet states that “as far as it is possible to do so, these two wonderful vessels are designed to be unsinkable,” and thus does not claim total infallibility, some experts have come to the conclusion that it still played a big part in promoting “the absolute safety” of the two ships. This led to seagoing travelers and the general public believing them both  and eventually making them (especially Titanic) thought of as unsinkable, without any qualifiers.[footnoteRef:157]	 [156:  Anon, White Star Line (publicity brochure/leaflet) (September 1910), quoted in Lynch, “The “Unsinkable” Titanic, as Advertised,” 4-6, Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284, and Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable;’ ” Lynch, “The “Unsinkable” Titanic, as Advertised,” 4-6; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284; Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable.’ ”]  [157:  Anon, White Star Line (publicity brochure/leaflet) (September 1910), quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 234; Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable;’ ” and Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284.] 

	In addition, some Titanic experts state that The Shipbuilder was a well-respected and prestigious British trade journal, and thus contrary to Howells’ viewpoint, it probably did help promote Olympic’s and Titanic’s alleged unsinkability by extolling the watertight door designs of the Olympic-Class liners.[footnoteRef:158] Daniel Allen Butler also states that the press never forgot about that source of information, but they did eventually drop the word “practically.”[footnoteRef:159]  [158:  Butler, Unsinkable, 16; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 10.  ]  [159:  “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 26, quoted in Butler, Unsinkable, 16.] 

	George Behe also states that the periodical’s use of the word “unsinkable” was put in there deliberately to keep that word in the seagoing public’s mind concerning Olympic and Titanic after the word “practically” was forgotten.[footnoteRef:160] He also states that it is quite likely The Shipbuilder received this information from the White Star Line itself. In fact, according to Titanic expert Bill Sauder, The Shipbuilder relied heavily on White Star publicity material. He stated: [160:  “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 26, quoted in Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable.’”] 

The Shipbuilder’s Olympic/Titanic issue stands at its weakest effort for a major British passenger ship. Most of the Shipbuilder text has not been written fresh by staff reporters. If you open up White Star publicity brochures of the period, you find that the Shipbuilder has simply copied (often verbatim) from the White Star sales sheet. You can find sections that run 50 words before you come across a single difference between the two.[footnoteRef:161]  [161:  Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable.’”] 


It is likely that the publication’s “practically unsinkable” was a paraphrase of the concluding sentence of the 1910 White Stare brochure/leaflet.[footnoteRef:162]  [162:  Anon, White Star Line (publicity brochure/leaflet) (September 1910), quoted in Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 234; “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 26, quoted in Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable;’” Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284.] 

	At the same time, Behe also agrees with Howells in that “The Shipbuilder was a special was a specialized nautical publication with a fairly narrow target audience.”[footnoteRef:163] However, he states that similar claims about Olympic’s and Titanic’s alleged unsinkability, “claims that were unquestionably based on White Star publicity material,” were published in at least one periodical with an international audience: the New York Times. An article from October 1910, states the safety features onboard Olympic would make it “practically unsinkable and absolutely unburnable.” Since, the article also briefly mentions Titanic, it might be safe to assume that the reputation for being “practically unsinkable” mentioned in the article applied to Titanic as well as Olympic.[footnoteRef:164]   [163:   Behe, “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable;’” Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 237. ]  [164:  “‘Olympic,’ World’s Biggest Ship, Huge Floating Hotel: Excess Next Largest Steamer By 13,000 Tons -- If Two Ships Of Her Size Were Placed Across The East River, They Would Have 200 Feet Of Hull On Land,” New York Times, October 30, 1910; Behe “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable.’”] 

	In addition, Titanic’s unsinkable reputation was already well ingrained into the public consciousness by the time it passed its Board of Trade Inspection.[footnoteRef:165] In fact, some people believed lifeboats were no longer a necessity. However, it was still a requirement by the Board of Trade for a ship of 10,000 tons or more to carry at least sixteen lifeboats.[footnoteRef:166] As a result, when Titanic sailed, it only had enough lifeboats for 1,178 people, even though the maximum capacity for the ship was over 3,000 people.[footnoteRef:167]  [165:  Butler, Unsinkable, 43.]  [166:  Titanic: Death of a Dream/The Legend Lives on, aired July 24, 1994; Butler, Unsinkable, 43; Dave Gittins, Cathy Akers-Jordan, George Behe, [and Samuel Halpern], “Too Few Boats, Too Many Hindrances,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 164.]  [167:  Butler, Unsinkable, 43.] 

	This issue with lifeboats is further supported by the fact that while the ship was sinking, many passengers did not think lifeboats were safer.[footnoteRef:168] For example, when Second Officer Charles Herbert Lightoller, the most senior officer to survive the disaster, tried to encourage women and children to get into Lifeboat no. 6, the passengers’ responses were not enthusiastic.[footnoteRef:169] None of them wanted to leave the warmth and bright lights of the ship to get into an open lifeboat on a chilly night. Because many of them thought the ship was unsinkable, and since it seemed sound, they felt there was no apparent danger.[footnoteRef:170] [168:  British Inquiry, day 9, May 16 1912, questions: 9,924, 10,099-10,102, and 10,193, pages 223, 226, 228; Butler, Unsinkable, 100; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 12, 171, 190-191, 193; Weeks, Halpern, [and Behe], “An Account of the Saving of Those on Board” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 137, 139-141, 143-144, 153; Behe, Voices from the Carpathia, 214-215.]  [169:  Butler, Unsinkable, 99-100, 195. ]  [170:  Butler, Unsinkable, 99-100, 195; Wormstedt, Fitch, [and Behe], “An Account of the Saving of Those on Board” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 153. The example from this last source comes from Lifeboat no. 7, not Boat no. 6 (This was used to further illustrate the point, because it describes a similar situation to what was said in Butler’s book concerning the loading of Boat no. 6). ] 

	Some authors and historians who researched The Shipbuilder have also stated that terms like “practically unsinkable” or simply “unsinkable,” were also used to describe other liners with watertight subdivisions, such as the Cunard Line’s Lusitania and Mauretania. Therefore, it would seem that while Titanic was considered to be an unsinkable ship, it was not as uniquely believed among other ships of the era as commonly thought. [footnoteRef:171] [171:  “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 26, quoted in both Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 10 and Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass,284-285; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284-285. The authors of this last source say that the Shipbuilder called Lusitania and Mauretania “not ‘practically unsinkable,’ but simply ‘unsinkable.’ ” However, they do not cite the original source for the reference to Lusitania and Mauretania being called unsinkable and the original The Shipbuilder sources may not mention it. A 1907 The Shipbuilder issue on Mauretania does not use the word “unsinkable” to describe the ship).  The Republic (the White Star Line vessel that sank off the coast of Nantucket in January 1909 after colliding with the Lloyd Itlaliano liner SS Florida) was described as “considered to be practically unsinkable by collision." “Lessons of the “Republic” Disaster, Scientific American, February 6, 1909, 110, https://www.jstor.org/stable/26028113?pq-origsite=summon&seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents; Martin Bayerle and Gerald S. Payne, The Tsar’s Treasure: The Sunken White Star Liner with a Billion Dollar Secret, ed. Grant Bayerle (Miami Beach, FL: Barnburner Books, LLC, 2013), 1, 3, 4-5, 7, 27-29. One of the authors of this book, Captain Martin Bayerle, states that three newspaper articles after the sinking the Republic referred to it as unsinkable, but these sources are not cited in any footnotes. An internet search failed to locate the newspaper articles with the exact quotes from the book. There were also at least two news articles mentioning that the Lusitania was supposedly unsinkable published shortly after it sank: “Could Not Be Sunk, Her Builders Said: That Was in 1907, Before Era of Submarine Warfare Set Pace Which Germans Followed,” New York Tribune, May 8, 1915; “Running into Danger,” Gazette Times (Pittsburgh), May 10, 1915.] 

	D. Conclusions
	Based on this evidence, it seems likely that Titanic was thought unsinkable before it went down. This conclusion is based on research related to the ship’s design, number of lifeboats, eyewitness testimony and accounts, and other sources such as Captain Smith’s 1907 interview, the 1910 White Star Line brochure/leaflet, and The Shipbuilder. Longbottom’s discussion of this issue is brief and relies on a single source.[footnoteRef:172] Howells makes some valid points about the three main sources concerning Titanic’s alleged unsinkability before Harland & Wolff  completed the ship’s construction.  However, he fails to state that in addition to being able to float with any two watertight compartments flooded, Titanic could also stay afloat with three or four of its compartments flooded under certain conditions. Research by Daniel Allen Butler, Tim Maltin and Eloise Aston, and others notes this. In addition, except for a brief look at J. Bruce Ismay’s testimony at the British Inquiry, Howells does not examine eyewitness accounts concerning the ship’s supposed unsinkability (probably because he thought such eyewitnesses may have been influenced by the “myth of unsinkability” already taking hold at the time).[footnoteRef:173] [172:  Longbottom, “Twelve Popular Myths Concerning the Titanic Disaster,” 14; Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 305.]  [173:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 242.] 

	However, Howells’ points concerning Titanic’s elder sister ship Olympic are valid. All three sources produced before the sinking referred to both ships. Since Olympic was the first of the two ships to be built, that would make it the original unsinkable ship of the two. He also notes that since it was the first in the class, there was more publicity surrounding Olympic until after Titanic sank.
	Maltin and Aston also agree with these points concerning Olympic’s and Titanic’s publicity and expand on them through their research of sources from before Titanic sank and even before its construction began. From this and other research, other historians and authors concluded that many people at the time thought of the idea of ships sinking or at least sinking in a major catastrophe as highly unlikely. Therefore, the idea of Olympic and Titanic being “practically unsinkable” was not truly a unique one among ships of their era.[footnoteRef:174] While it seems Titanic was considered unsinkable before it sank, research indicates it was not unique among ships before the disaster. Therefore, conclusions that Titanic was mythologized as the “unsinkable ship” after the disaster are valid as well.[footnoteRef:175] This is because unlike most other ships  perceived to be unsinkable, it actually sank.[footnoteRef:176] [174:   “Lessons of the ‘“Republic Disaster,” 110; ‘"Olympic,’" World’s Biggest Ship, Huge Floating Hotel,” New York Times, October 30, 1910; “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 26, quoted in both Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 10 and Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284-285; M. Bayerle and G.S. Payne, The Tsar’s Treasure, ed. G. Bayerle, 1, 5, 27-29; “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable;’ ” “Disaster at Last Befalls Capt. Smith,” New York Times, April 16, 1912. In fact, based on the research of Tad Fitch and the other authors of the Sea of Glass book, it would seem that even after the Titanic disaster, there were instances that the term “unsinkable” were still used to describe ships. For example, it would seem that Harland & Wolff believed that Olympic was unsinkable after making improvements to its watertight subdivision during the winter of 1912-1913. For more information on those improvements, see Mark Chirnside and Dave Gittens, “The Aftermath of the Disaster,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 236-239 and for other examples of ships being called unsinkable during the early twentieth century before Olympic and Titanic (and possibly still thought of as such after the latter sank), see “Could Not Be Sunk, Her Builders Said,” New York Tribune, May 8, 1915; “Running into Danger,” Gazette Times (Pittsburgh), May 10, 1915. More interestingly it would seem that the Andrea Doria in the 1950s, was also referred to as unsinkable as is seen in the following sources: Butler, Unsinkable, 1-2; Adams, DK Eyewitness Books: Titanic, 51; Richard Goldstein, Desperate Hours: The Epic Rescue of the Andrea Doria (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2001), 1, 14 (to some extent); Kevin F. McMurray, Deep Descent: Adventure and Death Diving the Andrea Dora,(New York: Touchstone/Simon & Schuster, 2001), 39, 54; Pierette Domenica Simpson, Alive on the Andrea Doria! The Greatest Sea Rescue in History (2006, repr., Garden City, NY: Morgan James Publishing, LLC, 2008), 9. Butler briefly mentions the irony of the Andrea Doria’s sinking after it was also proclaimed to be “unsinkable,” and declares that ironies concerning the term did not stop with the Titanic disaster in 1912. If all of what has been said about ships being called unsinkable after the Titanic disaster is true, then it contradicts what Walter Lord said in A Night to Remember about how after the disaster after the Titanic disaster, “nobody believed in the ‘unsinkable ship.’ ” Lord, A Night to Remember, 87. ]  [175:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 255, 257-258; “Disaster at Last Befalls Capt. Smith,” New York Times, April 16, 1912; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 10-11; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284-285.]  [176:  “Lessons of the ‘Republic Disaster,”110; “‘Olympic,’ World’s Biggest Ship, Huge Floating Hotel,” New York Times, October 30, 1910 quoted in Behe, “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable;’” “Disaster at Last Befalls Capt. Smith,” New York Times, April 16, 1912; Could Not Be Sunk, Her Builders Said,” New York Tribune, May 8, 1915; “Running into Danger,” Gazette Times (Pittsburgh), May 10, 1915; Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 57; Beyond Titanic, directed by Edith Baker, aired September 6, 1998, on A&E (New Video, 2002), DVD (Titanic: The Complete Story (Special Commemorative Edition), disc 2; Butler, Unsinkable, 191; Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 255, 257-258; Simpson, Alive on the Andrea Doria!, 9-10, 209; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 9-12; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 285 and throughout ; M. Bayerle and G.S. Payne, The Tsar’s Treasure, ed. G. Bayerle, 1, 4-7, 27-29.] 

2. Safety Changes Resulting from the Titanic Disaster: Lifeboats
A. Regulations Before and After the Sinking
	Another aspect that has contributed to making Titanic so famous is that the disaster caused changes to maritime safety regulations concerning lifeboats. For 18 years before the Titanic disaster, British registered vessels followed the lifeboat requirements of the British Board of Trade first established in 1894. Those laws required any ship of 10,000 tons or more to carry 16 lifeboats with enough room for 5,500 cubic feet (or 550 people).[footnoteRef:177] Those laws also required enough approved rafts and floats equal to 75% of the capacity of the lifeboats. This meant that for ships like Titanic, the required capacity for its lifeboats was 9,625 cubic feet (or 962 people).[footnoteRef:178] In addition to the sixteen regulation lifeboats, the White Star Line provided the ship with four additional Englehart collapsible boats, which had wooden keels and folding canvas sides. This gave Titanic a total of 20 lifeboats with a capacity of 11,780 cubic feet (or 1,178 people).[footnoteRef:179] Titanic’s lifeboat capacity thus exceeded the minimum requirements set by the Board of Trade.[footnoteRef:180] [177:  Lord, A Night to Remember, 88; Titanic: Death of a Dream/The Legend Lives on, aired July 24, 1994; Butler, Unsinkable, 43; William H. Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic: Steamship Disaster: 1850 to the Present (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, Inc., 2003), 230-231; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 16; Gittins, Akers-Jordan, Behe, [and Halpern], “Too Few Boats, Too Many Hindrances,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 164.]  [178:  Lord, A Night to Remember, 88; Butler, Unsinkable, 43; Gittins, Akers-Jordan, Behe, [and Halpern], “Too Few Boats, Too Many Hindrances,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 164-165. ]  [179:  Titanic: Death of a Dream/The Legend Lives on, aired July 24, 1994; Butler, Unsinkable, 43. ]  [180:  Lord, A Night to Remember, 88; Titanic: Death of a Dream/The Legend Lives on, aired July 24, 1994;  Butler, Unsinkable, 43; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 16.   ] 

	The Board of Trade regulations established in 1894 for ships of 10,000 tons or more were not revised as ships grew in size (Titanic was 46,329 tons).[footnoteRef:181] In addition, the Board of Trade prioritized increasing ships’ watertight subdivisions to keep them afloat rather than the number of lifeboats. Therefore, British, European, and U.S. passenger liners with efficient watertight subdivisions were not required to carry enough lifeboats for everyone onboard. The Board of Trade also believed that an increased number lifeboats were unlikely to save an increased number of people in most disaster situations and that lifeboats were only useful for ferrying passengers to nearby rescue ships.[footnoteRef:182] Harold Sanderson, the general manager of the White Star Line, agreed, stating that based on his estimates, “nineteen times out of twenty,” it would be impossible to lower lifeboats safely in an emergency situation.[footnoteRef:183] [181:  Lord, A Night to Remember, 88; Butler, Unsinkable, 43, 257; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 230; Gittins, Akers-Jordan, Behe, [and Halpern], “Too Few Boats, Too Many Hindrances,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 164. ]  [182:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 15-16, 18.]  [183:  British Inquiry, day 17, June 5, 1912, Question:19,131, pages 470-471; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 18.] 

	In addition, according to the records for the 20 years preceding the Titanic disaster, out of approximately 32,000 transatlantic voyages, there were only 25 cases in which a ship was lost and/or people died. The total number of deaths in these 25 cases was only 148 people.[footnoteRef:184] This indicated to many people before Titanic sank that passenger liners were safe, and the lack of adequate lifeboats aboard ships was not a problem. In addition, shipping companies had divided the North Atlantic shipping lanes into eastbound and westbound lanes in order for ships to avoid collisions with each other. Experts at the time also assumed the lanes would be so busy that rescue ships would never be too far away to aid a ship in distress.[footnoteRef:185] [184:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 17-18. ]  [185:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 18.] 

	Despite the regulations and the beliefs about safety at sea, however, there was at least one person who did want to equip Titanic with enough lifeboats for its maximum capacity of more than 3,000 people: Alexander Carlisle, one of the managing directors of Harland and Wolff, the shipbuilding company in Belfast, Ireland, that built Titanic and its sister ships.[footnoteRef:186]  He pointed out to his superiors that the new geared Welden davits fitted on Titanic could handle up to three lifeboats, meaning that the ship could carry up to forty-eight boats.[footnoteRef:187] There are also some reports that Carlisle said that the davits could handle up to four boats and thus had planned to equip Titanic up to sixty-four boats. However, when he asked his superiors to at least double the number of lifeboats onboard Titanic, his suggestion was declined.[footnoteRef:188] The White Star officials believed the extra number of lifeboats Carlisle suggested was too expensive.[footnoteRef:189]  [186:  British Inquiry, day 20, June 10, 1912, question: 21,280, page 551; Butler, Unsinkable, 43-44. ]  [187:  Butler, Unsinkable, 43-44; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 40.]  [188:  British Inquiry, day 20, June 10, 1912, questions: 21,280-21, 281, 21,316-21,322, and 21,324-21,342, pages 551-553; Butler, Unsinkable, 44; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 19; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 40. ]  [189:  Butler, Unsinkable, 43-44, 257; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 15-16, 18.] 

	J. Bruce Ismay also may have suggested not adding more lifeboats to keep spacious deck areas for recreation.[footnoteRef:190] This was especially true for open promenade decks, even more spacious on the Olympic-Class liners due to their revolutionary new ventilation designs, which meant they did not need the unsightly deck cowls that crowded the decks of their rival Cunard’s vessels.[footnoteRef:191]  [190:  Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 231; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 18-19.]  [191:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 18-19.] 

	Carlisle himself also stated in an interview three days after the sinking that while he believed the ships of the era should have been equipped with more lifeboats as they grew in size, he never discussed this issue with Ismay. He also stated in that same interview: “if any ships had been fitted with the full number of lifeboats I proposed, it would no doubt have set up an invidious situation with respect to the steamers of all lines now trading in the North Atlantic. It would have drawn attention.”[footnoteRef:192]  [192:  Alexander Carlisle, interview by the Daily Mail, April 18, 1912, quoted in Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 19-20; British Inquiry day 16, June 4, 1912, questions 18, 660-18,671, 445-446. ] 

	In addition to the cost, the space for recreation, and the negative attention, there may have been another reason why Harland & Wolff did not press Ismay or White Star’s upper management to add more lifeboats onboard Olympic and Titanic.[footnoteRef:193] According to Carlisle during his testimony at the British inquiry, they had “to consider their other fleet and their other steamers.” In other words, if White Star had added more lifeboats to Olympic and Titanic, they would have had to make similar changes to the other ships they owned.[footnoteRef:194] The changes would have been very costly.[footnoteRef:195]  [193:  Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 41. ]  [194:  British Inquiry, day 20, June 10, 1912, questions: 21,345-21,347, page 553; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 41.]  [195:  Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 41.] 

	Since the British Board of Trade was in charge of lifeboat regulations and its members were seriously considering revising them, White Star decided to leave that matter up to them.[footnoteRef:196] In May 1911, less than a month before Olympic’s first voyage, “the Merchant Shipping Advisory Committee – which had been set up to advise the Board of Trade on whether to increase the lifeboat regulations,” “decided not to recommend that the existing regulations be raised” and submitted their report to that effect that July.[footnoteRef:197] Despite this, Carlisle signed off on the Merchant Shipping Advisory Committee’s report.[footnoteRef:198] In addition, “The Committee’s report carried great weight with the Board of Trade, and in the end the Board allowed the standing regulations to continue without altercation.” Because the Board of Trade decided not to change the regulations, this may have led White Star officials to decide not to make changes themselves.[footnoteRef:199] Titanic was allowed to sail with only enough lifeboats for about a third of its maximum capacity of over 3,000 passengers and crew, and only a little over half of the approximately 2,223 people aboard it during its first voyage.[footnoteRef:200] [196:  Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 41; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 19.]  [197:  British Inquiry, day 20, June 10, 1912, questions: 21,324-21,330 and 21,339-21,242, pages 552-553; Fitch et al., 41. Carlisle worked for the Merchant Shipping Advisory Committee after retiring from Harland & Wolff in June 1910.]  [198:  British Inquiry, day 20, June 10, 1912, questions: 21,342, 21,511-21,518, and 21,520-522, pages 552-553, 557-558, Carlisle contradicts his testimony in questions 21,513-21,518 by stating in his answer to question 21,342 that he never agreed with the Merchant Shipping Advisory Committee’s decision; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 41. ]  [199:  Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 41.]  [200:  U.S. Senate report , 5-6; Lord, A Night to Remember, 88; Butler, Unsinkable, 43-44, 257; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 15-16, 18-20.] 

	Following the Titanic disaster, lifeboat regulations for ships changed.[footnoteRef:201] Both the U.S. Senate and British Wreck Commissioner’s inquires concluded that all ships should only sail if they had enough lifeboats and rafts for every passenger and crewmember on the ship.[footnoteRef:202] In fact, the U.S. inquiry’s final report stated that many steamship lines at the time had already taking steps to provide adequate numbers of lifeboats for their ships.[footnoteRef:203] For example, J. Bruce Ismay reported during his testimony that all ships belonging to White Star and its parent company, the International Mercantile Marine Co., had been given special instructions not to allow ships to leave port if they had more passengers and crew than their capacity of lifeboats could carry.[footnoteRef:204] [201:  In Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic: A Centennial Reappraisal, authors Mark Chirnside and Dave Gittens challenge the notion that the Titanic disaster led to new lifeboat regulations, stating that while this is popularly believed, it is more legend than reality. For more information, see Chirnside and Gittens, “The Aftermath of the Disaster,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 242-246. However, it should be noted that some ships were equipped with more lifeboats after the disaster, such as the Empress of Ireland, Lusitania, and the Andrea Doria (more than forty years later). However, while the former two had enough lifeboats for the number of people aboard their final voyages, they did not have enough for their total carrying capacity, For more information and examples discussing these ships, their number of lifeboats, total carrying capacity for passengers and crew, and number of people aboard them during their final voyages, see Alvin Moscow, Collision Course: The Andrea Doria and Stockholm (New York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1959), 159; Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 108, 110, 233-234; Richard Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 75; Derek Grout, Empress of Ireland: The Story of an Edwardian Liner (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Tempus Publishing Ltd., 2001), 34-35, 38, 234; Diana Preston, Lusitania: An Epic Tragedy (2002, repr., New York: Bloomsbury USA: An imprint of Bloomsbury Publishing Plc., 2015), 132, 440; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 319; Deep Sea Detectives, Season 1, episode 24, “Andrea Doria: Tragedy at Sea,” directed by Kirk Wolfinger and Jennifer Lorenz, aired December 9, 2003, on the History Channel (New Video, 2010), DVD; Deep Sea Detectives, season 2, episode 2, “Sinking on the St. Lawrence,” produced, directed, and written by Dana Rae Warren, aired April 20, 2004, on the History Channel (The History Channel, 2004), DVD; Mechem, Disasters at Sea, 82. ]  [202:  U.S. Senate report, 18; British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic” (s.s.): The Merchant Shipping Acts, 1894 to 1906, 1912, chap. 8: “Recommendations,” sec. 2: “Lifeboats and Rafts,” transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project, accessed July 9, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/BOTInq/BOTReport/botRepRec.php#a2.   ]  [203:  U.S. Senate report, 18.]  [204:  Hearings of a Subcommittee of the Senate Commerce Committee pursuant to S. Res. 283, to Investigate the Causes leading to the Wreck of of the White Star liner “Titanic,” United States Senate Inquiry: Day 11: Testimony of  Joseph B. Ismay cont.,” page 4, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., April 30, 1912, page 4, S. Doc. 726, transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project, accessed July 9, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq/AmInq11Ismay04.php; Hearings of a Subcommittee of the Senate Commerce Committee pursuant to S. Res. 283, to Investigate the Causes leading to the Wreck of of the White Star liner “Titanic,” United States Senate Inquiry: Day 11: Testimony of  Joseph B. Ismay recalled,” page 7, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., April 30, 1912, page 7, S. Doc. 726, transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project,, accessed November 15, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq/ AmInq11Ismay07.php; U.S. Senate report, 18; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 21; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 66. Ismay personally ordered the instructions concerning lifeboats for all ships belonging to White Star and its parent company, the International Mercantile Marine Co., and could do so because in addition to being the chairman of White Star, he was also president of its parent company, the International Mercantile Marine Co. ] 

	In addition, the British inquiry concluded that there had not been any lifeboat drills during Titanic’s voyage.[footnoteRef:205] The U.S. inquiry also concluded in its final report that the only lifeboat drill was carried out before the ship left Southampton, in which two boats were lowered and then hoisted up again after about half an hour. This was before most of the crew had joined the ship. Additionally, no lists of crew boat stations were posted until several days into the voyage. [footnoteRef:206] This meant that many of the crew were ill-prepared for an evacuation when it became necessary.[footnoteRef:207] Therefore, the final reports of both inquires stated that ships’ crews should have more frequent drills.[footnoteRef:208] The U.S. inquiry’s final report also declared that, “All members of the crew assigned to lifeboats should be drilled in lowering and rowing the boats, not less than twice each month and the fact of such drill or practice should be noted in the log” and that:  [205:  British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 4: Account of the Saving of the Saving and Rescue of those who Survived,” sec. 1, “The Boats,” transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project, accessed July 9, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/BOTInq/BOTReport/BOTRepBoats.php.  ]  [206:  U.S. Senate report, 4. ]  [207:  U.S. Senate report, 4; British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 4: “Account of the Saving of the Saving and Rescue of those who Survived,” sec. 1, “The Boats,” Titanic Inquiry Project.]  [208:  U.S. Senate report, 18-19; British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 4: “Account of the Saving of the Saving and Rescue of those who Survived,” sec. 1, “Boats,” Titanic Inquiry Project; British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 8: “Recommendations,” sec. 3: “Manning the Boats and Boat Drills,” transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project.] 

The committee recommends the assignment of passengers and crew to lifeboats before sailing; that occupants of certain groups of staterooms and the stewards of such groups of rooms be assigned to certain boats most conveniently located with reference to the rooms in question; the assignment of boats and the shortest route from stateroom to boat to be posted in every stateroom.

These recommendations would make it so that both passengers and crew would be better prepared for an emergency situation.[footnoteRef:209] The British inquiry’s final report also stated that for all ships, boat drills, fire drills, and watertight door drills “should be held as soon as possible after leaving the original port of departure and at convenient intervals of not less than once a week during the voyage and that such drills should be recorded in the ships official log.”[footnoteRef:210] Lastly, both inquiries concluded that Titanic’s lifeboats were understaffed with deckhand crews experienced at handling lifeboats.[footnoteRef:211] As a result, the U.S. inquiry concluded that “not less than four members of the crew skilled in handling boats should be assigned to every boat” in the future.[footnoteRef:212] Both inquires’ final reports also stated that all crew members, or a large enough number of the crew, or at least those assigned to lifeboats, should be trained to handle lifeboats.  This was to make up for a ship not having a sufficient number of deckhand crew for handling and manning a ship’s lifeboats.[footnoteRef:213]  [209:  U.S. Senate report, 18-19. ]  [210:  British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 8: “Recommendations,” sec. 3: “Manning the Boats and Boat Drills,” Titanic Inquiry Project. ]  [211:  “U.S. Senate report, 18-19; British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 8: “Recommendations,” sec. 3: “Manning the Boats and Boat Drills,” Titanic Inquiry Project.]  [212:  U.S. Senate report, 18-19.]  [213:  U.S. Senate report , 18-19; British Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report on the Loss of the “Titanic,” 1912, chap. 8: “Recommendations,” sec. 3: “Manning the Boats and Boat Drills,” Titanic Inquiry Project.] 

B. Does Having Enough Lifeboats Really Do Any Good?   	
	In the end, it seems the lifeboat regulation changes occurred because of the strong reaction many people had to the Titanic disaster and not because they were necessary or useful. In fact, even if Titanic had a sufficient number of lifeboats for everyone aboard, it would not have made a difference.[footnoteRef:214] This has been discerned by looking at Titanic’s lack of able sailors,  especially those experienced in launching the lifeboats safely and effectively. This would have been important when some of the ship’s lifeboats at the bow and stern were lowered. Additionally, at least two of the ship’s fifty able sailors were sent off in each lifeboat, and six died after trying to open the ship’s gangway doors in hopes of filling some of the lifeboats from there.[footnoteRef:215] In addition, the first boat was not until lowered until 12:45 a.m., over an hour after the collision. The eighteenth boat was not lowered from the davits until 2:05 a.m., just fifteen minutes before Titanic’s final plunge. The last two boats were washed off the ship’s boat deck as it sank.[footnoteRef:216] Thus, Titanic’s crew was unable to properly lower all of the lifeboats. In fact, during his testimony at the British inquiry, Harold Sanderson stated that because of the slim odds of lowering lifeboats safely in an emergency situation, despite what happened with Titanic, he still did not think it was “wise or necessary” to provide ships with lifeboats for everyone onboard (though he also stated it would be advantageous to increase lifeboat accommodations by some extent).[footnoteRef:217] However, if Titanic had twice the deck crew than it already had, or if they had been better trained and organized, then maybe having enough lifeboats would have made a difference.[footnoteRef:218] [214:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 197-198; Titanic: 20 Years Later with James Cameron, directed by Thomas C. Grane, aired November 26, 2017, on the National Geographic Channel (the National Geographic Channel, 2018), DVD.    ]  [215:       Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 197-198; For additional and more up-to-date information, also see Lester J. Mitcham, “"Appendix D: Deck Department Crew” in Halpern et al., Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 312-313; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 300-302.]  [216:  Lord, A Night to Remember, 77-79; Brewster and Coulter, 882½ Amazing Answers, 48, 55, 57; Adams, DK Eyewitness Books: Titanic, 37, 40, 50; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 197; Weeks, Halpern, [and Behe], “An Account of the Saving of Those on Board,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 141-142; Samuel Halpern “Chronology of Events with References and Notes,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 266. ]  [217:  British Inquiry, day 17, June 5, 1912, Question 19,131, 470-471; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 18.]  [218:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 198; also see Mitcham, “Appendix D: Deck Department Crew” in Halpern et al., Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 312-313; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 300-302.] 

	It should also be noted that having enough lifeboats for everyone did not help the passengers and crew of several other ships during their sinkings. Such ships include the Empress of Ireland, Lusitania, Andrea Doria, and Costa Concordia. This issue is corroborated in sources such as inquiry reports and media, such as books and documentaries. These sources discuss the inability of crews to launch all the lifeboats because the vessels sank too quickly, listed heavily, or both.[footnoteRef:219] On the other hand, while there is some evidence that indicates Titanic had a slight list starboard and then later to port that may have hampered the loading and lowering of some of the lifeboats, it nonetheless remained upright as it went down bow first. This is what allowed the crew to launch eighteen of the lifeboats from the davits.[footnoteRef:220] [219:  Multiple sources mention why these ships having enough lifeboats was ineffective during their sinkings, such as Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report of Commission of Inquiry into the Casualty to the British Steamship “Empress of Ireland,” which Sank after Collision with the Norwegian Steamer “Storstad,” in the River St. Lawrence on May 29, 1914, 1914, Part VII: “Suggestions,” transcription available at Empress of Ireland Inquiry Project: Electronic Copy of the Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry, accessed July 10, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/eoi/ eoirep-part7.php; Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report: Shipping Causalities (Loss of the Steamship “Lusitania”) Report of a Formal Investigation into the circumstances attending the foundering on the 7th of May, 1915, of the British Steamship "Lusitania," of Liverpool, after being torpedoed off the Old Head of Kinsale, Ireland: Presented to both Houses of Parliament by Command of His Majesty: Report on the Loss of the "Lusitania" (s.s.:) The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 to 1906: Report of the Court, 1915, chap. 3: “Torpedoing of the Ship,” sec. 3: “Launching of the Lifeboats,” transcription available at Lusitania Inquiry Project: Electronic Copy of the Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry, accessed July 10, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/Lusitania/Report/Repboats.php; Moscow, Collision Course, 154-155, 157, 159; James Croall, Fourteen Minutes: The Last Voyage of the Empress of Ireland (Briarcliff, New York: Stein and Day/Publishers/Scarborough House, 1978), 76-77; Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 57, 108, 110, 203-204; Lincoln P. Paine, Ships of the World: An Historical Encyclopedia, (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Publishing Company, 1997), 27, 163, 311; Ballard and Archbold, Ghost Liners, 20-23, 32; David Zeni, Forgotten Empress: The Tragedy of the Empress of Ireland (1998; repr., Bebington, Wirral, Merseyside, UK: Avid Publications, 2001), 108 189-191; Richard Goldstein, Desperate Hours: The Epic Rescue of the Andrea Doria (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2001) 75, 94, 104-106; Preston, Lusitania, 3, 132; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic 263-264, 285-287, 319-320, 322-323; Deep Sea Detectives, season 1, episode 24, “Andrea Doria” aired December 9, 2003; Deep Sea Detectives, season 2, episode 2, “Sinking on the St. Lawrence,” aired April 20, 2004; Library and Archives Canada, “Investigating the Empress of Ireland,” Shipwreck Investigations at the Library and Archives Canada, February 14, 2006, accessed February 3, 2018, http://www.collectionscanada.gc.ca/sos/shipwrecks/002031-4100-e.html; Simpson, Alive on the Andrea Doria!, 193; Mechem, Disasters at Sea, 76-77, 82-83, 117; Titanic at 100: Mystery Solved, directed by Tony Bacon and Rushmore DeNooyer, aired April 15, 2012, on the History Channel (New Video, 2012), DVD; Erik Larson, Dead Wake: The Last Crossing of the Lusitania (New York: Crown Publishers, 2015), 276.]  [220:  Multiple sources mention the slight list Titanic had during its sinking, such as Hearings of a Subcommittee of the Senate Commerce Committee pursuant to S. Res. 283, to Investigate the Causes leading to the Wreck of of the White Star liner “Titanic,” “United States Senate Inquiry: Day 7: Testimony of George Thomas Rowe,” 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., April 25, 1912, S. Doc. 726, transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project,  accessed August 21, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq/AmInq07Rowe01.php.; British Inquiry, days 3, 5, 12, 16, 19 and 20, May 7, 9, and 21, June 4, 7, and 10, 1912, questions: 1,368-1369, 1,371-1,372, 1,375-1,377, 4,056, 13,852-13,854, 13,861, 13, 864-13,868, 13,939-13,948, 18,539-18,541, 20,227-20,251, and 20,932-20,935, pages 49, 104, 313, 316, 443, 512-513, 540; Archibald Gracie, The Truth about the Titanic (New York: Mitchell Kennerley, 1913), 34-35, 61-63, https://archive.org/details/truthabouttitani00grac/mode/2up; Brewster and Coulter, 882½ Amazing Answers, 52; Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 180-181, 197; Weeks and Halpern, Description of the Damage to the Ship,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 118; Wormstedt, Fitch, [and Behe], “An Account of the Saving of Those on Board” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 152, 154, 159; Halpern, “Summary of the Findings of this Report,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 281; Titanic: The Final Word with James Cameron, directed by Tony Gerber, aired April 8, 2012, on the National Geographic Channel, (Titanic, directed by James Cameron, (1997; Paramount Pictures Corporation and/or Twentieth Century Fox Home Entertainment, 2012), Blue-Ray + DVD + Digital Copy Collection, Blu-ray Disc, “Special Features” disc, High and Standard Definition; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 208, 217, 219-222, 225-226.  ] 

3. Conclusion
  	Based on the information available, Titanic’s purported unsinkability has appeared numerous times in different forms of media throughout the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. With this belief referenced in at least two publicity brochures and one journal before the ship’s first voyage and in books, films, and tv miniseries, from the 1950s, 70s, 90s, and 2010s (as well as many other sources from different time periods as well), it is clear that this belief has become widely accepted in the public domain and is an important part of its story and legacy.
	Different authors and historians have come to different conclusions concerning Titanic’s supposed unsinkability. For example, Ken Longbottom and Richard Howells are among those who state that Titanic was thought of as unsinkable until after it sank. However, Longbottom’s analysis of this in his article from the Atlantic Daily Bulletin is brief and only cites a single source.[footnoteRef:221] Howells has a more thorough analysis. He points out inconsistencies in the three sources that made some reference to the ship’s unsinkability before it sank, and his analysis of the sources post-sinking cast doubt on whether they are based on facts or are a press creation for dramatic effect. [221:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 305; Longbottom, “Twelve Popular Myths Concerning the Titanic Disaster,” 14.] 

	However, research of the ship’s design, eyewitnesses, and other sources of the era has caused other authors and historians to ascertain that “Titanic was genuinely believed to be unsinkable.”[footnoteRef:222] However, sources like The Shipbuilder and Captain Smith’s New York Times interview from 1907, shows that some ships were thought as unsinkable (or “practically unsinkable”) even before the construction of Titanic and Olympic, making them less than unique.[footnoteRef:223] In addition, Tim Maltin and Eloise Aston agree with Howells that Olympic, as the first in the ship class, was the better known ship until the Titanic disaster took place. Thus, this would indicate that Howells is correct in stating that the latter was mythologized as the “unsinkable ship” since it is the one that sank.[footnoteRef:224] Based on this evidence, it seems likely that people did think of Titanic as an unsinkable ship before it sank. At the same time, it seems both Titanic and Olympic were not uniquely believed to be unsinkable among ships of the era.	 [222:  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 9.]  [223:         “Lessons of the “Republic Disaster,”110; “Olympic,” World’s Biggest Ship, Huge Floating Hotel,” New York Times, October 30, 1910; quoted in Behe, “George Behe’s Titanic Tidbits: Page 2: How the Titanic Became ‘Unsinkable;’” “The White Star Liners,” The Shipbuilder, 6 (1911): 26, quoted in both  Maltin and Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew, 10 and Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284-285; M. Bayerle and G.S. Payne, The Tsar’s Treasure, ed. G. Bayerle, 1, 5, 27-29; “Disaster at Last Befalls Capt. Smith,” New York Times, April 16, 1912 (For other examples of ships being called unsinkable during the early twentieth century, see “Could Not Be Sunk, Her Builders Said,” New York Tribune, May 8, 1915; “Running into Danger,” Gazette Times (Pittsburgh), May 10, 1915). Also note that based on information from footnotes 62 and 64 that the Andrea Doria, which was in service and sank over forty years after the Titanic disaster, may have also been thought of as an unsinkable ship. ]  [224:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 255, 257-258. ] 

	The issue concerning the number of lifeboat onboard ships is also an important part of the Titanic story. Before the ship sank, it was thought that because of ships’ watertight subdivisions, the rarity of accidents and fatalities, establishment of unidirectional sea lanes, and use of wireless radio, ships like Titanic did not need enough lifeboats for every person. In addition, some people believed that a large number of lifeboats could not be effectively lowered to save people in emergency situations. Some, like Alexander Carlisle, also believed if Titanic had enough lifeboats for everyone, the large number would have attracted unnecessary attention. However, the Titanic disaster made many people think it was necessary for all ships to have enough lifeboats for everybody onboard (although, as noted in footnote 89, there is some evidence that challenges the popularly held notion that the Titanic disaster led to all ships being equipped with lifeboats for everyone).
	Due to Titanic’s lack of trained crew, its inadequate use of the limited crew, and the fact they were only able to lower eighteen of the ship’s twenty lifeboats from the davits before the ship sank, more lifeboats would not have made a difference. If Titanic had a larger or better trained deck crew, then having more lifeboats might have made a difference. This may have been one of the reasons the U.S. and British inquiries recommended lifeboat drills, muster stations, and crew member training. However, three of the other ships examined in this thesis, Empress of Ireland, Lusitania, and Andrea Doria, all sank in such a way that having enough lifeboats for everyone was irrelevant. This means that experts’ beliefs before the Titanic disaster about lifeboats limited effectiveness in emergency situations may have been valid. Regardless of the impact the lifeboat regulation changes have had, they still remain one of the most well-known public memories of the sinking of RMS Titanic.


Chapter IV: The Andrea Doria-Stockholm Collision 
	The SS Andrea Doria was built for the Italian (or Italia) Line in the 1950s as its largest, fastest, and most luxurious ocean liner.[footnoteRef:225] Named after the famous sixteenth-century Genoese admiral Andrea Doria, it was meant to be a symbol of Italy’s resurgence from the aftermath of World War II.[footnoteRef:226] [225:       Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Lost Liners (New York: Hyperion 1997), 196; Richard Goldstein, Desperate Hours: The Epic Rescue of the Andrea Doria (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2001), 1, 8, 12-14; Kevin F. McMurray, Deep Descent: Adventure and Death Diving the Andrea Dora, (New York: Touchstone/Simon & Schuster, 2001), 38-40; William H. Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic: Steamship Disasters: 1850 to the Present (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, Inc., 2003), 309-311; Deep Sea Detectives, season 1, episode 24, “Andrea Doria: Tragedy at Sea,” directed by Kirk Wolfinger and Jennifer Lorenz, aired December 9, 2003, on the History Channel (New Video, 2010), DVD.]  [226:  Ballard & Archbold, Lost Liners, 196; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 1, 10-11; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 308-309; Deep Sea Detectives, season 1, episode 24, “Andrea Doria,” aired December 9, 2003.] 

	However, on the last night of its 101st transatlantic crossing, July 25, 1956, from Genoa, Italy, to New York City, the Doria encountered fog, and for reasons that have continued to be debated in the decades since, collided with the Swedish liner MS Stockholm, 45 miles south of Nantucket Island, despite both ships having radar.[footnoteRef:227] The Stockholm’s bow was smashed and the Doria immediately developed a severe list to starboard. Despite the severity of the latter’s list, the Doria took about eleven hours to sink from the time of the collision. As a result, though its list rendered about half of its lifeboats useless, the slow sinking allowed the still seaworthy Stockholm and several other ships responding to the Doria’s distress calls to come to its aid and provide lifeboats to the  passengers and crew. As a result, there were only fifty-one fatalities,  (forty-six on the Doria and five on the Stockholm, which were primarily a result of the collision). This makes the incident one of the greatest sea rescues in history. [227:  Ballard & Archbold, Lost Liners, 198; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 1, 5-6, 16; Deep Sea Detectives, season 1, episode 24, “Andrea Doria.” Aired December 9, 2003.] 

	As of 2020, the Andrea Doria rests on the ocean floor on its starboard side in about 240 feet (73 meters) of water. Because of its depth, the dangers of diving its site, and the numerous diver fatalities as a result of expeditions there, the wreck site has been referred to as the “Mount Everest of Scuba Diving.”[footnoteRef:228] [228:  Laura J. Nelson, “At Epic Wreck, Another Victim Calif. Man Dies while Diving at Andrea Doria Site: Former Bentley Student is 16th Diver to die Exploring the Andrea Doria,” Boston Globe, July 26, 2011; Charlie Moore, “British Scuba Diver, 46, Dies While Exploring the Wreckage of Ocean Liner Off the US Coast,” Daily Mail, July 28, 2017, https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-4738738/British-scuba-diver-46-dies-diving-US.html. ] 

	Despite the relatively low number of fatalities, the Andrea Doria has continued to be a relatively well-known shipwreck into the twenty-first century. It is referenced in books, journals, newspapers, magazines, and websites that have been published from July 26, 1956, up to the present day. The notoriety of some of the passengers onboard the Doria’s final voyage; the facts, theories, and continuing debate over which ship’s crew was responsible for the collision; the rescue of the passengers; and the deaths of divers exploring the Andrea Doria wreck site, all contribute to its fame.
1. The “Celebrity Victim” Factor
	In his research concerning why shipwrecks are sometimes better remembered than other types of transportation disasters, Robert C. Moyer states that one such reason is the “celebrity victim” factor. Moyer argues that celebrity “household names” on a sinking ship often serve as a catalyst for an emotional response from the general population. Thus, when celebrities such as John Jacob Astor on Titanic die in a maritime disaster, it makes it to clear to the public that not even the wealthy are safe in such a situation.[footnoteRef:229] [229:  Robert C. Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down:’ Modern maritime disasters and collective memory,” The International Journal of Maritime History 26, no. 4 (November 20, 2014): 748-749.] 

	In addition to First-Class passengers on Titanic, Moyer also lists well-known passengers onboard the Andrea Doria during its final voyage. These passengers were movie stars Ruth Roman and Betsy Drake, ballet stars Istvan Rabovsky and Nora Kovach, mayor of Philadelphia Richard Dilworth, and songwriter Mike Stoller.[footnoteRef:230] Even though all of these passengers survived the Doria’s sinking, they are still relevant to the argument that celebrity “household names” on a sinking ship draws the general population’s attention.[footnoteRef:231] Plus, it should also be noted that with only forty-six fatalities from the Doria in the disaster, there were significantly fewer fatalities among the Doria’s First-Class passengers than on Titanic, in which approximately 130 of the victims were First-Class passengers.[footnoteRef:232] [230:  Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down,’” 749.]  [231:  Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down,’” 749; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 185, 191, 193, 195, 251.]  [232:  “Titanic” Disaster: Report of the Committee on Commerce United States 
Senate, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., 1912. S. res. 283 S rp. 806, 5-6, transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project: Electronic Copies of the Inquires into the Disaster,  accessed July 23, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq /USReport/AmInqRep03.php#a1; Ballard & Archbold, Lost Liners, 207.] 

	Even approximately sixty years after the disaster, the ship has not been forgotten by the media and public, as it is discussed in news and blog articles as late as the late twentieth and twenty-first centuries. For example, a news article about actress Ruth Roman that focuses on both her and her son’s survival on the Andrea Doria was published in the Baltimore Sun in September 1999 after her death.[footnoteRef:233] A blog page published in July 2008 by Lyn Nuttall mentions Mike Stoller’s survival in the Doria disaster. The author also mentions that Mike Stoller appears along with his first wife Meryl in many accounts of the Andrea Doria disaster.[footnoteRef:234] The New York Times also published an article concerning ballet stars Istvan Rabovsky and Nora Kovach, in January 2009 shortly after the death of the latter, and their rescue from the Doria.[footnoteRef:235]  [233:  Fredrick N. Rasmussen, “Actress Survived Sea Disaster; Collision: Ruth Roman and her young son were Aboard the Andrea Doria when it was Rammed by Another Ship in Heavy Fog, but she Lived to Tell the Tale,” Baltimore Sun, September 25, 1999, https://www.baltimoresun.com/news/bs-xpm-1999-09-25-9909250262-story.html. ]  [234:  Lyn Nuttall, “Mike Stoller on the SS Andrea Doria,” Poparchives: The Blog: Music and Sidetracks of the 50s, 60, and 70s, More or Less Related, or not, to my Australian Song History Site “Where did they get that Song?,” July 9, 2008, http://poparchivesblog.blogspot.com/2008/07/mike-stoller-on-ss-andrea-doria.html.  ]  [235:  Anna Kisselgoff, “Nora Kovach, Ballerina Who Defected from Hungary, is Dead at 77,” New York Times, January 24, 2009, https://www.nytimes.com/2009/01/25/nyregion/25kovach.html.   ] 

	An article from the online British newspaper The Independent published on August 24, 2011, by Spencer Leigh briefly mentions Mike Stoller and his wife’s rescue; Leigh’s former partner met the two in New York.[footnoteRef:236] On the website for Main Line Times,  a book review from July 2014 about a biography for Richardson [Richard] Dilworth cited a brief description of not just Dilworth’s rescue from the Doria, but of how he helped other passengers evacuate.[footnoteRef:237]  [236:  Spencer Leigh, “Jerry Leiber: Lyricist whose Partnership with Mike Stoller Produced some of the Greatest Popular Songs of all Time,” The Independent, August 24, 2011, https://www.independent.co.uk/news/obituaries/ jerry-leiber-lyricist-whose-partnership-with-mike-stoller-produced-some-of-the-greatest-popular-2342587.html.  ]  [237:  Linda Stein, “Main Liner’s Book Brings Richardson Dilworth to Life,” Main Line Times, July 23, 2014, http://www.mainlinemedianews.com/mainlinetimes/news/main-liner-s-book-brings-richardson-dilworth-to-life/article_d6a4f80c-c552-5e9b-b2fb-67e80b4c5e17.html. ] 

	After the death of actress Betsy Drake on October 27, 2015, San Jose, California’s Mercury News published an article describing her ordeal aboard the Andrea Doria.[footnoteRef:238] Another news article released shortly after Drake’s death also briefly touched upon her status as an Andrea Doria survivor.[footnoteRef:239] Another article about Ruth Roman in 2016 from the news website go60.us: Reflections also briefly describes actress Betsy Drake on the Andrea Doria’s final voyage.[footnoteRef:240] [238:  Associated Press, “Besty Drake Dies; Actress was Cary Grant’s Third Wife, Andrea Doria Survivor,” Mercury News, November 12, 2015, https://www.mercurynews.com/2015/11/12/betsy-drake-dies-actress-was-cary-grants-third-wife-andrea-doria-survivor/. ]  [239:  Associated Press, “Actress, Andrea Doria Survivor Drake Dies,” Chronicle-Herald (Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada), November 13, 2015.  ]  [240:  Jaqueline T. Lynch, “Two Hollywood Stars and the SS Andrea Doria Tragedy,” go60.us: Reflections, September 2016, http://www.go60.us/reflections/item/2575-two-hollywood-stars-and-the-ss-andrea-doria-tragedy. ] 

	Through these sources’ detailing of six famous survivors, the memory of Andrea Doria has continued to live on after six decades in part due to the fame of its passengers. While these sources do not always focus on these survivors or the Andrea Doria disaster, that these famous people on the Andrea Doria are still mentioned in newspaper articles and even blogs decades after the sinking indicates that many people still know about the Andrea Doria in the twenty-first century, due in part to interest in its famous passengers.


2. The Andrea Doria-Stockholm Collision: Who was Responsible?

	Another one of Moyer’s reasons for why some shipwrecks are better remembered than other types of transportation disasters is because they tend to have an air of mystery surrounding them. While Moyer does not specifically use it as an example for the “air of mystery” factor, the Andrea Doria can be used as an example of this, due to the continuous debate over who was responsible for the collision between it and the Stockholm.[footnoteRef:241] This debate has continued for decades due to the contradictory statements of the crews of both the Andrea Doria and Stockholm. The two ship owners also settled out of court before there was an official inquiry to investigate and assign blame for the disaster. Therefore, the truth about the collision between the two ships on July 25, 1956, may never be fully known.[footnoteRef:242] However, there are three facts about the collision that are not in dispute. First, fog enveloped at least one of the ships, which prevented them from physically seeing each other’s lights until they were too close.[footnoteRef:243] Second, the two crews spotted each other’s vessels several miles apart on radar, but did not try to divert from their parallel courses until they were about one to two miles apart.[footnoteRef:244] Third, the Andrea Doria’s crew assumed based on their radar that the Stockholm would pass by them in a starboard-to-starboard passing.[footnoteRef:245] On the other hand, the Stockholm’s Third Officer Carstens-Johannesen (“known to his crewmates as Carstens”), assumed based on his ship’s radar that the two ships were going to pass port-to-port, which was standard procedure.[footnoteRef:246] So both ships’ crews made mistakes that led to the collision, which was “a collision that never should have happened.”[footnoteRef:247]	 [241:  Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down,’” 749.]  [242:  Ballard & Archbold, Lost Liners, 198-201; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 47-51, 53-54, 226-235, 238; David A. Bright, “Shipwrecks-Time Capsules of Human Civilization: Who is to Blame for the Andrea Doria-Stockholm Collison?,” Shipwrecks-Time Capsules of Human Civilization (blog), January 17, 2006, https://shipwreck.blogs.com/shipwrecks_historical_tim/2006/01/who_is_to_blame.html. ]  [243:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 198-201; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 30-32, 40, 47-48, 53, 226-228, 232-233; William H. Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic: Steamship Disasters: 1850 to the Present (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, Inc., 2003), 312-313, 315-317; Deep Sea Detectives, season 1, episode 24, “Andrea Doria,” aired December 9, 2003; Mass Moments, “The Stockholm Rams the Andrea Doria,” Mass Moments, accessed September 7, 2018, https://www.massmoments.org/moment-details/the-stockholm-rams-the-andrea-doria.html.]  [244:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 198-201; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 226, 233, 240-241; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 315-318; Samuel Halpern, “An Objective Forensic Analysis of the Collision Between Stockholm and Andrea Doria” Maine Marine Academy, 2, accessed May 7, 2019, http://www.titanicology.com/AndreaDoria/ Stockholm-Andrea_Doria_Collision_Analysis.pdf.]  [245:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 200; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 230; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 316.]  [246:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 199-200; Parliament (1962-1963), Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea Adopted by the International Conference on Safety of Life at Sea, London, 1960, presented to Parliament by the Minister of Transport, Vol. 37, Pap. Num. Cmnd. 1949 (London, 1963), Vol. p. XXXVII, 534, accessed May 10, 2019, https://parlipapers.proquest.com/parlipapers/docview/t70.d75.1962-051465?accountid=10639; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 41; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 316. ]  [247:  Deep Sea Detectives, season 1, episode 24, “Andrea Doria,” aired December 9, 2003 (where the exact quote came from).; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 308 (has a similar quote for the Andrea Doria chapter’s title, which is “It Never should have Happened.”).] 

	Sources concerning the collision between the Andrea Doria and Stockholm have been published in the 1950s, 1990s, 2000s, and 2010s. This range of dates shows that debates about the collision have continued up to at least sixty years after it occurred and thus that the Andrea Doria disaster has not faded from memory even with the passage of time. Sources discussing who was to blame include Alvin Moscow’s 1959 book Collision Course: The Andrea Doria and Stockholm, Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold’s 1997 book Lost Liners, and Richard Goldstein’s 2001 work Desperate Hours: The Epic Rescue of the Andrea Doria.[footnoteRef:248]  [248:  Alvin Moscow, Collision Course: The Andrea Doria and Stockholm (New York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1959); Ballard & Archbold, Lost Liners, 198-201; Goldstein, Desperate Hours..] 

	An online article debating who was to blame for the collision between the Andrea Doria and Stockholm appeared in January 2006, written by the President of Nautical Research Group, Inc., diver, and noted Andrea Doria historical authority, David A. Bright.[footnoteRef:249] Bright maintains that both ships’ crews made several small errors that eventually grew into larger errors. The most significant error was the Stockholm’s Third Officer Carstens misreading the range setting on his ship’s radar. Bright also states that Carstens’ misreading is overwhelmingly and uniformly accepted as the cause of the collision. This is supported by many of the world’s most prestigious mariners and nautical scientists, such as Robert J. Meurns through his research and tests with cadets concerning the collision data via simulator. The article also has several comments dating from January 2006 to April 2011, showing continued interest in the story even more than fifty years after its sinking. [footnoteRef:250] [249:  David A. Bright, “About Me,” Shipwrecks-Time Capsules of Human Civilization (blog), accessed June 20, 2019, https://shipwreck.blogs.com/about.html; Bright “Who is to Blame for the Andrea Doria-Stockholm Collison?,” Shipwrecks-Time Capsules of Human Civilization (blog). ]  [250:  Bright, “Shipwrecks-Time Capsules of Human Civilization: Who is to Blame for the Andrea Doria-Stockholm Collison?,” Shipwrecks-Time Capsules of Human Civilization (blog). ] 

	The reason that news organizations and websites have continued to publish articles concerning the Andrea Doria-Stockholm collision is because the controversy has continued to interest the public. One example is a news article that analyzes who might be to blame, from NBC News July 24, 2006. The article mentions that Captain Robert Meurn stated via a telephone interview that the cause of the collision was simply a result of human error. The article discusses the theory that Stockholm’s Third Officer Carstens misread the two ships’ position on his radar and that the mistake was not realized until it was too late to avoid a collision.[footnoteRef:251] A History.com article includes details of what might have happened just prior to the collision.[footnoteRef:252] Another internet article that refers to the Andrea Doria-Stockhom collision and what may have caused it appears on the educational website massmoments.org.”[footnoteRef:253] [251:  Associated Press, “50 Years Later, Sunken Ship Still Claiming Lives: At Least 14 have Died Exploring the Wreck of the Andrea Doria,” NBC News, July 24, 2006, http://www.nbcnews.com/id/14007111/ns/us_news-life/t/years-later-sunken-ship-still-claiming-lives/#.XQqkRC2ZofU.]  [252:  Evan Andrews, “The Sinking of the Andrea Doria,” History, last modified July 24, 2019, https://www.history.com/news/the-sinking-of-andrea-doria.]  [253:  Mass Moments, “The Stockholm Rams the Andrea Doria.”] 

	The controversy surrounding the collision has also continued to live on because sailors and others in training continue to learn from it. For example, as discussed in a New York Times article from 2001, students at the U.S. Merchant Marine Academy in Castine, Maine, can relive the collision through a computer simulator. In addition, the article discusses how the teacher for the simulator, Captain Robert Meurn, came to the conclusion that “both ships were really at fault… but it was the Stockholm that made the fatal error.” Based on the simulation, he concluded that it is possible that the Stockholm’s Third Officer Carstens believed his radar was on the fifteen-mile range set, when it was really on the five-mile range set. This would have given Carstens the impression that the Doria was further away than it really was and that it was safe to make the starboard turn made just before the collision. After playing the described events in real time in his simulation, Captain Meurn also concluded there was no way that the two ships could have been as far apart as Carstens testified and still have collided at the time and place they did.[footnoteRef:254] [254:  Edward Lewine, “Reliving the Andrea Doria Collision, From Dry Land,” New York Times, September 13, 2001, https://www.nytimes.com/2001/09/13/technology/reliving-the-andrea-doria-collision-from-dry-land.html.] 

	Another example of learning about and thus learning from the disaster is a research paper by Samuel Halpern, a student at the Maine Maritime Academy. Based on forensic analysis of the collision, Halpern disagrees with the theory that Carstens misread his radar. Halpern’s research also indicates that neither the testimonies from the Doria’s or the Stockholm’s crews about how the collision occurred is correct. Halpern concludes that the collision took place because of several factors that resulted from the actions of both ships’ crews. Halpern also concludes that the main reason for the collision was that the two  crews waited too late to take evasive maneuvers. Because of this and their other mistakes, both are to blame. This research shows that not only is this collision still remembered over fifty years after it happened, but the debate concerning it is still worthy of study. In fact, Captain Les Eadie, an Assistant Professor of Marine Transportation Operations at the Maine Maritime Academy, praised Halpern’s paper as having been well researched and therefore, it “should be part of any Andrea Doria/Stockholm collision buff’s reading on the subject.” [footnoteRef:255]   [255:  Halpern, “An Objective Forensic Analysis of the Collision Between Stockholm and Andrea Doria” Maine Marine Academy, 1-2, 8-10, 23, 33-35.] 

	It was worthwhile for Samuel Halpern to write a paper that forensically analyzes the Andrea Doria-Stockholm collision because of what it entails for future mariners. If students hoping to become mariners can be taught to properly understand the scientific aspects of the collision (such as the calculations of its dynamics), as well as the mistakes made by the crews of the Doria and the Stockholm, they could learn to better train themselves as mariners.[footnoteRef:256] This in turn could lead to safer travel and transportation on the oceans and make similar accidents less likely to occur again. [footnoteRef:257] [256:  For more information, fully read Halpern, “An Objective Forensic Analysis of the Collision Between Stockholm and Andrea Doria” Maine Maritime Academy. ]  [257:  For more information on the Maine Maritime Academy, see https://mainemaritime.edu/about-mma/.] 

	As can be seen from the various eras of sources discussed, as well as the variety in different forms of media such as books, new articles, internet articles, and research papers, it is clear that interest in the cause of the collision between the Andrea Doria and Stockholm has continued for at least sixty years since the accident. This is despite the fact that the incident resulted in relatively low number of fatalities compared to some of the other maritime disasters discussed in this thesis such as the Empress of Ireland, Wilhelm Gustloff, and Dona Paz.
3. The Rescue 
	After the Stockholm rammed into the Andrea Doria’s starboard side and the two ships separated, the latter quickly developed a severe list that rendered all of its portside lifeboats, half of its total, useless. To make matters worse, the ship’s starboard boats did not have enough room for the more than 1,600 passengers and crew that survived the collision.[footnoteRef:258] Fortunately, the accident occurred in one of the busiest sea lanes in the world.[footnoteRef:259] As a result, the radio distress calls from the Doria brought help from other ships, who then provided the extra lifeboats needed to evacuate the surviving passengers and crew.[footnoteRef:260] In addition, the Stockholm was still seaworthy after the collision and therefore able to provide its own lifeboats.[footnoteRef:261] It also took approximately eleven hours for the Doria to sink, meaning that almost all of its 1,600+ passengers and crew who survived the collision were safely evacuated before the ship sank.[footnoteRef:262] Only the 1,500 people evacuated after the RMS Republic’s collision with the SS Florida in 1909 and a similar number rescued from the burning troopship Empire Windrush in 1954 have approached the rescue of 1,660 of the Doria’s 1,706 passengers and crew for peacetime rescues at sea.[footnoteRef:263] As a result, this incident has become known as one of the greatest rescues at sea in history.[footnoteRef:264]  [258:  Ballard & Archbold, Lost Liners, 201-204; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 75; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 319.]  [259:  Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 34, 233; Alex Beam, “Recalling the Andrea Doria: [Third Edition],” Boston Globe, July 12, 2006.]  [260:  Goldstein, Desperate Hours; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 319-328; Beam, “Recalling the Andrea Doria: [Third Edition],” Boston Globe, July 12, 2006; Pierette Domenica Simpson, Alive on the Andrea Doria!: The Greatest Sea Rescue in History, (2006, repr., Garden City, NY: Morgan James Publishing, LLC, 2008), 188-190, 196-197, 200. ]  [261:  Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 106-108, 110-114, 117-119, 125, 167; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 320, 325; Simpson, Alive on the Andrea Doria!, 191-193, 195-197, 200-201.]  [262:  Ballard & Archbold, Lost Liners, 202, 207; Robert D. Ballard & Rick Archbold, Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships, Rev. ed. (Boston: Little Brown and Company, 1998), 55; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 281; Simpson, Alive on the Andrea Doria!, 200, 209.]  [263:  Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 1, 236. At least five others sources puts the total number of people rescued during the Republic and Florida incident at or over 1,600 and in one (Martin Bayerle and Gerald S. Payne’s book The Tsar’s Treasure: The Sunken White Star Liner with a Billion Dollar Secret) the authors declare that it is still the largest “open ocean rescue” on record. This source also notes that 4,200 people were evacuated from the Costa Concordia after it struck after it hit a reef in 2012 off Isola del Giglio in Italy through the use of lifeboats and helicopters (plus some who swam all the way to the island). This of course would make the rescue of the Costa Concordia’s passengers and crew far more successful than that of the Republic and Florida, the Empire Windrush, or the Andrea Doria. See Martin Bayerle and Gerald S. Payne, The Tsar’s Treasure: The Sunken White Star Liner with a Billion Dollar Secret, ed. Grant Bayerle (Miami Beach, FL: Barnburner Books, LLC, 2013), 6- 7, 50-53; Ballard & Archbold, Lost Liners, 71-74; Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic, 215-218; Euronet.nl (now online.nl: Internet/TV/Bellen), “Titanic- A Voyage of Discovery (All White Star Line Ships),” Euronet.nl (now online.nl: Internet/TV/Bellen), last modified (most recent version that can be accessed) April 13, 2009, 15:40, last accessed March 24, 2020, at Internet Archive: Wayback Machine, https://web.archive.org/web/20090413154000/http://www.euronet.nl:80/users/keesree/allships.htm; Daniel Allen Butler, The Other Side of the Night: The Carpathia, the Californian and the Night the Titanic was Lost (Drexel Hill, PA: Casemate, 2009), 16-18.    ]  [264:  Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 236; Lewine, “Reliving the Andrea Doria Collision,” New York Times, September 13, 2001; McMurray, Deep Descent, 55; Beam, “Recalling the Andrea Doria: [Third Edition],” Boston Globe, July 12, 2006; Simpson, Alive on the Andrea Doria!, front cover, 3, 187; Mass Moments, “The Stockholm Rams the Andrea Doria” Allan Wood, “Greatest Coordinated Sea Rescue of the Andrea Doria Wreck” and “Wreck of the Andrea Doria Involves the Greatest Coordinated Sea Rescue,” New England Lighthouse Stories: Shipwrecks, Rescues, Historic Events, and Folklore that have Occurred along the New England Coast (blog), July 8, 2016, https://www.nelights.com/blog/greatest-coordinated-sea-rescue-of-the-andrea-doria-wreck/; Andrews, “The Sinking of the Andrea Doria.”] 

	The Andrea Doria disaster has continued to be remembered even sixty years after the event due in part to the fact that all but forty-six of those aboard the Doria were safely evacuated before it sank. For example, at least three sources describing or at least briefly mentioning the success of the rescue and its status as one of the greatest in maritime history were published in 2001. These sources include: Richard Goldstein’s Desperate Hours, Kevin F. McMurray’s Deep Descent: Adventure and Death Diving the Andrea Doria, and a New York Times article about the simulation tests conducted by Captain Robert Meurn and cadets at the U.S. Merchant Marine Academy.[footnoteRef:265]   [265:  Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 166-167, 171, 179, 198, 236, 281; Lewine, “Reliving the Andrea Doria Collision,” New York Times, September 13, 2001; McMurray, Deep Descent, 55. NOTE: McMurray puts the total number of Andrea Doria survivors at over 1,200, underestimating the number by more than 400 people. ] 

	There are other sources from the twenty-first century that detail the Andrea Doria rescue or mention it as one of the  greatest rescues at sea. One such source is Perils of the Atlantic: Steamship Disasters: 1850 to the Present, by William H. Flayhart III.[footnoteRef:266] Examples of internet sources discussing this topic include the History.com article from July 2016, the massmoment.org article, and a blog article from July 2016 from a website called “New England Lighthouse Stories: Shipwrecks, Rescues, Historic Events, and Folklore that have Occurred along the New England Coast.” The article is called both “Greatest Coordinated Sea Rescue of the Andrea Doria Wreck” and “Wreck of the Andrea Doria Involves the Greatest Coordinated Sea Rescue.”[footnoteRef:267] [266:  Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 166-167, 171, 179, 198, 236, 281; Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic, 312, 318-328. NOTE: Flayhart’s total of 1,543 survivors underestimates the total by 117.]  [267:  Wood, “Greatest Coordinated Sea Rescue of the Andrea Doria Wreck” and “Wreck of the Andrea Doria Involves the Greatest Coordinated Sea Rescue,” Shipwrecks, Rescues, Historic Events, and Folklore that have Occurred along the New England Coast (blog); Andrews, “The Sinking of the Andrea Doria;” Mass Moments, “The Stockholm Rams the Andrea Doria,” ] 

	Perhaps one of the most interesting sources from the twenty-first century that refers to the rescue of the Andrea Doria’s passengers and crew, however, is a Boston Globe article from July 2006 by Alex Beam. Beam states that while 46 passengers on the Doria perished in the accident, almost 1,600 survived (which slightly underestimates the total number of survivors), “thanks to one of the greatest sea rescue stories in history.”[footnoteRef:268] Beam also points out that not just the rescue operation, but the story of Andrea Doria has even appeared in a form of popular culture: an episode of the popular television comedy show Seinfeld.[footnoteRef:269] [268:  Beam, “Recalling the Andrea Doria: [Third Edition],” Boston Globe, July 12, 2006.]  [269:  Beam, “Recalling the Andrea Doria: [Third Edition],” Boston Globe, July 12, 2006; Seinfeld, season 8, episode 10, “The Andrea Doria,” directed by Andy Ackerman, aired December 19, 1996 on NBC (Sony Pictures Home Entertainment, 2012), DVD (Seinfeld: Season 8), disc 2.] 

	The continued discussion of the coordinated multi-ship rescue of the Andrea Doria’s passengers and crew in books, newspaper, and internet articles from the twenty-first century show that the rescue operation is a significant part of the Doria’s story. The authors realized this and probably believed and hoped the rescue operation would catch readers’ interests. Either way, this continued publicity of a remarkable rescue at sea, even approximately sixty years after the incident, shows that the Doria still draws interest. In this case, this is because the rescue operation prevented an already terrible tragedy from becoming even worse.[footnoteRef:270] [270:  Wood, “Greatest Coordinated Sea Rescue of the Andrea Doria Wreck” and “Wreck of the Andrea Doria Involves the Greatest Coordinated Sea Rescue,” Shipwrecks, Rescues, Historic Events, and Folklore that have Occurred along the New England Coast (blog).] 

4. The “Mount Everest of Scuba Diving”
	In the decades since the Andrea Doria sank, it has become a popular shipwreck for deep-sea divers.[footnoteRef:271] However, it lies at a depth of approximately 240 feet (73 meters): well beyond the 130-foot limit for recreational divers. Its depth and the hazards at the site have caused 18 divers to die as of 2017, leading it to become known as the “Mount Everest of scuba diving.”[footnoteRef:272] Doria has continued to be remembered also because it is a shipwreck that has continuously claimed lives up into the twenty-first century. [271:  “Elusive Andrea Doria Wreck Continues to Claim Seekers,” Boston Herald, August 6, 1998; McMurray, Deep Descent; Associated Press, “50 Years Later, Sunken Ship Still Claiming Lives,” NBC News, July 24, 2006; Nelson, “At Epic Wreck, Another Victim Calif. Man Dies while Diving at Andrea Doria Site,” Boston Globe, July 26, 2011.]  [272:  Nelson, “At Epic Wreck, Another Victim Calif. Man Dies while Diving at Andrea Doria Site,” Boston Globe, July 26, 2011; Moore, “British Scuba Diver,” Daily Mail, July 28, 2017; Ballard and Archbold, Ghost Liners, 56-57; Simon Adams, Dorling Kindersley (DK) Eyewitness Books: Titanic, 1st American ed. (New York: Dorling Kindersley (DK) Publishing Inc., 1999), 51; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 2, 273; McMurray, Deep Descent back cover; Nestor Ramos, “In the Depths, the Andrea Doria Claimed Another: Deep Sea Diver Tom Pritchard was careful, expert, experienced. And yet,” Boston Globe, August 8, 2015; Sara Salinas, “British Diver Perishes while Exploring Wreck of Andrea Doria off Nantucket,” Boston Globe, July 27, 2017.  ] 

	A notable book about diving the Andrea Doria wreck site is Deep Descent: Adventure and Death Diving the Andrea Doria by Kevin F. McMurray, who has also dived the wreck. The book focuses on the dangers of the Doria site and the 12 confirmed diver fatalities that had occurred up to the time the book was published in 2001. Concerning the diving fatalities, McMurray discussed the manner in which each person died, as well as the recovery of their bodies.[footnoteRef:273] [273:  McMurray, Deep Descent. For another book that discusses diving the Andrea Doria wreck, see Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 273-280. Both McMurray and Goldstein refer to the Andrea Doria wreck site as the Mount Everest of scuba diving, although not in those exact words. See Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 273; McMurray, Deep Descent, back cover. For exact references to the Doria as the “Mount Everest of scuba diving”, see Nelson, “At Epic Wreck, Another Victim Calif. Man Dies while Diving at Andrea Doria Site,” Boston Globe, July 26, 2011; Moore,” British Scuba Diver,” Daily Mail, July 28, 2017, ] 

	The news media has also been keeping track of diving fatalities at the Andrea Doria wreck site over the past few years. For example, a Boston Herald article from August 1998 mentions the three diving fatalities that summer.[footnoteRef:274] Another newspaper article detailing the diving fatalities on Doria is the July 2006 NBC News article, with it states that at least 14 divers had died up to that point, including veteran Doria diver David Bright, whose research was discussed previously.[footnoteRef:275] In August 2008, a McClatchy-Tribune Business News article came out stated that 38-year-old Terry DeWolf from Houston had recently become the fifteenth diver to die exploring the wreck site.[footnoteRef:276] In July 2011, the Boston Globe reported the death of 27-year-old Michael LaPrade, during a dive to the Andrea Doria wreck site. The article also mentioned that he became the sixteenth diver to die at the site.[footnoteRef:277]  [274:  “Elusive Andrea Doria Wreck Continues to Claim Seekers,” Boston Herald, August 6, 1998.]  [275:  Associated Press, “50 Years Later, Sunken Ship Still Claiming Lives,” NBC News, July 24, 2006.]  [276:   Bill Bleyer, “Diver dies exploring Andrea Doria Wreck in Atlantic,” McClatchy-Tribune Business News, August 1, 2008.  ]  [277:  Nelson, “At Epic Wreck, Another Victim Calif. Man Dies while Diving at Andrea Doria Site,” Boston Globe, July 26, 2011. ] 

	In 2015, the Boston Globe published an article which discussed the disappearance and death of 64-year-old diver Tom Pritchard on July 21 of that year.[footnoteRef:278] The Boston Globe also had another article concerning a diving fatality at the Andrea Doria wreck site published in July 2017. This time, the victim was 48-year-old British diver Steven Slater, who died on a chartered dive vessel a few hours after his team pulled him unconscious from the water.[footnoteRef:279] [278:  Ramos, “In the Depths, the Andrea Doria Claimed Another,” Boston Globe, August 8, 2015, May 7, 2019.]  [279:  Salinas, “British Diver Perishes while Exploring Wreck of Andrea Doria off Nantucket,” Boston Globe, July 27, 2017. A news article published on July 28, 2017 also focuses on Steven’s Slater’s death. See Moore, “British Scuba Diver,” Daily Mail, July 28, 2017.] 

	All these sources mention the dangers of diving the Andrea Doria site. In addition, most of the sources also mention the site’s popularity as a dive spot.[footnoteRef:280] Lastly, several of the sources mention the Andrea Doria site’s nickname as the “Mount Everest of scuba diving,” with the 2011 Boston Globe article and Daily Mail 2017 article referring to that nickname in those exact words.[footnoteRef:281] [280:  “Elusive Andrea Doria Wreck Continues to Claim Seekers,” Boston Herald, August 6, 1998; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 273-280; McMurray, Deep Descent; Associated Press, “50 Years Later, Sunken Ship Still Claiming Lives,” NBC News, July 24, 2006; Nelson, “At Epic Wreck, Another Victim Calif. Man Dies while Diving at Andrea Doria Site,” Boston Globe, July 26, 2011. ]  [281:  Nelson, “At Epic Wreck, Another Victim Calif. Man Dies while Diving at Andrea Doria Site,” Boston Globe, July 26, 2011; Moore, “British Scuba Diver,” Daily Mail, July 28, 2017; Goldstein, Desperate Hours, 273; McMurray, Deep Descent, back cover; Associated Press, “50 Years Later, Sunken Ship Still Claiming Lives,” NBC News, July 24, 2006; Bleyer, “Diver dies exploring Andrea Doria Wreck in Atlantic,” McClatchy-Tribune Business News, August 1, 2008.] 

	By devoting an entire book to the subject of diving the Andrea Doria site, Kevin F. McMurray also thought this part of the Doria’s story is worth people knowing. This is because it not only informs those who read his book about the site and the dangers of diving, but also honors the memory of the divers who had died.
	The newspaper articles about the divers’ deaths also show that knowledge about the Andrea Doria has not faded from the media and therefore the public consciousness. For example, in addition to the details mentioned above, the articles also give basic facts about the disaster itself. However, perhaps the biggest point of these articles is that in addition to reminding readers of the disaster, they also tell them that even in the decades since the sinking, this shipwreck has continued to claim lives.
5. Conclusion
	The fact that multiple news and blog articles about some of the notable passengers aboard the Andrea Doria’s final voyage have been published as late as the twenty-first century show that celebrity survival was part of the legacy of the ship. Also, due to their celebrity status at the time of the sinking, they drew a large amount of attention to the event, and continue to do so decades afterward. In addition, the fact that so many authors have weighed in on the controversy surrounding the collision between the Andrea Doria and Stockholm up to the twenty-first century in several different forms of media (such as books, newspaper, internet articles, and research papers) shows that despite this incident’s relatively low death toll, there is still widespread interest in the disaster and its causes. 
	Furthermore, the sources that discuss the rescue of the Andrea Doria’s passengers and crew include books, newspaper, and internet articles up to the twenty-first century. The number and variety of sources shows that different people are knowledgeable about this part of Doria’s story. This in turn shows that people are interested in the disaster decades after it occurred because it also has the reputation of being one of the greatest sea rescues in history. 
	Last, some news articles and books remind people that the Andrea Doria has continued to be famous decades after its sinking. This is because it has continued to take the lives of multiple people, with at least eighteen deaths at the wreck site as of 2020, thus earning the reputation of being the “Mount Everest of scuba diving.”[footnoteRef:282] [282:  Nelson, “At Epic Wreck, Another Victim Calif. Man Dies while Diving at Andrea Doria Site,” Boston Globe, July 26, 2011; Moore, “British Scuba Diver,” Daily Mail, July 28, 2017.] 

Chapter V: The Overshadowed Empress of Ireland
	RMS Empress of Ireland was built as part of the shipping division of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company.[footnoteRef:283] From 1906 to 1914, Empress completed almost two hundred voyages between the United Kingdom and Canada.[footnoteRef:284] On the afternoon of May 28, 1914, Empress left Quebec City, Quebec, bound for Liverpool, England, for its ninety-sixth eastward voyage with 1,477 passengers and crew aboard.[footnoteRef:285] The trip began on the St. Lawrence River. Then, sometime after 1:30 a.m., the crews of Empress and the Norwegian coal collier Storstad spotted each other approaching from opposite directions. Shortly after that, a pocket of fog engulfed both ships. Then, just before 2:00 a.m., for reasons that remain controversial, Storstad rammed into Empress’s starboard side amidships between the latter’s two funnels.[footnoteRef:286] Because of Storstad’s icebreaker bow, it ripped a large hole in Empress’s side: 14 feet wide, 25 feet deep, around 350 square feet, and 175 feet long.[footnoteRef:287] Because of the size and location of the hole (the bulkhead between the ship’s two largest watertight compartments), as well as the crew’s failure to lower Empress’s watertight doors before the collision and too many open portholes (contrary to regulations), Empress sank in only fourteen minutes, killing 1,012 of the 1,477 people aboard.[footnoteRef:288]  [283:  David Zeni, Forgotten Empress: The Tragedy of the Empress of Ireland (1998; repr., Bebington, Wirral, Merseyside, UK: Avid Publications, 2001), 3.]  [284:  Derek Grout, Empress of Ireland: The Story of an Edwardian Liner (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Tempus Publishing Ltd., 2001), 289-299.]  [285:  Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Lost Liners (New York: Hyperion, 1997), 106-108; Grout, Empress of Ireland, 241, 294, 299; William H. Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic: Steamship Disaster: 1850 to the Present (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, Inc., 2003), 258.]  [286:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 87-89, 91-93; Deep Sea Detectives, season 2, episode 2, “Sinking on the St. Lawrence,” produced, directed, and written by Dana Rae Warren, aired April 20, 2004 , on the History Channel (The History Channel, 2004), DVD; Liz Mechem, Disasters at Sea: A Visual History of Infamous Shipwrecks (Long Island City, NY: Hammond World Atlas/Langenscheidt Publishing Group and Moseley Road Inc., 2009), 76-77; Christine Meigh, “Vale of Evesham History Society,” Evesham Journal, April 6, 2017. ]  [287:          James Croall, Fourteen Minutes: The Last Voyage of the Empress of Ireland (Briarcliff, New York: Stein and Day/Publishers/Scarborough House, 1978), 71; Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 110; Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 88; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 261; Deep Sea Detectives, season 2, episode 2, “Sinking on the St. Lawrence,” aired April 20, 2004; Mechem, Disasters at Sea, 76-77.]  [288:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 71-72; Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 108, 110; Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships, Rev. ed. (Boston: Little Brown and Company, 1998), 25-26; Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 163-164; Lost Liners, directed by Peter Schnall, aired 2000, on PBS (PBS Home Video, 2000), VHS; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 261; Deep Sea Detectives, season 2, episode 2, “Sinking on the St. Lawrence,” aired April 20, 2004; Mechem, Disasters at Sea, 76-77.] 

	This event, Canada’s worst peacetime maritime disaster, has been referred to as “Canada’s Titanic.”[footnoteRef:289] Empress of Ireland was also the second in a trio of maritime disasters that claimed over one thousand lives each within a three-year period.[footnoteRef:290] The others were Titanic in 1912 (1,517) and Lusitania in 1915 (1,195).[footnoteRef:291] Although Empress’s overall death toll is less than either, more passengers (840) died in Empress’s sinking event than in Titanic’s (832) or Lusitania’s (791).[footnoteRef:292] [289:  Pierette Domenica Simpson, Alive on the Andrea Doria! The Greatest Sea Rescue in History, (2006, repr., Garden City, NY: Morgan James Publishing, LLC, 2008), 209;  (This source calls the Empress of Ireland the “Canadian Titanic”); Andy Blatchford, “‘Canada’s Titanic’ Gets its Due at last; After 100 years, the Empress of Ireland to be Remembered with Coins, Stamps” The Canadian Press, May 24, 2014; Jeff Maguire, “Sad Fate of Great Liners Intriguing Part of Ireland Visit,” Almonte/Carleton Place EMC (Almonte, Ontario), July 17, 2014; Charles Rivers Editors, Canada’s Titanic: The History and Legacy of the RMS Empress of Ireland  (Scotts Valley, CA: CreateSpace Independent Publishing Platform, 2016), front cover, [4]; Library and Archives Canada, “Inland Waters: Investigating the Empress of Ireland,” Shipwreck Investigations at Library and Archives Canada, February 14, 2006, http://www.collectionscanada.gc.ca/sos/ shipwrecks/002031-4100-e.html; “Special Service for Empress Tragedy,” Liverpool Echo, April 21, 2014; (In this source, Empress’s sinking is called “Canada’s worst peacetime sea disaster” by a Mansfield Steede interviewed for the article, whose grandfather of the same name was one of Empress’s officers on its final voyage, as well as one of the tragedy’s victims); “Canada Post Remembers the Tragedy of the RMS Empress of Ireland a Century Ago with two Stamps,” Canada NewsWire, May 29, 2014.  ]  [290:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 223; Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 1, back cover; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 269-270.]  [291:  “Titanic” Disaster: Report of the Committee on Commerce United States Senate, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., 1912. S. res. 283 S rp. 806, 5-6, transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project: Electronic Copies of the Inquires into the Disaster, accessed July 23, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq/USReport/AmInqRep03.php#a1; Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 57.]  [292:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 1.] 

	Despite this, the Empress of Ireland disaster has been largely forgotten, while the other two ships have become famous worldwide.[footnoteRef:293] Many authors writing about Empress of Ireland mention this lack of recognition, such as the fact that there have been comparatively fewer books on the subject. For example, James Croall states in in his 1978 book Fourteen Minutes: The Last Voyage of the Empress of Ireland, that compared to the stories of Titanic and Lusitania, Empress of Ireland’s story is largely forgotten. Croall believed that his book was the first new work about the subject since 1914.[footnoteRef:294] Based on his research, David Zeni also proclaimed that “interest in the Empress was non-existent from 1915 until dives on the wreck in 1964.” Even after that and the reprinting of Logan Marshall’s 1914 book, The Tragic Story of the Empress of Ireland, in 1972 along with Croall’s book, there were a only a “few blips of interest” concerning Empress.[footnoteRef:295] Even Robert D. Ballard revealed in a 2000 documentary that not only had he not been to the Empress of Ireland wreck site until that year, but he did not know it existed.[footnoteRef:296]  [293:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 233; Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, back cover; Gavin Murphy, Swallowed in 14 Minutes,” Gare Maritime, June 20, 2001, https://www.garemaritime.com/swallowed-in-14-minutes/; Lost Liners,  aired 2000; Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 257, 270; Peter Piggott, Sailing Seven Seas: A History of the Canadian Pacific Line (Toronto: Dundurn Press, 2010), 80; Maguire, “Sad Fate of Great Liners Intriguing Part of Ireland Visit,” Almonte/Carleton Place EMC (Almonte, Ontario), July 17, 2014; Charles Rivers Editors, Canada’s Titanic, [4]. ]  [294:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 233. ]  [295:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 189-191, back cover. Zeni also briefly mentions that the two world wars and the Great Depression also caused interest in Titanic to wane until Walter Lord’s book A Night to Remember was published in 1955, which turned the ship into an icon. See Steven Biel, Down with the Old Canoe: A Cultural History of the Titanic Disaster (New York; London: W.W. Norton & Company, 1996), 149-150, 156-158; Beyond Titanic, directed by Edith Baker, aired September 6, 1998, on A&E (New Video, 2002), DVD (Titanic: The Complete Story (Special Commemorative Edition), disc 2. ]  [296:  Lost Liners, aired 2000.] 

	In the first decades of the twenty-first century, several news articles were published about Empress of Ireland.  Some articles were published shortly before, as well as during and after the centennial of the ship’s sinking. Their authors discuss that Empress has been largely overlooked or forgotten despite higher loss of life among its passengers than either Titanic or Lusitania.[footnoteRef:297]  [297:  “Special Service for Empress Tragedy,” Liverpool Echo, April 21, 2014; Blatchford, “‘Canada’s Titanic’ Gets its Due at last;,” The Canadian Press, May 24, 2014; Peter Elson, “The Forgotten Empress: Service Today to Honor Victims of Sea Tragedy,” Liverpool Echo, May 29, 2014; Maguire, “Sad Fate of Great Liners Intriguing Part of Ireland Visit,” Almonte/Carleton Place EMC (Almonte, Ontario), July 17, 2014; Meigh, “Vale of Evesham History Society,” Evesham Journal, April 6, 2017. For more sources mentioning Empress of Ireland being largely overlooked or forgotten, see Murphy, “Swallowed in 14 Minutes;” Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283, back cover; Piggott, Sailing Seven Seas, 19, 80-81; Charles Rivers Editors, Canada’s Titanic, [4].] 

	This viewpoint is further supported by the number of popular culture items (movies, documentaries, books, and video games) listed in the first chapter of this thesis. There was a total of 17 items listed for Empress. On the other hand, there were a total of 574 items listed for Titanic and 89 for Lusitania. In fact, there were more items listed for the Andrea Doria (24) and Edmund Fitzgerald (18) despite there being only 51 and 29 fatalities in those disasters respectively compared to the 1,012 in Empress’s sinking.
1. A Lost Empress Overshadowed by War
	One possible reason why the sinking of Empress of Ireland has been largely overlooked is the historical context in which it occurred.[footnoteRef:298] Just two months after the sinking of Empress, the First World War broke out.[footnoteRef:299] This caused all unrelated events to be pushed aside.[footnoteRef:300] In addition, during that war, “industrialization changed the character and killing power of war,” and made it “something monstrous.”[footnoteRef:301] This can be seen by the fact that on average, five thousand soldiers died each day between August 1914 and November 1918 (five times the number that died on the night of Empress’s sinking).[footnoteRef:302] The “monstrousness” of this war also had severe effects on the United Kingdom, such as the war’s destruction of a generation and “the beginning of the end of a century of British hegemony,” as well as some other major political and cultural consequences.[footnoteRef:303] [298:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 233-235.]  [299:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 234; Ballard and Archbold, Ghost Liners, 26; Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283.]  [300:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283.]  [301:  Jay Winter, “Introduction by Jay Winter,” in Paul Fussell, The Great War and Modern Memory Rev. ed. (New York: Oxford University Press, 2013), Introduction: xii.]  [302:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283.]  [303:  Winter “Introduction” in Fussell, The Great War and Modern Memory, Introduction: ix, xii-xiv.] 

	 In addition, World War I introduced the concept of total war, which affected everyone in the warring nations, rather than just the armed forces.[footnoteRef:304] One such example of this total war was Germany’s use of U-boats, which eventually targeted unarmed passenger ships, such as Lusitania.[footnoteRef:305] Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold write: [304:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283.]  [305:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 234; Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 54-57; Ballard and Archbold, Ghost Liners, 30, 32; Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 188; Sinking of the Lusitania: Terror at Sea, directed by Christopher Spencer, aired May 12, 2007 (The Discovery Channel, 2008), DVD. ] 

The loss of the Lusitania provoked great outrage in the United States and helped create the climate of public of opinion that would later allow America to join the war. It also marked the end of any delusions that the “civilized” manners of nineteenth-century warfare could survive into the twentieth.[footnoteRef:306]  [306:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 56. American outrage from Lusitania’s sinking was a result of there being 123 US citizens among the dead. See Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 234; Ballard and Archbold, Ghost Liners, 32; Flayhart, Perils of the Atlantic, 289; “Sinking of the Lusitania, aired May 12, 2007; Mechem, Disasters at Sea, 117.] 


In short, Empress is also not as remembered as Lusitania because its sinking did not result in immense political repercussions as the latter’s did.[footnoteRef:307] [307:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 233-234; Murphy, “Swallowed in 14 Minutes.”] 

	In the end, the horrors of World War I, such as submarine, trench, and gas warfare, its enormous death toll, and its tumultuous aftermath made the sinking of Empress and its loss of over a thousand people an event of no great consequence in comparison.[footnoteRef:308] Furthermore, the horrors of World War I led to “a popular will” among the people of England after the war to want “to forget the events of 1914 and the war years thereafter.”[footnoteRef:309] This popular feeling came from the belief “that everything which had gone before and contributed to the old order deserved to be forgotten.”[footnoteRef:310] This meant that “it is was the fate of the Empress to be lost just before the most destructive war in European history and to be overshadowed by all that came afterward in the turbulent twentieth century” and “to sink at a time when the world was poised for the future and ignoring the past.”[footnoteRef:311] In short, World War I and other events of the twentieth century overshadowed the peacetime loss of one ship.[footnoteRef:312] [308:  Winter “Introduction” in Fussell, The Great War and Modern Memory, Introduction: xii-xiv; also Preface: xv-xvi, 364; Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 234; Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 188; Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283.]  [309:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 188.]  [310:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283.]  [311:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283; Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 188. ]  [312:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 188; Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283.] 

2. A Lost Empress Overshadowed by Titanic
	Empress of Ireland is also largely overshadowed by Titanic, despite similar numbers of casualties. Compared to other transatlantic liners in 1914, Empress was neither an “outstandingly large,” “outstandingly fashionable,” or “particularly famous” ship.[footnoteRef:313] While part of the reason that the memory of Titanic has endured for decades is because of the belief that it was unsinkable, the Empress was never claimed to be so, or at least not to the same extent as Titanic was.[footnoteRef:314]  [313:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 233-234; Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 110.]  [314:  Ballard and Archbold, Ghost Liners, 26.] 

	Another reason the Empress of Ireland is not as well remembered as Titanic was that while Empress carried some “socialites and peers of contemporary celebrity,” there was only one passenger who died in Empress’s sinking, stage performer Laurence Irving, who commanded international attention. Titanic on the other hand, carried many First-Class passengers “whose names were synonymous with Edwardian excess like Astor, Guggenheim, Widener, and the Duff Gordons.”[footnoteRef:315]  [315:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 62-63, 190, 199; Walter Lord (Introduction by Nathaniel Philbrick), A Night to Remember, 1955 (repr., New York: St. Martin Press, 2005), 161, 163, 166. Members of the Astor, Guggenheim, Widener families died in Titanic’s sinking, but both members of the Duff Gordon family on board survived.] 

	In his 1971 book The Sway of the Grand Saloon: A Social History of the North Atlantic, John Malcom Brinnin describes Empress’s passengers as “nothing better than…a lot of middle-class Anglo Saxons and a long roster of Salvation Army officers and executives from one end of Canada to the other.”[footnoteRef:316] Even those who are fascinated by the event, like Empress artifact collector Chris Klausen, acknowledge that Empress has been overlooked “because unlike the rich and glamourous that sailed on Titanic, most of its passengers belonged to the middle class.”[footnoteRef:317] Of the 1,012 fatalities, 205 (approximately 20%) were Second-Class passengers and 534 (approximately 53%) were Third-Class passengers.[footnoteRef:318]  [316:  John Malcolm Brinnin, The Sway of the Grand Saloon: A Social History of the North Atlantic (New York: Delacorte Press, 1971), 398.]  [317:  Blatchford, “‘Canada’s Titanic’ Gets its Due at last,” May 24, 2014.]  [318:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 258.] 

	The social status of the people who lost their lives aboard Empress meant that while the sheer scale of the disaster shocked the world at first, “of those who died in the Empress, a very high proportion were from those ranks of society whose members, however bitterly they might be mourned by their loved ones, were unlikely to distract the world for very long by their passing.”[footnoteRef:319] James Croall extends this comparison of Empress’s and Titanic’s passengers, and those who travelled the St. Lawrence route between Liverpool and Canada and the Southampton/Cherbourg-New York route in general, by stating that “human nature being what it is, the world was unlikely to pay the same attention to the deaths of a shipload of Eastern European migrant workers that it had paid two years before to the snuffing out of a substantial part of the New York social register.” He also declares that “even where the blow fell upon a more affluent section of the travelling community, as it did in the case of middle-class Canada, the impact was largely restricted to a relatively small section of a sparsely-populated country.”  [319:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 233-234; Grout, Empress of Ireland, 8, 258.] 

	The Empress of Ireland disaster, “however heartbreaking its impact upon hundreds and perhaps thousands of individual homes across the world, lacked the immediate human drama of the Titanic.”[footnoteRef:320] One reason for this is that it took more than two hours for Titanic to sink. This allowed time for “the image of men, especially those of wealth and power, stepping aside while women and children filled the lifeboats,” to take hold. This image of chivalry made it seem like “a very dignified shipwreck.”[footnoteRef:321] Empress on the other hand, sank in just fourteen minutes.[footnoteRef:322] Its rapid sinking plus the tilting decks of Empress made it impossible for gentlemanly displays of decorum, such as cries for “Women and children first!”[footnoteRef:323]  [320:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 234. ]  [321:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 188-189. “Titanic” Disaster: Report of the Committee on Commerce United States Senate, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., 1912. S. res. 283 S rp. 806, 5-6, Titanic Inquiry Project.  Despite the romanization of the rich and famous who died in the Titanic disaster, of those 1,517 fatalities, only 130 (approximately 9%) were First-Class passengers (approximately 11% were Second-Class Passengers, and the remaining approximately 80% were Third-Class Passengers and Crew). In addition, there were a total of 199 survivors from First-Class. Therefore more First-Class passengers survived the Titanic disaster than died. In fact, among the three passenger classes and the crew, Titanic’s First Class was the only category with more survivors than fatalities. ]  [322:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 8.]  [323:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 8; Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 189.] 

	The circumstances of Empress’s sinking meant that “survival of the fittest prevailed without an orderly allowance for gender and innocence.” This led to a very graphic picture in the press. “Newspapers carried stories about passengers clawing their way out of the Empress and pushing others under the water to stay afloat.”[footnoteRef:324] One story similar to this description is that of Empress of Ireland survivor Reverend J. Wallett in the New York Times on June 1, 1914. In his story, the reverend described that while the people aboard of “English-speaking races behaved splendidly,” the foreigners aboard, “principally steerage passengers,” did not. He describes the latter group as swarming up to the ship’s promenade deck, “with many of them yelping like terror-stricken animals.” Later, he described that while he was in the water after the ship sank, several men clutched onto him, though without dragging him below the surface. He also described the rescue of a Scandinavian survivor “who had gone stark mad” and was clawing, yelling, and shrieking “like one possessed.” When his lifeboat reached Storstad, the Scandinavian man made two “wild” attempts to “swarm up” the ropes lowered from the ship, endangering the other people in the lifeboat. As a result, during both attempts they knocked him from the ropes, so that he was only lifted aboard Storstad after everyone else in the lifeboat.[footnoteRef:325]      [324:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 189.]  [325:  “Sat On Ship’s Side Awaiting Plunge: The Rev. J. Wallett of London Graphically Describes Wreck of Empress for The Times. Hit At 2:12, Sank At 2:25. Those Who Got on Deck Climbed on the Port Side and Sat There Till a Wave Engulfed Them. Picked Up By The Storstad. Scandinavian Who Imperiled a Boatload of Survivors Knocked Unconscious by a Sailor,” New York Times, June 1, 1914 ] 

	While some of the “survival of the fittest” stories were “pure sensationalism,” “the instinct to live certainly resulted in behavior which was unimaginable to a civilized society” in a disaster like that of Empress of Ireland. In comparison to the stories that made Titanic “a very dignified shipwreck,” the “survival of the fittest” stories of Empress of Ireland were not the kind that would become the stuff of legend in a “civilized society.” In such a society, it was instead considered to be an episode that should be swept from the public’s memory.[footnoteRef:326]  [326:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 188-189. See also Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry: Report of Commission of Inquiry into the Casualty to the British Steamship “Empress of Ireland,” which Sank after Collision with the Norwegian Steamer “Storstad,” in the River St. Lawrence on May 29, 1914, 1914, Part VI: “Questions” transcriptions available at Empress of Ireland Inquiry Project: Electronic Copy of the Wreck Commissioner’s Inquiry, accessed September 20, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/eoi/eoirep-part6.php; Grout, Empress of Ireland, 258-259, 310-315. The “survival of the fittest” aspect of the Empress of Ireland disaster is supported by the survival rates among passengers and crew. Among the 465 survivors, there were only 41 adult female passengers (out of 310 onboard) and only 4 children (out of 138 onboard), plus at least 1 female crew member (Stewardess Helena Hollies). This means that more than 400 of the survivors were male. Second, 248 of the survivors (approximately 53% of the total) were crew (out of a total 420 onboard), so approximately 59% of the crew survived. ] 

	Another reason Empress is not as well remembered as Titanic is because most “people share a fascination with unexpected interruptions in the longevity of others.” The Titanic legend endures partially for this reason because most “people enjoy the fantasy of a ship with slightly over two hours to live because of the vicarious contemplation of one’s fate.” People wonder how they would behave in a similar situation when they knew they only had only a few hours to live. However, because Empress sank in only fourteen minutes, its passengers and crew had little time to think about anything, including getting into lifeboats or being thrown into the ice-cold waters of the St. Lawrence River. Those who died in Empress’s sinking had their fate decided in minutes or seconds, and some even died in their sleep.[footnoteRef:327] [327:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 189.] 

	A final reason that may help explain why Empress of Ireland is largely overlooked or forgotten compared to Titanic is because the public wanted to forget its sinking because it “destroyed any remaining belief of invincibility of ships at sea” and hopes for safety at sea in general. Despite being equipped with enough lifeboats in the aftermath of the Titanic disaster, Empress still took the lives of over a thousand people just two years after Titanic and eighteen months after the regulations from that disaster were effectively implemented. The public in 1912 saw the Titanic disaster as an unfortunate incident that would never happen again. Faith in ocean-liner travel was also restored when the British Board of Trade revised its regulations so ships would have to carry lifeboats for everyone aboard. However, the rapid sinking of Empress proved that lifeboats may be pointless if a ship sinks as quickly as Empress of Ireland. Because the public of May 1914 saw Empress’s sinking as a more graphic and irreconcilable reminder of human frailty at sea than that of Titanic, they decided it would be better off not to remember the Empress of Ireland disaster, and thus, allowed it to fade from memory.[footnoteRef:328] [328:  Zeni, The Forgotten Empress, 190-191. According to David Thelen, people depend upon social dimensions of memory to help them decide which experiences to forget and which to remember. See David Thelen, “Memory and American History,” Journal of American History 75, no. 4 ( March 1, 1989): 1122, https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/1908632.pdf?refreqid=excelsior%3Ad56801f902be 01fac0cf65e92054415f.  Zoltan Hidas expands upon this by talking about the concept of forgetting in terms of system memory. Hidas states that based on system memory, people forget anything and everything they do not need at a given moment and only remember the things that gives continued momentum to communication. Zoltan Hidas, “Present Times Concerning Things Past: On Recent Conceptions of Memory,” The Hungarian Historical Review 6, no. 4 (January 2017): 735, https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26374404.pdf?refreqid=excelsior%3Ab94d2cc76ef724a5962dd5a0f30bbe5b. Likewise, Chris Weedon and Glenn Jordan argue that collective memory is constituted via processes of both remembering and forgetting. Chris Weedon and Glenn Jordan, “Collective memory: Theory and Politics,” Social Semiotics 22, no. 2 (April 13, 2012): 143-144. ] 

3. A Not Completely Forgotten Empress 
 
	Although Empress of Ireland is a largely overlooked part of maritime history, it has not been completely forgotten. For example, news articles from the twenty-first century, even one-hundred years after the disaster, show there are still attempts by people on both sides of the Atlantic to remember Empress of Ireland. These articles describe memorial services by the Salvation Army, as well as designations of the wreck site, and the need to remember the lives lost in the sinking. They also describe the importance of the ship itself for the thousands of immigrants it brought to Canada during its years in service, as well as its overall contribution to the early twentieth-century North Atlantic passenger market.[footnoteRef:329]  [329:  “The Salvation Army to Commemorate 91st Anniversary of Empress of Ireland Disaster,” Canada NewsWire, May 29, 2005; “Government of Canada Celebrates the Historical Significance of the Wreck of the RMS Empress of Ireland,” Marketwire Canada, August 6, 2009; “A Tragic Page of Canada’s Maritime History Commemorated: The Government of Canada Highlights the National Historical Significance of the Wreck of the Empress of Ireland,” Marketwire Canada, July 8, 2011.] 

	A number of news articles were published in April and May 2014, for the one hundredth anniversary of Empress’s sinking in both Canada and Liverpool, the ship’s home port and intended destination of its final voyage.[footnoteRef:330] The topics discussed in these articles included special memorial services in Canada and Liverpool and people stating the need for others to remember Empress as a part of history that should not be forgotten. These articles also discuss commemorative stamps issued by Canada Post, a pair of commemorative silver coins released by the Royal Canadian Mint, and an exhibit for the sinking’s hundredth anniversary launched by the Museum of Canada.[footnoteRef:331]  [330:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 241; “Special Service for Empress Tragedy,” Liverpool Echo, April 21, 2014.]  [331:  “Special Service for Empress Tragedy,” Liverpool Echo, April 21, 2014; Blatchford, “‘Canada’s Titanic’ Gets its Due at last,” May 24, 2014; “Canada Post Remembers the Tragedy of the RMS Empress of Ireland a Century Ago with two Stamps,” Canada NewsWire, May 29, 2014.] 

	Based on the data from the first chapter of this thesis, Empress of Ireland  has more popular culture items listed than seven of the other eleven maritime disasters examined in this thesis. This is despite the reports by multiple authors that is a largely overlooked, overshadowed, and/or forgotten maritime disaster. This might indicate that the sinking of Empress has received more attention from the public than some people think. At the same time, however, that does not mean that Empress’s seventeen cultural items are more popular or as popular as the ones concerning the other seven shipwrecks.
	It is also important to remember that the 17 popular culture items listed for Empress of Ireland are outnumbered by Titanic’s 574 items, Lusitania’s 89 items, Andrea Doria’s 24 items, and Edmund Fitzgerald’s 18 items. In addition to the larger number of popular culture items for these four ships, it is also important to compare Empress’s one hundredth anniversary in 2014 to that of Titanic’s in 2012. While there were several news articles from 2014 concerning the one-hundredth anniversary of the sinking of Empress published in Canada and Liverpool, as well as a number of commemorative events, the number of commemorative events for that anniversary pales in comparison to the number of events to commemorate Titanic in 2012. For example, in early April 2012, just a few days prior to Titanic’s one-hundredth anniversary, Director James Cameron re-released the 1997 film Titanic in 3-D. This re-release occurred worldwide, including  a showing in London that included a concert and the presence of some of the cast as well as Cameron himself. The re-release eventually earned the film an additional $343,550,770, giving it a worldwide total of $2,186,752,038 made during both its original release and re-release.[footnoteRef:332] [332:  “The Billion Dollar Film Club,” Daily Telegraph, August 1, 2011, https://www.telegraph.co.uk/culture/harry-potter/8674770/The-Billion-Dollar-film-club.html; “Reflections on Titanic,” directed by Ed W. Marsh, aired in 2012, on Blu-ray (Titanic, directed by James Cameron, (1997; Paramount Pictures Corporation and/or Twentieth Century Fox Home Entertainment, 2012), Blue-Ray + DVD + Digital Copy Collection, Blu-ray Disc, “Special Features” disc, High and Standard Definition; IMDbPro, “Titanic (2012 3D Release),” Box Office Mojo by IMDbPro, accessed September 30, 2019, https://www.boxofficemojo.com/releasegroup/gr4211823109/. ] 

	Titanic had a total of fourteen documentaries for its one hundredth anniversary that aired in Australia, Canada, Finland, Germany, Hungary, Japan, the Netherlands, Norway, South Africa, Spain, the United Kingdom, and the United States.[footnoteRef:333] Empress on the other hand, was the subject of only one documentary in 2014, which only premiered in Canada.[footnoteRef:334] [333:  IMDb Home Page, Internet Movie Database https://www.imdb.com/?ref_=nv_home.]  [334:  IMDb, “The Making of “Empress of Ireland” (Video 2014): Release Info,” IMDb, accessed September 11, 2019, https://www.imdb.com/title/tt3566622/releaseinfo?ref_=tt_dt_dt.  ] 

	In 2012, there were at least five books published about Titanic. In addition, three books were revised or reprinted for the one-hundredth anniversary. In 2014 however, only one book, Logan Marshall’s The Tragic Story of the Empress of Ireland from 1914, was reprinted for Empress of Ireland’s centennial.[footnoteRef:335] [335:  Logan Marshall (With a forward by S. Thomas Russell), The Tragic Story of the Empress of Ireland, Centenary ed. (New York: Berkley Books, 2014).] 



4. Conclusion
	Based on the historical context and factors concerning the Empress of Ireland and its sinking, despite the large number of fatalities that made it Canada’s worst peacetime maritime disaster, the ship has been largely overlooked in the annals of maritime history compared to some other shipwrecks like Lusitania and Titanic, as well as “ by all that came afterward in the turbulent twentieth century.”[footnoteRef:336]  [336:  Grout, Empress of Ireland, 283.] 



Chapter VI: Conclusion
	In Chapter I, twelve maritime disasters were listed by the number of times they appeared in different forms of media, such as films, documentaries, books, and video games. This gave an idea of the relative strength of each ship’s hold on the public consciousness and memory. This listing method also helped determine which individual maritime disasters would be examined in Chapters III-V. Last, this method also helped demonstrate that there is no simple quantitative correlation between statistics concerning these ships (such as their death tolls, their sizes, and their speeds) and the level of fame of each one has achieved over the years. For example, even though the death tolls from the sinking of the Wilhelm Gustloff and Dona Paz have made them some of the deadliest shipwrecks in history, and Derbyshire’s size makes it the largest British shipwreck, these particular disasters do not appear as many times or under as many forms of media as others such as Titanic, Lusitania, Andrea Doria, Edmund Fitzgerald, Empress of Ireland, and Britannic, all of which had lower death tolls than the former two and were smaller ships than Derbyshire. 
	There are two main factors that appear to determine why some maritime disasters are better remembered than others. First is the “celebrity victim” factor. As discussed in Chapters II, IV, and V, some shipwrecks gain recognition over other types of transportation disasters, as well as other over shipwrecks, because they were carrying famous people during their final voyages. This factor also gives these disasters special attention regardless of whether those celebrities lived or died. For example, Titanic carried several well-known millionaires during its first voyage such as John Jacob Astor and Benjamin Guggenheim and Andrea Doria carried several celebrities of the 1950s such as ballet stars Istvan Rabovsky and Nora Kovach.[footnoteRef:337] [337:  Robert C. Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down:’ Modern maritime disasters and collective memory,” The International Journal of Maritime History 26, no. 4 (November 20, 2014): 748-749.] 

	The Empress of Ireland on the other hand, only had one First-Class passenger, stage performer Laurence Irving, whose death received international attention. In addition, passengers travelling the St. Lawrence route between Canada and Liverpool in general were not as well-known as those travelling on ships like Titanic on the Southampton/Cherbourg-New York route. Several experts on the subject also mention that many passengers on Empress, and those travelling the St. Lawrence route in general, were mostly of the middle-class and “workaday people.” In fact, almost three-fourths of the people who died in Empress’s sinking, and approximately two-thirds of the total people aboard its final voyage, were Second and Third-Class passengers.[footnoteRef:338] Therefore as author James Croall proclaims, while the scale of the disaster was indeed shocking, “of those who died in the Empress, a very high proportion were from those ranks of society whose members, however bitterly they might be mourned by their loved ones, were unlikely to distract the world for very long by their passing.”[footnoteRef:339] [338:  James Croall, Fourteen Minutes: The Last Voyage of the Empress of Ireland (Briarcliff, New York: Stein and Day/Publishers/Scarborough House, 1978), 233-234; John Malcolm Brinnin, The Sway of the Grand Saloon: A Social History of the North Atlantic (New York: Delacorte Press, 1971), 398; Derek Grout, Empress of Ireland: The Story of an Edwardian Liner (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Tempus Publishing Ltd., 2001), 8, 258; Andy Blatchford, “‘Canada’s Titanic’ Gets its Due at last; After 100 years, the Empress of Ireland to be Remembered with Coins, Stamps” The Canadian Press, May 24, 2014.]  [339:  Croall, Fourteen Minutes, 234.] 

	The second factor that determines why some maritime disasters are better remembered than others is the level of “impossibility” associated with each disaster. The more “impossible” the disaster is, based on the beliefs of the people of the time and the technology used on those ships, the greater the shock and the more likely they are remembered as time goes on. For example, many people in 1912 were shocked by the sinking of Titanic and its scale because they had heard it was unsinkable. As shown in Chapter III, many people during the early twentieth century considered a major catastrophe at sea as highly improbable. Some people saw Titanic specifically as unsinkable based on its watertight subdivision, a design that not only allowed the ship to stay afloat with two watertight compartments flooded (which was the worst damage thought to be possible from a collision) but also under certain circumstances would allow it to stay afloat with three or four compartments flooded. 
	However, when Titanic struck the iceberg, it sideswiped it in such a way that six compartments were breached, an unprecedented and unpredicted event.[footnoteRef:340] This damage caused such severe flooding that Titanic sank just two hours and forty minutes after the collision, too fast for other ships hearing its distress signals via wireless to arrive on the scene to help, thus claiming the lives of 1,517 of the 2,223 people onboard.[footnoteRef:341] Part of the reason Titanic is so well-remembered is that not only did people of 1912 think of it as unsinkable, but also because of the shock that so many people died.[footnoteRef:342] These factors helped lead Titanic to be solely mythologized as the “unsinkable ship.”[footnoteRef:343] In addition, Titanic as the “unsinkable ship” that sank also shocked the world’s shipping companies into providing lifeboats for everyone onboard their ships for fear of a similar disaster.[footnoteRef:344] [340:  Tim Maltin and Eloise Aston, 101 Things You Thought You Knew about the Titanic… but didn’t! (2010; repr., New York: Penguin Books, 2011), 9-11.]  [341:  “Titanic” Disaster: Report of the Committee on Commerce United States Senate, 62nd Cong., 2nd Sess., 1912. S. res. 283 S rp. 806, 5-6, transcription available at Titanic Inquiry Project: Electronic Copies of the Inquires into the Disaster, accessed July 23, 2019, https://www.titanicinquiry.org/USInq/USReport/AmInqRep03.php#a1; Bill Wormstedt, Tad Fitch, [and George Behe], “An Account of the Saving of Those on Board” in Samuel Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic: A Centennial Reappraisal (2011; repr., Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: The History Press, 2012), 146-148; Tad Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass: The Life & Loss of the RMS Titanic, 3rd ed. (Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Amberley Publishing, 2015), 181, 191.]  [342:  Beyond Titanic, directed by Edith Baker, aired September 6, 1998, on A&E (New Video, 2002) DVD  (Titanic: The Complete Story (Special Commemorative Edition), disc 2; Daniel Allen Butler, Unsinkable: The Full Story of the R.M.S. Titanic, Rev. ed. (Cambridge, MA: Da Capo Press, 2012), 191; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 284-285.]  [343:  Richard Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, Centenary ed. (Houndmills, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2012), 255, 257-258; Beyond Titanic, aired September 6, 1998; Butler, Unsinkable, 191; Wormstedt, Fitch, [and Behe], “An Account of the Saving of Those on Board” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 146-148; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 181, 191, 284-285.]  [344:  Howells, The Myth of the Titanic, 255, 257-258; Mark Chirnside and Dave Gittens, “The Aftermath of the Disaster,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 242; Fitch et al., On a Sea of Glass, 266, 285. In regards to Titanic and its purported unsinkability, there is a somewhat similar factor to the “impossibility of disaster factor examined by Robert C. Moyer. That is the “unsinkable” effect in which he uses both Titanic and the Edmund Fitzgerald as examples. For more information on this factor see Moyer, “ ‘When that great ship went down,’ ” 748.] 

	The sinking of the Andrea Doria was another “impossible” maritime disaster. This is because both the Doria and Stockholm had radar that allowed them to see each other coming miles away, even in fog. Therefore, they should have been able to avoid each other easily. Thus, it has been stated in at least two sources that this was “a collision that never should have happened.”[footnoteRef:345] Instead, “a series of miscalculations on the bridges of both the Andrea Doria and Stockholm brought the two ocean liners together as if they had been destined to converge.”[footnoteRef:346] The odds of a collision like occurring were so low that it was described as a “billion-to-one chance accident” by author and diver Kevin F. McMurray. This has led to continuous debate over who was responsible for causing the collision, even sixty years after the event.[footnoteRef:347]   [345:  Deep Sea Detectives, season 1, episode 24, “Andrea Doria: Tragedy at Sea,” aired December 9, 2003 on The History Channel (New Video, 2010), DVD. See also William H. Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic: Steamship Disasters: 1850 to the Present (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, Inc., 2003), 308 (the Andrea Doria chapter’s title is “It Never should have Happened.”).]  [346:  Richard Goldstein, Desperate Hours: The Epic Rescue of the Andrea Doria (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2001), 1. ]  [347:  Kevin F. McMurray, Deep Descent: Adventure and Death Diving the Andrea Dora (New York: Touchstone/Simon & Schuster, 2001), 55-59; Evan Andrews, “The Sinking of the Andrea Doria,” History, last modified July 24, 2019, https://www.history.com/news/the-sinking-of-andrea-doria.] 

	On the other hand, the sinking of the Empress of Ireland does not fit well into the “impossibly of disaster” factor for two reasons. First, while many people were initially shocked by the scale of its sinking, the Empress was not widely regarded as unsinkable, unlike Titanic. Second, even though the Empress and Storstad collided in fog like the Andrea Doria and Stockholm, this did not seem as “impossible” during the 1910s as it would in the 1950s, when radar existed to allow navigation without visibility; ships like Empress could not detect ships or other obstacles miles ahead of them the way ships like the Andrea Doria could. Thus a disaster like the one that befell Empress of Ireland was not as “impossible” as it would be for later, radar-equipped ships like the Andrea Doria.
	There are other factors that can help explain why some maritime disasters are better remembered than others, and thus appear more than others in popular culture. Other factors include the countries to which the ships belonged; the level of fame of the ships involved before they sank; the effect of the sinking on their industry’s safety regulations; the historical context in which the sinking occurred; and whether there were severe and wide-ranging political repercussions. The two main factors, however, that cause ships like Titanic and the Andrea Doria to receive more attention than other shipwrecks are the “celebrity victim” and “impossibility of disaster” factors.[footnoteRef:348] Other shipwrecks examined in this thesis such as Empress of Ireland, Wilhelm Gustloff, Derbyshire, and Doza Paz, are not widely remembered at least partially because they lack these important factors.  [348:  Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down,’” 748-749.] 
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Appendix: Brief Descriptions of each Maritime Disaster
(NOTE: Shipwrecks are in chronological order).

1. RMS Republic: A passenger ship used by the White Star Line that collided with the Lloyd Italiano Line ship SS Florida in a fog on the morning of January 23, 1909. The Republic sank almost 38.5 hours after the collision, on January 24, about 50 miles south of Nantucket Island. This incident killed a total of six people on both ships (one of whom died three days after the accident). Through the first practical use of the CQD distress signal on a ship’s Marconi wireless telegraph system, everyone else survived.[footnoteRef:349] [349:  Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Lost Liners (New York: Hyperion, 1997), 71-74; Lincoln P. Paine, Ships of the World: An Historical Encyclopedia, (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Publishing Company, 1997), 427; Martin Bayerle and Gerald S. Payne, The Tsar’s Treasure: The Sunken White Star Liner with a Billion Dollar Secret, ed. Grant Bayerle (Miami Beach: FL: Barnburner Books, LLC, 2013), 4-7, 50-53. The location of the sinking is based on coordinates given in the Paine book, the text of the Paine and Bayerle and Payne books and coordinates on Google Maps.] 

2. RMS Titanic: A passenger liner built at the Harland & Wolff shipyard in Belfast, Northern Ireland, for the White Star Line. The ship struck an iceberg in the North Atlantic on its first voyage to New York on April 14, 1912, at 11:40 a.m. It sank 2 hours and 40 minutes later at 2:20 a.m., April 15, killing 1,517 of the 2,223 people aboard.
3. RMS Empress of Ireland: A British passenger ship used by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company that collided with the Norwegian coal collier Storstad in a fog on the St. Lawrence River just before 2:00 a.m., on May 29, 1914. The Empress sank in fourteen minutes, killing 1,012 of the 1,477 people aboard.
4. RMS Lusitania: An ocean liner owned by the Cunard Line that the German U-boat U-20 torpedoed off the coast of Ireland on May 7, 1915. Lusitania sank in eighteen minutes, killing 1,195 of the 1,959 people aboard (including 123 US citizens). This incident helped push the United States into entering World War I.[footnoteRef:350] [350:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 39, 54, 57; Robert D. Ballard and Rick Archbold, Ghost Liners: Exploring the World’s Greatest Lost Ships, Rev. ed. (Boston: Little Brown and Company, 1998), 32; William H. Flayhart III, Perils of the Atlantic: Steamship Disaster: 1850 to the Present (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, Inc., 2003), 289; Liz Mechem, Disasters at Sea: A Visual History of Infamous Shipwrecks (Long Island City, NY: Hammond World Atlas/Langenscheidt Publishing Group and Moseley Road Inc., 2009), 117; Senan Molony, “A voyage into our very souls: Saturday Essay: What is it about the Titanic story which is so enduring?”, Daily Mail, January 28, 2012.] 

5. SS Californian: A freighter built for the Leyland Line that was torpedoed and sunk in the Mediterranean Sea sixty-one miles south-southwest of Cape Matapan, Greece, on November 9, 1915, with no fatalities. The Californian is most famous for being the ship that was close to Titanic on the night of the latter’s sinking, but due to its crew’s failure to take the proper actions upon seeing the latter’s distress rockets, did not come to its aid.[footnoteRef:351]      [351:  Paine, Ships of the World, 87; Daniel Allen Butler, The Other Side of the Night: The Carpathia, the Californian and the Night the Titanic was Lost (Drexel Hill, PA; Newbury, UK: Casemate, 2009), 215; Samuel Halpern, “The Circumstances in Connection with the SS Californian,” in Samuel Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic: A Centennial Reappraisal (2011; repr., Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: The History Press, 2012), 181, 186, 189, 210-213.] 

6. HMHS Britannic: A sister ship of Titanic that was converted to a hospital ship for the Mediterranean theater of World War I. On the morning of November 21, 1916, while sailing through the Aegean Sea, an explosion (most likely from a mine) rocked the ship. Despite safety improvements made to it after the Titanic disaster, Britannic sank in fifty-five minutes, killing 30 of the 1,066 people aboard.[footnoteRef:352] [352:  Ballard and Archbold, Lost Liners, 119, 121-124, 128-131, 133-134, 140; Ballard and Archbold, Ghost Liners, 39-43, 45; “Obituaries: Carl Spencer,” Daily Telegraph, May 28, 2009, https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/ obituaries/5401913/Carl-Spencer.html; Mark Chirnside and Dave Gittens, “The Aftermath of the Disaster,” in Halpern et. al, Report into the Loss of the SS Titanic, 236-239; Richie Kohler and Charlie Hudson, Mystery of the Last Olympian: Titanic’s Tragic Sister Britannic (North Palm Beach, FL: Best Publishing Company, 2016), 25, 87.] 

7. RMS Carpathia: A passenger ship originally built for the Cunard Line that German U-boat U-55 torpedoed and sunk on July 17, 1918, 120 miles west of Fastnet Rock in Southern Ireland, killing 5 people. Carpathia is most famous for being the ship whose crew rescued the survivors of the Titanic disaster.[footnoteRef:353] [353:  Paine, Ships of the World, 96.  ] 

8. MV Wilhelm Gustloff: A ship built for the German Nazi Party’s Kraft durch Freude (or “Strength Through Joy”) organization to provide low-cost vacations to German workers from April 1938 to summer 1939. The German Navy then used it as a floating hospital from September 1939 to 1940, after the British blockaded the German coastline. From 1940 to 1945, the ship was used to house U-boat crew undergoing training in the German port of Gotenhafen. On January 30, 1945, the Gustloff left Gotenhafen bound for Kiel, Germany, through the Baltic Sea, with an estimated 10,000+ military personnel and civilian refugees trying to escape the Soviet Red Army as part of Germany’s Operation Hannibal. Later that night, the ship was struck by three torpedoes from Soviet submarine S-13 and sank about an hour and a half later. More than 9,000 people died, making it the world’s worst maritime disaster.[footnoteRef:354] [354:  Paine, Ships of the World, 575; Cathryn J. Prince, The Untold Story of the Worst Maritime Disaster: Death in the Baltic: The World War II Sinking of the Wilhelm Gustloff. (Houndmills, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2013), 1, 6, 49, 53-54, 62, 119, 121, 124-125, 131, 134-135, 149, 153, 155, 157, 159, 169-170. ] 

9. SS Andrea Doria: An ocean liner built for the Italian (or Italia) Line in the 1950s that collided with the Swedish liner MS Stockholm in a fog 45 miles south of Nantucket Island on the night of July 25, 1956. Despite the Doria’s steep list to starboard rendering all of its port side lifeboats useless, the ship took about eleven hours to sink, only killing 51 people in total, 46 on the Doria and 5 on the Stockholm.
10. SS Edmund Fitzgerald: An iron ore carrier that sank during a storm in Lake Superior on the night of November 10, 1975, killing all 29 people onboard.[footnoteRef:355] [355:  Paine, Ships of the World, 157; Michael Schumacher, Mighty Fitz: The Sinking of the Edmund Fitzgerald, (2005; repr.,Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2012), 1; Robert C. Moyer, “‘When that great ship went down:’ Modern maritime disasters and collective memory,” The International Journal of Maritime History 26, no. 4 (November 20, 2014): 749-750.] 

11. MV Derbyshire: A bulk carrier built for the Bibby Line that sank 670 miles from Kawasaki, Japan, during Typhoon Orchid on the evening of September 9, 1980. This occurred due to flooding that started with destruction of the ventilators and airshafts on the ship’s bow from waves crashing. This flooding eventually caused the ship to trim forward, allowing water crashing over the deck to overload and destroy the first-deck deck hatch, flood its cargo hold, and destroy the second and third hatches and flood their holds, killing all 44 people aboard. Due to its length of 965 feet (294.2 meters) and gross tonnage of 91,655 tons, the ship is the largest British vessel ever sunk.[footnoteRef:356] [356:  Peter Elson, “Echo Shipping Lines for Christmas Eve Mon 24 Dec. 2012,” Liverpool Echo, December 24, 2012, https://www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/news/local-news/echo-shipping-lines-christmas-eve-3328102; David L. Mearns, The Shipwreck Hunter: A Lifetime of Extraordinary Discovery and Adventure in the Deep Seas (Sydney: Allen & Unwin, 2017), 53, 55-57, 105-106.] 

12. MV Dona Paz: A passenger ferry used for service in the Philippines by the Sulpicio Line that sank after colliding with the MT Vector in the Tablas Strait on the night of December 20, 1987. The collision caused the Vector’s cargo of petroleum to ignite and created a fire that destroyed both ships, killing 4,375 of 4,396 people aboard the Dona Paz  and 11 of 13 crew members aboard the Vector. This death toll of 4,386 makes the Dona Paz incident the world’s worst peacetime maritime disaster.[footnoteRef:357]   [357:  Paine, Ships of the World, 148-149.] 
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