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A. After we fired the shot my mate weat back first to the place. He got in, T suppose, 5 or G feet, it
may be 3 feet, off the face; there was a lamp in his hand, a flare lamp, and it 1ib up and blazed all over
the roof, you know.
1899. (). You say it blazed all over the roof: how far did it blaze ? 4. Perhaps 10 feet back, I suppose.
Just a bit of a flap you know : a bit of a flare back.
1900. Q. Did it burn your mate ? 4. No. It wasa very small guantity of gas; and it would just go
close to the roof. Of course my mate popped himself back out of the road. Ie had his lamp up like
this [indicating] looking to see what the shot had done.
1901. Q. How long was that after the shot had been fired ?  A. About a minute. 1krow I was stopping,
having a drink, at the time.
1902, Q Had the smoke cleared away at that time? 4. Pretty well. It could not get away extira
quick.
1903. . And was anything done after that happened by either you or your mate ? 4. T told the deputy
when he came in about it.
1904. @. Who was it you told? .. David Evaus.
1905. . What was he? The day deputy ? 4. The day deputy.
1906. Q. What was it you told Evans? 1. 1 told him when he came in about 130—T1 go out at 2—that
there was a bit of gas Iit up in the place. “ Oh” he said, ¢ there is no gas here.” I said, “ No, it 1s
burnt now. It has been here right cnough.” Then I told him that we had not air enough to clean it
out properly ; nnd he said, * The brattice is well up at the face.” I said, * Yes, but there is no room at
the back of it.” I showed him where there was not room. This place was broken away 4 yards wide for
about 4 yards in; and there were points and curves put in, and the brattice the other side, ‘until actually
there was not room enough for the air to come round at the back of it. We took the air in at the road ;
and there was no space for it to go back: in faet, I cou]d not get to the back of it. I described that to
him, and he said, ¢ Oh, well, vou “have not far to £o Now.
1907, M. Wm{e] Q. "Yon mean that the brattice was too closc fo the rib? 4. Yes.
1908. Mr. Bruce Smith.] ¢. No room between the face and the brattice? .. No. Tt was wide enongh
in the place. It opened on to 8 yards wide, and back here it was only 4 vards, or hardly that. There
was a lump that I could not get past between the brattice and the coal at the hack of it. T told him
there was not enough space, such as T had been used to having, and he said, * Oh, you will be finished
directly.”
1909. _)ZL[r. Lysaght.] @.Could youshow at all where this bord 40 was?  Did you travel the £th Right rope
road to get to your place? 1. At that quarter this road was vot started. It was started the followmcr
quarter.
1910. Q. Did you turn into the 6th Right to get to your working place? 4. T turced in just exactly
opposite Mat’s Ilat.
1911. ILis Honor.] There may have been some change in this No. 40; if there has been Mr. Rogers
could explain it.
1912, Mr. Lysaght.] Perhaps Mr. Rogers could show him exactly where he was working ?
1913, Ar. Rogers.] Q. You know James’ heading? 4. Yes.
1914, Mr. Rogers.| These were forty at that time (indicating on the plan the bords cff’ James' heading).
1915. Witness.] 1t would be somewhere down James heading T was working ; somewhere off James’
heading.
1916. Mr. Lysaght.] @. Can you say what time in the quarter it was? 4. T could not tell you exactly.
1917. Q. Was it two quarters before the disaster? A4 Yes.
1918. ¢ Was it about Christmas time? 4. It must have been the quarter after Christmas.
1919. (). Just try and think whether it was after Christmas?  Yes, it was.
1920. Q. About how long? .. It is like fonr guarters back. It was in the first quarter of the year,
1921. Jl[z Robertson ] 0 Last year? 1. Yes, at the beginning of last vear.  That is when it was.
1022, My, Lysaght.] (). l\ ow, can you tell us anyothel oceasion when anything happened toyou? . About
a week afterwards it lit up nmm
1923. ). I want the full dctaxlq of that. “Litup” is no information to us? _1. 1 went back after T
had fired a shot. I went back to look what the shot had done. ’
1924, . Was this in the same place? .. The same place. And I went back with my lamp on my
head, hooked on my cap.
1425, Q. How long after the shot had been fired ? 4. About a minute, perhaps, or something like that.
And when I got back near the face there was a bit of alight up again, of course. I reported that to Mr.
Evans the same way.
1926. Q. When it lit up again, what did you do? Did it bura you? 4. No. I felt it warm, and T
popped back. It was a light on my cap; T felt it a bit hot on my face.
1927. Q. How far were you from the face? A, About 3 feet, I suppose, when it lit; something like
that. :
1928. @. What happened then? 4. When Mr. Evans came in I reported to him, and he told me the
same thing—that we would soon be finished there.
1929, ¢. Do yon know how far it went back? A, Four or five yards back from the face.
1930, ALr. WWade] Q. Did yousee it ? 4. Oh, yes. Tt was no trouble to see it.
1931. . Did you see how far it went back ? 4. T saw it blaze up to the bord, and then come back to
the face and knock itself out.
1932 Q. What time did vou see Mr. Evans? 4. Somewhere about 1 o'clock, or between 1 and 2. He
generally nsed to be round about that time.
1933. Q. What did you say to him ? 4. T told him the gas 1it up azain; and he told me the same yarn,
’élmt we would be finished there soon ; that we were nsar the distance the bord was very near down the
iIstance.
1934 Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. Jzst tell me exactly what he said? .. ITe said, “ Oh, there could not be
any gas; it was only my fancy”—well, to make it ap pe'u‘ that T did not kuow what it was at all.  But I
know better than that. - T had seen a bit of gas before that day.
1935. ¢. lle told you you would soon be out of the district? 4. Yes, he sail the place would soon be
stopped ; it would soon be far enough driven; and we were nearly doue there.
16825 29—1} 1936.
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19:6. Mr. Lysajht.] Q. Was your mate with you on that occasion? 4. Yes; he was present both -
times. .

1937. Q. Was your mate present when vou had this conversation with Ivans? A, Yes.

1938. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. Is your mate alive now? 1. Yes; he is working at Mount Kembla.

1939. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Do you krow of any other place? 4. I never saw any gas in any other place,
The next place to me I heard a man telling Evans when he was coming out (Interrupted).

1940. . Now, let me have the particulars of it.

1941, Mr. Wade] 1 would ask the Court if it would not be more regular to ascertain if the man s alive
whom he heard speaking to Evans; and, if so, would not it be better to bave that man ?

1942. BLr, Lysaght.] 1 want to confirm it while I have this witness here.

1943. His Honor.] This is not a conversation with this witness, but a conversation with Evans which this
witness overheard. Under the circumstances that is admissible.  The other man may be able to confirm
it; but the evidence of a conversation given by a person who heard it is just as good as the evidence
given by the person who spoke.

1944, Mr. Lysaght] Q. What bord was it that you speak of where you heard the conversation? 4.
Thirty-nine bord, the next bord to mine.

1945, . Who was working it? A, Fred. Jackson. I was just waiting for him when I was going home.
1946. @. Where is he now? 4. Ile is working at Mount Kembla.

1947. . What was the conversation that you heard ? 1. I was sitting waiting while Jackson put his
clothes on to go out at 2 o’clock ; and I heard him say, “ There 1s gas lit up in our place to-day, Dave.”
1948, @. Whois “Dave”? 4 Dave Evans,

1949. . e was speaking to David Evans? 4. Yes.

1950. ¢. Whatelse? A. That is all T heard him say.  And he said, “ T will go and see your mate.”
1951. . Who said that? 4. Dave. Dave was going dowa the bord at the time to look at the place.
1952, Q. When was that? A4 It was about the same week as when it lit up on my head. I could not
say to a day or two. I did not take any notice of it exactly.

19533. @. Now, is there any occasion that vou knew of the existence of gag when it was reported, in your
recollection of Kembla? 4. T have heard men talk about it.before.

1954. Q. Have you heard them talk to oflicinls? . No

1955. . Theu I do not want it. Is that all you want to say about the presence of gas in Kembla? A,
Yes.

1956. Mr. Lysaght.] Might I ask Your Honor again the scope of Your Houcr's ruling regarding this
opening of the safety-lamp in Kembla. T aw instructed this morning that it has bacome a serious matter
there; and this witness himself had to speak to the shot-firer about opeuing the lamyp.

1957. His Honor.] That is a question, of course, that would have to be decided, on the policy or the
expediency of allowing a certain amount of latitude to a shot-firer; and you conterd now that it is
permissible to you to show that shot-firers at present are not as careful as they onght to be.

1953. Ar. Lysoght.} Yes, Your Honor; and Mr. Wade contended ve:terday, in effect, to a witness that
it was not a dangerous practice to open a lamp and five the fuse in that way il certain conditions were
observed.

1959. His Honor.] Supposing that all the precawtious which are preseribed by the Act were observed ;
do you suggest then that there wight be a danger ?

1960. 2r. Lysaght.] There might still be a dancer. In practice these precautions arenotat all observed ;
and, thercfore, it is an unwise escape to allow them to have. I submit also that it is very difficult in
practice to wmake them observe these precautions; and this gives a loophole which may cause disaster.
1961. His Honor.] You say in effect that that loop-hole is taken advantage of in an improper manner,
for the purpose of giving force to your contention that the loophole should not e allowed at all.

1962. Ar. Bruce Smith.] The fact of its being a practice now does not throw any light on the danger of
it. The danger of it can be shown by abstract evidence, by the opinions of competent men that 1t is a
dangerous practice. It is not necessary to go into evidence as to what is being done.

11963. His Honor.] That is rather a difficult question. It is more [ question of common-sense than of
aw, :

1964. Mr Bruce Smith.] I think the evidence will satisfy your Honor that there is more danger of
ignition of gas from the shot itself than from the naked light. My friend wants 1o get evidence of what
is being done ; but that does not throw any light on the problem of the danger of doing it.

1965. His Honor.] It stands in this way: The contentiou is that it is legitimate to show how human
nature will work in the future by showing how it has worked in the past. To take an extreme case, if
you go away from this country altogether, and go to Sonth Africa, it might be suvgested that in a mine
worked by black labour a certain provision always accepted in England, where white labour is used, was
not expedient because it gave a little too much latitude to the peculiar operations of the negro mind. In
that case it appears quite clear that it weuid be permissible to show that, in spite of past experience that
uuder other conditions it was quite safe to give this latitude, the facts disclosed that it was unsafe to give
the latitude under those peculiar conditions.

1966, Alr.. Bruce Smith.] That evidence of its unsafety is abstract evidence. I do not objeet to that.
1967. His Honor.] ere the sugeestion comes a little closer home. 1t is suggested that, owing to the
pecutiar operations of the Caucasian mind, it is not safe to allow this latitude.

1968. MUz, Bruce Smith.] But the bald evidence that a certain practice is going on does not show the
danger of the practice. If it could be shown to be dangerous, I would Iike evidence of that kind to be
given by practical men.

1969, His Honor.] The evidence that the practice permitted by the rule is going on, in the face of the
absence of evidence that any accident has followed from it, is rather proof of its expediency than of its
inexpediency ; and, therefore, it would not be any evidence to show that it is inexpedient

1970 Mr. Bruce Smith.] But I say that the fact of the thing being done is no proof of the danger of
it—has no bearing on the question of the dancer of it.

1971, His H-nor] Butsuppose it could be shown that it was done several times, and some small aceident
had followed ¥ :

1972 alr. Bruce Suwidth.] Then T would adwmit it at onece.

1073. His Llonor.] Mr. Lysaght, are you going to show that any accideut has followed from this practice
being adopted ?

1974,
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1974, Mr. Lysaght.] No. But I do propose to show that all the conditions were there for a very serious
explosion. A lamp was unlocke I and a fuse firel ina place that was dusty ; and the precautions necessary
were not taken; and this person was present.

1975. AMr. Bruce Smith.] Is this since the explosion?

1976. ALr. Lysaght.] Yes. Your Honor will see how tisport int this matter is, and that, if you allow the
loophole in the Act for the uulocking of the safety-lamp to light a luse, the whole safety of the mine is
dependent upon the strict observasce of the precautions for watering.

21977, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Thit can all be disposed of by a hypothesis.  If it is going on is it dangerouns?
1978, Mr. Lysaght.] T would ask leave to show that 1t is going on, and to show that they do take
advantage of this Toophole in an fmproper way ; and therefore this loophole should not be there for
them to take advantase of.

1979. Iis Honor.] You wish to show that the whole thing is inexpedient because in practice one or other
of the precautions preseribed is commonly omitted ; and therefore it is not really expedient to allow a
loophole with such a complicated mass of precautions that it is very likely that those precautions will,
some of thew, be omitted, and the result of such an omission would probably be an aceident. You say
in point of fact that, although there has not been an aceident, it is only an accident that there has not
been an aceident?

1980. Afr. Lysaght.] Precisely.

<1981, s Honor.] And that is practically equivalent to the happening of an accident.
1982, Ar. Wade.] 1 take the same objection as I tovk the other day in regard to this matter. In the
first place it is absolutely outside the seope of the Commission to deal with a practice that has arisen
rince the disaster. _
1933. Lis Honor.] This is a practice that I understand at present is sought to be proved by evidence of
© what occurred before the disaster.
1938, Afr. Lysaght.] Evidence subsequent to the disaster,
1085. Iis Ionor.] Evidence of a state of affairs continuing since the disaster ?
1985, Ar. Lysight.] There were no safety-lamps used before the disaster,
1987. His Honor.) We want to understand this clearly.
1988, Mr. Wade.] Safety-lanps have been introduced, I think, during the last two months and a half—
somewhere about October—and the allegation is—and I will assume it is proved —that under the
operatious in the mine the safety-lamp is opened and a shot is fired, I point out that that is outside the
scope of the Commission. )
1089, Ilis Honor.] 1t is not suggested by Mr. Lysaght for a momeunt that this course of action had
anything to do with the explosion itself. That cannot by any possibility be snggested. There is no
doubt about that. Tt is entirely confined to the question of recommendation.
1990. M. Lysayht.] Certainly, your Honor,
1991, Ilis lonor.] Now, the question of recommendation is a question of recommenda‘ion in relation to
the possibility of an explosion—the possibility of an explosion probably arsing, we may say certainly
arising, from the presenee of inflammmable gas; and the suggestion is that it was the presence of inflam-
mable gas t'at led to this explosion.  The Court has evervihing therefore to do with the question of the
future treatment of all ma‘ters concerned with the possibility of explosions arising from the existence of
gas in the mine; and, therefore, it seems to us all that thisis a matter connected with that part of the
duty of the Commission which is to inquire into what shall be done in the future, what shall be preseribed
n the future, in relation to that particular mportant matter which is immediately within the cognizance
of the Commission. It is different altogether from the question of what led up to the accident.
1992, Mr. Wade.] It brings it back to the same poiut, that my friend, Mr. Bruce Smith, put to the Court,
that a host of witnesses of the fuct that this practice is being adopteld now does not carry the case any
further: because it might be said ou all sides ** We adawit that the pract ce 18 being adopted which the
Act allows, of safety-lamps being unlocked to light the fuse to fire the shots ; but still it is-a question of
argument as to the dry and dusty conditions of the mine, and the pos-ibility of the presence of gas.”
And, even supposing nothing at all is proved in this case, the question is whether the rule laid down in
the Coal-mines Regulation Act, under Rule 12, is sufficient, as a matter of fact or a matter of prudence,
or whether it ought not to be limited in the way suggested on the general ground of the faliibility of
human nature. 1fthisquestion is go:ie into, as 1 suid yesterday, we shall be compelled Lo go into every detail
with regard to all these matters, and to deal with the question of gas having been present there, of gas
having been found or not, and of gas having been cleared away or not; and, further, whether the place was
dry and dusty.  On 2ll these questions it will is.volve the ealling of evidence inrebuttal: and, whether the
Commission come to the conelusion that the Company have or have not answered the contentions advanced
here, they will not be any further ahead than at the present moment; because there is this consideration,
that there has been no accident resulting from it.  1f there h=d been an accident it would emphasise this
proposition, that the general rule should be further limited and qualified. It is nct for the purpose of
shiclding any person in the mine that I object; because there is a perfectly clear remedy open to anybody
agerieved by the zetion of coal-mine officials.  They have full power to prosecute either the Manager, who
has a knowledge of these things and allows them to be done, or to prosecnte any official of the mine, other
than the Manazer, who allows these things to be done.  If a man has done wrong by the violation of this
rule, ke can be punished under the Act.  Whether this rule is advisable or not is a question which seems
to me entirely an abstract question, which can be argued from a perusal of the words, and the words only,
of this gencral rule here, and nothing more. I say, whatever the conelusion is that Mr. Lysaght proposes
to prove, if it is proved or not, the Court will not be any further ahead. If no accident be proved as the
result of this practice the walter should simply be confired to the abstract view of the question.

1993. His Honor.] The Court takes this view of it: this is a very important rule. If advantage is taken

of any concession which is allowed Ly the rules, it is very important that every precaution prescribed by

the rules should in all cases be adhered to, and carried out. It is suggésted, and it 1s properly suggested,
that the rule is not a good one; that the precautions are too complicated, IFor the purpose of showing
that in point of fact that is so, it is sought to prove by particular cases, repeated cascs, that those
precantions are beig overlooked—that, we will ray, one or other of them is being overlooked—and it is
sought to found upon that fact the conelusion that in point of fact it is inexpedient that the rule should
r. main
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remain as itis. The Court thinks that on the whole that evidence is nroperly tendered, and allows the
evidence to be given, whatever inconvenience may follow, or whatever time may even be pcssibly_wasted
by the answering of that evidence. The Court does not think it proper to refuse to hear the evidence;
although the Court may be quite as well able to judge of the expediency of the rule without it as with it.
That may be so. The Court does not see its ways to reject the evidence.

1994, M r. Wade.] 1 have one other objection besides Mr. Bruce Smith's. o ‘ )
1993. His Honor.] You are objecting to the evidence of concrete eases of violations of this rule being
admitted?

1996. AMr. Wade.] Quite so. . ) )
1997. His Honor.] The Court admits evidence of specific cases. Of course their value varies with their
number.

1998. Ar. Bruce Smith.] T think I ought to say as representing the Chief Inspector that, if this practice
_is going on, and is deemed to be dangerous by the mincrs to the extent represented by Mr. Lysaght, they
ought at once to make some representations to the Department with regard to the continuance of what
they deem to be a dangerous practice.

1999, His Honor ] This Court is not going into the question of what the miners ought to do.

2000. Ar. Bruce Smith.] 1 mean in addition to the inquiry now going on. This is the first time thaf it
has been brought to the Chief Inspector’s notice that the miners are in a state of fear with regard to this
practice going on.

- 2001. His Honor.] This inquiry cannot go into that question. . )
2002, M. Lysaght.] Mr. Bruce Smith will permit me to say that the Inspectors can see that practice if
they go and look.

2003. His Honor.] 1f that evidence is given it may help Mr. Atkinson himself to come to some
conclusion.

2004. Mr. Tysaght] Q. Now, I want you to tell us when, recently, a shot was fired at Kembla in your
working place, and by whom. And give usthe particulars of howibwas fired. Where were you working?
At what number? .. I am working in the secend drive, No. 1 District.

2005. Q. What is it, a pillar or a bord? 4. A tord.

2006. @. Do you know the number of the bord ? 4. Sixty-five.

2007. (. Is that the bord where a shot was fired that T am going to speak of 7 4. Yes.

(Mr. Rogers said that No. 65 is not marked oa the plan: it is a new place. IHe indicated its
loeality on the plan). ‘

© 2008. Mr. Lysaght.] . Takingthe condition of that particular bord, is it or is it not what you would call
a dusty place ? 4. Yes, the coal is very dry itcelf.

2009. Q. Isitoris it not a dusty place? 4. Yes, it is a bit dusty.

2010. . And can you give us the day that the shot was fired in that place, and by whom? 4. Well, T
worked in it three days; and we fired each day.

2011, Q. Take the first day you worked in it, when was that? 4. The Monday after Christmas; that is
when I started. -

2012, His Honor,] . This Christmas? 4. Yes.

2018. Mr. Lysoght.] @. Ard what was the next day you worked 7 4. Tuesday and Wednesday,

2014. Q. Now, on the Mouday after Christmas who fired the shot? A. John Forsythe.

2015. . Whatis he? A. Ie is what we eall the fireman or deputy, or whatever they term it.

2016. . Is he the persou appointed to fire shots ? 4. [ suppose so. He comes there at any rate.
2017. ). About what time was this shot fired on the Monday ? 4. About 2 o’clock, I believe.

2018. . At the time of the firing of the shot were there present those dusty eonditions? 4. Oh yes,
it was a little bit dusty.

2019. @. Was anything done towards watering the place ?

2020. Ar. Wade] T think the best thing is to ask him what was done.

2021. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Tell us exactly what was done by the shot-firer, and how the shot was fired ?
A. When the shot-firer came in he said “ Arve you ready ™ I sald ©* Yes.” So he took his knife cut
and cut the fuse off. We leave it hanging on the hale, the bunch of fuse; and he unlocks his lamp, and
screws the bottom off, and lights it

2022. Q. Lights it with what? 4. With his lamp, the naked light. And I had not becn used to seeing
suchlike in my time before in my life. T told him T did not think it was good enough for me to be
working with a locked Inmp, and his lighting the shot with an unlocked lamp: I did not feel comfortable,
and did not like it ; and I said I had been in mines where the lamps had been locked for years and 1 had
never seen one unlacked. ‘

2023. ). What answer did Forsythe make to you? A. T do not kuow what sort of answer. He did
not say much. I said “IHave you not got a bit of wire and guys £’ and he said ** No, there arc no guys
in my lamp.” That is, wire guys to put wires through to light it.

2024 Q. And Je said “ No, there are nene in my Jamp”? 4. Ile said no, he could not get at it; there
was no other way but to unserew it; not with that lamp ke had.

2025. Q. After e fired the fuse what happened ? 4. The shot exploded then and knocked down the coal.
2026. . Did you notice any further result from the explesion of the shot? 4. Well, it was a bit
smoky and dusty for a minute or two, but nothing much.

2027. @. What do you mean? 4. The dust rose along with the smoke as we were going back.

2028. Alr. Wade.] @. You say nos very mueh? 4. I say not very mueh. A little dust and smoke when
we were going back.

2029, . Ncow, is that all that the shot-firer did? 4. Yes, that is all he did.

2030. . Was anything at all done to water the vieinity where the shot was being fired? A. I never
saw any.

2031. ¢. If it had been done must you have seen it? 4. I stould bave lelt it too.

2032. Q. In your opinion was that a dangerqus thing to do? 4. I thought it looked very dangerous to
have a naked Jight to light that shot.

2033. . As a practical miner? 4. Yes. Thoeugh it might be sac enough, it did not look safe and it
did not look comfortable; that is my meaning.

2034, Q. As a practical miner, in your opinion it was a dangercus {hing to do? 4. Yes, it did not look
comfortahle at all, 2085,
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2035. §. Was there only one shot fired that day ? 1. That is all.

2036, ). Tell us exactly what happened on the Tuesday P 4. We fired {wo shots on Tuesday.

2037. ). Give me the full details of 1t? A, The same way exactly as we did on Monday.

2038, (). What were the conditious as to dust .1, Just the same. We fired the shot, and a couple of
hours afterwards we fired another one.

2039, . And on thosc ocearions did the explosion of the shot raise the dust ? 4. Just about the same.
2040. (). About how high was it the dust was raised on each occasion, roughly 7 4. When I was going
back to the shot there was smoke and dust all though the place; a haze of it, and smoke on the top.
2041, Q. But the dust you saw was permeated through the whole place? 4. Yes, a certain amount of
it, dust and smoke.

2042. Q. On the Tuesday did youn say anything to him about that? 4. Oh, we just had a bit of a langh
then. We got more used to it. You can get used to anything ; you get hardened to anything like that.
2043. . Now, were any precautions taken on the Tuesday regarding watering that vieinity ? 4. No,
204t ). Oa the Wednesday what happened? 4. We fired one shot on the Wednesday.

2045. . In the same way? 4. Yes.

2046. ). TForsythe? A. Yes.

2047. ¢ In what way did he fire it 7 4. Just the same way as the others.

2048, . Were the conditions thesame ? A, Just about the same then.

2019, ). And after the explosion what about the dust rising? After the shot had been fired, after it had
done its work, what about the dust rising in the place? 4. It would not be bad; it setiles down you
sec after a few minntes.

2050. . But did it rise ? 4. Yes, of course it rose with the shot exploding.
2051. . And settled down again? A. Yes.
2052, (). On the Wednesday were any precautions taken as regards water ? 4. I never sawanything; no
change at all.
2053. @. Ave those the three occasions you speak of 7 4. Yes.
2034 (). Now, do you consider, as a practical miner, that it is essentlial to the safety of the mine that the
safety-lamp should not be nsed to fire a fuse ? A, 1t is more satisfactory to me tosec them use the wire
thau to use the naked light.
2055. Q. Do you consider it is essential to Lhe safety of the mine, as a practical miner? A, Yes, I do.
2036. Q. In all the mines that you have worked In in any other part of the world, have you known the
safety-lamp to be used to fire the fuse? A. Not the naked light; never. I have always been used to
lighting with touch-paper, and I reckon it is the safest thing you can have, too. I do not believe in fuse
even to light the shot.
2057, Q. What is touch-paper?  A. You make it with saltpetre. The fuse blaz-s, spits, as we term it.
The last time I was at lembla T have seen the fuse blaze. That was the first quarter we worked after
the explosion, like—the last quarter we term it.

2058. Q. You are a member of the Union? 4. Yes.

2059. (. Recommendation No. 1 [ Recomnendation read] ;—wkat do you say in support of that recom-
mendation? 1. I support that at any rate.  You cannot get too much of that, at any rate.

2060. Q. Grive me sowme reasons why it is essential that deuhes and shot-firers should have this theoretical
knowledge ? 4. You mean, like, being examined ¢

2061, @. Yes, by the Examining Board 7 A4 Yes; beeause some men are seut to a job to do it and are
not competent for the job. P]entv of men a bit fav. oured, or a relation, or anything of that—they send
them to the handiest, easiest job, with the biggest money. That is how I look at it.

2062. ). As far as you observed from the “shot- firing by this shot-firer I'orsythe in this way, In your
opinion did He appreciate the danger that was there ? 4. Ile appreciated what I said, that I did not
think it was hardly fair to unlock “that light to do that.

2063. . Did he appreciate it? 4. l(\s he agreed with me that it was not right.

2064. . Did he give any reason for contmumtr “that pracm@ though it was not right 7 A. No; he said
the other man had been doing it before they had changed shifts, l[e had been on nl«rht shift—the other
man. The ground had been \t‘mdm" idle for a while.

2065. Q. The only reason Le gave was that the other man had been doing it before? 4. Yes; the other
man on the other shift.

2066. ¢. Well now, have you anything clse to add why deputies in particular and shot-firers should pass
an examination? .{, 1 say they should for the safety ‘of the people that work in the mine. T have scen
any amount of different hosses and deputies in mines in my travels. I have seen broken-down buichers
come and get a job straight away as boss, and they had no experience or anything.

2057, Mr. Bruce ,Smm[] (). Here,or in England? .. In Queensland that was. I could not stand him
very long; I know too much.

2008. M. Lysaght.] . What was he? 4. Deputy.

2069. Mr. Wade.] That was in Queensland.

2070. Witness.] 1 am just saying where men get shoved into billets where tbey are not qualified (o do
the work.

2071. MMy, Lysaght] ©. In this State can you point out cases where men who, in your opiuior, were
incompetent, were nppolnted as deputies and shot-firers, leaving out Kembla?

2072, Mr. Wade.] Take Kembla.
2073. Mr. Lysaght.] . Take John Morrison if you like; the man who did not inspect the wastes, 1
will just read you somnething. David Evans’ evidence : —

My duties as day deputy would not include looking for gas, and Kembla Mine may Lave been full of gas and yet I

not know, and it was not my duty to look for it.

Lt a day deputy stated that, would you consider he was a competent man to be a day deputy ?
2074, Myr.Wade.] 1 object to that. 1t 1s outside the seope of the inquiry. The only question is whutlier
they (deputies) should be examined.
2075. His Honor.] Thatisa nmttor for argument from the evidence before the Court, rather than a matier
to be put to a particular witness. T do not say that it would not be legitimate to put a question like that
to Mr. Atkinson ; possibly it might.

My L/m_gﬁf] Very well,
2076,
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2076. Q. Now, coming to Recommendation No. 2 [Recommendation read];—is that, in your opinion, a
wise and necessary precaution ? A. I havean opinion that they should order Davy lamps if it is necessary,
or safety-lamps.

2077. . And with whom would you leave the deciding of that? 4. The Inspector should be the man
for it, in my opinion.

2078. Q. No. 3 [Recommendation No. 3 wis read]? A. I agree with the fan. You cannot beat a fan
for regular air,

2079. Q. Now, youcan say as much as you waut to on that matter. What reasons have you for supporting
this particular recommendation? 4. Because a furnace is never kept regular; it cannot be kept regular.

It it is fired up it will pull for awhile, and it will dull down again; and a fan is one continual pull—more

pull altogether, more strength, and regular.
208). Q. In what other way is a furnace objectionable? 4. It makes a difference sometimes which way
the wind is blowing outside a mine; and it does not make any difference to a fan at all. In myopinion,it
does not. And that is about the main one, too, the way the wind blows.
20S1. §. But, in case of a disaster, what are the advantages of a fan? 4. Do you mean to prevent a
disaster ?
2082, ). In case of a disaster, in what way would a furnace be distinctly objectionable? 4. T do not
know.
2083. . Supposing the disaster in Kembla had happened in the shaft section instead of in No. 1 Right ?
<. It would have gone up the shaft for a certainty.
2084. Q. What would be the most probable result ?  A. I could not tell you that. -
2085. (). What would be the effect on the fire ;—had an explosion of this magnitude originated in the
shaft district, what would have been the probuble consequences ? 4. It would go up the upeast shaft.
2085. Q. What would follow from that ¥ 1. It would strip the whole shaft. It would wreck it.
2037. . What would follow from that ? 4. Of course we would be all smothered in a few minutes.
Of course the job would stop at once—no upecast, no air.
2088. @. In any part of the mine? 4. No.
2089. @. Now, Recommendation No. 4 [Recommendation No. 4 was read];—I do not know what you
would say upon that matter, as to the secaling off of the wastes, or as to whether they should be
ventilated? .1. I do not know exactly what they term wastes. What they term wastes in the Old
Country is the country that stands on pillars not drawn out.
2090, (). Well, after the pillars have been drawnr 4. Oh, that should close all up. You would want
nothing there. It is supposed to fall bodily.
2091, Q. But if it does not close all up ? .1, Then you must block it up—that is my opinion.
2092 @), Seal it off 7 A. Yes,
2093. . Rocommendation No. 5, “All places except prospecting drives to have cut-throughs not more
than 30 yards apart™? A Yes; I will agree with that, too.
2094, Q. From your general experience, what has been the distance of cut-throughs in England ;—how
far have they been apart as a general experience ? 4. I think aboub 30 yards and 33 yards; but it just
depends on the nature of the roof over them.
2045, €. In your opinion, would cut-throughs 30 yards away from one another interfere with the safety
of the roof in any way? 4. If it is a weak roof it would. The bigger the pillar, the better for the
roof.
2096. . But would it interfere to a material extent, say, with the general run of roofs? 4. No; Ido
not think it would.
2097, €. Aud dv you consider that 30 yards apart would be a reasonable distance? A. Yes, I think so.
2098. ). Recommendation No. 6, “Inspection with locked safety lamp in all cases.”” There is an
exception in the Act which provides that they nced not inspect in the morning if gas has not been
discovered for twelve months before;—do you think that exception should be abolished, and that there
should be an inspection with a safety lamp in every place? A. Yes, there should be.
2099. . Recowmendation No. 7;—are you familiar with the use of the hydrogen flame? 4. No, I
am not.
2100. Q. You do not understand that? 4. No, I do not.
2101. . Do you consider it expedient to have a monthly evamination with a lamp that will show less
than 2 per cent. of gas? .{. I can hardly tell what 2 per cent. of gasis. I could tell the thickness of it
myself 1f I tried it.
2102, ¢). Recommendation No. S [the Recommenduiion was read]; what do you say to that;—do you
think that 500 cubic feet of air should De supplied for the consumption of a horse per minute, in your
opimion? 4. I do not exactly understand the measnrement of air myself.
2103. Ilis Honor.] 1t is verv clear that none of the miners pretend to nnderstand that. They contend
that, if 120 cubie feet are necessary for a man, more ought to be provided for a horse. It is very clear
that 100 cubie feet is the amount required for a man, with a margin added; and if a horse requires five
times as much az a man, you do not want to multiply both man and margin. It a man requires 60 cubic
feet, and 40 cubic feet is the margin, and the multiplier 5, you would multiply 60 by 5, and add the
margin, 40.
2L0% Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Recommendation No. 9, “All doors erected so as to close and remain closed of
own motien” ? . 1 agree with that. That is very good.
2103. (. Is that the practice in England in collieries ? 4. There is a boy to open the door and shut it
again,
2106. Q. But were they, as far as you know, self-closing doors? 4. Some had.
2107. Q. And (Recommendation No. 10) “ Double doors on drives between main intakes and returns
and main headings ”; you understand—the double doors instead of the single doors ;—you approve of
that? 4. Yes. : -
2108, @ “IExtra supply of safety lamps and their requisites, equal to one-third of number of persons
employed below ground, to be kept constantly in good order and ready for use” (No.12)? 4. That
would be very handy.
2109. ¢. What was your cxperience at Kembla? A. I could not find any after the disaster.
2110. @. Did you look? A. Yes; because I wanted to get hold of a good lamp.

2111.
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2111. . How long were you delaved? 4. I think there were some came.

2112, ). Where did they come from? 4. I do not know. I saw them come in some cases. I do not
know where they came from.

2113. @. Until those Jamps came from outside quarters, could you get a lamp o go into the mine ?
«1. No, I could not. There were only feur we found, I think, altogether ; and I could not get one ¢ f
them.

2114. Q. And if you had been able to get a lamp immediately, do you think you could have rendered
greater assistance in saving life? 4. A Jot of us could. We could have got further in sooner.

2115. Q. (Recommendation No. 13 was read.) Do you know anything about the watering of coal-mines ?
A. T have scen them watered in places, but not many.

2116. AMr. Bruce Smith.] €. Where is that—at Home ? 4. Yes, on the dusty roads,

2117. Mr. Lysaght.] . Do they water the travelling roads too, as well as the haulage roads? A, In
some places they do—where it is a bit dusty.

2118. ¢. You might tell us on an average how often you saw Mr, Rogers, say, in a month or three
months or a week—how often did you see Mr. Rogers underground ? 4. I could not tell you. T have
heard tell of him many a time when I have net seen him. )
2119. How often have you seen him underground ?  How often has he come to your place? A. About
six or seven times, perhaps.

2120. Q. In two years? . Yes. I could not tell you exactly how many times.

2121. Q. (Recommendation No. 16 was read.) In your opinion, are those manholes now quite large
enough in case of accident or any skips getting away; or would they be better enlarged? .1. What 18
the size ?

2122, Mr. Lysaght.] They are 8 x 4 x 6.

2123, Mr. Bruce Swith.] But you are telling him.

2124, Mr. Lysaght.] He knows the size ; but he does not know the lineal measurement.

2125. Mr. Bruce Smith.] But there is a lot of this evidence in which you ask, “Do you remember all
this 7”7 and he says “Yes”: and that cocs pot help the Commission at all, unless he gives some
expericnce.

2125, His Honor.] Not at all.  The question is whether his experience is that the manholes are not big
cnough. )
2127, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Tn your experience are thesc manholes Targe enough to provide for danger ? 4.
I do not know what size these are; but what 1 have been used to are 6 x G.

2128. . Inwhat collieries were these manholes 6 x 6?7 4. In the Old Coun'‘ry : but, of course, I did not
notice very much anvwhere clse,

21290, His Honor.] . You wcan 6 x G whatever the height wmight be ? 4. T mean in frem the rope lo
give us room to get in.

2130. Q. It has nothing to do with the height ? 4. No. 4 feet is the height of some, but that is the
square 6 x 6 x 4.

2131, A Lysaght.] Q. (Recommendalion No. 18 was read.) T think that has been touched when le
was giving his evidence gencrally. 1f you think that instruction should regularly be given as to how they
can get out of the mine? 4. O, yos. .

2132, @. Do you know all the ways to get out of Kembla? 1. There is one road I do not know very
well to get out.

2133, ¢. Which one is that? 4. What they call the daylight tunnel, from the shaft.

2134, Q. How many ways of getting out are there in Kembla? .1, There are four tunnels that I know
of besides the shaft; and I count that a way too.

Cross-examination by Mr. Wade : —

2135 Q. Have you not found out these different reads out just by yourself # .. I have only been
compelled to find one road out : that was the day of the explosion,

2136. Q. It is not an answer to my question. Ilave you found out the rest for yourself ; or were you
taken out specially P 4. No. I have been in 1he otlier roads. That is all I know.

2137. . 1 want to know, have you found them out for yourself, or hassome official taken you round and
shown you ? 4. No official.

2138. You found them out for yourself? 4. Yea.

2139. Q. And the only one you do not know very well is this one round by the shaft daylight tunnel to
the extreme left of the plan? A, Yes.

2140. Q. That is the one that goes round by the face of the old long-wall workings? 4. Yes.

2141, . That is a tremendously long way round ? A, Yes.

2142, @. Miles and miles?  A. I do not say miiles and miles, but perhaps it would be a couple of miles.
2143. (2. Not more than that ? 4. It cannct be much more than that; perhaps less.

2144. Q. Now, how did you find your way out on the day of the disaster; just by using your common
seuse? . Yes. 1 found the way by meeting the frésh air.

211%; @. You could tell when the breeze was coming in; and you always kept your face to the breeze?
A. Yes.

2146. ¢. And you got out along a road you had not travelled before? .{. Yes. I bad never seen it

before.

2147. @. Now, about these manholes in England, 6 x 6; do you know how far apart they are? 4. I

could not tell you—20 yards, I think, we used to have them. Then there was one in between on the

other side ; so that if you missed this you could get that one.

2148. @. Do you know how wide the roads were? . We had different widths there. We had double

roads in some places. They used to run what we call engine sets.

2149, Q. Were they all 6 x 6? 4. That is what we used to reckon to make them.

2150. Q. You have krown of no trouble in New South Wales from the manholes being too small?  A. I

never heard tell of it anyway. Inever heard tell of any working man grumbling about the manholes

being too small; in fact, in Mount Kembla there is not much danger, because it is a very steady rope. 1f

it had been running an engine plane, that is where you want the manholes.

2151 Q. With an engine plane you have no time to get out of the way if you are walking on the

rails? 4. No,

2152. Q. You said you approved of a monthly inspection—do you remember saying that ? 4. Yes.
2153.
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2153. By whom? You did not tell us that, I think? 4. By the officials of the mine, I should say.

2154. Butthey inspect every morning, do they rot? .. Yes, but the monthly inspection is to go through

all the old air-roads.

2135. . You would notsuggest a special inspection for gas oncea month in addition to the daily inspection ?

A. What I mean is about the special inspection. I thought it would be the Inspector who would go

round once monthly thoronghly to sec that these other men have doneit; to see that everything had

been kept right.

2136. Q. You know that every working place is examined for gas before the man starts work in the morning ?

A. 1 believe that.

2157. . Itought to be done every day? . If itis not, it should be.

2158. ). And you know it ought to be examined again during the daytime? 4. Yes; beforc a shot is

lit up it should, in mny opinion.

2159. €. And you know that the workmen themselves are suppesed to examine the place whilst at work ?

4. Oh, yes.

2160. Q. Look out for gas or unsafe roof, or anything like that? 4. Yes. I always trust to myself
for anvthing like that.

2161. @. Well, if it has been examined in that way day afier day for a whole month by the deputies, do
you see any reason for the deputy again making a special examination at the end of the month for gas?
A. Well, sometimes if there are three or four men together going round, the bosses and all the lot, they
might hunt something up that the other men would not be bothering to think about.

2162, . What would they hunt up in the way of gas;—if the deputy could not find it, and the miner
in his place could not find 1t, what would you expect the deputy to find ? 4. Not in the working place.
2163. Q. You do not think there should be any examination of the working places? 4. Ne, not if they
are examined in the morning.

2164. Q. Now we come to the waste workings ;—you think there should be a special inspection of ihe
waste workings once a month? 4. Yes, 1 think that.

2155. . Do you krow that is done now, in Kembla, at all events? A. I do not know whether it is
done now or not. I never saw any report book.

2166. . And, if the miner has reasou to think that matiers are not going quite straight, he can always
get the check-inspectors to go round, can he not, on behalf of the body of men? 4. I donot know
whether he can always get them. e can get them only so often.

2167. €. You know you have the right to send them round, if you like? A4 Y.

2168. @. I suppose you will admit that you have got some competent men at Mount Kembla Mine, who
are fit to act as check inspectors? 4. T could not say there were many.

2169. Q. Two will do, you know, even in Kembla itself? 4. Oh, you would find two right enough.
2170. Q. You could find two fully competent men in Kembla to act as check inspectors? 4. Oh, ycs.
2171. €. And you could easily pick out other competent men from other parts of the district? 4. Yes.
2172, Q. And, if they do their work properly, it ought to be a proper check on any carclessness on the
part of the Managers? 4. It ought to be. That is what we send them round for.

2173. . And, as a practical man, you know when gas is present by the cap on your safety-lamp? 4.1
bave found it out once like that.

2174. Q. And you know it? 4. Thave found it out once like that. Yes, I know that was gas that time.
2175. Q. That is the ordinary safety.Jamp;—what did you use, the Davy? 4. When I found the gas?
I thought vou meant when it lit up.

2176. . That was the naked light? 4. Yes.

2177. €. I am talking about the safety-lamp? 4. I would use the Davy ruther than anything.

2178. @. And yon know that on the Davy lamp a cap appears on the flame? 4. Yes.

2179. @. And that has always been regarded by practical miners as a good enough guide for the presence
of gas? 4. Oh, yes; it is a good guide. 1 would trust myself anywhere with one of them.

2180. @. Then, would you be satistied if you had competent check-inspectors, and they examined with
the ordinary safety-lamp to look for gas? 4. Yes, certainly. T could not help it: if we picked the
men I should be satisfied. But, of course, the more inspecting the better. You cannot inspect too much.
2181. . But there is such a thing as money? 4. And there is life there, too. I consider myself as
well as money.

2182, @. You would trust your own fellow-men, your check-inspectors, to ook after your life? 4. Yes;
if T picked them.

2183. ¢. You have the right to choose the men yourself? 4. I have a say in it.

2184, @. In regard to cut-throughs, you say that you would have them 80 yards apart, in England,
unless the roof was bad? 4. Yes,

2185. . Did you not also say that the bigger the pillar with a bad roof the safer? A. Yes. Where
there is a rotten roof it will not do to work with too small pillars,

2186, Q. Do you know what the size of pillars is in England? 4. They work different sizes, according
to the strength of the roof.

. 2187, §. Take a place with a big cover overhead? 4. A strong roof ?

2188. Q. No, with a weak roof;—do you know what size the pillars run to there? A. I have been In
places where the bore itself is only 14 feet wide.

2189. @. And what would be the size of the pillar? 4. About 25 yards square. I could not say
exactly.

2199. @. And then 14 feet space again, and 25 yards pillar again? 4. Yes. That is only where there
1s a bad roof.

2191. @. And, the deeper you are, the wider, the bigger, your pillar ought to be? A. Yes.

2192, . The deeper you are below the surface? A. Yes; the stronger you get the roof.

2193. Q. Is it not a fact that the deeper you are from the surface the bigger your pillar ought to te?
A. Yes; and you can take a wider drive in to start with. You would drive the place wider. Instead of
being 14 feet, you could take them, perhaps, § or 9 yards wide, if you had a strong roof.

2194, Q. I want to get this general question settled first of all: as a practical man, will you say that the
deeper you are below the surface the bigger vour pillars cught to be? A. Yes; I would say that. My
real meaning is, with small pillars you get better air round.  Smaller pillars, better ventilation,

2195.
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2193, Q. Do you recommend ag a practical man small pillars in a big mine? A. Yes. There are a lot
of different ways of pillaring. v
2196. ¢. Would yon recommend as a practical man small pillars in a big mine? 4. Not too small.
2197. €. Ycu have to sacrifice some of your ventilation in a deep mine for the safety of your voof ? .1,
Yes.
219S. Q. Now, with regard to the wastes, is it not your idea as a practical man that, when the pillar coal
is taken out and the timber is drawn, the roof is supposed to fall down and close up? A, Itis supposed
to; to elose bodily as I term it.
2199. . To close up tight? 1. Yes.
2200. ¢). And is it not the idea that in that way you make that part of the mine morve solid ? 4. Tt will
get settled after a time.
2201. . And it helps the other part of the mine too? 4. Oh, it helps the other and eases the weight.
2202. Q. Now, with regard to the furnace, you said that if an explosion had taken place near the shaft it
would have rushed up the shaft? 4. Tt should do so. .
2203. ). What did you say then, that it would wreck the shaft? 4. It could not help it.
2204. ¢). How do you mean? 4. It would shift the timber and bricks that would be there out of their
laces.

5205. . And fill the shaft right up? 4. T do not know that it would fill it right up; but it would
more or less block 1t.
2206, . It would more or less block the air-shaft? 4. Tt would block the furnace.
2207. Q. Tt would block the air runniug up to the surface ? It would disturb the air current? 4, There
would be nothing to force it up there if the fnrnace was stopped.
2208. Q. 1f the shaft was blocked it would block the passage and stop the air getting up to the surface ?
A. Yes.
2209. . Is that what you mean by wrecking? A. Yes,
2210. Q. And would not the same thing happen if you had a fan? 1. It would for a time.
2211. ¢. And when you got the shaft cleared out and the passage clear again you would restore the
ventilation? A, Yes; but where I have seen the fans they have always a spare engine and fan.
2212, . If there is au explosion there is the same trouble whether it is a furnace or a fan? A, Ifitis
closed up. '
2213. QI.) Do you know of any ease yourself where the shaft has been wrecked like that and closed up ?
4. Tkuow of one in Durham; but it did not close it right up.
2214 (). What was the ventilation there ? _{. Tt was a downecast.
2215. . T am talking of upcasts? 1. The explosion causcd this.
2216. ¢. T want to know if you know of a case of an upeast where it was wrecked by an explosion ?
. That is my opinion.
2217. Q. That is what I want to get at. Tt is only theory ? 4. My experience shows me.that T will get
better air and more constantly with a fan than with a furnace.
2218. (). Do you want to soy that a furnace is dangerous or that it is notso good as a fan? .1. T do
not say it is dangerous ; but it is not so good as a fan, because it is not as coustant.
2219. Q. Now, you said with regard to the first matter, the examination of deputics and shot-firers, that
relationship has shoved them into a big job? .1, Sometimes.
2220. Q. Do you know of any in this district 7 1. No.
2221, £). Do you know of one in this district? 4. No. ’
2222, (). Do you know of one in New South Wales® 4. T have only worked in thismincin New South
Wales,
2223. (). You do not know? 4. I have heard talk one way and another.
2224 ). Do you know of one instance where it has been abused in that way ? 4. T do not know of one
instance at present; but I know it would be a fair way to examine,
2223, (. You mean there is always that risk ? 4. Yes.
2226 Q. Now let us eomne to the question of the explosion—you think it began over here, sowewhere
near Tost and Bunn’s place? 4. Yes.
2227, ¢). Were you down the No. 1 main level atall 7 A. I came along somewhcre across into that, to
come round to this here 5th Right.
2228. Q. Now, you know where the 5th Right is, where that joins the main No. 1? 4. Yes; I worked
there two quarters.
2229. (. Were you in the main No. 1 tunnel outbye of No. 5 Right any time after the explosion? 4.
Only that time when T eame across there.
2230. (). Then you crossed inbye of No. 5 Right? 4. I eame from the cld No. 5 through Powell’s Tlat.
223L. ¢). Along No. 4 Left travelling road, then upwards towards Tust and Bunn’s place? A, Yes.
2232, (). And then you crossed into ? .. No. Tthink I came down a little and then erossed.
2233, ¢, Then you only just crossed No. 1 maiu road ? 4. Yes,
2234, (). Then you were not down on No. 4 Right at all? A, No. I was not down here to this other
rope road.
2235, ¢. You were not down at No. 4 Right at all? .. No. I wasnotin that place at all. T went
round that rope road after.
2236. ¢. Now, what do you think—yon told us that walking down No. 4 Left travelling road you found
the dust on the side of the props near this No. 1 road ? 1. Yes,
2237. Q. What directiondo you think that stowed ? 4. It showed that the force had come like meeting
me as I was coming up. o
2238 (). You think that the force of the explosion had come from No. 1 main roadinto No. 4 Left towards
Stafford’s I'lat ? 1. My opinion was, when [ saw it, that wlen the explosion ocenrred it gave a force like
back towards this 80.
2239. . Never mind about that at present: vou saw on this No. 4 travelling road, between Stafford’s
Tlat and No. 1 main level, dust on the side ¢f the props nearest No. 1 main level . Yes, nearest this
way.
2210. ¢. Now, which way do you think that shows the explosion travelled? 4. Well, of course it forced
some dust that way towards the shaft, '
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929241, Q. You think that showed that the explosion travelled from No. 1 level toward’s Stafford’s Tlat?
A. T do not know which way it travelled.
2242, . What do you think that shows about the direction in which the explosion travelled. Yon saw
soot or dust on the props in the travelling road, the 4th Left, between No. 1 main level and Stafford’s
Flat? A4. Yes.
9243, (). And you think the explosion travelled ir that road ? 4. A part of the force.
22144, Q. A part of the explosion? 4. Yes.
9215, (). Which way do you think that travelled, from No. 1 towards Stafford’s. Flat, or from Stafford’s
Flat towards No. 1P 1. Towards No. 1 the main force of it travelled, from what I can see of it.
2216. . What direction do you think this explosion was going when it put this dust on the side of the
props nearest to No. 1?7 _{. My opinion was that the explosion was coming towards No. 1 main
heading.
22147, ?2 Well, after that we get to the 4th Left travelling road? A, Yes,
2218, €. Yon told us the props had the dust on the opposite side to you as you were walking towards
No.1? A. Yes.
2249, . Now, how do you think the explosion travelled in that 4th Left—the way you were walking or
in the opposite way to what you were walking? 4. Of course the force of it came towards meeting me—
some of it rather.
2950. Q. And it put the dust on the props on the side it came from? A. Yes, on the side it came
from.
2251. Q. Did you make any attempt to trace this—to trace the cause of this explosion? A. No, I was
not allowed.
2252, . I want to know did you? 4. I did not. T was only taken round with the deputy.
2253, (). And you say that in that 4th Left travelling road you think there had been flame? 4. The 4th
Left ? I was not there.
2254, Q. You have been telling us about it? 4. The 5th Left—oh, the 4th Left—I know now.
2255, §). Do you say there had been flame coming down that road 7 4. I do not think there would be
much flame. It was like a concussion.
2256. Q. Do you think there had been any flame? 4. I do not think there had been any flame where I
first noticed the dust
2957. . Do vou think there had been any flame in the No. 4 Left travelling road? 4. Yes, towards the
main heading there had.
9278, . You did not examine the dust, did you? .i. I did not examine the dust. I could sec it was a
sort of arey-looking dust.
2239, Q. Did you see the appearance as if the dust had been blown by wind in No. 4 left travelling road ?
A. Yes, it looked blown by wind, of course.
2260. Q. It was more like wind than anything else? 4. I knew it must have been carried by wind by
the way it was hung on the props.
2251, Q. You know the feeling you get on the drum of your ears if you get a heavy pressure of air on
them. 4. Yes.
2262, €. Was that the kind of fecling you had on the 3Lst? . No, it was more a shaking sound. 1t
seemed a weight on the drum of the ear, and it seemed like a motion with the pressure.
2263. @, Did you hear any sound ? . I heard no sound.  Toat was the first T noticed of it.
2264 You say you were in two sma'l explosions b:fore; take the first one, where your shirt was taken
off your back. Who was with you at the time ? _.t. My brother,
2465, Q. Was he the cause of the explosion? 4. No; another man that was working with us.
2266. . In the same place? 1. He was not directly in the same place. We were just having tueker
then; having “erib,” as we call it.
2267. . What did the man do? 4. We were working with the naked lights. After we had our tucker
we went back to work this hole in the canch, and as soon as he got near the place it lit up and went over
us to the main face; and it came back then on the sama road, and took my shirt off as it came back.
2268, Q. How far did it travel? 4. About 50 yards up and came back,
2269, 1. That was more like what happened to you in your bord 40 this time last year than hke the
explosion on July 81s6? 4. Of course, m bord 40 there was not half so much of it.
2270. Q. It did not travel all over the mine and wreck the mine like this thing in July ? 1. No, it
knocked two or three trap-doors down, and two or three stoppings and that like, and went out to the back
heading ; and it stopped there; there was too much air for it there.
2271. Q. And the second explosion, was that the same kind of thing? A. Yes. There were six or seven
men burnt the second time; and two of them died.
2972, Q. But there was no report? A. Oh yes, a certairf amount of report, of course, like an explosion;;
like an explosion of powder, only more louder and shriller and sharper.
2273. (. You say that it was like an explosion of powder? 4. Only shriller like.
2274+ ¢). You mean louder? A. Sharper.
2275. ). You never fclt an explosion like that one that took place in Kembla ? 4. I never felt onc as
severe as that was. _
2276. Q. Now, coming to these times when you say you saw gas, do I understand the position to be this,
that if the brattice had been arranged properly the air current would have carried away what gas there
was?  A. I quite think it would have swept it out.
2277. Q. 1f the current had been properly arranged, if the brattice had been put in the right place?
A. Yes; there was plenty of air if 1t had been shoved round the place.
2278. Q. Plenty of air to clear away the gas if the brattice had been arranged properly. 4. Yes.
2279, @. Your complaint was with regard to the brattice not being properly arranged? 4. Yes.
2280. ). That applies to both those occasions? 4. Justin the one place.
2281, @. In No.40? 4. Yes.
2282, . Are you not always supposed to wait a good time till the smcke clears away after a shot
Lefore you go hack to the place? 4. I have not seen any Rules or Regulations.
2283. (). Never mind about Rules, is not that your experience?  .f. My experience is not to go back too
soon if [ know she is warm with the smoke. ' 2284,
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2254, (. Is not your experience that you wait some time to go back? A. If you had time. If you
wanted to go back to fill u skip you would, but if you had full skips you would wait to do it.

2285. Q. In both these cases there had been a new face opened up by the shot? 4. Yes.
2286. (). How much coal was brought down by the shot? A. I suppose about 7 or 8 tons.
2287. Q). No\v let us come to these shots fired by Forsythe—had you worked with safety-lamps in
Lu_rrland ? . Yes.
2288, Q. \Vere they gassy mines you worked in? 4. Yes.
2289, ¢. Would you call them very gassy ? 4. The one I worked in was very gassy, in the county of
Durhant; a mine called Washington Colliery.
2290. (). T want to know was gas always there? 4. Oh, yes; there were always safety-lamps there all
through that mine.
2291, . Could you always find gas, every day? 4. We always used to keep everything locked.
2292, (). Could you find gas any day with the safety-lamp ? 4. In some parts of the mine you could.
2293, 0 In communication with the air eurrent? A. Yes; if there were any little pot-holes in the roof
there w ould be gas in.
2294, ¢. Now, Tow old was th]S bord that you were working at, No. 63, the other day when the sbot
were fired? 4. No. 657
2295, Q. How long had you blO]\ell into that place? 4. T just came to it on the Monday. That was
the first day. It had nof been working very long before ; not long, I know,
2296. ). Then the dust, even on the “third day, was only about three days’ dust? 4. They had been
working in it before us.
2297. Q T want to know how far the bord wasin? 4. T ecan tell you exactly, because they measured it
the day I was there.

2293, Q. Tell us then? 4. About 18 yards in.
2299. . The men had been working, I suppose, something about a little over a montli, would that not be
so? A. Idonot know ho“ long the men had been wnkma before us. T was stmnge when T came,
and started there.
2300. . There had not been very much driven in the bord, beyond just the skip coming in and taking
the coal out? 1. That is all.

2301. @. I suppose yon do not know whether gas had been found, whether there had been any sign of
gas or not in that bord on the examination before work commenced? . I always looked for myself
before T went in.

2302. Q. Did you find any gas? .{. No.

2303. (). As far as you kiow it was perfectly free of gas? .. Yes.

2304 . And it has been all along # 4. Since I have been in it.

2305, ¢. Do you know this, that any part of the mine that is really dusty is heavily watered during the
night? Do you know that is a fact nowadays? .. T know of one place T worked in, it was done on
onenight, They put a skip of water in.  Stll it did not need it.

2306, (). They only water when it is wanted 7 4. It was a dry place just started; and it was never
needed afternards.

2307. . That is since you began work after the aceident? 4. Yes.

2308. Mr. Bruce Smith.] (). That ix the place you are in now? 4. No. I worked three months in that
one that I am speaking of, about the water. 1t was in a pillar.
2309. Mr. Wade] (). Now, you talk about a fuse blazing at times—do you know where those fuses
were Jit? 4. Yes, in the same plme I am speaking about the watering.

2310. ¢. What were they lit with? 4. With a wire.

2311.(10. It was the wire that made the blaze, not a naked light? 4. It was a naked light after it
blazed, .
2312, (). But it wag lit with a wire? .1, Yes; but still they do not blaze every time.

Cross-examination by Mr. Bruce Smith.

2318. . Where were you working when this watering was carried on? 4. In the shaft section.

2314. . That was after the accident? . Yes,

2315. Q. Had it ever been watered before? 1. I could not tell you.

2316. Q. To your knowledge? A. It had not been until we started.

2317. (). But after the accident you saw it watered? 4. T saw water in my place.

2318. ). Was it watered with one of those tank skips and a spray? 4. I neversaw how it was watered.
T found the water in next morning.

2319. @. You said just now “ One gkip of water” ? 4. That is what I estimated. I saw it lying across
the place.

282(?. ). Before that was done was the dust lying about there? 4. Yes, a little dust before that.

2321. Q. You considered it slightly dusty before? 4. Yes.

2322, (). And what was the eftfect of this watering? 4. It settled the dust.

2323. . I mean in your opinion it rendered it more safe? 4. Yes.

2324. Q. But you cannot tell how it was done, or when? A. It was done in the night.

2325. ¢). How long were you in the place after that before this calamity took place ¥ 4. I wasin there
three months after that—w ell, thirteen weeks,

23926. O It was after the acculent and after this watering? 4. Yes.

2327, (). Was it watered again after that? 4. T never saw any water in after that.

2328, () Do you mean to say that the dampness produced by the one watering was sufficient to keep the
dust down P 1f it was not watered again for thirteen weeks, did it get dusty again? A. No. The coal
was naturally damp when we got working it.

2329. (). Then how did it beeome dusty? 4. It had been standing idle for six, or eight, or ten, weeks.
2330, (J 1t had been standing for some time; and this watering was done before you begftn again ?
A. We worked for one day ; and then this watering was done the Tiext night.

2331, () And after you began werking there it was watered at night ? A Yes.

2332, (. Awd after that it did not need water? 4. It was natu ra]ly damp.

2333, Q You have spoken of the danger, in case of explosion, to the upcast? 4. Yes.

233%. (). Will you tell the Commission what greater danger there is to the upcast where there is a fire
in use than where a fan is used ? 4. I conld not tell you. 2335,
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2335. Q. You see you have undertaken to tell the Commission here that you think a change ought to be

made in the Mount Kembla Mine by substituting a fan for a fire ; and the only reason you give for it is

that if there were an accident near the upeast it might bring down the walls of the upcast and stop the

orifice in the mine? 4. Yes.

2336. Q. Now, I want you to tell the Commission what would prevent that from happening if there were

a fan on the top instead of a fire at the bottom? 4. I was not meaning in that way at all. I was

meaning the regulating the air by the fan preventing an explosion. That is what I was trying to get at.

2337, ¢. I know you spoke of the irregularity ; but I want to pass that for the present. Are you in a

position to show the Commission that there would be any less danger to the upcast from an explosion

where there was a fan than where there was a fire? 4. T could not say that.

2338. ¢. Then your only reason is what you call the ragularity of the fan? 4. Yes, that is my ounly

reason.

2339, Q. As a practical man? 1. Yes. i

2310. @. Have you had any reason in Mount Kembla Mine, as a practical man, to find fault with the

regularity of the air? 4. Yes.

2341. Q. Ilave you complained to anybody ? 4. I have complained to the deputy. _

2342, ¢. Which Deputy? 4. To the different ones at the time in the different sections 1 have;been i,

2313. @. What have you complained ? 4. Toll him it was very dull to-day, and that sort of thing.

2344, Q. And you have been 111 mines with a fan? . Yes.

2315. €. And you have never had to complain in that way ? 4. Yes. )

2346. ). So far as you know, except that there is a little more regularity where a fan is used than where a

fire 1s used, that is your only reason? 1. Yes.

2317. Q. I want t5 get at the bottom of your knowledge. You know nothing with reference to the

greater danger of the breaking down of the upcast; and you say that even with the fan it is not very

much more regular? . No,

2348. ¢. Have you the slightest idea what it costs to change a mine like the Mount Kembla from a fire to

afan? 1. It would cost a good bit at Mount Kembla.

2349. @. That is rather vague, a good bit? A. I could not tell.

2350. Q. You have never considered that? 4. I will tell you what I have considered. 1 know that

there is an eugine on the top of the shaft now ; and I know 1t would be very handy for the job.

2351. . Da you know whether it would cost £100 or £1,0007  A. I know it would not cost £1,000.

2352, ¢. That is the extent of your knowledge ? .. I do not go to estimate the cost of it.

2353. . You have told us about this shot that was fired: was that place as dusty as the one you went

to last quarter where they watered? 4. Which shot do you mean ?

2354. ¢ The shot that was fired in the way that you disapproved, by the opening of the safety-lamp?

A. That is this quarier.

2355. ). You told us that was a little dusty ? 4. Yes.

2356. . Was that as dusty as the place you went to last quarter where they watered? 4. No, not

quite so dusty,

2357. . What do you consider the most dusty part of that mine, with all your expericnce of it? 4. I

have not been all over it.

2358. Q. I know that. What is the most dusty part of it? 4. The 5th Right.

2359. Q. That is the 5th Right off No. [? 4. Off No. 1 main tunncl.

2360. . What about the 4th Left? A. It was always damp enough that way.

2361. . Is there any difference in the amount of dust in that mine in the summer aud in the winter ?

4. Ob, I quite think that the air coming from the daylight is damper air.

2362, Q. L am not talking now of theory, but of your practical experience in the mine. Is there any

difference in the amonunt of dust in that mine in the summer and 1 the winter? A, It is always dry

and dusiy in the summer.

2363. Q. How does the present condition of dustiness comparc with what it was, say, four months ago ?

A4 I have not been working in the same part where it was dusty since the explosion time.

236+ Q. Have you seen any part lately that you saw four months ago? 4. No. I have not been in

that district since.

2365. €. And you cannot speak generally as to whether what anyone saw now would be a fair sample of

what it was four months ago before the explosion? 4. I know the same part where I saw that dust is

not working yvet, not much of it.

2366. @. You cannot compare now any part with what it was before the explosion? A. No. I have

not been in that part siuce.

2367. §. Now, you spoke of the time of the explosion, about telling somebody that the wheeler was

“blown to blazes.” Those were your words ? 4. Laidlaw said that to me.

2368. @ Did you find out afterwards what he was referring to—the horse or the man? 4. The wheeler

was blown up the road.

2369. €. Was he referring to the horse or the man? 4. The man.

2370. ¢. Did you find out afterwards where he was blown? A. I found him then.

2371. ¢. Was he lying down ? 4. Jack Laidlaw had hold of him.

3371;2 g). I'want you to tell me where he was, and in what direction he was blown ? 4. He was in

90 bord.

2373.. ¢. You know the north and south—was he blown down south or north? A. He was blown up

these bords, up 90 bord.

2374. (. Really blown up towards the working? 4. Yes.

2375. (. What was his name? . ClLiff. ILinmon.

2376. (. Heis alive now? 4. Yes. e las just started to work here again.

2377 (. Did you speak to bim afierwards? 4. After I got him through the bratice, where there was

tter air.

2375 Q. What did he tell you? 4. ITe said « My horse is lying down there.”

2379. . Did you go and sce the horse? 4. T said “ No, never mind vour horse.”

2350. (. Do you know where the horse was blown ?  A. Only shifted among the props.

2381, (. Was he blown in the same direction? 1. The same direction, inbye.

2332. . Now, in describing the explosion you said it went one way and another; and you waved your

arm like that (¢mitating)—what do you mean by that 4. My meaning is it was like a shot going off.
2383.
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2383. @. Is that something you saw or something you imagined? 4. I know the smoke was up, and
dust up, near where Cliff. Hammon was.

2384. @ I want to know what you saw to canse you to say it went that way and that way (imitating) ?
A. That was the time I went up those other bords: it went in differcnt ways. But you have me in
90-bord now.

2385. (). That was on the day of the explosion? A, Yes.

2386, ¢. You said it went one way and another, and you did this (waving his arm); what do you mean
by that ;—did you have expericnee of its going in different ways? 4. Yes; it was (Interrupted).
2387. (. What were you referring to when you said that;—what part of the mine were you referring
to? . To the 5th Right.

2388, ¢). Near Tost’s bord P 4. No.

2339. ¢. You were not speaking of the shaft district? 4. No.

2380. €. Now, I want you to tell the Commission—you see it is a rather significant and suggestive
gesticulation—you say it went right and left, one way and another? .f. It must have gone in different
directions to get round the props: that iy my opinion of it.

2391, @. Did you form the conclusion that the forces went in different directions ? A, It would do.
2392, . That is theory ;—Dbut 1 want to know what it did do in your experience ? 4. In my experience
it spun all round the props, because it was all ronnd the props.’

2393. In some places you fouid it on one side only, ard in others all rourd ? 4. As you come to get up
more I found it all round.

2894, @. I do not know whether you fo:med ihe opinion that it was simply one explosion from one
ceuntre, or whether there was a series of explosions? 4. T have noticed only the one.  Touly felt that one.
2395. ). Have you had any expericnce of coal dust explosions ;—do you know anything about them
theorctically 7 .I. No. T never read anything.

2396. @. Now, will you tell me which you consider more dangerous, lighting a fuse at the naked flame of
a lamp by opening the lamp, or firing a shot with gunpowder? A. The gunpowder will explode gas
from my experience.

2397. €. W hich, in your experience, is more dangerous, firing a shot of gunpowder where there is gas,
or opening a lamp where there is gas? .. Opeaing a Lunp would be dangerous.

2393, . Which is more dangerous in your opmion? .. I say the naked light is dangerous.

2399. . The naked light in your opinion is more dangerous than firing a shot with gunpowder? 4. In
my opinion.

2400. Q. You did not object to firing a charge of gunpowder? 4. No. Too much powder in the hole
will explode the gas if there is any there. 1 would like to hold the charge myself,

240L. ). You told Mr. Wade that you did not know of any case in this district in which either a relative
or a favourite has been put into a responsible position ? . No; only the talk T have heard.

2402. Q. You said you had scen the roads watered at home ? 4. Yes.

2403, ). In what mines had you seen them watered ? .. I had seen them inthe Dudley Colliery where
I was working.

210t Q. Ilow many years ago? 4. Twenty-five years ago.

2405, (). You tell the Commission that twenty-five years ago it was the practice in the Dudley Mine, in
ingland, to water the roads? 4. Yes.

2406, ¢. 1low were they watered then? . They used to be watered with tanks; iron tanks.

2107. . Skip tanks? 4. Yes, on the night shif¢c always.

2408. ). You have seen these nsed: how did they water—with a hose or spray ? 4. They used to have
an old pipe and let it run out.

2409, (). Just on the ground P 4. Yes.

2410. (). But no spray on the sides or the roof ? 4. No, only just to keep the dust down on the haulage
road as we call it.

2411 Q. And that was regularly done there? 4. Yes, if it got too dry.

2412, Q. Now, was the Dudley a more dusty mine than Mount Kembla? 4. Yes, in parts.

2413. ¢. And less dusty in parts ? 4. Yes.

241t . And more in parts? A, Yes.

2415. Q. On the whole, was it as dusty as Mount Kembla ? A, Well, T believe that Mount Kembla is
more dusty.

2416, . And how long were you in the Dudley ? 4. TFive years. I went there as a boy.

2417, ). And that system of wateripg the mine was carried out the whole five years you were there?
4. Yes, for anything 1 know. T was not always there to see.

2418. Q. As far as you know it was a regular system twenty-five years ago? 4. Yes.

Re-examination by Mr. Lysaght :—

2419, @. Do you know whether a special payment was made for the watering at Dudley Mine?
(Mr. Wade objected).
2420. Mr. Lysaght.] 1 want to show that it was not casually done by a contractor for getting out
material, as it is in the evidence that it was done at Mount Kembla.
2421, Ar. Wade.] That s not in the evidence.

Examination by His Honor :—

2422, . When you speak of a pipe, just explain how the pipe was used? A. The pipe was on the tank,
just an inek pipe or so, and it was let run as they ran along the road.

2423, (). Was the pipe put from side to side ? 4. Tt was in the centre between the two rails.

2124 Q. Was there anything to distribute the water acrass the line of the road; or did it only run down
the centre of the voad 7 .. Just down the centre, and let it run as it could, like.

Re-cross-examination by Mr. Bruce Smith. :—

2423, . Was it reallv o means of getting rid of the water? 4. No, to keep the dust down and keep the

road sonnd—to keep the sleepers solid. ,

2426. @. Do you know that even before this cxplosion it was customary to get rid of water in the Mount

Kembla Mine from some places where there was a great accumulation, by taking it in and letting it drop

all along the road ouy of a tank, turning a tap on? 4. Yes, I know that.

2427. (. Do you consider that was done to lay the dust ? 4. Not altogether; to get rid of the water.
2423,
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2428. Q. Trom your experience in Dudley, was it done for the same purpose? A. No.
2429. ¢. Had you any superabundance of water in the Dudley Colliery? 4. Oh, auy amount of water.
2130. . Were these tanks used to carcy the water away in places where the water was in the way of
the line? 4. Tn these places T am speaking of the tanks were sent along specially to water the road.
2431. Q. How do you know that? 4. Because the dust was lying along on the engine plane, we call it,
hauling big ropes.

Re-examination by Mr. Lysaght :—
2432 (. While you were working in the 5th Right, which you say was dusty, was any part of it ever
watered before the disaster 7 .4, 1 never saw any.
21433, Q. Now, you spoke about this, that at times the air was slack, and.you complained to the deputy,
can you remember auy time shortly before the disaster complaining about the air being slack, aud, if so,
when ;—just think now as carefully as you can, before the 3lst July, as to any complaint you made
concerning the air being slack, and your asking for better air? 4. L never did, the last two quarters
betore the explosion, because I was in the 5th Right getting the first air alwost.

Examination by Mr. Robertson :—

2434, Q. At the Dudley Colliery you are referring to, what was the system of haulage, main and tail ?
A. Yes.
2433. Q. Aud, of course, the speed of the main and tail rope is very great? A. Itis; yes.
2436. ¢. And it is necessary to keep a very good road? 4. It is,
2437. Q. And without the watering would it have been possible to keep a good road ? 4. That is what
I know ; it was to keep the road solid. .
2438. Q. And with the wain and tail rope system, owing to the great speed more dust is produced ? 4.
Oh, yes, certainly.
2439. @. And what is the system at Mount Kembla? 4. It is the endless rope here.
2440. @. A veryslowspeed ? A4 Yes. '
2441. . No dust is produced? 4. It could not lifi the dust. There would be very litile dust lifted by
the speed at Mount Kembla. It would be very light (dust) if it did.
2412. . Does it produce much dust 7 A. No. :
2443, Q. It is a very slow speed? 4. Yes, about a mile or 2 miles an kour.
24114, @. Trrespective of the necessity for keeping a good road, do you think the roads at Dudley should
have been watered? 1. I do not think they would, so much. '
2443. . It was a matter of keeping a gecod road? 4. Yes.
2446. ). Do you know whether this systematic watering was in foree at any other colliery at that time ?
2. T never heard of it.
2417. . In your examination of the workings some time after the explosion, you speak of having found
soot? A. Yes.
2448. . Were not you mistaken? Was not that fine dust? 4. That is what it seemed to me.
2149, ¢ You know the difference between dust and goot? 4. 1t was different dust from what I had
seen in Mount Kembla Mine before.
2450, Q. It was not the soot vou get {rom a chimney ? Tt did not stick to your fingers? 4. No. Tt
was a very gray dust. I noticed it was a new dust for Mount Kembla.
2151 . [n the place vou have referved to, when some shots were fired by Forsythe, was there any gas
there? 4. No.
2452. . What was the explosive used? 4. Powder.
2453. Q. Gunpowder? .. Yes.
2154, Q. You said something about manholes. You are aware, of course, that there are hundreds of
manholes very much larger than the statutory requirements? A. Yes, there are some larger. Yes, a
bord in with a stopping put in is a mauhole,
2455. Q. As a matter of fact, the majority of the manholes are very large? A. TYes, I daresay they are.
I never took much notice,

Examination by His Ilonor :=—

2456. Q. That dust you speak of which you call soot—did you notice anything as to its smell? 4. Yes.
2457, (). What did you notice as to the smell ? .. I could not tell what sort of a smell it is like. The
mine smells in parts to-day just the same.
2158. . Yes, but when you judged it to be scot, when you called it soot, did you go by the smell of it
or by the feel of it 7 A. By the feel—all the place smelling the same in that way.
2459, Q. And it was different from what you saw before? A. It was different dust.
[ At this stage Mr. W. R. Pratt attended to take shorthand notes of the evidence and proceedings. ]
: Examined by Mr. Ritchie:—
2160. Q. How did he fire the shot? A. He tried the roof where the shot was to be fired. He put his
lamp up to the roof and brought it back again,
2461. (). What do they do to learn whether the hole is properly charged ? 1. We are supposed to have
it ready for them.
2462. What means are taken to learn whether the hole is in the solid? 1. He comes back after the
shot has gone off.
2463. . Not before? . No.
2461 (. Do they make any inquiries as to measurements ? 4. A man may ask what depth the shot is
fired ; but T only saw one man measure the hole. .
2(65. Q. Do you advocate veutilation by fans instead of by furnace? .. Yes, I know itis more regular
air, and gives greater safety.
2166, . Do you allow the question of cost to come in? . Yes, to a certain extent.
2467. @. Then vou allow yourself to be in danger if the question of cost comes in ? .. Twould not have
the danger for all the money they have got.r
2468, Mr. Wade.] We have not taken any exception to that.
2469, His Honor.] 1 know you have nat done so.
2470. Mr. Bruce Smith.] 1 would like to suy, of course, that there is a limit to the question. If that
were not so, you would never run trains, for instance, more than at the rate of 10 miles per hour, and
ships would have to go to sea side by side for fear that one wouid be wrecsea. All I want 1o kno}v;v is
whether
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whether the witnesses have taken into consideration the question of expense in eonnection with that of
the danger.
2471. Mr. Ritchie] . Do you think it practicable to have fan power at Mount Kembla? 4. Yes, L
think it is, beeause the air is so irregular because of the wind.
2472, A r. Bruce Smith.] My idea of the matier just referred to is this: that it is a question of the
adoption or otherwise of improvéd machinery. The question was raised in connection with a spark
arrester being attached to a train. They had a spark arrester, but the question was raised whether or
not they ought to have the best spark arrester ; and it was pointed out that to have the best spark
arrester always attached to trains would mean constant expenditure, because of the constant improve-
ments that are made in arresters.

Re-esamined by Mr., Lysaght :—

2473. Q. Upon what do you base your siatewent with reference to the shots that were fired? 4. 1
said that he brought the lamp up to the roof, and put it a few feet above where the shot would be let_off ;
that is, that the shot would be 2 fect below the roof.

2474, . What sort of lamp was it ? 4. It was a Glennie, or some kind of a safety-lamp like that.

Mz. FRANK McDONALD was sworn and examined as under :—
Examination-in-chief by Mr. Lysaght :—

2475, Q. What is your name ? A, TFrank McDonald,

2476. . What are you? 4. I am a miner, working at Mount Keira Colliery.

2477. ). How long have you been there? .I. About twenty-seven years.

2478, ). Have you worked in other mines besidex? A, No.

2479. . Are you a member of the Delegate Board of the Miners’ Union? . Yes.

2480. @. Did you attend a meeting when certain recommendations were made, to be submitted to the
Commission? A. Yes.

2481, ¢. Were you one of the persons who went to the Kembla Mine after the explosion? 4. T went
there, but did not go inside. T was simply making stretchers to get the men out.

2482, @. Do you know anything with regard to the number of safety-lamps available when you got there ?
A. There were no safety-lawmps there, or if there were any (Interrupted). ‘

2483. ). Do you know whether there was any difliculty experienced in getting lamps? 4. Yes; there
was a great deal of difficulty experienced in getting lamps. They had to send along the coast for lamps
in order to get into the mine. In fuet there wasa great deal of delay on account of there not being
suflicient lamps.

2184. . In your opinion, did that delay operate as a factor in preventing men’s lives from being saved ?
A. Of eourse, they would have got in much quicker if there had been lamps there.

2135. ). Dil you have to go into the Mount Kembla Mine to make an inspection? 4. No.

2486. ). Then you know nothing of the case from your own knowledge ? 4. No.

2187. . Now, with recard to these recommendatious. The first is that Managers, under-managers,
deputies, and shot-fircrs, should hold certificates of competency by examination, and that they should
have five yeurs’ practical mining experience before being chigible for their positions. T want you to say if
you can support that recommendation; and, if so, what are your reasons? .{. Of course, the man who
takes the position of Manager should be onc of the most competent men in the State; and the under-
manager should know where there is danger, the same as the Manager should, and the deputy and the
shot-firers ought to know the same thing. A shot-firer should know whether there is any gas in a mine
before he allows a shot to be fired, and a deputy should know whether there is gas there before he allows
the men to go into the place.

2188, ). Do you know whether there are at present in this distriet persons who bave qualified them-
selves tor certifieates by examination who are not cuiployed in any of those respective positions—I mean
working miners who have qualified themselves for such positions by examination. 4. I know there are
several ; but T eanuot name them just now.

2189. ). Do you know who examimed those persons? 4. They are examined by a Commission of three
persous ; I do not know whether it is called a Comumission.

2490. . They have to proceed to Sydney ?  A. Yes; Sydney or Newcastle.

2491, (). Are there a number of working miners who have submitted themselves to those examinations
and obtained Certificates of Competency? A, Yes. :

2192, @. Would the examination which these persons liave passed be suflicient —— (Interrupted).

2193, ALr. Wede.] How can a working man know anything about these examinations ?

219 L. Ilis Honor.] It is difficult, unless lie has been there.

2495, Mr. Lysaght.] . Have you studied fer one? 4. No.

2496, (). Do you know the scope of them?  4f. No. :

2497, ¢. Vo you kuow what Certificates are issued by the Board? 4. I know by seeing it in the Press
that Certificates of Competency are issued for the positions.

2198, Q. What positions? 4. Managers, uuderground maunngers,

2199, (). T do not think that certificates are issued at present for deputies 7 A, I think deputies, too.
2500. ). Would the fact of these persons having to submit themselves to examination cause any hardship,
or do you think there wonld be any difficulty in obtaining persons in this disteict who are qualified for
these positions by examination? .1, Noue whatever.

2501 Mr. Wade] (. With rezard to Managers aud under-mavagers I think the question is beyond
argument, and the Aet compelsit.  We say that a man should have some practical knowledge and some
seientific knowledge to help him, but the question is whether men like deputies and shot-firers should
pass examinations.

2302, AMr. Lysaght ] There ave persons at present holding positions of Managers who have no ecertificate.
The question would be whether a man of this kind weuld be still elizible to hold sueh a position.

2503, ILis Honor.] The question is then whether a man who now kolds the position through serviee ouly
should pass an examination to allow hiu to continue to hold the position.

2304 AMr. Lysaght.] 1f the Commission makes any recommendation it might allow such persons souwe
little time to qualify themsclves, as it might be thought that they bad some vested right in their service
We think that it is not faiv to ask men to work under officials who have not certificates; it is on the
ground of general safety that this recommendation is made. 2505
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2505. €. Now, with regard to the recommendation that Inspectors shall be vested with absolute power to
order the use of safety-lamps? A, I quite agree with that, because if a colliery is dangerous the men most
likely to find it out are the Inspecters, and they should have absolute power to order the safety-lamps.
2506. Q. Can you give, of your own knowledge, any instavce where it <has been suggested that they
should be used and the suggestion has not been carried out? 4. Personally T do not know.
2307. . What do you say to the proposition that ventilation by furnace should be prohibited, and that
fans should be substituted ? 4. T agree with that. The atmosphere has such a terrible effect upon a
furnace ; and in fact in many cases I have known it reverse the furnace; and instead of the air coming
in the intake, the return air came in. In the furnace at Keira if a strong westerly wind is blowing, the
wind will come down the shaft and send the air back, and the return air will be the intake. I think that
is a strong reason why fans should be put on; and many a time the air is hanging in the balance, and is
neither going one way or the other.
2508, ¢. Have you still a furnace at Keira ? 4. Yes,
2509, . And still these conditions? _1. Tt happens prineipally in the winter, when the wind comes
from the west. It comes down over the hill, and comes into the furnace as I have said. They have got
some system of blocking the wind, to reverse it; but the block has a tendency to prevent the air coming
forward.
2510. @. How often in the year bas it happened at Keira that the air has been reversed 1n that way, to
your knowledge ? A. T cannotsay.
2511, Q. Roughly ? . The westerly winds in these parts will blow about three days in succession. In
the morning, if it was reversed, they would not get the air back again until the colliery was set running;
i1t might be two or three davsin that way.
2312, Q. Would vou set the skips working ? 4. Yes, to assist the furnace to reverse her.
2513. Q. In the meantime what are the miners doing for air? 4. You have got the west wind, although
it may not act in the same fashion, but have the west wind going round. The worst part is when the
furnace is in the balance, and there is equal pressure at both ends.
2514, Q. Would the west wind come into contact with the foul air ? . Yes, you have the smoke and
foul air backing up to your working face.
2515. @. And you have any accumulation of gas that should go up the upcast brought back to the
mine ? .1, Yes. .
2516. (. Is that your own experience at Keira ? 4. Yes, when this particular wind is blowing.
2517. (. Then you were speaking about when the air was stationary ¥ 4. That would oceur just about
the same time, perhaps in the same day. It would be principally in the morning and during the night
time when there was no movement excepting on the surface. It would be a case of seeing which would
get the best of it—the carrent or the furnace, and the air in the mine would be in the balance.
2518. ¢. What would the men in the mine be doing for fresh air? 4. There would not be much air
travelling then, things would be very steady.
2519. . Regarding your general experience of Keira, what sort of air have you had as a general rule?
A. In some sections fairly good, and in other sections very indifferent. A good deal depends on the
distance the air has to travel.
2520. @. In addition to what vou have mentioned, arc there any other reasons why a furnace is
objectionable from a safety standpoint? A. Of course, a furnace might be put out by black-damp or
any occurrence like that.
2521. . Do you know what a dumb driftis? . To carry the return air over a furnace.
2522, ¢). Does the air go straight over? 4. T cannot say. The furnace has been repaired lately ; but I
cannot say whether the return air goes straight over, or whether there is a dumb drift.
2323. . How long ago is it since it was repaired? A. Lt has been repaived some little time; but I
cannot say how long ago.

{The Court adjourned, at 1 p.m., and assembled again at 2 p.m.)

AFTERNOON.
(On resuming after lunch, at 2 p.m., Mr. W. RR. Pratt attended to take shorthand notes of the evidence
and proceedings.)
Mr. FRANK McDONALD, previously sworn, was further examined as under :—

2524. My, Lysaght.] Q. We were speaking of the dumb drift ;—do you know whether there is one in the
furnace at Keira? 4. I do not know.

2525. Q. In addition to what you have told us as to the advantages of a fan, what disadvantages, if any,
does the use of a furnace involve, so far as the safety of the mine is concerned? 4. Suppose in the section
in which the furnace is an accident happened, the same as at Mount Kembla, well, then, it would probably
be destroyed ; and that would cause great damage and disturb the regular air current.

2526. . And what would be the result following from that? 4. There would probahly be some damage
done to the shaft in that case ; and the resnlt would be that no air would be going up the shaft, and the
whole thing would be stopped, and the air would stand still or come back on the men, and smother thein.
2527, Q. Now, taking your miue at Keira, do you think it wonld be fairly practicable and fairly economical
to have a fan placed there? 4. Yes, quite practicable, and economical toc. Of course, I do not know
much about it ; but they would not require the coal for a furnace.

2528. Ilis ffonor.] After all, it strikes me that a Commission constituted as this is—and there are members
here who are thorough experts in the matteris quite as competent to deal with this question of the
superiority of fans over fuinaces as any miner is.  Of course, it is admitted that a fan is superior to a
furnace: and the various physical reasons are obvions to anyone who knows anything about things generally
2529. Ar. Lysaght.] T only put these questions with a view of showing whether these men considercd the
question of expense, or whether they made these recommendations reckiessly.

2530, Alr. Bruce Smith.] We have had a large number of witnesses whe have said that these suggestions
have been recommended ; but we do not know by whem.

2531, Mr. Lysaghi.] Q. The recommendations which we have been speaking about, were they discussed by
the members of the Delegate Board ¢ 4. Yes.

2532, Q. Were they unanimously adopted? 4. Yes. 25325,
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2532%. Q. Some of them were suggested by the lodges and recommended to the Delegate Board ? 4. Yes.
"533 @. Now, with regard to the proposal that waste workings shall be absolutely sealed off and
surrounded by return airways, such awrways not to come in contact with the intake? 4. Iam thoroughly
of opinion that the air from the waste workings should not go round the mine after it has gone round the
waste workings.

2534, Q. If it Is impracticable to ventilate large wastes, what would you do with them ? 4. Seal them off.
2535. (). Now it is proposed that all places, except prospecting drives, should have cut-throughs not more
than 30 yards apart ? 4. T think that 30 yards is quite far enough to drive before you make a cut-through,
beeause you may have to go another 35 yards before you connect them. The ordinary course.is 12 to 15 yalds
2536. Q. Do you think that cut-throughs within 30 yards of each other would weaken the roof in any way
50 as to make it dangerous? 4. No.

2537. Q. You say that as a practical miner? 4. Yes. If there were 30 yards block of coal, or even
12 yards, the roof would not be weakened in any way.

2538. . And, after you had got one cut-through driven in 30 yards, what would you do with the one you
had just passed ! 4, Simply brick it up, in order to carry the air round to the next one.

2539. Q. Is there any leakage of air resulting from the bratticing system? 4. Yes, there is. When you
have got up to about 30 yards very often the air will not follow you; that is when it is not close—and it
is hard to keep it close.

2540. Q. Can you say whether it happens that the air very often does not reach the place where a man is
actually working the coal, or, if it does, it is reduced, and only in small quantities? 4. That is so. I
would not say that the air never reaches the men ; but there are plenty of times when it does not. The
conditions are very often ditferent.

2541. Q. Do you know anything about the provision which should be made for the supply of 100 cubic feet
of air for every man, boy, and horse, and to be forced in and through the working places? 4. Yes.

2542. . What do you say as to carrying this out in connection with the bmtticing system ;—1is that
condition fulfilled 7 4. It 1s, in some places ; but in other places it is not. As a matter of fact, you cannot
tell ; you cannot take 100 feet of air to the face; it would not register 100 feet unless you got it into
a very small face.

2543. (. What do you say as to the proposal to make an inspection with locked safety-lamps in all cases ;—
how are the examinations made at Keira? 4. Tt used to be withian opensafety-lamnp ; and then they used
to try it with a locked safety-lamp. They would often unlock it and try it on the roof. If thereis any gas
there, the only one who would suffer would be the man who tested it. They do not do it now.

2544. Q. There is a recommendation that monthly examinations shall be made, and a report by the deputies
and District Inspeetors, the examination to be made with a hydrogen flame? 4. The idea is that the
ordinary safety-lamp will not find less than 2 per eent. of gas, but the hydrogen flame will find } per cent.,
or asmall fraction at least ; therefore we recommend the use of this kind of lamp.

-2545. (). With regard to the proposition that 500 cubic feet of air be provided for each horse, instead of
100 feet as at present, what do you say to that? 4. I think that is a fair thing. We take it for granted
that a horse consumes more air than a human being does.

2546. . Then there is a recommendation that all doors shall be erected so as to close and remain closed of
their own motion? 4. Yes.

2547. (. Have you any at Keira which close of their own motion? 4. Yes, there is no particular force
behind them ; but they are put on such a slant that they will follow you back. All doors ought to be
made so that they will close hehind you.

2548. Q. Would you relieve any man or any person from closing a door if it was found open? 4. T would
be very severe on men if they left a door open.

2549. Q. Now, with regard to double doors on drives between main intakes and returns and main headings—
do you think those necessary? 4. Yes.

2550. Q. What about the weekly measurement of air in cach section, and the report thereof being sent to
the Inspector? A. It is a wise provision that some official should make a weekly inspection and report the
same, so that we may know what quantity of air is travelling.

2551. Q. Where would you have the measurements taken ? A In the intake and in all the returns.

2552. . Do you mean in the intake and in each section? 4. Yes.

2553. Q. There is a recommendation that travelling and haulage roads, and other places necessary, be
properly watered? 4. I think, in view of the report that coal-dust is a great source of danger, it is right
and proper that these roads shonld be watered.

2554, Q. Are there any apphiances at Keira 7 4. Only the ordinary tubs.

2555. . Ave there any dusty roads? 4. They are not dusty just now ; they have been attended to.

2556. (). Is that only since the Kembla disaster? 4. In some cases befor e, and in some cases afterwards.
2557. Q Have you any apphancos for watering besides the tubs ; any hose or anything else? 4. Not that
I am aware of.

2558, Q. There is a ploposal that Managers should be compelled to give more personal time and attention
to the management of the colliery. W hat has been your experience concerning the Manager going under-
ground ? 4. The Manager would not be there for a month at a time—that is, in my place. T know nothmfr
about anyone else.

2559. Q. What is the average time vou see the Manager in your place? 4. Well, Mr. Jones has been
there, at the mine, for twelve months or so ; and T have seen him in my working-place three or four times.
2560. Q. It is suggested that the manholes should be enlarged? 4. I say that they should be at least 4
feet wide. Some of them are very narrow. Every time that they make them now they are improving on
that. They should be 6 fect high and 6 fest back.

2561. Q. Do you know of any cases where they have been found too small for an cmergency ! 4.1 have
known, in years gone back, times when we had to crush four oy five men into one place.

2562. (. There is a recommendation thab instruetion should be given regularly to employees on the means
of escape ;—now what would yousuggest ! A, I would suggest in collievies with gas, where there are many
ways out, that the deputies, oncea momh or oneea qmntu should go round and take the men out by these
ways, so that if anything happened the men would have a good idea of the different ways out of the mine.
2563. . Would you interfere with the wor king of the (,olhelyﬁ 4. No; T simply propose that the deputy
should take you out when you are knocking—oﬁ’, to give you an opportunity of knowing your way out.

16825 29—T 2564
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2564, @. Now I will read to you, with reference to the proposal that the Coal Mines Act should .forbid a
black list of employees being kept, a passage from p. 271 of Abel, having reference to the necessity of an
Act for the protection of discharged employees ;—do you think that a provision like that would be of any
service : and what would be the effect of it? . I think that a section of that description is very necessary.
2565. (. What effect would it have on the men, if they knew there was such a provision ?
2566. Alr. Wade.] T object to that question,
2567, Ihis Ifonor.] The suggestion, if carried ouf, would be to crystallise the Common Law form of
procedure, and t5 give a criminal instead of a ¢ivil remedy.
2583, Mr. Lysaght.] We say that if such a provision were in existence it would conduce to the safety of the
mine, because men would not be frightened to report the presence of gas, and so on.
2569. His Honor.] Tt would, to a certain extent, secure miners who have cause of complaint, in making
those complaints.
2570. M. Lysaght.] Q. A recommendation is made that safety-lamps shall not be opened for shot firing ?
4. We use the open light at Keira.
Cross-examined by Mr. Wade :—

2571. Q. Do you consider all coal-dust a source of. danger in a mine? 4. Well, T am not an expert at
that sort of thing.
2572. Q. Can you give me an answer? 4. No, I cannot.
2573. (). What part of the mine do you want watered? A.The reason I say it should be watered is
because, from evidence which has been tendered, and which appears in the Press every now and again, it is
thought that coal-dust is dangerous ; and, if that is the case, why should not the mine be watered ?
2574 (. What, the part which is dangerous? 4. No; the whole of it, if it is dusty.
2575. Q. Do you know whether all coal dust is dangerous, or only dust in certain conditions? 4. I do not
know.
2576. Q. Was the question of whether all coal-dust is dangerous discussed at the Delegates’ Meeting ?
4. The matter came up, and the general view was that, if there was gas there, and also coal-dust, if the
gas ignited it would gather up the dust, and that would add to the explosion.
2577. Q. Do you mean that it is only to be watered if there is gas in the mine? 4, We do not know
whether there is gas in a mine or not.
2578. Q. You donot? 4. No.
2579. Q. How is that ! 4. T cannot tell whether there is gas in a mine or not.
2530. (. Do you not think the examination by the deputy is  fair guide? 4. Yes.

8L Q. Do you not kuow you have a right to examine the report book in the morning? 4. Yes. Buf
)
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ppose they do not report a case of gas !

582, Q. Do you know of a single case of a deputy not reporting gas? 4. No.

2533, Mr. Lysayht.] There is evidence before the Commission that the deputies do not report it.

2584, Ilis Ilono.] It is only a question of human fallibility after all,

2585. Mr. Wade.] Tt would bz a gross criminal act on the part of a deputy if he found gas and did not
report it.

2536, Iis Zlonor.] There is the question of degree which comes in. Tt has been disclosed that the question
of degree has come in.  An infinitesimal case of gas has not been reported.  But what to one man would
be an infinitesimal quantity of gas, in another man’s idea would be an appreciable quantity.

2587, A Wade.] Q. You say that you have only szen Mr. Jones, the present Manager, four times in
twelve months? “4. That is at my working-place.

2038, (). Now the mine is working ten hours every day, and out of that ten hours you are only in eight
hours, or perbaps less? 4. More.

2539. . Are you ab your workingplace more than eight hours? 4. Yes.

2590. . How long ave you at your working-place? 4. I suppose about nine hours,

2591. Q. Have you a front and back shift at Mount Keira? 4. No.

2592. Q. Do you mean to say that both men go in and come out together at Mount Keira? 4. Yes.
2593. . They do? 4. Yes.

<

2594 Q. Do you see the under-manager at any time during the year at your place? 4. OFf course.
2595. €. And the deputy, do you see him daily 7 4. Yes, twice a day.

2596. Q. Now, with regard to out-throughs,” do vou say that brattice is not a sufficient applance to
ventilate a workingface by itself? 4. When you get a certain distance in [{nterrupted).

2597. Q. Oh, yes, you say that after you get 30 vavds it is not sufficient? 4. In some cases, at all events,
Say that a place is being driven where there is not much ventilation—for instance, say in No. {—and
ttis along way in; when you get in, not the main heading, but the hack heading, and you have hrattice there,
the air comes along the cut-through, and up and behind to the next heading. Ina little time the air escapes,
and will not follow any farther ; and perkaps you have another 10 or 20 yards to go on werking in.

2508, ¢. You mean to say that when you are a long way from the mouth of the mine brattice will not
ventilate sufficiently ! 4. If there is a great quantity of air it may do.

2599. Q. Then if you have a current of air brattice will carry it along? 4. No, because it escapes. It
may carry a small quantity along.

2600. Q. Do you say that it is dangerous to work for more than 30 yards on a cut-through with brattice
4. Yes, it is dangerous unless there is sufficient air there.

2601 Q. Yet vou work for more than 30 vards with brattice in a prospecting drive. Why is it dangerous
in the one instance and not in the other? ~ A, You are closer to the tunnel mouth in the prospecting drive,
2602, Q. Always? A, Not always,

2603. Q. You say that it is dangerous when driving a bord, but that it will do in a prospecting drive ?
4. T do not see that it makes a great deal of difforence. If you are prospecting for coal near the tunnel
mouth it is all right, because you can always carry the air casier than a long distance in.  You can carry
the air easier at the tunnel mouth.

2604, Q. You can make bords there? A. It is not wise : but you work under better conditions near the
tunnel mouth.

2605. Q. If you are working a bord near the tunnel mouth, are you content to have brattice for more than
30 yards without a cut-through? 4, You are in a better condition near the tunnel mouth.

2606. Q. Then why do you allow men to work prospecting drives 7 4. T have already told you. 2607,
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2607. I7is Honor.] Does it not follow that if a drive is a prospecting one there is no place to put a
cut-through into from it.  How can you put in a cut-through when there is nothing else ?

2608, Mr. Weade] I recognise that.

2609. @. 1n prospecting drives you have brattice for a good deal more than 30 yards without a cut-through ?
4. Yes.

2610. Q. And the men work in them ? 4. Yes,

2611 Q. And do the work satisfactorily 7 4. T cannot say that.

2612, . You have never heard of their boing injured ¥ 4. T cannot say that T have.

2613. Q. Do you say that therc were no safety-lamps at Kembla when you got there? 4. A fow.

2614. Q. Did you see any ¢ 4. Three or four.

2615. Q. Do you say that is all there were in the mine? 4. Before T saw them some of them were gone.
Those were dirty, and had no wick in theni ; and we had to fix them up. T say that, if there had been
more lamps there, there would have been more lives saved,

2616. Q. Do you know that a telegram was sent from here before 2 o'clock for more safety-lamps 7 4. Well,
we do not want that kind of thing to oceur again.

2617. Q. Do you know that the first of these lamps arrived at the colliery about 4 o'clock 7 4. T could not
say what time. Tt was some hours after the explosion.

2618. Q. Is not after-damp the chicf cause of men’s death inan explosion 7 4. You are asking me questions
on matters which T do not understand anything about, move than I have read.

2619. . You tell us that furnaces are dangerous ;7—do you kunow that after-damp comes beeause of the
ventilation in the inside of the mine heing deranged, and the air currents going in all directions ? 4. Yes;
but if the furnace was gone it would be worse.

2620. @. Do you not know that an explosion tears down the brattice? 4, T know it generally does,

Cross-examined by Mr. Bruce Smith :(—
2621, ©. You arc a member of the Delegate Board? 4. Yes,
2622, Q. How many are there of you? 4. Nine, from nine eollieries.
26235, . When you sat toconsider these recommendations, you discussed them? 4, They came from the Lodges.
3624, (). Can you identify which Lodge they came from? A, T cannot say,
2625, Q. Are you a member of any Lodge? A, Yes.
2626. (). Did you take part in the discussion? 4, Yes.
2627. . Which one is from your lodge? 4. The one recommending not more than 30 yards without cut-
through. : .
2628. Q. Ts that the only one ! 4. T took part in the discussion of the whole lot of them.
2629. Afr. Lysagh'.] T object to any specific instructions being referred to in this matter. The witness is
being asked what specific matter he brought forward ; and this would show the Managers what matters
were dealt with beforchand.
2630. His Ionor.] I think the Delegate Board may be treated as a body, and that the witnesses should
be examined as to their own information ; but T think that the inner workings should be left alone.
2631 Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. T do not want to know anything about the inner working of these bodies, T
want to know to what extent these delegates have formulated these recommendations.  Out of all these
there is only one which you took part in originating? 4. T do not mean that.
2632. . There is ouly one of the whole twenty which you took part in originating?  A. Tt came from the
lodge I represent.  That is what T mean to convey ; but T may or may not have taken part in it.
2633. Q. Then one is the most you took part in originating? 4. Yes.
2634. Q. Have you ever been a check-inspector yourself? 4, No,
2655, €. Have you taken part in electing them? 4. You see it is a job that you want competent men for.
2636. ¢. What do you consider the qualifications? 4. A man who has a good knowledge of gases and
works in a gassy mine,
2637. Q. How do you account for the fact that, whilst one of the recommendations suggests that there
should be weekly takings of air by some officer, when the miners have the opportunity for doing this work
themselves they do not do it, say once in six months? 1. It is very hard to get men competent to make
a thorough inspeetion.  We find it unsatisfactory. The men who are appointed do not go sutliciently
into it.
2639. Q. Why not? A. Because of the time at their disposal, and otherwise.
2640. Q. Does the Lodge, or body, who appoints them offer them payment ? A, Yes, it pays them.
2641, . And yet you find difficulty in getting them? 4. Yes, in obtaining proper men,
2642. Q. Do you not know you can go anywhere in a neighbonrhood for men? 4. Yes.
2643. @. And yet there is a difficulty in getting competent men to doit? A, There are plenty of men
competent, but they would not take the job on.
2644 Q. Alhough you consider that the safety of the miners depends largely on it, you eannot get men to
take the joh on—to go and investigate the ventilation in the interest of their fellow men? 4. That is so.
2645, . This is a matter on which the miners consider the safety of their class depends. There are men
competent enough to o the work ; but you cannot get them to take it on? A, That is how it has been.
2646. . Do you know, with regard to the amount of air that ought to be provided for horses and en,
how many cubic fect of air are requived by a man? A, 100 cubic feet.
2647, Q. I do not mean required by the Act? 4. T have no idea.
2648. ¢. Do you know whether it is 10, 80, or 100 feet ? 4, No.
2649. . Or for a horse? 4. No. :
2650. Q. You do not know how much is enough to leave a large margin? 4. 1 say that if it takes 100
cubie feet for a man it ought to take more than 100 cubic feet for a horse.
2651 Q. You do not know how much margin of air 100 feet leaves for a man? 4. No.
2652. Q. You do not know whether it leaves 50 or 100 per cent. margin? . No,

Examination by Mr. Robertson :—

2653. €. Your experienec is confined entirely to the Moant Keira Colliery 7 4, That is vight.
2654. €. There is only one system of working there ! .1, Only one system.
2655. . You have no knowledge of any other system? 4. No. Only of the system at the mine. 2656.
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92656. ). You cannot say whether under different conditions a different method of working would be
necessary ! 4. Not unless I knew the different conditions.

2657. (. I mean under different conditions from those you find at Mount Keira? - 4. I cannot say that.
I do not know what the different conditions would be.

9658. Q. You ask for cut-throughs to be put in every 30 yards. 1f that had the effect of reducing the
size of the pillars, and pillars larger than 30 yards were required, what would you do then? 4. Thirty
yards of pillars would be plenty.

2659. Q. I will put it another way. If it was found necessary to have pillars about 100 yards square to
support the strata above, how would you get on with cut-throughs only 30 yards apart ! 4. I do not think
it would be necessary to have pillars of that size.

2660. Q. Would you be surprised to learn that there are collieries in your own district where it is
necessary to have 100 yard pillars? 4. I would be surprised.

2661. Q. I will tell you that it is a fact; so that cut-throughs every 30 yards would hardly be suited to
them? 4. No, they would not.

2662. . Do you know that according to the Mines Act adequate ventilation must be supplied ! 4. Yes.
92663. (. Does it matter to you how that adequate ventilation is supplied? 4. Not so long as it 1s supplied.
2664, . Tt does not matter whether it is behind a brick wall or through a cut-through or a brattice, so
long as you get it? 4. No, so long as we get it; but we do not get it.

2665. (. You say that ventilation should be secured by cut-throughs, and that it cannot be secured without
cut-throughs ? 4. Our experience is that it cannot. We find that the air slackens off with a brattice, and
that it will not follow you.

2666. Q. If you are told that in a gassy mine in this district a heading without cut-throughs was carried
in for 700 or 800 yards, and that the ventilation was sufficient, would that alter your opinion? 4.
‘What was the width of the heading?

2667. Q. A 10-foot heading ; and I mention that to show that it can be supplied ? 4. Well, I would not
care to work in it. So long as you can get ventilation it is all right, but we cannot get it.  If you can
give ventilation T admit that the provision as to cut-throughs may not be necessary.

2668. . You ask for a record of the ventilation to be taken every week. You, yourselves, as miners, can have
that ventilation taken? 4. Yes, we can take it ourselves, but would it not be better for some official to take it?
2669. Q. A Government official can go at any time? 4. Yes.

92670. . You ask for return airways to be watered, as well as the haulage roads? 4.1 do not think I
said return airways, but the travelling roads.

2671. (. But is if not necessary to water other parts of the mine where dust may lie? 4. Yes.

2672. . How will you do that? 4. There are different ways of doing it.

92673. Q. Tellus one? A. You can have the same way that we have, you can go along with a cask of
water as you go along. :

267+. How would you get water along the travelling roads where there are no railst 4. I think it would
be a hard matter, unless you laid pipes down and had a hose.

2675. Q. Would it not be a difficult matter to take water in all parts of the mine where dust may
accumulate ? 4. It could be done with pipes. .

2676. Q. It would be rather an expensive matter, would it not? A4, When once down in a travelling road
the pipes would last for many years.

2677. Q. You said that there was difficulty in obtaining competent men to inspect the mine. Do you
consider that Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Wynn are not sufficiently competent to inspect and report? A. They
may have done it ; but that is a good while ago.

2678. (). Theyliave the power to go anywhere inamine ? 4. Yes, butwe find it difficult fo get men to inspect.
2679. . Could you not get Mr. Wynn? 4. I could not say. He resigned from the position.

2680. (. Now as to manholes. I suppose you know that a large number of the manholes in every colliery
are more than the statutory size? 4. Yes, most of them are 10 feet.

2681. Q. It is only under special conditions that they are the size the Act requires? 4. We want them all
to be large.

9682. (. You cannot give me any instance of men being injured, because they were not large enough? 4. I
cannot say. I have seen a lot of us jammed into one small one.

Fxamined by Mr. Ritchie :—

2683. (. Is there any reason why the bratticing is not carried up? 4. I cannot say.
2684. (. If a disaster were to happen causing a blast you would not be more than 30 yards ahead of the air
under your proposal, but under the present system of bratticing you may be 800 yards ahead of the air,
through the brattice being blown off entirely 7 4. Yes.
2685. (). Is that one of your reasons why you want cut-throughs? 4. Yes.
2686. (). Is that your principal reason? A. Yes.
26387. . Is there any difficulty in getting independent persons to inspect the mine? 4. Yes.
2688. (). You cannot appoint Mining Engineers? 4. No.
2689. (). You can only inspect at-stated periods ? 4. That is right.
2690. (). You can only do it once a month? 4, Yes.
2691. Mr. Wade.] The rule says from time to time. At least once a month.
2692. Mr. Ritchie.] @. Have you known of cases of men taking the position, and that the company has
made it a cause of complaint? 4. Casually the matter has come before us.
92693. (. And that is why you think it is necessary that the Act should be made more stringent, and the
inspection be made apart from the miners altogether ? 4. Yes.
2694. . You regard the miners as being under the thumb of the Managers to some extent? 4. Yes,
necessarily they are.
Re-examined by Mr. Robertson -

2695. (. Do you know there have been a great many inspections in the district by miners? 4. No.
2696. (). Did you ever hear of anyone that has suffered? 4. No; but I have heard them talking about it.

[The Commission, at 3 p.m., adjourned until 11-30 a.m. on the following Tuesday. ]

 TUESDAY,
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TUESDAY, 13 JANUARY, 1903, 11-30 a.m.
[The Commission met at the Court House, Wollongong.]

Present:—
C. E. R. MURRAY, Esq., D.C.J. (PRESIDENT).
D. A. W. ROBERTSON, Bsq., COMMISSIONER. | D. RITCHIE, Esq., CoMMISSIONER.

Mr. Bruce Smith, Barrister-at-Law, instructed by Mr. Wood, Crown Solicitor's Office, appeared on behalf
of the Crown.
Mr. A. A. Atkinson, Chief Tnspector of Coal-mines, assisted Mr. Bruce Smith.

Mr. A. A. Lysaght, Solicitor, appeared on behalf of —

(a) the representatives of deceased miners, wheelers, &e. (victims of the explosion) ;

(b) the employees of the Mount Kembla Colliery (miners, wheelers, &e.) ;

(¢) the Tllawarra Colliery Employees’ Association (The Southern Miners” Union.)
Mr. C. G. Wade (Barrister-at-Law) instructed by Mr. I'. Curtiss, appeared on behalf of the Mount Kembla

Coal and Oil Company (Proprictors of the Mount Kembta Mine).

(Mr. J. Garlick, Secretary to the Commission, was present to take shorthand mnotes of the evidence and
proceedings.)

(The usual order was made for all witnesses to retire from the Court Room).

2697. (TLis Honor stated that two witnesses had been subpeenaed by the Commission for this morning.
- His Honor suggested that it would probably be most convenient if they were examined by Mr. Lysaght first.

Mr. Bruce Smith suggested that, as he represented the Crown, and therefore had no special interests to watch
over, he might undertake the examination of any witnesses called by the Commission. This was agreed to.)

Mr. JAMES STLCOCK was sworn, and examined as under :—

(This witness was called by the Commission at his own request. His examination-in-chief was, therefore,
conducted by Mr. Bruce Smith.)

Examination-in-chief by Mr. Bruce Smith :—

2698. @. What is your name ? 4. James Silcock.

2699. Q. What are you?! 4. A miner.

2700. Q. What is the extent of your experience, in point of time ? 4. About twenty-three years.

2700}. Q. And how much of that twenty-three years has been in the Colonies, and how much in England,
or Wales, or Scotland ? 4. T have been about thirteen years in the Colonies, and ten in Yorkshire.

2701. Q. In what capacity did you acquire your experience in Yorkshire? 4. The first job that I went on
T went with the deputies at night-time inspeeting places, as a boy, and from that to wheeling, putting, and
coal getting.

2702, Q. And of the ten years in Yorkshire, how many years were you coal getting? 4.1 might say
about two years getting coal ; but, I will be four or five years in connection with the coal face : that is,
what they call putting, tramming, along the tramline.

2703. Q. What do you mean by putting? 4. That is putting the trucks, filling them and shoving them
out to the flats.

2704. Q. And in the thirteen years you have spent here what capacity were you in? 4, A miner.

2705. @. All the time? 4. All the time.

2706. Q. Getting ceal t 4. Yes, getting coal.

2707. Q. Have you ever occupied any other position, such as deputy ? 4. No.

2708. Q. Now, what mines have you been in? 4. In the Vale of Clwydd, the New Vale, HHermitage, and
Mount Kembla, Those are the four.

2709. Q. How long in Mount Kembla? 4. About five years this February.

2710. Q. During your work in the Mount Kembla Mine have you ever had any experience of gas? 4. Well,
I have seen small flashes of gas.

9711. Q. What do you call a small flash ? 4. After we have fired a shot and the shot has hung ; that is,
has not been knocked down on the ground [Znterrupted,]

2712. Q. How do you mean the shot has not been ; you mean after the coal has not been knocked down ?
4. Yes; you go to have a look to see what work your shot has done ; and your light on your head has
probably ignited a small quantity of gas, and caused it to flash along the roof.

2713. . Over your head? . Over your head. :

2714. Q. For any length of time? A. Probably two or three seconds.

2715. . How many times during your five years in Kembla has that occurred ? 4. I dare say I noticed
that about twice. .

2716. Q. How long ago? 4. Probably twelve months, or a little over.

2717. (. On both occasions? 4. On both occasions.

2718. (. Both occasions about twelve months ago? 4. Or a little over.

2719. Q. Did you report that to anybody ? 4. I did not report the gas; but I reported the insufficiency
of air—the bad air.

2720. Q. You did not report the gas to anybody? 4. No.

. 2721, Q. Why was that? 4. The reason why I did not report the gas was this : that I always considered
that, if a man was to report everything that he saw in a colliery, he would not be long there. There was
no protection for the miner at all.

2722, (). Apart from veporting everything you saw, why did you not report gas? 4.1 did not think there
was that sufficient quantity to report it.

2723, (). You did not think there was sufficient quantity to be what? 4. To be dangerous.

2724, . Bub L suppose you know that where a little gas comes from a great quantity may come from?
A. Tt s quite probable, yes. S 2725.
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2725. Q. Did you know that the Mount Kembla Mine was recognised generally as a non-gassy mine?
4, Well, they presume that, of course.

2726. . I mean that is how it was talked about ? 4. Yes.

2727. Q. Well, when you found gas on two occasions, did you consider that was a correct description of
it? A. Well, the reason—that some people would put this gas down to be through powder smoke.

2728. Q. What do you put it down to? 4. I put it down to gas.

2729, . What else have you ever seen in that mine? You were telling us about the ventilation ; what
was your experience of the ventilation? A. The ventilation in pillars was bad ; for this reason, that tlrere
was never any brattice carried into these pillar works in Kembla. There was never any brattice used in
Mount Kembla that ever I saw in pillar work.

2730. Q. Did you ever complain of that 7 4. I have complained of the air being bad.

2731, . To whom? 4. To David Fvans, the deputy.

2732. Q. More than once? A. Yes, on several occasions.

2733. . How long ago? A. Well, about the same time as T discovered that gas.

2734. Q. Which do you think is more dangerous—want of brattice or the explosion of gas? 4. Well, if
the brattice was put there, it is probable there would be no explosion.

2735. Q. That is not my question. Which do you think is more dangerous—the badness of the air, such
as you complain of; or the occasional explosion of gas, such as you have experienced ? 4. T should say that
both would be combined.

2736. Q. Suppose you have this gas, and the brattice is put up, and you get good air, and yet you have
the gas. Take that as one case. And suppose you never found that gas at all, but considered the air
bad ; which do you think would be the most dangerous? 4. If the air was good, as you say, there would
be no gas.

2737. DQ, I ask, if you experienced them singly, which do you think is the more dangerous ! 4. The gas.
2738. (. That being so, how is it yo1 reported the want of air and did not report the gas? 4. Because 1
thought of my position.

2739. Q. Just tell me about that. Have you had any experience of anything resulting from a report
about gas? A. Well, T took the Bailey case at the Glebe, for instance.

2740. @. A Newcastle case? 4. A Newcastle case.

2741. Q. That was your guide ! 4. Yes.

2742. @. Do you know of any other case ; or had you heard of any other casz? 4. No; I do not know as
I do; but I took that as a guide.

2743. Q. Did you ever follow that case up to see if it was a genuine case of a man being dismissed ?
4. Well, as far as I read in the newspapers.

2744, Mr Wade.] @. Were those Mr. May's letters you read? 4. No, not Mr. May’s at all. T followed
that case very closely in the newspapers.

2745, Mr. Bruce Smith.] (. You mean the examination? 4. M. Bailey's case.

.2746. (. Did you see it in the form of letters or the reports of the examination at Newcastle? A, Yes.
2747. . What you meant I suppose was, that, assuming that to be correct, you thought it would be better
for you not to report it? A, Yes.

2743, @. And that is the only instance wlich you know of, in which you knew of such a thing taking
place? A, Well, T knew other cases. Sometimes a man has seen a thing take place in a mine,

[ [nterrupted.)

2749. Q. What sort of thing ! 4. Any sort of thing.

2750. Q. Tell me sowething you know of, not merely a rumour that is floating about in the air? 4.1 do
not know of anything particular; but I know this, that the deputies never like anyone to make himself
too officious in reporting anything. .

2751. . You are speaking so generally, that is of not much use to the Commission. Can you give any
specific instance in which the deputies have discouraged men from making complaints about anything that
is going on in the mine ! [ itness did not answer.) ‘

2752. Q. You do mnot know anything;—it is just a sort of general belief in your mind that they do
discourage them ? 4. Yes, they do.

2753. Q. But you cannot tell what the belief is based upon; is that it ;—you cannot tell me of any case
that you based your belief upon that they would discourage you? 4. Yes, on the Glebe case.

2754, Q. Well, now, have you had any particular experience in the Mount Kembla Mine that you wish to
communicate to the Court here, which you think of importance? 4. I might say that T wish to communi-
cate this: that as far as the colliery was concerned, I came to the conclusion that it was undermanned
officially.

2755. Q. Now, by what class of men? 4. By deputies.

2756. Q. What is your standard for that? A. Well, about a fortnight before. [Interrupted.]

2757. . No, no ; that is your reason. I mean to say, why do you say it is undermanned? 4. Because
the deputies were always complaining of being overworked.

2753. €. Will you tell me what deputies made those coniplaints? 4. Yes. There was Mr. Dungey. He
used to eomplain very often about Mr. Nelson neglecting to put bis brattice up.

2759, Q. The man who complained, and the man complained of are both dead, are they not? 4. Yes.
2760. Q. Dungey used to complain of what? 4. He used to complain of Mr. Nelson neglecting to put up
his share of brattice in the bords in the daytime, and throwing the whole of his shave of the work on to hiy
(Dungey's) shoulders. That was a continual complaint.

2761. Q. Beyond these two? 4. Beyond these two, William McMurray complainad about Davie Evans
throwing the work on to him in the night-time, down in the shaft section.

2762, . Was McMurray a day deputy ? 4. He was a night deputy.

2763, Q. And Dave Evans was a day deputy ! 4. Yes.

2764. Q. And I understand that McMurray complained that Evans had thrown the work on to him to be
done at night. 4. That is so.

2765. Q. How long would that be ago? 4. I cannot say the date. Tt me sec: it would he about six
weeks before the disaster.

© 2766. Q. McMurray is dead too. What was the particular work that McMurray complained that Evans
had thrown on his shoulders? 4. That is, neglecting to put up the brattice in the hords, 2767,
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2767. Q. You mean extending the brattice as the work went on ? A. Yes. Letting it fall back.

2768. Q. Is there anything else, T mean anything that your expetience enables you to speak about? 4. As
vegards this particular affair of Evans and MeMuiray’s, T might say that six weeks before the disaster,
when Mr. Leitch left, it was mooted [Lnterrupted.]

2769. Q. What was Leitch’s position ? A, He was under-manager before Mr. Nelson. It was proposed
to get him up a testimonial.

2770. €. Among the miners? 4. And the officials. T was one of that testimonial committee ; and I was
appointed to interview the Manager, to ask him would he allow the deputies to see the men as they went
round their work, to see if they would give any donations towards this testimonial,

2771 Q. Towards the testimonial for the under-manager? 4. For Mr. Leitch, the under-manager. I
went to interview Mr. Rogers in his own private office at the house ; and he told me he would rather not,
One reason was that Mr. Leitch had always set his back against it. .

2772. Q. Against having a presentation ? ~ 4. Against laving testimonials. And another thing was this ¢
he advanced this reason: that a deputy might be asking a man for a subscription, when at the same time
he could see that he wanted a Sprag or a prop put up, and he would not care to offend that man, as he
would be frightened that he would not get a subseription.

2773, My, Robertson.] .1 would like you to repeat that, please? A. When the deputy went round,
probably the person that he was asking for a subscription from might require a sprag.

2774, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. What is a sprag? A, A sprag to sprag up the coal.

2775. Q. A prop? A Tt is a short prop put against the coal and the floor.

2776. Q. Now, just repeat that, in the same words, if possible, “That the man who was asked for a
subseription might want a sprag.” 4. Yes, a sprag or a prop ; and at the same time he would be asking for
a subseription, and he would not do his duty. That is what it was.

2777, Q. There was a conflict of motives, interests ? 4. Yes. After that he said he had had complaints
from one of the night deputies that the other deputy had not been doing his share of work, He did
not mention the name of the deputy to me then ; but he said, “T will let you know in the morning.”

2778. Q. He told you he would let you know ? 4. He said, “T will see them all together in the office in
the morning ; and T will tell Nelson to let you know whether they can take on the subscription or not.”
2779. Q. Go round for a subscription, not take it on? A, Yes.

2730. Q. What have you to say against that? What is your objection to the position he took up? A. I
have nothing against Mr. Ragers for that.

2781 Q. You do not complain of this? 4. No.

2782. His Honor.] What the witness wishes to convey is that Mr. Rogers’ own answer suggested that
there was some friction amongst the deputies, which was founded upon the fact that one deputy thought
another deputy was not doing his work,

2783, Witness.] Yes.

2784, Mr. Bruce Smith.] ). Then that preliminary story about the subscription is not a matter you
complain of : it is only an introduction to what you have to say ? A, Tt is only an introduction.

2735. Q. Are those the suggestions that you have to make with regard to the Mount Kembla Mine ; or
are there any others —which you make a% a miner? 4. T should suggest that the furnace be done away
with, and a fan substituted, and also that a winding gauge be put down that air shaft,

2786. Q. You might give your reasons for the fan heing substituted for the furnace? 4. I believe it would
be the best way of ventilating the mine.

2787, Q. In what way the best? 4. You can get more volume of air by a fan, I always think, than
with a furnace.

2788. . Have you had experience of fans? 4. All the collieries I worked in in Yorkshire are worked by
fans.

2789, Q. And how about the other mines you have mentioned cut here? 4. T have never seen fans, only
in the Lithgow Valley.

2790. Q. All th> others you worked in here had the furnace? 4. Yes; but they were small mines
compared to Mount Kembla.

2791. Q. Then your opinion is based on the belief that g fan would produce a better draught. Is that it?
4. Yes.

2792. Q. Is there any other suggestion? 4, The suggestion would be this, that it would be the means of

putting on a cage, putting guide ropes and a cage, to wind the men up and down in case of emergency.
2793, Q. And a winding engine? 4. Yes, a small winding engine, The same engine would very nearly
do to work the fan, .

279+ Q. You think that would be an advantage? 4, I think it would be a great advantage.

2795. . Have you considered what that would cost—how it would affect the cost of producing coal ? T
only want to know if you have gone into it at all. 4. No. T did not go into it.

2796. Q. Ts there anything else you could suggest ! 4. T should suggest that these men, shot-firing, should
have a certificate of some kind to show their competency.

2797, Q. The shot-fircrs 7 4, The shot-firers and deputies.

2798. Q. What do you consider they require to know in order to do that work as it should be done? 4,

Well, T should think they require to know the constituents of gases,

2799. Q. The constituents of gast A Yes, all that gas really is,

2800. Q. Butif you know gas when you see it, or when you find it, would not that be suffictent ? A. Well, yes.
2801, Q. Then you do not want to know its constituent parts? 4. So long as they know when they are
amongst it.

2802. . So long as they know gas when they find it ? 4. That is it : when they are amongst it.

2803. Q. And you think they ought to be examined for that? 4. Yes,

i’l\‘OJi{. -Q. Do not you think every miner knows gas when he sees it with a safety lamp? 4. No; I do not
think so.

2805. Q. You know it, do you not? 4., I would know it if T saw it,

2806. (. Have you passed any examination? A, No.

2807. Q. Have you attempted to pass an examination? 4. No,

2808. ¢. Have you attended lectures at all? 4. No,

2809. Q. Do you consider you are qualified to be a shot-firer! A, No, 2810,
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2810. . But you think they should have a certificate showing that they really know how to discover gas?
4. Yes. :
9811. Q. Now, pass on to any other suggestion you have! A.One thing that I do not believe in is
drawing brattice out of headings that have been driven 70 or 80 yards distance without cut-throughs.
2812. (. How far apart do you think the cut-throughs should be as a maximum? 4. They did at one
time use to be 30 yards.
2813. (. In which mine do you mean? 4. In Mount Kembla.
" 9814. Q. Do you mean all 30 yards? 4. Of late years they have been driven as high as 90 with brattice.
2815. Q. And you think that is?—4. I think that is too far.
2816. Q. You think that is too far from a ventilating point of view? A. Yes. I might say that there
was a heading there [Interrupted.]
2817. Q. Do you know anything about the defects of the roof—I mean the weight over that part of the
mine where these long pillars are put? 4. The weight !
2818. (. Yes. Have you considered that at all? 4. No. T have never considered that.
92819. Q. You know of course that the heavier the weight you have over any part of the mine the greater
the pillars, or the more frequent ? 4. They should be.
2820. Q. But you have not considered that at all in expressing the opinion that they should never be more
than 30 yards apart? 4. They are not 30 yards apart as a rule.
9821. Q. But you put that down as a maximum ? 4. That is a maximum distance.
2822. (). Have you read at all upon mining? 4. Not much.
2823. (). Are you aware that in many English mines the pillars are 70 yards square? 4. I never heard
tell of one. I have known them to be 50.
9824, . Fifty yards square? 4. Yes; but to be carried up by brattice all the way.
9825, (. Did the brattice answer ! 4. The brattice answered ; yes.
2826. Q. Well, you have just considered it from a ventilating point of view, without respect to other
considerations ? 4. That is it.
2827. (. Are there any other officials in the mine who, you think, ought to have certificates, who do not
have certificates at present? A, Well ——[Interrupted. |
2828. . You said deputies, did you? 4. Yes.
2823%. Q. Deputies and shotfirers ? 4. Yes.
9829. . Now, about safety lamps : have you formed any opinion about those as regards the Mount Kembla
Mine? You said that all you have seen of gas was not dangerous. Now, does that lead you to the opinion
that safety lamps ought to be used in that mine for getting coal? 4. I quite believe that safety lamps
should be used in the mine.
2830. . And no naked lights? 4. No naked lights,—in any mins for that matter.
2831. Q. Now, are there any other suggestions that you want to make in regard to the management of the
mine—those that have occurred to yourself—T do not want things that have occurred to other people that
you merely endorse because they have been proposed ; but anything that occurs to you as the result of
your own experience? 4. I should suggest that the Manager go througha first-class examination, a thorough
examination.
2832, . Which Manager? 4. The head Manager.
2833. . Of which mine? 4. Of any mine.
2834. . They do, do they not? 4. They do now ; but they have not all done so.
2835. (. But you are not referring to any particular Manager ! 4. No.
9836. (. You know, of course, that, when the examination system was introduced, certain Managers who
had been Managers for many years were allowed to continue in that capacity by reason of their great
practical experience ! 4. Quite so.
2837. Q. But you do not approve of that? 4. No. T do not altogether approve of it.
9838. (. You think that although they have been Managers for ten years or twenty years they should be
subjected to examination? 4. Yes. I think they have had time to qualify themselves a little.
9839, . That is about all you want to suggest? 4. That is all, T think.
2840. His Honor.] This witness went into the mine on the 9th August.
2841, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. You went into the mine after the explosion—how long after 7 A. About eight
or nine days.
9842. (. You went in with a party in order to report, did you not? 4. Yes,
9843. (. Did you take any notes of what you saw? 4. No, I take it from memory.
2844. Q. Have you a good memory? 4. Pretty fair.
9845. (. Now, tell me how long you were in ; about five hours, T think ? 4. It might be a little more. I
would not be sure. :
9846. Q. Did you go in again after that? A. T have been working in since, but not in that part.
9847. Q. From all you saw did you form any conclusion as to, first, where the seat of this explosion was?
A. T came to the opinion that there had been an explosion round about where the Aitkens were working.
9848, (. That is the conclusion you came to? 4. One conclusion, yes.
9849. (). That is as to the locality 7 4. Yes.
2850. . Did you form any opinion from what you saw as to the cause? 4. Well, T took it to be gas.
9851. Q. Did you form an opinion ; and when I say, did you form an opinion, I mean also had you reasons
for forming that opinion? 4. My reasons for forming that opinion were these — [ Interrupted].
9852, (. You formed the opinion that it was about Aitken’s place, and that it was caused by gas? 4. Yes.
2853. (. Take the locality first—why did you come to that conclusion about Aitken’s place? 4. Because
the men had got no chance to get away from where they were found ; Aitken and son, and Annesley and
his mate ; Tost and his mate, and Purcell.
9854, (. You formed the opinion from what you saw of their position that they had not had a chance to
get out of the mine? 4. That they had not shifted.
9855. (). In your opinion they were found just where they were working? 4. Further than that, T went
by the timber that was charred and burnt —the inside of the goaf in Aitken’s place.
9856. Q. Do you understand a map? Look at this. This is No. 1 Right; and Aitken was working up
here [indicating the position of Aitken’s working place]. "Where did you see this charred wood that leads
you to this conclusion? 4. Somewhere in here. 2857,
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9857. . About the first cut-thronglh before you came to their place? 4. Yes, on the low side,

2858, (). What do you call the low side? 4. On the left-hand side of the tunnel.

5859, (. That is the west side? 4. Yes.

2860. . On the west side of where the Aitkens were working? 4. Yes.

2861. (. You say the burning was on that side of the posts 7 4. No. T saw the burning was on the side

of the posts next to the goaf.

9862, (). But on the west side? 4. On the west side of their working place. .

2863. (). Was the goaf on the west side of where they were working! 4. No.  The goaf was this way.
2864, . Did you notice many posts burnt in that way ? 4. Yes, about ten or fourteen.

2865. . And all burnt uniformly on that side? 4. Yes.

2866. . And not on the other?  A. Yes,

2867. (). Burnt on the side on which they were working? 4. No.

2868. (). They were burnt on the side next to the waste? 4. Yes.

2869. Ilis Honor.] (. Which waste?

2870. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Seventeen perches.

2871. . Which side of the goaf ;—on that side or this side? 4. On that side, where they were working.
2872. Mr. Bruce Smith.] At all events, T think your Honor may take this from hiny, that the charring of
these posts was on the side nearest the goaf.

2873, . Is that so? 4. Yes.

2374, (). Does that lead you to any conclusion as to what part the goaf itself played in this matter? 4.
I came to this conclusion, from the coal where these men were working, that they must have been only
working there about half a day on that coal ; that they had drawn their timber the day previous from the
back of this stook and it had fallen in, and had driven the gas cut; and that the gas was lit at their
lights.

2875. And you really think it was lighted at their naked lights as they worked? 4. Yes.

2876. . Another instance you said was that you found these men lying just where they had worked
A. Yes.

2877. (). They had not got away at all; and it had been very sudden ? 4. Yes.

2878, . That is as to the locality ;—now, why do you form the opinion that it was gas? A. Because these
men were burnt, and the timber was charved.

2879. . That is burning ; and the burning must have been from some inflammable 7 A. Substance.
2880. (. Did you notice at all in your visit the divection in which the forces had gone? 4. There was one
thing in particular at the bottom of this waste that struck my attention : that was two skips—the way in
which they were driven.

2881. (. How were they driven? 4, They were driven more on their side.

2882, . Were they driven mnorth, south, cast, or west ;—were they driven away from the goaf ! 4.
Opposite the goaf.  They were driven more on their side.

2883, Q. Opposite the end of the goaf? A. Yes. They were diiven sideways irstead of being driven
endway. ,

2384, Q. They were turned over on their side away from the goaf ;—suppose that Lench is the goaf, then
they were thrown out heve [indicating a dirvection at right-angles to the benck]? A Yes, that is right.
2885, . Was that the only sign of force that you noticed particalarly ? 4. About that particular place.
2886. €. Did you not notice it in other places? 4. I noticed it from the 4th Right outwards, that the
force had all been driven out of the tunnel mouth. :

98R7. . Without telling me exactly what things you saw, did you see indications of force going in more
ways than one? 4, Yes.

2883, . In how many directions ? 4. Ol in three or four directions. That is outward from No. 4 Right.
2889, (). Are there any other conclusions you came to except those as to where it took place, and the cause
of its taking place? A.T came to the conclusion that it took place at Aitken's and travelled down the
main tunnel (No. 1 Right), until it got to the 4th Right ; and then met the full accumulation of gas : and
then travelled outwards to the main tunnel

2890. (). What do you call the main tunnel —the No. 1 Right? 4. T call it the main tunnel right out to
the surface. '

2891, Q. That is No. 1 Right? 4. Yes, No. 1 Right.

2392, You think that this explosion met an accumulation of gas ! 4. Yes.

2893. The first explosion met an accumulation of gas? A. I think it was lighted in the first place at
Altken's ; travelled from Aitken's down the niain road [Lnterrupted.]

2894, (). How did it get to the main road: because it is a long way off 7 4. Yes, quite so.

2895. You think it went down to the No. 1 Right? 4. Yes.

2896. Q. And then down the No. I Right itself? A, T think it got lit in the first place at Aitken's and
came down from that place to the main tunnel,

2897, (. That is No. 1 Right? 4. Yes, as far as the 4th Right : and it met the whole accumulation of
gas there that had come out of the tth Right workings. Of cowrse in my opinion there was lots of gas
in the 4th Right workings.

2898, Q. What reason have you for thinking that there was an accumulation of gas in the Jth Right ?
A. Becanse there have been thousands of tons of coal buried theve.

2899, . In that waste? 4. In that 35-acre waste workings.

2900. (). Is that your only reason? A, My reason is that there has been too much coal left there in that
waste workme,

2901, Ilis Llonar.] (. Coal that had been hewn? 4. Coal that had been accidentally huried through falls
and had been allowed to remain there.

2002, M. Bruce Smith.] Q. In your time? 4. Yes.

2903, Q. To what extent had coal been buried there? 4. I have seen the pillars buried.

2904, (). Through falls all round them ? 4. Through neglect ; by bad falls all round them.

2905. Q. The falls never being cleared away to get the coal out? 4. That is true.

2906. (). You say the roof fell all round the pillar in some cases through neglect ; neglect of what kind !
4. Well) throngh saving a little expense.

16825 29—U 2007,
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2907. Q. A little expense would have kept the roof up and have enabled them to get these pillars out 1
A. Yes. '

2908. (. Was there any other reason for supposing that it met with a quantity of gas when it got to No. 4
Right? 4.1 took this reason, that, going in the main tunnel, everything was knocked out from the
4th Right : there was a terrible amount of destruction till we came to the 4th Right. When we came to
the 4th Right, there was no obstruetion further in. »

2909. Q. Further in or further out? A.In towards the workings. All the obstruction took place from
the 4th Right outside.

2010. Q. Here is Aitken'’s [indicating the position of Aitken's working place on the mayp], and you believe
the explosion came out here to No. 1 and then went down to No. 4 Right ?—Which do you call the No. 4
Right—down here? 4. Somewhere about here—that is more like it (indicating No. 4 Kight on the Dlan).
2911, @. And you think the explosion came down the main tunnel until it reached No. 4 Right? 4. Yes.
2012, @. What happened then? 4. Tt ended here, and then came out and down the main tunnel,

2913. . You think it ended there (No. 4 Right) and lighted the gas on the goaf (the 35-acre goaf), and
then what did it do? 4. Came out of the main tunnel and right out of the pit— right out at the mouth.
2914. Q. Why do you think that the indications you saw of the force going down the main tunnel were
not meuely a continuation of the force coming down there (from Aitken’s working place)? Why do you
suppose 1t took a turn here and then came out again? 4. Well, because gas is a thing that will spread in
all directions.

2915. Q. Admitting that, how do you explain to the Commission that the forees which you saw coming
down here (from Aitken’s working place, through No. 1 Right to No. 4 Right) and going down here
(down No. 1 Right from No. 4 Right to mouth of main tunnel) were not simply one continuous force ?
4. Because the force from this direction down here (in No. 1 Right, between No. 4 Right and the direction
of Altken’s working place) was not as great as that down here (in No. 1 Right, between No. 4 Right and
mouth of main tunnet).

2916. Q. Then you say that the damage done from the point of No. 1 Right opposite the goaf (the 17-
perches goaf) down to No. 4 Right was not as great as from No. 4 Right out? 4. Yes; not by half. )
2917, Q. And that leads you to the conclusion that it must have entered the goaf (the 35-acre goaf) and
come out again with renewed and increased force? .. That is it.

2918. Q. Why do you say the indications were greater down to the No. 4 Right than beyond No. 4 Right ?
4. 1 say the forces were less down to the Fourth Right than they were from the Fourth Right out.

2019. Q. Why do you say that? 4. On account of this waste working.

2920. . That is the canse of it : but what led you to suppose it was a greater force out than in? 4. By
the destruction that was done.

2921, @. You saw more indications of destruction? 4. Yes.

2922, (). You mean heavier weights moved, and all that sort of thing 7 4. Yes; and more falls, and so on.
2923. (). Are there any other conclusions you drew from your visit that would be of value, do you think ?
4. Another reason that made me come to the conclusion that it would be gas round Aitken’s place is
this: that the air travelling in the main tunnel was not diverted into the proper channel : that was, that
there was not a door on top of the 3rd Left rope road, where there should have been one.

2926 @ You will have to loeate that, T am afraid, otherwise it will not convey anything. [Z%he Witness
explained his evidence by the Plan.] )

2925. . Now, your evidence is this, that as the air was going up No. 1 Right—which you call the main
tunnel —instead of going on past No. 3 Left it went into No. 3 Teft for want of doors; and in that way
the air, instead of going round by Aitken’s place 4. Would travel round towards the furnaces ?
2926. (). Did you ever observe that there were no doors on No. 3 Left before the accident? 4. Yes !
observed that there were none.

2927, Mr. Wade.] Q. Did you say “had observed 7% 4. Yes; I had observed, because T had worked down
there before.

2923. Mr. Eobertson.] (). Do you know the Thivd Left? 4. It is the furthest rope road into the left.
2029, Mr. Robertson.| It is not a rope road at all. ,

2930. Mr. Bruce Smath.] ). That is not what you mean? This is the rope road lere (pointing it out on
the Plan)?  A. 1 made a mistake ; that is the one 1 mean, the Fourth Left.

2931, Mr. Bruce Smith.] He alters his evidence, your Honor, this way : Instead of No. 3 Left he says it
is the rope road, No. 4 Left : he says there is no door there, and there should have been one door or two
doors, and that the want of them allowed the air to run straight down towards the furnace,

2932, Waitness.] Yes.

2933, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. In addition to observing this, had you ever complained of it? 4. No; I never
complained of it.

2934. Q. Did you ever communicate your observations to anybody clse? 4. No.

2935. (. Had yon ever worked in any place which was affected by the want of a door there? A. I cannot
say that I have. T was only down there one quarter.

2936. @. Where were you?—Near Aitken’s place? 4. No; it was in Nees and Stafford’s place.

2937. Q. Did you look at that place where you say the door should have been after the accident? 4. Yos.
2938. . Did you see any signs of a door that had been blown away there? 4. Not in the rope road—1
did not. :

2939. (. I mean in the rope road? A. No.

2940. @. And 1 understand you to say there never had been one? 4. Not to my knowledge.

2041, Q. When had you ever worked in that part of the mine—How long before? 4. I was down that
section the cavil before.

2942, Q. Did you go that way in? 4. Sometimes I used to go down the rope road, and sometimes down
the back heading.

2943, (. You used to go in No. 1 Right, and down that rope road? A. Yes, sometimes ; and sometimes
down the travelling road.

2944, ¢. The travelling road going parallel with that road ? 4. Yes.

2945, . Can you say of vour own knowledge that there was insufticient air going into those places where

Altken was? 4. No, T cannot say that.

2946,
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2946. Q. It is a conjecture of yours, from your knowing or your believing that there was no door there?
4. No. I could feel a greater volume of air travelling down there than you could in the main tunnel—the
amount travelling backwards and forwards.
29465 . Do you know anything about coal-dust at all—about its inflammable nature or anything of that
sort? 4. No.

Cross-examination by Mr. Wade :—

2947, Q. You were subpeenaed to come here? A, Yes,
2948. Q. Do you know how your name was first mentioned ;—did you offer to give evidence to anybody ?
4. Yes.
2949, . To whom did you offer? 4. The Secretary.
2950. Q. When was that 7 4. Probably a week ago.
2951, Q. Did you believe that you had information that would be useful to the Court when you volunteered
to give evidence? 4. Yes.
[{fus Ilonor suggested that it would be better for Mr. Lysaght to examine the witness before Mr, Wade
cross-emanined, |

Cross-examination by Mr. Lysaght :—
2952. Q. You said something about there being no bratti¢ing carried into the pillars ;—what pillars did
you refer to? A. I referred to all the pillars.
2953. Q. If the bratticing was not carried theve, how were those pillars ventilated ? 4. By cut-throughs.
2954, . Was not that superior to the bratticing? 4. Ishould not think so, for this reason : that bratticing
has been put in since this disaster, into the pillars.
20955, (). You mean in addition to the cut-throughs ? 4. Certainly.
2906, ¢. How far would not be bratticed ;—liow far from the face was not bratticed? 4. What? the
pillars ?
2957. Q. Yes? 4. There was never any brattice at all,
2958. . How far would the men be working from a cut-through without any brattice 7. 4. About
20 yards.
2959. (. How was the air carried up to these men? 4. It had to travel over the falls the best way it
could.
2960. Q. I understand that no provision was made to carry the air 20 yards to the face? 4. Only by cut-
throughs.
2061. . I mean, where there were cut-throughs, and the face had been driven 20 yards up, was no
provision made to carry the air up to the men working in that place? 4. Not in a pillar.
2962. (. Was that the case where you were working in Nees’ and Stafford’s place ! 4. No ; that was a
heading.
2963. (). Was it the case in the pillars in this No. 1 Right where Aitken and son were? A, No; their
pillar was nearly finished. :
2964, Q. Do you know of any pillars in that vicinity where that was the case? 4. Well, there was
Annesley —the only case that I know of.
2965, . Any others? . T do not remember any others.  'We do not go in any pillars there.
2966. . Do T understand this: that the air coming along would pass through a cut-through, and the men
might be 20 yards away up at the face without any air, no bratticing having been put to carry it away !
2967. [Mr. Wade objected to the form of the question. He considered it should be put separately in
sections.
2968, 111]7'. Lysaght.] . Do I understand that with the exception of cut-throughs there were no means of
carrying the air to the working place A, Yes, in pillars.
2969, . Then woukd it happen that those men would be without air in those working places in pillars?
4. Only what was provided by the cut-throughs.
2970. Q. If men were working 20 yards from a cut-through, what means had they of getting fresh air?
A. They had no means.  They had no brattice.
2971, @. They had no means at all? 4, That is right.
2972. Q. When you complained to Evans of the deficiency of air, what did he say ? A, Just shuffied it off
2973, @ What did he say? 4. T could not remember what he said. T could not remember the exact
words.
2974 (). Give us the substance of them ! 4. He might say, © You are too soft for this country,” or anything
like that, or push it off in a by-way. T could not tell the exact words.
2975. . Did he do anything to improve the ventilation? 4. No.
2976, . Did he treat the complaint with contempt? A, More of that description,
2977, Mr. Wade.] Do not lead the witness.
2978. Mr. Lysaght.] T am cross-examining,
2979, Iis Honor.] It is not supposed to be eross-examination.
2080. AMr- Lysaght.] ). When you say the pit was undermanned, as far as deputies are concerned, what do
you suggest as a remedy ? 4. I suggest more deputies.
2081, ). What for ;—the day or the night? 4. Both day and night.
2982, @. Do you know of your own knowledge where any deputy has neglected any duty throught want
of time ? 4. T have had occasion to be on night work. T have known deputies not to examine the places
in accordance with the Act.
2983, . What deputy ! 4. Dungey, the night deputy.
298L Q. How long ago? A, Probably two years or more ago. It might be two years ago.
2985, (. How often? . Oh, on several occasions.
2986. (). In what parts of the mine 7. 4. In No. 1 District.
2987. Q. What do you mean when you say he did not examine in accordance with the Act? 4. He did
not examine twice 1 the one night.
2988, (. Did he examine the places within three hours of the men starting work? 4. No; not all the
places.
2989. Q. About how many places in the No. 1 Right were not examined by him within three hours of the

men starting work? 4. Sometimes they would vary. Scmetimes there would be a dozen, sometimes more.
2990. (. Tn what ¢ 4. In a night. * 2091,
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2991. Q. At that time what was your duty ? 4. I was lifting stone for the contractor, in place of other
men like.

2092, Q. At night-time ! 4. At night-time,

2993. ¢ Do you know of any other deputies besides Dungey not properly examining ! 4. McMurray ;
down in the shaft district.

2994, Q. When? 4. OhL, about the same time.

2995. Q. What do you say about im? 4. About ten or twelve places only used to be examined once
throughout the night shift.

2196, Q. Were they examined within three hours of the men starting work ? 4. No. They were examined
as about 10 o'clock at night. There would be so many marked up for the night men to go in and lift
stone : they would put the numbers cn the board. The night deputy used to go in with the night shift men
at 9 o'clock, to get those men to work. He used to go in to these places first to let these men get to work to
lift the stone up. He would, perhaps, go into No. 12, the first number on the board, and he would pass
that. Then he would go on to No. 50.  He would pass lots of places to get on to these, on purpose, to
oblige the night-shift men. These places wounld not be examined again until the following night.

2997. (. By him? 4. By him.

2998. . Do you know whether they (Dungey and McMurray) marked these working places as safe at that
time? 4. Yes.

2999. Q. Did you ever say anything to Dungey or McMurray concerning that? 4. No; I did not. It
would be more than my position was worth.

3000. Q. You did not veport gas when vou found it? 4. No.

3901. Q. Do you know whether other persons did report gas in your presence ! A. No. T could not say
that I do.

3002, 4. Have you ever known the air to become reversed in Kembla? 4. Yes.

3003. Q. How often? 4. Well, two or three times.

3004, 4. When was the last occasion? 4. Of course, I cannot give you the date exactly. T used to notice
this on a Sunday night more especially than any other time. I daresay it would be between two and three
years ago that I noticed it particularly.

3005. Q. Do you know what the cause was? 4. T put that down to be through letting the furnace run
down.

3006. @. Have you noticed that reversal of the air at any time when the pit was working? 4. No; I
cannot say that T did. '

3007. @. How often, say in one year, have you noticed that reversal of the air? 4. Well, the job that T
was on was more an obliging job, the stone-lifting work. T used to go and do it to oblige the contractor
when he was a man short.

3003. Q. Did you not get paid for it 7 4. Certainly.

3009. @. How often in one year did you observe this air being roversed ! 4. Probably two or thres times
on Sunday night.

3010. Q. In a year? A. Yes.

3J11. Q. And that was two years ago, I think you said? 4. Yes, two years, or a little more.

3012. Q. When you say it was more than your job was worth to mention these omissions, do you kunow of
any ooccasion when any official has objected to a report being made to him? 4. Any oflicial has objected
to it ?

3013. @. Yes. Do you know a man who has reported and been snubbed, or anything like that? 4. T
cannot say that I do: but T know for a fact that colliery officials do not like a miner-—a man who is
underneath them—to report anything to them as a rule : because they think they (the miners) are making
themselves know as much as they (the officials) know. The officials do not like a man to know as much as
they know. Tt is not all sweetmeat—a miner’s life.

3014, Q. Have you scen the safety-lamps used to fire the shots since the disaster in Kembla? 4. T saw
these little Davy lamps used.

3015. Q. Who used them ? 4. James Peace.

3016. ¢. What was he? 4. A shot-firer.

3017, Q. But how did he ignite the fuse? 4. He had a bit of wire.

3018. Q. Oh, well, T do not want to deal with him. Do you know of any occasion when a lamp has been
opened to light the fuse? 4. No, I will not say that.

3019. Q. When you were inspecting after the disaster, did you go inside that little goaf—that 17 perches
goaft 4. We went as far as we could get.

3020. Q. Did you discover any gas there? 4. No. We discovered gas in Tost's bord.

3021. Q. You did not tell us anything about that? 4. No, because I was not asked.

3022. ¢. But did not Mr. Smith ask you if you had anything else to say? A, It is quite possible; and I
might not think about that.. .

3023. Q. Where did you discover gas on this inspection? A. It was in Tommy Tost's bord-—Tost and
Bunn’s bord.

3024 (. Who discovered it? 4. Mr. May discovered it first,

3025. Q. What sort of lamp had he ? 4. A hydrogen lanp.

3026. ¢. Do you know what the proportion was? 4. Abyut a quarter per cent. I know tlis, that M.
Ritchie tried afterwards with a safety-lamp, and he could not discover it.

3027. @. Do you know whether the hydrogen lamp was tried in that small goaf? 4.1 could not say that.
3022, Q. Speaking of the cut-throughs. TIn your opinion, would cut-throughs 30 yards apart make the
roof in any way dangerous? 4. 1 do not mean the width of the cut-throughs to be 30 yards.

5029. Q. If cut-throughs are drivin over 30 yards, will that weaken the roof in any way, in your opinion
as a practical miner? 4. No, it will not, provided the cut-throughs are put through narrow.

3030, @. And what size would yeu recommend ¢ 4. T would say about 9 feet ; 9 feet is plenty wide enough.
3031, @. Were you in the mine the day of the disaster? 4. Yes. -

3032, Q. Where were you working ! 4. In the shaft section, No. 12,

3033. (. Do you know anything about the supply of safety-lamps that were at the mine? 4. Yes.

3054 Q. What was the supply 7 4. Well, there were no lamps at all.

3035. Mr. Wade.| Q. No safety-lamps? 4. No safety-lamps to be had, 3036,
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3036. Mr. Lysaght.] . What was your own experience? A. My experience was this: that when the
accident took place T was working along with my mate in the shaft section. I was on the 7 o'clock shift,
from 7 o'clock till 3 : and that is how I escaped.
3037, Q. Youdid escape? 4. Yes. T was working, and the only intimation I had was a ringing in the
ears ; but, being subject to that, T did not notice it.
3038, Q. When you escaped, what did you do:—where did you go to? 4. I came out to the flat. There
were abont twenty men lyiug ab the flat.  After baing at the flat, trying to ring up on the telephone, I
and two more came up the travelling road as far as the No. 2 : and there we came across a big fall, and
met Johnny Morrisen with a safety-lamp, and he directed us out of the mine.

3039. Q. When you got out, did you look for any safety-lamps? .1, I did not look for any safety-lamps
there and then. i
3040. Q. How do you know there were no safoty-lamps there 7 4, T know there were safety-lamps on the
premises, but not in order.
3041. . How do you know? 4. Because T have seen them in the workshops.
- 8042, Q. How many have you seen uot in order? 4. Oh, they were not in order.

3043, (. Did you examine them ? 4. No; but I can tell you this, that men were using lamps with rags :
and they were continually coming out of the tuunel mouth t light, because they could not get the lamps to
burn.

3044, . That was after the disaster? 4. Yes. The rescuers were continually coming out of the mouth
because they could not get their lamps to burn.

3045, . You say they. were burning rags—why ? 4. There was not a proper lamp wick to trim the lamps
with.

3046. . You saw that yourself 7 4. Yes.

3047. . Had there been a proper and adequate supply of safety-lamps, would a number of men have been
saved? 4. Undoubtedly. T believe all the men lying on that fat could have Leen saved.

3048. Q. Then would you approve of a recommendation that an extra supply of safety-lamps and their
requisites, equal to one-third of the number of persins employed below ground, be kept constantly in goorl
order and ready for use at each collicry (Recommendation No. 12)7 4. Undoubtedly., I always thought
that was so.

3049. Q. You might tell me, in your experience of Kembla, how often have you seen Mr. Rogers in your
working place? 4. T do not suppose I have seen Mr. Rogers inside that mine above five times in five
rears.

?3050. @. Do you approve of a recommendation that Managers be compelled to give more personal time and
attention to the management of their collieries (Recommendation No. 14) 1 4. T do.

3051, Q. You might tell me whether you knew each means of escape from the Kembla Mine? 1. No
Only one.

3052. Q. Did you know yonr way out when Morrison met you—or had you to ask your way ont? 4. T
knew where I was when I left Morrison.

3053. Q. But up to that time did you know where you were? 4. Up to that time I knew I was in the
travelling way.

3054, Q. Did you know that way out? . Yes. That is the way in.

3055. (. Is that the ouly way you knew out? A. That is the only way that I knew.

3056, ©. In your opinion, should the miners be instructed on all the means of escape (Recommendation
No. 18)7 4. Yes, certainly.

3057. (. By whom? 4. By the colliery Manager, or by the officials, whoever they are.

3058. (. Now, speaking of this reason for not reporting and not pointing things out to the deputies, in
your opinion, should there be an Act or a cluse in the Coalamines Act to prevent a black list being leept
at a colliery? A, T am quite in accord with that (Recommendation No 19),

3059. Q. Do you know of any case where a person has been discharged, and prevented from getting
employment at another colliery 7 4, Yes.

3060. Q. You might tell us that? 4. John Heron’s case.

3061. ). Where was he working 7 4. At Mount Kembla.

3062, . When? A, Up to scarcely twelve months’ ago—three or four months hefore the disaster.

3063. Q. Do you know who discharged him? 4. He was not actually discharged. He was working on
the stone ; and he asked Mr. Rogers for a job on the coal.

306+, Mr. Wade.] Q. Were you present at the time ;—did you hear this? 4.1 know it of my own
knowledge. )

3065. (). Were you there at the time? A, Yos, T was in Mount Kembla at the time.

3066. Q. Were you present when he spoke to Mr. Rogers ? L. No.

3067. Mr. Wade.] I object to this evidenee.

3068, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Never mind what he said to Mr. Rogers. Do you know that e left Mount Kembla
Colliery 7 4. Yes.

3069. (). Do you know if he got employment at any other colliery ?

3070. Mr. Wade.] I object. :

3071 Mr. Lysaght.] . Did he get employment at another colliery ? 4. Not for a considerable time. He
is not working at a colliery now.

3072, Q. Do you know whether he was discharged from the colliery where he got employment ?

3073, Afr. Waae.] All he can say is that Heron left.

3074, Witness.] T could not say whether he got discharged, or whether he left.

3075, Mr. Lysayht.] (. Do you know whether any steps were taken to prevent him getting employment ?
3076, Mr. Wade.] T objeet to this,

3077, Mr. Lysaght.] 11 he knows of his own knowledge of anything that was done or said
8078, Ilis Honor.] Tt seems to be almost impossible that the witness could kaow.

3079, M. Lysayht.] Thave no information from him, I thought, perhaps, he might have been present at
some particular interview.

At 1 p.m. the Commission adjourned until 2 p.mn.
1 J 1

»

AFTERNOON.
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(On resuming after lunch, Mr. W. R. Pratt attended to take shorthand notes of the evidence and
proceedings )

JAMES SILCOCK, previously sworn, was further examined as under:—
8081. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. How werc the stoppings bricked of in Kembla? A. I have never seen any
bricked off.
8082, @. How were they stopped ? 4. With dirt.
3083. . Anything else? 4. Nothing else. Packed up with stones and dirt.
308t Q. Have you observed any stoppings so packed up, whether they have given way ? .. Yes, they
will sink in time.
8085. . Was anything done to remedy that? 4. Not that I am aware of. There was never any
quantity of shift men employed to do anything.
8'86. ¢). Can you give me any idea whether the leakage of air was considerable through that? 4. The
air would naturally escape. I cannot give any idea how much it would be.
3087. Q. You said something about a heading having the brattice withdrawn? 4. I mean there was in
the next heading to me where Peace and Stafford worked. 1t was withdrawn to a distance of from 70 to
90 yards—it drifted up that distance; and the brattice was taken out; and cut-throughs were made
afterwards,
8088. Q. After the brattice was taken out, how long was it before the cut-throughs were put in?
A. Some considerable time. The first one would take a month.
3089. Q. In the meantime what provision was made to ventilate that heading # . None.
3090. ¢. Do you know whether any gas or anything noxious accumulated there ? 4. Tcannotsay. That
would be a most likely place for gas to accumulate. There would be no air to drive it out.
3091. Q. Ilow long was it left for any gas to accumulate in? 4. Three months to my knowledge.
3092. ). Do I understand you to sav that there were not sufficient deputies and not sufficient shift-men
employed to do the work? 4. That is true.
3093. ¢. Can you give me any instances where work was urgently required and there were no men to do
it? A, There were plenty of cases where wiuers had to do their own work.
3094, Q. Did any accidents result from there not being men enough to doit? 4. I cannot say.

Cross-examined by Mr. Wade.

3393, (). Do you say that the Company stinted the number of shift-men to save the expense? 4. Yes, 1 do.
3096. ¢. Do you suggest that the Company worked this No. 4 Right so as to bury coal to save
expense? A, Iwill go as far as that. '

8097. (. Will you say this, that, through the Company being stingy with money, the Company endangercd
the lives of the miners? 1. Yes, I say that.

3098. Q. You knew of this business before the disaster, did you not? 4. Yes, T knew of it.

3099. (. You did not core to the inquest to give evidence? .. No, I was not asked.

3100. ¢. You did not offer 7 4. No.

3101, Q. You were about the Court? 4. I was here one day.

3102, (. During the inquest? A, During the inquest.

3108. (). Since the inquest, vou have been discharged ? . No, T will not say that.

3104 . Will you say that you have not? 4. Itisas good. I have not been discharged. I will cive
you an explanation. You have asked for it; and yon shall get if, .

3105. His Honor.] You can say anything you like afterwards by way of explanation.

8106. Mr. Wade.] Q. Did you leave of your own accord? 4.1 saw that the time had come when I
would have to go. '
310% . There were some strained relations between you and the Manager? 4. Not up to then.

8108. (. Were there before you left? 4. Not that [ am aware of.

3109. Q. You say that you took it that you were as good as dismi=sed—now explain? 4. We commenced -
work in a cavil. 1 cavilled a pillar, and that pillar would only last a few weeks. It was understood that
when a man cavilled a pillar only to last a few weeks that there was a place appointed for him when
he had finished. He knew this before the cavils were drawn—he knew the place where he had to go to
when he had finished that particular work. In this case of wine it was not so. I was not aware of where
I had to go at all. I could never get to know until wy place was finished. When it was finished
Mr. Rogers, or the under-manager, put me in one of the worst places in the pit.

8110. . Do you think that it was intentional ? 4. T am sure of it.

3111. . On whose part was it intentional—the Marcager or the under-manager? 4. Both combined.
8112. . A combination to injure you? 4. Yes; and the only reason I knuw of was giving evidence
before the Arbitration Court.

8113. Q. That is what vou think? .{. That is what I think yet.

8114. Q. You gave evidence early in June Jast? 4. Yes.

3115. ¢. And the explosion was the last day in July? 4. Yes.

3116. . And the Company opencd work for the miners on what day? 4. I cannot tell you.

8117. (. Give us the month? 4. I cannot tell you,

3118. @. Was it early in September? 4. It might be.

8119. Q. Was it after the inquest was finished in this Court? .. I believe it was.

8120. (. You applied to be taken on again? 4. Oh, ves; I was an old hand.

8121, Q. They took you on? 4. They could not do otherwise.

3122, . Do vou mean they could not refuso you? . No; I consider that T was an old hand. T was
thrown out of work through no fault of mine, and I had a right to go tack.

8128. . Did you ask to be taken back? 4. I put wy rame down,

8121, (. They had a right to object to your name? 4. T will not admit that.

3125. . You think you had a right to go back whether the Company wished it or not? 4. Thatis a
right which T think I had—a just clalin, as one of the unfortunates who had suffered by the disaster.
8126. (). Now, you were talking about the Arbitration Court;—DMr. Justice Cohen was the Judge?
A. Yes. ’

8127. Q. Do you remember his making some comments on your evidence? A. I domnot know that I
remember it . 3128,
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3128. . Did you hear him say that “ Sileock has given evidence in a very unsatisfactory manner”? 4. I

did not hear it. You would not take my word for it.

3129. (). Do you remember that happening ?

3130. Mr. Lysaght.] The witness has said that he does not remember.

3181. Iis Honor.} He has denied it. .

3132, Mr. Wade.] @. Now, have you discussed with anybody where you think the explosion began.

A. No.

3133. (. Have you discussed anything about grievances and danger? A. No; I have had no chance of

discussing with anybody.

3134, Q. Until you came here? 4. Until I came here.

3135. ¢. You kept these things to yourself about the danger in the mine for all these months ; and some

of them for years ? A, Yes.

3136. Q. When was it you left the mine® A. Oh, about eight weeks ago, as near as I can guess. It

might be more perhaps.

3137. Q. Is there any living body who, you will say, has been neglectful of his work ® 4. I say Dayie

Evans has been neglectful of his work in not looking for gas.

3138. Q. Give us an instance® 1. In not looking for gas.

3139. . Did you follow him over the pit? .4, Certainly not.

3140. . Did you only see him in the working places? A. Yes.

3141, . Did you not see that the working place had been examined every morning before you went to

it? .. Every morning—we took that for granted.

3142, Q. Is there not a mark on your place? .. Yes.

3143. Q. You saw gas twelve months ago? 4. In my working place.

3l44. Q. Over twelve months ago? 4. Yes.

3145. @. During the last twelve months, if Evans had looked for gas, he would not have found it? A. T

would not say that.

3146, . Did you see it yourself 2 A. I saw it on this oceasion.

3L47. ¢. Have you scen any sign of gas in a working place for the last twelve months 4. I can only

name these particular times.

3148, (). Have you anything else against Evansin the way of neglectof duty ? 4. T sayin not searching

for gas.

3[43 . Anything else? 4. In not remedying the air when it is complained about.

3150. (. How often was it complained about? 4. On several occasions.

3151, ¢). Yon mentioned about the brattice being withdrawn for a distance of from 70 to 90 yards; and

you say that it was a month before it was remedied? 1. Yes; and it may be longer.

3152, (). Do you say men were working there ? 1. No; it was an abandoned working.

3153. . Do you say that you were there in the heading? 4. No; I am not sure of the district.

3154 ). Were you in the place threc months?  .{. I was there part of it.

3155. (). You say it was an abandoned place ? 4. There were a couple of sticks put about it.

3156. (). Showing that it was fenced off 7 1. Yes; that is the way at Kembla.

3157, (. You know what it means, that you are not to g» inside those sticks? 4. That is true.

3158, (. You know that the place is not working; and that it is against the rule for any miner to enter

it? 4. I maintain they had no right to take the brattice out.

3159. . Do you say therc was no provision made for carrying the air outside the two sticks? 4. T saw

110 provision. :

3160. @. The air had free access up to 90 yards of the place ? 4. They could not get any air into the

place. It could not get up for waunt of brattice.

3161. (). Did the ordinary air current run past the heading? . Certainly.

3162. (. Was it blocked off? 4. Not to my knowledge.

3163, (. Your complaint about the shift-men is that you are compelled to do work which you think the

shift-men ought to do? .. Yes.

3164, The work was done all the same? .{. By the miners.

3165, (). Instead of by the shift-men? A VYes; but it throws the whole responsibility on the miners.

3165. . You prefer it should be done by the shift-men, and the miners be relieved of the responsibility.

<. T believe there is too much responsibility thrown on the miners.

3167. (. What is the responsibility you complain of ? A. The responsibility of a man having to be

responsible for his own working place.

3168. . You complain because a man has to examine his own working place to see that it is safe? A.

Yes; because it takes the responsibility off the deputy and places it on the miner.

3169. . Yon believe in having a man there continually during the day to sce that your place is safe?

A. Just the same as in other parts of the world.

3170, ). Take Kembla ? . 1 take Kembla the same as I take Yorkshire.

3171 . You say that there should be an official pretty well on the watch during the day to see that it is

safe, rather than you should see it is sate for vourselves. .f. No; Isay that the day deputy has as

much right to look for gas in the daytime as the night deputy has at night.

3172. (. What is your complaint about the responsibility put ou you? A, I say it is making a man act

as deputy who is only a miner.

3173, Q. Looking for gas ? .. Yes

3174, Q. You complain of that 2 A. Yes; there ought to be offieials to do the work.

8175, (). And that you should be relieved of the work ? .. Toa certain extent, I think the day deputy

should search for gas as well as the night one.

B176. ¢. Do you say that the winers should not be compelled to scarch for gas? 4. T say that the

responsibility shouhl not be thrown on the miner.

B1I7. (. What about the timbering? .. I think they should do that, although there are parts of the

world where the deputies do it. :

3178, (. With regard to the stoppings.  Is your complaint that they were built improperly in the first

irstanee? A, They always were.

3179, (. Ilow far back ? 4. Since the pit started. ‘
3180.
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3180. (. When they became out of order were no steps taken to remedy it? 4. Nob that T am aware of,
3181. (. Anyone could see them in that state? .f. Yes.

8182. (). The Government Inspectors could see them P .1, Yes.

3183. . Would they remedy it? 4. I would not place too much reliance on them.

3184 (. Would you suggest that the Government Inspectors, if they saw the stoppings in a dangerous
state, would not take steps to remedy it? .1. They might recommend it to be done; but I would not
expect the Government Inspector to be more than a human being.

3155, . Is that what you say? 4. 1 have been in the pit five years, and havenot seen the Government
Inspector once in my place.

3186. Q. You say that you saw Mr. Rogers there five times in five years, now you say that you oaly saw
the Government Inspector there once? 4. Yes.

3187. Q. Do vou say they are not there more often? 4. I cannot say that.

3188. . Could you come across these stoppings anywhere? 4. Yes.

3189. Q. It would not be much trouble to find them? 4. No.

3190. (). The Government Inspector could find this stopping you complain about ? A. Yes.

2191. Q. Did things go on in tge same condition until the disaster—the stoppings not remedied and the
place not improved?  A. That is so.

3192, @. And how long did you stop in this careless place? 4. Until the quarter was up.

8193. . I mean in Mount Kembla? .. Tive years.

3194, (). Did you leave there during the five years? A. No. I had five years continuously.

3193. €. T want to make this clewr;—you say the deputies used to neglect their work; has that been
mentioned by you to anybody? 4. No. :

3196. Q. You were a delegate to the Kembla Lodge? 4. Yes.

8197. Q. Upto when? A. Two months ago.

3198. Q. Up to the timeyou loft the mine? 4. Yes.

3199. Q. Tor how many years? 1. Three.

3200, (). Was it not the duty of yourself, as a delegate, to look after matters i the mine that affected
the miners? . I do not know about the inside of the mine.

8201. Q. Will you answer “No”’? A. Isay no; nothing in the mine.

3202, (. It was not your duty to look after matters ingide the mine that affccted the miners ? 4. The
check-inspectors are patd for that job.

3203. Q. Was it part of your duty to pomnt out anything in the way of danger iuside the mine? 4. No;
I would not say that.

820t Q. You would not say that? A. No.

3203, Q. Did you have no concern with it? 4. Isay that it was my duty to point out any danger to
the Manager.

3206. Q. That will do If the Manager did not attend to it, was it your duty to report the thing to the
Lodge? A. Yes; I will say that.

3207. . What parts of the mine have you worked in;—you told us of the shaft district? 4. All
round 1t.

3208. Q. Except the 5th Right? 1. I have been in the 4th Right.

8200. . How long ago? A. Three years or two and a half years ago.

8210. ). Were you working on the pillars?  A. Yes; on the tommy dodds.

3211. Q. Now, come to the time that you saw gas; that was twelve months or more ago ;—they were
both after firing shots? 4. Yes,

3212, Q. Did you notice whether there were any remains of the hole to be seen in the place? A, There
was nothing like that.

3213. Q. Did you sce where the hole liad been bored? A. T always bore my hole dceper. T hole my
coal 4 feet and bore my hole 3 feet.

3214. Q. When the shot had been fired, and the coal brought down, was there any part of the thot-hole
left? A. I cannot say; the coal will not fall down. It is when the coal is hanging, and there is not
enough powder to get it down; it is then thut you sce the gas.

8215, (). The shot goes off, and the coal has not fallen: you simply erack it, and vou have a hole left
in the face where the powder has been in.  A. Yes.

3216. Q. That was the way you saw gas on both occasions? 4. Yes.

8217. (). You complain of want of ventilation? A. Yes.

3218. Q. But you went on working there? A. But I might not have been firing.

3219. (). Did vou have any further trouble with gas during the quarter? 4. I cannot remember. A
man is not always firing shots in pillars. '

3220. Q. As to the brattice being allowed to throw back ;—you mean it was not kept sulliciently to the
face? 4. Yes.

3221. Q. You have a right to ask it to be put forward ? 1. Yes.

3222 (). Did you complain to the under-manager? 4. Yes, L could.

3223. . 1f he did not remedy it, you couvld complain to the Manager? A. Yes.

3224, (). Did vou tuke that course? 1. No; 1 complained to the deputy. Once I complained to the
nuder-monazer and Manager I might as well clear out of the mine,

3225. Q. What is his duty as deputy? 4. T shoull like to say that T remember once Leitch came to
me. 1 was working in a heading whith L had to drive G feet. I asked Mr. Rogers how he wanted 1t
driven. e told we. Leileh came to me and got on to me because I went over his head and went to
Rogers. 1le said I had no right to go to Rogers —1 should have come to him.

3296, ). You missed Leitch m the matter? A, Yes; Mr. Rogers gave me a chance of speaking to him.
8227. (). Now, in a case where you comylained to a Jower official, and he declired to grant your-requesi:,
von have a right to appeal to the higher official A, Yes; and what then? There ave plenty of ways
of punishing a man besides one in a coal-mine.

3228. Q. Now, you liave spoken about pillars where there were no cut-throughs within 20 vards of tle
face? . 1 have said that there was no brattice in the pillars,

8229. Q. Do you knew of pillars where there are no cut-throughs within 20 yards of the face? 4. 1 bave
seen pillars 30 yards long.

3230, (. A distance of 80 yards to the nearest cut-through? 4. Yes. 5231,
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3231, Q. And no brattice there? _.{. No brattice.

3232. ). Those are uot the places you have worked in, are they ? .. Isaw one in the next place to mine.
3233. (). Of those that you speak of, what has been the trouble to you? 4. Bad air.

3234, . What do you mean? 4. Insuificient air.

3235, . Ts that all? . Yes.

3236. ). You mean to say that the air was not circulating freely enough? 4. Yes.

3237. Q. And Isuppose the place is hot? 4. Yes.

3238. (). You say the deputies used to miss examining sometimes twelve places in the mine ;—have you
mentioned that to anyone other than ourselves? 1. I have not mentioned it to anyone.

3239. (. You mean that under the Rules of the Act, and the Special Rules ot the Colliery, the deputy
has to examine all the working places, and mark them off as being safe, within three hours before the
men epmmence to work ; you say that MeMurray and Dungey missed as many as twelve in the course of
an exaniination;—can you give us the year for that—the date? 4, Well, I can, pretty well. Tt is more
than three years ago.

3210, (). It is a common practice ? 4. Yes,

3241, . You consider it to be dangerous ? Yes.

3212, (). Did you then, when you knew of it going on? 4. Yes, I knew they were not carrying out the
rules; but it had nothing to do with me.

3243, (. Do you cousider it dangerous P . T eertaiuly did.

3244, . You never spoke to McMurray about it, to Leiteh, or Rogers, or even to the miners? 4. No.
T might as well pack up my things and walk away.

3245, ). Did you think it involved danger to yourself ? 4. Yes; but you have to put up with many
things in a coal-mine.

3246. ). Was the real reason that you did not report gas after the firing of the shots because you were
frightencd ? 4. That is a fact. '

3247, (. Is not this true, that you did not think it sufficient gas to be dangerous, and not worth while
reporting ? 1. I thought more about myself, .

3218. . Do you remember saying that you did not think it sufficient to be dangerous? .1, Yes, that is
right.  If a man were to report everything he saw he would never work again in his life.

3249. (. You know there is a rule that if you find inflammable gas you have to report it? 1. I knew
that rule all the time.

8250. . Now, with regard to the furnace. Tt is three years since you found the air reversed on a Sunday
night ? A, It may be less.

3251, . Is not this a fact, that it was at one time the practice to ease the ventilation down and to bank
the furnace fivre? A, Yes.

3252, (). You know that the order came out that ventilation must be kept going at the week end as well as
during the weck, andgsince then it has? 4. No, 1t has not.  Shortly afterwards it went on the same as
before.

8253. (. Give us the date? 1. I cannot tell you the date, but it is since a minute issued by the Chief
Inspector that the same thing has oecurred.

325L. (. How often? .. It has been once or twice, to my knowledge.

3255, ). Did you report that? .[. No.

3256. (. Did you tell the miners about it? 4. No; if I have to work in a coal-mine for 100 years I
would report nothing.

3257. (). There were a number of miners called upon to give evidence at the inquest ? .. Yes.

3258, (. Are they working at the mine still? 4, Yes.

3259. . There were a number of wen called upon for the plaintiff in the action against the Company in
Syduey for negleet? .{. T know nothing about the case.

3260. . Do you not know that Q 1inn was a witness ? 4. I have nothing to do with that. As to Quinn,
I believe hic was ealled ; but I will not have auything to do with it.

326L. (. A number of men went to give evidence for Brownlee? 4. Yes; and some have been promoted.
3262, (). Of those who were ealled for the plaintiff? 4. No, of those who were called for the Company.
3203. . Do you want to suggest that the men are not qualified for the positions they have got—that they
have been shoved inta them ? 4. Yes.

326+, (. Beeause they gave evidence in favour of Brownlee ? 4. T am talking about the Compary’s case
—those who gave evidence for the Company.

32635, . You said the men promoted by the Company were not qualified for it ®  A. T say that.

3266. ¢). Do not you say that they have given evidence on behalf of the Company ? .. 1 know one, at
all events.

3267. . Do you suggest that he has been promoted improperly because he gave evidence ? 4. I do not
know. I had the uudee one time.

3268, . You will not say it? I will not say it.

8269. (. You thinkit? . Ithislkit. T lhad the same nudgz myself once. T could have had a good
job there if I had been the same as some of them.

327'10. ©. Do you say that they gave untruthful evidence for the Company? 4. I have nothing to do
with it.

3271. ¢. Do you think it? 4. T know plenty about the men. T will not have anything to do with the
case.

3272. . Do you think it was a reward for giving untruthful evidence ? 4. My personal opinion is that
the men who have the positions there are not qualified for them.

3273. (. Do you think they have been rewarded improperly P 1. T think so myself,

3274. (). Because of untruthful evidence? .. Yes, it is only a personal thing.

3275. ¢). You know rope road No. 4 Teft, off No. 1?2 . Yes.

3276G. ¢. You know No. 4 Right, off No. 17 .1, Yes.

3277. Q. Did you examine the places ta see where the force went ? 4. Along the travelling road.

3278, . You did not go into the rope road ? .1, No.

3279. . Where the skips are ? 4, No.

3280. There was no sign of force in the travelling road ? 4. No.

3281. Q. Between No. 4 Left and No. 4 Right, you do not know whint was in the main level? . T have
no idea what the signs were ; 1 did not see it, 8282,
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3282, (. You say the explosion began where this cross is on the plan near the 17-perch geaf? A. Yes
3283. (. Did you trace it? Iow did it go? 4. I took it from the skips lying ¢n the side. I traced it
down the cut-throughs close to the face, out towards No. 1 main level. 1t came out of No. 1, opposite
to Morris’ cut-through. ' ) ) .
3281. ¢. Did you trace it from Aitken’s to No. 1 mainlevel? A4.7The things were blown about in all direc-
tions, anywhere. .

3285. (. From Aitken’s place to No. 1level, did you trace the explosion or not? .. We traced it as far
as the tunnel.

3286. . From Aitken’s place, what did you see? 4. Very little damage done. )
3287. (. Did you see anything between Aitken’s place and No. 1 main level ? .1. I saw falls, and timber
blown about.

3288. (). Where? A. Towards the tunnel.

5289. . Towards No. 1 main level P 4. It was blown in all directions. ) )
3290. (). In that short space? .. There was not much damage done at all; but it was in all directions.
3201. What did you see in No. 1 main level? . A little damage ; only a horse between No. 4 Left
and No. 5 Right.

3292, (. Have you no idea how the force went? 4. It simply came down towards the tunnel.

3293. (). Which heading? 4. Down the main tunnel. )

3294, @. Which heading? 4. Down the main tunnel,

3295. ). There was nothing in the back heading? .1. I did not go into the back heading there.

3296. Q. You see a C marked on the plan at the 4th Left travelling road. You tell us there was no
door there of any kind? 4. In the rope-road.

8297. (). How long was it to your knowledge without a door? 4. Up to a month or fire weeks before
the disaster,

3298, (. What happened five weeks before the dizaster? A, T was working there.

8299, . You were not in the 4th Left again before the disaster? 4. No.

3300. . You do not know what was done in those five weeks ? A. No.

3301. @. You say that after the explosion occurred there wasnodoor thereatall ? 4. No, there was not.
8302. (). You say that you saw timber charred at Aitken’s place. What do you mean? Do you mean it
had the same appearance as if it had been burnt in the bush? 4. It was scorched.

3303. (. Scorched is not charred? 4. It had all the appearance of having been in the flamcs.

3304. (). How much of it? 4. About half way down from the roof.

3305. (). All round? 4. No, on one side.

3308. ¢. Do you know that the props in the Kembla Mine have come from 1he bush? 4. Yes.

3307. Q. They may have been burut before they came into the mine? A. Yes, but not like that.

3308, ). This was charred feom some other ecause than a fire in the bush ? 4. Yes.

3309, (). Anybody could sec it?  A. Yes.

5310, (). Was there about 8 feet of it? 4. Yes. It was only on the one side.

3311 . Which side? 4. Tt was on the side facing Aitken’s place—that is the waste.

3312, (). Are those the only ones you saw?  A. I did not sce any more like that.

3313. . Do you remember which side it would be on—the side facing No. 1 level, or the cther side ?
A. Tt would be on neither side. It was facing towards the waste.

3314. (. Was that towards the face? It would be facing either No. 1 level or the opposite way—
towards the face or opposite the face ? 1. 1t was on the side nearcst the goaf. Necarest to the waste,
opposite where the roof fell.

3314%. (. The charred side of the timber was facing the level A, No, not facing tho level.

3315. (). Was it at angles with it? 4. It would be at right-angles to it.

3816. ¢. Did you see any paper lying near Aitken's place—loose paper not burned ? 4. No, T could not
say that I did; I saw an old coat.

3317. (. With paper in the pocket ? A, It seemed to have been burnt.

3318. (. Do you say the paper was burnt? A. The eoat looked as if it had been burnt. .
3319. €. Did you look at it? 4. We had not time. There were a good many people there. The
inspection was too limited.

8320. (. You say that thousands of tons of coal have been buried in the 4th Right, as the roof has
fallenin? 4. The roof has fallen all round.

3321. @. Has it been jammed up tight ? 4. Yes. The stooks have been left in. T believe there are
thousands of tons buried there.

3322, . Tell us what you know of pillars being buried? 4. There was a pillar 16 yards long.

3323. (). That has been buried for years? 4. There are others besides.

3324, . You have not been there since ? 4. There have been men working there since I was there.
3325. Q. You say that flame went in into No. 4 Right from No. 1 level. Did you see it? 4. No.
3826. ¢. Did you see anything to support that theory? 4. No.

3327. . Is it guess work ? 4. Yes, guess work.

Cross-examined by Mr. Lysaght: —
8328. (. What is the name of the man you say was promoted after giving evidence in the Brownlee
case? 4. Livingstone. It is a shot-firer’s job.
3329. . Do you know whether he passed an examination ?  A. No, he never saw gas in his life.
3330. . Do you know what expericnce he had had in mining* 4. I do not think he had had any
excepting at Mount Kembla.
3331. Q. How long was he working there? 4. Some years,

Further cross-examined by Mr, Wade :—

3332. Q. Give us the names of the men who were improperly promoted by the Company ? A. Living-
stone was one. .
3333. @. Is he onc who was improperly premotcd? 4. T do not roy that. I say he got the job
afterwards,

3334,
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3331, Do you say he was improperly promoted- say yes or no? 4. I say that because he had not the
qualifications. ‘

3335, (). Is that the reason ? 4. That is the rcason.

3336. (). Do you say that it was because he gave evidence for the Company ? 4. No, T did not say that.
1 said that T thoueht so.

Cross-examined by Mr. Bruce Smith :—

3337. Q. What do you miean by saying that you had some nudge yourself 7 A. At the time of the
Arbmat on Court we went to inspect the Mount Kembla Mice; and we had a bit of trouble in getting
the Court to inspect one deficient place.
3338, . What do you mean by a deficient place ? A, An inferior working place. And we had a few
words about it.
3339. Q. Who are “we”? 4. Me and Mr. Nelson and Mr. Rogers.  'We had a few words about it.
3310, ). That was the first intimation 7 A, That was when Mr. Rowera gave me the nudge. He gave
me the nudge not to go to this place at all, as much as to say, you are not to go. Ile gave me the nudge
to be quiet. That was, if | liked to be bought over 1 could Tiave been.
3341, . That is your idea, or your in erpremtlon? A. Yes. I took it from that that he meant
something.
3312, (. Did he say anything? 4. No. But he said this; we bad a few words, and he said, “If you
are going to take a party to inspect the worst of the places I am going to take them to the best.” Ile

gnt regularly wild over it.
J}B . Was this before he gave you the nudge? A. Ile gave me that before; but I would not take it.
330k . What was the dato of this visit ? A1 think it was three weeks before the disaster when the
Court visited the mine.
3313, (). There was only one visib. A, Yes.
3316. () It vras then that the nudge took place, and that this statement was made by Mr. Rogers—that
if you showed them the worst places he would show them the best? A, Yes.
3317. (). When did the nudge take place? 4. On the same day.
3348, () How long was there between the nudee and the conversation? A. It was on the same day
altogether,
‘351‘) Q. That is what you mean when you say you had the nudge yourself ? 4. Yes.
3350. (. What did Nelson say? A Mr. Nelson on this oceasion swore me down that a man had been
paid £1 extra for the work
5351, . Before Mr. Rogers? A. Yes. Mr. Rogers said he wounld make me go before the man and
prove it. I got the pay ticket to prove that a man did not get it.
3352, (). Did you show the tickets to Mr. Rogers? 4. T showed the tickets to the Court.
3353, (). Did this nudging question come before the Court? 4. No.
3354 () Did this (omusatlon that you now state took phce between Rogers, Nelson, and yoursclf,
come before the Court?  A. \«) But the partics were all there; and Mr. Wade was there too.
3355. (). Was the conversation in the presence of the members of the Arbitration Court? 4. They were
all within hearing. 'We were on the flat.  Everybody could hear the conversation.
3356, Q. Anybody could hear it? 1. Yes.
¥357. . You tell the Court that Mr. Rogers said within the hearing of the members of the Arbitration
Court “ If you take them to the worst places I will take them to the best”? A, Yes.
3358, (). He said that aloud aud in their hearing? A, Yes.
3359, (. He did not say anything which he wished to conecal from them? 4. Mr. Rogers did net want
them to sce these two places.
3360. . You do not mean to suggest that when Mr. Rogers made this statement as to what he was going
ta do—that he made it behind the backs of the Court to another person? A, Hesaiditin their presence.
They could hear it.
336L. (. Did Nelson say anything else at that time ?  A. Nelson on the following day went and got a
})11)@ smued wrote it out, for Jac]\y Oakes and Riddell, that they had received a pound, when they
wd not.

3362, . Did you see it? .4, They refused to do it.
3:3(33. (. That did not come to the Court? 1. No, it did not come to the Court.
3361 (). Are they about here now ? A. They are herve now. They received nothing at that particnlar
pay.
3335, ). Did Rogers say that the men had reecived the pound extra? A. Yes.
83606, . You said that pillars must have been buvied amounting to thousands of tons of eoal—is that an
inference?  A. I know of them myself, besides the stooks.
3367. (. What was the measurement? A. 16 yards,
3363. (. By 30 yards long? 4. Yes,
336D, (. And 2 yards high? 4. Yes. They wanted me to get the pillar out on dangerous ground, but
I refuscd.

Examnted by Mr. Robertson:—

3370. (. About your knowledge of the methods of getting coal in Yorkshire ? 4. They work there on
the longwall system.
3371 . You referrcd to some colliery where it is necessary to leave large pillars to support the roof ?
A. Tt is always nccessary to leave large pillars, especially near the trfuellm" ways or rope roads or
anything like that.
.3‘)1 2, 0 1 suppose you know the greater the depth of the colliery the larger the size of the pillars?
3373, (g. I think you said that they left pillars 70 vards square? 4. I do not think I said that.
3374 My, Bruce Smith.] 1 asked him if he knew their extent.
8374, Witness.] 1 said T krew them to be 50 yards square.
3375, My, Rolertson.] Q.1 suppose they know how to work coal in Yorkshire, and how to ventilate a
mine? A. Yes.
3376. . Was the ventilation good in that mine there? A, Yes.

3377,
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3377. (. So that with 70 yard pillars and 70 vards of bratticing there was no difficulty in obtaining
ventilation?  A. They put up brattice where required. They arc particular in Yorkshire. ‘

$378. (). But even in those places it is not necessary in all cases to have brattice, and there is no difficulty
in ventilating 70 yards with brattice? 4. Well, it is such a long time since that [ have pretty well
forgotten.

3379, . T think you said you had not seen Mr. Rogers more than five times in five years? 4. Yes, in
my working place. . )
3880. (. You ask that the Managers should give more attention to their duties ;—do you know anything
of the duties of Managers, what they have to do? 4. No, I am not well acquainted with their duties.
3381, (. Mr. Rogers’ time may be fully employed? 4. It may. ‘

8382, (). If it is fully employed, he cannot give any more attention to the mine, can he? 4. I think he
should find time to go in there at least once a month.

3383. . You cannot say whether his time is fully employed or net 7 A. T cannot say.

3384 (). It may be? A. It may be; but I hardly think so. .

3385. (). Now, you have referred to a place driven from 70 to 90 yards, and the brattice was removed,
and the place remained without brattice for three months ;—do you know whether any gas accumulated ?
A. 1 could not tell you. I would not like to go and sec. :

3386. (. If any gas had been given off by the coal, I think there was every probability that it would Lave
made itself felt? 4. Yes.

3387, (). Then either brattice was not required or the coal did not give off gas? (No ansiwer.)

3388, (). Talking of the reversal of the air, do you say it was due to the furnace being let go down?
A. Yes. Knocking off the furnace men on the Friday night until the following Sunday night.

3389. . I understand you to say that the air might fall off through inattention to the furnace? 4. Yes.
3390. . The same thing would apply to the fan? 4. Yes, if it was not attended to.

3391. (). They both want to be attended to? 4. Yes.

3392, (). So far as continued ventilation is concerned you are as likely to get it with a furnace as with a
fan? 4. No, I am in favour of a fan.

3393. . But if you have no attention giver to it it wili not work? 4. No; but it will not require so
much coal to keep the fan going. T think furnaces are out of date.

3394. Q. T think you said that it was the Check Tuspectors duty to examine for gas;—if you knew of the
existenice of gas, would it not be your duty to report it to the Check Inspector? 1. Unfortunately at
Mount Kembla we have been for several years without Check Inspectors.

3395. . How is that? 4. We can never get men of standing for that work.

3395. Q. Did not My, Wynn examine ? 4. Two or three years ago.

3397. (). Has he not examined lately ? 4. T do not know, to be sure.

8398. (. Is it not your own fault if the place has not been examined ? You cau appoint a man at any
time? A. We have the power to appoint them from time to time; but men do not care about taking the
responsihlity. .

8399. Q. What men? A. No man cares about taking the responsibility of Check Inspector.

3400. Q. Why? 4. It requires a certain amount of ability.

3401, (. Are there not men on the South Coast? A. I am speaking about Mount Kembla.

3402. (. You are not bound to appoint them from Mount Kembla? A. We have them from the district.
3403. . Is not Mr. Wynn competent? 4. I think he is a competent man.

3104, Q. Inaddition to the Check Inspectors, you can report to the Government Tnspectors, can not you?
A. You-can do lots of things if you want to get the sack.

8405. Q. Do you think the Government Inspectors would divulge the names? A. I would not trust
some of them. I would not trust my own brother.

3406. . You have little confidence in human nature? 4. T have suffered enough throughit; and I
have good reasen, to be sure. '

3407. (). With reference to the door in No. 4. Left. For anything you know the ventilation may have
been controlled by a door elsewhere? A. I could not say that. '

3-£08. (). Was there a door at Stafford’s Flat or Powell’s Flat ¥ 4. T do not know that I ever saw one.
3409. (. In taking out pillars I suppose you are aware that in the best regulated collieries stooks must
be left to support a bad roof ? 4. A lot of the coal might be got that is not got here.

3410. (. What is the Yorkshire practice ? 4. They do not leave any stocks in Yorkshire. All the coal
Is got even to the roof. They work on the longwall system there.

3411. (. Then there are no pillars ? 4. In some parts they work with pillars too. ~
8412. (). You say that they secure the pillars? 4. Yes; and they get all that is {o be got out of it.
They have as many as fifty shift-men working at night.

3413. (. You say that they get the jullars without loss ? i, I never knew them leave coal at all.

3414. (. They work it with absolutely no loss? 1. Well, with very little Joss,

3415. (. What does it mean; docs it not mean they leave stooks? 4. Well, T never kuew them waste
coal. T am satisfied that coal iu Mount Kembla is being lost carelessly.

Examined by Mr. Ritchie :—

3416. @. You have been on the night-shift when the Examining Depaty has been at work? 4. Yes.
3417. (). What method did the deputies adopt? A. The uight deputy would goin alony with us.  We
would go as far as Adam’s TFlat cv Mat’s Flat at 9 o’clock at night. When we got there the deputy
would get to know the number of places where we had to lift stone, from No. 1 to 20, and so-on. Ile
would go round to the next number ; but sometimes I have seen us go into the place before the deputy
had got there; and we would have to withdraw.

3418. (. Have you seen them examine the face? 4. T have seen them examine the face of the bords,
but not climb on to the waste.

3419. . What did he do? 4. He would have a small Davy lamp; and he would try both corners,

3420. (). What about the waste? .. I have never seen a deputy, until Mr. Hotehkis came, climb up
to the waste to examine for gas.

3421. (. Have you been working there when they have been cxamining a waste? 4. I could see them
occasionally.

3422, (). What would they do? A, They would walk up to the face, and put on it the day of the monih;
but they would never get on to the top of the waste. 8123,
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3123, Q. Would they never make any effort ? 4. I never saw them make an effort.

3424, (). Where would they put the lamp? .. Up to the face.

8423, (. T am talking about the waste? 4. I have never seen them examine the waste.

8426, (). Have you ever been present when an exawination of the waste was made—there are two
examinations made? 4. It is the night esamination that I am talking about.

3127. (. Have you been present when they have been doing an esamination in the waste workings?
A. T have been there in the daytime ; but I never saw the deputics examine anything in the daytime.
3428, (). There are two examinations which have to be made —a night examination of the roads used and
the workings. There is a weelly examination of the waste working. Have you ever been there when
an examination of the waste workings was made? 4. No, not about the waste workings, 1 understand
the question now.

3425% (). What does the deputy do when he comes into the face ? 4. Oh, stand by the skip, and say
“ITow are you getting on, old chap.” Just a few words, and away.

31284 (). Just ask you how vou are getting on? A, Yes,

3129, (). That is quite a regular 1)e1formnnce ? 4. Obh, yes, an cveryday performance.

3430. (. Did they go round every day ? 4. Yes, the day deputy.

331, (. That 1s all you ever saw them doing ? A Yes,

3132, (). Now, do you kunow whether the officials knew of the air being reversed on the oceasion of which
vou are speaking? 4. Yes, the night deputy knew, at 4 o’clock the following morning, before getting
to work.

3433, . Did they stop you? 4. No.

3134 . Who krew? 4. Dungey and MceMurray.

3435, (). Was there anybody else who knew ? 4. I was ot a constant hand at the stone work.

3136, . Did the Manager er underground-manager know about the air being reversed ? 4. I cannot
say.

3137, . Were you not prevented from going in ? 4. No.

2438, (). Although they knew the air was rev versed ? 4. You could tell it at the mouth.

3139, (). You advocate that a Manager should hold a certificate only by examination? A, Yes.

3440. (). And do you cousider that 3t the Manager is to be qualified he should give more attoutlou to
mining watters and less to elerical work ? 4. Yes.

3141, ¢ Now, talking of the Check Inspectors, do you know anything about Mr. Wynn's quahﬁcatlons?
A Only what T have heard.

3442, . Ilave you had any esperience, at the miners’ meetings, of the difficulty of getting people to
accept this position? 4. Yes. ,

3413. . What are the reasons P 4. Several reasons,  One reason is because they have not the qualifi-
cations, and another reason is that if' a maw was to put down what is correct he would lose his billet.

841, () If they returned something black in the eyes of the Manager, would they be dismissed ? A,
Yes; T know of a man who got dismissed in the Valé of Clwydd Colliery in Lithgow.

Re-examined by Mr. Robertson :—

34135, (). Do you say that the deputies who were appointed to examine the places every day in the mine
did not examine them after 12 o’clock ? 4. Do you mean the places where the stone was ]ncl\ed up’?
3446, Q. You said that as many as twelve places were missed ? A, I said that the first time they went
into the place they would put the day of the month there at 10 o’clock or 1030, and it would not be
inspected af terwards.

3417, (. What time do you start work? A, We are inside the tunnel at 9 o’clock.

3418, . When would you leave off 7 4. Seven o’clock in the morning.

3440, (J. You would only be working in your own place? 4. In different places,

3150. (. When you were lifting stone, you would only belifting it in one place, and not in a dozen places ?
A. Yes; I would be w orking in a do/on places in the one nmht

31451, (. And the deputies made no further examination than that in the first instance? A. Yes; that
is quite right.

Mr. JONATHAN MAY was called and swore, and took his place in the Witness Box, and
addressing the Commissioners, said :—

3152, T would like to make a statement before T am examined by Mr, Bruee Smith.

3453, e Broce Smich.) T do not know whether the witness will give his evidence 1n the way that I want

to arrange it.

3151 His Honor] T might say that your evidence at the inquest is being used here.

3455. The Witness.] 1 have summarised my evidence and my ideas with a view of preventing accidentsin

the future; and I would like to give them to the Court. I may say that I have written a statement

summarisinw my views,

3156, Ilis IIonor.] If that is so, it would be just as well for the witness to be allowed to read it, and then

the MS. could be handed to the Court.

3457. . What 1s your name ? 4. Jonathan May.

3458. (. And your occupation? A, My present occupation is that of Lecturer on Mining, Geology, and

Mmm(f Surveying, and I have charge ot Technical Edueation in the 1llawarra District.

3159, Ilis Honor ] I think now you might read your statement.

3460, Mr. Wade.] If we could go on with the examination of the witness now, the document might be

made an appendix to the Repmt of the Cowmission,

3161, Jivs Honor.] 1 think it would be best for the witness to read it; and then we should know what it

v all about. [ Mr. May then read o written statement, which he handed in.]

3462, Mr. Bruce Smith.] T would ask that the witness would hand this statement to the Couvt, and that

I may be allowed to have it to-night to mark certain passages to which T object. A great deal of it s a

tirade of abuse, referring to pcople who occupy official positions, and the rest is a gratuitous self-

glorifi-ation of Dimself and details of reforms which have not been n apprecinied,  OF course, it would have
been
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heen open to me, as he went from one passags £y another, to bave objeeted to the statements as being
irrelevant; but T did not take that course; and I now ask that I may have the document, so that I can
mark the passages to which I object ; and bring them before the Court in the morning.
3463, His Honor.] That decument isnot conclusively in evidence as vet, but it is a statement upon which
the evidence of Mr. May will be given; and it was, in fact, arranged that it should be handed to the
Secretary. The only thing is whether anyone else wishes to have the opportunity of looking through it.
3164, Mr. Wade.] 1 have no questions to ask. .
3465, M. Lysaght.] 1 would like to see the documnent mysclf.
3466. (It was then arranged that Type-written eopies of the document should be handed to Counsel as early
as possible.)

[Tke Commission, at 410 p.m., aljourned to 10 o'clock the following morning].

WEDNESDAY, 14 JANUARY, 1903, 10 a.n.
[The Commission met at the Court Ilouse, Wollorgong.)

Present:—
C.E. R. MURRAY, Esq., D.C.J. (PRESIDENT).
D. A W. ROBERTSON, Esq., CoMMISSTONER. | D. RITCHIE, Esq, CoMMISSIONER.

Mr. Bruce Smith, Barrister-at.Layw, instructed by Mr. Wood, Crown Solicitor’s Office, appeared on
bebalf of the Crown.

Mr. A. A. Atkinson, Chief Inspector of Coal-mines, assisted Mr, Bruce Smith.
Mr. A. A. Lysaght, Solicitor, appeared en behalf of— ’
(a) the representatives of deceased miners, wheelers, &e. (victims of the explosion) ;
(b) the employees of the Mount Kembla Colliery (miners, wheelers, &e.) ; and
(¢) the Tilawarra Colliery Employces’ Association (the Southern Miners’ Union).
Mr. C. G. Wade, Barrister-at-Law, instructed by Mr. P. Curtiss, appeared on behalf of the Mount
Kembla Coal and Oil Company (Proprietors of Mount Kembla Mine).
(Mr. J. Garlick, Secretary io the Commission, was present to take shorthand mnotes of the evidence and
proceedings).
(The usual order was made that any person who expected to be called as a witness before the Court should
relire from the Court Room).

3467. Mr. Bruce Smith.] 1 have had an opportunity, Your Ilonor, since yesterday, of reading through
this statement of Mr. May’s; and I am going to ask the Court to follow me for a moment while T point
out certain’passages which I submit would have been objectionable if they had been given by him as a
witness, from statement to statement. Tirst of all T refer to page G of the statement. On the seventh
line it says: “A proper system of Government mines inspection would bave prevented the Bulli explosion,
The plan of the Dudley Mine which I herewith submit shows that the ventilation was grossly defective in
exactly the same detail as the Bulli Colliery. At Bulli the ventilation of the Hill Fnd No. 1 and No. 2
headings was dependent on two single doors, as sliown on the plan, either of which becoming deranged
would allow gas to accumulate in No. 1 or No. 2 heading, where the explosion occurred. All the
veutilation of Dudley depended on one single deor.”

3468, 1 submit that that evidence simply has no bearing whatever upon this inquiry. If Mr. May were
going to apply the facts of the Dudley disaster and the Bulli disaster to the Mount Kembla disaster, of
course he is bound to connect them in some way by showing some set of parallel circumstances. But
this is simply a bald statement of his here, which is not in any way connected by him with the matter
which is in hand before the Court now. Tt is merely burdening the evidence of the Court. If any
memter of the Court could say that that throws a vestige of light upon this matter, even by looking at bis
maps, which of course we are bound to take as part of this, I should have no objection to it. Your Honor
secs exactly what it is: “ A proper system of Goverrment mires inspection would have prevented the
Bulli explosion.” Tt looks very much like seizing upon an opportunity to throw a doubt upon the whole
system of mines inspection at the time of there disasters, without connecting them with this disaster.
The Court will understand that T would not for a moment attempt to stop Mr. May from giving what
evidence he chooses, however injurious it might be to the administration of the Department, if he only
connects it with this reries of inquiries which the Court is appointed to look into. The Bulli disaster was
eight years before the Coal Mines Act was passed, as pointed out by Mr. Wade. I take that passage
therefore which I have read. down to the word “door”; and 1 submit that, until Mr. May is prepared {o
connecet tnem that passage should be taken out of this part of the evidence at all events. I should
propose that he take them out; and if he likes to give it again in his oral evidence, and so conrect it,
then he may do so; but at present it should come out of this statement, which will go in as a complete
document in itself: and 1 would suggest to the Court that it would be better to deal with these statements
one by one.

3460. Hus Henor.] It seems tome that the greater part of this is so far disconnected with the question
before the Commission that it is very difficult to understand how it can be considered to be fairly evidence
in this case. I'was leoking to see if there was any speeial suggestion afterwards as to ventilation, with
which that statement of what happencd in those mines was in any way connected. I do not think
there is.

3470. Alr. Bruce Smith.] There is another course I might suggest; and that is for me to go through all
the passages to which T offer cbjections; and then, if Your Honor and your fellow Commissioners are
impressed with my argument, to simply exclude the document for the present, leaving it to Me. May to
use it as the basis of his oral eviderce: that is, to have it before him like aset of notes. It will not
preclude him from attempting to give any part of it; but it will come in in bis oral evidence.

(His Honor conferred with his colleagues.) 3471.
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3471 DLr. Lysaght.] Might I point out to Your Honor that if T am eniitled to avail myself of any
evidence, from whatever source it may come, 1 would submit that that part of the evidence objected to by
Mvr. Bruce Smith is admissible evidence as in support of recommendations No. 7 and 10 frorm the Delegate
Board. Your Honor will sec that the statement that “a proper systam of Government mines inspection
would have prevented the Bulli explosion,” supports the recommendation for the monthly inspection by
the Inspectors with the hydrogen flame which we asked for: and the statement that “at Bulli the
ventilation of the Hill Bnd No. 1 and 2 headings was dependent on two single doors,” and that ** all the
ventilation of Dudley depended on one singie door,” supports our recomwmendation that double doors
should be furnished in collierics.  (Recommendation No. 10)
SE72. His fonor.] We determine that the best way in which to rule is this: that, each party utilising
this document as much as he chooses, merely for his own informatiou, Mr, May should be examined
ircespective of the document: this document not being coasidered to be inevidence at all now, on aceount
of its peculiar nature, Mr. May should be eximiued first of all by Mr. Bruce Smith, then by Mr. Lysaght
and by Mr. Wade, as fully as it may appear to the Commission that he should be examined; but
afterwards, finally, if anything which happens to come in in this document has not been touched upon,
_that Mr. May should have an opportunity of voluntecring evidence ; whet, if it should turn out that that
evidence is, in the opinion of the Commission, immaterial, of course it should not be admitted. It appears
to us that this document itself departs so far from the intention of this Commission, or of this inquiry,
that it ought not to go in now as part of the evidence in the case as it stands; but it may form a useful
basis for the examination of Mr. May by anyone concerned on this inquiry ; and for that purpose ouly,
it scems to ns at present, it ought {o be used. You will hate an opportunity, seeing what 1s here, of
putting any questions that you think appropriate to Mr. May when he is in the box.
S473. Mr. Lyseght.] T was anxious to avoid having a duplication of all this matter, which is already down
as evidence, by a number of questions from me.
34735 His Honor.] 1 think it will be shorter in the long run, asd it will appear, certainly, on the rotes
1 a better form, in the way we have determined, than if this, I can only say, very remarkable document,
1s put in, and then has to be cut down. It is better to consider it at present as not put in. It has been
copied out; but it can now be struck out of the evidence, and not be considered to be put in evidezce.
Mr. May can now go into the box and answer any questions that may be put to hm.
3474 Mr. Bruce Smith.] 1 shall give Mr. May an opportunity of expliining anything that may be in
here which I think myself justified in asking him,

Mz, JONATIHAN MAY, previously sworn, was recalled and further examined as under;—

(This witness was called at his own request, and the Commission asked Mr. Bruce Smith, as a matler of
convenience, {o conduet his examinetion in chicet.)

Examination by Mr. Bruce Smith:—

3175. (. Your name is Jonathan May? 4. Yes. .
81476. (). And your occupation is at present that of Lecturer on Mining, Geology, and Mine Surveying ?
A. Yes.
3477. . And you have charge of Technical Education in the Tlawarra District? 4. Yes; and I am a
Mining Engineer and Colliery Manager by profession; anl I hold a certificate of competency nnder the
Imperial Act.
3478. (. You may have a copy of this (the s'atement handed in by Mr. May on the previous day) before
you? A. Yes.
3179. @. The evidence you are about to give is based on personal observation in the mine? .. Yes.
3180. (. Supported by nearly forty years’ mining expervience 7 . Yes.
3ESL. Q. Incluling the best practice “ generating”;—1I do not know what that means? 4. “ Generating”
is the production of air currents.
3152 (). I am not talking of the etymology of the words, I am talking of the way the words are put herc ?
A. The best practice of generating.
8483. (. The word “of ™ is left out ;—*“including the best practice of gencrating and distributing air
current in the gaseous mines of the North of England, and a fifteen years' cxperience and observance of
the weak points of our Colonial ventilation ? A, Yes,
348k (. “And with an intimate acquaintance with general mining literature, and that descriptive of
coal-dust and explosive experiments; also with the official publications bearing on colliery explosions
tssued by the Imperial Home Office, and the transactions of different cngincering institutes ™ ;—that is
what you want to say ? 4. Yes.
3195, . And I understand that you have made a eareful analysis aud correlation of the Bulli, Stoeckton,
Burwool, aud Kembla, disasters, with a view to suggesiing certain amendments in the Coal Mines Act to
provent theiv recurrence? 4. Yes.
8185. . Now, with regard to the Mount Kembla disaster, I think on the 31st of July you entered the
mine with a reseue party by the travelling road ?
3437. His Honor.] I think a good deal of what Mr. May has put in this statement appears in his eviderce
at the inquest.
3483, My, Wade.] A page ard a half of it does.
3189, His Honor.] Yes.
8190, Ar. Bruce Smith.] Q. On the 8lst of July, with a reseuc party, you entercd the mine by the
travelling road, and reached a point in No. 6 rope raad near the furnace door? .. Yes.
3191, ¢. Now, what you saw when you made that visit was given by you be‘ore the Coroner’s Jury ?
A. Oh, it is very brief.
3192, . It is pretty bricf here ;—youknow no more facts of that visit—that is, by personal obscrvation—
now than you did then, do you? .. Not by personal observation.
3193, . That is what I mean? 4. Oh, no.
3104, . Naw, the conclusions with regard to the contributing causes of this accident I sce you have
ttatcd under three heads? 4. Yes.
31495, ¢. I mean, you came to the conclusion, first, that the working face gave off fire-damp ? . Yea.
3196. . You came to a second conclusion, that the bords being driven 100 to 150 yards with brattice
were a greab source of danger? 4. Yes,

3497,
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3497. (. “ For the following reasons ™ you say, “ (¢) The deputy’s examination could be some hours
before the workman entered his place”;—what do you mean by ¢ could be”? A. There is only one
examining deputy.
3198. Q. How do you kuow that? 4. In that district—in No. 1 district: there were two examining
deputies for the whole pit.
3499. (. For the whole pit, night and day ? 4. No; two night deputies: two examining deputies.
3500. Q. Two day examining deputies? 4. Oh, no; the day deputy does not examine.
3501. (. Very well, then ;—two examining for the whole pit? A. I'or the whole pit.
3302, ¢. Now, what do you mean by saying thut *“ The deputy’s examination could be some hours before
the workman entered his place ”? 1. He had to examine half the mine, and then go and meet the men
at 6 o’clock.
8308. (. And you mean to say that the earlier ones would be examined some hours before the workmen
entered them ? A. The earlier ones.
3504. Q. T thought that was what you meant ;—on account of the Jarge amount of examining he had to
do, those which he examined first would only have been seen some hours before the men went to work—
that is your view about it ? 4. Yes. -
3505. (). Then I understand you to say that, as he only took a safety-lamp with him, he could only detect
gas when it reached 2 per cent. 7 4. Yes; 2 per cent. to 2§ per cent.
3506. (. Then you say that “ 1 per cent. of gas with a blown out shot, as at V2 bord, is well known to be
dangerous” ? A4 Yes.
3507. (. Ave you aware when the blown-out shot at 72 took place? 4. No.
3508. (. You have heard, have you not, that it took place some days before? 4. I could not say.
3509. (). Then you do not know of your own knowledge that it took place within a month of this
accident? A. I think it was some time previously.
3510. Q. I hope you are more accurate with your students than you are with my questions ;—you do not
know of your own knowledge that that blown-out shot did not take place as far back as a month before
the accident? A, My impression was that it took place within twenty-four hours of the explosion.
851L. @. I asked you if you knew just now, and you said you did not know : and I now ask you if of
your own knowledge you are aware that it took place within even a month before? 4. Not of my own
knowledge.
3512. . You do not know ;—you have got an impression on your mind? 4. Yes.
3513. @. Do you know of any evidence that has been given bafore the Coroner and the Coroner’s Jury as
to that blown-out shot ? . I think I heard 3Mr. Atkinson state that the blown-out shot in bord 72 had
no signifieance in his mind with regard to the explosion. That is where I got my impression,
351t (. I am asking you whether you remember any cvidence betore the Coroner and Coroner’s Jury as
to the time at which that blown-ouc shot took place? 4. That is the only thing in my mind.
8515. . That has not anything to do with it: that is only as to whether it has significance 7 4. Yes.
3516. Q. Then you do not know anything as to the 72 bord? 4. Excepting that there was a blown-sut
shot, showing that a blown-out shot was possible and was dangerous under the conditions.
8517. Q. If it had taken place at the same time when L per cent. of gas was present, it would be
dangerous? 4. Yes.
3518, @. Now, what is your authority—and I ask this for information—what is your authority for saying
that 1 per cent. of gas is dangerous in the presence of a blown-out shot? 4. All the coal-dust
experiments.
8519. (. Would you point to one; I would like the Commission to have any one placed before them ;—
you have not mentioned coal-dust yet, do you see? A. The deputy’s examination could only detect
2 per cent. to 2% per cent. of CHy, whereas 1 per cent. of gas with a blown-out shot is dangerous.
8520. (). There is nothing about coal-dust there;—is there anything clse about coal-dust in that
statement? 4. There would be in my wmind.
8521. (. Is there anything about coal-dust in that statement—yes or no? 4. Therc s nothing about
coal-dust in this statement.
8522, (. Now you import coal-dust;—you have just now told the Commission that 1 por cent. of gas,
such as you could not find with a safety-lamp, is dangerous, and well known to be dangerous: and L ask
you for your authority for that? .. The Coal-Dust Experiments Commission.
3523. (). Can you point to the passage;—have you got it with you? .. Ohdear no. I have almost
forgotten these things; it is so many years since they were done,
3524 . And you do not think it is worth while to revive it for the information of the Royal Commission?
A. T am sure they will have it
3525. (. I understand you to say that the danger would depend upon the presence also of coal-dust?
A. Exactly.
8526.. . 1 believe you have made a caleulation as to the number of yards of explosive atmosphere in
certain bords which eould not be detected under certain conditions? 4. Yes ~1,600 to 2400 cubic yards.
8527. (. Will you just repext that statement? . Yes. Ttis “1,600 to 2,400 cubic yards of an explosive
atmosphere in several bords which could not be detected by the examination practised ; and only required
a blower of gas, or even the concussion of a fall, to raise it to an explosive condition, without a shot.”
3528. (). That is with a light, I suppose ? 4. With a naked light.
3529, (). But you have not said so (in the statement) ;—the naked light is an important element in some
of these things ? 4. The naked lights were in the bords.
8530. . Then we can add, ““ with a naked light” ? 4. * Without a shot,” it says; therefore we can
imply it is a naked light.
3531. (. Look at the next. You want to say something there. * The mine was an old one,” you say?
. Yes,
3532, Q. And “the air was dependent on a large number of,” you say, “probably slack stoppings and
doors.” Are you able to go further than that? Did you examine some of these stoppings yourself ?
A. T examined some of the stoppings which were built with rubbish-—the usual rubbish stoppings.
8533. (). ¢ The mine was anold one, with the air dependent on a large nnmber of probably slack stoppings
and doors; the air eurrent was produced by a furnace which was approaching, if 1t had not then reached,
the point of inadequacy ;7 you want to say that? 4. Yes.

3534.
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3534, Q. And you want to say this: < The more serious danger aspect”’;—just look at that. Is that the
proper wording ? 4. The more serious danger of the mine ventilation.
3535, (). “ The more serious danger of the mine ventilation was its liability to great fluctuations from two
causes’? . Yes.
3536. (. “ First the quantity of air produced by a furnace is as the square root of the difference between
the temperature of the upcast shaft and the intake or downeast shaft. Ior illustration, assuming 58,500
cubie feet of air passing through the mine about 6 a.m. with an inlet temperature of 40 degrecs and the
upeast at 121 degrees, or a difference of 81 degrees.” Then there is a full stop?  A. Yes.
3537, Q. “If the inlet temperature were increased to 72 degrees about moon, this would reduce the
difference to 49 degrees, and the quantity of air passing would be reduced as the square root of 81
degrees " ? A, Is to the square root of 49 degrees, 50 is 58,500 to 43,500.

(The proportion is siated in figures thus: —As /3L : (/49 :: 58,500 : 45,500.)
3538, (). A reduction of 13,000 eubic feet or 23 per cent.? . Yes
3539. (). You wish to make that statement ? . Yes. .
8510. (). And you submit that as throwing light on this accident? .. Only as an illustration. The
quantity of air might be very much less than 45,000; in fact the quantity of air might be almost reversed
under thosc conditions.
3541. (. Did you ever say anything about the air being reversed in this minc prior to the appointment of
this Commission? . About the air being reversed ?
3542, (. Yes; in your evidence before the Coroner and the Coroner’s Jury ? 4. I knew then that ——
(Interrupted).
3543. (). That is not my question? .l T have not said so.
3544. (. I ask you did you before the Coroner and the Coroner’s Jury cver say anything about the air being
reversed in this mine? 4. Oh dear no.
3545. ). Then you went on to say this: “ Those two phenomena are well known to practical men along
the coast”? .. Yes. We have only quoted one.
3546. (. Which is the sccond ? . The second is that “strong westerly winds may occasionally even
reverse the ventilation’ ; which is a very serious matter,
3547. (. Did you ever say anything about strong westerly winds possibly reversing the ventilation, when
you were before the Coroner and the Coroner’'s Jury? .. 1 do not remember. ’
3548. (). Then you go on to say, “The air being taken past the edge of the small goaves near the face on
to naked lights, in view of the difficulty of examining or ventilating anywhere but their edge, was another
serious source of danger " ? A, Yes; a very serious source of danger.
3549. (). That is one sentence? Isit? . Yes.
3550, . Would you mind telling me what that means? Ob, never mind, T will not trouble you. Tt will
be understood by the ¢ practical men on the coast.” Then you go on to say * between Stafford’s ganuon
bord and Morrisen’s bord ——""  (Luterrupted).
8551, His Honor.] That is meant for Morris’ bord.
3352, Witness.] 1 always say Morrison in that case; but T think it is Morris, Your Worship.
3553. Mr. Bruce Smith.] (). “ Between Stafford’s gannon bord and Morris’ bord there were several
places which clearly suggested all the conditions of an explosion ; but I believe the explosion occurred
through the doors on which the ventilation of the face workings of No. 1 Left betwecen Morris’ and
Stafford’s going bord becoming deranged allowed the gas to accumulate in No. 1 main and back heading,
that being the highest point in the workings; and was ignited by Morris’ or his son’s naked hight” You
wish to say that? 4. Yes,
3554, (). “ The Initiatory direction of the forece and flame was from the face of No. 1 heading straight
down No. 1 rope road ; the first lateral expansion of flawme and force being west, between the fuce and the
13-acre goaf " ? A, Yes.
3355. Q. “ The last holing or heading near the face showing distinct evidence of being traversed by flame
and foree near where Aitken and son worked ”? .. Yes.
8556. . That is all you have to say about the conclusions that you bave drawn? 4. Those are my
conclusions ; yes.
3357. (). When you were examined before the Coroner you marked a plan, did you not? 4. Yes.
8558, Iis Honor.] 1t would be as well to get this sentence into grammatical form.
3359. (The sentence was then altered to read as follows :—* Strong westerly winds may occasionally even
reverse the air current. The air being taken past the edge of the small goaves near the face on to naked
lights, in view of the difficulty of examining or ventilating anywhere but their cdge, was another serious
source of danger. Between Stafford’s gannon bord and Morris’ bord there were several places which
clearly suggested all the conditions of an explosion ; but I belicve the explosion occurred through the
doors on which the ventilation of the face workings of No. 1 Left, between Morris’ and Stafford’s going
bord, depended becoming deranged ; and that allowed the gas to accumulate in No. 1 main and back
heading, that being the highest point in the workings; and that that gas was ignited by Morris’ or his
son's naked light.”)
8560. His Honor.] That makes it intelligible. :
3561, Ar. Bruce Smith.] (. You come now to “ Suggested Coal-mines Act Amendments”? 4. Yes,
3562. . “ Before stating the amendments to the Coal-mines Act which I believe the safety of our mining
operations imperatively demands, I would like to refer to some colliery explosions and disasters in New
South Wales, upon which the suggested amendments arc principally based. In the Bulli disaster all the
conditions of the mine pointed clearly to an explosion, as shown by the plan ITherewith submit”? 4. Do
you want the plan?
35363. (. No; because there was no doubt about the Bulli disaster being caused by an explosion ? .
Yes; and any other mine under the same conditions would have an explosion.
3561. . Lam only dealing with what you said. Would you like to add to that?
8565, Iis Honor.] Mr. Bruce Smith, I think you are, perhaps, losing sight of the decision of the Court
that this statement is not supposed to have been said anywhere.
3366, Mr. Bruce Smith.] 1 quite understand that, your Honor.
3567. (. What do you want to add to that: “In the Bulli disaster all the conditions of the mine pointed
clearly to an explosion, as shown by the plan I herewith submit”? 4. And an explosion would have
occurred at any mine under similar conditions 3568.
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3568. . Then you go on to say that “the presence of gas waswell known to the workmen ™ in the Bulli
Miue; *“and Fireman Crawford’s evidence and cross-examination by the (Bulii) Commissiou shows how
frequent and how easy it is for workmen and firemen to know of the existence of gas and dangerous
conditions in a mine, and yet be utterly helpless to prevent an explosion.” That is what you waut to
say? A, Yes.

3569. . Now, you want to sy that “a proper system of mines inspection would have prevented the
Bulli explosion”? A. Yes.

3570, . Would you just tell the Commission how you arrive at that conclusion—as shortly as possible ?
A. (Witness exhibited to the Commission a plan of the Bulli Mine, by which ke tllustrated his answer.)
The air is travelling in the main tunnel towards the Hill End district. Where No. 1 and No. 2 headiugs
are turned to thie north-east there are two doors, one door from the main road, and & door in a cross-cub :
and the air is dependent upon these two doors for ventilating the lLieading where the explosion cceurred.
The air was compelled, you sec, to go up here (pointing on the plan).

3571. Iis Honor.] . These are single doors? « 4. Single doors. Kither of these doors being left open,
or when opened for the traffic or the passage of coal, it cut off the air from No.1 aud No. 2 headings,
and left those two headings directly subject to an explosion of gas. This coal from the vicinity of headings
Nos. 3 and 4 used to come out through the door on the main road ; and at every passage of the coal the
air was cab off from the other places, the No: 1 and No. 2 headings, where the explosion occurred. Any
man accustomed to the handling of the ventilating currents of a gaseous mine would have at ouce put his
finger on that. That door should have been duplicated,

8572, Mr. Wade.] (). You were not in the State then? 4. No.

3572%. (). You were not here? 4. No; I was not here then.

3573. His Honor.] The Commission was very strongly impressed before this evidence was given at all
with the expediency of double doors under such conditions as these, without going further into the question ;
50 it is hardly worth while to labour it. You do not dispute it I understand, do you, Mr. Bruce Smith ?
You do not yourself dispute the expediency, I presume, of deuble doors uuder these important conditions
of ventilation, such as Mr. May is describing.

3574, AMr. Bruce Smith.] 1 think Mr. Atkinson favours the double-door principle certainly.

3575, Mr. Atkinson.] Yes.

3576, Mpr. Bruce Smith.] I-think he would probably include that in his recommendations.

3577. His Honor.] So I should imagine.

3578. Mr. Bruce Smith.] But this does not go on at any length here, your Honor; so that we need uot
raise a question now as to that part of it.

8579. Mr. Lysaght.] May I take it that I need not call any further evidence in support of the rccom-
mendation concerning double doors (No. 10) ?

3580. His Honor.] Probably it will not be necessary to do’so.

3581. Mr. Bruce Smith.] (. Following on that, Mr. May, vou wish tosay that all the ventilation of Dudley
Mine depended on one single door? .1, That the plan of the Dudley Mire which I herewith submit show's
that the veutilation was grossly defective in exactly the same details as the Bulli Colliery.

3582, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Do you wish to have that part, your Honor ?  Itisarepetition of the last evidence.
3583. His Honor.] It is not necessary to labour the question. I understand now that the Dudley Mino
suffered from the same defect.

3584, Witness.] All the ventilation of Dudley depended on that one door.  (Hitness pointed out the
door on the plan of Dudley Mine.)

3585, Hus Honor.] (). That is the same defect as you found in Bulli?  .{. Yes, exactly.

3586. Mr. RBobertson.] 1t did not all depend on that one door. It depended on it to a large extent; but
1t would not affect the ventilation here and here (indicating certain portions of the mine on the plan).
3587.1 U;iz’ness.] As soon as that door was open the air would short-circuit here (ndicating a point on
the plan).

3588, Mr. Bruce Smith.] (. Mr. May simply mentions to the Commission that tlie same cause which
contributed to the Bulli explosion contributed to the Dudley explosion, aud you say that is because there
was only one door where two should have been placed ? A. Yes. Itison these two explosions that I
say that a proper system of Government mines’ inspection would have prevented the Bulli explosion, and
also the Dudley explosion.

3589. . Now, among the suggestious which you make for amendments in the Mines Act is this, under the
heading “ Agent or Viewer”: “ In any mine where a consulting engineer, viewer, agent, or managing
director, or other person, has power to give directions’as to the mode of conducting the works of a mine,
either above or below ground, he shall enter all such directions which bear on the veatilation, method of
working, or coal-dust precautions,in a book to be kept at the mine for that purpose.” Thatis a suggestion
you make? A, Yes. _ .

3590. ¢. And you suggest also that ““in every case the names shall be published.” What do you mean
by the “names ” there? 4. The “name” 1t should be. In every case the name of the person
(Interrupted).

3591, (. “ Should be published in the special rules; and the periodical visits to and into the mine should
be reported "?  A. Yes. I might add that that was eliminated from the Mines Bill which Mr. Rogers
and another Comumission sat on.

35392. (. Yes, I know. Now, uuder the heading of “ Manager ” you sugzest that the certificate of service
should be abolished? 4. Yes. :
3593. ). Is that with regard to the future or the past, or both? .1, Well, I think (Interrupited).
3594, (. Existing managers who have a service certificate—do you propose that that should be abolished ?
A. Give them a cortain length of time to qualify. :
8595. (. Theu you also suggest that in each mine where more than one Manager and oue under-manager’s
certiirﬁmte of service has been granted the eircumstances should be carefully investigated by this Court ?
A. Yes.

3596. ¢. Do you mean by this Commission? 4. Yes. Imean by this present Commission, for the simple
reason that there are men holding certificates of service that have obtaincd them by perhaps questionable
methods. I might explaiu,

8597. (. Yes? 1. Under the English Act—the Imperial Act—when the Mines Act came into force the
manager of the mine obtained a certificate ({nterrupted), 3598,
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3598. (). By reason of his service? 4. By reason of his service. In New South Wales the Manager of a
mine obtained a certificate, and the underground-manager.

3599, (. And the under-manager obtained what P /1. A certificate of scrvice.

3600, (. As under-manager 7 . Yes; but you will lind that in some mines there were more than one
Manager’s certificate granted : aud that there were two or three certificates of service for under-manager
granted.

360L. . Are you aware that under the Conl Mines Regulation Act a provision was made that not only
the men who were Maunagers at the time the Act was passed should have a certificate of service, but also
that Managers who could show that they had had five years’ experience before that date, although not
acting as Manager at that time ?

3602, Ilis Honoir.] I think it was one year's experience within five years of the date.

3603, Alr. Bruce Smith.] Yes.

30k Q. Are you aware of that? . I mn quite aware of the reading; and I am quite aware of places
where either three or four under-managers’ certifieates were granted.

3605, (. Under what civeumstances? 4. T could not tell you. I know there is only one Manager and
one under-manager at a mine,.

3606, (. Do you mean to say that certificates were granted to under-managers who did not come within
the provisions of the Act? .. That is my meaning: that this was done very objectionably: and that the
conditions should be investigated.

3607. . That is not the question. I will take them separately. First, T will take managers: do I
understand you to tell the Commission that you know of any eases tn which Managers received certificates
of service who had not served for twelve months within five years previously of the Aet? 4. I have no
intenlion of saying so.

3608, . I do not want to know if you have any intention; but you do not say so? . No.

3609, ¢. Do you wish the Cominission to understand that any certificates of service were granted to men,
on the ground of their being Managers at the time, who were not Managers at the time ?

3610. His Honor.] 1 uuderstand Mr, DMay is not questioning the legal right of these Managers and
under-managers te have obtained service certificates; bnt he s questioning the policy of the law in
allowing them, under the law, to obtain the certifigates under the circumstances—is that so? 4.1
believe, Your 1lenor, the law has been stretehed in certain cases.

8611, @. Is not your recommendation * That certificates of service be abolished ” a suggestion for a
radical amendment of the Act? . T have also suggested that this Court should investigate it.

3612, Alr. Druce Smith.] ¢. Do yousuggest that any of those who now hold Managers’ or under-managers’
certificates have got them contrary to law? 4. T could not say.

8613. ¢. But you do suggest that some men have got them who are not competent to liold the position ?
A. 1 do suggest that in the Glebe Mine, Burwoed, Wallsend, and Clifton that the number of certificates
issued for Manager and under-ground manager of these mines should be investigated.

3614, Q. By some tribunal? 4. 1 suggested this Court.

3615. ¢. I understand that thereisno suggestion that any of those certificates have been granted illegally ?
3616. His Honor.] . But do you sugeest, Mr. May, as you apparently do here, that the law should be
altered with regard to the granting of what may be called service certificates? . Law at the beginning
should only have recognised the Manager and under-ground manager.

3617. . That is retrospectively recognised? .{. And retrospectively only in certain cases. I know
that certain clerks - (Interrupted).

36.8. Q. You suggest the alteration of the law retrospeetively P .. T should suggest to abolish ——
(In’erirupted).

3619, Ay, Bruce Smith.] . Existing ones® 4. Yes, existing ones: but give them a certain time to qualify.
80620, Lis Honor.] (). Do you suggest requalification by examination or requalification by proof of
certain service, and also some proof of competency ? 4. A re-qualification by proof of legitimate service,
but particularly by passing an exaniination.

3621. @. But do you suggest a requalifieation by proof of eertain service added to some further proof,
besides serviee, of competency irrespective of examination, or not? 4. No. I prefer that certificates
of service be abolished within a given time; and let them pass the usual examination.

3622. Mr. Bruce Sinith.] ). You suggest *“ That the Manager of every mine shall examine the working
conditions of each working-place at least once a fortnight ”? 4. Yes.

3623. @.*° And as much oftencer as the eonditions may require”? 4. Yes.

3624 . Then you have some suggestions to make with regard to the air measurement: “That all air
measurement records shall contain the quantity of air leaving the last man in each split”? 4. Yes.
3625, (. “That in any mine ventilated by furnace and drift the temperature of the atmosphere be
carefully observed on the day the air is measuzed ; also the direction of the wind at the time of measure-
ment with regard to the adit or adits " ? 1. Yes. Tt is quite possible to get a very large quantity of
air travelling in a mine like Kembla with the wind blowing from the east: and it is just possible that a
strong wind from the west might reverse the current.

3626. Q. You know that evidenco of that has been given by miners? 1. I have just heard it.

3627. @. But you did not give any evidence yourself before the Coroner or the Coromer’s Jury? 4.1
explained the atmospheric conditions.

3623. . I did not ask you'for that. Did you give any evidence as to the possibility of the air being
reversed 7 A. No.

3629. ¢. Now, you make suggestions about the system of examiuation by workmen: “ That the system.
of inspection by workmen be abolished as being a uscless farce and a shelter for incompetent manage-
ment”? . Yes. T

3630, . Will you tell the Commission why the practice of the workmen making these check-inspections
is a useless farce ? 4. Your Honor, there is no average workman dare state the conditiens of the mine
fairly and fearlessly, because his bread and buiter depends on it.

3631, @. Do you mean to say that the terrorism is so great that these men would be afraid to enter in the
check-inspectors’ book the real state of things that they found? 4. Ycs.

3632, . Then you say also that “The appoirtment of a distriet check-inspector is a recognition of this
fact, and is au example also of miners faxing themselves to do work weakly and ineffeetually, which a
proper system of mines iuspection would and was designed to do”? 4. Yes. 3638.
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3633. (. You say “The workmen are debarred from appointing competent men; and this limitation should
be removed from the Act.”” Why are they debarred from appointing competent men ? 4. If has to
be one of themselves. : ) .

3634, @. Whom do you mean by “one of themselves”? 4. It has to be a miner. I do not think that
they could seleet a miner if he has obtained a first-class certificate of competency.

3635. (. Why not? What is to prevent them? 4. You have got the Act there.

3636. (. Here is the Act. I will hand it to yon. Show me. If you say that is the cause, I want you to
point out to the Commission what is there in the Act to prevent the miners from appointing one of their
own class who has obtained a first-class certificate of competeney ? 4. Isitso?

3637. (. I do not know. I want you to find 1t? 4. Have not yon got it? o

3635, (. I want you to tell us what you base that statement on? 4. What page is it? You people have
to deal with it regularly. .

3639. (. L am asking Mr. May to point out in the Act anything that would prevent the miners from
appointing one of their own class who has obtained a first-class certificate of competency ?

8640, His Honor.] Mr. May knows the Act, I think. ) ) )
3611, Mr. Bruce Smith.] He says he does. I want him to show me: but he is asking me to show him.
3642, Iis Honor.] He will find it if you give him time.

8643. Alr. Robertscn.] Thirty-nine. .

3611, Mr. Ritchie.] Rule 39 of the General Rules is, I think, what yon are looking for—page 87.

8645. AMr. Bruce Smith.] Section 47, Rule 39. )

3616. Wilness.] That persons employed in a mine may from time to time appoint two of their number or
any two persons not being mining cugineers. )

3647. Mr. Bruce Smith.] (. Yes ? A. Then, if one of their number obtains a first-class certificate, what
is he?

3648. (.1 am not being examined, fortnnately. You must tell us;—is that the part of the Aect under
which you say that a practical miner could not be appointed as a check-inspector if he had passed an
examination? 4. There is not a single instance in New South Wales where one has been appointed. )
3649. . Is that the part of the Act ;-—I only want it: then we will pass on? A. That is the part of the
Act I referred to.

3630. . Then, apart from passing the examinations for which I believe you deliver lectures, do T nnder-
stand you to say that the workmen are not competent for this position hecause they have not been fortunate
enough to pass one of these examinations for which vou deliver lectures? 4. That is my opinion ;
certainly not, unless they are qualified, or unless, like a Manager of a mine, they have taken a certificate
of competency, they are not in a position to deal with these things.

3651, (). And in order to get that certificate, I suppose that i this district they wonld haye to work
through a series of lectures under yourself ? 4. No, not necessarily ; some of ther do it by private study
in this distriet; and very smart fellows, too. .
3652. @. Howevor, you think it a farce and a shelter for incompetent mavagement ? 4. Yes; and thatis
one reason whyt he brattice triek has been performed so often.

3853, Q. What do you mean by that ;—is it a confidence trick ? 4. Yes.

3554. . What is the brattice trick ? 4. If 20,000 cubic feet of air was coming through that door and
10,000 went through there, and 10,000 through here, the brattice trick is that, if the check-inspector was
in there, they would put a brattice here and force all the air up.

3655.¢. Whilst the inspection was going on? 4. Yes.

3656. (. You think that is the practice? A. That is a well-known performance.

3657. (). Have you seen it done? 4. No.

3658. . How do you know it is done? 4. From the reports of my acquainiances.

3659. (. That is from hearsay? 4. Yes.

3660. . You depend, then, entirely upon what vou are told? 4. I have seen it proved in a Conrt.
3661. Q. Ina Court? 4. That it had been done.

3662. (). You have heard that it has been done? 4. Yes.

3663. ¢. Do you think that is widely practiced ? 4. It is teo widely practiced, I am afraid.

3664, (. That is really a dishonest trick, of closing up one outlet in order to increase the discharge thronglx
another? 4. Yes; I could give you an illustration.

3665. . I think the Court’understand it. Yon say, “ This limitation should be removed from the Act”;—
what limitation ? 4. That they could appoint a man with a first-class certificate or a mining engineer—
anybody they choose.

3?66. . Whether he is a practical miner or not? 4. You trust them to lock zfter that; they will look
after that.

3567. (. Then you suggest that each Inspector under the Act should be made personally responsible for
the administration of thé Act in his own district? A. Yes. ) .
3668, Q. In what way dovou propose that responsibility—criminally or civilly ? 1. Thathe is responsible
for the administration of the Act in his district. .

8659. . That is what yon said ; bnt I asked you to explain it further : what do you mean? . If tle
ventilation in his district is bad, he is the man that has it to explain, and that nobody else mnst be asked,
but he mnst explain, what is the reason.

#670. Q. You suggest that * Each Inspector shall make a quarterly report of the conditions of the mines
in his district, which shall be promptly pnblished and distributed to the Schools of Arts in the Mining
Distriects”? 4. Yes.

8671, (. That is, for the information of the miners ? 4. Yes.

3672. (). Then you give some examples of fear on the part of the men to repert, do you not? 4. Yes.
3673. (. And you quote one from the Bnlli Commission ? 4., Yes.

3674. (). The case of “James Crawford, a deputy at Bunlli for some vears,” who *“described at the Bulli
Commission an occasion in the mine when he told a miner, *I will not fire this shot for you, as the place
is full of gas for 12 vards bhack.” (. 3378, p. 109)77 A, Yes,

2675, (. Mr. Crawford afterwards obtained woik as a deputy at another mine. When the Inspector
and Menager went through the mire the Inspeeter suggestively asked the deputy ‘if he ever found
any vards of gas now’”? . Yes,

3676, . You give that as an instance ? 4. As an illustration, 3577,
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3677. Q. You said he said “suggestively”? A. Yes.

3678. (). You do not know of the motive, any more than that it is an inference on your part? 4. Yes.
3679. (). The motive there is an iuference on your part? A, Yes.

3680. ¢. I do not propose to ask you of No. 2 unless, of course, it is of your own knowledge? 4. The
first is of my own knowledge. ‘

3681, (. But you read it (¢. 3378) ? 4. Yes; but I did not read the Act myself.

3682. ). Which Act? 4. He afterwards obtained work as a deputy ; thatis my own personal experience.
Of course, I heard the Inspector ask him that.

3683. Q. You mean he got a situation after he made that statement? 4. Yes; and I heard the Inspector
ask this man this question, “If he ever found any yards of gas now ?”

3684. . What was theanswer? A, The answer was that the deputy hung his head aud looked very
(Interrupted).

3685. (). That is not an answer ? A. That is the answer.

3686. (. Did he say “no” or “yes”? A. I forget now.

3087, ). You remember the question, but you forget the answer, though you remember that he hung his
head? 4. Yes. .

3688. @. With regard to No. 2, you say “ Mr. Green gave some evidence as to the cost of bratticing
bords™? A. Yes.

3689. ¢. And “On the 16th May he was dismissed from his employment at the Glebe Mine”? A. Yes.
That is about six weeks alter he gave the evidence.

3690. . Are you able to say of your own knowledge what connection there was hetween his giving evidence
and his dismissal 7 4. Only his own opinion.

3691. (). You do not know that of your own knowledge. T take it that will not be evidence, Your Honor.
Where is this man Green? 4. He is dead. Ile lost his life in an accident.

3692, Iis Honor.] The connection of ideas is rather too vague to form anything in the natare of
evidence.

3693. Mr. Bruce Smith.] . Then you wish to say that “At the Balmain inquiry Charles Demond, a
witness, when asked why he did not complain when he knew that his own and others’ lives were in danger,
replied, ‘ T hal a father and brother working at the mine and T thought we would be discharged if T
complained’”? 4, Yes.

369k . You wish to say that “ The most glaring illustration of the boycott is embodied in an inguiry
which a mine official has on several different occasions asked the Mines Department for, and it has been
refused.” T see you make some reference to the Bailey matter there? 4. Yes.

3695, (. That Bailey matter was fully inquired into by a special Commission—was it not ? 4. Yes.
3695, (. Mr. Wade? 4. Not a Commission like this.

3697. ¢. No. That was onc; and this is three. The matter was fully inquired into aud reported upon
by a Commission? 4. Yes.

3098. . At the time that Mr. Wade was appointed, T believe a Commission was suggested which would
include you? 4. Indeced. I do not remember at preseut; bub that would have been a very good
Commission.

3699. ¢. But that Bailey matter has been very fully goue into, has it not ;—and the Commission ean sec
that for themselves ? A, The Bailey matter has nof been investigated yet.

3700. . Was not Mr. Wade appointed as a Commission? 4. Yes; but the dismissal of a Deputy for
reporting gas has not been investigated.

3701. . But the Bailey matter was fully gone into, and Bailey was heard, was he not, before Mr. Wade?
4. There were only three matters, the brattice (interrupted).

8702. ©. T want you to answer my question. Was not Mr. Bailey heard on a Comuwission before
Mr. Wade? Was he not examined by me for a whole day at Newcastle? 4. Yes.

8703. (). Aud you mean to say that the real facts did not come out? 4. That the real facts of his
dismissal for reporting gas were not investigated.

3704 (. Were you invited by me on that occasion to go into Court and give evideuce? 4. No. Your
Honor, T sent a note to Mr. Bruce Smith asking him to put me in the witness box; but he very discrectly
refused to do it.

3705. . You wanted to be examined in chief by me instead of being cross-examined ¥ 4. Your discretion
was utterly admirable, T admit.

3705, O. Were you not ordered out of Coart by Mr. Wade, as Commissioner, on the ground that you
might be a witness? 4. Yes.

3707, . Aud were yon not asked to go into the witness-hox and submit vourself to cross-exawmination ?
4. I do not remember; I sent a note (Interrupted).

3708. (. You can tell me about the note afterwards. You must answer my questions. Were you not
aked to go into the witness-box and submit yourself to cross-exawination ?° A. I do not remember. 1
remember writing a note to Mr. A. J. Brown, and asking him tosee that Mr. Bruce Smithhad charged me
with conspiring with a deputy in connection with his dismissal for reporting gas, and of conspiring with a
deputy in connection with Mr. Weir, who was burns, as it was reported, and that Mr. Taft was carried
out on his mate’s back, and that was not reported; and Mr. Brace Smith charged me with conspiring with
this deputy : and I wrote a letter to Mr. Bruce Smith and asked him to put me iu the witness-box,

3709. (). And he declined to do it? 4. Yes,

3710. ). And he asked you to submit yourself to cross-oxamination ? 4. No. I do not remember that.
3711. (. You do not remember that? 4. No. :

3712, (). Ilcave outthe next fourmatters altogether? . Willyouleave those out? Itisaveryseriousmatter.
3713. ¢. I do not waut to leave ount the fourth, but that is the Bailey matter. That is all to be had?
4. But will the Mines Department not have that fuquiry ? Do they refuse to hold that inquiry ?

3714. ¢. I cannot say. 1 have nothing to do with them, except that I hold a brief for them oceasionally.
Now, I would like to ask yon a question or {wo on my own account, You were examined before the
Coroner and the Coroner’s Jury, were you not? 4. Yes.

8715. (. And you had a lithograph such as that which is on the blackboard, now for your special use in
marking indications which you wished to refer to? 4. Yes.

8716. (The map which was used by Mr. May at the Coroner’s inquest was produced and placed on tho
casel. It is Exhibit No, 9.) 3717,
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3717. 0. Now, when vou were before the Coroner aud the Cloroner’s Jury, this lithograph was shown to
you, and you were asked to locate the accident, were you not—the cause of the accident? . Yes.
3718, (. And you hesitated then to make any circle within which, in your opinion, the aceident had
originated ? 4. Yes.
8719. (. And then I began to ask vou whether it was on this side,—that is to say, the west side of the
shaft district,—did T not? 4. Yes.
8729, (. And you said “ No,” and I put a cross to exclude that? 4. Yes.
8721, (). Then you excluded this 22-acre goaf? 4. No. 6 Left.
3722. (). And then did you not exclude the whole of that square between No. 1 District, No. 6 Right of
the shaft district, and the continunation of the daylight adit? 4. Oh dear no! You asked me to draw
a line.
3723. Q. And you would not at first? 4. And then you asked me to draw an avea, aud that is it.
3724, (). That suits my purpose; the area within wlhich, in your opinion, it had taken place covered the
whole of the workings and past workings on the east side of No. 1 Right, and the whole of the space
included in the big cross on the west side of No. 1Right? 1. No. Mr. Bruce Smith asked me to take a
pencil and mark on the plan, after asking  Did it occur there?” “ Did it ocenr here #” he said would 1
take a pencil and mark the area in which I was satisfied it did oceur. T took my pencil and ran it round
here (pointing to the wavy red line on the plan).
3725. (. Did I not then ask you after that whether you would go any nearer than that? 1. I declined
to go any nearer, for the simple reason that if I had gone any nearer Mr, Bruce Smith would have wantfed the
circle reduced again and again.
3726. (. You declined to define it any more closely than by going round there and theve ( pointing fo the
map). Did I not point out to you that that included two-thirds of the mine ?  .1. Quite right. 1didit
purposely.
3727. (. That is the nearest you would go at the time? 4. Yes.
3728. (). And you submitted that, as some help to the Coroner and the Coromer’s Jury in loecating the
place? A. My object was that I knew you would require it reduced then, and I had no intention to go
anhy uearcr then.
5729. Q. But you will go a little nearer now ? 4. Oh, yes. I could then.
3730. . You could then? Did vou not say you could not?
3731. His Honor.] Mr. May said he “would not ”’; not he “could not.”
8732, Mr. Bruce Snith.] (3. Did you say this: “ 1 would not attempt to fix any particular spot where it
was likely to have originated 7 ¥ 4. No, “ I would not attempt.” That is right.
3733. . Was not that before I began to examine you? d. Have you a copy ?
8734. . Had you not given that answer before I began my cross-examination? 4. Would you mind
giving me a copy ?
3735. Q. Look at this. The cross-examination bagins there (indicating). Did you not say that, before
eveu my cross-examination began? 4. Yes: that I would not even attewpt to fix any particular spot
where 1t was likely to have oviginated.
3736. (. Did you not say in my cross-examination ? 4. Let me have a copy.
3737. (). You can have that copy for the present if you like. Did you not say in my eross-examination,
“1 have not formed a conclusion as to where it took place” (p. 43, Inquest) ? 4. I said, “ I have not
forwed a conclusion as to where it took place; in forming my conclusion, I have not obtained the whole
of the data.”
8738. (. That is another sentence. You see there is a semi-colon there. You said, “ I have not formed
a conclusion as to where it took place?” 4. Because I had not got the whole of the data. Really, I
must have a copy of this evidence.
3739. Q. Did you not say just now that you knew at the time—that you would not give an answer because
you knew I would follow 1t up by wauting you to reduce your cirele? .

(By His Honor's direction, a copy of the Coroner's Inquest depositions was handed {o the witness
temporarily.)
3740. (. Shut that up for a moment and give me the whole of your brain power. You admit that you
said then that you had not formed a conclusion as to where it took place? . Where is it?
3741, Q. You read it just now ? 4. At the bottom of page 43, “I have formed a conclusion as to the
cause of this disaster.” I have not formed a conclusion as to where it took place.”
8762, . That is quite clear. You had not formed then ? A. A conclusion as to where it ook place.
3713, (). What do you mean by telling the Commission just now that yon could have gone mnearer, but,
that you would not do so because you espeeted I should ask you to reduce your circle? 4. At that time,
yes. !
3743% Did you know then, or had you formed a conclusica as to where it had taken place? 4.T had
formed a conclusion,
8744 (. As to where it took plac3? 4. Not a conclusion. 1 was waiting for further data. My miud
was an opeu cne.
3743, (. You admit now that you had not formed a counclusion then? . Oh, ves, I had.
8746, His Honor.] Q. Do you mean to say that you had formed a sort of provisional conclusion? 4.1
really wished to know ——— (Lnéerrupted.)
8747, Ar. Bruce Smith.] I wish you would answer His Honor's question.
3748. His Honor.] (. Is it a fact that you had formed a sort of provisional conclusion? A. A sort of
provisional conclusion. Of course, my mind was au open oue.
3749. (. Leaving your mind open ? .. Yes.
3750. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. Well, it is not open now ? . Yes, if you give me some data.
8751, Q. Will you give the Commission what fresh data have come to you since then, to enable you fto
tell us mow that it took place in the neighbourhood of Morris’ working place? . The data, your
Honor, were these : I was anxsious to know where these men between Stafford’s going board and this
heading (Interrupted.)
3752. (. Name it ? . Between Stafford’s going bord and the end of No. 1, or Morris’ place if you
. choose, I was anxious to know where these men should be found.
8753. (. Where they should be found? 4. Where they should be found when they were dead.
3754. (. Where they were fouud ? 4. Yes. Aund not having been found in this Stafford’s Flat, I wanted
to know the conditious under whick Stafford’s Flat was,” That is all. On going into the mine I at once

spotted
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spotted this place between Morris’ place across the face. I at once fastened upon that point ; and we
went across here 400 yards to the west, and then back on to this goaf (the 15L.acre goaf), I wanted to
know the condition as much as possible of these places, and where the ‘men were,  Now, 1 understand
some of the men walked right back this way (indicating). _

3755. (. Have you ever been to those places since ? 4. No,

3756. . Had not you paid that visit to the mine which you are now deseribing to the Commission before
you gave your evidence, which I have been pointing out to you? . Yes.

3737. . Now, will you tell the Cemmission what fresh data have you obtained since you gave that
evidence? 4. T have obtained that these men were back out of their places.

3758, . Where did you obtain that? 4. From the published evidence. Iwasin the Court and heard it.
3759. (). Before you gave your own evidence or after? 4. Oh, no, after. After I gave my evidence.
8760. (). Then the position of what men has enabled you to locate the cause? 4. From this point
(Interrupted).

3761, . Name the men? 4. Oh, you do not supply me with a copy—I onght to have had a plan with
the names. I would like to have had that.

8762. (). You cannot go beyond that-—the position of some men? .. That these men were found close
to their working place,

3763. His Honor.] Q. Which men? .. Morris and son, Tost and son, Aitken and son ; you see from
that goaf here (indicating the 17-perches goaf). These men could not got away.

3764, Mr. Wade.] ). What men could not get away ? A, Aitken and son, and Tost. I had no plan at
the time to mark my observations.

3765. AMr. Ritehie] Tost and Bunn.

3766, Alr. Bruce Smith.] Can you tell me who gave evidence of these facts? Name the people who
gave evidence of these facts which supplied you with this additional data? A, Johnny Morrison—I am
just speaking from memory—and Evans. The rescue party : I de not know who they were.

8767. (). Now, sir, had not the whole of those given their evidence before you gave your evidence? 4.1
could not say.

3768. (. Did not you tell the Commission just now that you had not sufficient data because you had not
at that time heard where these men were found ? 4. Exactly.

3769. . Now, sir, will yon swear that the whole of that evidence had not been givenin your own presence
at the time you gave your evidence ?  A. I will swear that Johuny Morrison had given his evidence before
I came into the witness-box.

3770. @. Aud had he not given evidence of the position of all these men? .. Possibly, but I was not
here then.

3771. (. Had not Evans given his evidence before you did? A, Possibly.

3772. Q. Did you not read their evidence in the paper before you gave your evidence ? A, That is possible.
3773. (. Then 1 may take it, for the information of the Commission, that you may have known of these
facts from reading the report of these witnesses’ evidence before you told me that you had not formed
a conclusion? 1. That I had formed a conclusion.

3774, . Therefore if you had read their evidence before you gave yours —— (Interrupted)? A, If 1 had.
3775. (). If you had read it, then their evidence is not the additional data ? .. It may be somebody else.
8776. ). Only you could not name them, could you? You could not name anybody else ? .. No.

3777. Q. So that yeu really do not know whether you have had any additional data since you gave vour
evidence before the Coroner? . Yes, I have.

3778. (. And you cannot name the nature of the evidénce whieh constitutes the additional data? A, Oh,
yes.

8779. . Whatis it? 4. The nature of the evidence was that, on my visit to the mine and when I gave
evidence, I knew the conditions (Interrupted).

3750, @. Iam not asking you what you knew—I am asking vou what you ascertained afterwards P .1 I
am going to say what I ascertained afterwards. T will tell you what I knew then and what I found out
atterwards. 1 knew the condition of these places, the condition from the 17-perches goaf, from Morris’
place along the heading past the 17-perches goaf for about 400 yards: but I wanted to kuow the
condibions in which the men were found, and the horses that were connected with them between the
point I'had penetrated to and Stafford’s going bord.

Examination by Mr. Lysaght :—

37SL. . Did you observe whether there were any safety-lamps available on the day of the disaster
at Kembla? 4. Safety-tamps ?

3782. (. To go into the mine ? 4. T got hold of one. I gotone. I think it belonged to somebody else,
though: T think I almest stole it. )

3783. (). Was there a sufficient supply of safety-lamps for resene purposes ? 4. I did not observe that,
8781 Q. Did you experience any difficulty in getting alamp? 4.1 got alamp, bub it burnt very badly: I
can tell you that much,

8785. (. Do you lnow whether there was any dificulty in getting safety-lamps ? 4.1 heard the men
complain about the difficulty ; but I could not say of my own knowledge.

3786. (. I want you to show on that plan the goaves that ‘the intake air passed. I want you to look
carefully at it, so that it can go down on the depositions; the goatves that the intake air passed ? .1, The
lntake air passes the east edge of the 33-acre goaf; il passes the north-cast corner of the 35-acre goaf.
The intake air also passes the south end of the 35-acre goaf. Isthis ventilating current right on this plan?
8787. Mr. Bruce Smith.] . Caunot you remember which way the aie went? (By divection of His
Honor, Stpl(m, on which the intake air was tinted blue and the return air was tinted red, was shown to the
witness.

3788. His Honor (to Mr. Lysaght). This is marked on the plan; and you can ask Mr. May his opinion,
founded upon this information.

3789, Mr. Lysaght.] ¢. Do you know whether the eastern side of that 35-acre goaf was securely bricked
off, or were there any entrances into the eastern side? 1. I never travelled along this cross-cut heading
rope road, I could not say,

3790,
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3790. (. When you said that the position of the goaf was such that, had CH, been one of the goaf gases,
some of the workmen would have been burnt as they passed for years along the travelling road at the
edge of the goaf with naked lights, where did you mean? 4. I was referring to this cross-cut keading
rope road. I was referring to every place in the mine where the intake air went past the goaf edge.
3791. Q. But did you kuow where there were any outlets for gas anywhere there? 4. Oh, it is not
a customary thing, stopping off a goaf.

3792. (. No; but did you know whether there was any outlet there? 4. No; I do not know it. My
idea was that the goaf would be quite open, as it is shown here (on the plan), and that the travelling
road would pass the edge of the goaf with the intake air.

3793. Q. But did you know of any place where it was open? 4. Yes.

8794. (. That is what I want to know ? 4. I had not a plan of the mine.

3795. (). But show me there? 4. As we came down here we went into the goaf from the travelling road
just a short distance, and we found some gas there (4th Right). It was probably black damp: at least
1t was an extinctive gas, anyhow.

8796. Q. Is that the place you mean? I want to know where you meant that the positions of the goaves
were such that had persons passed they would have been burnt;—where would they have been burnt in
passing ® .. Passing this 134.acre goaf. Tt was quite open; and men travelling to and fro there, if
there had been any fire-damp in that goaf, must have caught it some time.

3797. (. Did you know of any entrance to this goaf, with the exception of the 4th Right, where men
might have got gas? Down here? (Cross-cut heading Rope Road.)

3798, His Honor.] Mr. May said he never went down that side,

8799. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Did you mean that the only two places where men could have been burnt were
the 8rd Right and the 4th Right, iu the 85-acre goaf? 4. Oh, dear, no.

3300. His Honor.] Mr. May has already said that he assumes—especially when he looks at the plan, and
because it is the practice, that these outlets from the goaf were open on the east side, the north side, as
well as on the west side—that they were open where they appear on the plan.

3801, Mr. Lysaght.] (. Then you mean that in eacl of these places where they appear open men might
have been burnt? 4. Exactly; if fire-damp was present in the goaf.

3802. (). And, iu your opinion, the system of allowing the iutake to pass a waste working is bad
ventilation? . It is not properly ventilated; no.

3503. . Now, concerning these slack stoppings;—did you observe whether any of the stoppings had
crumbled away that had been made of slack? . I noticed some were blown out,and I just examined
them. Slack stoppings are a very bad practice; and they are comman in the district.

3304. . How should the stoppings be sealed off ? 4. With brickwork or good buildiug stone. It is a
common thing to lose 50 and 60 per cent. of the air passing into a mine through the defective stoppings
built in this fashion.

3805. Mr. Wade.] Q. You are speaking now of the ordinary stoppings? 4. OF the slack stoppings
particularly.

8805%. M7r. Lysaght.] Q. Those were the stoppings you observed in Kembla? 4. I observed somewhere
there.

8806. . You said the furnace had reached the point of inadequacy ? . Yes.

3807. (). In what way ? .I. That the mine was an extensive one. A furnace that might do for a mine in
its earlier stages soon arrives at a point where it is inadequate to produce the quantity of air required;
but my great objection to that furnace was its fluctuation, owing to the wind aud atmospheric temperature.
8808. "Mr. Bruce Smith.} Q. Did you ever go to thefurnace? . No.

3809. (). Did you ever see the furnace in your life? 4. No.

8810. Afr. Wade.] (. Have you seen a photograph of it7 4. I have not seen a photograph of it.

3S11. His Honor.] I meant to ask Mr. May that, because that seems to be an important qualification of
his evidence.

3812, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Did you take the measurement of the air when you were examining? 4. No.
8818. His Honor.] Q. T understand you do uot know the measurements even of the furnace? 4. No.
8814, . Or the size of the shaft? 4. Twelve feet, I think.

8815. Mr, Wade.] Q. You do not know the height of the shaft? 4. 420 feet, I believe.

3816. M. Bruce Smith.] That is the extent of your knowledge.

3817. Alr. Lysaght.] (."What was the coudition of the airwhen you were examining about Aitken’s
place? 4. Oh, the condition of the air after an explosion is not any criterion at all.

3818. (). No, no; what was the condition of the air? .. It was very warm.

8819. (). Can you give me the name of any Manager who improperly obtained a certificate of service?
4. Stephen Powell.

8820. (). What colliery ? 4. At New Lambton.

3521. . When? 4. Oh,since the passing of the Mines Act; I could not tell you, I am sure.

3822. (). Is he a Mining Manager now ? . I do not know. I know he has got a first-class certificate of
service.

3823. . Where is he now ? 4. Ie is in New South Wales.

3824. (. Do you know where? 4. No.

8825. (). Do you know of anybody clse? 4. Yes, I know of anothér instance; but these are no worse,
perhaps, than others. ’ :

3826. (. But who is he? 4. I could not tell yon.

8827. M. Bruce Smith.] (). But of whom are you speaking? 4. It was two glaring instances which
occurred in Newcastle while I was there. I will supply you with the names afterwards.

8828. Mr. Lysaght.] Q.1 want to know the names? .. 1 have given you ore name; and I will give you
the other when I get it.

38929, Mr. Bruce Smith.] . A glaring case? 4. Yes.

2830, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. I want to get the names down? A. I will give you the nawes. I will send
them to the Court.

3831. Q. Do you know of any Manager in this district who obtained a certificate of service improperly in
your opinion? 4. I have no knowledge of the circumstances.

3832, (. Do you kuow of any under-manager iu this district who obtained a certificate of service
improper'y ? 4. I have no knowledge of the circumstances. 8833,
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8333. (. Concerning this black list recommendation, penalising, boycotting, and black-listing (Recom.
No. 19) ;—with the exception of the Bailey case, do you know of your own knowledge of a black list
being kept at a colliery ?

3834, AMr. Wade.] 1 object to this question. The elear imputation is that there was a black list kept in
Bailey’s case.

3835.y]l1r. Lysaght.] (). Leaving Bailey’s case out of consideration altogether, do you know of a black-list
being kept af any colliery in New South Wales at the present time? 4, Not in the least. They would
have more sense than to let me know.

3836, . I am not talking about their sense now ;—do you know of it? 4. I know nothing of if.

3837. (). “ Inspeetors to be vested with absolute powers to order use of safety-lamps,” (Recom. No. 2).
In your opinion should the Inspectors have that absolute power? 4. Most certainly not.

383S. (. Then upon whom could you place that absolute power to order the use of safety-lamps? 4. 1°
would place that power in the hands of a Board which I would suggest for investigating mining
accidents.

3839. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. Would you allow lawyers to be represented ? 4. The Chairman should be a
District Court Judge, or other gentleman possessing legal qualifications.

8810. Mr. Lysaght.] . Then, do I understand that before you would ord¢r safety-lamps to be used in a
pit, the necessity of them would have to be investigated by this Court that you suggest? A. Safety-
lamps are often pub into mines improperly, when the true remedy is to give them ventilation,

3841, . Then do I understand that before therc would bo a power to order the use of safety-lamps in a
pit the necessity of them would Lave to be investigated by this Board that you suggest? 4. Yes; and
they would then have to understand the ventilation conditions of the mine before they gave that order.
3812, Q. Then, in the meantime, while the Board were investigating, what would become of the safety of
the mine ? . If you had a competent Manager at the mine, he would look after the safety of the men.
38143, (. If a sudden development took place in a mine, showing the presence of gas, who should have
the power to order safety-lawps at once in that mine ? 1. The [nspector has power to withdraw the men
in ecase of danger.

3841, Q. That is not an answer to my question ; —who should have power to order the safety-lamps in
that mine ? 4. If safety-lamps were requisite, then the Inspector and the Manager would put them there
in the meantime.

3845, (. Well, do you say the Inspector should have that power? 4. The Inspector should not. The
Inspector is not the Manager of the mine: and you are making the Inspector manage too much of the
mine.

3846. Q. Well, do vou say that tire Manager only should have the power to order the immediate intro-
duction of safety-lamps? 4. Certainly not. The Manager, if he is held responsible for every detail of
the management in s mine, instead of slipping it on to somebody else—if he is held responsible, and he
is a competent Manager—if the conditions are not good enough he will coon stop that district.

3317, (). Here is a recommendation that inspectors be Vested with powers to order the introduction of
safety-lamps. You say that a Board should investigate and order them ;—I want to know, pending the
investigation by this Board, who is going to have the power to order them aund enforce them? A. The
manager is responsible.

3848. (). I know he is;—1 want to kuow who is to have the power to order them? Who is to have the
power to enforee the use of the safety-lamps pending this investigation by your Board? 4. The Inspector
now has the power.

3849, (. Never mind who has it now ;—1I want to know who should have the absolute power to order the
use of safety-lamps pending the investigation by the Board ? .. He has the power now.

3850. (. In your opinion, should he have it? .1 He has it now.

3851, His Honor.] (). Should that continue? :

3852. Mr. Lysaght.] (). Should that continue? 4. At present the Inspector has the power to order the
use of safety-lamps in the mine; and the Manager has the power to say, “ You can jump up.”

3853. (). Should he have the power to order the use of safety-lamps and enforeeit 7 4. No.

3854, (). Never mind about the power which the Inspectors have now. 1 want to know, pendiug the
investigation by this Board, who should have the power to order safety-lamps, and put in force that
order? 4. Now, we will not get any nearer : shall I explain the position ?

3855. (. Please tell me who? A, You will not get any nearerif you talk for half-an-hour, "We have the
English Act to guide us; and I will explain to you if you choose. If you do not choose you can go on.
3856. (. Who should have the power to order, pending the investigation? A. I tell you that the Inspector
has power to act.

8857. (. Is it right for him to have that power? Then, if he should not, who should? 4. The Inspector
now has power to order safety-lamps; and the Manager has power to say, “I am not going to put
safety-lamps in.”

3858. (). Then who should have the power to cnforce their being put in? 4. The Court I refer to.

3859. (. But pending the investigation by that Court ? 4. The Manager is held responsible for the
condition of the mine.

3860. . But I waut to know linterrupted.] 4. Go on, my friend.

3861. (. Would you have no power in existence to compel their introduction, pending the investigation by
the Court ? 4. I would not have power given to an Inspector to say to a Manager * You must do this;
and you must do the other,” The English Act recognises this, that the Manager is responsible, not the
Inspector ; and the Inspector, if any conditions are unsafe, draws the attention of the Manager to them ;
and if the Manager refuses to alter it, he then takes action under the arbitration clauses. And you cannot
alter it.

8362. (. That being so, do you say that no persou should have the power to enforce the use of safety-
lamps pending the investigation by your Board? 4. Oh, well, you can get no further with me.

3803. Alr. Lysaght.] Your Honor will sce that this is a very logical question.

3864. Ilis Honor.] Mr. May seems to object to answer thai question.  You have put it a great many
times in different ways.

3865. . Cannot you answer that, Mr. May? What would you suggest in that case? 4. 1 object, Your
"~ Worship, to any Inspector going to a mine —— (Inferrupted).

16825 20—7 3866,
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3866. Q. Never mind about that. In case an Inspector considers that he has discovered a condition of
things which has suddenly arisen, and is such that safety-lamps should at once be used, what would you
suggest as to the provisional use of safety-lamps pending an investigation by the Court? What would
you propose, as to whether they ought to be provided or not? . Exactly the provision that is now in
the English Aect, and the present Act.

3867. (). What is that? 4. That the Inspector can order the use of safety-lamps; and the Inspector can
then appeal to the Arbitration Clauses of the Act; but the Manager is held responsible for the safety of
the men pending that inquiry.

8867L. Alr. Robertson.] Would you be surprised to learn that he cannot take the case to arbitration?
A. The Inspector cannot ?

3%68. . Yes. 4.1 thought we had the same clause as the English Act,

3869. . We have? 4.1 con give you an illustration. .

3869%. Mr. Robertson.]  ut he cannot take such a case to arbitration.

3870. AMr. Bruce Smith.] (. Perhaps you can find it for the Commission ; I eannot,

8871. Mr. Lysaght.] There is notling here about arbitration at all in the Act in the way you suggest.
8872, Mr. Lruce Smith.] (. Did vou not say that you were under the impression that the Act enabled the
Inspector to order, the Marager to object, and the issue to be sent to arbitration? 4. But if he did not
go to arbitration, and any accident oceurred, then the Manager would be distinetly responsible.

3873. (. You are under the impression that that is in the Act? 4. Yes. Thatis thespiritof the English
Act, T am sure.

8874, Mr. Lysaght] ). But we have not got the English Act in force here exactly? 4. Yonr Honor,
this is the clause 1 refer to.

3875. Alr. Bruce Smith.] Your ITonor might look at section 20 of the Coal Mines Regulation Act, No.12
Vietaria. 22 September, 1896.

8876. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. What T am putting to you is this: pending, if you like, the arbitration, who is to
have the power to order the use of safeties 7 "Suppose there is immediate danger there ? . Now, would
you mind my reading the English Aef, and also the other?

8877. His Honor.] No, just answer the question,

3878. Witness.] Oh, I could not get any further with the question at all.

8370. ALr, Lysaght.] (). Assuming the Arbitration Court would take a month to determine the question,
who, in that interval, should have the absolute power to order the use of safety-lamps and enforce that
order? 4. You could not give anybody power.

3830. . You would not give anybody power? A, No. The Manager shuuld be held distinetly
responsible. The moment you touch his responsibility you undermine the whole business.

3881. Ilis Honor.] (). You think that the best policy is that, if the Inspector should call attention to the
necessity for using safety-lamps, the Manager shall then have the responsibility cast upon him for any
consequences that may foliow from his neglect to use them? 4. Exactly. “If the owner, agent, or
Manager of the mine objects to remedy the mattet complained of in the notice, he may send his objection
i writing, stating the grounds thereof, to the Minister; and thercupon the matter shall be determined by
arbitration in manner provided by this Act.” (C. M. R. Act, section 20, subsection 2.)

8882. Alr. Robertson.] You must take that in connection with section 20.  You will find that section 20
and its subsections refer to any matters which are not specially provided against by any express provision
of the Act or any special rule. TLamps are specifically provided-for in the Act; and there is no power to
take such a question as that to arbitration.

3888. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Do not you see that safety-lamnps are provided for by an express provision by
General Rule 8, and therefore that arbitration clause will not apply ?

3884. Iis Honor.] It is not necessary to cross-examine Mr. May upon this. Tt is not for him to say
what the proper construetion of the Act is. It is only for him to say what he thinks would be, as a
matter of expediency, the best provision to have in a future Act.

3885. Alr. Lysaght] . You say you would give no one that power pending the -investigation?
4. Pending the investigation. _

3886. . Then would not that leave open a very big source of danger of an explosion pending the
investigation? 4. It would be well to have some Court which would deal promptly with the matter;
and such a Court I have suggested. '

3587. . And pending that prompt dealing, the danger would remain? A, Yes.

8888, His Honor.] ). Mr. May wonld suggest, perhaps, that the Court should have power to make some
such order pending the result of the arbitration? 4. That is 1lis Honor’s suggestion.

3889, Mr. Lysaght.] . Do you adopt that? A, Yes.

-3890. (). That that Court should have some power to make a provisional order? 4. Yes,

3391, Mr. Bruce Smich.] . In the nature of an interim injunetion?

3892, His Honor.] Yes, in the nature of an interim injunction.

8893. Witness.] Managers onght to be vesponsible for the management of every detail of the mine.

3894, Mr. Lysaght.] (). We are not dealing with that at present; now (Recommendation No. 4), “ Waste
workings to be absolutely sealed off, and surrounded by return aivways, such return airways not to come
in contact with intake” ;—what is your view of that recommendation? A.The return air coming in
contact with the intake?

3895. (. Yes;—that the waste workings should be surrounded by return airways? . I do not quite see
the foree of that suggestion.

3896. His Honor.] Mr. May does not appear to understand that, and there is one part of it that the
Commission have not yet fathomed. How the intake and return air can come  contact with one another
i3 a mystery which the Commission has not yet solved.

3897, Mr. Lysaght.] 1 will leave that.

3808, Q. “All places except prospecting drives to have cut-throughs not more than 30 yards apart”
(Recommendation No. 5) ;—what do you say to that ? . I have already stated these long pillars to be
a serious source of danger: but von must make a distinction between a mine which has a large quantity
of air aud a mine where it is just scrub and go—where it is on the verge of being reversed.  You must
make a distinetion there.

3899, Ilis Hounoi] (. But, Mr. May, I thought you contended all along that such a condition as what
you have just now suggested never ought to exist at wll? .4, 1t ought not to exist, 35004
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3899%. ¢. That is defective ventilation;—-but supposing that the initial ventilation is such as it should be?
3900. Mr. Lysaght.} (). What would be the proper distanee for the cut-throughs in such a ease as that ?
A. Where the ventilation of the mine is effective, then you ean carry air a considerable distanee: and it
is done in practice. )
3901. (. 1 do not know what you eall a cousiderable distance ;—the question I put to you is: what, in
your opinion, would be a proper distance for cut-throughs, assuming the ventilation initially was
adequate? . I have always found that 33 yards was a very fair distance for eut-throughs.
3902. . In your opinion, would cut-throughs at 30 yards in any way weaken the roof? .. The objeet
of the long pillar is to save yard-work—to save the price of the brattice.
8903. . No. 6, *“ Inspection with locked safety-lamp in all cases 7 ;—you are aware of the exeeption that
they need not inspect every morning where gas has not been found in the previous twelve months ?
3904, Iis Honor.] Oh, well, that is accepted.
3905. /. Pardon me : you say “locked safety-lamp.”  You examine those two headings—No. 1 main and
baek heading—as a deputy. You go into No. 1 heading to exantine the place. If workmen are coming
there with naked lights, a proper system of inspection is that the deputy should screw his lamp bottom
off and burn his mark on there to show there has been an inspection with a naked light. Then I presume
ko would lock his safety-lamp and go into the back heading, and then unscrew his lamp off to make an
inspeetion.  Now, you see the absurdity of that position.
3906. Alr. Bruce Smith.] (). Is this what you say is done, or should be done ?
3907, Mr. Lysaght.] (. Is this what you say is done, or should be done? 4. The method that we
adopt in examining places (Interrupted).
3903, @. Do you know whether that is done, that you have said? 4. Oh, no.
3909. (. Do you say it should be done? 4. If a lamp has to be locked, do you not see that in every
place a man must unlock his lamp. ‘
3910. @. Do yon say it should be done? A.T only say that under a proper system of inspection you
would not ask the deputy to lock his lamp to go from that place to there (indicating on the map the No. 1
main heading and the No. 1 back heading).
3011, Q. T ask you il it 3s vight far him to lock his safety-lamp? 4. It is perfectly right for his lamp to
be locked if lie is making an inspection for safety-lamps; but if he is making an inspeetion for naked
lights it is absurd for him to loek his Iamp.
8912, ¢. * Monthly examination and report by deputies and Distriet Inspector with hydrogen flame
(Reecommondation No. 7). Do you support that recommendation ? . No.
3913. . Why? .. Becanseyou are putting it upon the Distriet Tuspector and the workmen’s Inspeetor ;
which isan incompetent inspeetion (Lnterrupted).
391k . I said deputies and the district inspector? 4. We are mixing them.
3915, (. I do not mean the two at the same time, but an inspeetion by each at different times ? 4. The
under-manager shauld make the inspection with the hydrogen flame.
3916, €. Do you say he should make it once a mmth? . Ile should make it oftener than that. As
frequently as he may, if he is gaing to fire shots in a place where there is coal-dast.
3917. . But I say a general inspection, to enable him to determine the safety of the whole mine ?  A. It
would be a very desirable thiug to have a monthly inspeetion with a hydrogen flame under those
conditions. ‘
3018, ¢. And you would have that done by the deputies and District [nspeefor ? 4. By the Manager and
the under-manager ; but as to the district chesk-inspeetion it should be abolished.
3910, . Not the check inspection at all; but by the Government Inspector? 4. He ought to know the
condition of every mine with respect to the existence of gas.
3920. Q. Ought the Government [uspector to examine the condition of every mine once a month with the
hydrogen flame P 1. Yes, certainly. | )
3921 (. All doors ererteld so ns to close and remain closed of own motion ” (Recommendation No. 9).
What do you say to that? .. It is a common pit practice for all doors to fall to of themselves. That is,
to fall naturally.
3022, Q. Could that be done? A A competent Manager will see that it is done. Tt argues incom-
petency (Interrupted)., .
3923. Q. Do youn think it should be done? .. Yes. Itis remarkable to hear it stated. It is a sclf-
evident truth.
3024, @ “Travelling and haunlage roads and other places nccessary to be properly watered ” (Reeom-
mendation No. 13) ¥ . Yes, that is a very senvible provision,
3025, . Managers eompelled to give more personal time and attention to management of eolliery”
(Recommendation No. 14) P A. I think it is very wrong for the Manager or the Inspectors to hold the
workmen respousible for managing a mine; very wrong,
3926, . “Size of manholes enlurged ” (Recommendation No. 16).  They are 3 x 4 x 6 now.
3927, Ay, Wude] 1object to th.t. Tt is notin the evidence at all.
3928, Mr. Lysaght.] T am teling Mr. May now, .
3920. Q. Is the size of a manhole 3 x 4 x 6 an adequate size? I, It isa ecommon thing to make your
refuge hole 6 feet square and 6 feet from the rails.
3030, Mr. Wade.] ¢. Taat would be 3 feet deep? 4. Tt all depends on where the road is.
3981, M. Lysaght.] Q. “ Instruction to empioyces rezularly on wmeans of escape” (Reeommendation
No. 18).
Whom would you have give the men this instruction? 4. Oh, the deputy should once a month travel
out by the return airway or other travelling way, to familiarise the men with it. That is a eommon
practice in many mines.
3932, Q. “Safety-lamps not to be unlocked for shot firine * (Rocommendation No. 20) 2 4. T am almost
astounded to hear of safety-lamps being opened. 1t is astoanding to me.
3033. (. Tor that purpose ? .1, Yes. & have never heard of it nntil coming out here where explosions
have been. I have heard of explosions where that pradtice was trequently in operation,
3934 (). And can any estimate be made of the danger that arvises from sucha practice? 4. It isan evidenee
of very serious mismanagewent, and it i certainly to me a zemarkable thing that lamps should be opened
to light shots.

Cross-examined
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Cross-examined by Mr. Wade :—

3035. @. Under no conditions is it safe, do you say, to open a safety-lamp to fire a shot? T will put it

this way : do you say that it is unsafe under any conditions to open a lamp to fire a shot? 4. It is not

a question of safety ; but I have never heard tell of it. -

3936. Q. Do you say it is unsafe under any conditions to open a safety-lamp for the purpose of firing a

shot P 4. T simply say it is a very wrong practice. o )

3937. Q. “Yes” or “ No,” or “I do not know,” will do for me? 4.1 will give you conditions where it

might be safe. ]

3938. Q. Will you answer my question ? 4. No. Excuse me: I have no reply toit. T will only have

to say ¢ Yes,” “ No,” or “I do not know.”

3939. Q. What are you going to say? 4. Oh, I know ; and you will not allow me to say. )

3940. (. Now, please say yes or no. Itis either safe or it is not safe? .. It may be safe with one

explosive, and not with another. It is perfectly well known. ] o

3941. Q. Then you would not say it is unsafe under any conditions? 4.1 am not going to say it is

unsafe under any conditions.

3942, (. Will you say under some conditions it is safe [Interrupted]? A, Under no——[Interrupted].

3943. (. Listen to the question, please. Will you say under some conditions it is safe to open a safety-

lamp for the purpose of firing a shot ? 4. 1f you had a——[ Interrupted].

3944, Q. Is that so, yes or no? 4. Yes, if we had it in a quarry outside here.

3945, (. Now, we come to Kembla: do you say it is unsafe under any conditions to unlock a safety-lamnp

to fire a shot in Mount Kembla ? 4. It is unsafe under any conditions. It isa wrong practice.

3946. . What is the risk you run in lighting a shot with an open safety-lamp? = 4. You ought to be,

and, as a rule, very likely you would be, fined. .

8947, Q. Never mind the fine: what is the risk? A4, The risk is that you are inside a caution-board,

where no naked lights are used. )

3948. . What is the risk to the man’s bodily Liealth or his life? 4. 'The risk is that it is establishing a

system which is wrong.

3949. Q. I ask you again what is the risk to a man's bodily health or his life: and I will go on a dozen

times until I get an answer. You answer that question. Can you answer it ? 4. I can only say that it

is a wrong practice, that is all.

3950. (. Can you answer that question ? Tell me what the risk is? 4. The practice is wrong.

3951. Q. Will you kindly answer.my question? Can you tell me what the risk is? 4. The risk is that

you show workmen that you have an open light at a point wlere an open light ought not to be.

3952. (. Then what is the risk you run? 4, You are discarding proper mining practice. o

8953. . What do you expect to follow? 4. You expect the men to say, “The deputy opens his light;

why should not T open mine ?”

8954, ¢. What do you expect to follow then? 4. An explosion. )

3955. (. Then, supposing the workman observes the rule and does not open his lamp when he is told not

to, I ask you again what is the risk of firing a shot with a naked light ? = 4. That is the only matter that

I have to say, that you can go into the place and open your light and light a shst; but, under Managers

that understand these matters, you would not do that a second time. )

3956. (. I will suppose the Manager is absolutely incompetent, that lie is a fool. T ask you what is the

risk a man runs, say, in Mount Kembla, if the lamp is opened for the purpose of firing a shot? 4. That

you could go inte the mine and open the lamyp and light the shot.

3957. Q. What would vou expect to follow ? 4. Tt is just possible that no explosion may follow; but

it 18 a wrong practice.

3958. . Supposing you know there is no gas? 4. Very well,

39583. (. Supposing you know the place is not dry and dusty? 4. Yes. ]

3959. What 1s the risk then ? 4. The risk is that you have the caution-board up beside yon. The risk

is that you will be fined or be sent to gaol.

3860. . But tell me the risk to the miner, to his bodily health? 4. TTe can open it, I admit. You can

go into Helensburgh and open it if you like.

8961. . Can you tell me of any bodily risk he imecurs? 4. The risk is that it is a wrong practice, a

dangerous practice, and utterly opposed to all the proper practice of mining.

3962. (. Are not the elements of risk the possible presence of coal-dust and fire-damp? 4. There may

be nomne.

3963. Q. There may be none at all? 4. But that does not say it is the practice.

3964, Q. I have not said a word about practice. I am talking about danger to a man’s life.

3965. His Honor.] (. You mean physical danger, quite apart from the question of demoralisation ?

3966. W itness.] Assuming there is no gas there, then there is no immediate danger if you fire with

powder particularly ; but, then, where you use safety-lamps, the rule is that you fire with some of the

higher explosives. ~ And you can apply the same principle to the breach of every rule connected with

mining as you do here ; because it is a wromg practice.

3967. ¢. I understand you to say that there may be no immediate risk ; but you say there is a resultant

risk in allowing practically the breach of a very wholesome rule? 4. Yes. A caution-board is placed at

a certain point, stating that no naked light is allowed beyond that point ; and he opens his light where he

knows that no naked lights are allowed.

3968. Mr. Wade.] Q. What man ? 4. The deputy.

3969. . Do you know of auy provision in the Act about it ? 4. It is not in the English Act. It is not

in this.

%’?70- @. What do you mean by “this ”? Do you mean the present Coal Mines Regulation Act? 4,
es.

3971. (. That prohibits a safety-lamp being unlocked under any conditions? 4. On the inbye side of

the caution-board.

3972, Q. Do you say it prohibits a safety-lamp being unlocked in a mine under any conditions? 4. The

Regulations say that no safety-lamps shall be unlocked inside a caution-board.

397}2;. . Supposing safety-lamps are used throughout a mine, you do not have a caution-board then ?
4. Yes.

89735,
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39731, (. Where is it? 4. At the mouth. You have a caution-board, “ No naked lights or matches, or

pipes, allowed beyond this point.” ' ) )

8974. Q. Do you know whether the present Act deals with that matter of allowing naked lights for shot

firing? 4. 1 conld not say. )

8975, (. Now, coming to the explosion, has the information you have gathered since you gave evidence

caused you to alter your opinien ? 4. No. )

3976. (. Only to confirm it ? 4. My opinion was then in abeyance. I wanted more light.

8977. (. Bat, in vour own mind, you had fixed upon a place for the start of the explosion? 4. Inmy

own mind. :

3978. (). Yes or no, please ? 4. Yes. .

3979. . But you did not choose to tell the Court or the Jury, or anybody else, what that precise spot

was P 4. What my conclusion was ? )

8980. (. What the precise spot was? 4. It was not a precise spot. I had two. I had three. Here is

one; there is one (pointing to the map). .

3981, (. That is one spot between No. 1 Right and No. 6 Shaft District ? 4. Yes. o

3982. (). Was there more than one spot between No. 1 Right and No. 6 Shaft District? 4. That in any

bord between No. 1 and Stafford’s going bord there were all the conditions of an explosion. ]

3983. (). I am not talking about that. You have told us that at the Coroner’s Inquest you lad fixed in

your mind upou the spot where the accident occurred ? 4. One spot—1 have got three, I tell you.

3984, Q. Did yousay to me just now you had fixed upon one spot in your own mind at the Coroner’s

Inquest, or at that time,at which the explosion was initiated ? 4. What do you mean by onespot? Ido

not understand whatyou mean. I would call No. 1 heading one spot; and 1 would call this another spot.

That is two spots. And that goaf was in my mind too. These are spots,

8985. Ilis Honor.] . But the most probable place for the explosion—? 4. The most probable source of

the explosion—when looking at the plan in the ofice—the most prabable point of the explosion to me

was where Morris and son worked. After examining that, I had noted the condition of this $-acre goat

and these two places. 1 had suspended my judgment to get information about that goaf and those places

(f-acre goaf and Stafford’s going bord). .

8986. Mr. Wade.] Q. Now, is this correct, that you have told us that you knew of three likely places

between No. 1 Right and the No. 6 shaft heading? 4. I said there were a dozen, in my evidence.

3987. . Do you say, now, that at the Coroner’s Inquest you had fixed upon at least three.places bet\_veen

No. 1 Right and No. 6 shaft heading where the explosion might have taken place? 4. Might have taken

place then : my mind inclined towards these three places.

3988. . Inclined towards those three? A. Yes. )

8989. (). Did you have an opinion at the time you give evidence at the Coroner’s Court that Morris’

place, to the right of No. 1 heading, was the most likely place ;—yes or no to that? 4. I will not say

yes or no.

3990. Q. Then say you cannot ? 4. My mind was in suspension waiting for further evidence.

3991. ¢). Had you in your mind at the time of giving evidence at the Coroner’s Court Morris’ place or

lMorris’ light as being a likely point for the explosion to start from ? 4. Most certainly I had it as a

tkely spot.

3992. . Now, you are quite clear about that? 4. Quite clear of that.

3993. (. And you would not eall that between No. 1 heading and No. 6 shaft heading? A. No, not that.

3994, (). Now, did you not swear al the Coroner’s Court that the conclusion you hadcome to was, “ I have

formed the conclusion that the disaster occurrod between No. 1 Right and No. 6 shaft heading”? 4.

Quite right.

3995, Then you had excluded at that time, evidently, Morris’ place? 4. I took the last man

(Interrupted)., R

8996. Q. Now, listen to me,—you told me a minute ago that Morris” place would not be between No. 1

Right and No. 6. shaft heading ? A, Did 1? [ A¢ Mr. Wade's request the shorthand writer read over the

evidence on this point.] ]

8997. (). Now, do you want to aller that? 4. I want to alter that to thisextent, that, when entering the

mine, I took from the last man who was killed in No. 1 Right 1o the last man I knew had escaped to the

right of No. 6. I took that area between the face and this 15-acre goaf as being the likely spot to fasten

my attention on. )

8998. (). Very interesting, but rot an answer to my question’—do you want to alter the statement you

made just now, when you said that Morris’ place is not between No. 1 Right and No, 6 shaft heading?

4. Oh, certainly, it must be altered, because 1t is between No. 1 Right and No. 6 shaft hea.dlng. )

3999. (). Isnot Morris’ place right outside the back heading of No.1 Right ? 4. Itisexactlyin No.1 Right.

4000. (. Then if it is in No. 1 Right it cannot be between that and No. 6 shaft heading? 4. It is n

No. 1 Right; and it is between No. 1 Right and No. 6 shaft heading. Of course it is.

4001. Q. Now, is it not a fact that the first that you heard of the suggestion that Morris’ light was the

spot at which the accident happened was when Mr. Atkinson was examined? 4. No,. certainly not.

4002. Q. Tell me one person who gave evidence of it in this Court before ? 4. But it do2s not need to

be a person who gave evidence of it.

4003. Q. Tell me any person who mentioned this to you? 4. I did not talk to anybody one word

about that explosion. I kept it in my own breast. ] L

4004. (). What was your reason? 4. Because I knew I had to meet you. I was not going to give my

opinion until I was heve. i o

4005. . Why did you not give it when you were there at the Coroner’s Court ;—why did you not give 1t

when you eame here? 4. I had a very good reason for it.

4006. ¢. You decided not to give it, you said 7 4. Yes. )

4007. . If you can give it to-day, wiy did you not give it at the last Court? 4. For the simple reason

that you decided to put me in this box to squeeze me for information.

4008. . Do you know who called you? 4. You did; you said “ I am going to call Mr. May.”

4009. ). Are you aware that the Coroner subpenaed you? 4. Oh, yes, with your instructions.

4010. ). Are you aware that the Coroner told you to leave the Court when the inquest was first opened,

and I wasnot even here ? 4. Did you arrange it before you went away ?

4011. @. What do you acecuse me of? 4. Did you arrange with the Coroner before you went awa‘{ ?12
1012.
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4012. @. Do you mean to say that I arranged with the Coroner to have you subpoenaed on my behalf ?
A. That you stood up in this Court and said that you would call me as a witness.
4013. @. Do you say that T arranged with the Coroner behind your back to have you called? 4. Oh, I
would not say anvthing of the sort; I would not dreamn of it.
4014. . Then, whether I called you or not, why could you not have givento the Court here and the Jury
the whole of the knowledge that you had at that time ? 4. For the simple reason that T was waiting for
further information.

[At 1 o’clock the Inquiry was adjourned until 2 p.m.]

AFTERNOON.

4015. On resuming at 2 p.m., Mr. W. R. Pratt attended to take shorthand notes of the evidence and
proceedings. '

Mr. JONATHAN MAY, previously sworn, was further examined as under :(—

4016. Mr. Wade.] (. You made some statement to-day that you attributed the explosion to some door which
T suppose short-circuited the air, and took the proper supply away from the men on the face at No. 1 level ?
4. Yes.

4017. Q. Is that based on evidence or on theory? 4. With the doors (Interrupted.) o
4018. (. Is there any evidence that you know of? 4, Here on this plan is an indication that the air in
No. 1 main level goes direct to the outbye side of the inmost west heading in No. 1 Right, and it is
then diverted through a cut-through up No. 1 back heading, and then returns and passes along the face
of those workings.

4019. . I want you to say whether you had any evidence that the doors there, being open, short-circuited
the air that ought to go to the face? .. My evidence was that this (Interrupted.)

4020. Q. Ido not want to know what your evidence was ; and T will repeat my question [Question repeated]?
A. T only have the evidence of the plan, which shows that the air was dependent on doors which were
single doors ; and this co-relates Kembla with Burwood and Bulli,

4021. Q. Now show me the doors which you rely upon as having tended to short-circuit the air? 4. There
is a single door at the outbye side of No. 4 Right, a single canvas door at No. 4 Right, a single
canvas door on No. 4 Left, and, on both the travelling and the rope-rcad, a single door—a wooden
door—opposite No. 4 Left, and a single door at No. 5 Right. 1 see thiere are three single doors
near No. 5 Right and a single door on No. 1 muin level. The ventilation of the face of No. 1 heading
and No. 1 back-heading is dependent on one canvas door, and if that was defective the air would be
taken off.

4022. (). Can you tell me of any one of these doors that was deranged? 4. No.

4023. @. Then it is pure theory ! 4. Tt is no theory at all.

4024, @. Can you teil me of any facts? .. Itis an actual fact in mining that doors, especially single doors,
are dangerous, and that they are wrong both in theory and practice.

4023. (). You are going on the theory that single doors are dangerous—that all single doors are dangerous
A. Yes.

4026. ¢. But you have no proof of the doors bzing deranged on the day of the accident? 4. No. Only
that the current was dependent on several single doors. It ison that point that I connect the Bulli and
the Burwood disasters. .

4027. Q. Now, is this correct : “ That a fall of the roof will tend to heat the air by compression” ! . Yes.
4028. ¢. Have you made any experiments as to what extent that will follow? . No, it would not be
practicahle to make any experiment like that in a mine.

4029. Q. Do you know at what point coal-dust will ignite from compression of air? .. No; I do not
remember.

4030. Q. Now, one word as to the check-inspectors: do you say that miners are not competent to become
check-inspectors.  They are either competent or not competent? 4. To become a check inspector a man
must hold the same qualifications as a Manager holds.

4031 Q. Do you say whether miners are competent or not? 4, Not according to my argument.

4032. Q. I suppose, if a man can detect gus with a safety-lamp, that is sufticient knowledge to have to
make an examination for gas? 4. No. ‘

4033. @. What do you want to know? 4. You want to understand the method of carrying air currents in
a mine.

4034, Q. T am talking about finding gas: is nob that sufliclent knowledge to have to detect gas? 4. If he
can do it.

4035. . Now, you were asked about safety-lamps : is this the position which you take up—that although
you may find gas in a mine it is not therefore necessary to put in safetylamps? 4. That is the position
I take up.

4036. ). That the ventilation may be improved so as to dissipate all traces of inflammable gas? 4. Yes.
4037. . And that if gas is found in a nine the first question is, is the ventilation defective? 4. Yes.
4038. (. And if you find the defect? .4, You remecly it.

4039. ¢. But when you find the ventilation is absolutely perfect in the highest point of the mine, and you
still find inflammable gas, you would put in safety-lamps? 4. Yes. I would like to illustrate the position.
Assuming you find that the ventilation has been reversed, you would not put safety-lamps in a mine ; but
you would put in a fan and Linprove the ventilation.

4010. . You know the general method of ventilating pillar workings? 4. Yes.

4041. Q. Is not the air allowed to circulate past a pillar working and over a waste? 4. It does not goover
the waste as a rule, but past the edge of the goaf.

4041} ¢. When you are taking the pillars out cannot you ventilate the pillars by a current of air, if it is
turned over the waste and along the pillars? . No, it is not done.

4042, ¢). You never heard of it? 4, It is not done. :

4043. (. Tt is not done? 4. Nowhere. I would not dream of it.

4044. @. You say it is dangerous? 4. It is not practicable,

4045.



183
Witness—J. May, 14 January, 1903,

4045. . If there was only a fall of 3 or 4 feet in the waste could it be done? A, That is not a goaf,
4046. (. I said a waste? A, They arc synonymous terms.

4047. ). You know that the roof may fall in 3 or 4 feet. Cannot you ventilate a pillar working by air
directed across that waste? 4. You would not do it. .

4043. ©. Can you do it—say yes or no? 4. The whole thing is impracticable.

4019. ¢. Can you do it? . If the air goes across it, yos.

4050. Ifis Llonor.] 1s there any statement which you wish to make? I may say that all this matter which
you have gone into of your own private affairs with the Department is not in the nature of evidence in
this case. It is not only quite immaterial to this inquiry, but it is of such a nature that I would suggest
that it is not judicions that it should be gone further into. The best thing to do is to proceed no further
with it. Tt is outside the scope of this inquiry to search into the question whether you have been fairly
or unfairly treated, or what has been done in matters between yourself and some Department ; but if you
have any evidence to offer or any other suggestions to make we shall be happy to hear them.

4051, Witness.] T understand that my statement that a proper system of mines inspection would be
desirable can be put before the Court.

4052. 1lis Ilonor.] That has already been gone into ts some extent.

4053. Witness.] May T be permitted to suggest that all inquiries into mining disasters or serious mining
conditions shall be by a Court of competent persons practically experienced in mining matters, representing
workmen and proprietors ; assisted or presided over by a District Court Judge (Interrupted).

4054 Mr. Bruce Swmith.] 1 question whether this matter is within the terms of the Commission.

4055. lis Honor.] Tt has been gone into to a certain extent.

4056. Mr. Bruce Smith.] It will occupy a great deal of the Court’s time unnecessarily ; and the Commission
is only concerned about inquiring into the cause of the Mount Kembla disaster and the prevention of other
similar disasters. It has not to inqvire into the constitution of a Court of Inquiry into disasters generally.
4057. Ilis Honor.] Excepting that I presume that Mr. May desires to suggest that the existence of such a
tribunal, always ready, would have the effvct of keeping mining managers up to the mark.

4058, Mr. Bruce Smath.] That is circuitous reasoning.

4059. Uis Ioror.] That is the only way in which it can ha material to this mquiry.

4060. Nitness.] 1 suggest that such investigation shall commence within one calendar month of every
coiliery explosion where lives are lost, and every other disaster resulting in a loss of four or more lives. 1n
cach case which such Court shall investigate, the coronial inquiry shall be limited to the cause of death, and
that no lawyers be permitted to appear in such Court on either side ; that workmen's representatives bo
elected anunally by ballot of the Miners’ Lodges of the Newcastle, Lithgow, and Ilawarra Districts, there
being three separate districts for the purpose ; the voting to be cumulative in each district. Now, as to
Government inspection,

4061. 7lis Honor.] The further you go, the more I am inclined to think with Mr., Bruce Smith, that this
is outside the scope of the Tnquiry,

| Zhe Commissioners then conferred on the matter. ]

4062. Ilis Honor.] We have decided to let you go into this matter. Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4, on your statement

in this matter, have already been gone into, and No. 6 has also been gone into ; but we think that it is

going too far to enter into that matter. Iave you anything to say with regard to No. 1%

4063. Witness.] That is, “That the present system of mines inspection is an utter failure, tested by the

explosions of gas at Bulli, Dudley, Burwoed, and Kembla.”

4064, His Honor.] (). You think that if there had been a better system these explosions would not have

occurred? 4. That is what it comes to. Expericnced men would have understood it. No. 2 is that the

system should be rearranged on the following basis (Interrupted).

4065. His Ionor.] Q. You propose the establishment of independent Inspection Districts, with a competent

man experienced in the best practice of ventilating and working gaseous mines appointed to each district.

Just explain what you mean by « independent Inspection Districts ¥ 7 . That each Tnspector shall have a

district assigned to him ; and that he shall he responsible for the administration of the Act in that district.

In the event of any explosion occurring, that Tnspector must show that he teok all reasonable precautions

—not by any other person, but by himself personally.

4066. Zhis Honor.] . There is to be no overlapping of the Tnspectors’ Districts? A, No.

4067. Q. Is there ut present? 4.1 do not know. In the event, say, of the Kembla disaster, the Tnspeetor

would have ascertained what percentage of gas the deputies could find, the likelihood of ‘the reversal of the

air current, and all other dangers which may have contributed to the accident.

4068, Ilis Honor.] (). That would have been done under the present system.  You say-—if the inspection had

been as it should have been. I wish you would answer my question. You say heve practically that if the

Inspector who inspected the Monnt Kembla Mine had been sufficiently careful, ‘he would have detected

enough to have prevented the explosion occurring ;—now what is the difference between the new system

which you propose and the present system ? 1. Under the present system, the man has first to report to

the Chief Inspector; but under the new system of inspection he would do the duty himself,

4069. . Bach Inspector would have the same status? .1, Yes.

4070. ¢. And would have a special district assigned to Limself 7 4. Yes, and be respousible for it.

4071, @. You think that the responsibility you mention in tlie fourth heading— Each Inspector to be

made personally responsible for the administration of the Act in his own district "—would, as his

responsibility would be undivided, be more effective? A, Yes.

4072. . You propose that «“ Each Inspector shall make a quarterly report on the conditions of the mines in

his district, which shall be promptly published and distributed to the Schools of Artin the mining districte.”

What does this addition mean? 4. At present the reports ave embodied in the Chief Inspector’s report;

under that addition they would be presented separately,

4073. . If you wish to say anything about any of these suggestions, you are at liberty to do so; but we

lold that No. 7, which proposes *that the appointment of Inspectors e taken ont of the hands of the

politician and departmental head,” shall not be gone into; and No. b, which proposecs that “iu the event of

an explosion or other disaster no lawyer should be permitted to bs present at the Court of Inquiry,” is~an

absurdily ; and it apparently proposes to debar persons from a richt which they are supposcd to have of
choosing
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choosing those whom they prefer to represent them. . The only thing which T would like to say is, that
I believe that, if these suggestions were carried out, they would make the working of the mines more
satisfactory. They would reduce accidents, and improve the ventilation; and circumstances like the
brattice trick and other things would be utterly impossible. May I ask whether you exclude from the
inquiry that portion where a deputy asks for a report upon his case?

4074. . That is Bailey’s case? . Yes.

4074} T do not think that it is proper that such a matter as that shonld be argued before this Court. 1 do
not think it is within the scope of the Inquiry.

Examined by Mr. Robertson :—

4075. (. In the evidence before the Coroner’s Court you said this, “To show that a fall of very hard stone
has been suspected of igniting gas withont the intervention of any light. I do not at present commnlit
myself to that view ; Buddle is my authority ; I will bring you the book Buddle to morrow 7 ;—have you
got it? A. It simply went to prove that explosions used to occur with the o'd Flint Mill The next proof
was by Sir Warrington Smythe, where he said it was proved by Mr. Thomas Southern (Luterrupted).
4076. 2fr. Rebertson.] 1 know that case.

4077, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Buddle was produced in 1856, and did not bear out the contention of the witness.
4078. Mr. Robertson.] (. You think that with perfect ventilation safety-lamps may not be necessary 1
A. T believe that. We hear too much about the introduction of safety-lamps; and it would seem as if
safety-lamps were going to be made an apology for bad ventila‘ion,

4079. . Is not that contrary to experience? 4. I do not think so.

4080. Q. Do you not know that where the men work with safety-lamps there is better ventilation 7 4.
(Gaseous mines are always better ventilated. If, instead of improving the ventilation jou put in safety-
lamps you will destroy the systen of ventilation.

4081, (). Even in the most perfectly-conducted mine, apd with the most perfect system, may not some
contingent matter arise, such as the opening of a door or the falling of a brattice, or anything else outside
the normal conditions of a mive? 4. Yes.

4082. Q. As a matter of fact, safety-lamps are never introduced in gas? 4. Safety-lamps are not intended
as a remedy for bad ventilation.

4083, Q. I'mean that safety-lamps are never introduced into a mine for the purpose of working in gas? -
4. No.

4084, (. Then what are they introduced for, if it is not to provide for continzencics that may arise
in the best regulated mine? A.They are introduced into mines where it is not sa’e to work with open
lights.

4083, Q. I mean that with the most perfect system of ventilation, and the most perfect system of manage-
nient, gas may accumulate? 4. Well, it is under very rare circumstances.

4086. Q. Do you think s0? 4. Under the conditi ms where open lights are used. I am speakingof Durham
and Northumberland, where the whole face is almost invariably worked with open lights, and the goafs
with safety-lamps.

4087. Q. Worked with mixed lights? 4. Yes.

4083. (). Are you aware that the mixed light system has been condemned by competent authorities? 4. It
all depends on the authority. Take Duiham, where I think they produce 40,000,000 tons of coal ; and
the system has been open lights at the face and safety-lamps at the goaf.

4089. (. Do you say that in Northuwberland the general systew up to the present has been naked lights
at the face? 4. Yes.

4090. Q. I thought I knew a gacd deal ; but I confess my ignorance of that? .. T think they produce
40,000,000 tons there.

4091. Q. You consider that, under ordinary circumstances, efficient ventilation will meet the case—that is,
under ordinary conditions and with an ordinary quantity of gas? 4. I consider that open lights and gocd
ventilation are the best means of preserving the science of ventilation.

4092, (. Is it not a fact that accidents frequently occur in mines which are moderately gassy 7 4. Yes,
where the ventilation is neglected.

4093. . With respect to the inspection of districts, will you tell me whether the system in New South
Wales is different from that prevailing in the Old Country ? = A. The system in the Old Country is very bad.
That here is not worse. It is better.

4094. (. In what respects is the system in the Old Country bad? 4. The system has been to appoint a
Chief Inspector for a district, and to appoint two or three young men who have not had very much
experience ; and they are taken care of by the Chief Inspector; but the proposed system is, I think, to
make each man responsible for his own district ; and then you have a more effective system.

4095. Q. You would subdivide the district coal-fields into a number of separate districts? 4. Yes.

4096. Q. Do you know whether fault has been found with the inspection in the Old Country ? 4. I would
like to give youan illustration. I was ten years in my last situation in England, and twice saw the
Inspector.

4097. Q. That does not mean a change to separate districts;—do yon mean there are not sufficient
Inspectors? 4. I desire to show that separate District Inspectors shonld be individually responsible.

4098. . You could not have more inspections without more Inspectors? 4. I would not like to say that.
4099, . We assume that the Inspectors are doing their duty ? 4. Let me thow you a case wherea proper
system of inspection would prevent explosion.

£100. (. This is a matter of time? .. Now, take the Burwood and the other mines making fire-damp.
You would expect the Inspector, when visiting these, to see how the ventilation was carried out, and
whether the air currents were efficient, and to see into other matters; if not, it is time the inspection was
carried out properly.

4101. Q. Do you consider that the Kembla mine was dangerous—I mean before the accident ; it isso easy to
be wise after the event? A, 1t was not my duty. The conditions are sufficient ; and now, having seen the
plan (Interrupted).

4102. Q. Did you consider this a dangerous mine? A. It was not in my province to think of it.

4103. (). You must answer me? . I cannot say no or yes. It was not in my province.

4104, Q. Did you ever hear it described as such? 4. No, 4105,
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Examired by Mr. Ritehie : —

- 4105. Q. Is that the only system in the workings which was defective—T mean the single doors being
defective ? .. The single doors are defective and dangerous.
4106. . Do you regard that as neglect on the part of the Manager or the Inspectors? 4. Where the
Manager overlooks a defect, the Inspector ought to see that it is remedied.
4107. (. In this case, where they ave seen it and not reported, how would you regard the inspection? A. T
would regard it as defective.  The quantity of gas given off there ought to have been known. 1t ought to
have been known that the conditions under wlich the bovds were worked were dangerous, and the conditions
of the furnace and air circulation ought to have been well-known by the Iuspector.
4103. (. Had some of these well-known defec's been remedied—? ~A. Then there would have been danger,
because of the furnace.
4109. . What are the defects of the furnace? . The furnace under present conditions may produce
60,000 cubic feet of air to day and 10,000 to morrow. O say that there is a reversal of the air current ; and
there are two circumstances under which you could have that. One is with an increase of temperature, and
the other with the wind coning from the west. Either will point to a disaster.
4110. Q. Do you think it was wise for a manager who knew the air current had been reversed to allow the
miners to coutinue at work ? 4. It weuld be unsafe.
4111. Q. I think you said something about Inspectors ;-—d> T understand you to advocate the abolition of
the present check-inspoctors appointed by the miners? A, Yes; with a view of making the Government
inspection more effective,
4112, (. How? 4. By independent Tuspection Districts.
4113. @. Would you have more of them ! A, Yes.
4114, Q. Do you think the number of inspections now is sufficient? 4. What is the use of a number of
visits if you do not detect 2 per cent. of gas, when 1 per cent. is dangerous !
4115. (. Do you mean the effectiveness of tle visits? A, Yes; I am speaking of their effectiveness.
4116. (). Do you mecan that the present system is not effective? A, 1t is not effective ; aud it is dangerous.
4117, . Just give us the points where itis ineffective? 1. T say thab the condition of the bords at Kembla
ouglit to have been known to the Inspector—the percentage of gas ought to have been known to the
Inspector—and the condition of the doors should have beea known to the Inspector.
4118, . What method is adopted by the present Inspectors when they go to a colliery to examine ? 4.1
do not know. T cannot tell you. 1 only know from their results.
4119. Q. And you assume, becanse of the rezults and the eornditins shown by the plan, that their method
is not satisfactory. 1. I judge by the results.
4120. Q. Do I understand you to say that there are no miners in this district competent to act as check-
inspectors T 4. The check inspector shoald be a man equal in qualifications to the Manager. e should
hold a first class certificate.  Tlence my statement that the oftice should be abolished, and that the wiuers,
instead of taxing themselves to do the work, thould have separate districts, and more complete Government
inspection.
4121. €. You know that there are men working in the pit who have certificates of competency ! A. I know
that there are bright men, and intelligent men, working in the Dit, some of whom have certificates.
4122, ¢. Do you think they would be qualified 7 . Those who have passed the test, yes.
4123. . 1f the miners think tit to appoint a man of that kind to represent them, do you think it would
be proper? 4. It would be a sensible thing to do; but why should the miners tax themselves when they
can get the work done otherwise ?
4124, Q. Would it not meet your views if we were to strike out the words in the present Act exempting
“ mining engineers ” from holding office as check-inspectors ! 4. T think that would be well; and then
you could select men who have had both practical and theoretical experience.
4125, ©. Do you think that the work would be more eftoctively done? . The most effective method wou'd
be to abolish the practice and introduce a system of independent inspection.
4126. ¢ Do you not think it a wise provision for the men to have the power of appointing oflicers
of the kind 1 have mentioned? . It is a good provision. They could select their own men and b2 _more
satistied.
4127. . What I mean is that the miners may be suspicious that neither the Managers nor the Inspectors
are doing their work properly ; but if they could appoint their own en to make an inspection they might
discover that the examination by these oflicials was good and effective, Do you not think that it would be
a wise provision to enable these workmen to Lave this power to find this information out for themselves ?
A. When this provision was first introduced it was very popular with the workmen. 1 had a great opinion
of it myselfat the time ; but, having watched its operations, 1 iave had to come to the conclusion that the men
do not dare to report the conditions of a mise. I will say this—that they are always less afraid where the
Manager is competent ; but they know that a second-class Manazger does not like the idea,
4128. (. Even although there are miners who lLold first-class certificates, and are fully competent, they
would be afraid to report when they find anything out against the Company ? . The trouble would be
that if these men accepted positions under the workmen they would not have a chance of getting work under
the proprietor,
4129. Q. You think that if they hold first class certficales they would not, for that reason, take the
position if it was offered to them ! . Yes,
4130. ¢. Now, with regard to what you say about safety-lamps. Supposing a mine was to suddenly generate
a large quantity of gas, would you expest that it would be wise that safety-lamps should be used. Say that
the Tnspector ordered that safety-lamps should be used. The management are of a diffsrent opinion,
and wonld not notice it. In that cise who should have the authority to determine whether safety-lamps
should be used or not,  Supposing the miners and Inspectors want them on the one hand, and the manage-
ment on the other hand say no? .1 Tt is a very old and debatable point.
4131 . T would like to know your opinion? . My opinion is -this —that nothing should be done to
remove the respousibility from the Manager of tlie mine.
4132. . In that case the workmen wounld have to continue work under conditions which they thought
dangerous, and that might plunge them into eternity U 4. The Tuspector, when bis attention was drawn
to the matter, might draw the attention of the Manager to certain conditions, and ask him to remedy them.

He
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He might then use the safety-lamps. But the Manager might have had twenty more ycars’ experience than
the Inspector. Just, for instance, take the case of a boy coming up to a mine where Mr. Robertson was
Manager, and saying, I think you ought to do so and so.”

4133. Q. We will assume that the conditions are dangerous, What would you do then? 4. There is a want
of some effective Court. His Honor has suggestel that an Inspector should get an order from the Court to
put the safety-lamps in the mine and let the matter go to arbitration. If the Manager found that he was
harassed, and the award went against the Government, let them pay. But by all means hold the Manager
responsible for the working of the mine.

4134, (. If a condition arose, that the Inspector thought it necessary to have safety-lamps, and the
management held a different view—do you say that under these cireumstances the men should be withdrawn
from the mine and the matter referred to the Arbitration Court? 4. The Inspector should obtain an order
from the Court empowering the men to work with lamps.

4135. . What sort of Court would you have 4. I suggested a Court ; and T have suggested that whenever
any trouble arvose it should be referred to that Court.

4136. . In the meantime would the mirers remain idle until the matter was determined? 4. No; I do
not believe in stopping men working.

4137. (. Have you ever heard of a collicry wheve the miners requested to have safety-lamps and the
Manager refused ! 4. That is pessible. :

4138 (). Under conditions such as those, would you refer the question to the Court? 4. Yes.

4139. Mr. Robertson.] With regard to check inspectors, are you aware that a great many inspections have
been made in this district by workmen? . T was under the impression that there were very few, and that
the men did not take advantage of the provisions in the Act.

4140. (. I may tell you as a fact that there have been a gool many? 4. T was not aware of it.

4141, (). Can you tell me whether any persons have suffered or been victimised because of acting as
Tnspectors 2 A. I have no knowledge of it.

4142, Q. Not at all? 4. Not at all.

4143. (). Can you say whether or not their presence has been welcomed by the Manager ! 4. Inever heard
it mentioncd in my presence, anyhow.

My, ALEXANDER HICKS was sworn, and examined as under : —

Examination-in-chief by Mr. Lysaght —

4144, Q. What is your name? . Alexander Hicks.
4145. Q. Are you a miner? 4. I am not at present engaged in hewing coal : T am a check-weigher.
4146. . Where arc you engaged ! 4. At the Carrimal Colliery.
4147. . What expericnce have you had? 4. Ten years.
4148, . Tn this district 7 A. Yes.
4149, . Where at? 4. At Mount Pleasant and at Corriwal.
4150. (). Are you a member of the Delegate Board cf the Tllawarra Union? .. T am.
4151, Q. You ure familiar with the yecomwendations made by that Board? 4. [ am.
Q

4152. ). Now, dealing with the first—That Managers, under-managers, deputies, and shot-firers, should

hold certificates of competency hy examination, and should have five years’ practic:l mining experience

before being eligible for their positions,—What do you say to that? 4.1 cordially agree with that
recommendation.

4153. (. Have you any reasons to offer in support of it ? . Well, yes, at the present time I voice the
opinion of nine-tenths of the miners in this district in saying that theve is a feeling of insecurity and dread,
more especially since the Mount Kembla disaster and the five at Corvimal.

415+ (. Do you suggest in cffect that, if these officials were only appointed by certificate after examination,

that that sense of insecurity would be removed? 4. I believe it would. I have no doubt that these officials
are efficient and competent men. At the same time we have the dread that they may be utterly
incompetent—I mean when they are brought into contact with dangerous gases; and we want an
examination to demounstrate whether they are competent or not.

4155. . At the Corrimal Colliery are the oflicials certified to by examination: 4. The Manager is, I believe.
4156. . And the under-manager? 4.1 do not know.

4156%. Q. The deputies? 4. 1do not think so. I can be sure that they ave not qualified by examination.

4157. Q. Are the shot-firers? 4. With one exception I caun say that they are not.

4158, (). And this particular one ? .1 He may be for anything I know to the contrary. :
4159. (). Do you know whether there are any persons in this district who have qualified themselves by
examination for any of these positions? . For First and Second Class Certificates, I know of several
persons wio are qualified.

4160. (. Are these men still working on coal? .. Some of them are; and I think the majority of themare.
4161. (. What examination would you snggest that the deputies and shot-firers should pass. Would yeu
suzgest the present Necond-class Certificate examination? 4. T hardly think it is necessary to go as high as
that. Of course, at the present time the danger of gases is occupying our attention. They should
understand and know where to find the different gases and know in what propertion they become
dangerous,

41611, Q. Can you give me the names of any of the men who have qualified for Second class Certificates b
4. Yes, I can.

4162. Mr. Bruce Smith.] This evidence can be of no assistance to the Court.

4163, Ilis ITonor.] No, I do net think it is worth while troubling us with it.

4164. Mr. Lysasht.| O. You mentioned abont a fire-at Corrimal. Do you know what cauced it? 4. T
believe it was causcd by fire dump,

4165. ¢. What kind of Jamps are vou u:ing? A Saletylamps.

4166. (). Do you know whether before that there had becn any gas discovered at Corrimal? 4. In small
quantities. )

4167. Q. Now it is proposed that the Inspectors should be vested with absolute power to order the use
of safety-lamps? 4.1 think it is necessary they should have that power, 4168,
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4163, @. Dy you know under what particular cireunistances that would have been beneficial ¥ 4. No, not
any particular circumstances.  But I notice that in Mr. Atkinson’s report he says, ¢ That it is matter for
regret that certain colliery owners did not comply with the vequest that safety-lamps should be introduced
into the colliery 7 ; and he wound up by saying that “a great responsibility rested upon the management.”
1t appears to me pretty clear that in that case the Inspector liad no power to enforce his recommendation.
4169. (. Was that statement made in a recent report? . Y, the report for 1900.

4170. (. Is this the statement :—

It is matter for regret that arrangements have nob been completed at this colliery for the nse of safety-lamps, as
any temporary interference with the ventilation of this mine may svon cause an explosive mixture of gas aud air to
ascumulate ; which, ignited, might, with the assistance of the dry ¢.al-dust, result it o serious explosion—a countingency
which may arise in even the best regulated colliery.  The whole responsibility —a grave one—1in the matter, however, as
thic management is aware, rests upon it.

Now, is that the passage you refer to, upon page 135 of the Annual Report of the Department of Mines
for 19007 A. Yes, and 1 can bring proof that the introduction of safety-lamps would mean a loss of 20
per cent. in our wages.

4171, Mr. Bruce Smith.] This has all been settled by the Arbitration Court.

4172. Mr. Lysaght.] This evidence is of importance as applying to the introduction of safety-lamps. I am
trying to show the Commission that to introduce safety Jamps luto a mine mens a loss in wages to the
mon, and yey the men ask for the introduction for their own safety, which shows that they do not consider
the matter of cash where their safety is concerned.

4173, Mr. Bruce Smith.] This suggestion would never have bzen made since the Avbitration Court said that
no additional wages were to be paid because safety-lamps were used in a mine.

4174, Mr. Wade] In the past the miners insisted upon being paid extra rates if safety-lamps were used ;
but now no extra rate is paid.

4175. Iis [lonor.] And do the miners still press for the use of safety lamps?

4176. Mr. Lysay'r.] Yes, they still press for them, althougl they would lose 20 per cent. of their wages.
4177. Mr. Wade.] They do not lose 20 per cent. of their wages.

4178. Ilis Honor:| Safetylamps are Leing continually inproved ; and miners will soon be able to work
quite as well with safety-lamps as with an open light.

4179, Th» Witness.] Any disability isin counection with shotfiring. That is where the loss comes in, It
is a disability having to wait the convenience of the shot-lirer.

4180. [Iis Ifonor.) That may cause a little delay.

4181 Mr. Wade.] T wighe be compelled to call evidence to show that theie is no loss.

4182, His Honor.] 1f Mr. Lysaght wishes to press the evidence, I do not think it is inadmissible. There
has been a suggestion as to possible want of Lowd-fides on the part of the men in waking the proposition ;
and it is proposed now to state facts which indicate that there is uo want of bond sides. Do T understand
Mr. Wade to pross his argument?

4183, Mr. Lysaght.] The question i whether it will assist the Commission in any way. If it will not assist
the Commission, I will not press the evidence,

4184, is [onar.] T hardly think that this partichlar evidence will be of any uze to us. .

418>, Mr Lysaght]. Q. Would the Inspectors be the proper persons to order the use of safety-lamps?
A. Yes; they are qualified olficers.

4186, (. It is recommended that ventilation by furnace should Le prohibited, and that fans should be
substituted? What do you say to that? 4. As regards my experience, I think that ventilation produced
by a fan is far superior to that of the furnace. Authorities teil you that farnace ventilation is liable to be
interfered with by natural conditions, or by changes in the temperature o the wind—which I have found
in my cxperience to be borne out.

4187. (). Where was that experience gained? 4. At Corrimal, and at Mount Pleasant.

4188, (). What was the condition of the air supply ¢ 4. In Mount Pleasant it was very bad indecd.

4189. (. low long ago? A. Seven years.

4190. . Could you give nte any specific instances? . Well, black-damp had been present in such quanti-
ties that both my mate and myseif have been prostrated with it.  We were lying on our backs and
vomiting. We attributed that to black-damp, which was present in large quantities,

4191, (). Was Mount Pleasant known to be a gascous mine? A, Fire damp was known to exist there. I
frequently saw it, and ignited it.

4192, (. How long is it since you ignited it at Mount Pleasant? A. Detween seven and eight years ago.
4193. (). Was this ignition of gas known to the oflicials ;—did you report it to any persons? A. No; it was
pretty generally known. One of the officials told me on more than one occasion to brush my place out
before 1 went to work in it.

4194, (. Who was he? 4. Deputy Giilies. He is now under-manager at Mount Pleasant Colliery.

4195. (). What did youn brush your place out with 7 A. With a bit of brattice, or my slirt, or the best thing
that came handy.

4196. (). In addition to this black-damp stretching you and your mate out, do you know of any other time
when the air had been bad? 4. T have seen gas ignited in small volumes very often after going back to a
shot that had been fired.

£197. . Can you say whether any official knew cf the gas igniting
4198. Mr. Wade.] He can say if e reported it to any otlicials.
4199. Ilis Honor.] I cannot see Liow the knowledge of the offivials at Mount Pleasant concerning the presence
of gas in a mine can be of any service, so far as matters at Mount Kembla are concerned. Of course it may
be material, if this is the same seam of coal, to know whether gas is found in it. The question now putto
the witness is whether the officials at Maunt Pleasant kuew of the gas being ignited ?

4200. Mr. Lysaght.] The evidence is that at Mount Kembla, because no gas had been discovered for
twelve months, naked lights were used. 1 prapose to show that in the mines all along the coist gas was
discovered, but no steps were taken to prevent the danger.

4901, [lis Honor.] Anything relating to Mount Kembla is material ; but weuld the question of the gas
being known to thie managerent at another mine have anything to do with it ?

4202, Mr. Lysaght.] T presume that it would, in relation to the Inspectors. 1 want to come to the fact of
the Inspectors not taking action when they knew that gas had been found in the various collieries. 4203,

[ Latervnpted ],
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4203. Iis Ilonor.] The question is whether it is not unfair to the Inspectors. If they are treated as
persons affected by this Commission’s determination—is it fuir to seek to charge them with knowledge of
gas, by proving a knowledge on the part of the mine officials? That may be a knowledge which the
Inspectors may never have become aware of.

42018 Ar. Lysag'e.| If the witness says that the presence of gas in the mine was known to the officials,
should not the Inspectorsalso have known of it ?

4205. Mr. Bruce Smith.] The question objected to is whether the officials knew of it.

4206. Uis HHonor.] Mr. Lysaght states that knowledge coming to the minds of the oflicials should also come
to the minds of the Inspectors. Tt does not follow that the present Inspectors could be affected by that
knowledge, because they were not here then. These things happened seven or eight years ago.

4207. Mr. Lysaght.] 1 can show from Mr. Atkinson’s report for 1900 that during the year fire-damp was
reported, under General Rule IV, at collieries which included the Metropolitan, Bulli, Corrimal, Bulli
Pass, and Mount Pleasant, in the Southern or Illawarra District. T propose to show to you that the
Inspectors had knowledge of the existence of gas, ard took no steps whatever to prevent any outbreak of
it, although they knew of it in the various mines.

4208, Ifis Honor.] What is the good of this evidence ?

4209. Mr. Lysaght] 1 am showing that for a number of yeirs gas has besn in existence in the various
mines on the coast.

4210. Ilis Honor.] That will not increase our knowledge on the matter. The question is whether gas has
been known to be there recently. I do not know Low you could strengthen your case by proving that gas
was known in the days of Neah.

4211, Mr. Lycaght] 1 will go on with another matter.

4212, (. Do you know whether a fan has been substituted at Mount Pleasant ; and, if so, within what
period? 4. Within the last nine months.

4213. (). And what is the ventilation at Corrimal? A. A fan.

4214. Q. When was it introdueed ? 4. T am not sure—eighteen months ago. Perhaps more.

4215. (). Since the introduction of the fan, can you say anything as to what the condition of the air has
been? A. T have not worked below ground myself ; but the men have expressed themselves as being well
satisfied with tlie air as at present.

4218. . When you did work below ground, what was the condition of the zir? A, Generally good.

4217. Ilis Ilonor.] There is no contention that ventilation by fan is not better than ventilation by furnace.
We know that the fan gives much better ventilation ; and the only question is whether any legislation
¢>uld properly be introduced to compulsorily introduce fans for existing furnaces.

4218. M r. Lysaght.] 1 propose later on to show that in Prussia and Belgium there are Acts of Parliament
prohibiting the use of furnaces for the ventilation of mincs.

4219. Q. There is a recommendation that all waste workings shall be absolutely sealed off and surrounded
by return aivways, such return airways not to come in contact with the intake? 4. We considered that
question and many others ; and we considered that it was essential to our safety that the air from these
waste workings should not be connected with the intake, inasmuch as we kuow that waste workings are
liable at any time to give off' poisonous gases, which, if they came into the intake, would go round
probably to every man in the mine,

4220. (). It is also suggested that all places, except prospecting diives, should have cut-throughs not more
than 30 yards apart 7 A. T think that that suggestion is brought forwa:d in consequence of there being a
disposition to drive for more than the old-established 35 yards, which used to be the maximnm distance.
We recogaise the fact that, where air is carvied any distanze behind a brattice cloth, it loses from 20 to 50
per cent. in quantity. I notice that Mr. Atkinson deals with the matter of ventilation in his report, I
have seen brattice-cloth put up when you might as well have had wire- netting. It was some distance from
the floor in several places.

43221, Q. In what colliery was that? A, In Mount Pleasant.

4322, (. Ts this Mr. Atkiuson’s report to which you are referring? Tt is on page 170 of the Annual
Report for 1900 :—

In a few mines where the roads are of considerable lenath, and the working places upwards of a mile from the shaft,
great loss of air to the inner districts is caused by faulty stopping and constricted retwrn. Many of the main-road
stoppings are built with debris, and, although plastered with mortar, are far from being air-tight.

4223. (. In your opinion would there be any danger to the safety of the roof through cut-througls being
30 yards distance from each other? 4. Not in any roof that I have hud practical experience of; T have
never known a roof that tender.
4224, 0. It is recommended that inspection slould be made with locked safety-lamps in all cases ; but I
think that that is agreed to, and there is also a proposition that monthly examinations and reports should
be made by deputies and District Inspectors with the bydrogen flame? 4. The object of this recommenda-
tion is for the purpese of testing for simaller quantizies of gas which may exist. We know that the'ordinary
safety-lamp will not register anything Lelow 21 or 3 per cent. We want to obtain a knowledge of the
presence of gas, however small the quantity may be.
4225. Q. Can you say anything about a weekly measurement of air being taken in each section, and that a
report should be sent to the Inspector? 4. T think that suggestion is put in operation in several
collieries, with the exception of the report being sent to the Inspector.
4226. @. Tn the Act it is a monthly inspection ; but we are asking for a weekly one. Now, where would
you have the measurements taken? . Measuremeuts are easily taken in the intake and the different
splits.
4227, ). Would that b~ sufficient? A, Tf the bratticing and the stoppings were all right, it would be ; if
not, I should like the measurements taken in the innermoss working.
4228. (. It is rezommended that an extra supply of safety-lamps and their requisites, equal to one-third of
the number of persons employed below ground, should be kept constantly in good order and ready for use?
4. That is a suggestion which Tapprove of very much. On the occasion of the Mount Kembla explosion the
majority of the lamps at Corrimal were taken to Kembla, TE anything had occurred at Corrimal, we should
have been in an unfortunate position, because we would not have had the necessary lamps,  The same may
apply in every district from which the lamps were taken away.

4229,
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4229. Q. How long after the Kembla accident was it that the fire at Corrimal occurred? 4. About two
months,

4230, @. Do you know whether the lamps had been returned 7 4. T do not know,

4231, Q. Do you know as to the condition of the lamps at Kembla? 4, No.

4232, (. There is a recommendation that travelling and haulage roads, and other places necessary, should
be properly watered ;—what do you say to that? 1.1 think it is very essential indeed. T know that the
dust is very inconveuient for the miners, TE it is a dusty travelling road ; and when they are following
their horses there they can hardly see their way into it and out of it.

4233. (). Has that been your experience? . Yes; it would almost choke a man travelling when lorsces
are about.

4234, . Now, where are the shots fircd by the men? . Tn the working faces.

4235. Q. And what were the lights used ? 4. Open and flare lights.

4236. . There is also a proposition that Managers should be compelled to give more personal time and
attention to the management of the Colliery ;—now, how ofter Lave you scen your Manager there? 4. I
was working at Mount Pleasant for three years; and I do not recollect seeing the Head Manager in the mine
during the time T was there.

4237, @. And at Corrimal? A, T remember seeing him once in two years.

4238, . It is recommended that the size of the manholes should be enlarged ;:—what is your experience
about that? .. T have often been impressed with the fact that the manholes were not sufficiently large.
Three or four men would be going out. The travelling road was also the engine road, Two or three men,
or half a dozen men, would make a rush for one safety-hole, and we would be rather cramped.  Heuce, the
suggestion that they shonld be increased in size.

4239. (). Were the travelling road and the haulage roads the same? 4. Yes,

4240. (). To what size would you have them inereased? 4. To a width of 6 feet.

4241, Q. It is recommended that instructions should be given to the employees regulatly on the means of
escape ;—lhiow many means of escape do you know of at Mount Pleasant? 4. I worked there three years ;
I know of only one—the way I went in in the morning. T knew of no other way out.

4242, Q. At Corrtmal? .. T was well acquainted with all the exit roads from Corrimal.

4242}, ¢. Did any oflicial show them to you? A. Well, no; we used to break through the laws and find the
shortest way out to our Lomes.

4243. (). Is there any other reason which you would give in further support of that recommendation ;—I
should like to know who should give you the instructions? . I think it is a matter in which the deputies
might give instructions, say once a week or once a fortnight, T have noticed that Mr. Atkinson has
suggested that guide-boards should be used.
4244, () Ts this Mr. Atkinson'’s suggestion : -

Tuthe event of a fire taking place in a mine, it is desirable that the workmen should be acquainted with the rcad
leading to the secoud outlet : and, where the roads are at all complieated, guide-boards should be placed to direct them.

—1 4. Yes,

4245. . It is recommended that the Coal-mines Act should forbid a Llack-list of emyloyees being kept, and
should penalise the improper prevention of discharged persons obtaining employment ;—what can you say on
this matter? 4. We have a sense of being penalised. It is a matter of difficalty to explain ; but we have
that secse ; and there is no doubt that the thing hias occurred, aud is occurring every day.

4246. (. Do you know of any particular instances wheve the men have abstained from reporting defects of
management, or dangerous conditions, [Zntcrrupted).

4247, e Wace.] 1 ask if you know the names of the men that the men should be brought here.

4248, [lis Honer | T think an answer could be given in a general form without the names, and he counld be
asked the names atterwards.  He is being asked now whether e knows of any.

4249, J1r. IWade] We do not want the onus thrown upon us, by bringing forward witnesses, to contradict
these statemcnts,

4250. Mfis Honor.] Q. An answer, ycs or no, might be given? 4. T have suffered in that way myself. In
cases where money and skips were held back I'hive suffercd loss ratler than jeopardise my position by
complaint.

4251 . At what Colliery 7 A. Corrimal.

4252, (). Recently? 4. When working on coal five and a half years ago.

4253, Mr. Kobertson.] That is not a black-list.

4204 Mr. Lysaght.] @. Do you know of any cases where men have been dismizsed or prevented from
obtaining other employment? .. T could not ray of my own knowledge,

4255, . You were giving us instances of where you had abstained from making complaints? 4. Yes, T ¢an
give you some,

4256, Iis Honor.] T think this evidenc~ is absolutely immaterial,

4257, The Witness.| It was a threat of dismissal held out by the managoment.

F258, Alv. Lysaght ] T propose to tender this evidence, as it shows the s'ate of terrorism that exists in the
ranks of the men.

4259, [lis [lonor.] We do not know what the evidence is.

4260. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Can you give me any instance of a person abstaining from reporting a thing for fear
of dismissal ? 4. The specilic question is whether T know of anyone being dismissed for failing to report.
4261 (. Do you know of any threat being held out to a man of dismissal for asking, or making any demand
on the proprietors, for things which they were entitled to?

4262, {lis Hlonor.] That is a diffirent thing entirely.

4263, M r. Lysaght.] Tt is using a threat.

4261 Mis Honor.] I do vot see how you can carry this matter further by giving a few instances of men
who had disputes with the mavagement, and who afterwards steod in a worse pasition than if they had not
lad any disputes.  Human nature is humannature ; and it is very kely that a Manager has not the kindest
feelings towards a man who Las quarrdlled with hin,

4265, Mr. Bruce Swith. ] Included in the seope of the Inquiry is for the Comuwission (o report on any
matter affecting the management of collievies.  If this practice of threatening wen is widely resorted to, it
ought to be brought before the Commission ; who wight see a means of preventing such things in the
future, 4266,
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4266. His Honor.] That is, speaking generally, of course ; but one or two cases would only prove what is
already self-evident. This is really weaker evidence than if it were shown to the Commission that this
matter had already been legislated upon in other parts of the world. At the same time, if it can be shown
that cases are continually occurring it might be as well to go into the matter.

4267. Mr Wade.] The same question was raised in the Arbitration Court ; and it came to nothing.

4268. Mr. Lysaght.] I think I can give you a number of cases. I can show that a number of witnesses
have not reported things for fear of dismissal, and because of an intimation that it was not wanted that
things should be reported. .

4269. (. What was the experience which you were giving? A. This occurred in my capacity as check-
weighman, I act as agent for the miners. T act as their weighman: and any case of dispute is settled
between myself and the Manager or myself and the weighman. A man had been fined a considerable
amount for dirt. After seeing the workman, I spoke to the Manager ; and I said, *I question your legal
right to make any fine whatever or to stop any money.” The Manager said, “ You cannot question my legal
rigtl_lt to dismiss the man.” I reported to the man the reply I got; and consequently he did not take any
action,

4270. . Who was the Manager? 4. Mr. Sellers,

4271. @. And the colliery? 4. Corrimal.

4272, (). How long ago? . Two years. .

4273, (). Now, T will ask you if you have anything to say about the recommendation that safety-lamps
ought not to be unlocked for shot-firing? 4. [ think it is obvious that this is necessary. I think the
custom has been to unscrew the lamps; and I think that this practice is dangerous with inflammable gas.

Cross-examined by Mr. Wade :—

4274, Q. You know that the question of dealing with dirt has been troubling the Corrimal Colliery for some

years? A. Yes.

4275. (. There was a difference between the men and the Manager how to stop it? 4. No.

42751, (. Did the Manager complain? 4. He inflicts a finc.

4276, (. Frequently ! A. What would you call frequently !

4277. (). Frequently ! 4. Not to my idea.

4278, (. Have not representations been made to the Miner's Lodge ! 4. Yes.

4279. (. Did not Sellers say, “ If you men will go on filling dirt I will sack you” ; did he say that? 4. Not

that T am aware of.

4230. Q. Do you not know that a deputation from the Lodge agreed to the principle of fining? 4. That is

not correct. . .

4231, (. Was it not this —Mr. Sellers wanted to insist on the coal bzing sent up without dirt? 4. That is

an utter impossibility.

4282, (. Did he ask for it? 4. No. He would not ask for anything so impossible.

4233, (). Does he five them? 4. Yes.

4234, (). He wants to get the coal clean? 4. Yes.

4283, Did le say,  If the men agree to a fine, well and good ; if they will not agree, it is better to dismiss

them 7% 4. They would not agree ; they did not think it equitable. I put it to Liw, «Dismiss the men ”;

and he refused.

4286. (. When ycu talk about his saying, “ You cinnot question my legal right to dismiss the men,” was it

not to enforce upon the men the necessity of sending the coal up cleant 4. It was a threat,

4237, (. To forc: the sinding up of clean coal, one idea was fining and  the other dismissal ? 4. Yes; the

fine was the first idea.

4283. (. You complained that the system was unfair? 4. Not the system.

4289. () That the amount was unfair? 4. That is something like it.

4290. (. You did not question his right as to dismissal? 4. He was fining them.

4291, (. When you complained about the legality of his action, did he not say he would fall back upon Lis

legal right if he was not allowed to fine. Is not that the sum and substance of the whole thing!

4. That is it

4292, (. Now do you remember where you found this gas in Mount Pleasant ? 4. [t was in heading work.

4293. (. Were you just opening it up ¢ 4. Oh, no, a few wmiles from the surface.

4294. (. You were driving a heading? 4. We were driving a heading.

4295, . How long were you working in that district? 4. I only worked in that particular spot for that

quarter.

£296. . You did not report this gas? 4. I did not make any specific report.

4297. (. Did you or not? 4. I cannot say. I most likely did.

4298, (. Did you not say, “ Isaw fire damp, and have often ignited it, but did not reportit”™? 4.1 did not

make any specific report.

4299. (). Do you mean a thing bound like a beautiful book ? Did you report it to any official? 4. I cannot

say from recollection.

4300. . Was this in the days before you had brattice up to the face? A. Oh, no, brattice was used at that

time, ‘

4301. Q. Was it hefore the new Act came into force? A. Yes.

43011, Q. Whereabouts is the fan at Corrimal—where is it placed? 4. Near the surface, on the return

airway.

4302.y(). What protection has that fan got in case of an explesion? 4. Well, let me see [Interrupted).

4303. (. Is there only some small galvaniz-d-ron structurc? A. The fan itself would be safe; it is

considerably lower than the incline in the drive.

4304. (). Is it open to an explosion? 4. An explosion would go where it would find the weakest surface.

1305, (. Would the explosion come there? A It would go wherc the galvan‘zad-iron is, It is galvanized:

iron and brickwork.

4306. (. That is the only protection? . T believe so.

4307. . You run the risk, if an explosion ran along there, of damaging the fan? .. Tt would, but the

Coal Mines Act provides that they shall not be placed in a position where an explosion shall damage them.
4308.
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4308. ). Now, what is your dread since the Corrimal five——what do you mean by that? 4. My dread is
bised on reports in the Press of the evidence given at the inquest, and 1t was that some of the witnesses
hold positions [futerrupted ).

4309. (. But you said since the Corrimal fire? 4. The Kembla accident and the Corrimal fire.

4310. (. I will take the Corrimal five first? . As faras that is concerned the place where the fire
oceurred had been examined before the accident. My dread was this. If it was so’examined it was not
examined properly, or by competent persons able to detect gas.  The two periods, the examination and the
five, were only about twenty minutes apart, I believe. .

4311. Mr. Bruce Smith.] . Twenty minutes between the examiuation and the accident ? 4. Yes.

4312, Ar. Wade.] Did you satisfy yourself that the man was not competent? 4. I do not go that far.
4313. . Did you follow the accident up, and ascertain how it happened, and how the gas came out of the
workings ? . I have inquired ; but I do not know whether I got the right story. :

4314. (. Was it dread lest the work should be done carelessly, or that careful men could not find the gas?
A. T want some guarantee that these men are competent.

4315. (. You cannot say that these men are not competent? .. I can give you no proof. I would like
to have some proof that a man is competent.

4316, Q. Hlow long has he been at work? 4.1 have not come in contact with the nnder-manager or
deputy the last few years.

4317. (. How long has he been an official at themine? 4. There were several engaged in the examination,
4318. (). How long is the shortest period which one of them had been there? .. Nine months.

4319. ). And the longest period? 4. Oh, many years.

4320. (). And you cannot tell whether a man is competent ! 4. The occasion may never arisc to test aman.
4321. (). During that period notling may happen to show whether a man was competent ? 4. No.

Cross-examination by Mr. Bruee Smith :—

4322, (). You spoke of the officials at the Corrimal Mine? 4. Yes.

4333, (). Which do you say are holding certificates! The Manager is one, what about the underground-
manager? . I cannot say. )

4334, (. Ttis not the knowledge that men are employed without a certificate whicli causes you to fear? 4. No.
4325. (). It is only becaunse you do not know that they have passed an examination that you are fearful?
A. Yes ; we are anxious.

4326. ). What mine are you at now? 4. Corrimal.

4326%. (). You do not mention Mount Pleasant. Do you know that men who hold important positions at
Mount Pleasant passed examinations? ., I do not think they did.

4327. . Why did you not include Mount Pleasant among the collieries in which you feel no confidence ?
A. The same dreat will apply to every colliery in the district.

4328. (. Did it apply when you wers in Mount Pleasant? 4. At that time I was not so conversant with the
dangers of different gascs. .

4329, (. Tt is not from knowledge of their incompatence that you experieaced this fear? 4. There is no
incompetence to our knowledge.

4330. Q. Have any of the officials in the Corrimal Mine displiyed any want of experi-nce that you can
name? . T will not go so fur as to say that. .

4331. . I suppose that every accident on a ship, railway, or ¢yl -mine, produces some sort of panic in the
minds of the people? 4. Yes; but it is more than twelve mouths ago since I recognised the importance of
these things which I am speaking to you abeut.

4332. 0. You tell the Commission that the dread has been since these two disasters I-—1I suppose you know
it is a dangerous undertaking, coalmining? A. Yes.

4333. (. Now, you know there is a proposition that an Inspector should have the power to order the nse
of safetylamps I Do you think the Inspector should have the absolute power to order them? 4. Yes
4331, (. Without giving the mine-owners an opportunity of saying something on the other side? 4. We
take the Inspectors to be men of principle, and of great experience.

4335. Q. Do you know that whenever an Inspector sees anything going on in a mine that appears to be
dangerous he can call on the Manager to take certain steps, and if the Manager wishes he can take action
under the Arbitration Act? 4. And in the meantime the men may get blown up.

4336. (. You know of that provision? 4. No; I dare say it is there.

4337. (). Your idea is that, if the Inspector comes Lo the conclusion that safety lamps ought to be used, he
should have the power to order them, entirely on his own diseretion? 4. Yes.

4338, (). Now, I want to know low far you thought these matters our? You did not take part in the
formulation of these suggestions? . I did not say that I formulated them ; 1 made suggestions.

4339. (. It did not emanate from youa oviginally I want the Commission to see how far you thought this
matter out. Do you believe that the Chief Inspector or the local Inspector should have this power ! 4.
I suppose the District Inspector would not take steps without consulting his superior officer.

4310. Q. You are presuming that he would first consult the Chief Inspector? . Yes.

4341. (. Your suggestion is, that the local Inspector should have the power, subject to the approval of the
Chief Inspector ! /. That is what it amounts to. ’

4342, . Have you made any special study of the difference between ventilation by fans and the present
mode of ventilation by furnace? 4. No.

4313. (. Now, as to waste workings. Do Tunderstand from you that waste workings should be completely
sealed off, or that they are not to be connected with the intake? The wording of the recommendation is :
That the workings shall bz absolutely sealed off ¥ Do you commit yourself to that ¥ A, No ; notabsolutely.
4344. Q. You do not want them to open into the intakes? 4, That is all I want.

4345. (. With regard to the safety-Jamps, T would like to kuow if, in endorsing the provision that an cxtra
supply of safety-lamps and requisites equal to one third of the numbor of persons employed below ground
he kept in good order and ready for use, you mean to include all mines in which safety-lamps are required
to be used regularly 7 4. Yes *

4346. (). Take a case with 300 men working in a mine, what do you require—-that 100 lamps should be
kept ; that is, 100 in excess of tlose usually required ? 4. Yes.

4347, (. Then 300 men would mean 400 lamps? 4, That is the proposal. 4348,



132
Witness—A. Hicks, 14 January, 1903.

4318, Q. Where there are 300 men in the mine in two shifts,-and one shift is in the mine, how many lamps

would there be over? 4. In the middle of the day there would be none left,

4349, Q. For how long? 4. Between the hours of 9 and 3.

4350. (). The whole 300 would be in the mine? A. Yes.

4351, ). And what you suggest is an extra hundred? 4. Yes.

4352, (. Do you suggest that they shoald be kept filled, and oiled, and trimmed? A. All ready for lighting.

4353, ¢. You want the oil kept in them, and the wicks lightel? A, We want them to have the material

ready.

4354, (. Do you think it practicable that an extra hundred lamps should be kept Ly any company constantly

filled, and oiled, and the wicks ready to bz lighted? 4. I would uot go so far as that; Tam satisfied if the

material is there.

4355. Q. Now take the case of a mine in which lamps are not used, with 300 men working in it ;-what

extra guantity would you suggest there? . The same propurtion as where the lamps are used.

4356. @. In would be a quantity equal to one-third of the number of persons employed below ground—not

an extra quantity of lamps? A, Yes.

4357. Q. You want them trimmed ¢ 4. Yes.

4358. (). How long will that take? 4. A good while.

4359. ). That is something like saying “ A lump of chalk ” ;—how long would it take ? . Tt would take

about a minute, or two minutes it there were dirty glasses.

4350. (. Now as to the watering ;—have you thought that out? 4. Yes.

4361. (). What is the suggestion—to water the mine to keep down the dust? 4. T Lelieve the suggestion is

made owing to an improvement at South Bulli, where they water the mine with a very fine spray, which

moistens the air; and the air moistens the dust.

4362, . Which part does it water—where is the wa'er required? .. On the floor principally.

4363. (). You lLave recommended that the manholes should e enlarged, based on an experience gained in

mines in which the travelling-road and the rope-roail are inone? 4. Yes.

436L Q. At what speed in these mines do the engines travel, 10 miles an hour; or, roughly, 8 miles an

lour, if you like? 1. That would be the speed, 8 or 10 miles per hour. :

4365. . Do you say that dust rises in the Corrimal Mine? . Yes.

4356. (. At what rate do the skips go? .. It is not the skips, but the men and the horses.

4367. . In the Mount Pleasant Mine, dust is not raised by the travelling of the skips, but by the men

walking in? 4. Skips raise the dust ; and the men and horses also.

4368. (. Have you seen some dust in Corrimal 7 1. Yes,

43581L. ). Raised Ly the skips? . I do not mention the skips at all, but the men and the horses.

4369. . Now, do you suggsst that where there is a travelling road you should have the enlarged manholes ?

4. The necessity does not arise so vitally there.

4370. Q. As to the instructions to be given to the men, when do you propose that these should be given—

that is the way out of the mine? 4. Tt is simply a proposal that a depaty may take chargs of a squad or

district, or man employed in a heading, at knocking off time, and show them the different ways ont of the

mine.

4371. Q. Would a miner give the time that was involved in going out of the mine another way ! 4. Yes,

I think he would.

4372, Q. That is, supposing that it involved no extbra time ;—suppose it involved his goinz out of the mine

at Kembla and walking round the Mountain? 4. I do not suppose you would make it compulsory. T awm

quite satistied that the majority of m~n would do so.

4373. Q. How do you account for some of the statements made with rezard to men declining to act as

check-inspectors? A, They are not in a sufliviently inlependent position to make the inspection.

4374 . Is that the real reason? A, I thiuk so.

4375. (). Is it not the question of payment? 4. No.

4376. (). Does not that arise at all-—are they not paid by the other miners? 4. That question has nothing

to do with it.

4377. @. The principal difiiculty is that if these meu report the state of things as unfavourable to the

management it would injure them? 4. I helieve that to be a fact.

4378. (). You believe that—that is your opinion ? 4. That is my opinion in the matter. .

4379. Q. How long is it since yon knew of an inspection at the Mount Pleasant Mine? 4. I do not work

there ; the Act was not in force when I worked there.

4380, ¢. In Corrimal 7 4. Once in two yeavs.

4381. ¢. Do they report? 4. I do not know.

4332, (). Have you seen a report? . No, I do not know whether it is favourable or unfavourable.

4383, ). You do not remember its being either favourable or unfavourable to the management? 4. No.

43383 (). Do you know one man who ever asked to be shown out by the other ways, in the mines that you

have been in? 4. T do not recollect their ever asking tobe shown out. I have known them to ask to be

allowed to travel a road, and to travel to the daylight exir, and tliey have heen refused ; and there has been

a danger board out across it.

4384. (). You smile when you talk about it ;—why? 4. T do not know.

4385, . Was there anything in the suggestion that men could get out of a mine before their time? 4.

No ; their wages depend on the time they stop.

4386. (. Do some of the men want to get away before their day’s work is finished? 4. Nobt to my

knowledge.

4387. . Then, is there anything humorous about it? 4. No.

43383, (. Do you know of any case where they have asked to be shown out? 4. I do not know of any case

where they have asked to go out.

4389, Q. You recoguise that, with every change of men, it would be necessary to instruct them afiesh?

4. An official inspection would be all that is necessary. DMr, Atkinson made that suggestion—I mean the

suggestion about placing finger-boards at different points in the mine. ¢

4390. Q. What do you think of that suggestion? 4. I think it is a very good one indeed..

4391, @. Wlen this recommendation came up at the Delegate Board, did you know of that? 4. Yes.
4392,
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4392, (. Did you suggest that that would Le a better way than having thesc pilots to take the men out?

A. T think that both might be worked.

4393, (. With regard to the finger-boards alone, would that be sufficient direction if the men did not know
the road? 4. Not unless there was a series of them—one at each turn.

4394, . And you ask if the men could also be showu the way out? A, Yes.

4395. (). As to the request that the men should travel certain roads—was it complied with? A, No,

4396, (). Was it refused? A, A dangerboard was placed on the heading ; and the men would have to go

under the danger-hoard,
[The Commission, at 4:30 p.m., adjourncd until 10 o’clock the following morning.]

THURSDAY, 15 JANUARY, 1903.
[ 7% Conumission met at the Court Llouse, Wollongony.]

Present:—
C. E. . MURRAY, Lisq., D.C.J. (PRESIDEXT).
D. A. W. ROBERTSON, Isq., CoMMISSIONER. | D, RITCHIE, Fsy., CouMiscloNrm.

Mr. Bruce Smith, Barrister-at-Law, instructed by Mr, Wood, Crown Sulicitor's Office, appeared on behalf
of the Crown.
Mr. A. A. Atkinson, Chicf Tnspecter of Coal-mines, assisted Mr. Bruce Smith,
Mr. A. A. Lysaght, Solicitor, appeared on behalf of —
(@) the representatives of deceaseit miners, wheelers, &e. (victims of the explosion) ;
(b) the employees of the Mount Kembla Colliery (miners, wheelers, &e.); and
(¢) the Nawarra Colliery Employees’ Association (the Southern Miners” Union).
Mr. C. G. Wade, Barrister-at-Law, instructed by M Fo Curtiss, appeare] on behalf of the 27ount Kembla
Coal and Oil Company (Proprictors of Meunt Kembla Mine).
(Mr. J. Garlick, Secrctary to the Commission, was present to tuke shorthand notes of tle cvidence and
proceedings.)

4397. His Honor.] Have you formed any opinion, Mr. Lysaght, alout when your evidence will finish %
4398, Mr. Lysaght] At Wollongong !

4399. Ifis Honor.] Yes,

4400, Mr. Lysaght.] About Wedunesday next. T have two wituesses from Gunnedah whom T propose to
call in Sydney. If the Commission are going to sit at Neweastle, I might call witnesses there in support
of these recommendations of the Delegate Board.  Until Mr. Wads iudicates how far he resists the
recommendations, and until T kunow Low far Mr, Bruce Smnith acquiesces, T must keep ou calling this
evidence, and supporting it from otler districts.

4101. IHis Ilonor.] You need not settle the witnesses at Newcastle until we deeide whether we shall sit there
or not.

4402, Mr. Lysaght.] If cither of the Counsel could indicate to me, or if the Commission could indicate to
me in & general way, wherc T need not further burden these rccommendations with evidence, I would be
glad to save the time of the Commission.

4403, Mr. Bruce Smith.) The diticulty is the form in which they are put. They arc put in such an
uncondirional way.

4404, Alr. Wade.| It seems to me that the ouly reasons, pro and con, for these recommendations have Leen
given to the Court; and I am not going to take up time cross examining, unless some particular witness
happens to give sonmiething outside these reasons that have been given which expressly requires questioning.
4405, Ilis lonor.] There is no doult that the gencral reasons for these varions recommendations are
understood by the Commission ; and il may be that Mr. Wade or Mr. Brace Swith may call evidence
going more into detail and touching more on the question of experse, and that sert of thing, in relation to
these various suggestions which will be of great assistance to the Commission, whereas a repetition of the
general evidence in favour of the various recommendations would bLardly be of muecl value. It is hardly
possible to inercase the value of a general rccommendation by a belief in it being repeated by an indefinite
number of people.

4106. Mr. Bruce Smith.] The position I feel Tam inisthis: On behalf of the Department T chould not
only not oppose, but I should fecl it my duty to invite, any practical miners to offer any suggestions to the
Court that they think fit : but I should feel it my duty to sec by cross-exumination how far the suggestions
are founded upon actual knowledge of their own. If a man comes here and says, ¢ Well, the Delegate
Board has recommended this, and therefore I endorse it,” it does not come with any more strength from
him than fram the Delegate Board ; but if it come from a man who has evidently thought about these
things, and can give some reasons for hisopinions, I will do my best to draw that out for the information of
the Commission. Then, with regard to asseuting to any of these recommendations : they are very bald in
their form, and very unconditional ; and they appear to have been recommended, I think, without any
suflicient consideration for the intercsts of the industry.  They appear to have only taken into consideration
a'l possible prezautions for protecting the miners’ lives: but T thivk it is also nccessary to think of the
circumstances, and whether the induastry might not possibly be strangled under these recommendations.
Of course, onc can carry precautions to such an extent that when you send a ship to sea you send another
ship alongside it ——[/ntzrrupted. ]

4407, Ulis Ionor.] What you say is, that in attempiing to save life you may sacrifice the bread and butter
which supports life.

4408, Mr. Bruee Smith.] Yes. T am losking all vound this industry ; not only Jooking at the interests of
the miners, but at those of the public, and of the owners, The unconditional form of these recommendations

16825 29—2 B prevents
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prevents me and Mr. Atkinson, as representing the Department, from consenting to anything in an
unconditional form. It is quite possible, indeed probable, that with regard to some of these there will Le
assent, with conditions and modifications attached to them: and therefure it will be quite impossible for me
to save Mr. Lysaght time by saying, “Well, as far as I am concerned you need not call any more evidence.”
4409, IHis Honor.] 1 might suggest, too, that there is nothing to prevent the Delegate Board, if they think
fit, from revising their cwn suggestions, or making fresh ones during the course of the Inquiry.

4410, Mr. Lysayht.] They may make new suggestions, but I venture to say that they would not modify
these, because I know they have very carefully considered them.

4411, His Llonor.] That is a question entirely for them.

4412, Mr. Lysaght.] But Your Honor will accept from me any new recommendation they might send to me ?
4413. Hus Honor.] Yes. It is suggested that the better plan, in revising the evidence “of most of the
witnesses called by you, Mr. Lysaoht is that you should settle any little questlon of error. I believe you
are quite willing to do so?

4414, Ar. Lysaght.] Yes.

4415, His Honor.] Instead of the evidence being sent out to the witnesses, and confusion possibly arising.
If you are willing to adopt that course, the Commission think it is the best course, on the suggestion of
the Secretary.

4416, Mr. Lysaght.] Yes, Your Honor.

Mr. JOHN SWEENEY was sworn, and examined as under :—
Examination-in-chief by Mr. Lysaght :(—

4417, ¢). What is your name? A. John Sweeney.
4418. (. Where do you work? 4. South Bulli.
4419. . What are you? 4. A miner.
4420. (). Are you a member of the Delegate Board of the Illawarra Mineis’ Union? A. Yes.
4421, (. What has been yonr mining experience, Mr. Sweeney ? 4. Fifteen years, since I was first engaged
in coal mining.
4422, . In what collieries ? 4. North Bulli, Kembla, Corrimal, South Balli.
4123, Q. How long is it since you worked in Kembla? 4. It is ten years since I worked in Kembla.
4124 (). At that time do you know whether gas existed in Kembla Mine? 4. Thave no knowledge of any
gas in Kembla at that time.

4125, Q. Were you at Mount Kembla Mire the evening of the disaster? 4. No.
4426. Q. Do you knew anything about the disaster at 2l . Nothing whatever: oaly the evidence that
was to be seen outside the tunnel mouth.
4127. . Now, regarding these rccommendations. No. 1, “Iunagers, under-managers, deputies, and
shot-firers, to hold certiticates of competency by examination, and to have had five yewus practical
experience, before being eligible for respective prsitions.”  What do you say in support of that 7 4. 1 do
say thut, owing to the position, and the responsibiliby that rests on men whoare firing shots and examining
the working places, I consider it is necessary that they should have an expert knowledge of gas: that they
should Lz able to test what quantity of gas is in the place, and whether it would be absolutely safe to fire a
shot in the presence of it: and that they should also have a knowledge of the dast conditions exisiing in
that place, and whether, owing to the dust that was in the place, 16 would be unsafe to fire a shot. I
consider it is vecessary that those gentlemen should have a knowledge of those conditions.
4428, Q. Do you know whether the deputies and shot-firers at South Balli liold any certificates? 4.1 do
not know.
4429. . What sort of lamps have you at South Bulli? A, Safety-lamps in one section of the mine.
4430. (). And in the other section? 4, Flarc lamps.  Of course I am not working in the other section ;
but T understand they are Hare-lamps.
4431, ¢. Do you know of the presence of any gas at South Bulli? 4. I have seen the gas lighted in South
Builli on one or two occasions.
4432, ). When1 4. Well, it would probably be about four months ago since I saw it last. It was just
previous to the lamps going in.
4433. . Was that reported? 4. Yes. I to'd the deputy that we had lit a Llower.
4434, Ifis Honor]. (. That was since the Kembla explosion ? .. Since the Kembla explesion.
4435, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. And before the disaster had you lit gas? 4. Yes. On one occasion before the
disaster I also saw a blower lit in one heading.
4436. . And that was reported ? 4. Yes, to the deputy.
4437. Q. To the same deputy ? 4. No. 1t was iu a different district.
4438, (). Who was the deputy that you last reported the gas to, after the disaster? 4. Willlam Golding.
He was the night deputy.
4439. (. And the first one? 4. William Hinds. And also Robert Felton ; he was the day deputy on the
last occasion,
4440. @. Now, was auything done Ly those deputies when you made the reports? A, Net that I know of,
unless they hwn"ht the canvas further towards the face.
444, Qe That is all you know 1 4. Nothing extra that T know of was done.
4142, Q. Recommendation No. 2. “Impccton be vested with absolute powers to order use of safety-
lamps.”  What do yousay on that? A, I consider that, when the Govermment Inspector deems it neccs-
sary that safety lamps shoulld be used, e shouald hiave the power to order their use at once.
4443, (. Recomn.endation No. 3— Ventilation by furnace prohilited, and fans substituted”? 4. Yes.
I am most decidedly in favour of ventilation by fans.
4444, (). What have you at South Bulli? 4, We have a fan.
4415. Q. How long has it been there? 4. T have no knowledge of lLow long it has Leen there; but it has
been there during the last two years and a half in which T have worked there.
4416, Q. Have yon worked in collieries wiiere there was only a furnaze? 4, Yes.  Infact, South Bulli was
the oxﬂy mine I have worked in where there was a fan.
4147, Q. What were the conditions of the air in the mines you w orked in with a furnace? 4. In some
cases the conditions were very bad, 4443,
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4448, Q. What cases do you refer to? . I most distinctly remember on one occasion in North Bulli, when
the air was very bad in the heading in which T worked.

4419, . How long ago was that? .. That is some twelve years ago now.

4450. (). Do you know what they have now? . The mine is idle.

4401, (. Ts there any other mine working with a furnace in which you know of the air being bad ? 4. No.
At South Bulli, on one occasion previous to the erection of the fan, the air was very warm there.  Of
course that is some time ago. .

4452. . What was the condition at Corrimal when they had a furnace? 4. Well, T have not a very gocd
recollection of Corrimal owing to the length of time since T worked there.

4453. (). And what were the conditions at Kembla? 4. Ol wcll, so far as I can remember, the air
conditions were satisfactory.

4454, ). Recommendation No, 5— All places except prospecting drives to have cut-throughs not more
than 30 yards apart™  What do you say to that? 4. T should consider that it is very necessary to
Iiave cut-throughs at that distance. 1f you diive your headings a greater distance than 30 yards, you
have.then again got to drive the distance through the pillar; so t]mt if you have 30 yards between your
cut- throu"hs tlmn before you get a connection vou will have to drive ‘another 10 or 12 yards before you
get a connection through the pll ar ; and, if you drive that, you will then be 40 yards ahead of the air.
4455, (). What has been you experience of brattice ? A, Tt is not very effective, because it is not of a very
substantial nature ; and it is very easily disarranged ; and there is always a certain amount of leakage
before the air reaches the face. It leaks through the canvas, either over the top or underneath the canvas,
owing to inequalities in the floor and inequalities in the roof. It is almost an impossibility to make it
air-tight.

4456. Q. And do you think there would be any danger to the roof in having the cut-thvoughs only 30 yards
apart 4. Oh, I do not think that it would make any great difference.

4457, (. What is the longest drive that yon have seen without a cut-through, in your experience? 4. T
could not tell you. 1 really have no knowledge.

41458, . What is the average distance between cut-throughs, in your experience? A, Well about 40 or 45
yards,

4159, Q. Recommendation No. 7-—“Monthly examination and report by deputies and District Inspector with
hydrogen flame”? 4. That would be in order to give the miners working in the colliery a feeling that
they were in a certain degree of safety in the mine: a feeling that, owing to having the mine 1nspe(ted
frequently, there would be no great danger of accumulations “of gas, or other noxious gases that would be
injurious or tend to cause an leoslon

4160. . Do you know of a feeling of insecavity now, in this district? 4. Well, there is a feeling of unr st
amongst the miners since Kembla exploded.  The general feeling amongst the people was that Kembla was
a safe mine and that we were working under mueh better conditions, and that the possibilities of such an
occurrence as at I{embla or Bulli were very remote ; but the fact of the accident at Kewbla having taken
place has rendered the feeling of security null and void; and we arc still of opinion that there is some
room for improvement,

4461, Q. Do you know of any other cause, Lesides the actual explosion, that has put the men in this slate
of fear? 4. Well, yes; according to the evidence given before the Coroner at the inquiry—thut has caused
the men to think tlmt from the evidence given by some individuals, perhaps, they have not got the know-
ledge that it is necessary that a Manager or overman should bave.

4462, ). Recommendation No. 11— Weekly measurement of air in each section, and report thereof sent to
Inspector”?  What do you say to that? 4. Yes. I consider that there should be someone who would see
that the necessary quantity of air is at all times travelling around the face of the workings.

4163. (. And would you have the inspection made at the face of the workings? 4. Most certainly. That
is where we are working ; and that is where we require the air—on the face of the workings.

4164, (). Recommendation No. 12—¢ Extra supply of safety-lamps and their requisites, equal to one-third
the number of persons employed below ground, to be kept constantly in guod order and ready for use”!
A. Yes, T consider it very necessary to have safety-lamps, so that they may be got ready for use at the very
shortest notice in case of aceident, such as at Kembla or Bulli.

4465, ). Do you know whether there were any safety-lamps at Scuth Bulli at the time of the Kembla
disaster ? 4. Yes, there were lamps there,  In fact I saw them packing up lamps to send away to Kembla.
44066. (). What time was that? A, [t would be about 3 o’clock, as near as I can remember.

4467, Q. And do you know whether they sent all their lamps away ? . T could not say.

4468, ¢. Recommendation No 13—*Travelling and haulage roads, and other places necessary, to be
properly watered.” What has been your experience as to dust in these collieries? 4. My experience is
that some of the travelling roads have been very dusty ; and- I have experienced at South Bulli that the
travelling road has been w‘xtered and that it is very much more convenient travelling these roads
[['nm‘rupted.]

4469, Ar. Bruce Smith.] (). That is since Kembla? 4. Since Kembla.

4470. Ar. Lysaght.] (). Do you know of any other mine where they watered the travelling roads? 4. No.
4471. (). Recominendation No, 14— Managers compelled to give more personal time and attention to
management of colliery.” What has been your experience as to Managers coming to your working place!?
4. Oh, so far as South Bulli is individually concerned I think I have seen our Manager sufficiently often.
4472. Q. About how often? What do you call sufliciently often? A, Well, T saw himi once a week.

4173. (). And the other collieries? 4. Well, T have nothing to say in respect to the other collieries ;
because since I have worked in any other colliery some time has elapsed, and it is not clear to my mind
how often T saw the Managers in those cases.

4474, Q. Do you think once a week would be a reasonable and proper time for the Manager to visit the
working face? 4. Well, I think that once a week would be suflicient.

4475, (). As a matter of fact, I think Sonth Bulli is the largest colliery in the Illawarra district? 4. Yes.
4476, Mr. Robertson.] No.

4477, ¢). How do you define it as the largest?

4478, Mr. Lysaght.] (. As regards the employment of hands? 4. Of course I could not swear as to which

employs the most hands ; but Tt is my opinion that there are more hands emPIO)ed about South Bulli than
about any other mine in ‘the district. 4179.
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4479. Q. And your Manager has been able to visit, according to your experience, oncea week? 4. T cannot
say he has visited the whole of the working places once a week. That is only my experience mt}n‘ldually.
4130. Q. Recommendation No. 16— Size of manholes enlarged.” What has been your experience about
the size of manholes? 4. Well, it is some time since Liever had the necessity to use the manhole ; but
wlhen it was the case of course I considered that the manholes were rather small. T have only used man-
holes in the case of the travelling road being the engine road. B .
4481, Q. What colliery was that in? 4. At North Bulli, Part of the travelling road was the engine
road—the bauling road.
4482, Q. And what size do you say the manholes ought to be ;—they have to be now 3 x 4 x 67 4. Well,
I'should say certainly that they should be about § feet wide.
4483. (. And what depth, how far back? A. Olh, about 4 fect. ; )
448L Q. Recommendation No. 18 —¢ Tnstructicn to employees regularly on means of escape.” You 111{g11t
tell us in each of the collieries that you have been in how many means of escape did you know of 7 4. Well,
practically, only the two roads—the travelling road and the engine road. Of course, they were both very
close to each other ; and those are the only roads out of the mine that ever I kuew.
4485. Q. How much do you know about the roads from South Bulli now? 4. I only know the one road
out—the travelling road. ) ) . .
4486. Q. Do you know if there are any other ways out? 4.1 have reason to believe there is a daylight
tunnel at Bulli, driven to the sarface. ‘
4487, (. Do you know where it is ;—could you find your way out that, way ! . I could not. ’
4489. . Whom would you have to give those instructions to-—the miners—as to the way to get out? A. T
would leave that to the deputy. o )
4490. Q. When do you propose he should do it? .. He should do it periodically after the mine had
knocked off.  He could arrange with the men what time he would lead them out that particalar way.
4491. Q. Recommendation No. 19— Coal-mines Act to forbid a black list of enmployees .be"lng kept, and
penalising improper prevention of discharged persons obtaining employment.” In your opinion would such
a provision assist the better management of collieries ; —what do you say regarding this proposal ? 4, With
regard to the black list ? ) .
4492. Q. Yes ; and as regards the proposal that a penalty should be provided for the Improper prevention
of discharged persons obtaining employment? 4. I most certainly do not favour the existence of a black
list—by no means. ] o
4493. (. Do you know whether there is one in existence, or whether there lias been one, in this dxst‘rlct?
4. I do not know, of my own personal esperience. That is a thing that I have had no opportunity of
knowing positively, whether such a thing exists or not; but I have an idea that suchins the case. But I
could not possibly swear that such a thing exists, simply because I have no means of finding this out.
4494, Q. And in what way would such a provision inman Act of Parliament assist the better management
of collieries I 4. It would act in this way: that if a man saw anything going wrong with the working
conditions of the colliery, he would not be afraid to report it. ] o
4195, Q. In your opinion, are men afraid to report things now? 4. Well that is the suppositiin—that
men are afraid.
4496. Q. Recommendation No, 20—« Safety-lamps not to be unlocked for shot-firing.” How are these shot.s
fived in South Bulli? 4. They have a lamp in South Bulli now for the purpose-—a shot-firing lamp ; and it
is fired by inserting a wire through the lamp ; and the fuse is lighted by touch-paper.
4497. Q. In your opinion, is ita very dangerous practice to unlock a safety-lamp to fire a shot ? 4. It most
certainly is dangerous.

Cross-examination by Mr. Wade :—
4498. Q. This statement of yours that men are afraid to report things now is merely a suspicion—is it
not ;—purely suspicion? 4. Of course, it is purely suspicion. o
4499. ¢. And the only instance you could give us of a man who has reported things is your own case—is it
not? A, That is right,
4500. Q. And you have made no hesitation about reporting gas? 4. No.
4501. €. And no troubls followed to you! A. No.
4502. . And you reported gas, as you say, both beforc Kembla disaster and since? A, Just c0, at South
Bulli.
4503. @. Then, as far as you know, the deputies in those cases took steps to increase the ventilation by
bringing the brattice closer up to the face? A, Yes. ]
4504, (. And it secmed to have the desired effict ;— you saw no more gas! 4. Oh, I do not know that it
had the desired effect.
4505. @. Did you see any more gas light ! 4. No, Simply because when once a man finds gas he takes
every possible precaution, and the chances that he would find gas again would be wmuch smaller.
4506. (. Then you were more careful 7 4. Just so.
4507, (. How was the gas lit? . It was in a heading.
4508. (. What had you been doing ? 4. Holding up the light to examine the coal more closely.
4509. . Had you just fired a shot? 4. No.
4510. Q. Was it when you first came? . No; we had heen working,
4511. Q. For what length of time were you working in Mount Kembla? 4. Not a great length of time,
4512, Q. What is that! 4. About four months. :
4513. @. In what part 7 A, Tt was called No., § at that time,
4514 . That would be in the shaft district 7 4. T could not say what district it iz,
4515. (. Would you have more than one main haulage road at that time? .. No. Only the one that I
know of,
4516. Q. And theve was a small furnace close to the tunnel mouth, was not there? 4. I could not say.
4517. . Do you not know that? 4. T do not know.
4518, Q. Do I understand you to say that as long as a shot-firer can tell gas, and as long as.he knows the
way 1o examine for gas, and can tell gas when he sees it in a sefety-lamp ; and as long as he has some
knowledge of dust, that is suflicient to qualify him for shot-firing? 4. No. I say he should be qualified
by examination hefore a person competent to examine him. 4519.
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4519. @. I donot ask youhow. Task you, if he knows these things, isit suflicient ? 4. If he can prove it.
4520. . OF course, if he can prove 1t; if he knows these things: if it is known that he has that
knowledge? . If it is known by exaniination.

4521, . Never mind how it is known. Suppose it is known by inspiration: suppose it is known that he
has that knowledge, is it sufficient then? .. No.

4522, (). Why ? .1 Tt wants a certificate by a person competent to examine himn.

4523, (). That is only one way of finding out that hie knows it.  Suppose you have a certificate by a person
in the mine that he knows gas, that he can tell gas when he sees it, and that he knows what dusty conditions
are? A. We want proof that he knows these things.

4524, (). Suppose you have the proof: are you satisfied ? 4. If we are satisfied.

4525, (). If you have the proof, are you satisfied? 4. If we have the proof, we are satisfied.

4526, (). Now, you can test for gas, can you not? 4. No.

4527, . Have you no idea how to do it? A. No.

4528, ). Do you mean to svy that you, a practical man for fifteon years, do not know how to test for gas?
A. T do not know how to test for it.

4529, (). You have noidea? 4. Well, T have a slight idea.

4530. ¢. Let us have that slight idea.  Fifteen years has not tanght you much, apparently.  How do you
doit? 4. Not with a naked light.

4531, Q. What do you do it wish? .. The only thing I have had an opportunity of doing it with is the
ordinary safety-lamp.

4532. (. Well, try that.  What do you do with the ordinary safety-lamp? 4. I have foliowcd the action
as nearly as I could of persons whoyut T saw testing gas or tryiug to test it.

4533. (). What did you see done? A. I saw them raisc their Jamp up to the roof gradually and walch the
flame.

4534 Q. Yes? A, Well, T did the same.

4535, (). What did you notice on the flamz? 4. T noticed no alteration.

4536. (). Did you ever find out, or were you ever told, what to expect to sce on the flame if there was gas?
4. Yes,

4537, . What 1s that? 4. I was told that there would be a Llue cap rise on the lizht.

4538. (). So you know what to look out for, if you ave called upon to test for gas? A. T do not consider
myself qualitied to test for gas.

4539. Q. I do not ask anything about that. You wayv be a very modest man for all T know. Do you know
that if there is much fine dust lying about a place it may cause trouble after a shot is fired 2 4. Only from
what I have read.

4510. (). Of course, from what you hLave read. Of course you have not had experience of if, luckily, or
you would not be here. Now, what is the deepest mine you have worked in? How much cover was there
overhead? A. T could not tell you.  TIn coal-mines?

4541, (. Yes. Of course T mean in coalmines? 4. [ bave only worked in those coal-mines in this district ;
and of course the depth of cover I do not know,

4512, (). You have not worked in Helensburgh? 4. No.

4543, . Just one word about these safety-lamps : did you tell us what time it was you first liad
tnformation at South Bulli about the explosion at Kembla? 4. T could.

45144, (). What was it—2 30 or 3 o’clock, or what? 2. Well, it was about 3 ¢’clock when I saw them getting
the lamps ready.

4545, . And that was the first you know of the explosion? 4. Yes.

4546, (). And at that time they were getting lamps ready to send off to Kembla? A, Yes.

4547. (. Do you kuow that messages were sent out from Wollongong here at once, when they heard
the explosion, to get lamps sent out from South Bulli! 4.1 dounot know it. T take it that such was
the case, )

4548. (. With regard to these manholes (Recommendation No. 16).  If you get a depth of 6 feet from the
rails, a space of G feet between the solid wall and the rails, and a width of 4 fect, you can jamb in six
men there, can you not?  A. Oh, of course, I suppose they could pack in; but you have not very much
time, in a case where it is necessary to use the wanhole.  You would not have much time for packing. It
is just a matter of getting in the best way you can.

4549, (. Of course you wou'd not pack scientifically : T audmit that. But, if there were five or six men
wanting to get into that manhole, they could get in? 4. If you could get them to go in in their order ; but
it would be ditlicult to get them in at once.

4550, Q. Could not they get in? 4. If they have the time and opportunity they could get in.

4551, Q. T assume they have the tinie and opportunity, and everything. I ask, is there room for them1?
Is there not plenty of room for them ? .1, Tu that case there would be.

Cross examination by Mr. Bruce Smith : —

4552, (). Can you give me the date upon which yoa reported to Hinds? 4. T could not.

4553. (). Ov the month? 4. No.

45334, (). Afier you had reported to Iinds that you had seen this gas, you say that the brattice was carried
further up? 4. Yes, e took the ordinary precautions to kesp the brattice closer to the face than perhaps
he would if it had not been for the report.

4555, (). That is the only time you had seen gas in that mine prior to the Kembla disaster? 4. Yes.
455G, ). What quantity did you find there ? I am not asking you to name the cubic measurement: but to
what extent did it go off? A. Lt did not go off at all. It just simply ignited, just the same as you light a
gas jet.

4557, . Was it ooz'ny from the coal, and did it light like a gas jot ; or bad it accumulated in the roof
and gone off with a flash? A4, No. Tt was onzing from the coal.

4553, (). What you call a Dlower T A4, Yes.

4359. (). On the other oceasion, when you reported to Golding and Felton, was 1t oczing then or had it
accumulated I A, It was oozing.

4560. Q. After you bad discovered it on those tao occasious and lighted it, did it continue alight long ]
4. Ol no, only for a few seconds. 4561,
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4561. . Now, with regard to this first suggestion : you know that the Managers and under-managers now

have to pass an examination? 4. Yes.

4562. Q. And you believe that the deputies and shot firers have not at present? 4. I Lelieve that they

should.

4563, (. Yes, I know : but at present they have net ; and you are suggesting that they should ¢ 4. Yes.

4564. . Do I understand you to soy that, if the mincrs knew that every man who occupied the position of

deputy and shot-tirer had passed an examination in those subjects you Lave mentioned, it would give greater

confidence to the miners? 4. If the miners were absolutely sure that those men were competent.

4565. (. I ask you, do I understand you to say that, if the miners knew that these men had passed an

examination in the subjects you have mentioned, the miners would feel more confident? A. Yes. They

most certainly would.

45606. ¢. It would generate a feeling of confidence among the miners—make the miners mere ready to

work? A. Yes, I know that.

4567. ¢. Do you know now of any man wlo would lesitate to take to this occupation because of the feeling

of unsafety ? 4. I cannot say positively that I know of anyone who would not take to it.

4568. Q. There is a feeling of less inclination to go in for it as an occupation ; is that what you mean ?

4. That is what I mean.

4569. (). And these subjects that you have mentioned, I take it, are what you consider they should know ?

They should have a knowledge of gas, a knowledge of dust, and of its explosive character ; and they should

have the ability to test for gas? A. These are only my recommendations. I would leave it with an expert

man, who was competent, to say how much knowledge they would require to have : it is not for us to say

how much.

4570. . And you think that would be the effect upon the miners as a body, if these men bad to go through

some test of that kind ; tliere would be more confidence ? A4, Yes.

4571, Q. With regard to the second of these suggestions, that the Inspector should be vested with absolute

powers to order the use of safetylamps, do I understand you to suggest that the District Tnspector should,

without consulting anybody, just upon his own motion, have this power? 4. Yes. I take it that when the

Inspector, who must be a qualified man, says that a place is dangerons to work with naked lights—T do say

that either the men should be withdrawn or the safety-lamps should be at once put in use.

4572. Q. You may or may not know that, under the Mining Act, there is a provisian for arbitration where

the Inspector and the management ditfer as to some new precaution whichis to be taken. Do you krow

there is a provi-ion for arbitration in eases of that kind ? 4. I do not kuow.

4573, Q. Well, 1 will tell yon that there is. Where the Inspector thinks there ought to be some precaution

taken for thesafety of the mine, and the managzement think it ought not, there is a provision for arbitrating,

and for the matter to be gone into cn botli sides. What do you think of that as a method of arranging it,

g0 that the proprietor can be heard in the matter? 4. The reason for putting the lamps in is to avoid an

accident ; and, if the lamps were not put in whilst the Arbitration Beard were sitting, there might be an

explosion.

4574. . Supposing they were put in in the mine in the meantime, until the arbitrator had settled the

question? . There is no doubt that would have the ——— [ Zuterrupted.]

4575. Q. Let me put this to you!

4575, Ar. Lysaght.] Let him answer you.

4576, His flonor.] T understand him to wish to say that that would do for the time. Tt is sclf evident.

4577, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. Supposing a very credulous Tuspector is told by somebody that Lie has seen gas;

and, without taking the trouble to inquire into it carefully, the Inspcctor, in an impulsive way, says, “Oh,

I want safety-lamps all over the mine.” Do you not think that in a case of that sort a careful investigation

wight show that, after all, thes.atement was not true, or that it niight be an exaggeration? Do you not think

that it would be fair to give the management an opportunity to bear what evidence had come under the

Inspector’s notice, and also to answer it? 4, Well, of course [ Interrupted.]

4578. (. Would it not also be fair to the miners, who weuld Le compelled to work with safety-lamps, that

they should have an opportunity to show that there was no necessity for the use of safety-lamps? 4. We

do not like to use the safety-lamps. .

4570, Q. You are less in love with them now that the Arbitration Court has decided that there should be

no extra pay? 4. No.

4580. Q. Would it not be fair to the miners who have to work with the safety-lnmp, and would it not be fair

to the propricters, who would Le put to expense, if they had an opportunity of showing that this statement to

the Inspector was either a falsehood or an exaggeration ; and that no necessity really had arisen? Would not tlat

be a better way than giving the absolute power to any Inspector to order the use of safety-lamps straight

away? Tam asking you your opinion, quite apart from your duty as a wembker of the Delegate Board. I

am asking you as a man, as a miner? 4. Well, of course, if the safety lamps were ordered in without

there being auy necessity for it it wonld ceitainly be a disadvantage to miners and mine owners.

4581. ¢. So that, if a mau had a spite, say, against the mine, he might go toan Inspector and say, “T had an

explosion of gas tlere” ; and if the Inspector were an impulsive man he might order the use of safety-lamps

all over the mine to the extent of 400 orso? 4. Yes; Lut I do not think the Inspectors should Lave that

power, ounly of their own knowledge [ Interrupted.]

4583, (). You have passed this : « Inspectors to be vested with absolute powers to order use of safety lamps”?

A. That would be after they have Lad an examination of it themselves, and had satistied themselves that it

WaS Necessary.

4583, . You understand I am not cross examining you at all. T want to fird cut what you think of tlese

things. Tf I come across a mirer who I think is more careful than othirs I want to get Liis opiricn. Now,

I take it that you think that would be a very fair solution of this difficelty, that the miners, and tlie mine-

owners, should be heard on this questicn of the use of safety lamps? 4. But in the meantime the safety-

Jamps should be uscd.

45814, @. But in the meantime the safcty-lampsshould be vsed until it is ascertained whether the statement

made as to the necessity of them is true or not 7 4. Yes; T think that is the case,

4583, . Do you endorse this (Rcommendation, No. 3.) : ¢ Ventilation by furnace prohibited, and fans

substituted 7?7 You see there it is put in a veryabsolute way : and you kave said ycurself 1liat duricg your
experience
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experiwce of the Mount Kembla Mine the ventilation was qaite satisfactory 1 A. That is in the particular
portion in which T worked. Regarling tlie gencral ventilation of the mine T have nothing to say.

4586. (). I say, as far as your experience went, the ventilation of Mount Kembla Mine was satisfactory?
4. Yes.

4587, (). Do you propose that this is to be an absolute rule, that no furnaces are to be allowed in any mines
under any conditions ; or is not that a matter of discretion ? 4. T contend that fans shonld be used in all
mines. That is after they have got to a certain stage.

4588, . There you are. You kuow there are some mines in this eountry with three miners in them ?
4. That may be.

4589. (. T ask you if you know it? 4. T do not know of any coal-mine with only three working in it.
4590. (). Let me tell you that there are mines in this country with only three miners working in them ; now,
do you mean to tell me that in a ease like that the miners must have a fan ;—say three working miners like
yourself get a mine near some centre, and cart the ccal in: yon do not mean to suggest that those men
should have a fan costing £600 or £7007 I want to show how easy it is to rush to a eonclusion without
suflicient thought. Now, do you suggest that a fan should be put in every mine? 4. 1 do not suggest
that three men should ke put to an expense of £600 or £700.

4591, . Do you think that would be fairly met in the same way that I have suggested to you with regard
to the introduction of safety-lamps: so that, if the Department desired a fan to be placed in a mine, and
the management objected, it should be open to arbitration? 4. Oh, a stipulation may be put on as to the
area of the mine and the number of men employed.

4592, (. Ob, you admit that it wants some sort of condition attached ;—you cannot make an absolute rule
of it? 4. I would not say that a mine with ouly three men employed should be put to the expense of £600
or £700 for a fan.

4593, (). You know there are mines with only twenty men employed ? A, Possibly.

4591, ). You know there is a new mine opened up lately 2 4. Mines like that are only in the initiatory
stage ; and, in a general sense, they ave not mines until they are openedup extensively and are selling coal.
4595. Q. What do you call them then ;—you know they come under the provisions of the Mining Act !
A. Toa certain extent.

4596. (). Do not they altogether 4. I do not understand that they do.

4597, (. Do you know ? 4. T understand that they do not.  They arc open for a certain time before they
eome under the provisious of the Act.

4598, (). Suppose they are open for a ecrtain time, and then they come under the provisions of the .Aet, and
then they only emplay twenty men ;—do you not sec that it is not necessary to eall upon these men to go to
the expense of several hundred pourds to put up a fan?  You see you have discussed these things in your
Delegate Board ; and there has been nobody to point out to you that they are a little too hard and fast?
A. T admit that there shonkd be some thing as to the avea of the mine and the number of the men.

4399, (. Now, with regird to the waste workings : are you an advocate for the complete sealing off' of the
waste workings? A, I am nob an adveeate for the intake passing by the waste workings.

4600. (). Are you an advocate for abiolutely sealing off the waste workings of the mine? 4.1 would give
no opinion upon that. I bLave no expert opinton to give npou that ma‘ter.

4601. (. What [ uaderstand you to refer (o is this: that any gases which are gencrated in waste workings
shonld not be allowed to come into the intake? A, That is so; should not cotne in'o the intake and be
carried round to the men.

4602. (). With regard to these cut-througls every 30 yards (Recommendation No. 5), I understand you to
say that, in your experience, the average has been about 45 yards? A, Somewhere about that.

4603. Q. Iave you considered at all the extent to which frequent cut-throughs might jeopardise the roof
and interfere wich its security 2 2. Well, T do not consider that it would interfere with the roof.

460 L . Well, does not that depend on the superinewnbent weight 2 . It depends on the circumstances,
4605. (). Does it not depend on the weight that is on top? A, Yes. Still T think that any danger that
may arise from that eause can he met by speciul thnbering if it is necessary.

4606. . Mave you read a good deal upon mining? A. Not a great deal.

4607. . Do you know that in England sometimes the pillars are 70 yards square —that is, 70 yards beth
ways? 4. T have read that.

4608. Q. Do you know that? 4. Yes,

4609. (). Do you know that that is found necessary in consequence of the great weight which is on
top? A. Yes. But it was also found necessary to brattice, not by means of canvas, but by brick or

[ Interrupied.) h

4610. (). Purdon me. You are off at a tangent, T want to keep you on the spot. You do know that?
4, Only by hearsay.

4611. . Of course. We bave not all been in these wines. T suppose we may take it that if, in an
Iinglish mine, pillars 70 yards square are found to be necessary, the same thing might apply in other
places? A. Tt is possible.

4612. Q. Ave you prepared to say that the same conditions do not exist in some of these mines cn this coast
as exist in those English mines? 4. T could not say.

4613, (). Do you think you have enough knowledge to say absolutely whether cut-througls should be, in
every case, 30 yards apart? A, I consider it is necessary for ventilation purposes.

4614, (). You consider it would be desirable for ventilation purposes? 4. Yes,

1615, (. 1 understand you to complain of the brattice, which is nsed instead of cut-throughs; and T quite
appreciate what you said that the leaknge by reason of the unevenness of the floor and the unevenress of
the roof, and the liability to dvop, makes it necessary to be much more carcfal with the lrattice where
these long pillars exist.  Is that so ;—T1 am not trying to eateh you? A. Yes. Where there is brattice to
any great extent it is not substantial, and is very easily disarranged ; and, where it is disarranged, ins‘ead
of the air going where the wen are working, it will go through the short cut.

4516 (). Do you know that in this distriet there are cases in which there is a single drive of 700 yards?
(). Yes. T have Leard so.

4617. (. 20 you know how the air is carried there ! 4. 1 do not know how it is carried there.

4618, (. T only want to show you the diversity of experience. There it is carried in pipes. You did not
know that? .1, No. T did not know-that. 460,
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4619. @. Do you know why one particular mine goes to the expense of pipes in order to avoid eut-throughs
4. No. I do not.

4620. €. You do not know whether that is to save expense or not? That is to say, to save the weight on
top—to save the danger of weight I 4. No. 1 do not know that.

4621. Q. I suppose you do not know anything about ths hydrogen flame (Recommendation No. 7), except
that it registers a much smaller percentage of gas than the safety lamp? 4. That is all.

4622, @. With regard to the 500 cubic feet of air for a horse (IRecommendation No. 8), you do not know
how much a horse uses? 4. No. I have no knowledge of the measurement of air.

4623 (. What is your reason for recommending that the doors should close of tlieir own motion? A. So
that there would be less possibility of their being ieft open.

4624. Q. And can you tell me the circumsiances under which they arve sometimes left open? 4. Men passing
through.  And it is sometimes necessary that the coal has to be drawn through the doors.

4625, (). And there is a liability ¢ A. Of their being left open.

4626. . What is your opinion as to the effect upon the miner’s mind of a knowledge, “Oh, I can leave
that : it willshut of its own acecrd ” ;—do you think, or do you not think, that it will make men more
careless with regard to seeing they are shut? .1, O, I do not think it,

4627, Q. You know that even where a door closes of its own accord, either by being hung so, by gravitation,
or by a spring, there is still a liability for it to be blocked open by a bit of timber or a piece of coal? 4.
Obh yes. It is a possibility that there might be something to prevent its closing.

4623, . Do you think that the knowledge that these doors ars automatic—you know what that means—
that they close of their own accord, would or would not make men careless about seeing that they were
closed ? 4. No. T donct think it would make them any more careless than now —men who have a suflicient
knowledge of the responsibility.

4629. ¢. I am taking the average man; not taking the eareful man ; bat the average man who lets things
stide and does not take the trouble to think. What sort of eflect would it have on a man of that kind ?
A. I do not know., . .

4630. Q. Tam asking you to judge of human nature generally, not of a man as careful as yourself ; Lut of
that class of people wholet things slide, and say «Ob, that’s all right, Bill: it closes itself.” You know
that class of man, do you not? 4. No,

4631, Q. What effect would it bave on that class of mind ! 4. T really could not say.

4632. (). You could not say that it would make them move careless than when they know that some of the
doors do not close of their own accord? 4. The reason for asking that these doors should close of their own
aceord is so that if they become op'n from some cause—not openicd by a man—they would close again,
They may be opened whea there is no man there to open them,

4633 . I ask you, if the men know that all these doors are constructed so that they will chut of their own
accord, do you not think that the careless ¢'ass of m i will never trouble to see whether they are closed or
not: and in some cases might they not b Dblocked cpen by wood or by coal ; whereas, if wmien knew that
the doors did 1ot close of their own accord, they would Lie on their guard, and woull constantly watch to
sec that the docrs were closed ;—1 jast suhmit that to yoa. It did nob oceur to you, did it? 4, Certainly
it had occurred to me : but I do not think that men working in a wine would be so caveless,

4634, ¢. Well, what is your reason for suggesting double doors (Recommendation No. 10)? A. Because, a
door being there, a person lias to go through it ; and, if it is only a single door, when he opens that door
a certain amount of air w11 pass through ; while, if it is a double door, the air will not escape. He will
close the first door, and prss through the other: and no air will cscape.  And, in other cases, ccal has to
go through those doors ; and it is necessary for tle deors to Le opened while the coal goes through.

4635. Ilis Honor.] It is hardly necessary for the witness to explain this. 1t seems quite what may be
called a reasonable precaution.

4636, Alv. Bruce Smirh.] .1 want you to give e your explanation of the fact that so few opportunities are
taken by tle meu themsulves to check the air in the mines? (Recommendation No. 11). What do you say
is the reason for that? .1 For one thing, the majority have not got tlie knowlcdge for testing atmosphere.
4637. (). But you have power to clhioose men ! 4. Yeg, we have,

4638, (). There are satlicient men to choose who Lave that knowledge? /. It may be; bubt men are very
dilatory about taking the position.

4639, Q. Why? 4. Well, T do not know why.

4640. . Have you ever been asked to take the position? 4. No. T have never. I am not compctent to
take it at all events

4511, Q. Do you know of any reasna why men will not take it? 4. T could not possiuly say.

4642, (. What do yon think? 4. [ do thisk that wen have not got the courage to take the job and do it
honestly and effectually. I do not thiuk that they Lave the coarage to do it ~mien who are depending on their
daily wage in a coal-mine.

4643. Q. Now, you have talked about maulioles—low of.en do you say you have lLad occca:ion to use the
manholes urgently? 1. Well, it is z0 many years ago that I uscd one that I could not say. On three or
four ceeasions—possibly more.

4644, Q. In that case did your find the minhole sufiiciently large? 4. No, I did no% T found that it would
be mucl mwore cmvenienl if they were larg'r.  For fnstance, I would have reached it quicker if it had been
2 feet wider. I would have reachied the manhole that much quicker.

4645, @. Tow many of you were there in that? .1 T could not tell you the number.

4646. Q. Could you tell me if yoa were there alone? 4. T have been alone ; and | have beenin the company
of others,

4647, 0. T suppose a teain was passing? 4. A train of skips.

4648. (. What distance was there then butween the I'ne of rails and the wall of the mine, irrespective of
the manhole? 4. That I could not tell now.

4649, (. Well, you see now you are suggesting a particular mezsurement? 4. Yes ; that 1s in order to secure
that there will be suiticiont room for meu to get in,

4650, Q. The total depth you ask for now is £ feet? A, Yea.

4651, (. And the wilth of that along the line 6 fiet 7 4. Yes.

4652, (. Aud the height? 4. Well, according Lo the ——[Luderrupled.]

4653,
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4653. (. Do you know what they are nos in depth, in the mine you are in? 4. There are no manholes that
I know of.  We do not use the engin: road; we have a travelling road independent of the engine bank.
405E ). You do not think there is any n(nms:lry for them exeept in the engine road? .1, No.

4655. (). You would not think it necessary in a rope road with skips ouly running 1 or 2 miles an
hour? 4. An endless rope?

4656. (). Yest . LIt would bz necrssary there if there is not sufficient space between the skips and the
rope, if men have to travel that road.

4657, (). Bat supposing there is a travelling road? .. Well, if there i3 a travelling road, the men are
supposed to go the travelling rond.

4653, (). Tf there is a travelling road there is no need for extra manholes? . No.

4659, (. Tt depends on the circumnstances then—upon the distance between the rails and the wall of the
mine? .. Yes.

4660. ¢. Now, with regard to (Recommendation No. 18) instruction to employces: I understand you to
say that there is a daylight tunnel in the wine in which you are now engaged? . Yes,

4661. (. And you have been there some years? .. Yeus.

4662 (). Aud how is it that you have never gone out that way, so that in case of an accident you would
know what road to take? 4. The rules of the colliery prohibit me from going out any other road but the
travelling road.

4663. (. Have you ever asked for permission to go, so that you might know where you were? . No, not
personally.

466t. (). Have youever felt curious to kunow what is the hest way out in case of an explosion? 4. Yes, Lhave,
4665, (. Have you ever asked permission to go and see for yourself? 1. No, I have not.

4666, (/. You could have done so? 4. Yes. DBut tiie rules strictly prohibit e [Interrupted).

4667. (j You know that rules arc not made of adamant.  You could ask the Manager, and say, “I would
like to see the way out in case of an uccident”? .. T could have done so; but I did not, because I heard
that others had asked and had been refused.

4668. (. And you think the men would be willing to (ake instructions from the deputy as to the way out?
4. Yes,

1669, @. Even when they were moving about at every cavil? 4. Yes.

4770. (. Different ways? 4. Yes.

4671, . Now, with regard to this fear of reporting (Recommendation No. 19): I understood you to tell
Mr. Wade that you have never had any hesitation? 4. No, not personally.

te-cxamination by Mr., Lysaght :—

4672, . As to these powers of the Inspector, do you know of an Inspector having differed with the
management as to the advisability of safety-Jamps Leing put in? 2. Not of my own knowledge ; but I
understand that ——[ Interrupted).

4673. Mr. Wade] Your Honor, [ think it would be much faiver for this evidence to come from the
parties themselves.  This witness can only give it us through hearsay. The Managers will be here in all
probability ; and I suppose the Inspectors w ‘i1l be Lere.

4674, His Ilonor.] Tt is so easily LUHCLI\J])I(‘, Mr. Lysaght, that 1t is hardly worth while going on.

4675, Mr. Wade.] The suggestion is that it has 111ppcn@d I do not think that it is adwittsd. I object
to that.

4676. Mr. Lysaght.] My object was to show that the danger Jid continue after the Inspector thought it
should be forthwith remedied.

4677. 3r. Wade.] The sugyestion is that the Managors do not take any precautions, even when the lives
of the men are ulda.n'reu,d

4673, Mr. Lysaght.] T make that a deliberate statement.

1679, ). Did you hear of a difference ? . Yes.

4680, @. What was the colliery ? 4. I heard that it was at one of the collieries in the Northiern District,
4681. @. Did you hear anything concerning a colliery in this district? 4. No.

4682, (). Do you think it wise to let the matter of the safety-lamps go to the arbitration of the masters
and the men? Do you approve of that suggestion !

4683, Mr. Druce Smith.] 1t is not suggested. T have not suggested it. I said, “ Would it not be in the
interests of the masters and the men that the matter should be submisted for arbitration”; but not to the
arbitration of the masters and the men.

4684, Mr. Lysaght.] (). Do you consider that the men would have sufficient knowledge to say whether
safety-lamps should be used in the mine or not?

4685, A, Bruce Smith.] T never suggested that.

4636, 1115 Honor.] No.  Mr. Bruce Sith simply suggested that 1t was just a3 much in the interests of
the men as of the mine owners to arbitrate ; as it I\ll“llt not be expedient to allow the Inspectors to rush
in safety lamps where they might not le wanted.

4687, Mr. Lysaght.] (. In the interests of the men, do you still say that the Inspectors should have the
absolute power to order the use of snfoly tamps? . In wny opinion, the Iuspector should have the power
to say that the lamps should go in i necessary,

4688. . Now, did the award of the Arbitration Court at all affect the position of the miners as regards
this recommendation for safety-lamps ?

4689, M. Bruce Smith.] Surely that is for the Court to say.

4690. Mr. Lysaght.] You made a suggestion that since the Arbitration Court award the men had not been
so anxious to have the safety-lamps, because they would not get anytbing extra for them.

4691, Mr. Bruce Smith ] I did not put it in that way at all. I rather suggested the opposite.

4692, Mr. Lysaght.] 1 think you did suguest that.

4693. Jlis Hownor.] T cannot sec how it can help this Commission. . Bruce Smith simply half jokingly
nnade the suggestion that perhaps the men would vot be so very anxious [ Luterrupted)].

4694, Mr. Lrnee Smith, ] The witness himsclf smiled.

4695, Ar L)/a(((//t/] You see, your Honor, this matter gaes forth to the Press, and the publlic do not see
the humour in it at all. Tiwe after tine the expense is brought in by Mr. Pruce Smith as representing
the Crown, and it is suggested that the men do not care abuut the experse, 4696,
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4696. Mr. Bruce Smith.] My friend is very unfair to say that I have suggested that the men do not care
about the expense. I have pointed out time after time how far the witnesses had gone into the consideraticn
of the expense. I put it to him just now, and asked Lim whether he hal considered that he might have a
party of twenty miners trying to develop a mine under the co-operative systera ; and yet he propos.s under
bis rule that they should be compelled to @) to the expense of £600 or £700 to putin a fan; and that
would stitle their little industry altogether.

4697. Mr. Lysoght.] That is not the question at all. Tt was with reference to the safety-lamps.

40698, His Honor.] When Mr. Bruce Smith did suggest it, the witness repudiated it. Now, do you want
anything more

4699. Mr. Lysaght] . Now, you might tell us what in your opinion should be the number of men ;—how
many men do you say there should bein a mine before the furnace should be abolished and the fan
substituted? 4. I would leave that to those who have more knowledge.

4700. . Whom would you Jeave that to? A. To the Inspector of Mines. .

4701. (. You told us that you knew there were large pillars in the Old Country ; do you know how those
pillars are bratticed up? 4. I understand they are bratticed by brick or wood.

4702. (. Notcanvas? A. Not canvas.

Examination by Mr. Robertson :-—

4703. Q. With refevence to the qualifications for deputies and shiot-firers, who, do you think, should examine
them ;—who should Le the examiners for these men? 4. The individuals or Board who now examine
Managers and under-managers, I should say.

4704, Q. And do you know the composition of the Beoard at present? 4. No, I do not.

4705. Q. Do you know that two of the members are Managers ;—one is your own Manager, Mr. Scllers !
A. No, T do not.

4706. Q. And the other is 3r. Parsons; together with a Government officer, Mr. Humble ;—uow, do you
think that they are any merelikily to know the qualifications of a shot-firer than the Manager of the miue in
which the shot-fiver is engnged ? A, Well, T take it that the individuals wlho examine men for those positions
are competent to say that those men have the qualifications. )
4707, . Buat do you think that My Sellers, in Lis capacity as examiner, is any more competent to examine
a person as to his qualficaiions than in his capacity as a Manager? 4. The fact of his having that position
would render Lim more competent than a man who has not that position. T take it he is put in that
positien because of his competercy.

4703. (. But the man who is a Manager to day may le an cxaminer {o morrow ;—do you not think that the
Manager who kuows the personal quadifications of the man, knows Lis experience, is in a better position to
appoint a shot-firer or a depuy than o Board, fer example? 4. T cannot see how that would be.

4709. ¢. Do you mnot think the Manager of ycur mine knows your qualifications better than the Board of
Examiners? 4. T do not know, unless T come before him for an esxamination. He cannot know nmiy
qualifications without he examines me in the first place.

4710. (). But do you mean to say that Managers appoint deputies or shot-firers without examination? 4.
I do not know,

4711. Q. Do you think it is possible? 4.1 do not know. All I wish to say is that these men should ie
competent—1 do not know that they are not—but T say that they should be.

4712, Q. But do you rot think that it is cenceivablo that a Manager, before he appeints a deputy or slot-
firer, would make a strict investigation, or he would make the appointment from his knowledge of the
person . If he had the same qnalifications as the persons who make the examinations, then he might be
competent to make the recommendation ; but he may not have the competency himself to say whether tlese
men are qualified or not,

4713. Q. Do you mean to say that there is any Manager in New South Wales who is not competent to
appoint a deputy or shot-firer ! . No. T do not say that. T do not know. All T say is that they should
be competent.

4714. . You ask for measurements of air at certain points in a mine—for the air to be measured at
different pointsin a mine? 4. Yes.

4715. (. Ave you aware that that is done at present? 4. No, I am not aware.

4716, @. But it may be? A. Tt may be done.

4717. Q. Now, as to the watering of the roads: how would you water in the case of a mine with 20 or 25
miiles of roadway where there are no rails—no means of taking a tank in? How would you water that to
lay the dust? 4. Well, T am not an engineer ; but I can give you an instance of how the mine is watered
at South Bulli.

4718. . Yes? 4. At one section of the travelling road there are pipes which convey the water out of the
mine ; and ab intervals theve are taps placed on these pipes; and at intervals those taps are turned and
allow the water to play on the road ; it is in the intake airway, and that cools and damps the air, and it is
taken through the mine. Aud they have a pipe right across the mouth of the intake airway ; and the tap
is placed on that with a spray. It sends a spray, and that is carried in right through the whole of the
mine with the air, and, consequently, damps the air.

4719. . That means pip-s, and taps, and so on. Now, what is the length of that scction? 4. That I
could not tell you.

4720. @. Is it half amile? 4. Scarcely half-a-mile.

47204, Q. That is a very different thing from 25 miles, is it not? 4. Yes. Of course I take it that
although those pipes are only half a-mile, they might just as well be a mile or half-a-mile more.

4721, Q. But it wou!d cost more? A, Yes; but they serve another purpose. Independent of watering tle
mine, the pipes were there to convey water out of the mine.
4723, @. S5 that the cxpense in that case was no consideration ;
4. No,

4723. (. Buat suppoese you had to begin 2 nove, and pipe all the roadways, say, for 25 or 30 miles of road,
Would not that be a large expense? .4 Yes. T dare say it would be au expeuse,

4724 @ And a large quantity of water would be used ? A, Yes.

4725, (). Now, in the South Bulli Mine the temperature is not very high,is it? 4. No;in fact T do not
know how Ligh the temperature is. 4726.

as a matter of fact there was no experse?
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4726. (. And the evaporation is not very great: that is, once watered, it remains damp for a long time!
A. Not in all parts of the mine. )
4727. (. Well, in a mine where the evaporation is very much higher the consumption of water would Le
very much greater? A, Yes.
4728, (. Aud I suppose you know that water is very searce in many mines? 4. No. T have known cases
where it was the opposite.
4729. (. But do you know that there ave collieries in this district that have had to pay £2,500 to bring
water from Sydney? 4. Ol yes. I understand that during the labe drought it cost the collieries
large amounts for water.
4730. . Now, with respect to the Manager's duties : you wish the Managers to be compelled to give more
attention to their duties. Do you know anything of what duties they have to perform? 4. No. My
recommendation is that they should be seen more about the mine.
4731. (. Yes; but of course you cannct say what a Manager’s duties are ;—he may have duties that you
are not aware of, other than merely visiting the working places? . Well, 1 take it the chief duty of
a Manager is looking after his men.
4732. (). Exactly ; but he may be outside thinking, Some proprietors may pay their Managers to think, not
to work? . Yes, just so,
4733. Do you not think it would Le a better plan for a Manager to sit down and think, rather than exhaust
himself physically by a useless walk through a mine? 4.1 do think it is necessary that the Manager
should see the conditions under which the men are working from time to time.
4734. (. Do you not recognise that the Manager is an administrator ? 4. Yes.
4735. (). And that he may be doing very effective work sitting in his office thinking and directing? 4. That
may be possible.  We do not say that all his time should be taken up in visiting the mine.
4736. (). You say something abont visiting once a week? 4. Yes, 1 suggested a visit once a week.
4737. (. Do you think that is practicable? 4. T suppose it could be nude so.
4738, ). Supposing you have a mine where it is impossible, where a Manager, if he started at the beginning
of the week and walked all through the mine would not bave tinished off at the end of the week, and would
not have any time left for other duties? 4. Not if he was walking all the tiwe, certainly.
4739. (. Now, I think you said if a wan saw anything wrong he was afraid to veport it? 4. No, T did
nob say that,
4740, (. Yes, I think you did. T have taken a note of it? /. I said in case of the check inspectors.
4741. (. No. I beg your pardon. This was with reference to the black list ; that if a man saw anything
that was wrong he was afraid to report things at present.
4742, Mr. Wade] Afraid to veport things now
4743, My, Robertson,] Yes,
4744, (. Are you aware that the dilliculty is to get the men to report :—that they are invited to report
A. No. T aw not aware of it, except by the rules—the Speeial Colliery Rules,
4745. . Anl nothing short of a charge of dynamite will cause them to niake a report sometimes I Do you
know that many Managers will welcome information from their werkmen t 4. No, 1 do not,
4746. (. Do you know that officials hiave been prosecuted by the Managers for neglecting to report? 4. No.
4747. (). You do not know everything. With reference to unlocking lamps for shot firing, you did not say
what ditference there was in opening a safety-lamp or using a wire? 4. If it is unsafe to Liave a flare-light,
it must be unsafe to have a safety lamy if it is disconnected.
4748. (). I am not defending the practice. I merely want to see if you know what is the difference. 1Is
there a greater degree of safety in using a wire ;—what do you do with a wire? 4. Make the wire hot ;
and there is no flame.
4749, Q. Does not the fuse spark ? 4. Yes.
4750. ). Would not that ignite gas? 4. T do not know, T am sure. DBut I understand that gas will only
ignite from a flame.
4751. Q. Would not the spitting of the fuse ignite gas? 4. If it was a flame.
4752. (). To my mind, there does not seem to me to be much ditference. You wade some reference to a colliery
in the north where the Manager had objected to use safety-lamps? 4. That is only a vague recollection of
mine in that case.
4753. Q. Have you any recollection of the miners ab the same colliery objecting? 4. No. T have not,
4754, (). So you cannot say? 4. I cannot say.
4755. (). With reference to the Inspectors having absolute power to order safety-lamps to be used, I think
you said, if he had the provisional power to order safety-lamps while the matter was referre<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>