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111tm9-1 Biggers, 7 January, 1903. 

Q. How long have you been working as a miner there? A. I should say about nine years as a miner-
as near as possible nine years, 

Q. Were you working in the Kembla Colliery last Wednesday? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who was the shot-firer for your district? A. Mr. Forsythe. - 
Q. Was any shot fired by him in your working-place last Wednesday 1 A. Yes. There was a shot 

fired there last Wednesday. 
Q. At the time, or shortly before firing the shot, had any part of your working-place or the vicinity of 

it been watered? A. I could not say that. I did not take any notice. 
66. Q. Did you see any part of it watered? A. It might have been watered but I did not see it. I could 
not say. I did not see it. 

(7. Can you give the number, or can you show on a plan the place, where you were working? A. Well, 
I have not been working in that district, I suppose, for a couple of years. I could not guarantee to give 
exactly a plan of the place. 

Q. Can you state where it is 1 A. It seems to be to the right of No. 1. I believe I am in the main 
heading. I have only been there a short time. 
66. his honor.] If you saw a plan of the mine, do you think you could pick it out? [Witnes& did 7Wt 
answer.] 

dIr. Lysagli.] Q. How was the fuse to fire that shot ignited 
dir. Wade objected to Mr. Lysaght's line of examination. He objected to Mr. Lysaght's examning 

the witness with regard to any alleged breaches of the Regulations since the date of the disaster. 
611. Mr. Bruce Smith stated that he took the same view as Mr. Wade. 
62. Mr. Lysaght said that he tendered this evidence in support of recommendation No. 20, which was 
that safety-lamps should not be unlocked for shot-firing ; and also in support of the proposition that Mr. 
Rogers is not a competent Manager, and that his certificate should be cancelled. 

His Honor consulted his colleagues. 
His honor.] We are all of opinion that this matter ought to be brought up to the time of the accident, 

and not since. Whatever Mr. Rogers may have done, or may have failed to do, since the date of the 
accident, he can be called upon under section 10 of the Coal-mines Regulation Act in relation to that it it 
is thought proper to do so : but it is not a question for us of what he has done since Cr what he has failed 
to do since, and I do not think we ought to go into that as a test of evidence to show what he might have 
done before the crucial (late. Up to that time we can inquire as to what happened; and from all that 
evidence as to what happened up to that date we can come to a conclusion, as we are asked, as to the cause 
of the accident, and can make upon all the evidence that Ave hear any recommendation that we think fit 
for the future ; but as to the conduct of officials since that date I think we have absolutely no jurisdiction; 
and I think, also, if we attempted to go into that question we should  iaiid this Commission in a most 
interminable inquiry. Therefore, we uphold the objection made by Mr. \\ade; and we decline to hear evidence 
of these facts which have occurred since the accident, apparently directed towards, principally, the question 
of whether or not some officer has acted improperly, or whether or not some improper course of conduct has 
been pursued in the mine in relation to blasting or otherwise. 

dir. £mjseqh'.] I take it that your Honor's ruling would exclude me from giving evi2ence of a 
dangerous practice for which we ask for a reeomniendat:on to amend ? 

His honor.] A dangerous practice upon which a recommendation should be made is a generally 
existing dangerous practice, or what might be a dangerous practice if it were adopted. It is quite 
immaterial whether, as a matter of fact, it is or is not adopted now. It is quite easy to show by general 
evidence that it is a dangerous practice. But, if an accident had happened- if it were a question whether 
a practice was or was not dangerous, and if, for the purpose of proving that it is dangerous, it could be 
proved that some accident happened in consequence of its being adopted, then, though that accident 
happened since the disaster, such evidence might be given but to show that there is a taking advantage of 
a loop-hole which is clearly existent in the law is quite useless and immaterial as far as I can see. I 
ctain1y do not see that it ought to be given; and my colleagues agree with me in that. 

Mr. Lysay/Ct.] Then I have no further cjuestions to ask the witness, Biggers. 

Cross-eamination by Mr. Wade :- 
Q. Were you with the party with which were Mr. Ritchie, Mr. May, Mr. Maguirc, and Mr. Morgan? 

A. No sir, I was not. 
Q. Was that your brother? A. A brother of mine. 

[ Witness retired.] 

Mr. JAMES MAGUIRE was sworn, and examined, as under :- 

Examination-in-chief by Mr. Lysaght :- 

Q. What is your name? A. James Maguire. 
Q. Where do you work? A. South Clifton. 
Q. What are you? A. A miner. 
Q. You are the President of the Illawarra Colliery Employees' Association? A. I am. 
Q. Did you visit the Mount Kembla Mine at the time of the disaster? A. Yes, I did. 
Q. What day were you there? A. I was there upon the day of the explosion-on the day the 

disaster occurred. 
Q. Will you tell the Commission what part of the mine you went into. A. I went into a part of the 

mine called the Shaft Section-I think that is the name. I went in there on that occasion for the purpose 
of doing what I could towards rescue. I assisted, I think it was, two men they were alive at the time. 
I forget their names. I assisted to bring those two men out. I did not go in any more on that occasicn. 

(7. Were you in the No. 1 Right District at all on that occasion? A. No. 
Q. Did you go in the mine on a subsequent occasion? A. Yes, I went in on an inspection. 
Q. On what date? A. I could not give you the exact date. I think it would be -_----[Interruptecl]. 
(7. The 9th August, with Mr. Morgan? A. About five or six weeks after_-something like that-I 

could not give you the exact date. 
Q. With Mr. Morgan and Mr. Ritchie, and a party of six I A. Yes, there was a party. 692. 
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Q. If it is left to the miners to look after their safety they would probably not do it? A. Some would, 
and soiiu' would not. 

Q. And you want a duty imposed on the Company to make the miners look after their safety 1 That 
is what it comes to? A. Well, it is partly that ; it is so that it would be clone. Your idea, if I understand 
you aright, is to leave it to each individual man to find out for himself. Mine is to take one particular 
man and say to luni -[Interrupted]. 
81$. Q. Exactly. If the Company give the men permission to know the different roads, you think it is not 
sufficient, is they would not bother to go? A. I think it would be a failure that way. 

Q. But what you want is a duty imposed upon the Company to make the men find these escapes for 
their own safety? A. Yes, to show them ; and then, if they did not take it afterwards, well, it could not be 
helped. 

Q. Well, would you have a penalty imposed upon the men who did not go? Have them fined? Have 
that added to the special rules? A. Fined. 

Q. For not going? A. I do not think I would. I would simply put it there; and I think the men 
would be only too glad to do it. 

Q. Supposing the men do not go even then with the deputy, would you propose that they should be 
fined 1 A. No, I would not. 

Q. You would still leave it to their own choice? A. I would leave it then. If a man after that being put 
in his way would not do it, I would let him rip and let him put up with the consequences : but I do not think 
he would. 

Q. Then you are not much further advanced under your proposal than you are now? A. Oh, I think so. 
895. Q. What is the difference? A. I think it would be a great difference if it were put into practice. 

Q. But you would not force the men to go 1 A. Because I do not think they would need forcing. 
Q. But supposing some men did to make sure of their doing it would you advocate a penalty? A. No. 

I would not punish them at all. I do not think they would need it. 
82$. Q. And you would not by any penalty force the men to disevoer means for their own safety? A. No. I 
think they would do it without forcing. 
899. Q. But you would force the company to utilise one of their ofileials to try and make them do it?. 
A. Oh, yes, I would do that. 

I/is honor.] That would appear as I understand it, Mr. Wade, to he the only practicable and satisfactory 
way of giving the men an opportunity of finding a roundabout course out from their working places: because 
I understand it is not the practice for the Mine Manager to allow tIie men to go anywhere about the mine 
they like,or to go out by any exit if they happen to have a fancy to explore. This suggestion is that they 
should have that opportunity, under the control of the management itself, of properly informing them-
elves of how they might get out in case their regular travelling road was not, under the circumstances, a 

safe one. 
Mr. JVwIe.] But the question has not arisen in that concrete form yet. What I put to him is this 

Supposing the management allow you on certain clays to go out in a body without you taking the deputy 
with you, would the miners go then 1 

Ills hIono.] But that would be a less satisfactory way of doing it. This recommendations puts the 
men under the control of the management: The suggestion is as much in the interests of the mine as in 
the interests of time men. 
833 .Jlr. lrace Smith.] Your Honor will note that Mr. Maguire says he will force the Company to lead 
the men out, but he would not force the men to follow. 
831. his ho nor.] But lie merely says that if the men are such fools as not to take advantage of this 
opportunity they must take thp consequences. It might be better to make it compulsory on the men at 
certain regular intervals to accept this offer. 

Jfr. iVw/e.] Q. Supposing you are working at the face of the No. 1 in Kembla-that is getting on for 
a mile and three-quarters in-nearly 2 miles? A. I suppose it would be something like that. 

Q. Well, if the men are taken-supposing they had been used to the davhght tunnel-would you take 
them round the No. 1 main tunnel only, or would you take them round all the exits throughout the miBe 
A. I would take them all the different exits in rotation. One time I would take them round one way, and 
another time I would take them round another, until all the men learned all time ways. 

Q. We see on this plan that there are two ordinary exits-down the main travelling way and down-
the daylight tunnel? A. Yes. 

Q. What you would have is that they should learn to get out by going round the 4th Left at the 
hack of the furnace and coming down the shaft tunnel 1 A. Yes. Whatever means there are I would do 
that until I got the men acquainted with them. 

Q. Sonic of those tracks would take a very long time to travel ? A. Yes. 
Q. I want to know, do you propose that that should come out of the time the miner is supposed to 

give to the Company, or should he do that after the working hours are finished? A. I suppose there 
would be some arrangen ment. 

Q. What do you propose? A. When the deputy has finished his shift, and the men have finished their 
shift, lie has got to conic out and they have got to come out ; and all the difference I see is the difference in 
the length of one travelling road and the other. - 

Q. Would you have that done so as to give the Company the full time of the men at the face, as 
they have now ;'or would you take it out of the Company's time 1 A. I would take it at the conclusion 
of the shift, when the men are coming out. 

Q. When they have finished their work 1 A. When they have finished when they are coming out. 
I would bring them out that way. 
841. (7. Now, I want to ask about these manholes-the miners are paid for cutting these manholes ? A. Yes. 

(7. At what rate are they paid for this, 6 x 3 x 4, at present 1 A. Well, usually manholes are done by 
day work. I do not know of any that have been done by the yard or the ton ; but usually they are done 
by the shift men. 

Q. Always? A. Not always. I said not always. 
Q. Do the miners do this work ? A. Sometimes the miners. 

948. Q. Well, do they get paid the ordinary tonnage rate, or something extra, for cutting these manholes 
A. I  I could not say; I never did any of them. 849 



	

	

104 
TlTitness-J. Maguire, 7 January, 1903. 

Q. You have no idea what the rate is? A. I cannot say whether they get paid extra or whether they 
get the usual rate or not; I have never clone any of them. 

Q. What size do you propose they should be? A. 6 feet high, and 6 feet in, and 5 feet wide. 

Q. Then you have no idea whether there is a special rate for cutting manholes at present, or not? A. I 
could not say. All that I know is that in the great majority of cases they have been cut by day work. 

Q. Now, with regard to the cut-throughs, could you give us any idea as to how much they would be 
increased in number by your proposal? You propose to have them every 30 yards? A. Yes. 

Q. And the bords run now very often over 100 yards, do they not? A. Oh, yes, I daresay they do; 
100 yards or over. 

Q. Would it be a fair thing to say that it would mean having four times as many cut-throughs as 
there are now, speaking on an average? A. Oh, I suppose in a 100-yards bord there would be four; but 
I do not know whether it would be four times as many. 

Q. How long do you drive now without a cut-through--from your own experience? A. I think it 
runs about 35 yards ; but it is the regular thing : it is supposed to be the regular thing : but sometimes 
they go a good deal further. 

Q. You said they go to 100 yards very often? A. The bords 

Q. Before they drive a cut-through? A. 100 yards? 

Q. You said so a moment ago? A. I do not know that I did. 
Q. I ask you what increase in the number of cut-throughs it would mean? A. I cannot say. 
Q. Well, you see in that 4th Left off No. 1 travelling road there are bords that are a good deal 

more than 100 yards without a cut-through. I think Mr. May told us there were some of 200 yards? 
A. With no cut-through? 

Q. Yes. Well, if you put in four in that space, supposing it was only 100 yards, it would just about 
multiply the number of cut-throughs by four? A. Oh, yes, if they drive them that distance without 
a cut-through. 

Q. You are paid for that a special yardage rate in addition to the hewing rate? A. Yes. 
Q. And the miners have received an increase in their yardage rate froin the Arbitration Court 

lately, have they not? A. Yes. 
Q. Do you not know that? A. Yes, 2s. 3d. a yard. 
Q. And it used to be what-is. 9d.? A. is. 9cl., I think. 

Q. You get first of all your tonnage, do you not? A. Yes. 
Q. For cutting these cut-throughs? A. You get your tonnage. 

Q. That is is. 9?d. now? A. Yes. 
Q. And in addition to that you get what is called a yardage rate; and it has been hitherto is. 9d., 

but has now been raised to 2s. 3d. a yard 1 A. Yes. 
Q. So that that would be an increase of cost to the mine-owners for these cut-throughs? A. Yes., 
Q. And a gaul to the miner too? A. Well, I suppose it would be. 
Q. When did you formulate this claim for cut-throughs every 30 yards? How long ago? Was it last 

week? A. Yes. It was a recommendation from the Delegate Board. 
Q. When? A. Last week. 

874 Q. And this increase to 2s. 3d. had been given before that A. Yes. 

Q. Before you made the recommendation? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, while we are on these cut-throughs, supposing you had a great pressure overhead, you would 
want big pillars, would you not? A. Yes, I suppose you want a good pillar, the greater the pressure. 

Q. The bigger the cover, the bigger the pillar you want? A. Yes. 

Q. The bigger the solid pillar? A. Yes. 
Q. And that means solid coal 1 A. Yes. 
Q. And do you not think cutting it up into these bits every 30 yards would weaken it? A. No, I do 

not think that driving it in would weaken it. I cannot see that it would. I do not think it would make 
any difference. 

Q. Would you be prepared to put your own opinion against that of an experienced Mine Manager on 
that point? A. No. It is only my opinion : that is all. I just give it as an opinion. I do not think it 
would make a great difference in the pressure. 

Q. Do you think it would make some difference? A. I do not know whether it would or not. I do 
not think it would. The taking out of a small piece like that would not make any difference to the 
pressure. 

Q. If you were doing that every 30 yards, all over the mine, do you not think it would make any 
difference? A. No. I do not think it would make any difference. 

Q. But you say you would not put your opinion against that of a Mine Manager? A. No. I do not 
put my opinions against anyone's. 

Q. Do I understand that you do not rely upon bratticing? You do not trust it? A. Oh, yes. I trust 
the bratticing; but I think it would be better to have these cut-throughs as well. It would be a double 
precaution. 

Q. You said that one of the objections is that the brattice might sag, and so interfere with the 
ventilation? A. Yes, it does do so. 

Q. Now, if it has sagged and interferes with the ventilation, the miner would soon discover that? 
A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Very quickly? A. Oh, yes. 
Q. And it could very soon be remedied? A. Oh, yes, all things can be remedied. 

Q. Can you tell me of any danger there is from working with these bords in lengths of more than 30 
yards, with brattice up to the face? A. No. I do not know that I can point to anything particularly. All 
I can say is that I think the cut-throughs would be additional safety. I do not prefer to rely on brattice 
for that length of distance. 

Q. Now, supposing you are going to drive ahead, say, 150 yards under your plan you put .a cut-
through in the first 30 yards? A. Yes. 

Q. What do you do after you have passed that ;-seal it up? A. No; you leave that until you come 
another 30 yards, and put that one open, and then seal that other one up, and have the other cut-through 
through, and keep the air going within 30 yards of the face. 893. 
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803. Q. And you have still the chance of the brattice in that 30 yards sagging? you run that risk still 
A. Yes. 
891. Q. And what would you do while the cut-throughs were being driven ;-would you get the miner 
to drive that cut-through? A. Yes, the man that is working in the place would drive that cut-
through. 

Q. Just show me on a piece of paper how you work this. Show me what you mean ;-how would 
you work your cut-throughi in the bord 1 A. I do not think I can draw a plan. I do not think I can 
do it. 

Q. Do you know that this provision about 30-yard cut-throughs was in the old Act I A cut-through 
every 30 yards? A. I cannot say. It may or may not have been. I do not remember. 
8964 Q. And that it has been left out of the present Act ? I suppose you know that? It is not in the 
present act ? A. No. 

Q. Now, with regard to claim 15-" Instruments at the bottom of the upcast" ;-what instruments 
would you have at the bottom of the upcast? A. I do not think I said I would have any there. 

Q. Supposing you had a furnace? A. Well, if we had a furnace I suppose I would have a barometer 
and a thermometer. 

Q. The barometer would show what? The pressure of the air 1 A. The pressure. 

Q. Do they have water-gauges now, do you know? A. Well, I suppose they have. I do not know 
much about those things. 

Q. Do you know what they show? A. No. I do not know what they show. 

Q. You do not know what they are there for? A. No. 
Q. What do you expect to get out of having these things that you ask for? A. Well, it would be a 

guidance for the man that was there if there was anything occurred-if there was any change. 
Q. Change of what? A. Change in the air. 
Q. What do you mean by change in the air? A. Well, I understand that a barometer shows you any 

change in the conditions of the air. 
Q. The pressure of the air? A. Yes. 
Q. What would that indicate do you think? A. That is all I can say about it. 
Q. What does that mean ? What does that indicate? A. I am not able to answer that question. I 

cannot answer you. 
Q. But you have agreed to the proposal? A. Yes. I agreed to it on the broad principle that a man 

would be there understanding these things-that instruments of that kind would be necessary for him, to 
show him these changes that may occur. 

Q. What do you expect when the changes are shown to him? A. Well, I expect that if that change 
showed hini that there was any danger lie would take steps accordingly. 

Q. How would they show danger ? A. I do not know much about it. 
Q. You see what you know about it. You have framed these claims ? A. I do not know much about it. 

91:3. Q. What is the width of your roads at South Clifton where you work-your haulage roads? A. About 
12 feet. 
911. Q. And what is the space between the skip-side and the rib-side? Is there room for a man to 
stand? A. I daresay there is. We do not travel on it there. 

Q. You do not want it on the South Clifton then? A. No. We (10 not travel on it there. 
Q. As a matter of fact is not there room to stand against the rib-side while the skip goes by, even on 

the haulage road ? A. Yes. 
Q. And room for a dozen men to stand, if necessary side by side against the rib 1 A. Yes, in the 

maJority of places I daresay there would be room for the men to stand. I have not been in there for a 
very long time. 

Q. And is it not a fact that manholes are very seldom used there? A. They are very seldom used 
there. - 

Q. At Clifton? A. Yes. 
Q. Now, claim 14--" Managers compelled to give more personal time and attention to management of 

colliery." You only refer by that to his going underground? A. Yes, to visits underground. 
Q. Then if you saw him about three times in a month at South Clifton-that is where you are 

speaking of? A. Yes. 
Q. Then ani I to understand that lie would probably be round the whole of the pit three times every 

month? A. Oh, no lie might be in portions of the mine where I would not see him. 
A. Of course you would not see him? A. What I understand by your question is that he might go 

(lown the mine and I not see him? 
Q. No. I suppose lie takes it in rotation, and pays a visit to each part of the mine in turn? A. Oh, 

yes; I suppose lie. does. 
Q. He cannot do it all in one day? A. I suppose lie might. 
Q. But it would be a big order? A. Yes. 
Q. Then if you see him three times in a month, the probability is that lie goes round the whole mine 

three times in a month in rotation? A. Oh, yes ; possibly it might be more than that. 
Q. And, besides your ordinary surface works at South Clifton, you have coke works? A. Yes. 
Q. And there is the railway traffic ; that comes right up to the pit head? A. Yes. 
Q. Now, you say you would have the whole of the mine watered under claim 13, every road? A. The 

main road and the travelling road. 
Q. Only those two? A. Yes. 
Q. In every part? A. No. I only said that I thought if there was water in the other parts it would 

be all the better that is all. 
Q. But you would not make it compulsory ? A. No. 
Q. And do you refer to the floor of the roads only ;-would that be sufficient 1 A. Well, unless there 

was something exceptional, I think that if the floor was well watered it would do. 
Q. It would make it cooler I A. It would lay the (lust and make it a lot cooler. 
Q. Is that the ground on which you recommend this watering of the roads I A. Yes I think it would 

lay the dust and would cool the air that passes over. 

16825 29-0 937, 
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937, Q. Now, with regard to the lamps under claim 13 : what you say in regard to Mount Kembla i 
that. oil July 31st the lamps were not ready for use A. Yes. 

Q. The oil was not in them? A. No. 
Q. And the wicks were not trimmed A. No. 

910. Q. But otherwise the lamps were in order were they not? A. Otherwise, from that. 
Q. Yes? A. Oh, yes. The lamps were there, but they had neither oil nor wick in them. 
Q. Once you put the oil and the wicks into the lamps you were able to use them? A. Well, we did 

use them anyhow. 
Q. You were able to use them? A. Yes. 
Q. Now, what is your reason for making this claim about doors-that the doors should be self-acting? 

A. Well, I think it would be extra security. Belying upon a man to close these doors, of course, he may 
not. He may think they are closed. 

Q. It takes the responsibility ofl'the miners' shoulders? A. No, it does not. If he did not hear that 
door close he would have to go and see. There migho bea piece of coal, or stone, or wood. He would have 
to go and see that it was closed. The responsibility would be still there; but it would make it doubly sure 
that it did close. 

Q. You have a special rule at your colliery? A. Yes. 
Q. Have you a special rule that every man that passes through a door must close it after him? 

A. Yes. 
Q. And, if the door is sclf-actin:, of course, you would still have the rule? A. Yes, I would still leave 

it there ; because, although the door is self-closing, there might be still some little thing happen to stop it. 
919. Q. So that, although they are self-acting, you would still make the men see that they are closed in 
each case? A. Yes. 

Q. That is not much use, is it? A. Yes; because it makes it doubly secure. We all naturally listen 
for the door closing ; and, if we do not hear it close, then we want to know why it did not close. Why, 
even with a self-acting door, there might be some little thing occur once in a way ; and he would be there 
to see why it did not close. The bang of the door would let him know whether it closed or not. 

Q. The time the door is open is very brief -it might he a few seconds I A. Yes. 
Q. You just push it open for the horse or the skip to go through? A. Or a man ; or it may be a 

string of them. it is not a very long time. 
Q. You do not lose much air by the operation? A. I do not know how much they lose-according to 

the length of time, I suppose. 
Q. Under ordinary conditions, a man just going through ? A. If it were one man it would be seconds. 
Q. if there were, a string of men going I A, It would be so many more seconds. I do not know how 

many that would be. 
Q. Take your own colliery; do you get strings of men going through at a time I A. Yes; very 

often we might have six, or eight, or twelve men coming out at one time, or going in through these doors; 
and the door would be open. 

Q. While the six men went through l A. While the men went through. It might he only one man 
but still it might be six or eight. 

Q. Now, in regard to these double doors, claim 10. That is only for the purpose of preventing the 
escape of air? A. That is it. 

Q. That is not for any further security in case of explosion I A. One door would be closed while they 
were working with the other open. - 

Q. It would not be any further security in case of explosion? A. No; only for the regulation of the 
air. 

Q. Now, the measurements of air are taken at present_is it monthly with you? A. I could not say. 
I do not know of my own knowledge how often they take them. They may take them oftener. I suppose 
they do have it at all events monthly ; but as I do not see them of course I cannot say. 

Q. Are they recorded in a book? A. Yes, I suppose they are. 
Q And if the air became deficient you could very soon tell it in your working place if you get short? 

A. Oh, yes; if it fell oil' to any great extent we would be able to tell it. 
961. Q. Now, with regard to your minimum for horses, 500 feet, have you any figures at all as to what a 
horse actually gets now-say in your own colliery ? A. No. I could not tell you in figures. 

Q. As far as you know (loss he get sufficient? A. Yes. I think they do get sufficient air at that 
particular colliery. They are very little ones ; they are not much bigger than men. 

Q. Have you got any waste workings at Clifton (claim 4)? A. Yes. There are waste-workings there 
Q. Of any extent? A. I could not say the extent. I do not know. 

96$. Q. Do Veil knew how the\ are dealt witl ? A. No. I do not even know that. I have not been 
near them. 

Q. Have you had any experience of working with a furnace for ventilation? A. Experience with a 
furnace ? 

Q. Working at a mine where they use a furnace instead of a fan? A. Yes. I worked at Bulhi. 
Q. How many years ago was that? A. A good many years ago. 
(9. How many-fifteen? A. Something like that, peihaps fourteen. 
(9. That is the only place 1 A. That is all the furnace,,, . 

971. (9. Now, how long have you been at South Clifton yourself I A. Oh, about twelve or thirteen years. 
Something like that. 
915. (7. Have you got shot-firers there b A. Yes. They have shot-firers there now. 

(9. How long is that 1 A. It is only a few months ; that is all. 
(7. Then one man is picked out for the purpose of firing the shots? A. Yes. 
(7. Can you say that the man you have at South Clifton is not competent? A. No, I cannot. 
Q. Can you say he is competent, as far as you know- I A. As far asi know. le is. I do not know, 

ill see. 
960. Q. How long has he been in the mine? A. I think there are two or three of them. I think one of 
them has been there about two years or eighteen months ; another one perhaps a little more-about that 
soiiiething between eightoon months and two years. 
91. Q. Now, these deputies at times have churge of the mine I A. Yes. 982. 
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(7. And can control the men and order them about ? A. Yes, control the men in their district. 
(7. And a good deal of the smooth working of the mine depends upon the way the deputies handle the 

men? A. Yes. 
Q. A good deal depends on their personal character and tact and judgment? A. Yes. 
(7. And those are things that the Manager could ascertain by observing the men from day to day? 

A. Yes. He would have his observation to guide him. 
Q. And those you admit are very important elements in chosing a deputy? A. Yes; all these things 

go to make a good one. 
Q. I say they are important elements. Are not they? A. Yes. 
Q. I do not ask the question in an oflénsive way at all ; but I do not suppose you have made a study 

of the chemistry of gases, have you? A. No. 
Q. But you know perfectly well when you come across fire-damp? A. Oh, yes. If I came across that 

I would know that much. 
Q. That is from your long experience? A. Yes. 

991, Q. And you know what black-damj) is ? A. Yes. 
(7. And you know when a roof is dangerous? A. Yes. 
(7. And you gather all these things from practical experience 1 A. Yes, that is all. 
Q. And I suppose you would not care to face an examination with a man before you with pen and 

ink ? A. I would not attempt it. I have not self-confidence enough for that. 
Q. But you feel yourself perfectly competent as a practical man to deal with the ordinary events of 

a day in a mine 1 A. Just the events as they pmeent themselves to me, that is all. 
Q. Now, just one word about your examination on August 9th-do I understand that, whatever it 

may be, you believe this explosion began at Aitken's place 1 A. Yes, 1 think it commenced in the vicinity 
of that, as far as I could tell. 

Q. That was a place pointed out to you I A. We all went along and looked and that is a place that 
struck inc with signs of force. 

Q. Was that the place with a smaller pillar working close by? A. That was a place where Aitken had 
just commenced a pillar he could not have worked many days at it. 

Q. Were you all there-all the party? A. Yes, I think so. 
1000. (7. All together? A. Within a few ya..ds of each other. 
1001. (7. You examined this place? A. Yes. We were never very far away from each other going round. 
1002. Q. And I suppose you discussed these things when you saw these signs of burning and charring 
there I A. I do not say there was any discussion. 
1003. Q. I suppose you expressed your opinion there that this was the place I A. I do not remember that 
we dii. I do not remember anything pai'tieular being said at all. 
1004. Q. I (lid not say anything particular. But you fixed that place in your own mind as being the place 
of the origin of the explosion 1 A. Yes. That struck mime as being the most likely place that I saw. 
1005. Q. You were there to find out the origin of this explesion I A. Yes. 
1006. Q. Did not you mention this to some of the party? A. I do not think I did. I do not think I had 
much to say to anyone. 
1007. Mr. Lysaylu.] I submit, Your Honor, he has answered three or four times. 
1008. JJi.s Honor.] There is nothing in the witness's manner or style to suggest that he is not telling 
everything that he has in his mind as exactly correctly as he possibly can. Judging from the mariner of 
the witness all through, 1 should take him to be a remarkably reliable wituess. 
1009. AIr. JlTade.]  I do not suggest any imputahon against him for a moment. 
1010. his Honor.] He cannot know more than lie clues. He earniot remember more than lie knows ; but 
if vou cm suggest something lie might remember it. You might recall sunething to his memory. 
1011. JVitne8s ] If I had spoken to any one of the party about Aitken's place I think I would remember it; 
but I do not remember it. 
1012. AIr. lVwle.] Q. Was this mattem' mentioned by you or by anybody 1 A. No. I do not think it was. 
1013. Q. Either at the place, or have you (hseusseii it with any of the parties since? A. No. I have had 
little or nothing at all to say to anyone about it. 
1014. Q. Do you mean that you have told no one about it at all? A. No. I do not think I have told 
anyone at all. 
1015. (7 You have not told one of the party? A. Not one of them. 
1016. Q. And this party went in as a party of miners, did they not I A. Yes. 
1017. Q. To ascertain the cause of the explosion, the cause of the disaster 1 A. Yes. 
1018. (7. And whei'e it began 1 A. Yes, if 1)Ossibie, of course. 
1019. (7. And you say you have never mentioned this fact to a single soul since? A. No. I do not 
remember mentioning it to anyone. 
1020. Q. Was there any reason for not mentioning it? A. o reason whatever. I would just'- as soon 
have spo1'n about it if it had come into my head ; but I do not SUUS it did. 
1021. Q. Did you trace the course of the explosion-in what direction it went after Aitken's place I A. No, 
I do not think I (lid. I could not say the direction it went. 
1022. Q. When you were present, there has been no discussion among the miners, either the officials or the 
mimiers, as to where this began or what the cause was 1 A. There has been none, so far as I am concerned. 
I have not discussed it. 
1023. Q. It has not been mentioned in your presence? A. No. 

Crosscxamination by Mr. Bruce Smith :- 

1024. Q. What is your experience as to mining I Have you ever been out of this (listrlct 1 A. No. 
1025. Q. You have not been to Newcastle or the Western District? A. Z[ have never worked in a colliery 
in any other place than this district. 
1026. Q. 1 [ave you ever worked in England ? A. Yes I have worked in the North of England. 
1027. Q. For how many years? A. I have been twenty-five years out here-oh, I suppose, about fifteen or 
I ixteen years at home. 
e028. Q. In what locality 1 A. All in Durimam. 
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1029. Q. And have you always been a miner-always worked at coal-getting? A. Yes, with the exception of 
some slight breaks. 
1030. Q. I do not mean as to the continuous character of your employment: but you have never worked in 
any other capacity but that of a miner? A. No. 
1031. Q. You have never been in any responsible position as Manager, or under-manager, or deputy? A. No, 
nothing of that. I had to get coal all the time. 
1032. Q. Now, when you went in, I think you said six weeks, but it was about nine days after the accident- 
but that does not matter-you only went in once afterwards? A. That is all. 
1033. Q. Who led you in on that occasion? A. There was a man of the name of Morrison there. 
1034. Q. John Morrison? A. Morrison. A deputy he is now, I think. 
1035. Q. How came you to go up to Aitken's place, to that particular part of the mine? A. Well, this 
was a place we came across in the usual course as we went along. We did not go specially to this Aitken's 
place. 
1036. Q. What determined you as to whether you should go up to the Shaft District or up No. 1 Right I 
A. I think it was understood that we should visit that part, No. 1 District, that was all. 
1037. Q. You went up there, of course, with the intention, as Mr. Wade has put it to you, of ascertaining 
the cause and the locality? A. Yes. 
1038. Q. Did you take any notes at all ? A. No, I did not. 
1039. Q. Did anybody else take any notes? You had Mr. May with you? A. Yes. 
1040. Q. Did he take any notes? A. Well, I believe lie did take some little notes: but I am not exactly 
sure; but I think he did : but, still, I am not too certain of it. 
1041. Q. Do you know of anybody else who took any notes that you saw? A. No, I did not see. I fancy 
that Mr. May took some notes; but I would not be sure. 
1042. Q. Did you ever see any notes that were taken afterwards? A. No, never, not a shadow of one. 
1043. Q. There were half a dozen of you? A. Yes. 
1044. Q. Did you ever meet together afterwards to discuss tb& cause of the accident? A. No; we never 
met afterwards. We just came away and [fnter.upted.] 
1045. Q. And you did not discuss it in the mine? A. Well, we talked. Now and then we had bits of 
spells ; but I do not know whether there was any discussion-just looking and examining about. 
1046. Q. I take it you all went in and formed your individual opinions, and came out again? A. So far as I 
know, they did. That is all I did, anyhow. 
1047. Q. And you never put your heads together afterwards to compare notes? A. No. 
1048. Q. And you do not know their opinions? A. I do not know what their opinions may be. 
1049. Q. Did you never report to anybody what conclusion you had come to? A. No; I did not. 
1050. Q. I do not mean individually, but the body? A. No. 
1051. Q. Were you appointed to go in? A. We were appointed to go in, yes; and we simply reported that 
we had gone in. 
1052. Q. Who appointed you to go in as a body? A. I received my instructions to attend from the General 
Secretary, Mr. Ritchie. 
1053. Q. That is all you know? A. That is all I know. 
1054. Q. You were told that you were one of a party appointed to go in and investigate? A. Yes. 
1055. Q. And yet you never reported? A. No. 
1056. Q. And never compared notes ? A. No; I did not, anyhow. 
1057. Q. Then, as far as you are concerned, you never really responded to the delegation: you never 
reported what,you saw, or what opinion you formed? A. No. I never reported anything. 
1058. Q. Now, you did form an opinion, you tell us? A. Yes. 
1059. Q. But of a very vague character? A. Well, that may be. 
1060. Q. I mean the only conclusion you appear to have come to is that it originated near Aitken's working 
place? A. Yes. 
1061. Q. You do not know what goaf that is near? A. No, I do not. 
1062. Q. And, in expressing your opinion, you cannot say whether the goaf you believe it Caine from was 
this littlegoaf 17 perches in area, or the 35-acre goaf l A. No, I really could not say. 
1063. Q. And you know the distance from one to the other? A. I do not know the exact distance. 
1064. Q. Something like 10 or 15 chains apart-you cannot go any nearer than that? A. I could not say. 
1065. Q. Do you consider your opinion is of any value as to the locality? A. Well, I just put it forward - 
[Interrupted.] 
1066. Q. I mean do you put it forward as of any value? A. No; but it was the best idea I could come to 
on it. That is all. 
1067. Q. That is the best you could do? A. Yes. I do not put it forward with any great deal of confidence. 
1068. Q. You said to Mr. Wade that your reason for concluding that it originated there was that you saw 
signs of force? A. Yes. 
1069. Q. Did not you see signs of force in a great many places I A. Yes. 
1070. Q. Did not you see signs of force down No. 1 ? A. I saw it on the main road and in various places 
there were signs of force. 
1071. Q. So that the presence of signs of force is not your reason for saying that the explosion originated 
where you saw the signs of force? A. Well, yes. I think I would say that the signs of force in that 
particular place led me to believe that that was the place where it originated. 
1072. Q. You saw signs of force down here at the beginning of that 35-acre goaf? A. Yes, I saw signs 
of force all the war down here [indicating on the Plon]. 
1073. Q. You saw signs of force in many places 20 chains apart? A. Yes. 
1074. Q. Did you observe signs of force going in different directions-opposite directions? A. Yes. It 
seemed very peculiar to me that there should he signs of force perhaps here, as one may say, and then a 
comparatively calm place, and then signs of force again in different directions : only I cannot describe the 
exact positions of those froni memory. 
1075. Q. And did you see that kind of thing-evidence of opposite forces-in several places? A. Yes. I saw 
them in three or four places. 
1076. Q. Signs of opposite forces, with calm places, in some cases in between? Q. Calm places in hetweer 
1077. Q. Now, with regard to these suggestions, I only want to find out to what extent you are making 
them on experience of your owu. Did you frame these yourself? A. No, I did not. 1078. 
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1078.. Q. Did you take part in framing them? A. Yes. I was there when they were brought forward that 
was all. I was simply preseiit when the recommendation& were brought forward. 
1079. (7. That is when they were completed 1 A. Yes. 
1080. (7. But did you take part in framing them? A. No. 
1081. Q. Then the first time you knew anything about these twenty suggestions was when they were 
submitted to you? A. That is it. 
1082. Q. Were you asked to support them? A. Yes. They were placed before me. 
1083. Q. Do you profess to have enough experience to support the whole twenty, apart from your being 
asked to do so? A. Well, after I heard them read and discussed, and so on, and looked into them, I did. 
J084. Q. The whole twenty? A. Yes. 
1085. Q. Unconditionally? A. Yes, the whole twenty of them, just as you have heard me speak to-day, 
1086. Q. Now, take first of all this No. 1--do you know to what extent certificates are now required by 
Managers? A. To what extent 
1087. Q. Do you know whether certificates are or are not required by Managers now? I only want to see 
the extent of your knowledge? A. Yes. 
108$. Q. Do you know whether Managers require to be certificated now I A. Yes 
1089. (7. This recommends that that should he required 1 A. Yes. 
1090. (7. You know that it is being done, do you not? A. Yes. 
1091. (7. Do you know that under-managers require to be certificated? A. Yes. 
1092. Q. Then you are recommending that something should be done that is done? A. Yes ; but men may 
come in on service certificates. 
1093. Q. But that is not expressed here. Do you mean to say that men come in on service now without 
certificates ? you mean that, when certificates were established, men who had served a certain time were 
allowed to practise as Managers without certificates? A. Yes, without examination. I mean that they 
should pass an examination. 
1094. Q. Have you read this, " Managers, under-managers, deputies, and shot-fliers, to hold certificates of 
competency by examination, and to have had five years' practical mining experience, before being eligible 
for respective positions "1 A. Yes, they all have to hold a certificate. 
1095. (7. You are recommending this for the future? A. Yes. 
1096. Q. So that this does not really convey what you mean ? A. Well, I went in for it more on account 
of the deputy and the shot-firer, because I was not aware that they had any certificate; and I thought that 
would bring them in: and that is the reason why I approved of it. 
1097. Q. I tell you candid'y I am trying to test your knowledge and experience of the things that you 
are undertaking to indorse. Now, what is your opinion as to the qualifications that are most requisite 
in a shot-firer? I want to see to what extent your opinion is of value to the Commission 1 A. I do not 
think he would want to know anything more than to know something of gases. 
1098. 0. How do you mean to know.something of gases? A. That he would be able to test for it. 
1099. Q. That he should be able to tell the presence of gas 1 A. Yes, and whether there was a sufficient 
quantity of it to know whether the place was dangerous or not. 
1100. (7. That is practical experience, is it not? A. Yes, a sort of practical experience. 
1101. (7. Well, it is the sort of practical experience that a deputy gets? A. Yes. 
1102. (7. Where do you get this practical experience? A. The deputies' practical experience? 
1103. Q. No, the practical experience that is necessary for a. shot-firer? A. If it was practical experience, 
he would get it by doing it. 
1104. Q. In the mine? A. In the mine. 
1105. (7. What examination are you recommending the Commission to require from such a man 1 What 
sort of examination? In what? A. I would like him to show that he could recognise the danger when he 
saw it, and know what to do. 
1106. Q. What do you propose that he should be examined in? I want to see the extent to which you 
understand the propositions you support here 1 What are the subjects you propose lie should be examined 
in? A. I would examine him about the methods of discovering gas in the place. 
1107. Q. You could discover gas, could you not I A. Yes ; but there may be men put in the position of 
shot-firer that could not. 
1108. (7. You could hold up a safety-lamp? A. I suppose so. 
1109. Q. And you could hold up a hydrogen flame lamp? A. I suppose I could. 
1110. Q. You know the effect upon a hydrogen lamp of the presence of a minute proportion of gas I 
A. Yes. 
1111. (7. Do you think you are competent to fire a shot? A. Well, there may be other things. 
1112. Q. That is what I want to get at. What would you examine such a man in? A. Well, that is 
pretty well what I would do. I would see that he could recognise the presence of gas, and know what to 
do if there was a quantity there to get rid of it before lie fired the shot. 
1113. Q. Does it not boil down to this, that you would require a man to be able to hold up a hydrogen 
lamp and test the presence of an infinitesinial portion of gas? A. Yes, lie would certainly have to do that. 
1114. Q. And you would pass that yourself? A. I suppose I would. 
1115. Q. Who do you propose should examine the man in that? Do you mean men of Mr. May's stamp? 
A. I do not know Mr. May. 
1116. Q. Is that the sort of man you would leave this examination to? A. There are a Board of Examiners. 
1117. (7. At any rate this is the kind of examination you propose for a shot-firer? A. Yes. 
1118. (7. Now, do you think any Manager would appoint a man as a shot-firer who did not know how to 
hold up a hydrogen lamp 1 A. I would not think so, but lie might. 
1119. Q. Do you tell the Commission that there is a danger of the Manager of it mine appointing somebody 
in the mine as a shot-firer who did not know how to test for gas with it hydrogen lamp 1 A. It is quite 
possible for a Manager to be deceived in a man. The man might give an exaggerated account of his own 
mthihitis. He might say he could do it; and when he got there lie could not do it. 
1120. Q. With regard to these waste workings, have you compared notes N,.- itli any of the othei' people who 
are recommending these things I A. No. I have not compared notes with anybody. 
1121. Q. I understand you do not approve of sealing off the wastes? A. Not if it is practicable to ventilate 
hem. 1122. 



	

	

	

110 
Witness-J. Maguire, 7 January, 1903. 

1122. Q. You would leave them open so that any accumulations of gas could escape? A. So that the air 
would carry it off. 
1123. Q You think that is the best way? A. I think that would be best if it could be done. 
1124. Q. And that is the practice adopted now in most mines? A. Yes, I suppose it is. 
1125. Q. Then you have nothing new to suggest in regard to waste workings? A. Well, where it could not 
be done perhaps the best thing would be to seal it off. 
1126. Q. You have no fault to find with regard to the practice of carrying it off? A. So long as it is taken 
off I would prefer that it should be taken off instead of being made a magazine of. 
1127. Q. Well, if the mine is ventilated it will be taken off? A. Yes. 
1128. Q. Now take No. 6, "inspection in all cases with locked safety lamps" : I do not think I need examine 
you with regard to that. With regard to No. 7: how often are examinations made now? A. I could not 
tell you. 
1129. Q. You do not know? A. I do not know. - 
1130. Q. So that you have not any alterations to suggest 1 A. No. 
1131. Q. Now with regard to No. 8, do you know of your own knowledge, either by reading or observation, 
what is the consumption of air per minute by a man? A. No. I could not tell you that. 
1132. Q. Do you know whether it is 25 cubic feet? A. No. I could not say. 
1133. Q. Do you know whether it is 10 cubic feet? A. No. 
1134. Q. But you undertake to come here and recommend that more than an average of 100 cubic feet 
should be allowed per man and horse? A. Yes. 
1135. Q. Do you know how much a horse consumes a minute? A. No. 
1136. Q. Do you know whether he consumes 25 feet a minute? A. The only thing I know about that is 
that a horse must naturally consume more than a man. 
1137. Q. You do not know how much a man consumes? A. No. 
1138. Q. Do you know what 2.5 cubic feet of air means? Do you know what a cubic foot of air means 
A. Not in that respect, I do not. 
1139. Q. Do you know how you would measure a cubic foot of air? A. No. 
1140. Q. I do not mean by what apparatus, but what it would have to measure? A. No. 
1141. Q. So that you do not know anything about that, do you? A. No. I do not know anything about 
that. 
1112. Q. Now, No. 11. You have undertaken to endorse the suggestion that weekly measurements of the 
air be taken in each section. You know, do you not, that the men have permission to make what they 
call a check-inspection 1 A. Yes. 
1143. Q. And they are permitted to make that how often? A. Oh, I suppose pretty well any time they 
like. - 
1144. Q. How often do the men as a precaution for their own safety make a check-inspection of the 
ventilation? Now, I am going to test by the mcii's own judgment as to how often it is necessary, in 
order to insure their own safety? A. Oh, that is not done very often. 
1145. Q. Is not it a fact that they sometimes allow three months to elapse without a check inspection I 
A. Yes. 
1146. Q. Did you ever make a check-inspection of your own mine ? A. Oh yes, it has been done. 
1147. Q. Do you personally? A. Oh no-personally, no. 
1148. Q. Have you personally had the right to make a check-inspection of your own mine I A. Yes. 
1149. Q. Well, who initiates it: who determines when it shall be done by the men? A. The men 
themselves, if they think it is necessary, call upon the check-inspectors. 
1150. Q. If the men think it is necessary they call upon the check-inspectors ? A. That is it. 
1151. Q. And you admit that they do not think it is necessary sometimes for a whole quarter?- A. Yes. 
1152. Q. You are recommending that it should be done every week by somebody else? A. Yes. 
1153. Q. With regard to the extra supply of safety lamps, are you making that suggestion upon the 
assumption that safety-lamps are required to be used by miners throughout these mines in the future? 
A. No. I thought that they might be. Of course there is always the possibility that they might be 
called for. 
1154. Q. You suggest that there should be a safety-lamp for every miner, and one-third of the total number 
s-er; that is to say if there were 300 miners I understand you to suggest that there should be 400 safety-

lamps all in going order? A. Yes. 
11.55. Q. Is that suggestion made upon the assumption that for the future every miner will have to use a 
safety-lamp -? It makes a great deal of difference. Supposing things are left as they are, and that in 
consequence of there not being a discovery of gas within twelve months it is optional whether the miners 
use safety-lamps or not. Would you then require 400 safety-lamps to be kept all in going order in a mine 
where there are 300 miners? A. No. Looking at it from the danger point of view, if a mine had the naked 
lights in, and they were being used, and they had these 300 men [Jiite-iruptcl.] 
1156. Q. You are in the position here of making a recommendation to these three gentlemen which they may 
or may not attach great weight to and you practically say to them "if there are 300 miners working 
in any mine I recommend that 400 safety-lamps shall be bought and kept in working order." Now, do 
you mean to recommend that, whether the miners are required to work by safety-lanips or not? A. No. I 
was going to explain that. In the event of a colliery having, say, 300 men in it, if they were working 
with the naked light, then these lamps would be necessary only in case of a sudden dlisasteI' and I would 
expect 100 lamps then, equal to one-third of the men so that the lamps would be there ready for men to 
go in and render assistance if necessary. 
1157. Q. If there are 300 men in the mine, alt-bough they do not use safety-lamps when they are working, 
you recommend that 100 lamps should be kept there in-readiness? A. Yes. 
11 5& Q. Even if they are not compelled to use safety-lamps for their ordinary working? A. Even if they 
are not compelled. 
1159. Q. Now, this watering question : have you read much about watering? A. No. 
1160. Q. Do you know the extent to which it is practised at Home? A. No. 
1161. Q. Have you any ideas as to how it should be clone? A. No, I cannot even say that. I have not 
Eeen i arried into operation. 
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1162. Q. You do not profess to know very much about it? A. Not a great deaL I recommend it just 
on the grounds that I say ; that it would lay the dust and make the air cooler. 
1163. Q. You cannot suggest the methods I A. No. I would leave that to the people who do it to discover 
themselves the best method and the most economical. 
1164. Q. now, with regard to No. 14-" Managers compelled to give more of their personal time and 
attention to management of colliery," More than what, do you mean 1 A. Well, I think that three or four 
inspections in a month [Interrupted]. 
1165. Q. You have not said that, you see; you are in South Clifton; how often does the Manager go through 
your mine I A. I think I said that, personally, I thought that I had seen him, perhaps, three or four times 
a lnonth ; perhaps, sometimes he might he in oftener; perhaps, other times not so often. 
1166. Q. Then, personally, you are satisfied with what goes on in your own mine 1 A. Yes. 
1167. Q. And you have heard that it is not so in other niines? A. Yes. 
1168. Q. Then you say he should go through how often? A. Once a week. 
1169. Q. The Manager or under-manager? A. The Manager. 
1170. Q. That is your own personal opinion I A. Yes. 
1171. Q. That is in addition to the visits of the under_manager? A. That is it. 
1172. Q. I think you told Mr. Wade you really (10 not know what would be the purpose of these 
instruments at the bottom of the shaft I A. No. I do not know anything about that. 
1173. Q. Is this once a week for every colliery; or does it depend upon the size of the colliery? A. 
Well, 1 think in a smaller colliery he might perhaps get down oftener. 
1174. Q. I am not speaking of how often he could get round, but of how often in your opinion is it 
necessary for the safety of the mine that an Inspector should go round a small mine 1 A. Oh, I think at 
least once a week in any mine. 
1175. Q. And you would have the same time for all of them, large or small I A. Oh, yes. I would leave 
it to their own judgments whether they went oftener or not, in a small mine ; but I would have them to 
go round one(,  a week at all events. 
1176. Q. With regard to No. 19, can you tell me of any cases that have come under your experience in 
which a black list has been sent from mine to mine I A. No. I never knew of it myself. 
1177. Q. You are suggesting a cure for a disease which you have never seen? A. I have never seen it. I 
have simply heard of it, though. 
1178. Q. And with regard to No. 20, can you bring before the Commission any instance in which the 
practice that you piovide against there has existed 1 A. What is that? 
1179. Q. Safety-lamps not to be unlocked for shot firing. Have you ever known a case? A. No, I cannot 
say that I have. 
1180. Q. In all your experience A. I cannot remember any particular case. 
1181. Q. Have you had any case brought under your notice? A. No. 

Re-examination by Mr. Lysaght :- 

1182. 9. Regarding this inspection on the 9th August, is it a fact that you were directed [Interrupted]. 
1183. (if". Wade objected to the form of the question. His Honor upheld the objection.) 
1184. Mr. Lysay/it.] Q. Was any direction given before you entered the mine as to the observations 
which you were to make personally? A. Any directions given 1 
1185. Q. Yes, from any person, as to any conclusions you might form I A. No. I do not remember 
anyone giving any directions. No one spoke. about such a thing. 
1186. 9. You know that by these special rules of each colliery there is a prohibition against miners leaving 
their working places I A. Yes. 
1187. 9. Do you know that it is specially prohil:itecl by the rules I A. Yes. 
1188. Air. Wade.] Q. \Vithout leave'? A. Yes. He gets permissioll of course. 
1189. Air. Lysag/it.] Q. From whom has that permission to be obtained 1 A. I should take it as from the 
Manager. 
1190. Q. Is there more than one exit from your colliery at South Clifton I A. No. There is only the one 
there that I know of. 
1191. Q. May there be some others that you do not know of 1 A. There might be. I only know the one 
way. 
1192. Q. How long have you been working there? A. Twelve or thirteen years. 
1193. Q. If the showing of the miners out was left to a miner, would it be easy or difficult to find a miner 
who would know each road in your mine? A. Oh, he would have to be a very 01(1 hand; and even then he 
might not know. 
1194. Q. And would there be any danger of his leading the men, perhaps into a dangerous part of the mine 
unconsciously? A. Oh, there is always that danger. 1-Ic might think he knew it, and might make a 
mistake. 
1195. Q. Regarding Mr. Wade's supposition that a miner hemg invited to go and see the way out and not 
turning up [Interrupted]. 
1196. Mr. Wade ] It was a question I asked. 
1197. AIr. Lysaght.] Q. A question or suggestion------in your opinion would there be any man in the district 
who would do such a thing 1 
119$. (iii. Wade objected. 1/is ilonoi' said lie (lid not think it worth while to have that evidence one 
way or the other). 
1199. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. With regard to these questions asked by Mr. Smith as to these recommendations, 
were these recommendations made at the first Delegate Board Meeting 1 
1200. (Mr. Bade objected.) 
1201. Q. When were the)- macic? A. At the last Delegate Board Meeting. 
1202. Q. 1-low ninny Delegate Board Meetings llOv(' there been since the (lominission was appointed I A. I 
ii,, ii, t think there have ls('n any. 
120:1. Q. \Vitli the eveeptimi of this one? A. I do not remeniher aiI. 
1 201. 9. What office did yuu hold at the Delegate Board Meeting 1 A. I was chairman. 
1205.   (7. Were the ies dii to me discussed at that meeting 1 A. Yes. 
1206. (7. In [tuIl A. lii dvUtil. 1707. 
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1207. Q. What is tho average size or the average distance for these cut .throughs now as a general rule 
1208. MrWade.] I suppose you mean at South Clifton? 
1209. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Well, as far as you know in any other mine, what is the average distance of these 
cut-throughs? A. I am not sure on that point. I could not say for other collieries, but I think about 35 yards. 
1210. Q. If the bratticing gets disarranged, say 30 or 40 yards from where the miner is working, has he any 
means of knowing that it is the brattice that is disarranged, and cuts off all air, unless he goes back and looks? 
A. No. There is nothing to tell him, until he goes back to see what is wrong, and then he will find out. 
1211. Q. Now, regarding the watering, if the conditions were dusty would it be sufficient, in your opinion, 
to water the floor? A. Oh, if they were exceptionally dusty they would want the roof and sides doing too. 
If they were extra dusty. 
1212. Q. Did you ever have a hydrogen flame in your hand to examine? A. No. I never had one of them 
in my hand. 
1213. Mr. Wade.] You mean a lamp, do you not? 
1214. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. A hydrogen lamp. 
1215. Q. Do you consider yourself competent for the position of a deputy? A. No. 
1216. Q. Would you consider yourself competent now to be a shot-firer? A. Well, I do not know. I would 
have to see the conditions, I suppose, that I would have to go through. 
1217. Q. I think you answered Mr. Wade that you considered you were competent to deal with the 
ordinary events cf the mine. Would you, with all your experience, consider yourself competent to deal as 
a deputy or shot-firer with the extraordinary events ? A. No. I would not like to take the responsibility. 

Examination by Mr. Robertson 

12 18. You said you would give the Inspectors absolute power to order safety-lamps? Yes. 
1219. Is that a general power applying to all mines? A. Yes. My meaning would be that, wherever the 
inspector thought it was absolutely necessary to put these lamps in, I would give him the power of saying 
whether they should or should not go in. 
1220. Q. Would not that apply to gassy mines only? A. Well, a mine might in the opinion of some be 
considered not gassy ; and the Inspector might consider it to be so. 
1221. Q. So there might be a difference of opinion? A. Yes. 
1222. Q. If there was a difference of opinion, the Inspector might be wrong? A. Certainly he might. 
1223. Q. Do you not think it would be justice to give the Manager or the owners an opportunity of proving 
that there was no gas and no necessity for safety-lamps ? A. In my opinion you have to give somebody 
the say. You cannot leave it to too many. And I think the Inspector is the likelier man of the two to 
be the judge of it. I mean you would naturally look to him from his position. 
1224. Q. But you know that, under the Act, in ease of any defects that are not provided for by the Act 
the Inspector may, if the management refuse to remedy them, take it to arbitration ? A. Yes, 
1225. Q. Are you aware that, with reference to these safety-lamps, he has no such power, it having been 
already provided for in the Act? A. I could not say. It may be so. 
1226. Q. Would it not meet the case if the Inspector had the power to refer the question of safety-lamps to 
arbitration? Would it not be fair to both parties? A. I do not know. In my opinion it is a fair thing. 
I do not think he would use it arbitrarily. I still think the Inspector should have that amount of power 
at all events. 
1227. Q. No doubt; but he is only human? A. Certainly. 
1228. Q. And he may be mistaken? A. Yes. Anyone is likely to do that-Managers too. He may make 
a mistake; but I think it all points the other way, and that he would be very careful and would not (10 
so ; and that he would not order them without some reasonable grounds that they should be introduced. 
1229. Q. May be. I quite admit that. But an absolute power such as you suggest is ahnost too much 
to place in the hands of any human being? A. I prefer to put that power in his hands to leaving it 
to two parties. That is only my view, of course. That is all. I may be wrong, of course, in my opinion 
but it is my view of it. 
1230. Q. You have asked among other things for a monthly inspection by deputies and District Inspectors 1 
A. What number is that? Would you read it? 
1231. (Mr. Lysaght read No. 7.) 
1232. Mr. Robertson.] Q. Are you aware that the tendency of legislation has been to impose the responsi- 
bility on the Manager alone? A. No. I do not know that I am. 
1233. Q. Cannot you see that the whole tenor of the Act is to throw the responsibility on the Manager? A. 
Well, I suppose if I understand it rightly the responsibility even under this would still be on him in this 
part, to see that this was done. 
1234. Q. Do not you think that under this proposal the responsibility would be divided? A. The monthly 
examination would be made by the deputies; but the Managers would still have to see that this was 
carried out, 
1235. Q. But you ask for the deputies to inspect along with the District Inspector. Do not you think 
that is a very unwise thing, and totally opposed to the whole tenor of the Coal-mines Regulations and 
legislation? A. I do not see it. 
1236. Mr. Lysaght.] I think Mr. Robertson misunderstands. It is a monthly examination by deputies, 
and a monthly examination by District Inspectors; but not at the same time. 
1237. Mr. Robertson.] It does not say so. 
1238. Mr. Lysaght.] I will state that now. It would mean that one fortnight an examination would be 
made by the deputy, and the following fortnight an examination would be made by the District Inspector. 
So that it would really be a fortnightly examination. 
1239. His honor.] It looks as if it were intended to be one inspection made once a month in the presence 
of both the deputy and the District Inspector. 
1240. Mr Robertson.] Q. What sort of an examination do you mean? The usual inspection? A. Yes, the 
usual examinations. 
1241. Q. Only with the hydrogen flame? A. Yes. 
1242. Q. Into the old workings, and so forth? A. Yes, and any part-a thorough examination-to go 
over the whole of the workings. 

1243. 
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1213. Q. Do you know how this hydrogen gas is obtained? A. No. 
1244, Q. You do not know that it is ratherdiffleult and expensive to get? A. No. 
1245. Q. You do not know how many tests can be niade? A. No I only know by hearsay about these things. 
1246. Q. And yet you recommend a fortnightly inspection, a complete inspection with the hydrogen flame? 
A. Yes. 
1247. Q. Do you know that taking an observation with the hydrogen flame is a very tedious process? 
A. Well, I suppose it would be. It may take a certain amount of time 
1248. Q. And if it takes a clay for the ordinary inspection with the ordinary lamp it would take about a 
week with the hydrogen lamp ? A. Well, I do not know. A week would seem to me to be an extraordinary 
time to take to examine. 
1249. Q. But you do not know? A. No. I am not in a position to say the exact time. 
1250. Q. Then as an example, if it took the District Inspector three days to inspect a mine that could be 
done in the ordinary way in one day ; and the District Inspectors should have to make an inspection every 
fortnight, necessarily that would involve the appointment of a large number of additional Inspectors I 
A. Oh, if that were so. I do not know whether it is so or not. But if it took the time that you say it 
would take many more Inspectors. 
1251. his honor.] It is suggested here that the District Inspector should examine once a month, and the 
deputy once a month. 
1252. Mr. Robertson.] Q. Well, once a month. You can clearly see that a large number of additional 
Inspectors would be required, even supposing it took the same time? A. Oh, I do not know that it would 
require many additional men. 
1253. Q. I will put it to you in this way : I know of one colliery where a complete inspection would take 
at least a week. Now, could the Inspectors go round the whole district and visit all the mines under three 
months ? A. Visit the whole of the mines in the district? 
1254. Q. Yes. Take the Inspectors in this district? A. Oh, yes, I think they could. 
1255. Q. In addition to their own duties, clerical work, and attending at Court, and so on ? A. Yes ; I think 
they could (10 it under that. It seems a long time. 
1256. Q. Now, as to the watering of the mine, you only ask for travelling roads and haulage-ways to be 
watered l A. That is all. 
1257. Q. Is that a sanitary matter, or a matter of comfort, or is it to prevent any danger from explosion 
extending? A. It would answer all those things you have mentioned, I think, more or less-every one of them. 
1258. Q. But, to be of any use, do you not think the watering should be thorough? A. Well, as I said 
before, if there was water in the mine, a little of it, it would be all the better all over ; but I could not 
see that it was practicable. I thought, if we had the main roads and the travelling roads watered, that 
would be sonic assistance. 
1259. Q. Supposing the main roaJs and travelLng roads were watered in a mine where there would be 
20 miles of them, that would be rather a big order, would it not? A. Yes, it would. 
1260. Q. Especially if the temperature were very high ? A. Of course, the more travelling roads there are, 
the more work there would be in doing it. 
1261. Q. And the higher the temperature the more water would be required? A. Yes. I suppose the 
more (lust the more water it would require to lay it, and so forth. 
1262. Q. And have you any idea of the effect of watering roadways in a mine with a high temperature? 
A. No. 
1263. Q. Are you aware that it is injurious to the health of the workmen? A. No, I am not aware of that. 
I never studied that part of it. I never heard of it before. 
1264. Q. Have you ever heard the name of Hall, an Inspector in the Old Country? A. No. 
1265. Q. In connection with the experiments with coal-dust? A. I do not remember the name. I have 
'eard lots of names mentioned. It is a common name too ; but I (10 not remember it. 
1266. Q. I thought every mining man knew who Mr. Hall was? A. I do not remember the name. 
t267. Q. He is the Inspector of the Liverpool and North \Vales District? A. That might account for my 
aot hearing of him, because I never took any interest in that part of the country. 
1268. Q. Are you aware that he has reported that the attempt to systematically water the mines in his 
jistrict has failed? A. No. I never heard of it. 
1269. Q. With respect to the instructions to miners as to the means of exit and so on, you would not 
mpose any penalty on a miner for refusing to follow the deputy? A. No. 

1270. Q. Would you impose any penalty on the owner if it was proved that a miner had not been shown? 
A. No. The question has never entered my head, on either side, because I thought it was such a necessary 
thing; and I thought that both parties would be only too glad to agree to it. I never thought of a 
penalty. It seemed to me a law that neither man nor Manager would try to break ; and the penalty has 
never crossed my mind on either side. 
1271. Q. in the case of a mine where there are a large number of long roadways ; supposing that you 
commenced at one end of the pit to show the men different means of exit, and supposing there are half 
a dozen roads 2 miles long, it would take some time, would it not? A. It would. But surely there is no 
place with that many. 
1272. Q. Is there not ;--there are some places with a good many more. A. Six ways out and 2 miles 
each ; it seems a big place. 
1273. Q. But in a very extensive mine it would take a long time for a miner to be instructed as to all the 
means of exit? A. Yes. Still it would be just the same trouble to show a dozen men as to show thirty or forty. 
1274. Q. As to self-closing doors, if a self-closing door was found open, or partially open, say by an 
Inspector, would not the Manager be liable to prosecution? A. I suppose he would ; whether it was a self-
closer or was not, it would be just the same in either case. 
1275. Q. Although lie provided a self-closing door, and tlmrough something-a stone, or anything you like----
it was found open, he would be liable to prosecution ? A. Yes, [ suppose he would, just the same as if 
there were 110 self-closer on it. 
1276. Q. But in time other case where there is no self-closino door, and the obligation is on the men to close 
time door, the Manager would not be responsible, would lie? A. I would leave the responsibility just the 
same, but it would work more surely. 

16825 29-P 1277. 
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1277. Q. But if, through some cause over which the Manager had no control, such as a workman kicking 
a piece of slack or a piece of wood against the door, it was kepb open, do you not think it would be rather 
hard that the Manager should he responsible? A. I do not think so. 
1278. Q. He having used all the means at his disposal, having complied with the Act? A. He does that 
under the present conditions, and that is a help to the management, I consider, and makes the door more 
sure to close, 
1279. (The Commission then adjourned until 2 p.m.) 

AFTERNOON. 

(On resuming after lunch Mr. W. R. Pratt attended to take shorthand notes of the evidence and proceedings.) 
Mr. JAMES MAGUIRE, previously sworn, was further examined as under :—

Examination by Mr. Robertson 
1282. Q. You want to abolish furnaces, and to have fans used instead? A. Yes, I think it is better. 
1283. Q. If a company has gone to considerable expenditure to put tip a furnace, would it not be a hardship 
to call upon them to erect a fan? A. Well, I suppose all this means expense ; but I am looking at it from 
the point of view of which is best. I did not study expense. 
1284. Q. In the case of a small colliery employing ten men, it would be rather a serious matter for proprietors 
to erect a fan ? A. Yes, that would be a very unusual circumstance. 
125. Q. You know there are lots of little collieries? A. Ten men would be a very small affair. 
1286. Q. Say twenty men? A. Twenty men would be a small number too. It would be much more 
serious if a large number of men were employed. 
127. Q. Would it not be sufficient to meet the case, if an Inspector thought it necessary that a fan should 
be erected, to give notice to the company, and if the company objected to have the matter referred to 
arbitration ? A. I would not mind doing the s ime with fans as with the lamps, giving any Inspector full 
power. I think the power should be placed in the Inspector's hands, and I think the fan is preferable. 
1288. Q. But I am afraid that the Inspector would have no alternative but to go for the fan, or for the 
lamps he would not accept the responsibility of not ordering them? A. If he thought it was best and 
safest he would probably order them. 

Examined by Mr. Ritchie : 

1289. Q. Do you know of any colliery -,vhich has recently introduced safety-lamps, where any part of the 
mine is worked by safety-lamps, and the other parts by flare_lights, and where the men themselves requested 
the management to use safety-lamps throughout ? A. Yes. At the South Clifton Mine. 
1290. Q. Did the management comply with the request of the men? A. No. 
1291. Q. Although they regarded the lamps as being necessary ? A. The lamps were introduced into one 
part of the mine, and the men thought it would be better to use them all over the mine. They asked the 
Manager, but he did not do it. He kept time lamps on one side uiitil he took them out altogether for 
a time. 
1292. Q. Have they been out ever since? A. They have been put in again, but have been put over all the 
mine now, with the exception of one of the main drives, where they have the naked lights. The wheelers 
and the shift-men have the lamps. 
1293. Q. With regard to safety-lamps Do you consider that if an Inspector had had the power to order 
them he would have done so? A. I think that he would. I think that if he bad had power to order the 
lamps they would have put them in sooner. 
1294. Q. Under the present law, if an Inspector were to order them to be put in a mine, the Manager could 
refuse to put them in? A. Yes. 
1295. Q. As to the monthly examination. Do you consider that monthly examinations with a hydrogen flame 
are necessary from a safety point of view? A. 1 think that more frequent examinations would tend to safety. 
1296. Q. Do you consider that the method of testing for gas now is sufhcient? A. I think that we ought 
to keep up to date. Any improvements that there are ought to be brought in. 
1297. Q. With regard to the recommendation that waste workings should be examined by the hydrogen 
flame. Do you agree with that ? A. Yes. 
1298. Q. You think that it would Imnimise the danger of gas causing an explosion? A. I think it is 
desirable that waste workings should be examined as far as they can be. 
1299. Q. Is that the reason you advocate ventilation by fan? A. I think the fans are an improvement 
1300. Q. You do not regard them as giving absolute security, but the intention is to minimise the 
danger in a practical way ? A. Of the two systems I prefer ventilation by fan. I think it is the safest 
and the best. 
1301. Q. As to the inspection on the 9th of August, which you speak of. Do you recollect any dlircctiOns 
being given by any person as to the expression of opinion 1 A. The understanding was /nieri'upted.] 
1302. Q. Was there any understanding ? A. Yes ; the uiiderstaiiding amongst ourselves Was that we were 
to keep our own counsel each one was to form his opinion, but not to speak about it to anyone. It was 
intended to have a meeting later on to discuss it. We did not have a meeting ; and I for one have held 
my tongue about what I have seen. 
1303. Q. According to the understanding arrived at? A. Yes. 
1304. Q. Did you take any notes? A. No, I took no notes at all. 
1305. Q. Did anyone take notes? A. I think I saw Mr. May taking notes. I relied upon you yourself 
taking notes. I thought you would be there to take them, and that that would be sufficient. 

Further cross-examination by Mr. Bruce Smith :- 

1306. Q. You told Mr. Ritchie just now of a case in which one-half of a mine was worked by s4fety-1amps, 
and where the men requested that tile other h.alf should h worked m the same way. Was that before the 
decision of the Arbitration Court that no extra money should be allowed to the men for working by safety-
lamps?, I. Oh, vcs:it as before that. 
1d07. Q. And at that time the mcii were asking for I?,d. extra for n-orking winere th lamps were use 1 
A. Yes, they were asking. for that. 1308 
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Mr. EDWARD O'SULLIVAN was sworn and examined as under : 

Examination-in-chief by Mr. Lysaght 
I .308. Q. What is your name 1 A. Edward O'Sullivan. 
1309. Q. Where do your reside? A. At Sydney. 
1310. Q. During the two years 1900-1 were you working in the Kembla Colliery? A. Yes. 
1311. Q. For how long? A. Five anda half years altogether. 
1312. Q. How long were you getting coal ? A. For two years. 
1313. Q. Do you remember working with anyone in 1900-1 1 A. Yes ; with George Ramsay. 
1314. Q. Where were you working with Ramsay I A. At the 4th Left in No. 1. 
1315. Q. Can you fix the quarter of the year that you were at work? A. November or December, I think, 
1900. 
1316. Q. Do you remember anything taking place when you were working with Ramsay ? A. I remember 
the place being bad ; and there was a little gas there one day-when we wen.t in, about 11 o'clock. 
1317. Q. Will you tell us what happened concerning the gas? A. We were cutting the bottom out of the coal; 
we cut about 19 inches. Ramsay was looking at the face, and put his light up to it; and the gas took light. 
1318. Q. How far dii the gas burn ? A. About 3 yards ; that is the nearest I can say to it. 
1319. His Honor.] Q. Did it flash out? A. He had his lamp in his hand ; and the gas burned. 
1320. Q.-  Did it flash out? A. It flashed out, but only lasted for a few seconds. 
1321. Mi. Lysaqht.] Q. Was it a naked light that was used ? A. Yes. 
1322. Q. How long did it burn? A. Five or six seconds. 
1323. Q. Was anything done by you or Ramsay? A. Ramsay reported it to Ni'. Nelson. 
1324. Mr. JVade.] Q. Were you there? A. Yes. 
1325. AIr. Lysaght.] Q. What did Mr. Nelson do? A. Mr. Nelson put the brattice closer up to the face 
of the mine. 
1326. Q. Was anything else done then? A. We were sent into a cut-through about a week afterwards. 
1327. Q. Now, at the time the gas lit, what was the condition of the bratticing ? A. The bratticing was 
4 or 5 yards from the face, at the most. 
1328. Q. Were you ever a wheeler in Kembla? A. Yes ; I was a wheeler for three years. 
1329. Q. Did you observe anything? A. I have seen men after firing a shot put up a light to the face; 
and I have seen it burn for a few seconds. 
1330. Q. Can you fix the place where you were wheeling ? A. It was in a place in No. 5. 
1331. Air. Robertson.] Q. When were you wheeling? A. I cannot say the (late. 
1332. Q. Was it before that? A. Yes. 
1333. his honor.] Q. Up to the time that you started mining were you wheeling? A. Yes. 
1334. Q. What did you say just now? A. I said that after men had flied I have seen them put a light up 
to the coal, and it has taken light and has burnt for a few seconds. 
1335. Air. I3raca SinWi.] Q. Do you mean the new face ? A. Yes. After the shot had been fired. 
1336. Q. Where was it ? A. In the shaft district and in No. 5 drive. 
1337. Mr. tysii,ht.] Q. Would it last long? A. It would be four or five seconds, or perhaps six. You 
would just see it ; that is all. 
1338. Q. How often altogether have you seen that happen? A. Only two or three times. 
1339. Q. Did any of the men in your presence ever mike a report of any such thin(,  to any official? A. 
Ramssy is the only nnn who ever made a report, to my knowledge. 

Cross-examined by Mr. \Vade :- 
13 10. Q. Whit are you doing n )W ? A. I hive been working at pulling (Iowa halding.s unler Mr. Foley. 
1311. Q. Ae you any relation to the great O'Sullivan ? A. Yes: I  am nephew. 
1342. Q. When did you leave Mount l(emhla 1 A. Nine months ago. 
13 13. Q. Where were you last August or Sepeeruber? A. I think I was in Sydney. 
13 11. Q. Do you know how you 'ierc working the coil at the time you mention ? A. We were pulling it 
down with a pick. 
1315. Q. Were you shooting it? A. No, not at all; we had done little shooting in that quarter at all. We 
used to put a shot in the left-hand corner to break it up. We might fire one or two shots altogether. 
1346. Q. You say you had been taking down some coal, and that Ramsay was looking along the face of it? 
A. .Just after the coal had fallen down he was looking along the face of it to see what kind of coal had fallen. 
The gas flashed out ; and there was a light. 
1347. Q. You say it flashed out for about 3 yards ? A. Yes. 
1318. Q. Might you not be mistaken about that ? A. I do not think so. 
1349. Q. Might it not be 3 feet? A. No. 
1350. Q. Then it would not be correct to say it was 3 feet only? A. No. 
1351. Q. Whereabouts was this? A. In the 40 Left. 
1352. Q Whereabouts? A. In about the middle of the loord. It was an S-yard bord. 
1353. Q. Did you report anything else to Mr. Nelson except that? A. Yes. We had been working at 
the place about a month, and had been complaining all the time. 
1354. Q. Did you complain to Mr. Leitch, the under-manager? A. Yes about a couple of times. 
1355. Q. Who is supposed to be the man to attend to the brattice on the face? A. I think it is the deputy. 
1356. Q. Did not you know what your duty was ? A. To report to the deputy. 
1357. Q. Did you report about the brattice ? A. I thought it was high enough. 
1358. Q. Is that 5 yards from the face rather a long distance? A. I do.not know that. 
1359. Q. You know that you ought to move it if there was a small cluantity of gas? A. I cannot say that. 
1360. Q. Do you know that the idea is to keep the brattice up to the face and let it carry off any gas that 
may come off? A. Yes. 
1361. Q. About the men going up to the face after firing a shot;-do they go up directly after the shot 
has cleared off? A. Yes, shortly after the shot has been flred. 
1362. Q. The first thing is that they put a light to the face? A. Yes. 
1363. Q. At that time there would be an entirely new face? A. The broken coal would be there after 
the shot. 1364. 
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1364. Q. Did you notice where the light was held ;-was it near the hole itself? A. It would be hard to 
tell where the hole would be after the coal was fired. 
1365. Q. Who were the men? A. It was a long time ago; and I cannot remember them. I saw them 
do it; that was all. 
1366. Q. What parts were they working in? A. No. 1 and No. 5. 
1367. Q. What part of No. 1? A. The 4th Left. 
1368. Q. Can you tell me what time of the day it was that the gas lit when you were with Ramsay? 
A. About 11 o'clock. 
1369. Q. How long were you working in that place altogether with Ramsayl A. I think two months and 
a half. I think I left before the quarter was out. 
1370. Q. That was the only time you saw the gas? A. Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Bruce Smith :- 
1371. Q. How long after this display of gas did you report to Mr. Nelson, and also to Mr. Leitch? A. It 
was about a bad roof that we reported to Leitch; that was before we saw the gas. 
1372. Q. Did you ever report about the gas to anyone else besides Mr. Nelson ? A. Only to Mr. Nelson, 
the Deputy. 

Mr. MICHAEL QUINN was sworn and examined as under: 

Examination-in-chief by Mr. Lysaght :- 
1373. Q. What is your name? A. Michael Quinn. 
1374. Q. What are you? A. A miner at Mount Kembla Colliery. 
1375. Q. For how long? A. About fourteen years. I have not been all the time there; but it is about 
that time since I went there first. 
1376. Q. Have you been getting coal all that time? A. Yes. 
1377. Q. Before you came to Kembla did you have experience in any other parts of the world? A. Yes, 
in England, and also in New Zealand. 
1378. Q. 'What experience have you had? A. I was at Maudesley, in England, in the county of Durham, 
where I was with the shift overman for a good while, about two years ; he looks after the return air. 
1379. Q. How long where you in New Zealand, and where? A. I was at Cammell; and I was also in 
Victoria for twelve months. I was at Newcastle for about two years, and at New Lambton; and also at 
Lithgow. 
1380. Q. What has been your total experience as a miner? A. About twenty-five years. 
1381. Q. Now, in any of the Collieries you have worked in, in the country, were these Collieries known to 
give off gas? A. Yes. 
1382. Q. Have you had any experience with regard to gas in Collieries, by working in them? A. At 
Maudesley it was an important job I had. I was only a youth at the time, but the person I was with was 
looking after the airways. He is termed a shift overman. I went with him for company. 
1383. Q. How many year's experience have you had working in Collieries where there was gas? A. Twelve 
months in New Zealand, all the time I have been at Kembla, and in the Old Country. 
1384. Q. Were you working at Kembla at the time of the disaster? A. Yes; I was ivoi'kiiig in the 2nd 
Right. 
1385. Q. Can you give the number of the bord or the pillar? A. It was a heading. 
1386. Q. Can you point out on the plan where it was-was it near the telephone cabin ? A. It was near 
the north daylight heading. 
1387. Q. Did you notice anything on the day of the disaster? A. No ; not before the disaster. 
1388. Q. When did you first know of the disaster? A. I was at the working place, and my mate was just 
going to go home when a boy came up and told me that the pit had knocked off. I thought he was jesting 
at the time. I thought they were waiting for skips. I said, "You are only having a bit of fun." He 
said, "Look how white I ani." I went into the back heading and met some men going out. We did not 
know what had happened at the time. Nobody could give you any information, or say what was the 
matter. Presently a man came along and said that the heat was terrible about the main tunnel, and that 
he could not get through. I said that they must have struck a blower in the heading. 
1389. Q. Did you afterwards go into the mine? A. Yes. I went to the store to try and get a safety-lamp. 
1390. Q. What was the condition of the lamps A. I had a terrible job to fix one up. 
1391. His honor.] Q. I suppose you came out at the daylight heading, and went round? A. Yes; I went 
round outside. 
1392. Mr. Lysagltt.] Q. What about the wicks for the lamps? A. I asked a boy, and he said there were 
some a few months ago. 
1393. Q. Were the lamps fit for use? A. No; they were not. 
1394. Q. If there had been lamps ready for use would it have made any difference as to the saving of life? 
A. I think so. 
1395. Q. What difference l A. In my opinion we were stopped from going in to save life; and it was very 
late when the main body of men got in with stretchers. If we could have got in at first I think that 
many men would have been saved. 
1396. Q. Did you afterwards make any inspection of the mine? A. No. 
1397. Q. From anything you observed before, and during the whole of your working there, or from any 
thing you know of, have you formed any conclusion as to the cause of the disaster? A. I told some of the 
party that I went in with that I thought it came from No. 1. That was the party with whom MacCabe 
perished. 
1398. Q. What is your opinion as to the disaster? A. In my opinion it happened either in the main 
tunnel, or froin there to Aitken's place. 
1399. Q. What happened? A. An explosion of gas which caught light in one of those places. 
1400. His honor.] Q. Do you mean No. 1, or the main tunnel? A. No. 1. 
1401. Mr. Lysag/tt.] Q. What do you mean by places? A. In places from the main tunnel and on to 
Aitken's place. ' 1402. 
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1402. Q. Do you think there was one explosion, or more? A. 1 think that the gas was near the roof, and 
that it caught light by contact with a naked light, and that it kept floundering about in the places and 
then came back to the main heading. 
1 403. Q. Can you support that theory with any other facts ? A. One of the men who had been working 
night-work at Mt. Kembla [Intc'i'e j ter/.] 
1104. Mr. JVacle.] T oh;ect to this evidence. 
1403. his honor.] 1 think it is going too far. 
1406. Mr. Lysaglit.] Q. Leaving the explosion for a moment, have you on any occasion in Kembla known 
of the presence of gas? A. Yes. 
1407. Mv. Bruce Smith.] He gave a good deal of evidence on this matter at the inquest. 
1408. His honor.] That is already before us as evidence. 
1409. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Have you read the evidence of Mr. Atkinson as to his theory, and as to the force 
observed after the disaster? A. Yes, I saw some of his opinions. 
1410. Q. As a practical miner can you give any opinion from your own observations in the past? A. It is 
hard to form a hard and fast line as to which direction gas will come and go. I have seen it before to-day 
come out twice from the face, and go back a third time to the face. I have seen it strike the face and 
come out again. What occurred at one time with gas might not occur at another time. 
1411. Q. Have you observed anything in Mount Kembla? A. I was working in the 5th Left; there was 
gas lit on the back heading. I was working in front. A man was driving the heading at the time and 
the gas came up to where he was sitting. It went to the face, came back, struck a prop and went out. 
That man got his heard singed at the time. 
1412. Q. Who was he? A. It was Robinson. 
1413. Q. When was that? A. Eleven years ago. 
1414. Q. Was that subsequent to the erection of the furnace? A. The furnace was up then, it was 
subsequent to the erection of the furnace. 
1415. Q. I think you have already given evidence of gas having lit and having been reported to Mr. 
Rogers, can you tell me how many times you have macic reports to officials of the presence of gas in the 
mine? A. I made them only to deputies. 
1416. Q. Deputies are officials? A. Yes. 
1417. Q. How many times have you reported to deputies? A. Twice. 
1418. Q. Who were the deputies? A. I gave evidence of that before. 
1419. Q. Is there anything else you desire to say about the presence of gas in the Kembla mine? A. No. 
1420. Q. You occupy some office in the Mount Kembla Lodge? A. Yes. I am President. 
1421. Q.Now, what do you say as to these recomniedations. 1. That Managers, deputies, and shot-
firers should hold certificates of competency? A. I think it is proper that they should hold certificates. 
They have the lives of the miners in their hands ; and it is nothing but right that they should know these 
things. They ought to know all about gases. 
1422. Q. What do you mean? A. They should know what gases would cause an explosion, and all about 
the air in the place, and they should have a practical and a theoretical knowledge as well. 
1423. Q. Can you say whether there are any persons at Kembla who, in your opinion, are not competent 
to be officials? 
1424. Mr. Wade.] Is this material ? It is all very well if the witness was an expert; and the issue is not 
before the Commission as to time competency of certain men. We have no concern with that now ; and 
we are not concerned to know whether there are men in the mine who are competent or incompetent. It 
means that if this witness can give evidence as to whether Brown or Jones was competent or incompetent 
we should have to call a dozen witnesses to prove all about the officials' antecedents. 
1425. Mr. Lysag/it.] Where the deputies and shot-firers do not undergo an exannnation, men may 
be employed who are incompetent, danger might be avoided if these men had a theoretical knowledge. 
1426. His honor.] I think it is hardly right to go into the particular ability of particular men in a mine. 
I think you might ask whether in the witness' experience generally he has observed anything as to the 
general competence of time men who have this particular work to do. 
1427. Mr. Lysag/tt.] Q. Can you give any evidence of particular facts to show that these men are 
incompetent-say things that have been done in Mount Kembla. A. I have been asked by special request 
by some of the miners to bring this case before the Commission. We do not want to force any hardship 
on the Company or upon the men employed ; we think that these men ought to be qualified; and the 
Company could get plenty of men from Helensburgh to do the work, if necessary. 
1428. His Honor.] Q. Then you firmly believe in time expression of opinion involved in this particular 
recommendation? A. That is so. 
1429. Mr Lysaght.j Q. Can you give any incidents relating to things which happened before the disaster 
showing that persons who had not passed any examinations were incompetent. A. I am of opinion, so 
far as I am concerned, that no man should hold such positions as these. 
1430. Mr. Wade.] This is a very vague question. 
1431. his Honey.] It is vague but I think it is admissible. 
1432. Mr. Wade.] If an inquiry like this is opened up, it will mean that we shall have to bring witnesses 
here to answer these assertions. 
1433. His honor.] I do not think it is right to give evidence as to the competency of any particular man; 
it is general evidence that is wanted., 
1434. Mr. Lyaag/ct.] I will now ask that the next recommendation be considercd. It is, that Inspectors 
ought to be vested with absolute powers to order the use of safety-lamps. Q. Is that a proper and wise 
provision ? A. That recommendation ought to be passed. We should leave the decision with then]. 
1435. Q. Do you think that ventilation by furnace should be prohibited, and fans substituted? A. I think 
that is most important-the most important thing of the lot. 
1436. Q. Why? A. Until we have first-class ventilation we shall always be liable to accidents. The 
Only hope to save our lives is by good ventilation. 
1437. Q. Does any danger arise from the furnace ? A. If an explosion strikes a furnace, I suppose it 
would be all over with all of us. 
1438. Q. Why? A. If the explosion had occurred at the shaft instead of No. 1, it is likely that there 
would have been nobody here to-day to trouble you. 1439. 
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1439. Q. Why would that have been so? A. It would have stopped the ventilation. 
1440. Q. You mean in other parts of the mine? A. Yes. 
1441. Q. What do you say about waste workings being absolutely sealed off and being surrounded by 
return airways ? A. I think that is a reasonable request as far as my opinion is concerned. 
1442. Q. It is recommended that all places, except prospecting drives, should have cut-throughs not more 
than 30 yards apart? A. I think that is desirable. 
1443. Q. What about any details? A. Because the canvas very often gets knocked down by the wheelers, 
who are very careless; and this may cause gas to accumulate in various places. 
1444. Q. Would there be any additional protection afforded by cut-throughs? A. You would not want so 
much canvas. The canvas can never be tacked close to the roof. There is always room for the air to come. 
1445. Q. In the majority of the collieries which you have worked in, what has been the average distance of 
the cut-throughs from each other? A. Well, they differ. Thirty-five yards is the limit in England. I 
think they differ very much in this country. 
1446. Q. What about Newcastle? A. At Newcastle they were about 35 yards apart. 
1447. Q. What is the average distance in Kembla? A. They have a lot of difference. In some places they 
were 30 or 40 yards, and in some places 25 yards; and then they were hardly ever across through to the 
working places. There was one pillar left untouched. 
1448. Q. By having cut-throughs every 30 yards, would there be any greater danger of the roof falling? 
A. I do not think there would. 
1449. Q. That is your opinion as a practical man ? A. Yes. 
1450. Q. What about inspection with a locked safety-lamp in all cases? A. The inspection should be with 
a locked safety-lamp always-that is the morning inspection. 
1451. Q. What about the inspection each month with a hydrogen flame? A. I support that recommendation. 
The matter ought to be decided by scientific men who understand the nature of these gases. They ought 
to know what percentage of gas there is in the mine. We have no knowledge of it by simply working in 
the mine. Until there is some hard and fast rule laid down in the matter, and carried out, we shall always 
have danger. 
1452. Q. It is recommended that a minimum of 500 cubic feet of air should be provided for every horse, 
instead of 100 feet as at present. A. Well, the more air the better. 
1453. Q. Well, in your opinion, is 100 feet of air sufficient for a horse? A. Well, as 100 feet is only 
sufficient for a man, it would not be sufficient for a horse. 
1454. Q. What has been the general rule as to the condition of air in Mount Kembla? A. It differs very 
much. At times you get first-class air in parts, and at times unbearable air in other parts. 
1455. Q. Within the last two years have you had any unbearable air? A. Yes, in one particular place. I 
stated this in my  evidence before. It is in the 4th Righ t. 
1456. Q. In any other place? A. Not to that extent. I had to draw the deputy's attention to it. It was 
so hot. 
1457. Q. Another recommendation is that all doors shall be erected so as to close and remain closed of 
their own motion? A. Yes, think that is needful in a mine. 
1458. Q. Do you think it would take away any obligation on the part of any person to shut a door? Or is 
this recommendation to be regarded as being an extra precaution? A. No; any person who opens a door 
should shut it, or if they discover it open they should shut it. 
1459. Q. Do you think double doors on drives, between main intake and return, and main headings, are 
necessary? A. I think so, because if a skip is coming through one door then the other door is shut. 
1460. Q. When the skip comes through, does the air escape? A. Yes. 
1461. Q. How long does a skip occupy to get through? A. Well, an accident might occur and it might 
take fire minutes or more. A truck might get off the road. 
1462. Q. What about weekly measurements of the air in each section? A. I think the present method of 
measurement is a farce. It is measured at the tunnel mouth ; and the air can go where it likes afterwards. 
That is of no benefit to us. It should be measured at different places. You can measure the air at the 
tunnel mouth after that. 
1463. Q. Is the measurement of the air at the tunnel mouth any indication as to the amount of air 
circulating in other parts of the mine? A. No, not under present conditions. 
1464. Q. Would the recommendation for the weekly measurements of air entail any special expense ? A. 
It would be a farce to measure the air in Mount Kembla unless they had proper stoppings put up. They 
will h.are to get stoppings put up to get the air carried round to the faces. 
1465 Q. Wherabouts? A. In the cut-throughs. 
1466. Q. What about the cut-throughs now? A. The stoppings now are return airways; they must alter 
that. 
1467. Q. Is that a dangerous condition? A. Yes. 
1468. Q. You mean places that should be stoppings? A. Yes, they were intended for stoppings; but they 
leak. 
1469. Aft. Bruce SinitiL.] Q. They leak; and the air gets through on the top? A. Yes. 
1470. AIr. Lysaght.] Q. Were they bricked off? A. They were filled up with slack and stone; and after a 
time they fell down at the top. 
1471. Q. How many of them are there? A. There was one that I was working by the side of last quarter, 
it was supposed to be a stopping ; but it turned out to be a return airway. 
1472. Q. How many more are there? A. That is the only one that I took notice of; and I took particular 
notice of that. I give you my opinion here that this ought to be remedied for our sake alone. It is not a 
great expense, I think ; and it is necessary for the protection of the miners and of property. 
1473. Q. What about the extra supply of safety-lamps and requisites equal to one-third of the nunther of 
persons employed below ground, to be kept in good order and ready for use? A. I think that is necessary. 
1474. Q. And then it is recommended that travelling and haulage roads and other places necessary should 
be properly watered? A. If the Inspectors say that there is danger of dust causing an explosion, then it 
is necessary. If not, it is no good. 
1475. Q. In whose discretion should the watering be? A. The Inspector should be the man to have the 
authority. 

14746, 
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1476. Q. It is recommended that Managers should be compelled to give more time and attention to the 
management of a colliery ? A. I think that is a most unportant question. 
1477. Q. What has been your experience at Mount Kembla -has Mr. Rogers given care and attention? 
A. When he was under-manager he was careful in going round ; but after he was made full Manager he (lid 
not go round so often. 
1478. Q. How often does he attend to the internal work. A. I can give you no information at all. 
1479. Q. Did he attend sufficiently to know what was going on in the colliery I 
1480. [AIr. Wade objected to this question ; and it was not pressed.] 
1481. Q. Now, with regard to the instruments which it is suggested should be placed at the bottom of the 
upcast to record the variations of heat and air pressure l A. That is what they have in England. 
1482. Q. What is the object? A. I suppose itis to tell the changes of heat in a mine. 
1483. Q. Would that he necessary if the furnace were abolished ? A. I think so. 
1484. Q. Now, with regard to the recommendation that the size of the manholes should be enlarged. They 
are now about 4 feet deep by 6 feet high? A. That is not so important to us as the air. 
1485. Q. Would it be an extra precaution for safety? A. Not a great lot. 
1486. Q. It is proposed to ask for the cancellation of the certificate of William Rogers, the Manager I 
1487. Mr. Wade.] I be,, to call your honor's attention to this point. 
1488. (His hone? said that he held that the Commission had nothing to do with the cancellation of 
certificates, and it would only be for the Commission to find out what Mr. Rogers' conduct in relation to 
the accident had been ; but it was not intended that the Commission should deal with the question of the 
suspension of the certificate, and he thought that this point ought to be omitted from the list of suggestions.) 
1489. Mr. Lysaght.] I would like to be quite clear. You rule that I am not to bring forward any 
evidence to show that Mr. Rogers was an incompetent Manager. 
1490. his Honor.] You can bring any evidence to show that his incompetency may have led up to the 
accident. 
1491. Mr. Lysaght.] Then I must confine the evidence to the disaster. 
1492. his hio'imor.] That is certainly the prcper thing to do, 
1493. Mr. Lysay/tt.] Q. Are there any facts in your mind which in your opinion contributed to the disaster 
to which blame was attachable to Mr. Rogers ? 
1494. Mr. JVade.] I object to that. 
1495. his Honor .] The question is rather complicated. 
1496. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Do you know of any matter, or anything which Mr. Rogers could have avoided, 
which probably contributed to the accident -[interrupted. I 
1197. AIr. Wade.] The witness has not given the cause of the accident beyond saying that there was an 
explosion of gas because of contact with a naked light. 
1498. his Honor.] The witness can form a theory the same as anyone else. He may be asked, "Do you 
in any way connect Mr. Rogers with the happening of what you believe to be the cause of the accident"? 
The witness is supposed to be an expert. 
1499. Mr. Wade.] I say that he is not an expert. 
1500. hhi honor.] If he can say how Mr. Rogers contributed t the accident, he may say what he thinks. 
1501. Mr. Bruce Smith.] I think it is for the Court to decide whether a man who comes here is an expert. 
1502. his honor.] In a sense, a miner coming from a mine where he has been working all his life must 
be treated as an expert. 
1503. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Would he be an expert in judging of the qualifications of a Manager. 
1504. his Honor.] It is only a question of degree. The further you stretch the matter the weaker it 
becomes to some extent. 
1505. Mr. Lysagh.] If Mr. Rogers noticed the presence of gas on this occasion, it would be his duty not 
to allow men to work with naked lights at all. 
1506. His Honor.] If that is your hidden meaning, you can put it more plsimily to the witness. I will 
allow the question to be put in a general way. 
1507. Mr. Lysagltt.] Q. Were there any facts known to Mr. Rogers which, had he taken proper steps, 
would have affected the disaster? A. If my opinion is going to do no good_if my opinion is worth 
nothing -[Interrupted.] 
1508. his Honor.] I did not say that your opinion was not -worth anything. 
1509. JVitness.] And if my answer would endanger my position, and very probably my bread and 
butter, and if it is no benefit at all, I think I had better keep it to myself. 
1510. Mr. Wade.] If that is the ground, I hope the witness will answer. 
1511. Mr. Lysag/mt.] I take it that your Honor rules that this is not the place to inquire into the cancelling 
of a certificate or into the question of general competency. 
1512. his Honor.] Only so far as it afihcts the accident itself. 
1513. Air. Lysaght.] Then I will go on to deal with the suggestion that instructions should be given to 
employees regularly on the means of escape. Q. Will you answer that question? A. I think it is a reasonable 
request. It is not expensive; and if an accident happened the men would know the roads how to get out. 
1514. 9. How many exits are there from the Kembla Mine I A. Four that I know of. 
1515. 9. How long have you known of them? A. For some years. 
1516. 9. When would you propose to have the instructions given to the employees, and by whom? A. By 
the deputy, when they are leaving work ; so that it would not be any loss to the company, and it would 
be a benefit to the men. 
1517. Q. I see there is a recommendation forbidding any black-list to be kept? A. That is very good; but 
how are you going to get at it? 
1518. Q. Can you give any instance where persons have been prevented from getting employment, or where 
an attenipt has been made to prevent then? ? it. Yes but it was not successful. 
1511). Q. It was tried ? A. Yes. 
1520. 9. With whiemm 1 A. With m'. 
1521. Q. Whemi ? A. I)iiming th strike at Mmunt Kmiiihla I went to $outh Kemimbla, and 1 was informed 
that a mmote caine to Mi. Pringle from the management at Mount Kembla ; but they did not take any 
fl it ice mm! it. 
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1522, Q. What were the contents of the note A. That I had taken an active part in trying to get the 

men out of the mine. 
1523. Q. What was the request? A. He did not tell me the request. 
1524. Q. Do you know any other case where efforts have been made to stop persons getting employment, 
or where persons have been afterwards dismissed? 
1525. Mr. JJ'ade.] Produce the persons; and then we can see into the matter. We cannot dt al with 
hearsay evidence. 
1526. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Do you know Ramsay? A. Yes. 
1527. Q. Were you present when be was discharged? Do you know that Ramsay was present at the 
inquest? A. Yes; and I asked a man who knew a lot about the case, and be told me something. 
1528. His honor.] We might have the man here. 
1529. Mr. Lysaght.] This particular man is afraid to give evidence, for fear of being dismissed. 
1530. His Honor.] It is not necessary to go into particular cases. 
1531. Mr. Lysaght.] I think you will appreciate the difficulty of bringing evidence of this kind before the 
Commission. The men are afraid to report gas in the mine. 
1532. Mr. Wade.] Call the men themselves on this point. 
1533. Mr. Lysaght.] If the employees could feel a sense of security, a good deal of evidence would be 
available to this Commission. 
1534. Mr. Wade.J Give the names and they will be subpcenaed. 
1535. His honor.] The law cannot be altered at once for the protection of these men: but a recommendation 
may be made to protect men in the future. 
1536. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Have they not got the protection laid down by the Arbitration Court-" The 
last to come the first to go 
1537. Mr. Wade.] If dismissed, the Arbitration Court would reinstate them. 
1538. Mr. Lysaght.] It may be that they are discharged without giving any reasons. 
1539. his honor.] It seems to me that the furthest you can go is this: You may ask a witness whether he 
knows of his own knowledge of the existence of men whcse history makes it clear to his mind that they 
have some valuable information to give, and yet refuse to give it apparently from fear of consequences. I 
think you can put that generally. Then it is a question for the other side to cross-examine on that or leave 
the matter alone. 
1540. AIr. Lysaght.] Q. Do you know of any persons who, by reason of their past employment in the mine, 
and many other causes, you believe could give material evidence before the Commission, but yet are afraid 
to do so, because of the fear of consequences? A. I do not know of what value their evidence may be. 

1541. Q. Do you think it would assist the Commission? A. I cannot form any opinion on that. 

1542. Q. Have you heard that they could give evidence? A. Only what I have told you. 

1543. Mr. Lysaght.] You told me, but you have not told the Court. 
1544. His honor.] Q. Do you know that men are holding back from giving evidence, because of the 
fear of consequences -dismissal or something analogous to it? A. I will give you the words of the man -- 

[interrupted.] 
1545. Q. I only wanted you to say whether you do or do not? A. I know one man who would not give a 

decided answer about his evidences  because, he told me, it might injure him hereafter. I do not know 

what his evidence was. 
1546. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Was that statement made recently? A. Yes, about a week ago. 

1547. His honor.] A man may be timid, or have an idea in his mind not founded upon a solid 

foundation. 
1548. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. There is a recommendation that lamps should not be unlocked for shot-firing? 

A. Some of the miners are very alarmed at Mount Kembla about that. I am myself. 
1549. Q. Is it the practice at Mount Kembla now to fire shots in this manner [fnterrapted.] 

1550. Hishonor,] It is permitted by the Act. 
1551. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. It is permitted under the Act: but we say it is not satisfactory? A. No; I think 

it is a very dangerous practice. 
Cross-examination by Mr. Wade 

1552. Q. Why do you think it is dangerous? Is it on account of the gas? A. Yes. 

1553. Q. Do you fear that the gas may tome in contact with the naked light? A. Yes; and cause an 

explosion. 
1554. Q. You can never tell when an explosion may take place? A. No. 
1555. Q. Is there always a risk in putting a light to any gas? A. Yes, when that payt of the mine is 

dangerous. 
1556. Q. 

Do you say that it is dangerous because there is a chance of gas coming into contact with a 
naked light? A. Yes. But I want to make a statement. 
1557. Q. I want your answer, yes or no? 
1558. IRs hlonor.1 I presume that the witness desires to give an explanation. 
1559. Witness.] Mr. Wade is trying to get around a different matter altogether, about evidence I gave 
before the Coroner's Court about lighting gas. 
1560. Mr. Wade.] Q. Do you consider it dangerous to put a naked light where you may expect to find gas? 

A. Under present conditions it would be. 
1561. Q. What are the present conditions? A. The mine being dangerous. 

1562. Q. Is it more dangerous now than it was six months ago? A. No. 

1563. Q. Is it more dangerous now than it was before the disaster? A. It is as dangerous now as it was 

before the disaster. 
1564. Q. Is there any danger now in putting a naked light to gas ? A. It depends on the time and the place. 

1565. Q. Is there some danger now? A. It depends on the conditions. 

1566. Q. Is it safe now to put a naked light where you may expect gas? A. If you expect gas now you 

are not allowed to put a light to the coal. 
1567. Q. Do you consider it dangerous at present to put a naked light where you expect to find gas? 

A. It all depends on the quantity of air that there is. 
1563. Q. 110w can you tell that? A. It is for the man who opens the lamp to tell. 

1569. 
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1569. Q. if there is too little air at the time it is too late afterwards, and the damage is done A. Yes. 
1570. Q. You cannot tell the quantity of gas compared with the air in it i.e.rticular  place ? A. I do not 
want to. 
1571. Q. Is there not alwa a danger in putting a naked light near where you think there is gas? A. Not 
at all. 
1572. Q. Then why do you want this provision? A. The air courses may have been neglected in this part 
and the man has not macli knowledge as to the quantity of air there. if the men think it not a fair 
thing to light the fuse with the open lamp, and if it is not a loss to the company, why not stop the 
practice? 
1573. Q. When can you fire a shot and it will not be dangerous? A. When you have a perfect knowledge 
of the air and the gas. 
1574. Q. That is what no man can get? A. There may be some clever men who can tell. 
1575. Q. Can air ordinary miller tell? A. No, lie cannot tell. 
1576. 9. Did you learn of this danger in Englami 1 A. Yes ; but we never used naked lights there. 
1577. 9. And you were told by Mr. Rogers never to light gas in your place? A. I knew you were coming 
to that. It is all iiiaonsliine. 
1578. Q. Were you told not to light gas in your place 1 A. Not whilst lie was there. 
1579. Q. Do you tell the Court lie said You must not light gas in my presence ; but do it when I am 
away "1 A. Yes, I always thought that lie meant that. 
1580. 9. You could not do it inhis presence ; but you could in his absence 1 A. Those are his own words. 
1581. Q. Did lie say, " Do not (10 it again "1 A. Not in my 
1582. 9. You knew it was dangerous ? A. Not under the conditions in that heading. 
1583. 9. What conditions 1 A. There were three or four naked lights there. 
1584. 9. Three or four chances to one? A. It was much better to light the gas there and burn it away. 
1585. 9. 1 want you to answer my questions 1 A. I am going to answer them in a different manner. I 
have already given that evidence. 
1586. his honor.] Mr. Wade can exanune you further upon it. 
1587. Mr. 1Vacl.] Q. Do you think there was any danger *in lighting that gas? A. Not at the time. 
1588. 9. Do you think so now ? A. Yes. 
1589. 9. Why do you think it is dangerous now 1 A. I think it is dangerous, after the explosion. 
1590. Q. After all your experience in England and New Zealand you did not think it was dangerous at 
the time'? A. No. 
1591. Q. What do you think was the reason of Mr. Rogers' saying, Do not light the gas before me "1 
A. T-Ie did not want to know there was gas there. 
1592. 9. That is your view of what Mr. Rogers said ? A. Yes. 
1593. 9. Now, how often have you left Mount Kembla ? A. I left it on three different occasions. I 
believe I left it on four occasions. 
1594. 9. Have you worked anywhere else since you first went to Mount Kembla ? A. Yes ; at South 
Keinbla for it few months. 
1595. 9. You have been it witness against the Company in several actions in i$ydney ? A. Yes. 
1596. 9. On two different occasions? A. Yes. 
1597. 9. Was the first uceasion about fourteen months ago? A. About that length of time ago. 
1598. 9. Did you give evidence against the Company suggesting neglect on their part in connection with a 
ptrticultr waste 1 A. I gave my own evidence. 
1599. Q. Did that suggest neglect on the part of the Company ? Did you not say that a certain waste 
had not fallen in and was da4gerous, where a man named Bro\vnlee was working 1 A. I dii not say it had 
not fallen. 
1600. Q. Did you give evidence? A. '\Vait for a moment. 
1601. his honor.] 1 suppose you are examinmg the witness Quinn to show that, although be has given 
evidence objectionable m to the Copany, the Company has not attempted to remove him. I think a reason 
for your not continuing this evidence is that there is no evidence to the contrary. 
1602. Mr. JVade.] The witness has said that there is someone else who, he believes, is afraid to give 
evidence, and I want to show what the relations are between the Manager and the men. 
1603. his ilonor.] I think it is hardly necessary to go into this matter moore fully. 
1601. Jl'itness.] 1. want to make myself clear and I do not wish to be made to say things that I have 
never said before. I do not visli to come here to injure the Manager or anyone belonging to him. I would 
riot come here to Per,i ire myself for all the property in the State. 
1605. Mr. Wwled Q. Let us go back to the day of the disaster. Is it not it fact that, after you had the 
lamps, you could not get into the mine because you had not sufficient stretchers? A. No, it is not a fact. 
1606. Q. Is it not a fact that all the meu had to be carried out on stretchers ? A. No, it is not it fact. 
You could not get the stretchers in to them. 
1607. Q. Did not all these men who were overcome with after-damp have to be brought out of the mine 1 
Did any of them walk out that you know of ? A. No. 
1608. 9. And was not nearly every man carried out on it stretcher ? A. Yes. 
1609. 9. Was not the difficulty in getting them out that,there were not sufficient stretchers to bring them 
out ? A. That was partly so but we could not get into the mine to the men. 
1610. Q. Did not those who were rescuing have to wait to get stretchers 1 A. They were blocked at the 
tunnel mouth by either the Manager or the police. 
1611. Q. Were iu t only Dick, Tom, and Harry '' blocked, and only autlwrised persons allowed to enter I 
1. There was no authorismg about it. 

1612. Q. When you had the safety lamps, did you not have to wait until the stretchers were made ? A. They 
had al sam t half it dozen there. 
1613. 9. Could they not get into the mine with them ? A. They could not g w et in i?ii the stretchers. 
1614. 9. You say that when they had safety lamps they could not get the stmetehei's ? J. And they were 
not permitted to go III with a naked light, and there were not safety lanips there. No one was in until 
two or three hours after the explosion. 
1615. Q. Do you say that until two or three hours after the explosion there was 110 one in the mine with it 
safety lamp 1 A. Ytell, I went in one of the first., 

16825 29- .Q 1616. 
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1616. Q. Do you know that Government inspections are macic at Mount Kembla frequently? A. They 
may have been before that. The last man I saw there for twelve months or over was on the clay of the 
explosion. They (lid not come to me. 
1617. Q. No, I suppose you might blow them up with your gas. Now, would you keep a man there at 
present who lights blowers of gas ? A. No, I would not allow a naked light there now. We will have to 
get more air there before we do that. 
1618. Q. When you found the air intolerable, was it because the brattice was short? A. There was no 
brattice at all. 
1619. Q. When you complained and asked for brattice, did you get it? A. In two places I got it; but in 
two places I did not get it. 
1620. Q. What happened? A. We had finished the place. 
1621. Q. Was it a practice to put brattice there? A. Yes. 
1622. Q. Do you say that the system of measurement now adopted in the mine is a farce? A. Yes, under 
the conditions. 
1623. Q. Do you say that the air is only measured at the tunnel mouth? A. That is all I have seen 
them do. 
1624. Q. Are you prepared to say that that is all they do? A. All the time that I have been there it has 
only been done at the tunnel mouth. 
1625. Q. Do you not know they measure at other places? A. I do not know. 
1626. Q. Did you say the ventilation was bad during the twelve months before the disaster ? A. In 
particular parts. 
1627. Q. In how many parts, do you think? A. In No. 4 Right (meaning the 4th Right) the air was bad. 
1628. Q. Was that from black-damp? A. Yes. 
1629. Q. That is one occasion you speak of? A. Yes. 
1630. Q. How often in 'No. 4 Right (meaning the 41h Right) was the air bad? A. During the last quarter 
I was in there. During all the time I was there. 
1631. his honor.] (7. What quarter was that? A. Before the disaster. Three or four weeks before the 
disaster. 
1632. i[r. Had".] Q. Were ycu working in the pillars up to three weeks of the disaster? A. Yes. 
1633. You and a man named Muir? A. Yes. 
1634. (7. Was that the last piece of coal taken out? A. Yes; I drew the last timber out of No. 4 Right, 
(meaning the 4th Right) No. 1 Section. 
1635. Q. Is Muir alive? A. Yes he is at Mount Kembla. 
1636. Q. Who else was with you ? A. There were two other men, Filey and Helthingham. They are not 
at Mount Kembla now. I think one of them is working on the coast ; but I do not know where. 
1637. Q. Do you know that the miners have the right, under the Coal Mines Act, of examining a mine as 
to whether it is safe ? A. I do not know-. 
1638. (7. By the Check Examiners --your own men? A. That is simply a farce. It is no good to us. 
1639. (7. Who is a Check Examiner, is he a miner? A. We have none. 
1640. Q. When you did have one was be a miner? A. Yes. 
1641. Q. Do not you know that the Act gives the miners power to appoint one of their number as Check 
Inspector? A. Yes ; but what good is it? 
1642. Q. You know that they have the right to go and examine a mine? A. Yes : it is time that right 
was done away with. 
1643. Q. They have the opportunity to point out any defects? A. If they have they do not carry it out. 
1644. (7. Do you complain of the Mine-Manager because of that? A. I do not blame him for the acts of 
others. Why should I 
1645. Q. Do you blame him for their neglect? A. No. 
1646. Q. If the Check Inspectors are not capable you can replace them? A. I cia not know whether they 
are capable men or not. 
1647. Q. Do you see reports? A. I never see the reports. I have no idea what becomes of them. 
1648. Q. Does not the Lodge get them? A. Not that I know of. 
1649. Q. Can you show me any single recommendation by the Check Inspectors as to In  at the Colliery? 
A. I do not know about the report. Before the explosion I was at work at Powell's Flat, and that was 
the first time I had to draw the attention of the Check Inspector to anything. When Mr. Nelson was 
deputy he was appointed under-manager ; and the road through Powell's Flat was No. .5 travelling road. 
That road ias condemned by the Check Inspector ; and the roof looked so rotten that I vent up No. 1 
road. -Mr. Ne?son waited until I came hack, and said, "You are breaking the rules by going that road." 
I said that I had heard that No. 5 road was condemned. He said, " Who condemned it 1" I said, "The 
Check Inspector recommended that it be condemned." He said, " They ordered some timber." I said, 

At the first meeting I go to I will do my duty and bring this up." I examined the timber as I went 
past ; and it was really in a dreadful state. That is all I know about it. 
1650. Q. Is your objection to a furnace that if an explosion strikes it it will destroy the ventilation ? 
A. Yes. I have other objections as well. 
1651. Q. Is it not a fact that in every explosion the ventilation becomes deranged? A. Yes. 
1652. Q. And after-damp travels all over the mine? A. Yes. 
1653. (7. Would not the same risk be attached to a fan as well as to a furnace? A. A fan could be more 
easily erected. 
1654. Q. Would not they have to replace the furnace? A. I suppose so. 
1 65.5. Q. You have also to replace the brattice after an eplosion? A. Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Bruce Smith 

1656. Q. Can you tell me who appointed Check Inspectors in the past? A. I believe they were appointed 
at the Miners' Lodge; but I have never been there at the time. 
1657. Q. Are they appointed by the Lodge of which you are President? A. Yes. 
1658. 0. Is it the Lodge that makes recommendations? A. Yes. 
1659. Q. When the Lodge appoints the Check Inspectors, how often do they go over the mine to check 
the ventilation? A, Ido not know; I did not take anyinterest in the affair. 
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1660. Did not you form some opinion s to what the object of the Check Inspectors was? A. I was not a 
proimnent nieinbcr of the Lodge then. 
1661. Q. Do you know the way the Check Inspectors are appoiited A. Yes. 
1662. And in whose interests are they appointed 1 A. In the miners' interests, to measure the air. 
1663. Q. And to check for themselves the statement as to the air current A. Yes. 
1664. Q. Now, you are recommending that the examinations should be made every week? A. By practical 
men, not by miners. We want Government men free from the management of the mine altogether. 
1665. Q. Is it not better to have men to look at the matter from the point of view of the miner? A. No. 
It may endanger their position if they make a report that is not satisfactory to the Manager. 
1666. Q. Then it is a farce, because the miners are afraid? A. Because the miners are afraid to report as 
to the true condition of the mine. 
1667. Q. Have you seen the hooks of the Check Inspector? A. No. 
1668. Q. Do you know of a single case in which the Check Inspectors claim that they are afraid to report 
to the Lodge when they find the ventilation is insufficient, because they are afraid to report it in the 
Check Inspector's book? A. I was never at a Lodge at which the matter was reported. 
1669. Q. Do you not know that there is a provision in the Act that no promise shall be made or bribe given 
to a Check Inspector, under a penalty_I refer to Rule 41, section 47? A. I did not know that. I was 
never at any miners' meeting at which any report by the Check Examiners was given. 
1670. Q. Therm you never took any interest in it? A. I look upon it as a farce. 
1671. Q. Why? A. Very often they are men not qualified for the position. There may be a road that is 
reported on that will cost a lot of money to put in order; and that may, perhaps, make them disagreeable to 
the Manager. 
1672. Q. Is not the Lodge capable of determining what men are capable of checking the ventilation of a 
mine I A. Mmers are simply working men. 
1673. Q. Do they get anything for the work? A. They get paid. 
1674. Q. Now, do you know whether they are paid or not? A. I do not know. 
1675. Q. Do you say that the members of a Lodge are unfit to choose the men to check the ventilation? 
A. Yes, because the fliCfl are not amongst us. We are not able to examine and report on gases and 
so oii. 
1676. Q. As a practical man of twenty-five years' experience, you say that in your opinion you are not 
intellectually fit to see about the ventilation of a mine ? A. Yes ; I may pick one man and you may pick 
another. 
1677. Q. There was a ballot? A. Yes; but we differ in opinion. The salary is too small ; and there is a 
lot of liability attached to it-a lot of liability attached to the position. 
1678. Q. That is why the examiners take so little interest in it, because they are not paid to examine a 
mine? A. No, they think it should be in the hands of Government. It should be free from getting the 
miners into trouble with the management. 
1679. Q. Now you told Mr. Lysaght that you had formed some opinion as to the cause of the accident. 
Did you form that opinion before you \vent to the end of No. 1 Right ;-you have riot been up there 1 A. 
No ; not since the explosion. 
1680. Q. What did you form your opinion upon? A. That there was gas lying in these places ; they being 
so far back from the furnace. 
1681. Q. In what places? A. In the main tunnel No. 1 (meaning No. 1 Right Main Level). 
1682. Q. Tell the Commission how the explosion came about? A. When we light gas we see it going 
back we rds and forwards. 
1683. Q. Was that what you meant by "floundering about "1 A. Yes. 
1681. Q. You mean that some gas got lighted? A. In main tunnel No. 1 (Io. 1 Right Main Level) or in 
Aitken's place. 
168.5. Q. You formed that opinion without seeing the place? A. Yes. 
1686. Q. Do you think the opinion is of any value? A. You may not think so. 
1687. Q. Is that all you have to say about the explosion? A. Yes. 
1688. Q. Is that all you know about it? A. Yes. 
1689. Q. I suppose you know nothing about watering mines, excepting what information you have picked 
up yourself; you never read anything on the subject? A. No. We leave the question of watering to more 
scientific men than we are. We ask the Commission to suggest certain laws which would be best for our 
pu tection. 
1690. Q. You have lately changed your opinion about the danger of lighting gas-I mean since the 
explosion 1 A. Yes. 
1691. Q. Since you made a joke of it? A. It was ajoke then, but it is no joke now. What we suggest is 
not much more expense, that is to light the fuse with a wire and not with a lamp. 
1692. Q. Did you go with any party to examine the place? A. No. 
1693. Q. Did you appoint them or take any part in their appointment? A. No. 

Reexamined by Mr. Lysaght :- 
1694. Q. Mr. Bruce Smith asked you why you fix upon the top of the heading as the place of the explosion, 
and you said it was furthest away from the air ;-is there any other reason 1 A. I think it ii higher than 
the other parts of the mine. 
1695. Q. Is there any other reason, from anytlnng you were told beforehand? A. No. 
1696. 9. Do you know a man named Heron? A. Yes. 
1697. 9. Do you know whether lie worked in the top heading? A. I do not know whether lie worked 
there or no. 
1698. Q. Is there anything that you heard from him that would assist you in coming to a conclusion? 
A. He told me (Interrupted.) 
1699. Mr. Wade.] You can call Heron ; I object to the evidence. 
1700. His I/armor.] It is only sonic question as to the state of the witness' mind. 
1701 .AIr. Lyseght.] There may be a difficulty in calling Heron, because lie has left the district. 
1702. Q. \\lmat  was it Heron said as to the top lmeading that led you to come to any conclusion 7 A. 
Heron told me that the Deputy Dungey told him that if he had gone over the main heading before lie 
would have got his head blown off. 1703. 
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Examined by Mr. Robertson :- 

1703. Q. I think you said that the check by the workmen is a farce, one reason being fear of dismissal? 
A. Yes. 
1704. Q. Are you nw-are that prior to 1896, when the Act of Parliament was passed, miners had not the 
power to appoint persons for this duty employed at other mines. The miners grumbled because they could 
not employ miners at Mount Pleasant, say, to inspect other collieries I A. I am not aware of that. 
1 70.5. Q. It is a fact that that was considered a grievance, and as a consequence an alteration was made by 
which power was given as follows Persons employed at a mine may appoint from time to time two of 
their number, or any two persons, not being mining agents, who are practical working miners, to inspect 
the mine." You see the choice is not limited. So that if these men are not employed at the mine, or any 
other mine, how can they be in fear of dismissal? A. If they are independent men it would be satisfactory 
to all concerned. 
1706. Q. You said something about a Check Inspector not being competent ;—is not Mr. Ritchie 
competent ? A. But I did not know that he was appointed. 
1707. Q. Or Mr. Wynn? A. I did not know about him either. 
1708. Q. I think you are ignorant about what is going on, considering you are the President of the Lodge? 
A. I have not been President very long. I thought it was a farce. 
1709. Q. Tt need not be a farce so far as dismissal of Inspectors is concerned? A. I am giving you in 
opinion as to why independent men should be appointed. 
1710. Q. Have von not power to appoint independent men? You can appoint any men who can exercise 
that power A. I (lid not understand that. We want the whole thing to be done by Government. 

[The Commission, at 430 p.m., adjourned until 930 the following day.] 

ThURSDAY, S JAZ'TUARY, 1903, 930 a.m. 
[The Commission met at time Cozsrt-im acre, Woilongong.] 

3rcocnt 

C. F. R. MURRAY, ESQ., D.C.J. (PRESIDENT). 
D. A. W. ROBERTSON, IESQ, CoarellssloxEim, I D. RITCHIE, ESQ., CounIssIoNER. 

Mr. Bruc Smith, Barristerat-Law, instructed by Mr. Wood, Crown Solicitor's Office, appeared on behalf 
of the Crown. 

Mr. A. A. Atkinson, Chief Inspector of Coal.mines, assisted Mr. Bruce Smith. 

Mr. A. A. Lysaght, Solicitor, appeared on behalf of— 
the representatives of deceased miners, wheelers, &e. (victims of the explosion) 
the employees of the Mount Kembla Colliery (miners, wheelers, &c.) and 

(a) the illawarra Colliery Employees' Association (the Southern Miners' Union). 

Mr. C. G. Wade, Barrister-at-Law, instructed by Mr. F. Curtiss, appeared on behalf of the Mount Kenibla 
Coal and Oil Company (Proprietors of Mount Kembla Nine). 

Mr. W. Rogers, Manager Mount Kembla Colliery, was also present. 

([r. J. Garlick, Secretary to the Commission, was present to take shorthand notes of the evidence and 
proceedings ) 

Mr. CHARLES SMITH was sworn, and examined as under 

Examination-in-chief by Mr. Lysaght 

1711. Q. What is your name? A. Charles Smith. 
1712. Q. What are you? A. Miner. 
1713. Q. Where are you employed? A. Mount Kembla. 
1714. Q. How long have you been employed at Mount Kembla? A. I have been there about two years 
and eight months this time. 
1715. Q. And before then? A. I was working there about nine years ago, and worked about nine 
months that time. 
1716. Q. Have you had any other mining experience? A. Ohm, yes. 
1717, Q. Where? A. In the North of England. 
1718. Q. What Colliery ? A. Dudley Colliery, Northumberland. 
1719. Q. How long? A. 1 was five years there. 
1720. Q. You might state your general mining experience? A. I was five years at Dudley Colliery. I 
went there in 1870, and I left there and went to the North Riding of Yorkshire, Ironstone Mines, for five 
years. Then I caine to Queensland after. 
1721. Q. What mine in Queensland? A. I was working in several coal mines about there, and I was 
working in the gold mines, too, in Queensland. 
1722. Q. Cniine yourself to the cod mines—where else P A. I left there and the next coal mine I 
vork(d in was here at Moui,t Kembla and then I left 1\Iouut Kembla and went to New Zealand, and 

worked sixteen months in Denison Hill, New Zealand, on the coal there. And I came back here on the 
coal mines and worked here two years and eight months this time. 
1723. Q. And what is the total number of years' experience you have had as a practical miner? A. Well, 
I will say thirty years. I have been thirty-two years altogether or a little more, but I will say thirty 
years practically. 
1724. Q. Now', were you working in Kembla at time time of the disaster? A. Yes. 
172.5. Q. What part of the maine were you working in? A. In the Sib Right. 
1720. Q. Do you remember the number of the pillar, the bard? A. The bord, Yes-94. 
1727. Q. Could you indicate that on the plan ? A. No. I do not know anything about the plan. 
1728. Q. Look, that is the main travelling road there (indicating). A. No. 1. 
1729. Q. Yes. Here is the 5th Right rope road. What number did you say ? A. 91 bond. 

1730. 
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1730. Q. Smith and. Gardener ? A. Yes, that is the place. 
1731. (. It is that one, there (indica!inq its position on the 00ies' Plan). What time did you leave 
work that day, the clay of the disaster ? A. \\rell, I left it a bit in a hurry as soon as the explosion 
occurred. 
1732. Q. Now, von might tell us what von observed concerning the explosion you speak of, and at what 
time? A. As near as I can tell the time, 1 had a little clock there, and it stopped about a quarter to 2. 
1733, Q. Wtiat was it you observed about that time P A. A cleahiess in the head. I could not hear myself 
speak. I was trying to speak to my mate, and I could speak to him ; but I could not hear myself speaking, 
not for a white, not for a minute. 
1731. Q. What happened after that P A. Icoull speak to my mate then ; and I told him there must be 
an explosion. lie said, " No, it must be a big fall '' ; and 1 said, ' No, it cannot be a big fall I will find 
out what it is." Tha first thing we found was Jack Laidlaw and a wheeler. 
1735). Q. Where was Laidlaw? A. Just at his bord, the first bard from the healing, No. 00. 
1736. Q. Was Laidlaw standing or sitting P A. lie says to me, " Charlie, 1. do not know what is up 
there is something wrong. 'l'herc is your wheeler blown to blazes." lie maut drifted along the road. 
Those are the words he said. 
1737. Q. Meaning lifted along the road? A. Yes. 
1738. Q. What was the name of the wheeler? J. ClifF. Ilanimon. 
1739. Q. Did Laidlaiv say anything else to you then? A. Yes. lie said, " What cia you think it is P 

Oh," I said, "an explosion right enough we must get out of this." He says, '\Vhich way must we 
go P " I said, Out to the daylight tunnel, where we are getting our fresh air in." " Well," he says, 

ITow are we going to find that? " I says, " My nose will find the way out to the fresh air any time." 
So 1 ran up then the other three bords and fetched the inca out, going back towards my place to the No. 
91. I was at No. 00 then, and I went back, ani FaI1 up three places and fetched my mate out of my 
place. He was holding the drill of the boring machine ; and 1 went right up to the place to bring him 
out. And I went to the next bord, where a man, Skilion, and his son, were working. That was the last 
place that I could get to handy. 1 went out then. 
1740. Q. You led that party out? A. Yes. There were two wheelers, }I:irry Kelly, and a pony, went 
out with us. 
1741. Q. Where did you get the pony P A. About half way between my place and the wheelers'. 
1742. Q. With the exception of yourself, do you know whether any of the other men knew the road out? 
A. I do not think there was any of the men knew the way out. 'l'hey knew which way it went; but they 
could not tell direct where to go. 
1743. Q. You knew from things they said and did that they did not know the way out by the daylight 
tunnel? A. Yes. - 
1744. Q. Now, can you tell me in which direction this whe&er had been blown? A. He was blown into 
the 90 bord from the flat : fom the First Flat in the 5th light into 90 bord. 
1745. Q. Inbve? A. Inbye. Up the bord. '1 hat is where I fell in with him, just by the bratticing. 
1746. ho on know whether l-iamnmon was in charge of a horse P A. Yes, lie was wheeler to me. 
1747. Q. Do you know what became of his horse? A. Yes. It was blown down on ti its side and left 
there kicking. lie wanted to go back for it. 
1748. Mr. Brace Sm/t/i.1 Q. Did you see it ; or did lie say it was blown? A. I did not see it. I did 
not go back for that. 
1749. Mr. .Lysaqlit.j Q. You did not actually see the horse ? A. He told me his horse was blown down. 
I said " Never mind the horse." 
1750. Mr. Lysoqht.] Perhaps I might suggest to the Commission that Ilammon might be called. I did 
not call loin, but it occurs to inc lie might be able to give evidence. 
1751. his honor.] It would appear that he might be able to give some useful evidence. 
1752. Mr. Lysaqht.] Q. Did he get out with you P A. Yes. He was all black with dust. That was all 
that was the matter with him, He was terribly black he was sick for a week. 
1753. Q. Tie told you some things concerning his horse ? A. lie told me his horse and himself were 
blown up the bord. 
1751. Q. Now, is thereny1hing else you desire to tell us concerning the disaster-what you observed before 
you left the pit P Did you observe any smoke ? A. Oh yes, there was smoke all the way. I had to go 
from my bord, 94 bord, down the old byrd like. 
1755. Q. When did you first come across smoke? A. As soon as ever I found this Laidlaw and the wheeler. 
As soon as I got to thatbrattice it was coming against the air. I had good air until I met this smoke 
coming against the air. 
1756. Mr. Brace Smith.] Q. Good air do you mean in going up to 90 or in coming out? A. Going 
out from 90. 

757. Mr. Robertson ] Q. 'Where did you find Laidlaw and the wheeler? A. At 90 bord. 
1758. Q. What part of it? A. 1 did not go up to hi face; but 1 should say 100 yards from the flat. 
1759. Q. it is not very much more to the face? A. 1 could not tell you exactly. I do not know what 
distance they run the borcls up. This is the second heading like off the 90 bord where I left them. 
1760. Q. It is not much more than 100 yards from the fiat to the face? A. But this is between, well up 
towards the face, where I was, in this last cross-heading cut off this. 
1761. Mc. Wade.] Q. Where is the flat? 
1702. Mr. Ro!ei'tson.] In the 5th Right. 
1763. Mr. Bruce Smith.] It is about ISO yards-I have measured it-from the face down to the flat. 
IA'Ot. Mr. Lyso'qlmt.] I think, Mr. Robertson, the witness said he got to the second cut_through. 
1765. Q. Is that so P A. The second inbye cut-through. That is the last cut-through up towards 
the face. 
1766. lfi'. Roi'rt son ] Q. I ain rather iWen sted to lsnnw ; because, as a matter of fact, I found the very 
same horse alive? A. I could not tell to a yard or two e lint it was, you know. 1 know it is not far up. 
1 know I drive the Lords about 70 verde up ; and this is the sccond one. 
1767. .dll'. Lsuaq./it.] Q. Now, I wait von to tell us whether, as ihr as you know, any smoke or anything 
die extrao"dinary caine doismi towards your working place beyond hO, pmit 01, 92, and 93? A. Yes. 
Just after I could talk I found a terrible dust coming against the air. I met the dust like coming against 
the air. . 1768. 
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1768. Q. Where did you meet that? A. Just going down to my bord. 
1769. Q. Was that before you went to Laidlaw, or aft r P A. When I was going to Laidlaw. 
1770. Q. Then do I uudersand the first thing you met was dust P A. Yes a very light dust, though. 
1771. Q. And that was cowiiiu, I think you said, aaiust the air? A. Yes. 
1772. Q. How long after meeting that dust was it that you met the smoke P A. Well, about a minute 
or so, I sufpose ; just as I had time to get down to the hO bord. 
1773. Q. Did you observe anything else besides the dust and the smeke ? A. No, nothing else. 
1774 Q. Did you at any time see any indication cf a flame? A. Not at that time; but I had done so 
before that. 
1775. Q. At present I mean concerning the disaster? A. No: I never saw any flame. 
1776. Q. Did you after coming out go into the pit again as a rescuer? A. Yes. I did not go far in. 
I went until I was knocked up. I want three times into the old tunnel. 
177. Q. What is that ? A. The travelling road the old travelling road where we all go in. 
1778. Q. Do you mean in the No. 1 Right district or the shaft district? A. It is the entrance for both, 
where I mean. 
1779. Q. How far did you get into the mine P A. The first time I suppose it was 200 or 300 yards. 
I met a couple of men and fetched them out. I fethed out a mars called Prior the next time. 
1780. Q. Did you go in after that? A. I went once more until I was done and could not stand any more. 
1781. Q. Did you afterwards go into the mine to inspect? A. No. I went into the mine to fetch my 
tools. 
17S2. Q. When? A. It was on a Tuesday, I rememb r. I could not say the day of the month. 
1783. Q. How long after the disaster ?A. Some eight or nine days, I think. 
1784. Q. Which road did you take on that occasion? A. We went down the shaft road to old No. 5, 
as we termed it : and then we went round to No. 1 District. 
1785. Q. Did you go through Powell's Flat? A. No. We had not to touch Powell's Flat there - 
oh, yes, after we came through No. 5 we came through Powell's Flat. 
1786. Q. And down the 4th Left travelling road P A. Yes. 
1787. Q. And into your own place across the main No. 1 Rlglit? A. The main heading, yes. 
1788. Q. Now, can von tell us anything that you observed an ywhere on that occasion as regards ti e 
effects of the disaster P A nythirig that you observed anywhere along any of the roads you travelled P 
A. Well, at l'owell's Flat I thund a few dead horses and that like ; but there was nothing disturbed much 
else along there. I went into Powell's Flat in one place to fetch a machine out and tools for a man-I 
think it was 72 or 73. 
179. Q. Did you observe anything there? A. No : nothing e xtra there. Nothing disturbed much 
about there that I saw. 
1790. Q. I want you to toll us any indications you saw either on the props or the brattice or the 
rib-sides of flame having passed in any particular 1a on this occasion when you went in for your tools P 
A. I went along from what we call the Si heading-that is, from Powell's Flat up towards 80. (ITo.  80 
is Hrisne and Hewlett's wor1 inq p7ace as maciced on tie plan.) 
1791. Q. Was that in goin g  in? A. Yes. We were not allowed to to any place until the Deputy took 
us in. I was following the Deputy in. 
1792. Q. Do you mean their working place (liume end hewlett's) ? A. It is a main road driven up to 
where they were going to put a rope road some time afterwards. 
1703. Mr. Bruce Smith.l Q. Is it not a i;iiiar? A. There is a pillar on the side of it. 
1794. Mr. LysaL/litj Q. Do you mean Stafford's going bord? A. Perhaps they might call it the ganrion 
bord. 
1795. Q. Do you remember passing Stafford's flat? A. That is the end of it. Yes, that is Staffords 
Flat at the end of this heading as 1 term it. I worked in the same bord two years ago myself ; aol know 
it very well. I put it up on the jrtmp. 
1796. Q. You say that Stafford's Flat is on the end of what you did call a hiadiug? A. Yes; only 
we did not o to Stafford's Fiat; we cut across. 
1797. Q. What was it you observed going up there? Where was it? A. I nticed a terrible lot of a 
sort of sooty stuff knocking about. 
1708. Q. Knocking about where? A. On the flaor, and the rib side, and everywhere. 
1799. Q. 1 want you to be particular about "everywhere." What about the props? A. Oh, yes. They 
were all sort of blackened, on one side of t[em cspeeialii-. 
1800. Q. Which side ? Just think carefully? A. Well, I was meeting the clean side as I was going 
towards thei\o. 1 heading. 
1801. Q. How far up that going bord did you observe these sooty conditions ? A. I did not go up there 
very far. I was crossing that, I mean, to go on towards the No. I. heading. I kept going on across On 
the travelling road. 
1802. Mr. Wade.] Q. Do you mean you just saw this as you wrc Igoing across the bord ? A. Going 
across all the Lords ; and I termed this one P0 because I knew it was 80. 
1803. 9. You really crossed more than etc boid P A. On this travelling road I noticed- (Interrupted.) 
.1804. Ills Honor.] Mr. Tysaght, just get tins course clearly from bin-as to whether he went along 
Stafford's Lord or just crossed it in one place. 
1805. Witness.] 1 crossed it in one place. 
1806. Mr. Lqsaglt: Q. WLcn you crossed it, did you get outside Stafford's Flat up the going hoid? 
A. N o. We kept on the travelling road. 
1807. Q. Then you were ncvci up that bord at all ? A. No. We k pt en the travelling road from tiieie. 
1 just crossed .he SO. 
1808. Q. I want you to think carefully now whether you (lid go up this going lord before you cr.ice 
along  the Ii aveilrng road? A. No. We came along from lowell's I' fat right to this heading; and then 
we crossed this SO heading to go away towards where toy tools Nvere. 
1809. Q. So that these indications of soot were only in crossing that flat P A. Yes. I met it from 
there further on. 
1810. Q. How far further on P A. Eight away to the No, 1 main lwrding. 
1811. Q. Then do I understand that all O.e way along the 4th Left Travelling Read you met thre ccii-
ditions of soot on the floor, the rib-sides, and the props? A. Yes. I went into a Load tbcie. I had to 
get some tools. 1812. 
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1812 Q. One minute now: up to the main heading, the No. 1 I3ight main heading, you say? All the 
way? A. Yes. 
1813. Q. Now, were the sooty conditions on only one side of the props ? A. Further up I noticed it on 
both sides. 
1814. Q. Where? A. I could not tell you. I went into a mm cailed Bunn's place to fetch his tools 
out-no, Tost it was, 
1815. Q. Did you go right up to the face P l. Yes. 
1816. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Q. Is that where you found it was black on both sides? A. Yes, just round 
there. 
1817. Mr. Wade.] Q. The props? A. Yes. 
1818. Mr. Lqsagltt.] Q. Now, where did you turn in to go up to Tost's and Bunn's place? Where did 
you turn off the 4th Left travelling road? A. I could not tell you exactly which bord, because I was 
not working up that way. 
1819. Q. Just look here. here is Stafford's Flat, where you have come from, along here. That is the 
4th Left travelling road. here is the main No. 1 Right. Now', up here is Tost's and Tlunn's working 
place. 1 want to know where it was off here that you turned in to go UI)  there? A. I think it was two 
bords before we could get to Bunn's place ; because there was a fall there in between. So we had to come 
along there until we could come to a cut-through. We could not get through for a little bit of a fall. 
1820. Q. What was the fall P A. Just a little ht of a fall of the roof, about a couple of feet thick. 
1821. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Did he go straight "p No. 88? 
1822. ATr. Lysaqht.] No. lIe said he turned off about two bords before 88. 
1823. Witness.] I could not say whether it was one or two. I could not recollect the exact spot. 
1S24. Mr. Ljjsaght.] Q. Could you tell me whether, up to this fall that you met, all the indications of 
the soot were on the side that you were meeting, or on the side facing the other way P A. It seemed to 
me to be about all alike just there. 
1S25. Q. Now, up to there, on which side was the soot on the top P A. At first, in that bord where I 
got those tools, it seemed all black together there. 
1826). Mr. Wade.] Q. That is the first time you saw it all black P A. 'Yes. 
1827. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. As you veut up to that brd to get to Tost and Bunn's place, did you see 
anything up those bords P A. Well, I saw a little bit of roof bent down here and t::erc ; a little bit 
lad-look jg. 
182$. Q. Did you see any signs of burning up there, any burnt brattice P A. No. 
1829. Q. Did you see any dust on the props there P A. Oh, yes in that place where we got the tools. 
1830. You might tell us exactly what you 55w tera P A. I saw a lot of greyish-looking sort of dust. It 
looked as if it had been burnt a couple of times, to inc. 
1831. Q. Where was this dust ? A. On the floor and on the tools. That is how I noticed it so much. 
It was on the tools. 
18:32. A[i, Bruce Smith.] Q. Up at the end P A. Up to the face some of these tools were, and some 
further back. 
1833. Mr. Lysag/tt.] Q. Were the tools lying on the floor? A. Some were standing against the rib; and 
some were lying about. 
1131. Q. 1)o I understand that this grey dust was all over the tools? A. Ye. 
1835. Q. Was that grey dust all over the bords to,) PA. Yes. We were looking about for the tools 
and it was kicking about wherever we touched. 
18:31;. Q. Could you give any indication whiera that greJ dust lial come from? Was it from a fall, or 
where P A. No. What I thought \vas that after the explosion like it settled there. That is the opinion 
I formed myself. 
1837. Q. What do you mean by after the explosion? A. I know when -,in edosion occurs the dust has 
to settle somewhere afterwards. 
1838. 9. You mean the burnt dint? A. Yes. 
1839. 9. Did you notice whether there was a greater quantity there iii that particular place than in any 
other place? A. I saw more there than any place, because I did not go into any further places at all. 
I came round then into my place. r1h,,it is where I av the mcii. 
1840. Q. In addition to the (lust VOU saw, was there any other indication of flame having been in that 
place, as regards the props or brattice, or the roof sides P A. I did not notice anything, only the dust, 
and the brattice lying about. 
1811. Q. Did you no: ice whether any of the brattice there was burnt? A. No, I did not. 
1812. Q. Did von notice whether any of it was singed P A. I dii not notice that. 'l'here were three of 
us with two lights ; and we had bad lights. 
181.3. Q. Leaving Tost and Bunn's place, where dii you go to after that P A. I canne down then what 
we call the back heading, and crossil the main liea'iiniy, down to the :5th Right, towards my tools then. 
1811.. Q. Do you know oliere hiorris had been working, in No. Sl) P A. I know the spot, but I was 
nover there. I know where it is well. 
181. Q. Did you go into that ?.l.No, I did net go iii. 
1816. 9. As you came down the back healing, did you observe anything at all P A. Little bits of falls 
of roof about a foot thick in places. 
1817. Q. Auythng else? A. That is all I noticed, be..idev a bit of dust, as usual, coming along. 
1848. 9. (3-rey dust or black dust? A. It was bl:ickei' conni ig out that way. 
18-19. Q. When you left the back heading where dii YOU go? Into your own place P A. I went round, 
yes, into that first flat, 
1850. Q. And then where? A. Up to the 00 heading. And th,-u we had to wait while the deputy went 
up to 93 bord to fetch Laidlaw's tools. 
1851. Q. Did ycu notice anything in 90? A. Only a little light duet there-not so much dust lb re. 
852. 9. Did you notice any of the brattice there P A. 'I here is no brattice, not about there, much. 

18o3. 9. Did you notice any signs of bnrning or charring of the Ptm'°P5  P A. No. 
1851. 9. From there where did yo u go P .A . Along to mm' bord then, 94 bord. 
1855. Q. And from there P A. We caine back aganli to the flat with our tools. 
1836. 9. Was there anything extr.mordinarv in your own b on, N. 94 P '1 . There was' nothing 

extraordinary; 
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extraordinary; but what I expected-I had a very bad roof there; and I expected to see it hanging 

badly. 
1857. Q. You came back to the Flat; then where did you go? A. Round the roje road out to the 

daylight tunnel. 
1858, Q. Then straight out? A. Straight out. 
1459. Q. Is that all you can tell us concerning ifl(iieatiOflS of either force or burning after the disaster? 

A. Yes, that is all I noticed. That was the only time I wa in that war. 
1830. Q. You do not wish to say anything ahoat any particular thing that you saw? A. No. That is all 

I have to say about it. 
1861. Q. Did you form any conclusion from what you observed, or from what you knew beforehand, as to 
the cause of this disaster ? A. What do you mean ? 
1862. Q. What was the cause, iii your opinion, of the explosion? A. Gas. That is what I formed. 

1863. Q. Could you assist the Commission to fix the place where it probably originated? A. I think I 

could find very near. 
hOt. Q. What would you say? A. I could not tell exactly. 

1865. Q. What is your impression ? A. It is somewhere on the left-hand side of the No. 1 main 
heading, not far off there, according to what I saw as I was travelling round. I was only round that 
once. 
1866. Q. What do you mean by the left-hand side of the main heading? A. That is round where I 
came from that herd. 
H67. His 11mor.1 Q. The left-hand side as you come out? A. I am speaking of looking in now. 
1868. Q. The left-hand side as you go up the main heading? A. Yes. I am looking inbyc now. 

1509. Mi. Lqsaglit.] Q. Do you mean towards Aitken's place, or towards Tost and Bunn's? 

[k[r. Lysaght explained the position of the various places to the witness on the colliery i1''  and 
the witness indicated the locality in which he thooght the explosion originated. This locality Mr. Lysaght 
described as " between No. 1 main level and two or three bards to the left."] 

1870. Witness.] I could not say exactly. I noticed it looking black all over the place. 
1871.. liLy. Bruce Smith ] Q. Does he mean near Tost and Bunn's, where he svent for the fools ? 

A. Somewhere near there, yes. 
1872. Mr. Lysaglit.] Q. You said then that you noticed it getting particularly thick about there P 

A. Yes. 
1873. Q. 

What do you mean? What is it ' 24 I mean it looaed more dusty all over the place all 
round there. 
1874. Q. Do you think that there was one big explosion, or more than one explosion? A. I think there 
was only one. I was very frightened of the second one myself; but it did not happen. 
1875. Q. Do you think that there was one big explosion, or that there were a series of small explosions 
after the first had started P A. I think there was only one explosion, and when it started it went one 
way and another. 
1876. His honor.] lie says that the first thing that happened was that lie felt limsrlf deaf but I want 
to find out whether just before that, instantaneously, he did or did not hear any round ; and, if be did, 
what sort of sound. 
1877. 2lL. Li1s7qht.] Q. Before you felt the deafness was there any sound? A. No sound before that. 

1878. his Honor.] Q. You felt yourself deaf ; but lust before you felt yourself deaf was there some-
thing that seemed to explain to you why yell became deaf? A. Yes. 

1479. Q. What was that something? A. Well, I do not know how I can explain it myself. 

1880. Q. Put it in the best language you can? A. It was like a concussion or something come to my 
ears : that is all that I noticed. 
1881. Q. You felt it rather than heard it? A. Yes. 
1S82. 11Cr. Lysaght.] Q. At that time which way were you facing P Were you towards the face or 
towards the outbyc A. I believe I was standing talking to my mate at the time. I svould be facing 
about half inbye looking across my mate. 
1883. Q. Can you go any nearer than what you have already said as to the position where you think it 
origivaed? A. No. Thiit is the only place that I noticed. I only C stne round that way once; and 

that was my opinion of it. 
1881. Q. I-fare you ever been in all explosion besides this one P A. Yes, in two small ones. 
1885. Q. Where? A. In England. The Dudley Colliery, Northumberland. 

1S86. Q. What year. or when ? A. I think it would be in about 1S93. 
1847. Q. Did cou observe couditions similar in Ketubla to the conditions you oberved there ? A. Yes. 
That is what made me know what it was when I felt it. 
1888. Q. And do you know what the Dudley explosion svao? A. Yes. 
1839. Q. What? A. A gas explosion ; because my mate lit it up, so I know how it was caused. It was 
only a small one. It took my shirt off my back. 
1SPO. Q. What was the other explosion ? A. It was another similar one like, in the same colliery, only 
on the other seam. 
lS9l. Q. 

When ? A. About a year after, I suppose ; only small; little ones, you know. Two or three 
men got burnt and died. 
1892. Q. And was that a gas explosion? A. Yes. 
1893. . Now, leaving the disaster, I want you to come to the time you were wrking in the shaft 
section. When was that? A. I think about two quarters before the explosion like. 
1894. Q. Where were you working? A. lit No. 41. 
1.50.3. Q. Who was your mate? A. Aif Prior. 
1s96. Q. Where is be now? A. I saw hun yesterday morning, lIe is wo,-king at Mount Kembla. I saw 
him going to work. 
lS97. Q. I want you to tell what it was you observed while working there, if anything, exactly in your 
own words, fully. A. One day after we fired a shot my mate went back; and there was a bit of gas lit 
up, just a little bit, you know, after firing the shot. 
1898. Q. 1 want you to give the details of how the gas lit up? Tell us exactly what took place in detail? 

A. 




