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17339. Q. Why? 4. In those old workings a heading might be fallen, or an entrance to an old bord might
be fallen, and no fireman or deputy could get on the other side: consequently, what was in the old bord could
not be told by examination.
17340. Q. Bat Isuppose there are times whon there are parts of the works abandoned which have not fallen
atall? . Yes, '
17341. (. While you were deputy, were such workings as those examined by you? 4. No.
17342, (). Were they examined by anyone else?! 4. Not to my knowledge.
17343, (). Would you regard the examining part of the work as sufliciently effective and satisfactory from
a safety point of view, with those workings left unexamined? 4. No
17344, (). So far as you know, is that the general practice? 4. So far as I know.
17345, Q. Do you know if there was anything in your Special Rules providing for weekly or wmonthly
examinations of waste workings? 4. T do not know that there is anything. I have a copy of the Special
Rules here.
17346, .1 take it T am quite clear upon the point that you say that, at no period, neither weekly nor
monthly, were examinations made of waste workings? .. Just so.
17347, @. I have got that quite clearly T 4. Yes.
17348, (). I think you have said something about the Managers in regard to the lamp question, that if they
made a personal examination of the colliery they would be the most competent persons to know whether
safety-lamps should bz used or not. Now, what is the practice, so far as you know, of Managers making
personal examinations of the undergronnd workings? 4. The practice varies at the collieries that T have
worked in: sometimes a month, or two months, may elapse before the Manager is seen : in other cases he
may be down every week.
17349. (. A month or two might elapse between one visit and another from a Manager at some collieries ;
and in other cases the Manager might be down once a week ? . Yes.
17350, Q. And, with the knowledge which you have gained by observing the practice, do you think that a
person who goes down so frequently would be competent to know when safety-lamps were required? 4. No;
I think the Manager, when he knows his responsibility, will go down once a day.
17351, (. Then the practices which you have mentioned to ms are the practices of persons who do not
realise their responsibilities! . Yes,
17352, . And that appears to b2 thd general practice? .. Yes.
17353, (). So that, generally, the Managers do not appear to realise their responsibility ? 4. At present.
17354, Mr. Robertson.] That is a conclusion arrived at from his experience at one mine.
17355, Mr. Bruce Smath.] Tt is a conclusion, rather, of the Commissioner than of the witness: because it
is put to him ; and e nods his head.
17356, My, Ritchie.] No it is his own. He nodded his assent to what he had previously said. He said he
thought they should go down once a day. .
17357. Mr. Bruce Smith.] I quite admit that they are a series of deductions of one thing from another,
with a good deal of logic about them ; but I say they are not the witness’. I do not think he would have
framed those deductions in his own mind.
17358, Ar Ritchie.] The witness is a practical man with twenty eight years’ experience ; he has a certain
knowledge of theory ; and he has a second-class certificate of competency ; and we cannot think that a man
with such experience as that will nod his head to something which he does not think or know.
17359. (. How often do the Inspoctors usually visit the collieries at which you have been working, so far
as you know ? A, It may be once in three months, and on occasion it may be longer than that.
17360. (). Whilst you were a deputy, I suppose you came in contact with them frequently? A.No, I was
situated in a peculiar circumstance ; generally, when Inspectors were expected, work for me was found in
an out-of-the-way place.
17361, . When the Inspectors were coming they found work for you in an out-of-the-way place? 4.
Exactly.
17362. (. Did you ever know the Inspectors to go into the waste workings? 4. No.
17363. (. Did you ever hear of the Inspectors going into the waste workings while yon were there? 4. No.
17364, Q. Do you think the Inspectors’ reports ought to be open to the workmen—the Government
Inspectors’ reports ¢ 4. Yes, I do not see any reason why they should not be.
17365. (. Do you know of any reason why they should not be pasted on this board as well as the other
reports? Do you know of any reason why they should not be made as public as the deputy’s reports?
4. No.

Examination by Mr. Robertson :—-

17366. (. How many collieries have you worked at in these colonies? . I have worked at four.

17367. (. What collieries were they? A.T have worked at the A.and A. Company, and the Burwood
Company.

17368. (). How many years at the A. A, Company? . Somewhere about two, I think.

17369, (. How many years at Burwood? A. About eighteen months or two years. Then I think the
total amount at the Newcastle Company’s collieries would be about eight years.

17370. Q. Do you say that a month or two might elapse before the Managers of thaose collieries went down
into the mine--that the Manager only went down once a month or once in two months? 4. Yes.

17371, . Do you positively assert that? 1. Yes, at the time that I worked at these mines.

17372. (. How can you positively state that—you, I suppose, were working in the mine, and the Manager
might go underground without your knowledge? . Yes; but it soon gets known generally, in the mine,
when the Manager is down.

17373, ). Then you say that you are in a position to know that the Managers of these mines, A. A,
Company, Burwood Company, and Newcastle, only descended once in a month or two months? 4. Well,
ou occasions it may be less. I am speaking approximately.

17374. . You have put it down in your evidence positively? . Yes, but of course you know a Marager
may have occasion to go down to look into some trivial accident that has occurred—that would break the
month. In other times a month would elapse, and more than that.

17375. (. I should think he would have many occasions to go underground in that time Then you do not
wish to qualify this statement in any way? A. Only to that extent, that in case of a break-down or anything
like that [Lnterrupted.) 17376.
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17376. (. Then, according to you, it is only a sort of accidental circumstance altogether that takes a
Manager into the mine? 4. No, I do not imply that.

17377. Q. Well, Tinfer that. If it is only once in a month or two, it must be only some accidental
ciccumstance that takes him down. I think at the beginning of your evidence you made some sweeping
assertions that gas was not reported at the mines in this State ? 4. Was not reported in mines in this State.
17378. (). Do you refer to any one particular mine, or has thisa generalapplication? 4. Well, it is general
amongst men ; but Mr, Neilsen, a wining Manager, said he would not swear that many instances of burning,
even, oczurred in the Newcastle district ; ad Mr. Thompson said ———[Inferrupted. |

17379. . Stop a minute. You come Lere and give evidence of what you know; row, I ask you, do you
know that gas is not reported in the mines g nerally, cr is it one particular mine that you refer to? A, No;
a man, a workinan, canuot obtain the knowl dge if he sees not the report Look.

17380. @. Then this sweeping and general assertion that you made, that gas is not reportcd at mines in the
Colony, is, do not you think, both unjust and uugencious ? 4.1 was siinply repeating the words of Mr.
Thompson to Judge Fitzhardinge.

17381, @. I am asking you of your own knowledge : you come lLere to say what you kr.ow alout matters
affecting mines ; and you state that you know that ges is not reported at mines in the Colony. Now, I
ask you, do you know that yourself? 4. Yes, in my own case.

17382, @. Do you narrow your knowledge down to your own case?! A. I know cf no o Ler outside my own
case.

17383. Q. Wby do you say that gas is not reported at other collieries? 4. I do not think I have caid that.
17384. . You have said so: yon made a very sweeping agsertion that you knew that gas was not reported ?
A. Yes; well, that has been proved, to my mind, both in the Mount Kembla and Dudley dizasters, that
this gas was not reported.

17385, (. But you made a general assertion ; and one gathers, from what you say, that that is the practice
in mines generally 7 4. If you take two instances where disastcrs Lave brought these things to light, you
infer that it is not done at the other collieries.

17386. (). Two instances aresufficientto y our mindto provethat theotficials at all other collicries areneglig: nt?
A. Not all otkers.

17387. . You have said sonow ? . Some of them.

17388, Q. If the gas is not reported, they wmust be negligent, must they not? A, Well, you see what
evidence has been brought ont here that men have reported gas; and we have no knowledge of it in the
report books ; and the Inspecfom do not know of it.

17389. (. Yes, we have knowledge that men koew of gas and did not lepoxt it? 4. Yes.

17390. Mr Ritchie.] I think the kno“ledge is that they did report it to the deputies.

17391, Mr. Roberison.] T am uot defending anyonce. That is so; but we have knowledge also that men
knew of gas and did not report it.

17392, Mr. Bruce Smith.] We have an enocrmous amount of evidence in this Commission from men who
say that they knew of gas and did not report it.

17393. Mr. Ritchie.] And there is evidence that reports were made.

17394, Ar. Robertson.] T do not deny that ; but I say there has been abundant evidence before this inquiry
that men have known of the existence of gas and have not reported it.  Of course, some other men say they
have mentioned the finding of g gas to the Manager, undoubtedly ; but we have not heard his evidence yet.
17395, 2. Lysaght.) There is a considerable amount of evidence that men w orking at Kembla reported
fire damp to three or four different deputies and to the Manager.

17396. Mr. Robertson.] T do not wish it to be thought for a “Tnoment that I am defending any official ; on
the contrary, I think any official who knows of the presence of gas, and docs not report it, is guilty of
negligence, and ought to be severely punished.

Re-examination by Mr. Bruce Smith :—

17397. @. You made a general statement a few moments ago to the effect that the Managers in the
northern district did not go into the mine in many cases, as often as once a month? 4. No, some of the
mines, .

17398. Q. Now, you narrow it down to seme; will you name any one mine in regard to whieh you are
prepared to swear that the Manager did not go in more often than once a month? 4. Yes, New Lambton.
17399. . Is that the one you are in? 4. Yes.

17400. (. Who is the Manager there? A, Mr. James Thomas.

17401. (. Is there any other that you will name at present where you are prepared to swear that the
Manager does not go in as often as once a month? 4. No, T cannot swear unless I work there.

17402. Q. Do you swear of your own knowledge that the Manager cf that mine has not been in once a
month? 4. Of my own knowledge I have not seen him in the mine.

17403. @. Is that what your evidence amounts to—that you have not seen him? 4. Certainly.

17404. (. Will you swear he has not been in? 4. He may have been in when I have not been there ; but
I am speaking of the working days of the colliery.

17405. Q. Will you swear that he has not been in more than once a month, on the working days of the
colliery, without you seeing him? 4. I will swear that he has not been in my wo1k1nw place.

17406. . Is that all you will swear? 4. Yes.

17407, Mr. Lysaght.] 1 heard Mr. Bailey make a statement that certain witnesses had given evidence
before Judge Fitzhardinge as to certain factz. Perhaps the Commission might think it advisable to have
before them the reports that were made by the Judge or by the various Commissions that were held.
There may be a considerable mass of evidence in those inquiries that might support some of the recommen-
dations from the Union; and I respectfully submit that the Commission could consider it to a certain
extent as though that evidence had been given before them on oath. I do not mean to adopt the evidence
in the same way as the Coroner’s depositions have been adopted, but still to consider it.

17408. His Honor.] We will leave that an cpen question, as to whether we do or do not make use of those
reports at present. 'We do not want to overload the Commission.

[At 1 p.m. the Commission adjourned until 2 p.m.]
AFTERNOON.
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AFTERNGON.
(On resuming at 2 p.m. Mr. W. R. Pratt attended to take shorthand notes of the evidence and proceedings.)
THOMAS COULSON was sworn and examined as under :—

[This witness was called at his own request, and the Commission asked Mr. Bruce Smith, as a matter of

convenience, to conduct his examination-in-chief. |

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

17410. @. What is your name? 4. Thomas Coulson.
17411. Q. You wish to give some evidence before this Commission with regard to coal-mining; and you
were asked to state the nature of the evidence which you wish to give? 4. Yes.
17412. Q. And then you wrote a letter stating that you were rather surprised you should be asked to state
the nature of your evidence ; and you have not stated it? . T stated that it was on the black-list question.
17413. @. You have supplied some notes to Mr. Lysaght on the evidence which you wish to give with
regard to the twenty recommendations which have been made by the miner’s lodges 7 4. No, sir.
17414. Q. You have been with Mr. Lysaght since the Court adjourned? A. I have scen him.
17415, . You have spoken to him about the evidence? .. No, nothing at all in conneclion with my
evidence.
17416. ¢. Have you not told him of the opinions which you have formed with rezard to the twenty
recommendations we were speaking about—have you written no notes as to your evidence ? 4. Noj; we
never spoke about the recommendations ; and T have written no notes upon my evidence.
17417. Ilis Ilonor.] 1f Mr. Lysaght has any idea as to what evidence Mr. Coulson is about (o give, Le
might legin his examination.
17418, Mr. Lysaght.] T protest against Mr. Bruce Smith making any suggestion that I know anything of
the evidence which Mr. Coulson is likely to give,
17419, Mr. Bruce Smith.] You said so this morning.
17420. Mr. Lysaght.] T said that Mr. Coulson had asked me for a copy of the Union Recommendations, and
that T sent him a copy ; beyond that T said T knew nothing about the witness, and was not prepared to
undertake his examination.
17421, Mr. Bruce Smith.] (. You have had these twenty recommendations sent to you ; and you have prob-
ably thought them out and are prepared to give evidence with regard to them ¥ 4. Yes,
17422, /lis Honor.] (). You have formed opinions on them ! A, Yes.
17423 Mr. Bruce Smith.] ). Apart from those recommendations, will you state what other evidence yeu
can give to the Commission? 4. Yes. The first thing which T wisl to mention to you is about the Llack-
list ; that is the principal thing. Gentlemen of the Royal Commission, and gentlemen.  The evidence I
came here to give is in connection with the black-list. 1 have heard it said that there is no such thing as a
black-list in the district. Unfortunately for me, I have had to suffer from it, hut not severely.
17424, Q. Tell us the circumstances connected with it? 4. At the end of the 1891 strike, T was tlien
President of the Miners' Association in the southern district ; and after the strike was declared off [ tricd
to get work.
17425, (). Which strike? 4. The 1891 strike—the maritime strike. I tried to get work at all the
collieries excepting Kembla. Then I came to Helensburgh ; and I happened to liave a particular friend of
mine there ; and I got work,
17426. (. What position was your friecnd in? 4, He was underground manager—D>MMr. Cooper. There came
a time when T wished to better my position by going with a mate to look for gold.  We got leave from the
underground-manager to go down to the head Manager, Mr. D. W. Robertson ; but he was not at home.
We went away, and we were away three weeks, When T came back T saw the Manager, and he vefused
to give me work ; but he gave tlie other man work. I soppose I had said sometling in some way ; but T
do not know what I had said.
17427. @. You do not know why you were not taken on again? . T heard that I had said something at
a Sydney meeting.
17428. (). Have you any reason for supposing that the refusal to put you on was the result of something
which you said in Sydney. I understand that you left your work and went away for three weeks? 4.1
had permission to go away.
17429. (). Had you permission to return to your work? /. Yes.
17430. . You would have permission to come back? . Yes.
17431, (). The other man got back? 4. Yes.
17432, . What did you do after that? . I can mention other people’s cases.  There is the case of a man
named Dryden, who got work at the Metropolitan Colliery. e was at Bulli making arrangements {o shift
his family out, and he received a telegram saying that they could not employ him, and that he need not shift.
17433. . What did the telegram say? 4. % Cannot employ you ; do not remove.” [ am not suve of it.
17434, ¢. How long was Dryden working in the mine? 4. He was not working at all.  Ile never got
work.
17435. (). In which mine was this? 4. In the Metropolitan Colliery.
17436. . Have you any reason for saying that that was in consequence of anything he had done? 4.1
never knew him to do anything. I cannot say what he did.
17437. (). You cannot assign the occurrence to any action on his part.  You know that people often intend
to employ others in business, and find it ditficult to do so. It often happens in the complexity of commerce ?
4. Sometimes it does.
17438. (. Does it not occur often in business? . This is not a case of that kind.
17439. @. Have you any reason to say that the man had said anything to cause him to be refused? 4.1
do not know what he said.
17440. Q. You do not know that he said anything to incur the displessure of anyone? A. Hesaid a lot of things.
17441, . Did he say these things before he was promised work? 4. Before he was promised work ; if he
did say them.
17442. . Is there any other case you can mention, that is within your own knowledge, in which a black-list
has been kept? 4. That is all T know of my own knowledge ; but I have heard rumours of otler cases.

16825 29--3 X 17443.
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17443. Q. Dryden’s case and your own case are matters of which you know yourself ¢ 4. Yes.

17444. Q. Apart from the twenty recommendations, is there anything else which you wish to say anything
about? 4. Yes, about the inspection of mines,

17445, (. What about that ? 4. T hold that the inspection of a mine would be better done, if once in every
six months there was one man appointed from the miners and one man representing the Company.

17446. Q. In what capacity ? 4. The Company’s representative-—say the underground-manager and the
Government Inspector.

17447. Q. Yeu say the underground-manager, the Government Inspector, and the check-inspector— they
should do what ? 4. Tnspect the mine ; and the report should be published.

17448. (. Should they inspect it together or separately t 4. Together.

17449. @. And the joint report should be published ? ~ 4. Yes ; once in six months.

17450. Q. That is instead of having separate reports, not published? A. Yes; so that the men can see
what the report is, and the public as well.

17451, Q. Is there anything more you can say with regard to inspection? A. There is one matter which I
have not noticed in the present Mining Act. We will suppose that a man is working singly at night, and
he met with some sort of an accident, there is no way of ascertaining whether that man is in the pit or out
of it. T have known men to be an hour late in coming out. If anything happened to a man, he might lie
there for hours ; and it might be the means of causing his death.

17452. Q. It has been suggested, T may tell you, that a number should be given to each man ; that he should
take the number in with him, and that he should hang it on a peg when he comes out, so that, by looking
at the board, the mining officials will know what numbers ars not out of the mine? A. It would not be
reliable.

17453. . What would you suggest? 4. T would suggest that some colliery official should see that all the
men are out.

17454. . How would you do that? 4. They do it in the Old country.

17455. Q. How do they ascertain which men are out of the mine ? . The official in a particular district
knows every man who comes out.

17456. . Who does ¥ 1. The man in charge.

17457, (. You disapprove of the men having a number, a token? 4. They would be too careless with them.
17458. . Who, the men? 4. Yes.

174584, Q. Have you no faith in the men giving assistance in the matter? 4. The men have got faith
enough.

17459. Q. I am asking you if you have faith in the men, Could you rely on their hanging those tokens on
the pegs? 4. You cannot judge men much. You must lay down the best rules you can to prevent loss of
property and of life.

17460. Q. Do you not think that if a man were given a token, and he was required to hang it on a peg,
that he would do it, and that it would be a guide to the officials of the mine as to what men were out of the
mine, and what men it might be necessary to look for? A.T thought you meant that they must hang
up the token at the pit top.

17461. Q. I mean at some office as they come out of the mine? .. Oh yes, that is right enough ; to bring
them out of the stations.

17462. Q. Have you anything else. You have stated what you know about a black-list. You see you have
given me no information ; and I cannot ask you questions? A. There is another matter in connection with
the means of escape from a mine. I think it would be a good idea [ Interrupted. |

17463. Q. That is one of the recommendations upon which you will be examined directly. Have you any
more suggestions to make with regard to the amendment of the mining laws? 4. Not that I know of.

Cross-examined by Mr. Lysaght : —

17464, Q. You said that the man Dryden, whom you mentioned, had taken a prominent part in union
affairs? 4, Yes, he had been a prominent union man ever since he came to the district.

17465. (. You have taken a prominent part in union affairs yourself? 4. Yes.

17466. (. Had you any doubt as to why you were refused employment
L7467, Mr. Bruce Smath.] The question is, what evidence has he.
17468, Ilis ITonor.] T think it is hardly legitimate for Mr. Lysaght to lead the witness.

17469. M. Bruce Smith | The fact that a man has no doubt is no evidence. He may form an opinion on
the most flimsy evidence.

17470. Mr. Lysaght.] (. Well, whom did you see? 4. The Managen.

17471, . What did he say ! 4. We went to his house ; and T said, “ We did not succeed, Mr. Robertson ;
and we have come back to work.” He said, “ Well, Coulson, I think it had better stop as it is.” That was
leaving me without work. I said, Do not refuse the other man on account of my sins, if I have got any.”
He said, ¢ He can go to work.”

17472, . Was any reason given to you? 4. T never asked for any reason.

17473. (. In the case of Dryden, do you know why he was not employed? A, No.

17474, @. Do you know if a provision in the Coal Mines Act, forbidding the keeping of a black-list, and
forbidding the improper prevention of men getting employment at other colleries, would have a tendency
to make men report anything which they saw ina collisry. Do you think that the men would regard such a
provision as a safeguard if they did report defects in the management? A. It would make them more
secure.  They would not expect to be black-listed thea, if they reported anything.

17475, (. You said that you had stated something at a meeting in Sydney? 4. That is what I said.
17476. Q. What did you state? 4. I spoke about the many accidents that had happened at the colliery.
17477, (. At a particular colliery 7 4. Yes.

L7478, M. Bruce Smith.] (. At the particular one at which you were engaged? 4. Yes.

17479, 2r Lysaght.] Q. At the Metropolitan? 4. Yes.

17480. Q. Did you speak adversely about the management? 4. It was not the fault of the management. It
was the fault of the coal, and of Liaving new men at the work. Tt was a question of the coal falling on the
men and breaking their legs.

17481, Q. And you think, therefore, that, because of your statements, the Manager refused to employ you ?
4. I do not blame the Manager—he said it was the Company. He wrote 17482,
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17482, ¢. What did he write?! 4. He wrote a letter to the Secretary, and said that it was not he who
wished to get rid of me, but the Company.

17483. (. Did you see the letter? 4. T saw the Sceretary of the Miners’ Union ; and T also saw the letter,
17484, Mr. Barry.] Q. Did you read it? 4. Yes.

17485, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. That letter was sent by Mr. Robertson? 4. I would not swear that now. It is
nine years ago. It came from the office. 1 would not swear that Mr. Robertson sent the letter.

17486. (. When you were refused employment, did you bring the matter before the Miners’ Union with a
view of getting that letter sent? A, No.

17487. ¢). Do you know why it was written? 4. The Secretary personally interviewed the Manager. It
was not done officially by the miners. I told them not to bother about me ; and T went away.

17488. Q. You say that, in consequence of a personal interview by the Secretary, a letter was sent stating
that it was not the Manager who objected to you, but the proprietors. Therefore, you are led to believe
that you were victimised
17489, Air. Barry.| He did not say that,

17450, Ay, Lysaght.] (. Do you say that you were victimised ?

17491, Myr. Bruce Smith.] I object to that. He has never resorted to any such sensational thing.

17492, M. Lysaght.] Q. It is not sensational. Did you think that it was your part in union affairs that
prevented your getting employment? 4, Yes,

17493 Mr. Bitchie.] Q. What do you say about the Dlack-list? 4. That is what T take as being victimised.
17494, My, Lysaght.| (. In the case of Dryden, do you know that he was for some years unable to get
employment? 4. Yes, I kuow that Le was for a long time unable to obtain employment.

17495. (). Do you know he tried at various collicries? A. Yes.

17496. (). Now, speaking of these recommendations. I furnished you with a copy of them ; but, before
dealing with this matter, you might tell us what practical experience you have had of mining—how many
years? . I have had about twenty years in this Colony. 1 was 24 yeavs of age when I canie here ; and T
was brought up in the mines.

17497. Q. Taking the whole of the twenty recommendations together, without going into details for tha
present, do you, as a practical miner, approve of them, or do you take exception to any of them? A. I take
exception to the recommendation dealing with the inspection of the mines.

17498, (). You liave explained that to Mr. Bruez Smith. Do you approve of the others? A.T do not
approve of the scaling-off of olt workings. T think these places should be open, and should be ventilated
as far as practicable. They should not Le sealed up and left like that, because, wlien a big fall comes, any
stoppings which would be put in would be blown out. If the place is ventilated as far as practicable, and
is examined at different times, I think that is the only thing wanted.

17499. . With that exception, do you approve of the twenty recommendations? 4. With regard to the
use of safety-lamps in mines, I think that the three persons who I have suggested should go round and
inspect the mine once in every six months, should have the absolute power of saying whether safety-lamps
should be introduced into a mine or not.

17500. . You would entrust the power of the ordering of safety-lamps to the three persons you have
mentioned—the Government Inspector, the underground-manager, and the check-inspector? 4. Yes.
17501. (. Then, with this exception, do you approve of those twenty recommendations? [No answer].
17502. His Honor.] . Would you say that any two out of those three gentlemen should have the power of
making such an order in the case of one disagreeing? 1. Yes, anv two of them, of course.

17503. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. T was asking, do you agree generally with these recommendations? A. What I
wish to explain is this : T consider that the report oughit to be made public. That is a vital point to the
mining community. The men sliould be able to see the report of the Iuspector published from time to
time, instead of its being put away in the oflice or somewhere else where you cannot see it. If a report
about the mine is published every six months, the men and everybody else connected with it would know
what the place was.

17504. Q. You are now referring to the report which you say should be published every six months. Do
you also think that the Government Inspector’s Report, when e visits the colliery, should be made
available to the miners? 4. T consider that it ought to be.

17505. . Following on that suggestion of yours, that any decision of two persons out of the three persons
you mentioned should be binding as to the introduction of safety-lamps, do you not see that the men and
the management might not wish for the introduction of such lamps, but that the Government Inspector
might ; and then the decision of the representative of the miners and the representative of the management
might override that of the Government Inspector ; and thus the mine might have to continue working
under dangerous conditions? 4. They would be to blame then.

17506. Q. No doubt ; but the workmen would be blown up in the meantime? A. But the onus would be
taken off the Inspector.

17507. Q. Would it not be better to vest the power of ordering the lamps in the Government Inspector,
rather than take a risk like that ¢ 4. No, T consider not. T think three heads are better than one.
17508, Ifis Honor.} ). In a case of disagreement it wonld not be three heads. It would be two heads
balanced by one. It would come back to one head probably. If two think one way, and one thinks
another way, it is a balancing power of one only ? 4. You would be able to get over that if the reports
published where the gas had been found, because then the Chief Inspector would have to go to the mine
and examine it. He is the man who is supposed to have more brains than all the rest; and he would be
able to go over the whole of the minc,

17509. M. Lysaght.] . Would you leave it to the Chief Tnspector to decide whether or not the lamps
should be introduced? 4. Why not leave it in the hands of the three persons.

17510, . It is assumed that the District ITnspector would refer the matter to the Chief Tnspector, and that
finally his would be the guiding mind?
17511. Mr. Bruce Swmith.] That is the first reading of the recommendation that T have heard of in
that way.

17512, His flonor.] It would really come to that. If there was a Chief Inspector, and if the question
arose, the District Inspector, it called upon to exercise such authority, would leave it in the hands of the
Chief Inspector.

17513.



532

Titness—T. Coulson, 17 February, 1903.

17513, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Mr. Atkinson mentioned the Chief Tnspector; but Mr. Lysaght never said,
“ He is the man we mean.”
17514, Afr. Lysaght.] The words in the recommendation are “the Tnspectors.”
17515. I7is llonor.] 1t is a matter of detail. 1If there is a Chief Inspector, he would have the power of
overruling the decision of the Sub-inspector. .
17516, Mr. Bruce Smith.] T do not think he would, under Mr. Coulson’s proposal.
17517, Mr. Ritchie.] (). Supposing the Jocal Inspector disagreed with the opinion of the miners’
representative and the owners’ representative, would you take that opinion as final ; or would you have the
opinion of the local Tnspector, supported by the Chief Inspector? 4. If the local Inspector satisfied himself
that there was danger, he wounld call the attention of the Chief Inspector to it, and he would go there
and see.
17518, Q. Would you take the joint opinion of two of these persons against one; or, if the one who
dissented was the Tnspector, would you refuse to take the opinionof the two? And, if the Chief Inspector
supported the local Tuspector, would you accept his view? 4.1 think that it is only when the local
Inspector would be in the niinority that the Chief Tnspector would be called in.
17519. (. The Chief Tnspector would only be required to express an opinion when the local Inspector
diffeved from the owners’ representative and the miners’ representative. 1In the event of that contingency
arising, whose opinion would you take as final? 4. T would take the opinion of the Government Tnspector
as final.
17520. Mr. Robertson.] Q. What would happen if a Manager thought that lamps were necessary, aud the
check-inspector and the Government Tuspector thought they were not.  Would you override the discretion
of the Manager? 4. Tt would be just on the same principle as the decision of any other question. There
would be two against one.
17521, (). But the Manager is responsible, and the others are irresponsible. I dare say you are aware that
in one mine there has been a sort of conspiracy going on between the miners and the Manager to thwart
the Government Tnspector on the question of the introduction of safety-lamps, and for a time it has
succeeded.  Now, however, safety lamps are to be used ; and this shows the necessity for the safety-lamps
which the Government Inspector required to be placed in the mine? . I think that the present Mining
Act reads that where gas Is found in a mine safety-lamps shall be used.
17522, J/r. Robertson.] No.
17523, Mr. Ritchie.] Tt is not compulsory at all.
17524, Jfr. Robertson.] (. Is it not better that the matter should be referred to arbitration. If thereisa
dispute—if the Inspector requires the introduction of safety-lamps, and the Manager does not agree, then
the matter can be referred to arbitration as provided for in the Act. Thisis one of the matters that should
be settled by arbitration? .. T should prefer the matter to be settled by three conscientious men, I think
that they should be able to say what ought to be done.
17525. Q. But there may be a difference of opinion between conscientious men. That is, unless you define
what is a gassy mine. If you deline that, the matter is easy; but that has never been defined yet?
A. Just so.
17526, Mr. Ritchie.] (). Ave the three persons intended to take the place of the Arbitration Board, and to
settle the matter themselves? 4. That is what it amounts to.
17527, Mr. Robertson.] (. What is the usc of multiplying boards, when there is provision for all matters of
dispute between the Inspectors and the men or the mine-owners to be settled by arbitration? A. I might
mention that, in the case of Kembla, if there had been an inspection by the men, and by the Government
Inspector, and the representative of the mine-owners, and they had gone through the whole of the colliery,
they might have come to the conclusion that there was gas there.
17528, Alr. Robertson.] That is doubtful.
17529, Mr. Lysaght.| (. Upon reflection do you not think that the Inspector ought to be vested with the
absolute power of ordering the use of safety-lamps as proposed in this recommendation? - 4. I think I have
already answered that question. T think that each party ought to have a say in the matter. If the other
two persons are against the Iuspector, it is then for the Chief Inspector to be called in, and to go and
examine the colliery.
17530. Q. Mr. Robertson pointed out a case to you in which the Manager might think it necessary to have
lampe, and the Goverment Inspector and the men’s representative might think it unnecessary to have safety-
lamps.  And the Manager has the responsibility resting upon him of the safety of the mine—ought he to
be prevented putting in lamps? 4. The Chief Tnspector has the care of the men, and the mine Manager
the care of the property.
17531, Mr. Robertson.] Q. Is not a mine Manager responsible for the lives of the men as well as for the
property? .. Yes.
17532, Q. The Manager of a mine is the man directly responsible for human life? 4. Yes.
17533, Mr. Lysaglt.] (. You see the difficulty ¢ 4. Thereisa difficulty under the other recommendation too.
17534, (. That Recommendation vests the power in the Inspector? 4. What about the Manager then.
17535. If the Manager is willing, then the lamps would be put in the mine? [No answer.]
17536, Mr. Ritchie.] It the Manager wishes the lamps put in, he has the power to put themin.
175637, Mr. Lysaght.] Yes.
17538, Mr. Ritelie.] And if the Inspector wishes to have them, he should have the power of ordering them ?
17539, Mr. Lysight.] Yes.
17540. (). If the Manager is willing to put the lamps in the mine, then theve is no need of giving the order ;
but if the Manager is not willing, then we say that the Tnspector should have the power of ordering the
Jamps. There is therefore no likelithood of the difticulty arising, as under your suggestion. Do you approve
of this? 4. There are difficulties there also. If the Inspector wants to put the lamps in a mine, and the
Manager says no, what then ?
15541. ¢). Then the Manager would have to put them in? {X¥o ansiwer. |
17542, His Honor.] Tt is a relief of responsibility for the Manager ; but the lamps would be a charge on
the proprietor. :
17543, Mr Lysaght.] (. It might be a step which the Manager might not want to take. I{owever, I do
not think T can carry the matter any further? 4. No; I think my idea is as good as that in the
Recommendation.

1754 L
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17544, Q. With regard to these reports every six months, you do not intend them to be instead of the other
reporls, as you said in reply to Mr. Smith, but inaddition to them? [No answer.]

17545, Mr. Bruce Smith.] I did not say that.

17546. Ar. Lysaght.] Mr. Bruce Smith suggested to the witness that these reports every six months were
to be instead of any other report—that there should be only one report every six nionths,

17547, Mr. Robertson.] That is not what T understood.

17548, Mr. Bruce Smath.] I did not understand the witness in that way.

17549, Ifis Ionor.] The witness didd not suggest that the Inspectors should not go round and make their
reports as usual ; but that an inspection should be made every six nonths by three persons whom he named.
175650. Mr. Lysaght.] Mr. Brace Smith said,  Instead of the other report.”

17551, Mr. Bruce Smith.] T do not think that the Commissioners understood that I said ““instead of the
other reports.”

17552, Mr Lysaght.] (. With regard to these six-monthly inspections which you suggest—would they be
in addition to the general inspections which are now made—is it a kind of extra precaution which you
require? . Yes.

17553, Q. These are not to ba the only inspections? 4. No, they would be outside the regular inspections.
That is what the Court understands.

17554, Mr. Robertson.| That is what the Court does not understand.

17555, Mr. Ritehie.| The witness lias made the matter clear now.

17556, Mr. Lysaght.] (). Coming to the question of these tokens. Do you know whether the practice is in
vogue inany of the southern district collieries? .. They have no tokens on the shift.

17557. (. You never heard of it underground ? 4. Not underground.

17558. (). In addition to this precaution of having men take tokens, bring them back again, and hang them
on a nail, you suggest that an officer should wait at the end of a district until every man has come out of
the pit.  What official would you have? . The deputy does it in the old country.

17559, . Is that practice adopted universally in England? 4. Yes.

17560. . Wherc does the deputy wait for the men? 4. Every man has to pass where he is waiting on
the roadway.

17561. (. The deputy waits at the end of each shift, for cach man to pass by him? 4. Yes, at the finish
of the day’s work —except the night-shift is on.

17562, (). What is the practice in England if a man does not come out—has the deputy to go and seek
him? 4. The deputy has to seek him.

17563. . Is it the rules of the mine ? 4. It is the custom.

17564. . You made a general remark that the token system might not be adequate, because the men are
too careless. I do not think the Commission quite comprehended your meaning. 4. From the manner in
which the other gentleman put the question to me, I thought that the tokens would have to be brought out
to the top of the mine ; but apparently the men would only bring them to the section where the deputies
were sitting. If the men gave up the tokens thore, I do not think there would be any oljection.

17565. (). You do not suggest, in a matter like this, that the men would be careless? 4. No; but if they
had to keep them until they got to the top of the mine there might be some laxity or confusion.

17566. (). Now, with regard to the instructions to the employees on the meauns of escape—have you any
suggestions to make as to how that instruction should be given? 4. I think that a good plan would be to
whitewash the travelling roads at every turn. If a man came to a turn, he would sce which side was
whitewashed, and would continue along that road. You might think that whitewash would not stand very
long; but it would last three months, or more than that. ‘

17567. Q. Do I understand you that you want the travelling roads whitewashed, leading out of the mine—
that is, at every turn? A, Yes.

17568. (. You think that that would answer the purpose? A. A stranger could easily find his way out
when he knew the system.

17569. . Is there anything further which you wish to say with regard to these recommendations? 4. No,

Cross examined by Mr. Barry -—

17570. @. I think you said that you saw the telegram that Dryden received. Can you recall to your mind
who sent it? A, I cannot swear to the name ; but he told me that it came from the Manager.

17571, . Where was Dryden then? 4. At Woonona.

17572, (). Where was Le working? 4. He was not working at all,

17573, Q. That was nine years ago, you say ? A, Yes.

17574, . With reference to the suggestion you make to the Court as to the appointment of three
Inspectors.  Suppose two Inspectors agree as to a report, and one disagrees. This report is for the bencfit
of the miners.  What would you do with it? 4. The report would be published.

17575, (). Would you publish each man’s views, in the case of a disagreement? . You would have a
joint report. And if they found gas they could report on it. :
17576. (). Supposing the Inspectors differed what would you do in the matter of the report? Would you
publish the report of the two Inspectors, and not of the one Ibspector; or would you publish no report at
all? 4. Do yon mean on the safetylamp question?

17577, (. No. Supposing two Inspectors agree upon certain facts, and the third Inspector does not agree
upon those facts; the one who might not agree might be the miners’ representative ; would you have the
report of the two Inspectors who have agreed published, and not publish the report of the third Inspector
who disagreed T 4, There could be no disagreement, when all that the Inspectors would have to do would
be to go round and take the quantity of air and report on the mine.

17578, @. But supposing they do disagree? Have you anything to suggest to the Court as to whether
separate reports should be published for the benefit of the miners? A. That is what it would come to.
17579. . And when the reports are published you think that each miner should have a copy? 4. They
should be published in the local newspaper.

17580. . At whose expense? At the expense of the Government.

175681, ¢. You would not suggest that a pamphllet should be published by the Government and supplied to
each miner free? 4, No.

17582. (. You think the report ought to be published in the local papers? 4. Yes. 17583,
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17583, (. Would you have any suggestion to make with regard to those miners who cannot write or read !
A. T think that most of the miners can read now.

17584, . With reference to the deputies in the old country, I think you said that it was the practice
there to see that all the men were out of the district. Can you name some of the collieries where it is the
practice? A. Yes. ]

17583, (). What was the practice? 4. The deputy would wait at his station until all the men were out of
the mine.

17586. (. What are the names of the collieries ? 4. Pagebank, Bishop-Midland, and Shotten.

17587. (). Are those the only three places where you have worked, where you have had experience of the
deputies waiting for the men to come out of their districts? .. Yes.

17588, (. Did the deputy see the tokens? A. They did not have any tokens.

17589. (. Do you propose to dispense with tokens altogether 7 4. I did not know there were any tokens
in use.

17590. . I understood that it was the practice in the southern mines? [No answer.]

17591. 3fr. Lysaght.] Only in a few mines.

Examined by Mr. Robertson :—

17592. (. This is the se:cond Royal Commission, I think, at which you have had your little grievances
aired ? 4. Do you say the second Commission ?

17593, Q. Yes? A. This is the first Commission I have ever been before.

17594, 4. Do you not remember that at Judge Rogers’ Commission there was an attempt by Mr. Curley
to have your grievance taken up by the Commission? 4. I do not remember it.

17595. . You do not know what decision the Commission came to? A.T do not know that Mr. Curley
mentioned the matter to me.

17596. (. He did bring it before them ; but the Commission decided thab it was too childish a matter to
gointo? A. I did not know.

17597. (. Now what were you doing at this time ? 4. Working at Clifton.

17598. . Working? 4. No.

17599. (. Had you not besn on strike for nine or ten months? 4. Yes.

17600. . You were a prominent man-—one of the leaders—chairman of the district, and so on? 4. Yes.
17601. (. Are you not aware that there were other prominent men, in connection with the coal strike, who
were employed at the mine at that time? 4. I do not catch that question.

17602. Q. You ave aware that men who had taken part in the strike were employed by me at the same
time? 4. There were some people employed there, and so was T. '

17603. Q. Now, when you left to go to this gold claim, I was not there, and you did not have leave of
absence from me ? 4. That is right.

17604. Q. Or from the Manager? 4. Yes, I had from the undergronnd-manager.

17603. (. You know the underground-manager has no power to grant leave for an indefinite period?
A. T do not know that. I thought he was acting Manager when you were away.

17606. (. You know that T was only away for a day? 4. I do not know how long you were away.

17607. (. You know that the underground-manager has no right to grant leave of absence ; and, besides,
you exceeded your leave? . So did ihe otlier man.

17608, (). At that time was not the work very slack? .. It was not very brisk.

17609. (). You take exception to a Manager’s exercising his option as to whom he shall employ ? 4. I'think
that each man should have his share of the work that is going on.

17610. (. Having been granted leave of absence, and having exceeded it, you thought that you had a right
to come back whenever you thought fit? 1. I did not exceed the leave of absence asked for from the
under-marttager, .

17611, Q. I can only tell you what he reported to me? A. I told him that we did not know how long we
should be ; we might be three months, or we might be more.

17612. (. Then there was an indefinite leave of absence? You might have remained away permanently ?
A. You said that we overstepped the leave of absence.

17613. . You might have been away altogether if the gold claim had turned out good? A. We would
have been there yet if the gold claim had turned out good.

17614. (. You take exception to a Manager’s exercising his discretion as to whom he shall employ ! 4.1
take exception in a case like that, when you employ one man and let the other go.

17615. (. Then you claim to have a permanent cavil at each colliery at which you are employed? 1. If
you had served both alike it would not have been so bad. It was only because I said something against
the colliery.

17616. Q. How do you know that? 4. I surnised it.

17617. (. It is meve suspicion? 4. Yes.

17618, (). You come here to give evidence under the heading of a black-list? 4. Yes.

17619. (. I would like you to explain what evidence there is here relating to any blacklist? . It all
depends.  You may think there is no evidence ; but I think there is ample evidence.

17620. (. What do you think? /. I think it is ample evidence. I say that your under manager promised
me leave of absence, and said that when I came back there would be work for me. But when I came back
you refused to employ me.

17621. (). What suggestion do you make? Would it be because of your position as a prominent union
man ? 4. It might be my inferior workmanship for all I know.

17623, (). Now, let us confine the charge to a black-list? 4. It looks like a blacl-list.

17623, (. What is a black-list? 4. A man who loses employment because he is doing all that he can to
try and help his fellow-workmen.

17624. . You mean because he is a union official, and because he has been orating at meetings? 4. That
1s right.

17625. (. T suppose you know that there have heen a great many union officials employed at the Metropolitan
Colliery for years? 4. Yes.

17626.” Q. Men who have taken a very prominent part in union affairs? 4. Yes; and there are some of
them who wanted to get employment again, and who could not. 17627,
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17627. (). The fact of your having been cmployed after having been on strike for ten months, at an adjoining
colliery, does not show any ill-feeling on the part of the Manager of the Metropolitan Colliery to union
officials?  [No answer. |

17628. . Now, that is easy to answer? . That question might be answered in two ways. I did not
happen to ask you for work. That might be the answer.

17629. (. But the Manager was supreme? 4. Of course he is, I know that.

17630. ). Did you ever hear of any union official employed at the Metropolitan Colliery who was not
afforded the utmost courtesy and consideration? 4. I was until that time.

17631. . And yet you come here and charge me with being privy to a system of black listing. If you
could show me where there is any evidence of black listing, T should feel obliged? .. You must have had
a reason for refusing me work, and at the same time giving it to another man.

17632. (). I would not mind stating my reasons. I may say that it is yowr unfortunate mamner, and not
on account of aiy connection which you have with trades-union affairs. I do not mind stating publicly
that I never regretted the step T took. T am satisfied that it was in the interests, not only of the owners,
but of the miners.

17633. (). Now, supposing there was a provision made by Act of Parliament to prevent black-listing—how
do you think it would help you or any prominent union men? How would it help you to get employment ?
A. T do not suppose it would help me very much at present.

17634. (). Do you not think that any Manager would form his own opinions ; because no Act of Parliament
could prevent a Manager refusing men employment ! 4. Y ou could not make a Mauager employ men if he
did not wish to employ them.

17635. . Do you not see that an Act of Parliament would be useless ? 4. T said nothing about an Act of
Parliament.

17636. (. There is a provision here, in one of these recommendations, that some regulation should be made
in future legislation to protect workmen from the effects of a black list; but at the present moment you
have not a tittle of evidence to show that a black-list ever existed. Even on the assumption that it does
exist, how can legislation help the workmen in that way. . Legislation can do a great many things, if it
is brought properly into action.

17637. (). Would legislation have forced me, or any other Manager, to employ you after the Coaleliff
strike? 4. That was no more than any other strike.  Simply because a man takes a leading position in
a strike, is he to get no more work?

17638. (). I ask you to show me how legislation can help you to obtain employment if the Manager does
not think fit to employ you? . You will have to wait until the Bill is brought in, and see the lines laid
down. The meauing is to prevent anything of the kind occurring again.

17639. (. How will it help you more in the future than in the past? 4. If a man reports anything about
a mine now, the officials take some opportunity to get rid of him, and that wants to be stopped.

17640. (. Do you think any man who reports anything at the Metropolitan Colliery would be sent away ?
4. T think so ; but T have no evidence to bear it out. What I said in Sydney is what the whole of the
disagreement was about.

17641. (. According to your own account, you said nothing in Sydney that reflected on the Manager? A. It
did not retlect on the Manager. Tt was the dangerous work at the time that was causing the accidents.
17642. (). What grounds have you for saying that anyone who reports any trouble in the Metropolitan
Mine would be punished? . I think that there is good reason for saying that.

17643. (). With regard to this suggestion of yours as to ascertaining whether men have been left in the
mine, and whether they might be injured—you have never heard of any such case? . Any such case
as what !

17644. (). As to a man’s having been left behind in a mine? 4. Not injured ; but it is a safeguard, which
ought to be taken with a view of preventing anything of the kind happening. T have known men to be an
hour and a half behind their time for coming out. There might he something wrong with them, or not.
17645. (). There are 500,000 or 600,000 men employed in the British coal-fields—not to speak of our own
expetience here for many years, and such a thing has never happened, as a man having been left behind injured.
Do you think it necessary to have special legislation involving some trouble and expense to meet such a
remote contingency? .. T think it is necessary to see that every man is taken out of the mine. If you
lose only one man, that is one man’s life gone for the sake of only a few pence.

17646. ). You say that it is customary in the collieries in England for the deputies to wait behind to see
the men out of their place? . Yes.

17647. (). What time do the men go into the face in the old country ? 4. Six o'clock.

17648. (). Then the deputies could not wait until the men came out of the mine? . There are two shifts
of them.

17649. (. That would require two shifts of deputies? .. It would only require one man to see that the
whole of the men were out.

17650. (). The deputies would have to be in the mine three hours before the men began work, and remain
there until all the men came out of the mine : could they do that? 1. I do not think it likely.

17651. (). As to the token system—you say yoursclf that the men would be negligent, and they would pass
the board and forget to hang up the token? 4. They might do it.

17652. (. Is that not human nature—without imputing any design on their part of course? .. I think
they would hang up the token, if they were required to do so immediately they left the face, say in the first
section they came to.

17653. (). Then, if they did not, the officials would become alarmed, and would be sent on a wild goose
chase searching for men who might be confortably at home? 4. Well, in the old country the deputies sce
that the men are out of the mine.

17654, Q. I do not remember it atall. Thave had considerable experience in North Wales and in Scotland ;
and T never heard of it. In the case of men working with safety-lamps, wonld not the requivement ke met
by the men handing in their lamps? 4. You see it would be 9 or 10 o'clock before the lamp man would
find out that he was short.

17655. . In a mine where the lamps are handed to a responsible official, he would find out in a little time

whether any weve missing? 4. He would be a couple of hours, T suppose.
17656.
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17656. (). Coming to this joint inspection on the part of the CGovernment Inspector, the check-inspector,
and the representative of the Compuany—what have you in your mind? Would they inquire into cases of
gas, or any other matters? 4. They would inguire into everything connected with the mine.

17657. (. Why do you mention the under-manager specially? .. It has always been the custom for tle
under manager to go round with the Inspector.

17658. (. In an important matter like this, should not the Manager go vound? 4. What I mean is the
representative of the Company—the highest official you have,

17639, (. Would you give this trio of inspectors power to decide what method of working should be adopted?
4. No.

17660. . Then what is it you want? 4. The inspection would show to the public and the workmen the
condition of the mine, the quantity of air which was circulating, and the general safety of the mine.

17661. (. If the safety of the mine, in the opinion of these three men, depended upon another system of
working being adopted, they would decide that. A decision is to be arrived ab by two votes out of the
three, Suppose the check-inspector and the Government Inspector deeided that another system of working
ought to be adopted, would you give those two men the right to say how the mine should be woiked !
4. No. What 1 mean is this : The Government Inspector now generally goes round, accompanied by some
~ official of the mine. 'Why not let the other section be represented in the inspection, by a representative
of the workmen going round also, and the report be made public.

17662. (. What is to come after the report? A. If the mine is satisfactory, nothing more is needed.
17663. (. Suppose, in the opinion of the Government Inspector and the Chief Inspector, it is not satis-
factory? The Mining Act will provide for the rest—that is, if the mine is not in the condition it
should be.

1766t (). Would you liave the matter referred to a Board of Avbitration. I may say that according to
the present Act there is no power to refer such a matter as that of the safety-lamps to arbitration. The
Inspector has not that power. Should this joint report be referred to arbitration at the instance of any
one of the persons who inspect the mine, or at the instance of any two out of those three persons !
A. T hardly think there would be any necessity to refer any matter to arbitration. There would be no
necessity, as long as the mine was in working condition—there would be nothing to arbitrate on.

17665. But suppose in the opinion of two out of the three Tuspectors the mine was not in a safe condition ?
A. Because of gas.

17666. (. Because of anything.  You see there might be a differcnce of opinion. The safety of a mine isa
matter on which there may be a difference of opinion—and there may be honest difference of opinion ?
A. The three representatives inspecting the mine is a step towards arbitration.

17667. Q. Yon would not constitute the threc representatives a final Court of Appeal to decide any (uestion
as to the management of the mine? 4. No.

17668. @. I mean as to the working of the mine! 4. My idea is for the three representatives to inspect
the mine, and to have their report on it published. The Mining Act deals with the vest—or the Chief
Tnspector would deal with it.

17669, (. At present the Mining Act could not follow up a repert of that kind, unless there was something
in it not specifically provided for in the Act? 4. You would have to constitute a new board.

17670. (. As to the other matter, the providing of means of escape. You suggest whitewashing at every
turn in the travelling road. T may say this, that it is the only sensible plan that has yet been suggested,
and the only practical plan, and I entirely agree with it? .. Just so.

Examined by Mr. Ritchie :—

17671. Q. T understand that the joint inspeclion you propose should take place every six months? 4. Yes,
T mentioned every six months.

17672. (. Do you not think that it is a bad principle to have any particular time fixed for an inspection ?
A. When T thought of the matter first, I did not mean to name any time. It might be better to leave the
date open.

17673. (. Is there not a suspicion that mining manazers prepare specially for an inspection, when they
know that the Tnspector is coming ! . Not that I know of.

17674, Q. Your idea is that this inspection should be made when the mine is running in its normal state,
and not when it has been specially prepared? 4. Yes.

17675. . Would it not be better to have the inspection at regular, instead of fixed, periods, and without
any notice, excepting to say that the Inspector will be there in two or three days? A. That would be
better than naming a time.

17676. (. Supposing that the joint inspection was to be arranged so that the Government Inspector could
notify the Mining Inspector, the Manager’s representative, and the miners’ representative, that the
inspection would take place in say three days time? 4. Yes; that would do.

17677. Q. Do I understand you to mean that the inspection shall be a complete and thorough one? A. A
complete inspection of the whole mine.

17678. (.1 take it that that would embrace all the waste workings that could possibly be reached?
4. Yes,

17679. (. And also the abandoned places? 4. Yes,

17680. @. Every available part of the mine? 4. Yes.

17681. . Do you suggest that the most up-to date appliances should be used on that occasion—such as the
hydrogen lamp for testing for gas? 4.1 am not well versed in that particular lamp.

17682, Q. Do you suggest that the party making the inspection should be equipped with the best
appliances? 4. They should be equipped with the best appliances that could be got.

17683. (. T want to know something about this Llack-listing matter you talk of. I understand you to say
that you were black-listed and victimised, because of something you said at a meeting? 4. That is what [
have heard since. It is only rumour.

17684. (. Was this meeting, which you addressed in Sydney, a meeting held at the time of the strike?
4. Yes. The Metropolitan Colliery was out on strike,

17685, Q. Will you tell us as neatly as you can what the expressions were you made use of ¢ A. T gave
the amount of money which we were paying away fortnightly for accidents.

17686.
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17686. Q. You gave information concerning the amount of money you were paying away towards the
support of those who had been maimed in the mine—at which mine! 4. At the Metropolitan Colliery.
17687, . Is that all you did? 4. Yes.

17688. (). Subsequent to addressing that meeting, did you work at the Metropolitan Colliery t 4. Yes.
17689. (. Did the settlement of the strike bring with it the decision that all the men were to go back in
a body? 4. Yes, we all went baek.

17690. Q. There was no necessity for you to apply personally 1 4. T went to work afterwards.

17691, Q. With the body of men? 4. Yes,

17692. (). How long was it, before you went to the gold elaim you spoke of, that you asked for leave to
go? A. Three or four months.

17693. (. Three or four months before you went? A. Tt was three or four months after the strike that I
went away.

17694. . You applied to the under-manager for extended leave? . Yes.

17695. (. How long before you left? 4. Only a day or two before I left. The Manager was away at the
time.

17696. Q. The whole of the time? 4. Yes.

17697. . When you made application? 4. Yes.

17698. (). When you left? 4. Yes. T think I made application on a Friday and went away on a Monday.
17699. . Did the under-manager say it would be subject to the approval of the Manager? 4. No.

17700. ). He made no qualifications? 4. None whatever.

17701. (). Do you know that other men were being employed apart from your mate; whilst you were
refused employment ? 4. There were only the two of us together.

17702. . When you were refused re-employment? 4. There were only the two of us together when we
went to ask for work.

17703. Mr. Robertson.] I have already stated that I would exercise my option as to whom I would employ ;
and I see no necessity to pursue this matter further.

17704. Ar. Ritchie.] T do not wish to offend my friend.

17705. Myr. Robertson.] This is the second Commission at which this matter has come up. I have already
said that T would exercise my option as to whom I would employ.

17706. M. Ritehie.] The matter is heve before us now ; and I want to get at the facts.

17707, Mr. Robertson.] T have told Coulson the reason why T did not employ him.

17708. Mr. Ritchie.] Tf you would allow the witness to answer questions, it would be much better. I
want to know whether the witness has any reason for knowing whetlier other men were being employed at
the mine whilst e was refused work.

17709. (. Were other men being employed apart from your mate? 4. Ys.

17710. . You have given us the reason why you think you were black-listed ? 4. Yes.

17711. (. Do you think it would be necessary to instruct employees on the means of escape, if your proposal
to whitewasli the travelling roads at every turn was adopted? 4. T think the whitewash would be a
sufficient indication to any man—he could not get very far wrong.

17712. . The only thing would be to follow the white arrows, or any other indications which might be

put up.

ALFRED ASHLEY ATKINSON, who had been previously sworn, was called, and further examined,

as under :—
Re-examined by Mr. Ritchie :—

17713, Q.1 think you said yesterday, as a matter of fact, that there has been objection raised by the
Managers and the miners to the introduction of safety-lamps? 4. Yes.

17714, Q. Can you tell us of any cases that have come under your notice where this objection has been
raised, either Ly the miners or by the Managers? 4, Yes, at the Burwood, the Seam, the South
Clifton
17715. . Just tell us who were the parties who objeeted? 4. At Burwood, both parties ; at Seaham,
both parties; at South Clifton—I have had no correspondence from the men; but the management
objected ; at Bulli, both sides ; at Brown’s, and at the Duckenfield’s the management have objected ; at
West Wallsend, the management have objected ; but I think they intend to introduce safety-lamps; at
Seddon's Teralba, the management have ohjected ; and at Mount Keira the management have objected ; but
they intend to put in safety lamps.

17716. (. Does that exhaust the list? 4. Yes, of objections.

17717, (). Have you any list of places where the miners have desired safety-lamps to be brought into
use ——

17718, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Do you mean since the Kemb'a disaster, or before it ?

17719. Mr. Ritchic.] . At any time? A.I do not remember. I do not think there is any official
communication from the wminers asking that Jamps shall be used.

17720. Q. Then in the majority of eases the objection has come from the Managers?! 4. We have
correspondence with the Managers on this question ; and in that way we have definite objections.

17721, (. Ave there any collieries, besides those two which you mentioned, where they intend to put in
safety-lamps, but where flare-lamps ave still in use—am Iright in supposing that you haverequested safety-
lanips to be used there? 4. Yes. But flare lamps ave still in use.

17722, . You told us of two? A, There are Brown’s, and Duckenfield, the West Wallsend—excepting
some men working in pillars, Teralba—and I forgot to mention Waratah.

17723. (). Who ohjected in the Waratah mine? 4. The Management. They also intend to used safety-
lamps ; but they are only using them now in certain parts of the colliery.

17724. Q. Am I to understand that they notified you to this effect? 4. It is not sufficiently distinet to
state that.

17725. . You have corresponded with them, and believe they intend to doso? 4. Yes.

17726. ). Are there any other collieries where flare-lights are in use?! 4. Mount Keira.
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17727, Q. They are going to adopt them there? A.They are using the naked lights there ; but they are
going to use safety-lamps; and then there is Mount Pleasant, with the exception of some work going on in
some pillars.
17728, Q. These are all collieries where the Department has requested the use of safety-lamps, but so far
the request has not been complied with? 4. To some extent it cannct be complied with, owing to their
being unable to get lamps.
17720, . They Lave placed that before you as a reason? 4. Yes, several of them have.
17730. Q. Ave there some mines which defy the Department, without any excuse? 4. Yes, there are some
who say that they will not use safety-lamps.
17731, Q. Can you give us the names of those? 4. There is Brown’s, Duckenfield, and Seddon’s Teralba.
I think they are the only three who have refused.
17732, Mr. Barry.] ). Is not Brown’s and Duckenfield one and the same? .. No, the Duckenfield isa
separate colliery.
17733, Q. I understand that you do not consider it necessary to have cut-throughs at any regular distances ;
A. That is my evidence. _
17734. Q. Do you think that it should be required that a mine should provide wooden brattice after a
certain distance from a cut throngh, instead of canvas? A. Not so long as the air is carried to the face by
the ordinary brattice.
17735. Q. | suppose you have observed, where canvas sagged very much, it did not serve its purpose where
it is put up for long lengths? 4. I have sometimes seen brattice which has not been fixed up properly ; but
with reasonable care I think the air would be carried to the face. Woonden brattice would also be liable to
derangement.
17736. Q. If tongued and grooved hoards were crected, would there be the same likelihood of derangement
as with canvas? .. I have never heard of tongued and grooved boards being used.
17737, . What sort of boards have you heard of or seen? 4. Ordinary J inch deal.
17738, (. Lining boards? A.T do not know how you deseribe them ; but they arc not tongned and
grooved.
17739, His Ifonor.] Q. Do they overlap? . No.
17749, (). T mean chamfered ? 4. No.
17741, Jr. Ritchie.] Q. But they overlap them when they put them up, so as to prevent the escape of air?
4. That is the intention,
17742. (. Do I understand you to say that they would be as likely to become deranged as canvas?
4. Perhaps not so likely. :
17743. (. Do you hold the opinion that ventilation can be carried as well with canvas as with wooden
boards? A. I think the canvas affords a little more opportunity for leakage than the boards, supposing both
are carefully put up. »
17744. Q. You consider that, if Loth are carefully put up, wooden brattice would be more efficient?
4. Yes,
17745. Q. We have heard something said about its being necessary for a certain amount of ventilation to
escape into the other workings. I suppose that could be done by regulators, and that then you could allow
the exact quantity to escape? A4.I do not think there would be any necessity to regulate it. The air
would elther be going up the intake ov coming back behind the brattice.
17746. . Did you state that it was necessary that a certain amount of air should escape through the canvas ?
4. I do not remember.
17747, Q. Then, where canvas is used, it is not necessary for any air to escape—it should all be conveyed
to the working faces? . It isimpossible to convey it.
17748. Q. How is that? A. A certain amount will always escape, whether you use wooden or canvas
brattice.
17749. Q. Do you think it is possible, with canvas, that the whole of the air intended for a certain face may
escape before it gets to the face at all? 4. If the canvas has very large holes in it, and is unfit for the
purpose for which it is used, and is slovenly put up, in that case, the greater portion of the air will escape.
17750. Q. After all, T may take your opinion on this matter to be, that, of the two systems of carrying
ventilation in mines, wooden brattice is most effective? 1. Yes.
17751. Q. In view of your statement that wooden brattice is more effective, and in view of the complaints
that canvas brattice sags, do you not think that in the case of long lengths it would be better to make the
mine officials use the most effective means of carrying the air? 4. If there is any difticulty in getting the
necessary ventilation by using the ordinary canvas brattice, then I think wooden brattice might be resorted
to; but I do not think it is necessary to make a regulation making it compnisory.
17752. Q. Have you not heard of complaints where long lengths of canvas are used; and do you know of
wooden brattice being used here? A, Yes, in the A. A. Company’s Sea Pit.
17753, (. Is that the only one? . As far as 1 know at present.
17754, Q. With these complaints, and also with the fact that long lengths are being worked without
cut-throughs, still no wooden brattice is being used elsewhere? 4. No, _
17755, @. Do you take that as an indication that, if the matter is left to the management, no wooden
brattice will be used? 4. I think that if the management were convinced that wooden brattice was more
effective, and not more costly, the probability is they might try 1t.
17756, His Honor.] (. It is more costly is it not? 4. I think the experience of the A. A. Company is,
that over a period, the wooden brattice is no more costly than the canvas brattice.
17757, (. Because it is more durable? A. They can use it more frequently.
17758. @. It would involve the use of a good many more studs or posts? A.The wooden brattice is
fastened on to the props.
17759. (. But the props must be at a more regular distance than for ordinary canvas? 4. I do not think so.
17760. JMr. Ritchie.] ). The wooden brattice is kept in separate lengths like shutters? 4. Yes.
17761. (. So that it can be taken down and handled without any great amount of labour? 4. Yes.
17762. ¢). Now, in connection with measuring the air in a mine, can you suggest any clear means of
measuring nearer the face than the plan generally adopted, in order to ascertain if the quantity of air set
down by law is coming into the pit? 4. Do you mean, if the measurements are taken at the split.

17763,
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17763. . 1 suppose you know that split neasurements are taken a long way from the face—sometimes
half-a-mile ? 4. Sometimes. )

17764, (. Do you saggest any way of taking the measurement closer? 4. In cases where there is any
doubt about the necessary quantity of air being supplied to the men the measurement can, as I have
already said, be taken close to the commencement of the split, on the intake side—and possibly in the
middle of the split, or after it has left the last man in the split. Beyond that T have no suggestions to
offer.

[The Commission, at 4 p.m., adjourned until 11-45 a.m. the following day.]

WEDNESDAY, 18 FEBRUARY, 1903, 1145 a.m.
[ The Commission met at the Land Appeal Court, Darlinglurst. ]
Present:—
C. E. R. MURRAY, Esq., D.C.J. (PRESIDENT).
D. A. W. ROBERTSON, Esq., CoMMISSIONER. | D. RITCHIE, Esq., CoMMISSIONER,
Mr. Bruce Smith, Barvister-at-Law, instructed by Mr. Wood, Crown Solicitor’s Office, appeared on behalf
of the Crown.
Mr. A. A. Atkinson, Chief Inspector of Coalmines, assisted My, Bruce Swith.
Mr. A. A. Lysaght, Solicitor, appeared on behalf of
(@) the representatives of deceased miners, wheelers, &e., (victims of the explosion) ;
(b) the employees of the Mount Kembla Colliery (niiners, wheclers, &e.); and
(e) the Hlawarra Colliery Employees” Association (the Southern Miners’ Union).
Mr. C. G. Wade, Barristerat-Law, instructed by Mr. C. J. Barry, was present on belalf of the Mount
Kembla Coal and Oil Company (Proprietors of the Mount Kenibla Mine).

(Mr. J. Garlick, Sceretary to the Conmnission, was present to take shorthand notes of the evidence and
proceedings.)

Mr. WILLIAM BOWER was sworn, and examined, as under i—
Examination-in-chief by Mr. Lysaght :—

17765. (. What is your name ? 4. William Bower.
17765). . What are you? . Tam a winer, and Distriet Check-Tnspector for the Colliery Employees’
Federation, at Newcastle, at the present time.
17766. . And you are deputed by the Colliery Employees’ Federation of the Northern district to give
evidence in support of certain recommendations ! 1, Yes, that is so.
17767. . What mining experience have you had? 4. I have had about thirty five years’ experience as a
coal-miner. ’
17768. . And where was that experience gained? . Principally in the Newcastle district.
17769. (. Now, dealing with the recommendations from the Illawarra district, the first one is, ¢ Managers,
under-managers, deputies, and shot-firers, to hold certificates of competency by examination, and to have
had five years’ practical mining experience, before being eligible for respective positions.” Would Your
Houor permit Mr. Bower to offer to any notes he may have on this matter.
17770. His Honor.] Yes.
17771, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Notes made by himself.
17772, Mr. Lysaght.] Yes.
17773. (. What do you say regarding Recommendation No. 1? 4. Managers and under-managers certainly
have to have certificates now ; but deputies and shot-fivers have not. I consider that deputies should have
some qualification beyond simply five years’ experience, for the simyle rcason that they ought to have some
knowledge of the gases of a wine, and the gases likely to be met mith in coal-mines; and they should have
general experience in mining, as well as experience of actual coal-getting—a matter of simply five years at
the face would not be suflicient experience. .
17774. (). Tt has been suggested that the employment of deputies should be left to the discretion of the
Manager- can you give any instances of your own knowledge where deputies without any mining experience
at all have been employed © 4. Practically speaking, yes; I have known men come straight from the bush,
from farming or something like that, to coal-mining, to do a little shift work, and gradually in the course of
a few years get the responsible position of a deputy. ’
17775. . Were those cases in the Newcastle district ? 4. Yes.
17776. (). In your opinion, is itsafe or wise to trust the discretion of a Manager exclusively in the selection
of a deputy without any certificate of his competency 7 4. I would put it this way : that Managers are very
human, after all, aud a little bit of influence or relationship may cause them to push a man faster forward
than he would go under ordinary circumstances.
17777. (. Now, you are aware that certain Managers and under-managers hold what are termed service
certificates? A. Yes; there are a considerable number, I believe.
17778. (. In your opinion, is it wise and expedient that persons only holding service certificates should not
be eligible to continue in their positions, or to be appointed to the position of Manager, or under-manager ?
A. In many cases, yes; but in a good many cases, no, for this reason: that there are a considerable number
of men with respect to whom it is very doubtful if they had the requisite qualifications when they got the
service certificates. However, they got them ; and certainly there are a good many of those men held in
contempt to day by the workmen, although they hold the position of Managers. 1t is very doubtful if the
intention of the Act was not frustrated in some way by the method of its administration.
17779. (). That being so, do you think that some steps should be taken for persons holding service certificates
who are now actually managing collieries to be called upon to give some evidence of their capacity T 4. That
is the opinion of my Board in the Newcastle district. <
17780. Mr. Bruce Smith.] Is it his own opinion ? 17781.
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17781, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. What does the Board of the Newcastle district represent, in point of numbers?
4. Between 5,000 and 6,000.

17782. Q. Now, I presume your remarks applied to the shot-firers as well as to the deputies? 4. Itis
certainly necessary that a man should have some experience of how to charge these explosives. It would
not do to turn anybody loose in a mine and to let him fire shots.

17733. . And do you kuow that there are shot-firers appointed who, in your opinion, are not competent
shot-firers, and are persons whom it is not advisable to trust with such a position? 4. Not of my own
kuowledge ; because it is only very lately in the Newcastle district that shot-firers have been employed ;
and, as a rule, those that I have met are men of experience : but still the same remarks that apply to
deputies would apply here too ; a man might be put on, but not have the necessary experience, for the
same reasons.

17784. (. Is there anything else you wish to say on Recommendation No. 1?7 .. No.

17735, ). Now, Recommendation No. 2—¢ Luspsctors to be vested with absolute powers to order use of
safety-lamps.”  What do you say upon that? 4. T do not think so. T think it is a matter that should be
referred to some competent authority to deal with, an independent tribunal of some kind, bLecause,
undoubtedly, it would cause a lot of friction, and has caused a lot of friction already, to my knowledge. T
think it wonld be a good deal better, probably, if the arbitration clauses of the Act were used.

17786, Q. I will read to you the modification suggested by Chicf Inspector Atkinson—“1I would propose
that the Chief Inspector should have power to enforce the use of safety-lamps; subject, however, to
arbitration, as provided by the Coal Mines Regulation Act, section 25.” Does that amended suggestion
meet with your approval ? 4. Yes, that fairly represents it.

17787. (). And, pending the determination of the Arbitration Court on the question, what would you
suggest ! 4. I would suggest a conference between the representatives of the three parties interested, first.
That could be done immediately ; in fact it has been done already ; because I have been at a conference of
that kind before.

17788. . And has that proved satisfactory! . It resulted in the lamps going into Seaham, finally ;
within some fortnight or three weeks.

17789. Mr. Robertson.] (). Do you say that the lamps were put into Seaham within a fortnight of Mr.
Atkinson’s request ? 4. No, I said some fortnight or three weeks after a conference took place between
Mr. Humble, the local check inspectors, and the Manager.

17790. Q. Was that the first conference that was held? A. The first that the miners were represented at,
that T am aware of. We asked for a conference ; and Mr. Humble met us at the colliery office, along with
the Manager.

17791. 4. But had not the miners raised objections long before? 4.1 believe the Manager had raised
objections long before.

17792, Q. But had the Manager and the miners not raised objections long before this conference!?
4. Certainly ; the miners held this view, that there was no necessity for the lamps to be put into Seaham.
17793. Mr. Lysaght.] . The Chief Inspector suggested that, pending the finding of this Arbitration Board,
the Manager should put in safety-lamps—do you approve of that? 4. Scarcely, for the simple reason that
the impression in the northern district is that Mr. Atkinson would have safety-lamps in every mine in the
northern district almost immediately, if he had his way. That is the general impression, there is no doubt
about that, whether right or wrong.

17794. Q. Then you do not approve of the Chief Inspector having the power to compel the Manager to put
the lamps in pending arbitration? 4. Absolutely no.

17795. (). Do yon think that the Conference would be an effective way? 4.I think so. I think the
Inspector, in that case, would have full opportunity of putting his views before the men ; and I do not think
that the men are unreasonable—I have found them reasonable always, if the case is put reasonably before
them. They are the parties that will suffer; and surely it is not reasonable to suppose that they would
resist lamps being put in if they thought their lives were likely to be risked through the lamps not being
put in.

17796. Q. Recommendation No. 3—* Ventilation by furnace prohibited ; and fans substituted.” What do
you say in support of that? 4. T am decidedly in favour of doing away with the furnaces, and of fans being
substituted.

17797. Q. Have you anything in particular to say upon that? A. There is always this danger, at any rate,
that, if an explosion took place, the ventilating appliances, as represented by a furnace, might be completely
destroyed ; and it would cause a great deal more risk for rescue work afterwards ; besides, a furnace, in no
case that ever I have found, is as regular in its work as a fan. It is not so reliable. It depends entirely
on the hard work of one or two men, generally one, to keep it going; and they are working as a rule in
foul air ; and men are not able to keep the strain up, and they do not try to. Ihave known an instance,
in Wallsend Colliery myself, where I found a furnace drawing a current of only 50,000 feet of air; and
that furnace, if kept going, was able to keep up 150,000 feet.

17798. (. Was that during one of your check inspections ! 4. Yes. Of course the furnace-man said it was
not a fair catch ; but the tact remains that no single man could do the work to keep it going up to near its
maximum,

17799, . Ts that a recent illustration? 4. T would say it was a couple of years ago, or niore, perhaps.
17800. Afr. Ritchie.] Q. What do you mean when you say the furnace-man said it was not a fair test ?
A. We caught him at his usual. He had not got any notification that we were likely to drop on
to him.

17801. Q. Do I understand you to mean that you caught him at the normal state of ventilation?

17802. Mr. Bruce Smith.] It may have meant that he caught him at an abnormal state; that it was
not fair.

17303. Witness.] The normal condition of that furnace was about 100,000 feet. That is what it was
supposed to do usually, from 90,000 to 100,000 feet ; and we found it at about 50,000 feet that day.
17804, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. And all the men employed at the colliery were then at their ordinary work !
4. Not all of them ; but the majority of them were.

17805. ¢. Was there any explanation given for the small amount of ventilation, except that it was not a

fair catch? 4. No. 'We understood the thing. We did not press it.
17806.
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17806. Q. Do I understaud, from what you remark, that, when you do go to make these check-inspections,
preparations are made for you? A.1 would not say that, because the same thing would apply to the
Government Inspector ; because no Inspector can get near the mine without being noticed ; but to inspect
a colliery like Wallsend takes three days. Well, it is possible that the furnace-man thought in this case
that we were not going to check the furnace at all; and 1t was the last thing we did, at the end of the day’s
inspection, before we finished. I am satisfied it is impossible to make an inspection of a colliery without
its being known all through the colliery, if they wish to let it be known.
17807. . In addition to the case you mentioned, can you mention other cases where you found the
ventilation defective because of the furnace, throughout your various check-inspections? 4. I would not
like to say that I have. There is one mine in my mind’s eye now that is not very well ventilated at
present ; but I believe that possibly the fault is not with the furnace altogether so much as with the
position of the mine itself. At any rate, I do not think anyone need hesitate a moment in saying that a
fan is far before a furnace under any circumstances.
17803, @. I think that is agreed : the only point is whether, in cases where there are furnaces in existence,
the Legislature should prohibit their use, and substitute the fan? 4. I think so.
17809. Q. Recommendation No. 4—“ Waste workings to be absolutely sealed off, and surrounded by
return airways ; such return airways not to come in contact with intake.” That is opposed, as it stands,
on account of its being impracticable, in the opinion of the Northern Union. I would like to hear what
yon have to say upon that matter? 4. I do not believe in sealing-off under any circumstances, if it can be
avoided. I believe in ventilating goaf as well as working places, if it is practicable at all. Of course it is
sometimes necessary to seal off a portion of a mine; but that, generally, should only be done in the case of
fire, or something like that.
17810. . In a small goaf, where it is practicable, should 1t be sealed off, in your opinion? 4. There is
always o certain amount of risk in sealing-off. Tt canses an accumulation of gas, if there is any there to
accumulate; and there is always the danger of a fall knocking the stoppings out and driving the gasout ;
in fact, I know of a case only a few months ago scmething similar.
17811, Mr. Wade.] . What is that casc?
17812, Mr Lysaght.] Q. Mr. Wade wants to know what is that case? 4. In the Newcastle Co’s B Pit.
17813. Q. What happened? 4. That was a closely sealed-off small waste with about twenty bords in it.
Tt was bounded on one side by the sea bairier, by the narrow bords that communicate the two pits, the
A and B pit, by a fault, and by what they call the Ladysmith Heading, or the Sea Headings. The bords
were finished on this fault ; the inclination of the fault was to the B pit, the working places from both pits
finish on the fault; there were a pillar or two to be taken out ; and somehow cr other the Manager thought
it better to leave them in.  They sealed the gob up ; and the ground started working, and threatencd the
communication between the two pits ; and finally fell in the goaf, broke a stopping, burst a stopping, and
drove a considerable quantity of black-damp out on the main alrway to the Ladysmith district. If it had
been fire-damyp the result might have been disastrous. It happened to be black-damp in this case ; but still
it caused the pit to knock off.
17814, Mr. Robertson.] . Was that main airway an intake? .. Yes, it was an intake to the district
working the sea coal at that pit. ,
17815. My, Lysaght.] Q. And what kind of stopping was put into that place? 4. What were called refuse
stoppings, cemented.
17816. (). Then you give that as an illustration of the danger of sealing off any waste? 4. That is how I
look at it. There is always a danger of gas, or something of that kind, accumulating where the goaf is
completely shut off from the air.
17817. @. And you suggest that the goaf should, as far as practicable, be ventilated? 4. Yes.
17818. (). You mean by an independent split of air? 4. Or the return air from working splits.
17819. . Then you approve of that part of the recommendation, that it is to be surrounded by return
airways?  A. I do not know. That seems to me almost impracticable in many cases. To attempt to do
that in those pits that Iknow now, would cost nearly as much as reopening the pit again, or opening a new
mine.
17820, My, Robertson.] . But, with reference to the future, what do you say ? I think your remarks only
apply to existing conditions? 4. It would cost no more than the driving of a narrow place, if it is for new
workings ; although I do not actually see the necessity of it.
17821, . Ts it not possible to so arrange, in a new mine, or a new district, that the old workings or wastes
shall be surrounded by rveturn airways? 4. It is possible enough, certainly.
17822, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Do you think that would be a wise precaution to have taken in the future?
A. It would not do any harm, certainly.
17323, (). Then you approve of that recommendation so far as the future is concerned? 4. Yes.
17824, Mr. Ritelde] (. In the case of the fall you have mentioned, if there had been a return airway
instead of an intake airway, would the danger, which you foresaw might have arisen from that fall, still
Lave been there? 4. Yes, the possibility is that the fall would shift the stoppings between the return
and the intake, just the very same.
17825. My, Robertson.} (). But then the veturn airway would have carried away the black-damp without its
coming in contact with the men at the faces? 4.1 am of the opinion that, under the circumstances, if
there had been a return airway between the intake and that fall, there would still have been a considerable
portion of the black-damp forced out on the main airway.
17826. (. If the stoppings were blown out between the return and the main airway, the result would have
been to short-circuit, and noxicus gas would certainly have been taken away to the furnace or the fan ?
A. The faces would be left without air altogether, in that case.
17827. 1t is better to be left without air than to have black-damp? 4. Yes.
17828. Mr. Ritchie.] ¢). How far were the working faces, in that case, from where the fall took place?
A. They were on the inbye side. There is a 5-chain barrier; and then the working faces were inside of
that. T think it is a 5-chain barrier, if T recollect rightiy.
17829, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. T take it, then, that you do approve of the wastes being surrounded by return
airways? 4. Yes, in new developments.
17830. Q. And, where practicable, under present conditions? A. Yes.

17831.
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17831. (. Are you opposed to an intake airway passing a waste ; that is to say, an intake that has to go

on to the men? 4. And the waste open!

17832, (. Yes? 4. I do not believe in intake air being taken past an open goaf, and carried into the mine

—certainly not.

17833. . In your opinion, what is that? 4. My opinion is that it would vitiate the air.

17834. 4. That is, it is bad management to do such a thing? 4. Yes. )

17835. Mr. Ritchie.] 4. How would you prevent that, when you say you do not believe in the sealing-off,

and you say it is not necessary to have the goaf surrounded by return airways? 4. I do not see that it is

necessary to have the goaf sealed-off. In this case there would be a line of stoppings shutting it off from

the intake airway.

17836. (). Supposing there were nothing but intake airways round that place, what would you do then?

A. Then you would have to seal it off. That would be a very unusual condition of things.

17837. Ar. Lysaght.] (. Let me show you here on this plan. (Mr. Lysaght then pointed out the 35-acre

goaf on the plan, showing the witness that, on the side towards the No. 1 main level, the goaf was passed

by a return airway, but on the three sides, the south, east, and north, the roads by which it was passed,

called respectively the 2nd Right rope road, the Cross-cut Heading rope road, and the 5th Right rope

road, were all intake airways. Mr. Lysaght informed the witness that on the eastern and northern sides

of the goaf there were some openings from the goaf on to the intake airways).

175838, Mr. Lysaght.] The point is that there was an intake passing an open waste.

17839. . Wade.] That is not correct.

17840. AMr. Robertson.] I do not think there is any evidence that that waste was open. It was stopped up.

17841. Mr. Lysaght.] With every respect, I believe there is evidence; and I am now in possession of

evidence which I did propose to offer to the Commission hereafter, from some stonemen, that not one of

these openings was closed—the practice was to leave the whole of them open.

17842. Mr. Robertson.] I do not know what evidence you intend to bring; but my impression, from the

evidence that is before us, is that the openings were stopped off by stoppings.

17843, Mr. Lysaght.] T understand that it is not too clear that that was so. Mr. Morrison said a few of

them were open. I am putting this question to Mr. Bower, in view of what Mr. Ritchie said—what would

he do if an intake airway were allowed to pass an open goat? . In this particular case, if you have

described it correctly, the air must have short-civcuited. It must have gone through the goaf and into the

return.

17844. . No doubt some of it did scale through the goaf.

17845, Mr. Rotertson.] . The tendency would be for the air to go into the goaf and pass out into the

reburn? 4. Yes, that is reasonable to suppose.

17846. (). Yes, but it is a 35-acre goaf, fallen and rammed tight? 4. If it was tight and settled, it should

have been stopped off.

17847. 31r. Ritchie.] Q. Suppose a fall had taken place in the centre of the goaf, and had left the eastern

side with a great space that had not been closed by falls next the intake airway, what would you do then?

4. T would still send a scale of air through that goaf.

17848. (). But suppose it was closed up about the centre so that no air could get through? 4. My original

answer would apply to that ; because, if there were a good portion of that goaf standing, certainly, if you

sealed it tightly off, it would be likely that there would be an accumulation of foul gas of some kind—that

must naturally follow.

17849. (. If the stoppings are open, and a very large portioun of that goaf is falling next the intake airway,

as it would naturally be generating gas, that gas would naturally come out in the intake airway?

A. Certainly it would, if theve is no circulation through to the return.

17850. (). Say, for instance, that an accumulation took place in the goaf when these stoppings were in,

secure ; and a heavy fall took place in the part of the goaf which remained unfallen, and sent a very large

accumulation out on the intake airway ? A. The result, to my mind, would be exactly the same. If aheavy

fall took place, it would Llow any reasonably built stopping out, and the gas would be forced out on the

intake all the same; Lut if your contention is correct, that there was no air circulating through that goaf

to the return, then it should have been stopped off altogetlier, to stop the exudations from the goaf getting

out on the intake airway.

17851. (. In the case of a goaf known to be standing and likely to fall at any moment, which may have

contained an acenmulation of noxious gas, what would you do with the men working on the inbye side of

that? A. Have them out. They should not have been in there.

17852, (). Where you anticipated a heavy fall? 1. The men should liave been knocked off and sent out.

17853. (). Without any knowledge, of course, of what the fall might send out? . Yes.

17854. . And, in all cases like that, you would always have the men out? A. Yes, in anticipation of

a heavy fall of ground, it is not right for men to be on the inbye side of it at all: at least it ought not to

be allowed.

17855. My. Robertson.] But would it make any difference if the fall discliarged the gas, assuming there was

gas in there, into a return airway, if the men were not inbye, in the sense that the return airway passed

the place wheve the fall was expected? 4. T think, where a great displacement like that would happen, it

is hard to say where the gas might be driven to, because the air would be reversed in all directions probably.

The gas might be driven into any corner of the mine.

17856. Mr. Ritchie.] Q. Through disarrangement of the canvas ? 4. Through a disarrangement of the

ventilation altogether. With a great dislocation of air like that it is hard to say where air may travel in

the mine.

17857. (. Mr. Robertson.] Then you cannot provide for such a contingency ! 4. You can do this: there

should be a proper patrol to watch a fall like that, if there is any indication of if. It does not, as a rule,

come away immediately—at least that is not my experience of falls—and there is generally time to get

men out after it begins to work. I have known ground to work for days; and so, I suppose, have most of
ou.

17858, (. And sometimes it comes away suddenly. You cannot stop the men in the expectation of a fall

taking place that may not take place for #ix months? 4. I believe it would be better so. The ground may

work ; but I can hardly understand its w<rking like that for six months.

17859.
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17859. @. Tt may not work : it may stand up for six months? 4. That is not my experience ; and I have
seen a lot of falls.
17860. . But T presume you have seen ground stand up for a long time? A, Yes, I have scen ground
stand for years, and there were no sign of its falling at all.
17861, (. Would you stop the colliery in such a case? A. No; I say there should be a proper system of
patrol.
17862. . Then you would patrol for years? A. Certainly ; why should not a man be kept to look after a
goaf like that, if necessary. Better that than a disaster at any time.
17863, Mvr. Lysaght.] Q. If, Mr. Bower, a fall had taken place 2} feet high in that 35-acre goaf, what
should have been done? . That is 21 feet thick of it coming away at first—that is an indication of its
working, certainly.
17864. (. And what should then have been done by the management? A, It should have been watched
to see if any more were breaking; and, if there were any symptoms of it, the men should have been
withdrawn.
17865, . Well, in the Kembla case, 21 feet of that roof had fallen at the edge of the goaf, according to the
examining deputy, a week before the dlSHStEl Should all the men have been withdrawn on the mb)e side
of that ooaf until the fall was completed ? A. Not necessarily so. It should have been watched, though,
very closely.
17866. (. Such a fall having taken place, there was always the possibility of a much larger fall, with the
probability of forcing out inflammable gas ¢ Exactly.
17867, Mr. Robertson.] (). If you knew of the existence of gas? 4. Tf you knew of it, of course ; but,
unless it was possible to examine the goaf, it would not be possible to know whether the gas was existing
or not.
17863, Jfr. Lysaght.| . But it would be possible to examine the goaf with a fall of only 2} feet? 4. That
wouled depend upon circumstances. A man would not always travel a goaf of that extent over the top of a
fall, without he is sure that the roof is steady.
17869, . But where black-damp was discovered at the edge of the goaf after the fall, what should have
been done? 4.1 do not know what he could do, except report it, and try to get it carried off, T suppose.
17870. . In such a case should the men have been withdrawn?
17871. Mr. Bruce Smith.] You might tell him how much there was, an infinitesimal quantity.
17872, Mr. Lysaght.] Then you do see the necessity, in the case of an intake airway passing a goaf, of
having the goaf sealed off against that intaks alrway so that the air cannot possibly scale through the fall
A, Celtamly it wants semlmu off then, on that side,
17873, Q. But you would Teave it to be ventilated by a return airway, or by an independent air split?
A. Juast so.
17874, . Recommendation No. 5—¢ All places, excepting prospecting drives, to have cut-throughs not
more than 30 yards apart ”? 4. Yes, T was always in favour of short cut-throughs. Before the 1896 Act
was passed, I think we recommended from our district 20-yard cut-throughs.
17875. (). Have you ever read of a creep through having the pillars too small in this State? 4. Oh, yes,
plenty of creeps.
17876, @. Can you say what were the sizes of the pillars in the cases you have in your mind? A, T think
they were 4 yards in all cases—4 yard pillars by 35 yards long, or thereabouts.
17877, Mr. Wade] (. Is that the Hamilton case you are speaking aboat? A, No. Wallseud, lately, for
that matter.
17878. Mr. Lysayht.] Q. What was the size of the pillarsat Wallsend where the cveep took placz? 4. They
were 4-yard pillars, by 35 yards, I think.
17879. (). What was the cause of that creep? . The place there had stood something like twenty-five or
twenty-six years, and had not fallen at all, until the present workings get back, and the) started to take the
pillars out. It was quite evident that there had been just enough coal left in to car ry the roof ; because,
almost immediately they started to take the pillars out, she started to work, and ran over the lot of them.
That is what happened.
17880. (). And at the Hamilton Pit what was the size of the pillars? 4. Thirty-five yards, by 4, I think.
17881, (). And was the fall there through the removal of those small pillars? 4. Exactly the same
conditions—as soon as they started to remove the pillars the ground started to work, and she travelled over
the lot.
17882, (). Are those the only two instances you have in your mind of creeps through having the small
pillars? A, No, there have been creeps in almost all the mines in the Newcastle district, through the same
fault. T recollect more than one creep in Lambton over thirty years ago, where the pillars were not
disturbed at all.
17883. (). However, all these were under practically the same conditions ! 4. Yes, a 4-yard pillar was the
only pillar left in those days.
17884, (). Do those creeps at all bear upon the suggestion of having cut-throughs every 30 yards? 4. No,
T do not see how that has anything to do with it.
17885, (. 1t lias been suggested that there is a danger of creeps if the cut-throughs are every 30 yards.
What do you say upon that? 4. That, if there is any doubt about it, they can leave another yard or two
on the pillar, and make up the difference.
17886. (). In your experience, with your practical knowledge, do you think that there is any danger of a
creep through baving cut-throughs every 30 yards? .. No, I do not think so ; if the pillars are left large
enough, I do not see how it can weaken them worth talking about.
17887, (). Then these creeps that you have mentioned are not, in any sense, an argument against this
recommendation ? 4. No.
17838, (). The conditions were such as to be altogether different from the conditions which this recommen-
dation suggests ?
17889, Mr. Bruce Smith.] He has not said a word about the conditions, That is entirely your own
evidence, which you are asking him to assent to.
17890, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. T ask you, are the conditions altogsther different?
17891. His Honor.| Mr. Bruce Smith objects to that, Mr. Lysaght.

17892.
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17892, Mr. Lysaght.] It is a natural deduction which is quite clear to everybody else but Mr. Bruce Smith.
17893. His Honor.] T have very often said, Mr. Lysaght, that evidence which is led up to in that way
really comes with very little weight to any Court.

17894, Mr Lysaght.] I appreciate that.

17895, His Honor.] Whereas evidence which is given by a witness of his own motion has the full
effect which the witness’ cvidence, due to his kuowledge and integrity, deserves.

17896, Mr. Lysaght.] Yes, Your Honor.

17397, (. T ask are the conditions which you mention when the creeps took place altogether different from
the conditions which would exist if the cut-throughs were every 30 yaids.

17898. Ilis Honor.] That is really the same.

17899. My, Bruce Smith.] He has never really mentioned any conditions at all.

17900, Ilis Honor.] The witness was speaking about pillars of a certain size. That; I understand, is the
only condition which he has menticned which distinguishes these cases from other cases where the pillars are
of a different size.

17901, Alr. Lysaght.| In your opinion, what is the largest size of pillars requisite for all safety purposes ?
A. That would depend upon the thickness of the strata above the seam.

17902, Iis Honor.) That is just it.

17903. Witness.] I can fix it for you, at the present tima. Taking the last Wallsend creep, and how they
work now with 8-yard pillars, it is breaking the ground at the surface now, where they are extracted,
without any crush at all, under 400 or 500 feet of strata; and, in this parlicular case that I referred to,
where the 4-yard pillars were left, it was not above 300 feet thick, but the pillars would not carry it. That
is taking Wallsend alone into consideration; but the same thing applies all over the northern district
to-day. They have all larger pillars than they had thirty years ago—more than double the thickness ; and
they are carrying the ground very well so far.

1790t Mr. Ritehie] (). Do you know of any colliery in the noru, where, in your opinion, it would Lc
unwise to have cut-throughs every 30 yards? 4.1 do not. I believe myself that it would bLe beneficial in
most cases.

17905. (. Have you been in nearly every colliery in the north? 4. T have been through every working
colliery in the northern district, with the exception of one only.

17906. Mr. Lysaght.] Then, would the enforcing of cut-throughs cvery 30 yards, in your opinion, at all
interfere with the safety of the mine in any respect? 4.1 do not think so; I do not sce how it could
possitly do so.

17907. (). What do you offer as the advantages of these cut-throughs every 30 yards? . Tuthe first place
it would assist in the extraction of the pillars, where they are going to be taken out ; and it would certainly
assist the ventilation, to the extent of not having to carry brattice so far; and my experience of any
bratticing is, except it is specially erccted, that it loses its air very rapidly—it carries the air badly

17908. @. In your experience, bas the bratticing been done in a way that would carry the air to the face!?
4. When it is carried in a workmanlike way ; but this happens to be the case, that the men have not the
time to put it up on the most scientific principles, that is to make it perfectly air-tight. It is nothing like
that. It islosing air from the timne the brattice catches it till it gets to the face. There area great number
of places in the northern district to-day where it is very doubtful whether the Act is complied with at all ;
hecause you could put a light bebind many brattices, and you would not find the light deflected a bit,
especially when they are up to the distances to put over cut throughs.

17909. @. You might tell us what is the longest drive you know of in the Newecastle district without a
cut-through? 4. I think Dudley is the only place I know where they are driving 70 yards ; and my
experience of that is this, that I find, where thosc bords are worked, the temperature is considerably higher,
perhaps a couple of degrees, than where the cut-throughs are cat shorter. That is my experience, and that
is what I told the Manager at Dudley, toc.

17910. Q. And do 'you know whether that defect has been remedied by putting in the cut-throughs?
A. Not that I am aware of. They still continue a certain number of 70-yard bores.

17911, Q. In addition to its being hot, what do you say about the air that one can find passing there?
4. The brattice is losing air all the way ; the force of it is much less effective than it would be if the cut-
through were only 30 yards further back.

17912, Mr. Robertson.] Mr. Bower did not say the places were hot, Mr, Lysaght; he said the temperature
was two degrees higher.

17913, Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Did you mean to say that the temperature was hot in those places? 4. I mean
to say that the temperature had increased perhaps a couple of degrees more than I would find in places
sitnated where the cut-throughs werc not so far apart. 1 do not say they were excessively hot.

17914. Q. Mr. Bower, the Commission object to the use of adjectives. The places were not excessively
hot ; but were they hot, as you, as a mining man, would consider a place hot? 4.1 consider that the
distancs those bords were driven had a tendency to increase the temperature.

17915, Mr. Robertson.] . Can you state the general temperature of the mine? 4. T think it is about 76.
17916. Q. The general temperaturc of the mine? 4. The general temperatuve runs about 72 to 74; that
is, at a distance away from the pit bottom ; generally speaking about the working places.

17917, . Then it is very much lower than the temperature at present on the surface ? 4. Yes. Naturally
you would expect that ; you do not suppose you could work in a coal-mine with the temperature as high as
it is on the surface.

17918. Q. They have to in many places? . I do not think so. You could not stand 120 in the shade
dawn below, very well,

17919, Mr. Lysaght.] Q.1 want to know whether, in your opinion, as a mining man, those places could be
called hot that they had driven 70 yards without a cut-through? 4. By comparison with the normal
temperature of the mine, they were hotter than they would have been if the cut throughshad been 30 yards
apart.

117)920. Mr. Robertson.] Mr. Bower said a few minutes ago that they were not hot, Mr. Lysaght. Hc said
they were two degrees higher in temperature.

17921, Waitness.] What 1 want to convey by that is that it has a tendency to increase the temperature of

the air current if the cut-throughs ave 70 yards apart.
17922.
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17922, Mr. Lysaght.] . Now, recommendation No. 6— Inspection with locked safety-lamp in all cases.”
That, I believe, is pretty well in practice in the Newcastle district? 4. Except in mines where gas has
never been reported. T helieve in some places they make inspections with the naked lights yet.

17923. @. In your opinion, do you think they ought to make inspections with-the safety ? 4. Certainly, I
see 1o objection to it at all. ’

17924. (). You approve of the recommendation? 4. Yes; that an inspection should be made with the
locked safety-lamp.

17925. . Recommendation No. T—* Monthly examination and report by deputies and District Inspector
with hydrogen flame.” 4. T would like to hear what you have to say on that? .. I have had very little
experience with the hydrogen flame myself. Of course T have been among the Government Inspectors, and
seen it used ; and I have been among the Managers, and seen it used ; I have never used it myself; but it
is certainly the most useful kind of lamp to find out the amount of gas that is in the air ; that is, for small
quantities, at any rate.

17926. @. Do you think the monthly examination would be practicable, and not too expensive? 4.1 do
not see why the main returns of the colliery could not be tested with it every day for that matter. If
there is one at the colliery it inight as well be used for that purpose as anything else. 1t is not much trouble
to go into the main returns and test them.

17927, (. It has been suggested that it is a very dangerous lamp to handle? A. T have never had any
experience of it. I do not see why it should be. They seem to handle it all right.

17928. (). You have seen it used by Managers? . I have had colliery managers with me using it ; and T
have been along with Mr. Humble when he has used it ; and I have been along with Mr. Tennant, when
he was under-manager at Seaham, when he was using it.

17929, Mr. Robertson.] . Are you aware that the gas which is contained in the cylinder is at an enormous
pressure? A. I heard so; something about 180 1b. to the square inch.

17930. (). And do not you think it is a very dangerons lamp to take into an explosive atmosphere? 4. If
it Lurst it would be, certainly.

17931, @. If you lost control of the valve, and gas at the pressure of 1,500 Ib. to the square inch should
issue too freely, you might communicate the flame of the lamp to the gas in the mine, if you were testing
in an explosive atmosphere? . It is a very reasonable way to put it. It is possible it might happen. 1t
is also possible that the glass of an ordinary safety-lamip might get broken by accident.

17932, Q. But the glass of the hydrogen lamp might also be broken. That danger is present with the
hydrogen lamp as well as with the safety-lamp? 4. Yes; that is true.

17933. @. And the hydrogen cylinder containing gas at a very high pressure is only an additional danger ;
the hydrogen contained in a cylinder at the enormous pressure of 1,500 Ib. to the square inch is an
additional danger, as compared with the ordinary safety-lamp? 4. It is very satisfactory to know what the
current of air is carrying to you.

17934, @. Yes, I know ; but the point I wish to show you is that the hydrogen lamp is not a lamp to be
taken into any place where you expect to meet with an explosive mixture? 4. If it is right for the
Government Inspectors to take them in now, as they do, when the mine is at work, why is not it right for
the Manager or under-manager to test the return air regularly ?

17935, (. But they do not take it into a place where they know there is an explosive mixture? A. Well,
I question whether they know till they go in; because I have been in with them in returns where there
was a half per cent.

17936, Q. At all events it is not a lamp to be taken into a place where there is an explosive mixture of
gas? 4. I could not say that, because any safety-lamp at all is in the same predicament ; because some-
thing may happen, and it may set an explosive mixture off.

17937. @. But the ordinary safety-lamp has not a cylinder containing gas at a pressure of 1,500 1bs. to the
squave inch? A, But that cylinder, I suppose, is tested to carry the strain.

17938. @. But I am suggesting to you the possibility of losing control of the valve, and the gas issuing from
the cylinder to such an extent as to carry the flame of the Lunp to the outside atmosphere? 4. I sce. The
same thing applies to nearly everything connected with imining. There are always miners risks all the
time ; and no one knows that better than you.

17939, Mr. Ritchie.] (. But would it not do if this lamp were used ouly where the ordinary safety-lamp
could not detect gas? . I see no objection to that.

17940. . There would be no use in using a lamp so sensitive as the hydrogen lamp when you could
detect the gas with the ordinary safety-lamp? 4. That is so.

17941, (. It should only be used when you could not discover gas by the ordinary safety-lamp.

17942, Mr. Lysaght.] T might say that the recommendation was not intended to apply to a place where gas
could be found with the ordinary safety-lamp. I never anticipated that a construction would be put upon
this that was manifestly absurd. Tt was quite clear, T thought, that the suggestion was that the hydrogen
lamp should be used for the pnrpose of discovering whether a mine was giving off a percentage of gas less
than 2% per cent. If it could be found with the ordinary safety-lamp, it would not be necessary ; and I
did not suggest that the hydrogen flame should be used.

17943, Mvr. Robertson.] But if you are to find out whether a mine is giving off gas of a percentage less
than 2} you mnust test 1t with the hydrogen lamp.

17944, My, Lysaght.] Yes. If it is discovered that the mine is giving off 24 per cent., which can be found
with the ordinary safety-lamp, there is thereafter no mnecessity to use the hydrogen lamp ; but if gas has
never been discovered to be given off by the mine to the extent of 2§ per cent., then it is necessary to use
the hydrogen lamp to see whether the mine is giving off any gas at all.

17945, Mr. Bruce Smith.] Then you would require to go round and examine the mine twice !

17946, M. Lysaght.] No.

17947, Mr. Robertson.] Take the case of Kembla, where T understand gas cannot be discovered with the
ordinary safety-lamp ; that is to say 2} per cent. I presume, under your suggestion, the liydrogen lamp
would have to be taken all through the mine, from end to end.

17948, Mi. Lysaght.] Not so; if, before the disaster, gas had not been discovered with the safety-lamp,
if the hydrogen lamp had been used it would have been found that it was being given off in some places
under 2} per cent. ; and then steps could have been taken to meet the danger.

16825 29-3 Z 17949,
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17949, Mr. Robertson.] T did not understand that there was any limitation to this recommendation.

17950. Mr. Lysaght.] Tt was never intended to recommend that the hydrogen lamp should be used where
gas could be discovered with the ordinary safety-Jamp. With regard to the olijection of Mr. Bruce Smith
as to going round twice, the mine is inspected every morning with the ordinary safety-lamp; and, it gas
is discovered with that, then there is no necessity for the hydrogen lamp to he used.

17951, Mr. Bruce Smith.] But on cvery day that no gas was discovered with the ordinary safety-lawp a
fresh examination would Lave to be made with the hydrogen lamp.

17952, Mr. Ritchie.] Buat you suggest that it should be made monthly, Mr. Lysaght,

17953, AMr Robertson.] Under that proposal every mine in the district would have to be examined from end
to end with the bydrogen lamp.

17954, Mr. Lysaght.] No ;' T understand that every mine in - the district would not have to be examined
with the hydrogen lamp ; because in the majority of the mines in the Illawarra district, inflammable gas
has been discovered often with the safety-lamp. The annual report shows that gas has been discovered st
Mount Pleasant, Bualli, and Keira. The necessity for the adoption of this recommendation is emphasised
by the Kembla disaster, from the fact that the hydrogen lamp, in various headings, detected a percentage
of gas under 2} per cent., which the safety-lamp did not detect ; and that percentage is a danger which
should be known, and would be known in the future if this recommendation were adopted.

17955, Q. Mr. Bower, for the word * Deputies” I would substitute the words “Manager, or Under
Manager” ; because, in view of the ways deputies are appointed, there may be a danger of an incompetent
person getting hold of the hydrogen flame? 4. Yes. DMy committee tcok this view of it, that it was only
meant to use it in the returns.

17956, Mr. Robertson.] A very sensible view to take, I think.

17957, Witness (continuing) : And that it did not mean going into every working place with the hydrogen
flame ; but that it simply meant to find out what the ordinary safety-lamp would not find out—that is,
what amount of gas the mine was giving off.

17938. Mr. Lysaght.] T put it before the Conrt, as from the Illawarra Union, that a monthly inspection
should be made with the hydrogen flame where 2% per cent. has not heen discovered with the safety-lamp.
I do not confine it, as from the Illawarra Union, to a mere inspection of the return airway ; because I ean
see that a danger might arise from that.

17959. Q. Ina case where the face, being freshly opened, gave off a percentage of gas under 21 per cent. a
few days after an examination was made, with the hydrogen flame, of the return airway, it would be
apparent to you that the examination of the veturn airway with the hydrogen flame would give no indication
of the danger arising from this newly-opened place giving off under 2% per cent.? A.Tf a new face were
giving off that quantity, it would show, by testing at the face, a good deal over 2} per cent, if there were
2 per cent. in the mixture some distance back from the face. T have myself seen the hydrogen flame detect
2 per cent. immediately at the face, where it would not have detected any in the aircurrent. 1t was
practically a blower.

[At 1 p.m. the Commission adjourned until 2 p.m.]

AFTERNOON.

(On resuming at 2 p.m., Mr. W. R. Pratt attended to take shorthand notes of the evidence and proceedings).
WILLTAM BOWER, previously sworn, was further examiued, as under :—

17960. r. Lysaght.] Q. We were speaking about the use of the hydrogen lamp ; under what conditions do
you think it should be used? 4. T think, as [ said before, that it could be used to find out what amount
of gas there is in the general atmosphere. It may happen that a number of faces of coal are giving off gas
which cannot be detected by the ordinary safety-lamp. The hydregen lamp might be used to find out what
amount of gas theve is in the atmosphere in these workings. Suppose, for instance, there were half a dozen.
places each giving off an amount of gas, but yet not enough to be found by the ordinary safety-lamp, then
the hydrogen lamp might be used to find the amount of this gas, because in the return airway the gas might
be diluted to an extent to make it unnoticeable.

17961. Mr Robertson.] (. 1f you could not find the gas with the ordinary safety-lamp, you would use the
hydrogen lamp? 4. I take that to be the meaning of the recommendation.

17962. Mr. Lysaght.] . How do you kuow that the faces are giving off gas? 4. Tt is not hard to discover
whether a face is giving off gas. A man may not find the gas so far as his lamp is concerned ; but if you
applied a light to it, you would get flame.

17963, Mr. Eobertson.] (). There are places where you could try, and it would not be effective? A, There
are places where I have been working where you could not detect gas with a safety-lamp ; but, at the same
time, you could light it.

17964. M. Lysaght.] @. Would you have the hydrogen lamp used only in the return airways, or would you
have it in other parts of the mine where there may be an accumulation of gas under 2} per cent. T would
not call it an accumulation of gas; the atmosphere may be vitiated to 2 per cent., and yet the ordinary
lamp may not detect i*. When it travels back, it may get diluted with the ordinary air until you canios
notice it at all. ‘

17965. Q. Is it not possible that there may be danger from the gas, although you might not be able to
detect it in the return airway ? 4. It may be that a solitary place gives off gas. It is possible that the
atmosphere may vitiate it until it may not be noticeable in the current of air at all ; if there is 2 per cent.
of gas in a place, and it is at all dusty, it would be possible for an explosion to result.

17966. (. And that 2 per cent. would not be shown by the ordinary safety-lamp ? 4. No.

17967, Mr. Eitchie.] Q. Do you not think that the hydrogen lamp ought to be used in abandoned workings,
where the same current of air is not travelling as in the working places? A, In such a place as that you
would find an accumulation of gas. If no air got to it, it might till up like a gasometer ; but if the air was
travelling through it, T do not think you would find an accumnlation.

17968. (. The air in an abandoned working may not be sufficient to reduce the gas to a non-explosive
quauntity ! 4. The hydrogen lamp would show what percentage of gas there was there.

17969.
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17969. @. The gas might be reduced to 2 per cent. or to 1} per cent., which amount could not be detected
by the ordinary safety lamp? 4. The hydrogen lamp would be very useful in a case of that kind.

17970. (. Will you advocate that abandoned workings should be examined periodically—say monthly—with
the hydrogen flame? 4. Yes.

17971. @. And in the case of goafs which have not fallen, would you advocate that they should be
periodically examined with the hydrogen flame? 4. I have no objection to that.

17972, Q. Apart from your ohjection to it, would you advocate that it should be done? 4. Most of the
mines have these lamps; and it is only a question of using them.

17973, Mr. Lysught.] We now come to Recommendation No. 8, which is—¢ Minimum of 500 cubic feet
of air per minute to be provided for every horse, instead of 100 as at present.” To this the Newcastie
Board has added the following :—* Not less than 200 cubic feet of alr per minute for each man and boy.”
What do you say to that recommendation? 4. I think it would be a very nseful innovation indeed. There
are cases certainly where it may not be necessary ; but in all mines now 200 feet of air is little enough, and
it s certainly little enough in many cases. I do not think it is too much to ask. In fact, the best mines
in the Colony supply that amount of air now, and wmore; but in some .of the mines the air now is still
very bad.

17974, . Where the minimum amount of air under the Act is supplied, do you think it is insufficient !
4. Generally speaking, it is.

17975. (. You think that it onght to be increased to 200 feet for every man and boy, and to 500 feet for
every horse? A, Yes,

17976. (. Recommendations Nos. 9 and 10 relate to the erection of doors, and read :— All doors erected
80 as to close and remain closed of their own motion. Double doors on drives, as between main intakes
and returns, and main headings.” Ave these in practice now ! 4. No.

17977. . What have you to say on this matter? 4. I saythat it is necessary. I do not know that I can
call it anything else but neglect on the part of those persons who hang doors which are not self-closing ; but
in many mines there are such doors. It is not more trouble to bang a self-closing door than it is to hang one
that will not close. Double doors are necessary ; an open door will short circuit the curfent.  You can tell
when you are measuring the air in a mine whether there is a door open or not. 1 have noticed it
frequently.

17978, @. In the Kembla wine it is stated that the intake air depended upon at least four single doors.
‘What is your opinion about that as far as management is concerned ——

17979, Mr. Wade] TIs that a fair question to put to the witness? It is not the only matter on which the
alr depended ; it depended on a lot of other things. It depended, for instance, on a man going round daily
to see whether the doors were closed,

17980. His lonor.] Amongst other things, as a primary condition, we have the fact that the air in the
Kembla mine depended on the closing, and on their being closed, of four single doors. That is what Mr.
Lysaglit is asking about ; and I do not see that it is an improper question. Mr. Lysaght said that the air-
current depended on these doors; the air-current depended on other things as well. ~The omissions
of other persons do rot affect the question whether the question put by Mr. Lysaght is proper or
improper. .

17981, Mr. Wade.| There may be some defect connectel with a double door.

17982, Jlis Honor.] You may take the case of where a watchman is allowed to have an ecnormous amount
of property dependent upon his doing his duty properly. Even if you have two watchmen they might fail ;
but there is a difference between cne watchman and twowatchumen. It maybe gress negligence only to liave one
watchiman ; hut then both may fail. But, with regard to this matter, it is admitted that it is a proper thing
to have double doors nunder certain cirenmstances,

17983, Mr Lysaght.] 1 want to get from the witness an expression of opiaion tLat it is bad management to
have only single doors?

17984, Ilis Honor.] That could not help the Commission very much--he lias already said that double doors
are essential.

17985, The Witness.] 1 would make it compulsory that there should be what we call a trapper ab the door.
Several doors are used by wheelers. When a wheeler comes to a door, he props it open until he gets his tubs
through ; and there may be a short-circuit of air for several minuates at a time.

17986, A, Robertson.] (. You would not have that if there were double doors? 4. Not if they were far
enough apart. I think it should be made compulsory to have trappers. A wheeler is a most neglectful
animal—I have been one myself. e props a door open, and goes away and leaves it open.

17987, Mr. Ritchie.] . I take it that the ohject of having double doors is that they would not both be open
at once? 1. That is what is wanted.

17988, Q. They could Le wide enough apart to enable a whesler to get through, and for one door te close
before lie opened the other. 4. Yes.  And it is necessary that they should have trappers,

17989, M. Lysaglt.] (). Recommendation No. 11 is— Weekly measurements of air in eacl section, and
report therveof to be sent to the Inspector’—to which your district has added the words ¢ instead of monthly,
as at present.” Do you approve of a weekly measurement? 4. Yes.

17990, Q. Why? 4. Well, the measuremcut of the air is taken where it is most useful; and sometimes I
take it three or four times.

17991, . Where do you take, in the centre or from the side? 4. I usually try my lamp immedialely
behind the brattice.

17992, ¢. The evidence is that the management take the air in the split? 4. I do that myself; but I
always like to see that the air is carried to the face. I take it three or four times, in order to get the
average. It does not matter whatb the amount of air travelling may be; but the question is, what amount
the men are getting at the face.

17993, Mr, Ritelie] (. How can you imeasurve it at the face? 1. By the dcflection of the lamp, or by
setting some dry dust to see which way the current is moving, If you have a naked light at the face, and
the flame is deflected, you can easily judge of the air.

17994, @. Can you tell by the deflection of the light, or the floating of the dust, whether the required
quantity of air is there? 4. I ‘udge by the temperature, and by my own senses, whether the air is there or
not. )

17995,
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17995, (. You may ba more sensitive yourself than others. Do you think that the deflection of the light is a
sufficient test ? 1. Sometimes you can contine the current sufficiently to get an anemometer to work ; but
it will only take a very small area. As a rule, I have been able to judge whether the air is circulating or
not,

17996. (. As a rule, how far are the tests taken from the split 7 . I believe that the officials have specific
places marked off where they take the air. T have found the places marked, and have taken the air at
thase places.  If I am not satisfied T will take it again, and take it in the return airway. I find out how
much air is wasted before it gets to the end, and I average the three measurements.

17997. Q. To test their measurements, you take your measurement where they take theirs? 4. Yes; and
I also take a measurement in the cut-through.

17998. Q. How far in your district is the brattice kept from the face? 4. In some mines it is 20 yards ;
in others it is close up—2 or 3 yards.

17999. Q. Wlhere it is 20 yards away it is satisfactory ? 4. Not always.

18000. @. Can you get any deflection in such cases as these? 4. There has to bz a good current if it does ;
but, generally speaking, it gives one. It has to be a strong current to strike the face.

18001. Q. Tt wants a strong current t5 travel 20 yards to the face? .1. I have had the air circulate at the
face, although the brattice was 60 yards away from it.

18002. @. The air has to come back again? A, Yes.

18003 (. Ts it consistent to find it strike at the face and come back again? A. If it gets to the face it must
come back again. )
18004. Q. The ingoing and the outgoing air must travel at the same pace? A.Yes. You may get a
gannon bord in the intake airway, and that bord is working with the place well ventilated, although
withoat brattica; but, in another place, it will not be ventilated, because the current has to go round at
right angles,

18005. Afr. Lysaght] (. You suzgest that the moasurements should be taken as near the face as the
anemometer will record, and not cnly at these stations? 4.1 think that the measurement should ke taken
as close to the working faces as the air carrents travel. That is where it is wanted.

18008. Q. In practics, do you think there would be any diticulty in having the measurements taken every
week I 4. I do not think there should be any trouble.

18607. Q. Now we come to the recommendation as to safety-lamps. It is No. 12, and is as follows :—
“ Extra supply of safety-lamps and their requisites, equal to one-third of the number of persons employed
below ground, to be kept constantly in good order and ready for use.” The Chief Inspector has suggested
that, in mines where open lamps are used, the supply should be equal to onefifth of the number of the
persons b:low ground, and, where safety-lamps are used underground, ons-tenth of the number should be
kept as a surplus supply.

18008, Mr. Brucs Smith.] Tell the witness why the distinction is made.

18009, Mr. Lysayht.] The idea is that there should always be a number of safety-lampsin a mine available
for rescue parties, and, therefore, if thers ave safety-lamps in use, there would be no necessity to have the
same number of lamps, as a surplus, as if they were not in use. Do you think that is a safficient number ;
or do youa think that a greater proportion should ba kept on the surface? A, The Chief Inspector suggests
that there should b one-fifth surplus in the case of open lights. Take the case of the Teralba Colliery,
where they are working with a single shift ; that would be only four lamps.

18010. Mr. Bruce Smath.] (). That is extra? . They are using naked lights. There would be only four
lamps.  What would be tle good of that in a mine which is giving off gas.

18011, M. Lysaght.] (). You say that the mine is giving off gas? 4. Yes.

18012. Q. Does the Chief Tuspector know that? 4. Yes, T think so.

18013. @. Has it been reported? A, T suspect it has, It may or may not have been reported.

18014, (. Have you examined it? 4. Not as a check-inspector. At the invitation of the owner T went
down it; T found it giving off a good deal of gas.

18015. Q. You say that naked lights are being used there, and that there would be only four lamps in the
case of an emergency? 4. Yes; and that would be too few.

18016. Mr. Robertson.] (. Should there not be a minimum number of lamps kept at any time? A. Tt
depends how many lamps are kept. If a sufficient number is kept, you do not want a maximum or a
minimum number,

18017. . There should be a number of lamps kept ! 4. There should be encugh to equip any reseuers.
18018. @. A colliery employing twenty men would not require many rescuers. Do you suggest that a
certain minimum number of lamps should be kept? 4. Well, T happen to know that at that colliery the
owner has 100 lamps now.

18019. Q. Take that colliery ; and suppose that the owner has not got any lamps. What do you say is a fair
thing, as to the minimum number of lamps to be kept? A I cannot say how many lamps should actually
be kept; but in the case which T have illustrated the lamps would not be effective at all. Therefore I
consider that there ought to be forty or fifty lamps available in a mine at all times.

18020. Q. In any colliery ? 4. Yes, at any colliery.

18021. Q. But suppose you have only about ten men employed? 1. Well, if you put any minimum at all,
a man might shelter himself under it, unless you say so many lamps for so many men.

18022. M. Bruce Smith.] That is the proposal here.

18023. Mr. Robertson.] (. The idea would be to have a certain proportion, or have a certain number and
make that the absolute minimum ; but a mine employing five or six men would not require to have forty
or fifty lamps kept in reserve? A, There are mines like that; but the fact of the matter is that they ought
not to be allowed to work.

18024, Mr. Ritchie.] (). The proposal by Mr. Lysaght is that the supply of lamps should be equal to one-
third of the number of persons below ground? 4. That would make six or seven in a case like that I
have mentioned. “

18025. Mr. Robertson.] 1 think the only way is to have an absolute minimum number at any colliery.
18026, Mr. Lysaght.] T think we ought to have a graduated scale according to the number of men employed,
18027. Mr. Robertson.] How would it do to have a minimum number of thirty for any mine employing over
twenty persons.

18028. Mr. Ritchie.] There appears to be a necessity for having a minimum numbenr, 18029,
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18029, My, Lysaght.] (. Would yoi have a minimum number equal to the number of persons employed, if
safety-lamps are not being used ? 4. It would be tco much, would it not? It would mean in the Wallsend
Colliery 500 lamps ready all the time.

18030. Mr. Bruce Smith.] This is not the place to settle the question.

18031. Mr. Robertson.] We are only putting the matter to the witness.

18032, Mr. Lysaght.] We want to sce whether the witness will adopt the idea as to a minimum.

18033, Witness.] 1 would take the suggestion as a basis, and take twenty lamps for each hundred men
employed. That may be a way out of the difficulty.

18034. Ilis Honor.] . What would you do if a lcss pumber than twenty men are employed? 4. Yon
could start with a minimum of twenty. Below that number there may be enough lamps to do something
with. The days are rapidly going past for a less number than twenty men to be employed. 1 would make
it twenty in all cises. Where a company is sinking a shaft, they will not work with less men; because
they want to malke it pay as soon as possible, and a mine will never pay with less than twenty men; I
think they should always have twenty lamps.

18035, Mr. Lysaght.] (). Recommendation No. 13 is—“Travelling and haulage roads, and other places
necessary to be properly watered.” To this the Newcastle Union has added ¢ All travelling, main, and
horse roads to be 6 feet high.” From Lithgow it is also suggested that there be added the words: “ And
properly timbered and kept clear of any tops that may have fallen ; and that the travelling roads be made
not less than 6 feet high.” What do you say as to the first part of that recommendation? 4.Iam in
favour of it. It is done now in some mines; and I think it ought to be done. The watering is done
automatically ; and there is no trouble attached to it.

18036. (). Are there many mines in the Newcastle district where automatic watering has been carried on {
4. Yes; and since the Kembla disaster a good many more have been added to their number.

18037. (). Prior to the Kembla disaster how many mines were there which, to your knowledge, were
automatically watered on the travelling and haulage roads? 4. Several were doing it partially ; but to day
they are duing it more effectively.

18038. . Had they appliances? /. They used to water round about the travelling ways with skips and
tubs; but that did not water round the sides of the mine, and they have appliances now which do that.
18039. (. Did they, before the disaster, have appliances which watered ronnd the sides? 4. The Dudley
Colliery had in a portion of the mine; and the Seaham Colliery had pipes laid down, but had no water
supply.

18040. 4. In other mines where they water the roads, do T understand that the water was not allowed to run
out of a hole in the bottom of the tank, but that it ran all over the road? A. Since the disaster they are
adopting a better means of watering, but not before.

18041. @. Regarding the height of the travelling, main, and horse roads? 4. We have an example of that
in one of the most expensive mines, the Minmi Colliery. They carry it out there, and that shows that it
can be done. The roads there were from 4 feet to d feet high ; and they are brushing them up to 6 feet
high—all the horse roads and the travelling road.

18042. (. Do you agree that the height of the travelling, main, and horse roads should 6 feet? 4. Yes.
And I may say that, since that idea has been carried out at the colliery I have mentioned it is one of the
best collieries, and most effectively ventilated, in the district. It has been difficult to ventilate, because it
is an old colliery with a large number of goafs about it ; but the ventilation now is the best in the district.
18043. (. And do you agree that all the roads ought to be properly timbered and kept clear of any tops
that may have fallen? A, That ought to follow as a matter of course. But I want to say this: that the
Minmi Colliery is one of the most expensive collieries in the district, as far as the miners’ money is concerned,
because it costs a lot to put the coal on the surface ; but notwithstanding that fact, and also the fact that they
have a very bard roof, they are carrying out this brushing. If they can do it, every other colliery ought
to be able to do it

18044, Ilis Honor.] (). As far as you know the colliery is a paying one? 4. Ol, yes; it is paying. The
Browns do not run any colliery which would not pay.

18045. Mr. Ritchie.] There are three other collieries there.

18046. Mr. Robertson.] ). You say that it can be done without expense? 4. Noj; but I say that it pays
them to do it. The Seaham and the West Wallsend Collieries could have carried it out, and it would have
been less diflicult for them, with their seam of coal, if they had done so.

18047, Q. This 4 feet seam of coal is a thin seam, is it not? 4. There are hundreds of aeres visible now.
18048, . With a 4 feet seam brushing is indispensable? 4. Why ¢

18049. ). You could not work a 4 feet seam for any distance without brushing. Can you work a horse in
a 4 feet seam? 4. You can get ponies in, as they are doing now at Wallsend.

18050. (. At all events, this is a very thin seam ; and I take it that brushing is indispensable? 4. Yes.
18051. . Having to brush, the cost is not so much greater to brush from 4 feet to 6 feet than from 4 feet
to 5 feet? A. T think it would be in the case in my mind.

18052, . At all events they have to brush, and the extra cost of brushing to 6 feet would not be very
material? 4. And they have to brush at West Wallsend ; but they are waiting until they are compelled
to brush up higher.

18053. Q. But you are quoting a case where brushing cannot be done without? 4. And other mines cannot
do without it.

18054, (. Do you mean to say that, if they had a 5 or 6 feet scam as a minimum, people would go to the
trouble to brush to 6 feet? 1. Probably they would.

18055. (. You do not think they would? 4. I do not know that they would.

18056. Mr. Lysaght.] Q. Do you think that they should? 4. I think that they should; and I think that
they would according to what I know of the Browns.

18057. Mr. Robertson.] That is all very well; but we want the collieries to pay. They are not run as
benevolent institutions.

18058. Mr. Lysaght.] . Recommendation No. 14 is—¢That Managers should be compelled to give more
personal time and attention to the management of the colliery”? 4. I do not know very much about that.
I'rom what I have heard some of the men think that the Managers give too much attention to the
colliery, and they are sometimes in the road.

18059.
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15039, @. What do you think would be a fair thing to demand of a Manager, with regard to visiting the
underground workings ? 4. T would not make any suggestion. T know, as a matter of fact, of one colliery
Manager who has followed his deputies through the mine in the morning to see that they were doing their
work. That might be considered an excess of zeal.

18060. Mr. Ritehie.] (. Should a Manager devote a great deal of time to the underground workings? 1. I
know of cne Manager who makes it a practice to see every working face in the mine every fortnight. I
have worked in a mine where T did not see the Manager for more than three or four times in the whole of
the period T was there. T do not know whether he did Lis daty or not ; but I did not see him at my place.
T think a Manager would be a peculiar man if he did not keep himself posted up in all the work of the
mine.

18061, @. You know that the Manager Las Ligher qualifications than any one else about a minre, unless he
has under him a fivst-class man.  Bat he cught to be competent to see everything that is going on, and he
ought to be compelled to give a certain amount of his time underground, and not have the matter left to
his own discretion-~that is the question? 4. T think the Manager should visit the underground workings
periodically—that is, often—in order to see every part of the mine.

18062, (. You realise the importance of the Manager himself visiting the mine? . Yes.

18033. Mr. Robertson.] (). You have no reason to believe that they do otherwise? .. I cannot give a
reason.

18064, Q. You recognise that the Managers have something more to do than to liunt round the underground
workings? 1. Yes; but there are none of them who could not spave time once a fortnight to visit the
mine. .

18063. M. Lysaght.] . I gather, then, that you think that the Manager should, at least once a fortnight,
visit the underground workings? . I think that they should sce the whole of the mine at least once a
fortnight ; but it would take the Manager more than one day in the fortnight.

18066. M. Robertson.] . Supposing that was impracticable, unless the Manager devated the whole of his
time to walking round the mine? .. T have never struck a wine of that size yet.

18067. Q. I will show you one to-morrow, and I will give you a fortuight to do it in. Do you mean the
working faces? 4. I mean that the Manager should see all the working faces at least once'a fortnight.
18068. Q. Do you not think it sufficient to mect the case, if the Manager is more or less in the mine every
day. You would not pin him down to go into every place in the pit? 4. He would be none the worse to
see them every fortnight.

18069. (). There are many things which a Manager might not see in a large mine? ., Well, the Manager
might only sit at the top; and with some of them, if they did so, you could feel that they were there at the
furthest part of the mine. With regard to others, it does not matter whether they are above or below
ground.

18070. Q. Then they have no.control over the officials at the mine? A, Well, you do not feel it. There is
& maxim attached to one man in the Newcastle district that whenever he goes into the mine something is
sure to happen. No doubt it is a good thing to have a reliable staff’; but all the same, a stafl is worth
looking after, just as in the case of the Managor, whom I have mentioned, who followed his deputies round,
and discharged two of them the same morning as a conssquence.

18071, Mr. Lysaght] Q. What do you mean by saying that when a certain Manager went into a mine
something would happen ; do you mean that an accident would happen? .. Something of the kind. They
used to say that. It was a sort of maxim. _

18072. Q. With regard to Recommendation No. 15, which relates to instruments being placed at the
bottom of the upcast, T will not trouble about it ; but Recommendation No. 16 is that— The size of the
manholes should be eularged.” The Neweastle districh desives to add that they shall be “Not less than
6 feet high, 6 feet deep, and 3 feet wide ; and to e whitewashed.” TWhat have you to say in support of
that? 4. The reason for having en'arged manholes is that, when half a-dozen or a dozen men are goiug
along the travelling road, they may all rush for one hole, and the men cannot get in. The recommendation
as to the places being whitewashed is so that they may be visible, because sometimes the men go past the
place. It is really wonderful the accidents which do not come off sometimes.

18073. Mr. Wade.] (). Would you have luminous paint? 4. We do not want that. If 3r. Wade would
go down the pit, and try to find one of these manholes, he might find that e had missed a dozen. There
are plenty of mines which recognize that fact, and that do whitewash the manholes; but there are otlers
who do nst. T know the difference of tiying to find & manhole which is whitewashed and one which is not.
18074, Alr. Roberison.] (). This would only be necessary in the travelling roads which are used as haulage
roads? 4. Tt would only be nceessary in Laulage roads used as travelling roads.  Where the haulage road
is not so used, it would not be necessary.

18075. (). You know the difference between an endless rope and the main and tail rope? 4. Yes. .
18076. (. With the endiess rops thére is really no need for manholes? .. Yes; I can tell you of a case
where the endiess rops broke with something like two or three hundred skips on it ; and it was a wonder
how the men got cut of the way.

13077. (. That is an extraordinary occurrence? 1. It is not often that endless ropes break in this way, or
that they are fitted to an incline such as this was.

18078. (). Would you limit the recommendation, with regard to increasing the size of manholes, to haulage
roads, where the main and tail rops system is usel? 4, Yes; T think a man could always get out of the
way of the endless ropes.

18079. (). The speed of the endiess rope is only from one to two miles an hour. And that is not dangerous,
because a man could walk in front of it? 4. Yes. DBut I should iusist upon the manholes being splashed
with whitewash. That is not much cost ; and I think it is necessary.

180%0. @. On the haulage road only? 4. On the haulage road certainly.

18081, Wi Lysaght.] (). Recommendation No. 18 has reference to theinstruction of employees regularly on
the means of escape. To this the Newcastle district desives to add the following :—* And that proper
machinery be kept at the second shaft outlet to Lift all employees to the surface within one hour” The
Lithgow Union desires to add the following words :—*“That all escaps shafts be properly equipped with
means to draw men in case of accident ; and proper means of signalling be also fixed.” What have you to
say to that ! A. With reference to the first part, it is earried out now in some mines. It is necessary that
th nen should know the easiest and the best ways out if anything arises. 18082,
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18082, @. What is carried out? .. In some mines the men are taken out by alternative roads—by the
sccond outlet—so that in case of anything happening they need not go out by the usual road. I think this
should be made compulsory. I think that every man working in a mine should know all the outlets.
18083, . Where is it that the men are taken out in this manner? . They are taken out, so» many each
day, by the deputies. I know it is regularly done at Stockton. And I know that the men take it like a
dose of physic—they do not like it.  They have to climb a long ladder at the shaft.

18081, (). Has it been found practicable to do it at Stockton. .. Yes.

18085, Myr. Lobertson.] Q. Does the deputy only take out some of the men? A, The deputy takes out so
miany men each night, until he works that district out.

18086. . The d)[hculty suggests itself that, in an extensive mine, where there arc a large number of
alternﬂ.uve roads, it would take a long time—it might take w éekS*tJ show the men a different w ay out.
It was proposed by a witness here yesterday that, instead of the men being taken out in this manner, the
different turnings should be whitewashed ; so that the men would know the direction in which to go to find
their way to the shaft? 4. That is done at some places now.

18087. (). Would that not be a sufficient substitute for showing the men the different outlets, where the
niine is very extensive, and where there might be some difficulty in getting the men to come out? A, The
idea is a very good alternative, if it is carr ied out thoroughly ; because you can casily guide men by white-
wash splashes to go anywhere,

18088, (. In a la,rr*e mine the men might forget the lesson \\hlch they have been taught ; but with the
corners of the road whitewashed ev ery man w ould find his way out? 4. It would do as an alternative.
18089. . You lave no objection to it? .1 have found my way out in that way in the Wallsend
Colliery, where they have the travelling roads marked in that way. There arec marks on the roof, and
crosses elsewhere. I think that would do as an alternative ; supplemented as it is by the evidence that the
men do not take kindly to being shown the way out.

18090. Afr. Robertson.| Well, here it is said that the men rather like it, and that they tumble over each
other to be shown the way out.

18091, Mr. Lysaght.] . Do you put that as a substitute to the recommendation that has been made, or as
an addition? 4. I w ould put it as an alternative. I would put both proposals in, and let it be optlonal
18092. . Why not have both systems ? 4. I would leave it optional.

18093. (. In collieries where the travelling roads are marked, are not the men also shown the way out?
A, Yes.

18094 (). You approve of the suggestion—firstly, that the road out should be marked in the way
suggested, and also that the men should periodically be given general instructions on the way out—
18095, M. Robe;lso;z] I do not think he said that.

18096, Mr. Lysaght.} I am trying to carry the witness further than you did.

18097, Mr. Rlobertson.] Now you are asking two things. The witness was willing to accept the white-
washing proposal as an alternative.

18098, Witness.] If the men are agreeable to go a different way out, why not send the deputy with
them? Mr. Lysaght said that they do not ohject. I cay that, if the men do not take kindly to bLeing
shown new ways out of a mine, then you could have the travelling ways marked with whitewash, and the
other ways fenced off, so that the men cowld find it themselves if necessary. I do notsee why it shou'd
be made compulsory to have either way.

18099. Mr. Ritchie.] Q. We want it carried out. But you would not make it compulsory ? .. I think you
would find a difficulty in making it compulsory.

18100. Mr. Lysaght.} (). What about the proposal that proper machinery should be kept at the second shaft
outlet, to lift all the employees to the surface within one hour? 4. It might be impracticable in some
cases. In the second shaft in some mines it might take four or five hours to get all the men up. We had
a case at Waratah to that effect. I have also had experience of the matter myself. It took us a long time
to get the engine-driver to answer the signal after we got on the cage. That was at Hetton Colliery. But
I went to a neighbouring colliery ; and four minutes after we signalled we were drawn up. That was at
Wickham and Bullock Island. Tn a good many collieries there is a difficulty in getting the machinery to
work at the second outlet.

18101, Mr. Robertson.] (. Do you mean that they should have the machinery ready, and that they should
have steam up? A. After they have steam up, the machinery may be insignificant and not do the work.
18102, (. What was the difficulty ? 4. The actual haulage machinery was too slow and too light, the cage
was too small, and there was some trouble to get three men into it. I thought that we were going to the
old country, and should never get to the top of the mice.

18103. ). Was that Waratah? 4. Yes.

18104, Mr. Lysaght.] (). Recommendation No, 19 is—* Coal Mines Act to forbid a Llack-list of employees
being kept, and penalising the improper prevention of discharged persons obtaining employment.” Have
you anything to say with regard to that matter? A.1It isa fact that men get discharged for peculiar
things; and when they have “been discliar ged there is rarely any prospect of their getting work again in-
the same district. I know a considerable number of cases of that kind. In the Newcastle district there
are twenty or thirty men under the ban of Leing victimised. At South Greta they formed a Lodge, and
the secretary and his four sons were dxsclnr(red and also the chairman—and, strange to say, most of the
committeemen.  The Manager said that he w anted to shorten hands ; but that is a nice way of shortening
hands. I had a man tla,ve]lm(y with me at Hetton who was dischar wed because the report he sent in was
too strong ; lie was discharged simply because he did his duty.

18105, Afr. Ritchie.] (. Was that a check-inspector? 4. Yes. We organised the Union at East Greta.
We squared that ; it had reference to three officers aud eight committemen ; the ninth one happened to be
sick. It was a Saturday night when they took office; and on the Monday they were sacked ; but we
got them reinstated. .

12106, d/r. Wade.] (. What was the reason? 4. The reason was palpable. They were officers of a Lodge.
18107, . Was there not a written agrecment on their part not to join any Newcastle Union? 4. What
do you mean?

18108, AMr. Lysaght.] (). Had they signed a contract not to join any Newcastle Union? .. I never saw
that contract.

18109. -
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18109. Mr. Wade.] (. Did the Manager give that as a reason? A. He did not give it to me. T had them
put on again ; and I brought about an arbitration case which we are about settling. At my suggestion the
matter was referred to arbitration.

I8110. Mr. Ritchie.] Q. Do T understand that there are some of these men travelling round the district
now trying to obtain employment ? A. Yes, there are men travelling now looking for work ; but I do not
think they will get it.

18111, (. Is it the Scuth Greta Mine that you refer to? 4. It is the South Greta Mine I was speaking about,
18112. Mr. Robertson.] Q. How will legislation help you? 4. It is difficult to say. We never see your
black-list.

18113. @. You are assuming now that there is a black-list 2 4. Well, it is strange, if a man gets discharged,
that he never gets work again,

18114, Q. How can you force me to employ you!?! 4. T am only talking about the matter—just referring
to it. I am not suggesting any way out of the difliculty.

18115, Q. You are rezommending that legislation should b> framed to prevent the psnalising of discharged
persons who desire to obtain employment? 1. I suppose that I have the names of a dozen men who are in
that position now.

18116. @. I know of this by repute ; but low is legisla‘ion going to find you employment if I do not wish
to employ you? A. I do not think you would employ anyone if you did not wish to do so; and if we put
anything in the law a Manager might evade it.

18117. @. It is unnecessary to keep a black-list of discharged persons ; there can be a black-list in a man’s
mind? 4. Yes.

18118, (. How can legislation prevent that? 4. T do not see how it can. I am thoroughly beaten. At
the same time there is no harm in referring to it. There is no doubt it is common knowledge that such
things are done.

18119, . You are asking that something should be put into an Act of Parliament that woull be no
good. A. It might be of some good. Itmight not deter you ; but it might deter others. You think that
we could not prove that men were victimised,

18120, (. No legislation can foree me to employ a man if T do not think fit to do s5? 4. It may prevent
your discharging a man.

18121, . T cannot discharge you because of your connection with a union? 4. Itis being doneall the time.
18122, My, Ritchie.] . Mr. Robertson says that, instead of keeping a black-list, a Manager would have a
good memory? 4. That is right. But, if a Manager bad got a written list, he would not put it in a place
where it could be found, to give evidence against him.

18123. Afr. Lysaght.] Q. There is provision wade in the American law against black-listing. Do you think
if a provision like that was embodied in our local law it would be of any effect? 4. It might act as a
deterrent, but the difficulty would be t» find proof of such a thing.

18124, @. Of course you ave assuming that the Managers would break the law? . T am not saying that.
They need not break any law., I am thinking of the various rules that we work under at the different
collieries. A Manager can get at a man any time he thinks fit. They are the rottenest rules that ever a
man worked under.

18125. Wr. Robertson.] @. What rules? . You can send any man out of the pit to-morrow, because no
man can work under them.

18126. (. Do you suggest that the Special Rules should be wiped out? 4. I suggest that they should be
put in such a way that the men could work in peace. I was one of three that took considerable trouble to
take down the Special Rules which were proposed at a colliery, and to write out our objections to then.
These objections were submitted to the men and were approved of.  They were sent on to the Acting Chief
Inspector of Mines ; and we waited for a reply for thres weeks, when we got a reply that, because we had
not sent our objections in print, they would take no notice of them.

18127, Mr. Wade] . They were dated on a Bunday? .. Yes. This happened when Mr. Dixon was
acting as Chief Inspector. A question has been asked in the House on the matter; and that was the
answer given-—because we had not printed our objections he refused to take any notice of themw.

18128, M. Robertson.] Q. Is that a fact? 1. Yes.

18129. @. I can hardly credit it? A. I am sorry you canunot. The Act provides that the notice shall be
printed. We did not take any notice of that provision, because we had not got any printing machinery
with which to do our work.

18130. @. Did the Department take that objection? . Iuspector Dixon took that objection ; and our
notice never got any further than the Inspector.

18131, AMr. Ritchie.] (. Was no notice taken of your objections at all? 1. No notice was taken of them.
18132, @. Did not the Minister take notice of them? A, The time had expirel. The Special Rules had
been gazetted by the time we got the reply.

18133, (. You know that it is within the power of a Minister to refuse to gazette rules if he so chooses?
4. We were trying to fiad out what was the cause of the delay. DMr. Estell was secretary at the time ;
and he can tell you all about the matter.

18134, Myr. Robertson ] Q. Did you have any conference with your employers about it? 4. I have told you
that, if every Manager attempted to carry out the rules in their entirety, every man would ba liable to be
discharged.

18135. Did you have no conference with the Managers? .. The Managers hung the rules up, as requived
by the Act, for fourteen days. We noted them, and put our objections in. Before we got any reply the
rules were gazetted.

18136. (). We have some most comprehensive rules at Helensburgh—there are some 250 of them ; and all
possible offences are thought of ; but we never had any trouble. We simply had confidence in our mnen.
They sent iu their objections ; and we made amendments? 4. You may have different methods. A man
may be summoned at Newcastle ; but they never take a case into Court. The cases are generally too
trivial ; and they discharge the man.

L8137, Q. Will you send me a copy of the rules you objected to? 4. T may have the original objections
yet. If I have, I will do so.

18138, A1, Lysaght.] Do you mean the rules relating to the Newcastlc collieries,

18139. Mr. Robertson.] 1 mean these particular rules, 18140,





