1901.
NEW ZEALAND.

COAL-MINES OF NEW ZKALAND

(REPORT OF ROYAL COMMISSION APPOINTED TO INQUIRE AND REPORT ON THE WORKING OF).

Presented to both Houses of the General Assembly by Command of His Excellency.

COMMISSION.

To all to whom these presents shall come, and to William Reeve Haselden, Esq., Stipendiary
Magistrate, of Wellington; Joseph Proud, Hsq., a certificated mine-manager, of
Wanganui; and John Lomas, Esq., of Christchurch, an Inspector under  The
Factories Act, 1894 "’ : Greeting.

WHEREAS in a report adopted by the Goldfields and Mines Committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives on the third day of October, one thousand nine hundred, upon the petition of Thomas
Corby and others, it was recommended, firstly, that a Royal Commission be appointed for the
purpose of making full inquiries into the inspection and management of the Westport-Cardiff Coal-
mine ; and, secondly, that in the event of such a Commission being appointed the scope of its
inquiries should be extended to comprehend the inspection and management of the coal-mines of
the colony generally: And whereas the aforesaid report was referred to the Government for
consideration: And whereas it is expedient to give effect to the recommendation in the aforesaid
report :

P Now, therefore, know ye that I, Uchter John Mark, Harl of Ranfurly, Governor of the Colony
of New Zealand, reposing trust and confidence in your knowledge, integrity, and ability, and by and
with the advice and consent of the Executive Council of the said colony, do hereby constitute and

appoint you, the said

WirriaMm REEVE HASELDEN,

Josurr ProUD, and

JoHN LoMmas,

to be Commissioners for the purpose of making inquiry into the several matters mentioned in these
presents, that is to say,— _

(1.) Generally as to the inanagement and inspection of the Westport-Cardiff Coal-mine at
Mokihinui up to the time of the outbreak of fire in the said mine, which took
‘place on or about the twenty-eighth day of January, one thousand nine hundred.

(2.) Generally as to the steps taken by the occupiers of the said mine to suppress or
extinguish the said fire immediately upon the discovery thereof.

(3.) Generally as to the steps taken by the Inspector of Mines at Westport to suppress or
extinguish the fire both during the time the mine was in occupation of the Westport
Cardiff Coal Company (Limited), now in liquidation, and since the possession of
the mine was resumed by the Crown on the twenty-third day of May, one thousand
nine hundred.

(4.) Generally your opinion as to whether the means adopted by the aforesaid company
and Inspector of Mines respectively were intelligently undertaken and continued,
and were sufficient under the circumstances, with the means at the disposal of the
company and Inspector respectively, to prevent the fire spreading and ultimately to
lead to the extinguishment thereof.

(6.) That, in addition to the matters hereinbefore referred to, you report your opinion
as to the management, control, and inspection generally, in terms of “ The Coal-
mines Act, 1891,” and regulations thereunder, of the said coal-mine, and also of the
under-mentioned prineipal coal-rines in the colony :—

AvuckranND Distrior.
Hikurangi Coal Company. Taupiri Reserve.
Ngunguru. Ralph’s Taupiri.
Taupiri Extended.
WesT CoasT DIsTRICT.

Mokihinui. Blackball.
Millerton. Brunner Dip.
Coalbrookdale. Brunner Rise.
Ironbridge.
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Oraco DistrICT.

Shag Point. Freeman’s, Abbotsford.
Allandale. Kaitangata, including Castle Hill.

SoUTHLAND DISTRICT.
Nighteaps.

(6.) And, lastly, you are hereby enjoined to make such suggestions and recommendations
as you may consider desirable or necessary to provide for the future more efficient
working, control, management, and inspection of the coal-inines of the colony, or
any of them.

And with the like advice and consent I do further appoint you, the said William Reeve
Haselden, to be Chairman of the said Commission.

And for the better enabling you to carry these presents into effect you are hereby authorised
and empowered to make and conduct any inquiry under these presents at such place or places in
the said colony as you deem expedient, and to call before you and examine on oath or otherwise
as may be allowed by law such person or persons as you think capable of affording you information
in the premises ; and you are also hereby empowered to call for and examine all such books, docu-
ments, papers, maps, plans, or records as you deem likely to afford you the fullest information on
the subject of this Commission, and to inquire of and concerning the premises by all other lawful
ways and means whatsoever.

And it is hereby declared that this Commission is issued under and subject to the provisions
of “The Commissioners’ Powers Act, 1867, and its amendments. And, lastly, that, using all
diligence, you do report to me under your hands and seals your opinion resulting from the said
inquiries in respect to the several matters and things inquired into by you under or by virtue of
these presents not later than the thirty-first day of March next.* And it is hereby declared that this
Commission shall continue in full force and virtue although the inguiry thereunder be not regularly
continued from time to time by adjournment, and that you and any two of you shall and may from
time to time proceed with the execution thereof, and of every matter, power, or thing herein
contained.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand, and caused these presents to be issued
(&.s) under the seal of the said colony, at Wellington, this twenty-second day of November,
in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred.
RANFURLY, Governor.
Issued in Executive Council.
‘ A. W. WiLLis,
Clerk of the Executive Couneil.

Egtending Commassion to inquire into and report on the Inspection and Management of Coal-
mines.

To all to whom these presents shall come, and to William Reeve Haselden, Esq., Stipen-
diary Magistrate, of Wellington ; Joseph Proud, Esq., a certificated mine-manager,
of Wanganui; and John Lomas, Esq., of Christchurch, an Inspector under ¢ The
Factories Act, 1894 : 7’ .Greeting :

WaEREAS by a Commission bearing date the twenty-second day of November last, you, the said

Wirniam REEVvE HASELDEN,
JosepH PrOUD, and
Joun Lowmas

were appointed to be a Commission for the purposes and with the powers in the said Commission
more particularly mentioned: And whereas by an extension of the said Commission you were
directed and required to report to me on or hefore the first day of May* then next ensuing your
proceedings and your opinion touching the matters mentioned therein: And whereas it is expe-
dient that the said Commission should be extended as hereinafter provided :

Now, therefore, I, Uchter John Mark, Earl of Ranfurly, the Governor of the Colony of New
Zealand, by and with the advice of the Executive Council thereof, and in exercise of every power
and authority enabling me in that behalf, do hereby extend the said Commission to include the
following coal-mines in the Malvern District, Canterbury :—

Springfield. Sheffield.
Homebush. St. Helens.
Hartley. Mount Somers.

Rutherford’s.

And with the like advice and consent, and in further pursuance and exercise of the said power
and authority, I do hereby confirm the said Commission, except as altered by these presents.
In witness whereof, I, Uchter John Mark, Earl of Ranfurly, Governor of the Colony of
New Zealand, acting by and with the advice of the Executive Council of the said
(L.s.)  colony, have hereunto set my hand, and have caused these presents to be issued
under the seal of the said colony, at Wellington, in the said colony, this third day
of April, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and one.
Issued in Executive Council.
J. F. ANDREWS,
Acting-Clerk of the Executive Couneil.

* Subsequently extended fo 31st May, 1901,



REPORT.

To His Excellency the Earl of Raunfurly, Governor of the Colony of New Zealand.

May IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY,—

The Commission entrusted to us by your Excellency directed our attention to the

following matters :—

(1.) As to the management and inspection of the Westport-Cardiff Coal-mine at Moki-
hinui up to the time of the outbreak of fire in the said mine on the 28th January,
1900.

(2.) Generally as to the steps taken by the occupiers of the said mine to suppress or
extinguish the said fire immediately upon the discovery thereof.

8. Genera,lly as to the steps taken by the Inspector of Mines at Westport to suppress
or extinguish the fire, both during the time the mine was in occupation by the
Westport Cardiff Coal Company (Limited), now in liguidation, and since the posses-
sion of the mine was resumed by the Crown on the 23rd May, 1900.

(4.). Generally as to whether the means adopted by the aforesaid company and Inspector
respectively were intelligently undertaken and continued, and were sufficient under
the circumstances with the means at the disposal of the company and Inspector
respectively to prevent the fire spreading, and ultimately to lead to the extinguish-
ment thereof.

(5.) As to the management, control, and inspection generally, in terms of * The Coal-
mines Act, 1891, and regulatlons thereunder, of the said coal-mine, and also of
the followmg prmclpal coal-mines of the colony:—

Auckland District : Hikurangi Coal Company, Ngunguru, Taupiri Extended,
Taupiri Reserve, Ralph’s Taupiri.

West Coast District : Mokihinui, Millerton, Coalbrookdale, Ironbridge, Black-
ball, Brunner Dip, Brunner Rige.

Otago District: Shag Point, Allandale, Freeman’s, Abbotsford, Kaitangata,
Castle Hill.

Southland : Nightcaps.

(6.) And to make such suggestions and recommendations as we may consider desirable
or necessary to provide for the future more efficient working, control, management,
and inspection of the coal-mines of the colony, or any of them.

Hayving now concluded our investigations and inquiries, we have the honour to submift to your
Bxcellency our report on the several matters referred to us. The time for presenting our report
has been extended by your Excellency to the 31st May, 1901.

Your Excellency’s Commission, dated the 22nd November, was received by us on the 6th
December, 1900, and on the 10th December we left Wellington and proceeded to Whangarei,
thence to the Waikato Mines, and from there to the west coast of the South Island, Southland, and
Otago, personally examining each mine and taking evidence. We subsequently visited the mines
at Mokau, in the Taranaki Provincial District, and also the mines at Collingwood and Pakawau,
Golden Bay, in the Nelson Provincial District.

The evidence of witnesses was taken partly in public and partly in private—the latter course
being adopted when, for reasons that will afterwards appear, it was considered best to do so.

Due notice of the sittings of the Commission was given by advertisement, and representative
men were communicated with. The sittings of the Commission were watched by the public in
each locality with much interest, and in nearly every place representatives of the Miners’ Union
attended, gave evidence themselves, and called witnesses. At Mokihinui and Denniston barristers
were engaged on behalf of the Miners’ Union and the Inspector of Mines respectively, but generally
the case for the workers was presented by their local secretary or president. We gratefully
acknowledge the courtesy we received from all parties appearing before us, and the ability and good
temper with which employers, employés, and officials conducted their cases.

We believe that the investigation has been productive of immediate good in enabling owners
and men to better understand the matters about which they differed, and that a good feeling has
been promoted thereby.

Treating the subjects referred to us in the order named, we have the honour to report as
follows :-—

(1) Management and Inspection of the Westport-Cardiff Company up to the Time of the Out-
break of Fire in the Mine on the 28th January, 1900.

The Westport-Cardiff Coal Company (Limited) was incorporated in August, 1892, with a
nominal capital of £30,000, and acquired from the then occupiers the property situated at
Mokihinui, known as the Westport -Cardiff Mine. It consisted of 1,800 acres, and was held by an
appllcatlon for a lease under the then existing statutes and regulations. It appears that out of the
nominal capital of £30,000 hardly £17,000 was subscribed in cash, the balance being represented
by paid-up shares and shares unallotted. The company obtained from the Crown alease, dated the
31st March, 1893, for a term of sixty-six years, at a rental of £450 a year, merging into a royalty of
6d. a ton on the coal won when the royalty should exceed the rent. The company expended from
£8,000 to £10,000 in preliminary works and machinery, and were in a position to put out coal in
June, 1894. A difficulty arose with the Mokihinui Coal Company, who owned a private railway-line,
over which the Westport-Cardiff Company took their coals, which resulted in the latter stopping the
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output for some months ; and it was not till November, 1894, that the difficulty was met by the
Government taking over the railway, and making equitable terms with the Westport-Cardiff Com-
pany for haulage. The company has paid no dividend, and up to the end of 1898 had expended
about £30,000 in works and plant. The total output of coal to September, 1899, when the com-
pany closed the mine, was 227,930 tons, divided into 44,728 tons of screened coal, 127,316 tons
unscreened, and 62,884 tons nuts. The cost of the coal to the compauny was 5s. 9d. a ton at the bins,
and, according to Mr. Hargreaves, the late chairman of the company, the cost f.o.b. Westport was
11s. a ton, made up as under - Cost of coal at bins tip-head, 5s. 9d. ; royalty, 6d.: commissions,
agencies, and management, 74d.; Miners’ Accident Fund, 3d.; railway-haulage, 3s. 2d. ; deprecia-
tion, plant, &ec., 8d.; stores, &c., 3d. Total, 11s. The nuts were sold, f 0.b. Westport, at 7s. 3d.
a ton to the Union Steam-ship Company, and to smaller consumers at 11s. 6d. per ton. There
was a contract to supply the Railway Department, Liyttelton, at 16s., which would involve a loss of
1s. 8d. a ton to the company, if the above estimate is correct, as the freight and expenses from West-
port to Liyttelton are given at 6s. 3d. a ton.

It is necessary to go somewhat fully into these matters, and the circumstances which led up to
the mine being closed in September, 1899, in order to appreciate the position of the company and
thie mine when the outbreak of fire was discovered on the 28th January, 1900. We therefore quote
somewhat largely from Mr. Hargreaves’ evidence. That gentleman says—and we accept his statement
as being correct : “ The company employed 120 persons when in full work. We closed the mine
in September, 1899. The reasons for closing the mine were the failure of the mine to produce
marketable coal, and the want of necessary funds to open up the  cave area’ district. Our manager,
Mr. Broome, reported that the marketable coal in the area opened up by our workings was practically
exhausted. The Hector block disappointed us; the coal turned out to be soft, variable, and stoney.
We worked the pillars as far as we could. We went to the dip, which entailed pumping-gear
and new haulage, and after opening up three places in the dip the indications were that it was cut
off by faults. We then opened up the Bridge section, at a cost of about £3,000. In six weeks from
the time of opening, we had thirteen or fourteen faces open; out of these, nine proved to be soft
coal—there is no hard coal there, but there is some fairly good steam-coal. In August Mr.
Broome reported most unfavourably, and said he could see nothing but closing down.”

Mr. Hargreaves enters at great length into the negotiations carried on with the Government
with the object of continuing operations, but we do not consider the matters alleged by Mr. Har-
greaves under this head to be pertinent to the questions we have to consider. No practical results
came from such negotiations; but the position was that in August, 1899, the company had practi-
cally expended all its capital, and was saddled with a property in the shape of a coal-mine which
the directors believed was absolutely worthless, and for which they had to pay £450 a
year rent, and the heavy charges involved in protecting the property, and fulfilling the
covenants in the lease—in short, their position as a company was hopeless. This was not a
sudden failure of a company hitherto prosperous; the decline had been going on for several years,
but as hope of improvement faded so probably did efficiency in working lessen, and the temptation
to obtain saleable coal at the cost of sacrificing quantities of coal, which under better conditions
would have been won from the ground and sold, increased. The plan of the workings shows that
a very large area of ground had been gone through in proportion to the quantity of coal won.

With these preliminary observations as to the general position of the company and mine, we
proceed to deal with the specific matter of the management and inspection prior to the closing-
down in Beptember, 1899. It is to be noted that the petition of Messrs. Corby and others to
Parliament, which formed the initial step to the proceedings leading to the appointment of the
present Commission, does not allege anything against such management or inspection; but we
have taken a considerable mass of evidence as to the management and inspection of the mine, and
we are of opinion that throughout the company’s operations, and especially in the earlier stages,
there was not thorough and effectual ventilation, and thasw the requirements of the statute and
regulations were not enforced with sufficient strictness, and that the miners had some ground for
hesitating to complain, for fear of dismissal should they do so. Prior to 1897, when the fan was
erected, the ventilation was worse than subsequently; but, making all allowance for special
occagions when for a little while there might be excuses for a shortage of air, we are compelled
by the weight of evidence to report that the ventilation generally was not equal to the require-
ments of the law, or the health of the men employed underground. No complaint appears to have
been made to the Inspector as to the deficient ventilation, but in January, 1899, certain miners
wrote direct to the Hon. the Minister of Mines, complaining of the ventilation in the mine;
and this letter was in due course referred to the Inspector, Mr. R. Tennent, and he most un-
wisely—and, indeed, improperly—communicated its contents to the mine-manager, Mr. Broome, and
Mr. Bayfeild, the local agent of the company at Westport. In company with these two gentlemen,
Mr. Tennent went to the mine, and asked the men whose names were appended to the letter if the
signatures were theirs, which they more or less candidly admitted. Mr. Tennent admits to being
somewhat angry with the men, but we do not think he acted with the roughness alleged by Beirne.
The manager dismissed Beirne, on the ground that he was not a safe man to have in a mine, and
it appears that the Inspector interceded for him, and tried to get him reinstated. We may point
out that, the letter having been sent to the Minister, and not to the Inspector, the divulging of its
contents was not technically a breach of section 44 of the Coal-mines Act, but substantially it was
a breach of the spirit of the Aet. Mr. Tennent candidly admits this was an error on his part, and,
as the matter has been departmentally referred to the Chairman of this Commission for a report,
we do not think it of sufficient importance to frame any recommendation on it. The Department
of Mines will no doubt deal with it.

In our investigations we laboured under the disadvantage of being unable to enter the mine
(except the Bridge section), as it was sealed up, and the internal fire was still burning, and we had
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to depend on the evidence of those miners who had remained in the district, or whose attendance
could be procured at the other places we visited, and on a study of the plans of the underground
workings. There was no evidence to show any other cause for complaint, beside the lack of
ventilation. A charge was made that there were not two travelling-roads available at all times to
the miners, as alleged to be required by section 40 of ““The Coal-mines Act, 1891,” but we are of
opinion that the Miners’ Union is mistaken in their interpretation of the section, which does not
authorise the dangerous practice of allowing persons to enter or leave the mine by any one of two
or more roads. If such were allowed, it would be impossible to check the number of men within
the mine at any time or account for their safety. “The two separate and distinct shafts or
outlets to the surface from the mine intercommunicating with each other, so that such shafts or
outlets shall afford a separate means of ingress or egress, available to the persons employed in such
mine,” specifically mentioned in the Coal-mines Act, section 40, means to provide a way of egress
in case of accident, and of ingress to carry assistance under like circumstances. The alleged
grievance of the miners under this head is that if a man wishes to leave the mine before the usual
hour he cannot do so, because men arenot allowed to travel the haulage-road while the trucks are
running ; but in case of necessity the trucks are stopped, and it is absolutely necessary, in order to
provide for the men’s safety, that the deputy should know if all have left the mine, and this cannot
be the case if men can leave the mine unseen by somme other way than the haulage-road.

We carefully inspected the Bridge section of the mine, and are of opinion that it shows signs
of having been opened in a workmanlike manner, and, if it can be taken as a sample of the rest of
the mine, no fault can be found, except as to ventilation.

At the end of September, 1899, the company discharged all hands except Mr. G. H. Broome,
the mine-manager ; his brother Roland Broome, who had been a clerk in the manager’s office ; and
a man named Peter Martin, the carpenter at the works, who was paid when his services were
required. -

Mr. Broome says that at that time all the marketable coal was practically exbausted. There was
a large quantity of coal left, but it was soft and unmarketable. The company were then losing
between £300 and £400 a week. Negiotiations went on between Mr. Hargreaves and the
Government, but did not result in any arrangement being made. The company were in arrear for
rent or royalty, and for their share of the deficiency in profit on working of the railway, in terms
of “ The Westport—-Ngakawau Railway Extension Act, 1890,” and the Amendment Act of 1894,
The relief given by the Act of 1900 had not been extended to them. In January they had £900
to their credit in the bank, and it does not appear that there were any pressing claims against the
company. It was decided by the management that Mr. Broome should make periodical in-
spections, but it was not arranged that any daily inspection should be made. Mr. G. H. Broome
had obtained another appointment, and left Mokihinui and the Buller district on the 28th
January, 1900. Mr. Hargreaves says that it was agreed that Mr. R. Broome and the late deputy,
Alexander Mitchell, should inspect the mine periodically, but not daily. It is clear that Mitchell
did not inspect, as the pay-sheets show that he was only paid for four hours’ work in October, and
was not otherwise employed by the company during the period from 1st October to 26th January.
It is improbable that much attention was given to the mine from the end of September until the
fire was discovered. The Messrs. Broome were probably only concerned in seeing that the surface-
works and machinery were not interfered with. TFrom the end of September to 28th January it
may be safely said that there was no inspection or management in the mine, and that the mine
was not even barred at the main entrances. Peter Martin says he examined the mine in company
with the manager at least three times during the period from September to January, and that he
was at the main entrance tunnel on the Thursday before the 28th January-—viz., on the 25th
January, 1900.. Mr. Broome says that up to the 25th January, when he left the mine, there had
been no sign of fire, with the exception of a little heating in the dip, where there was a clay roof,
and that had been fooded before he left. He says he had never seen any heating in the North
block, or in the part of the Hector block where the fire occurred ; but it must be remembered that
the mine had been unoccupied, unworked, and, as we think, practically unwatehed for four
months, and, though there was every opportunity for incendiarism, there were also all the conditions
necessary to support the theory of spontaneous ignition.

In our opinion, no mine should be left unwatched in the way the Westport-Cardiff Mine was
left, and should ancther case arise where the lessees from the Crown of a coal-mine fail to keep an
efficient staff the Crown should at once intervene, and take the necessary measures to prevent
accident from fire or accumulations of gas or damp.

(2.) 4s to Steps taken by the Occupiers of the Mine to suppress or extinguish the Fire on its
Discovery.

On Sunday, the 28th January, the only person in charge of the mine was Mr. R. Broome,
formerly clerk in the company’s office, and on this day he was absent in Westport. At 1 p.m. on
that day a boy named Keel observed smoke coming from the mine; he communicated the fact to
some men, and they informed Alexander Mitchell, who seems to have had some sort of retainer to
assist when wanted. Mitchell went to the main entrance of the mine at 2 p.m., and put brattice
cloth across the openings of the mine. Word was sent to the company’s agent at Westport, and
to the Inspector of Mines, Mr. R. Tennent. The Inspector promptly proceeded to Mokihinui,
arriving at the mine about 7.80 p.m. He went into the mine alone; he says he went along the
main haulage-road until his light was extinguished by the gas, and he then decided that nothing
could be done that night. He says that he saw smoke coming from the main tunnel at both
entrances. This was an emergency in which an officer who was willing to take the responsibility
of incurring some expense, and perhaps the censure of his departmental superior for interferenc
before authorisation, might perhaps have saved the situation. From what is now known it appear
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that there was at least a possible chance that a sufficient number of men, with necessary material,
might have so dealt with the fire as to render it easy to subdue subsequently, and had there been
human life to save, or perhaps even a valuable property, we believe that Mr. Tennent would have
acted much more vigorously than he did. We have been careful to set out the conditions and pro-
spects of the company and its mine, in order to fairly weigh the action of Mr. Tennent and those
who subsequently endeavoured o deal with the fire. The local agent of the company, Mr. Bayfeild,
communicated with the Westport Coal Company, and the latter placed at the disposal of the
Westport-Cardiff Company the services of Mr. Dixon, mine-manager of the Granity Creek Mines.
Mr. Dixon proceeded to the Westport-Cardiff Mine, arriving there at 9 a.m. on Monday, the 29th
January. It is unfortunate that we cannot procure Mr. Dixon’s evidence, but he has been a
resident for some time at Newcastle, New South Wales, where he holds a position as Government
Mine Inspector. We hestitate, in the absence of any evidence from him, to criticize the means he
took to deal with the fire; we feel convinced that he acted with perfect good faith, and the
suggestion that he was not anxious to save a rival company’s property is an unworthy one. If
there was any lack of enthusiasm on his part, it was rather because he believed the mine was no
longer worth calling a rival, or risking much to save.

On Mr. Dixon’s arrival on Monday, 29th January, he took charge, and it seems to us that
Mr. Tennent was not authorised to interfere, unless he was very strongly of opinion that wrong
measures were being adopted. Messrs. Dixon and Tennent conferred together, and they entered
the mine for a distance of 16 chains, until the air-current reversing, and rendering it impossible for
them to proceed further, they turned back and went to the bridge end of the tunnel, where they
entered the tunnel, and got in about 10 chains, but on accouut of gases could proceed no further,
They ordered the trucks to be taken out of the mine, and the tunnel to be bratticed off. They
decided that a fan must be erected, which would take some days, and Mr. Tennent then left for
Reefton, in order to attend an examination of candidates for mine-managers’ certificates, and
Mzr. Dixon left with him, but returned on Wednesday. We are of opinion that they ought to have
stayed at the mine, postponing the examination if other arrangements for holding it eould not be
made. The proportion of importance between the two claims of duty seems to be altogether in
favour of their staying by the mine.

Before leaving the mine on the 29th January, 1900, Messrs. Dixon and Tennent made a report,
in which they say: ¢ We have this day endeavoured to locate position of the fire, but owing to the
unavailable (sic) ventilation, which is natural, and the current thereby reversing every few minutes,
we were unable to reach the affected part without incurring undue risk. We have therefore
decided that no further risk to human life shall be incurred, and that a reliable current of air must
be established to obviate this. To secure such current we decided the fan shall be removed from
its present position, and temporarily set at opening to Chasm Creek from first section of the mine.
Further, in the meantime all openings to-day are to be sealed up by close bratticing, and no work-
men are to enter this section of the mine until authorised by the person in full control of opera-
tions.—R. TeENNENT, Inspector of Mines; JoNaTEAN DIxoN, Mining Manager. 29th January,
1900.”

It will be seen from this report that these two gentlemen were of opinion that nothing could
be done until a reliable current of air could be established, and men were at once set to work to
erect a fan and establish such current. On the 30th January Alexander Mitchell, the foreman or
deputy employed, reports: ‘“ We are vigorously pushing forward the removal of fan to the place
indicated. All necessary hands are engaged working night and day. At 1 p.m. we were obliged
to suspend work for four hours at the close entrance (Bridge) owing to smoke oozing through
bratticing. Current changed then, and the bratticing was more tightly secured, and no change
occurred in current till 4 a.m. on the 31st January.”

Mr. Tennent’s opinions may be taken from his report dated the 19sh February, in which he
says: “ From personal knowledge of the workings I may state that, had the fire been detected in
its earliest stage, great difficulty would have been experienced to locate and seal off the affected
district in order to save the main roadway, as the work would have requirved twelve permanent stop-
pings to be builé, and under most unfavourable conditions amongst the crushed pillars, when, had
1t been possible to accomplish, this fire would probably have broken out afresh at a future day.
Viewing the position from every standpoint, it was imperative to watch and study every condition
of safety on behalf of the workmen. . . . My opinion is, spontaneous combustion has been
slowly and surely carrying out its destructive work under the mass of fallen rocks in the pillared
ground, and making its way very gradually towards the fresh air on the outskirts of the falls when
it was discovered.”

Ii this opinion of Mr. Tennent’s was well founded, the conclusion he arrived at was justified ;
but we are not dealing under this heading with Mr. Tennent’s action so much as Mr.
Dixon’s, who represented the mine-owners, and whose operations are under consideration. The
point under the present heading being the conduct of the occupiers of the mine upon the discovery
of the fire, and the occupiers having intrusted their interests entirely to Mr. Dixon, what he did
covers the question of what the occupiers did at the crisis. Mr. Dizxon might fairly be presumed
by the company to be the best person obtainable at the moment to advise them, and to overcome
the danger if it could be overcome ; but, whether Mr. Dixon’s operations can be adversely criticized
or approved, it seems to us clear that so far as the occupiers were concerned, they could do no
better under the circumstances than they did in engaging Mr. Dixon to proceed to the mine and
take charge, but Mr. Dixon should have remained on the spot, and not have left from Monday till
Wednesday. It is practically conceded that the only time when there was any chance of the fire
being sealed off and kept from the main haulage-road was at the moment of its discovery, and
perhaps on the following day. There are so many openings on the surface on the Chasm Creek
slope that the fire within was obtaining full air vent, when once communication had been made
from the pit to the outerops.



7 C.—4.

When Dixon returned to the mine on Wednesday evening, 31st January, nothing appears to
have been done beyond getting a fan ready to take the air into the mine, so that exploration could
be carried on ; and it was not until the Friday, 2nd February, that a party was formed, headed by
Dixon, and they succeeded in getting within a chain of the fire, which was then within 8% chains
of the main haulage-road. :

The main point for consideration is whether the fire could have been sealed off at least a chain
up the bord instead of across the main haulage-road. If the fire could have been sealed off some
distance up the bord the road would possibly have been saved, but to have done so would have
involved some danger, the extent of which it is impossible to gauge. Alexander Mitchell, who
‘was with Dixon at the farthest point to which any one ventured, is of opinion that it was too
hazardous to attempt to put a stopping further in, and said plainly that he would not do it. We
may here observe that, in our opinion, Messrs. Dixon, Tennent, and Mitchell appear to have been
cool, prudent, and courageous men, who were willing to take all necessary risks for adequate
cause, but were not prepared to incur serious risk to their own and their subordinates’ lives for the
sake of trying to save a particular portion of an abandoned mine, the value of which was con-
sidered, and apparently justly considered, to be very little. If it was possible, with due regard to
safety, to put the stopping in some distance from the haulage-road instead of close to it, then it
should have been done, and it would have been an error in judgment not to have at least attempted
to save the road, by making the stopping as far as possible from the road ; but Mitchell and Tennent
both say this could not be done without serious risk to life, and the evidence to the contrary is not
sufficiently satisfactory for us to find they were wrong in their opinion.

On Friday, 2nd February, after the fan was put in, and the party had got within a chain of
the fire, a heavy fall took place, and a flame of fire came down the heading. The evidence of
John Clark appears to us to be candid and truthful, and we accept it a8 a correct statement of
what happened. When pressed he says he thinks Dixon used the means he thought
best, but suggests that personally he would have put in a good stopping on the Bridge
side of tunnel, then a good tight brattice or wall in the mouth of the tunnel, taking it in
with him ; and tight stoppings in all the bords as he went along, and taking air into the old
workings and sealing them off as he went along. In cross-examination he says: ¢ We put
stopping in on the Bridge side as far as we could with safety—there was a risk in putting it in
further. In the mouth of the main entrance the air was so bad it knocked us over. The air would
perhaps have been no worse further in, but it would have been more difficult to get out.” This
witness appears to us to be independent, and his evidence is valuable in weighing the evidence of
Mitchell, who may perhaps be said to have some interest in maintaining that the best method
under the circumstances was adopted. Tennent says: ¢ Dixon and I tried by all practicable
means to save the haulage-road. If we had tried to save the haulage-road by stopping all the
bords the broken overlying strata over the pillared ground would have supplied fresh air to support
combustion. When I left Dixon my instructions to him were to brattice off all the openings on
each side of main haulage-road, but 1t was not done when I came back. I do not know why. He
said he did not think it necessary with the air-current he had. We made an effort to cut off at
No. 6 on 5th February. We were beaten back.” This is one of those instances we haye before
referred to in which Mr. Dixon’s explanation of his reasons for taking the course he did is essential
to forming a judgment as to whether there was no better way of dealing with the crisis than the
way he took.

Under this heading we are of opinion that the Westport-Cardiff Company did the best they
could under the circumstances in engaging Mr. Dixon, and that he did all that he considered
advisable or reasonably safe to do under the circumstances, and that though it may now appear
that possibly an attempt might have been made to save the haulage-road by stopping all the bords
leading from the fire thereto, no censure can reasonably be passed upon him for having decided not
to take this course. Such an operation would have been attended with some risk, would not have
been certainly successful, and the condition of the property was such as to render much risk
unjustifiable.

(3.) 4s to the Steps taken by the Inspector of Mines at Westport to suppress or extinguish the
Fire during the Time the Mine was in Occupation of the Westport-Cardiff ‘Company
(Limited), and since the Possession of the Mine was resumed by the Crown on the 23rd
May, 1900. :

Many of the observations made by us and much of the evidence quoted under the last preced-
ing heading apply also to this.

When Mr. Tennent returned to the mine on the 5th February all chance of saving the haulage-
road had passed. The outcrops were on fire, the internal fire had gained great power, and the
extinction thereof must then necessarily be gradual and based on a thorough confinement to g
known area. The plan Mr. Tennent adopted and his reasons for it, may be told in his own words.
He says: ‘“ On the 5th February I found everything satisfactorily sealed off, as Mr. Dixon had left
it, and before opening the stoppings I went to the Bridge end, where I found an active fire burning
at the highest point of the Hector outerops. Giving instructions to start the fan, I went to the
main entrance and opened the stopping. Having a party of ten men, and leaving a man at regular
stations, I proceeded to the junction of the furnace-drift, where the fire was found ahead in main
haulage-road, and a dense volume of heated smoke rolled down the furnace-drift, where it was
impossible for a man to live two minutes. I determined to seal off the mine permanently 2% chains
in from daylight, and a strong party of men were told off to prepare the walls for stopping, and
the work was carried on all night. About midnight of 5th February a most extensive fall or
explosion occurred inside the mine, and if we had been further in all the men would have been
lost. This fall cut off our ventilation from the fan, and it was with great difficulty that the inside
wall of the stopping was closed, That was from the effect of black-damp, which was forced back
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towards us. We closed it by 8 p.m. on Wednesday. The dam was built of two walls of 3in.
planking, with 5 ft. of solid puddled clay between them. On Thursday we went to the Bridge end
and built a similar air-stopping. The gases were not so bad there. On Monday the furnace-shaft
was filled, being securely covered with cloth and clay; when we broke this a volume of smoke and
flame burst out. This shaft was filled to the surface by 2 p.m. On the previous evening the care-
taker of the mine showed me a telegram from his manager to stay expense and do no more.
Friday's work was done on my own responsibility. There were ten men employed, and the com-
pany paid them ultimately. That was the end of the operations until the 24th February—up to
that date no Government money had been expended. I had no authority to expend any money.
Mr. Hayes then came. We got £20 from Bayfeild, the local agent of the company, to build a dam
in the main entrance behind the main stopping. I intrusted the work to Mitchell, who was the
underviewer. Mr. Hayes and I left on a further tour of inspection. We returned in three weeks,
when the dam was finished and the water was to the roof. There was a little leakage behind one
of the props, but nothing of any consequence. On 25th April I met Martin at Bridge side, and
asked him if he thought he could take up leakage in dam, and he said * Yes’; and I instructed him
to put the dam right. On 2nd May I went with Mitchell, and met Martin at main entrance ; we
found a large body of water rising from under the bed-log of the dam. I asked Martin if nothing
more could be done to save the dam, and he replied, * I don’t think so.” I reported the matter to
the Mines Department, and instructions were given me to proceed with another dam, which I did.
The new dam seat was partly excavated, but, as I could not attend to it at the time, I told Mitchell
to let the matter stand. Messrs. Shore, Alison, and Foster came on the ground 17th May. They
cut a manhole through Martin’s dam with the object of getting into the mine. The black-
damp was so dense that they could proceed no further. On 18th June I was instructed to take
any steps I chose to save the property. Since then we have built another dam, which was
finished 9th August; and still another dam, which was finished 4th January, 1901. The water
is now rising in the outecrops. We can raise the water 301{t. on the dam, and the fire is
now confined to extreme outcrops on Hector block, and I think there is no danger of its
extending, As far as I know, everything has been done to save the property. I think no
mistakes have been made. Practically, I think no marketable coal has been destroyed. The
coal that has been burned is the pillars and exhausted pillared outerops of the Hector block
which could not have been worked. We expect the fire to die out in a few months; it is being
overcome with water, the falls of earth, and want of air. Until the fire is out—that is, until the
outerop is burned to the water—the mine cannot be worked. The mine was practically exhausted
and had ceased work for months previous to fire. I think the fire originated in the Hector pillared
outcrops in No. 2 incline owing to pressure on pillars.”

This is the substance of the statement made by Mr. Tennent on this part of the case, and we
wish we could have had Mr. Dixon’s statement, and have compared both with the evidence of
other witnesses.

We are of opinion that under all the circumstances, and on the evidence presented to us, there
is no ground for passing any censure upon the Inspector under this head.

(4.) As to whether the Means adopted by the Company and Inspector were intelligently undertaken
and continued, and were sufficient under the Circumstances with the Means at the Disposal of the
Company and Inspector respectively to prevent the Fire spreading, and wltimately to lead to
the Extinguishment thereof.

In dealing with the previous headings we have been compelled to cover most of the ground
occupied by the last. There is much evidence as to the details of the work done, and a good many
different opinions expressed, and some suggestions of foul play. We are of opinion that the
question may be answered in the affimative, and that, subject to the observations previously made,
no blame can be attached to the company or the Inspector, and that both Mr. Dixon and Mr.
Tennent acted intelligently and to the best of their ability in dealing with the fire, and that the
means taken, though slow, will be effectual. The coal in the outerops on the Chasm Creek slope
must burn out, and the interior of the mine must be placed under water. For this purpose
a dam has been erected at each main entrance to the mine, a pipe has been brought across
Chasm Creek at a considerable height above the tunnel, and a stream of water has for some months
been steadily pouring into the mine through the crevices in the outerops, and this stream, added to
the drainage of the mine, has resulted in the water in the mine rising to the top of the main head-
ing. The fire inside has decreased in power, and when the portions of the outcrops above the
water-line have burned out the fire will be ultimately overcome, but the numerous crevices in the
surface of the ground over the Bridge end of the tunnel prevents the water rising as high as it other-
wise would. The mine, a8 a mine, i3 almost destroyed the main haulage-road is probably lost, and
it is doubtful if it will pay to put a fresh road in for the coal that remains.

We think there is no proof of any foul play as regards the dam, and that the evidence as to
finding the dynamite plug under the bed-log of the dam is inconclusive of any attempt to wreck
the dam.

We submit some observations upon the matters contained in the petition of Messrs. T. Corby
and others, and on which some evidence was given before a Committes of the House of Represen-
tatives. The allegations in that petition are :—

1. That a large area of valuable coal the property of the colony is through the con-
tinuance of the present fire threatened with destruction.

9. That at the first discovery of the present fire had simple means, such as any ordinary
miner would have employed, been adopted, the fire could have been easily extin-
guished, and with little or no expense.

3. That, instead of this, evidence can be brought to prove that the means taken to sub-

. due the fire had the opposite effect—-viz., to make it burn with greater force.

R
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4. That the present methods which are being taken under the direction of the Sub-
Inspector of Mines are, in our opinion, wholly inadequate and impracticable, and
a sheer waste of public money.

5. That the residents of Seddonville and surrounding districts depend in a very large
degree upon the working of the coal-mines for their support, and it is a matter
of pressing concern to them that every reasonable means should be taken and
every practical and adequate method adopted to subdue the Cardiff fire and save
the coal-measures of the locality from destraction.

6. Should the inquiry prayed for by us be granted, reliable evidence will be forthcoming
to prove that official negligence, delay, and incompetence have been the contribut-
ing causes which have prevented the subduing the fire in its early stages; and
the same causes are operating at the present time to render the work now in pro-
gress not only futile but absolutely destructive.

With the exception of paragraphs 1 and 5, the statements in this petition can hardly be treated
seriously, nor do we think they were intended by the petitioners to be so taken. The keynote
of the petition is in paragraph 5. At the time of our visit in January last we found the Settle-
ment of Mokihinui stagnant from the cessation of work in the mines, and those who had their
savings invested in property there threatened with the loss of all they possessed. This state of
things had then existed for a considerable time. Moved by the pressure of these circuinstances,
the active members of the commurity prepared, in or about October, 1900, a petition to the House
of Representatives containing such startling allegations as they knew must cause serious atten-
tion to be paid to them, and they have so far succeeded in drawing the attention of Parliament
and the Government to the locality that some arrangements have heen already made for resuming
work in the mines. If the end does justify the means, then the language of the petitioners was
justifiable, but on no other grounds.

Having dealt with the specific matter of the fire at the Westport-Cardift Mine, we proceed to
the more general question under the heading of—

(6.) The Management, Control, and Inspection generally, in Terms of ¢ The Coal-mines Act,
1891," and Regulations thereunder, of the said Coal-mine, and also of the following Princi-
pal Coal-mines of the Colony.

We propose to give a short description of each mine we visited, and make our general observa-
tions and suggestions afterwards.

Higuranat CoarL CoMPANY.

Situation : This mine is situated about eighteen miles by rail from the Town of Whangarei,
which lies sixty-five miles by sea north of Auckland.

Area: 800 acres; about 400 estimated to contain coal.

Ownership: Mostly the freehold of the company, but a small portion is leased from an
individual freeholder.

Capital : Nominally £15,000 in 30,000 shares of 10s., of which 7s. 6d. is considered paid up.

Quality of coal: Semi-bituminous and a fairly good steam-coal. Not used except locally for
household purposes.

Qutput: About 3,000 tons a month. Total output from beginning, 200,000 tons.

Average cost per ton: 4s. 2d. a ton at tip; 6s. Bd. f.0.b. Whangarei.

Average price obtained : 7s. 6d.f.0.b. Whangarei. :

Wages earned : From 8s. 6d. to 9s. a day.

Number of men employed : From fifty to sixty, according to demand.

Amount distributed in wages, &c.: About £500 per month.

Transit : The coal is shipped at Whangarei in sailing-vessels carrying from 50 to 150 tons.
The harbour does not allow of heavy draught, and special vessels would have to be provided to
carry much larger quantities. The freight is 3s. 6d. a ton, and sometimes less than that.

Method of sale: The coal is chiefly sold to a Captain Smith and the Northern Steamship
Company. The coal was not at the time of our visit quoted on the Auckland market.

Mine-management : Very good. The ventilation appears to be very fair, and is so reported by
" Mr. Inspector Coutts. Roads and working-places in good order. No dissatisfaction among miners
as to mine. Altogether we can report favourably on the management of this mine.

Disputes : There has been one case as to wages before the Conciliation Board, which has been
settled apparently to the satisfaction of owners and men.

Prospects: 1t will be necessary to begin operations on the eastern side of the railway-line,
when a considerable expenditure must be incurred. The mine appears to have been a profitable
one to the shareholders, 10-per-cent. dividends being the rule. The only matter brought under our
notice by the owners was the question of railway-haulage, which they suggest should be reduced,
and we have dealt with this question under a subsequent heading.

Hixurane: CornEries CompaNy (LIMITED).

Situation : Near the Hikurangi Coal Company’s Mine.

Area: 258 acres.

Ownership : The Hikurangi Collieries Company (Limited).

Capital : £10,000 in 30,000 shares of 2s. 6d. each.

Expenditure : £2,000.

Tenure : Government lease under Coal-mines Act.

Quality of coal: Inferior. Semi-bituminous.

Output : About 84,000 tons per annum. Total output, 190,000 tons.

2—C. 4.
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Average cost to company : 3s. 6d. a ton on railway-truck.

Wages earned : 10s. to 12s. a day; 10d. a tub of 12ewt. When working, average £2 a waek.

Amount distributed in wages: In all about £12,000.

Price obtained : 10s. 6d. at Auckland Wharf.

Number of men employed : Ten.

Transit : By railway to Whangarei, at 2. 6d. a ton ; thence by sailer to Auckland, at 3s. 6d.
& ton.

Method of sale: Sold chiefly to a Mr. Craig, who has vessels.

Mine-management : Good. No fault to find. No complaints by men.

Prospects : The company is, we believe, in liquidation. They have lost all their capital. The
coal is said to be exhausted. It was a very expensive mine to work.

WesT Bryan's Ming, HIKURANGI.

We visited this mine, and took the evidence of the owner, Mr. McLeod, but, as the mine was
cloged and we could not enter, we offer no report thereon.

Neuvreuru Coarn-MiNeEs (LiMITED).

Situation: On the bank of the Ngunguru River, North of Whangarei.

Area: 2,000 acres.

Ownership: The land is leased by the company from Native and European fresholders.

Capital : £10,000 in 20,000 shares of 10s. each, and 6,000 shares fully paid up.

Quality of coal: Sub-bituminous; fair for steam.

Output: 1,300 tons a month. Total output from mine, about 101,000 tons.

Average cost to company: 3s. 4d. a ton to hew.

Wages earned : 8s. to 9s. a day. ,

Amount distributed in wages and expenses: £500 a month.

Prices obtained : 12s. 6d. a ton in Auckland.

Number of men employed : Forty-one.

Transit : It is put on board small sailing vessels or scows and taken to Auckland or Thames.

Management : Good ; ventilation fair.

Prospects : Not very promising. ~Estimate of 85,000 tons still in mine with the chance of
further supply on prospecting.

Kiripaka Coarn Company (LIMITED).

Situation: On bank of Ngunguru River.

Area: 45 acres.

Ownership : The Kiripaka Coal Company (Limited).

Capital : 10,000 shares of £1 each with 5s. paid up.

Expenditure : About £500 to open mine.

Tenure : Freehold, leased from Native owners.

Quality of coal : Semi-bituminous.

Qutput: About 400 tons a week. Total output of mine, 13,000 tons.

Wages earned : 9s. to 10s. a day.

Price obtained : 7s. 6d. a ton on board, Ngunguru.

Number of men employed : Twelve.

Transit : By scows to wharf, Ngunguru, thence by small sailers to Auckland and Thames.

Method of sale: Chiefly sold to a Mr. Winston, of Auckland, and to North Shore Ferry
Company. . '

Mine management : Good.

Prospects : Fair. Said to be 100,000 tons in mine. Company has had two 10-per-cent.
dividends and have several years’ work ahead.

Tavpirt Cosn Mines (LiMITED).

Situation: On Waikato River, at Huntly, sixty-five miles south of Auckland.

Area : 2,000 acres.

Ownershlp The Taupiri Coal-mines (Limited).

Capital : £85,000 in 85,000 shares of £1 each—72,000 are paid up, 13, OOO are unallotted.
This nominal caplta.l really represents the interest of the amalgamated companies in the property,
and does not represent cash.

) Expenditure : £20,000 written down to £9,000 at extended mine, and £18,000 at other two
mines.

Tenure : Lease from various private owners.

Quality of coal : Very good household coal—said to be fair for steam, but cannot compete with
Waterborne coal from Whangarei Mines.

Output: 78,000 tons a year. Total output, 1,026,000 tons.

Average cost to company: 5s. 8d.

Wages earned : £2 5s. a week, or 9s. a day when working. There has been much broken time.

By the ton, the men are paid 2s. 9d. for household and 2s. 3d. for steam.

Price obtained : 7s. 3d.

Number of men employed : 180.

Transit : By rail to Auckland, costing 6s. 6d. a ton.

Mine-management : The ventilation in the past has been deficient, and not sufficient strictness
in observing the requirements of the Act has been shown. There is every prospect of an immediate
improvement in this respect, and also in providing two known means of egress from the mine. The
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ventilation in the Kimihia Mine is the most seriously defieient, and the methods heretofore adopted
have been unsatisfactory, and must be altered.

General observations: There were originally four companies at work at Huntly. The Taupiri
Extended was the principal company, and opened their mine about twenty-five years ago. Then
came the Taupiri Reserve Company ; then the Waikato Coal Company. The Taupiri Extended
leased their first mine from Mr. Ralph. Thislease ran out ten years ago, and they then opened the
present mine on 150 acres of freehold land adjoining the old mine. Sbhortly after that Messrs.
Ralph and Biss sank a shaft near the river and opened the present mine. There was not sufficient
trade for four mines, and the Taupiri Extended and Taupiri Reserve Companies leased Ralph s
mine at £800 a year and kept it closed. The four companies have now been combined into one
company. The Extended Mine and Waikato Mine are doing very little, and the chief work is being
done in the Kimihia and Ralph Mines.

SOUTH ISLAND—-WEST COAST.
WesTPoRT Coan Companies’ MINES,

The importance and magnitude of these mines require some more detailed observations than
usual. The statement taken by us from Mr. Joachim, general manager of the company, is interest-
ing and valuable. He says the company was incorporated in 1882 with a nominal capital of
£400,000 in 80,000 shares of £5 each, of which 69,000 have been issued, leaving 10,000 unallotted.
£3 10s. per share has been called np and paid, but 10s. a share has been written off for losses, leav-
ing £3 a share equal to £207,000. Debentures have been issued for £65,000, and there are other
liabilities equal to £40,000. The whole of this capital and the money from debentures has been
expended in developing the mines. The company have paid away the following amounts :—Wages :
£960,690; royalty, railway haulage, rates and taxes, £510,992 ; freights to local carriers, £708,413;
stores, £86,397 ; new works and plant, £154,747 ; repairs and sundries, £23,214; total, £2,444,453.

The leases held by the company comprise 5,430 acres on the Buller Coal Reserve. The output
from 1883 up to the present has been :—1883, 34,997 tons; 1884, 74,319 tons ; 1885, 47,748 tons;
1886, 73,983 tons ; 1887, 115,940 tons; 1888, 130,218 tons; 1889, 163,914 tons ; 1890, 160,240 tons ;
1891, 192,604 tons; 1892, 198,190 tons; 1893, 223,511 tons; 1894, 215,770 tons; 1895, 183,744
tons; 1896, 211,472 tons; 1897, 243,617 tons; 1898, 279,541 tons; 1899, 327,015 tons; 1900,
368,334 tons : making a total output of 3,245,107 tous.

From 1882 to 1887 no dividend was paid, but since then the dividend account stands as under:
—1887, 21 per cent. ; 1888, 5 per cent.; 1889, 6 per cent.; 1890, nil; 1891, 7} per cent.; 1892, T3
per cent.; 1893, 74 per cent. ; 1894, 6 per cent. ; 1895, 6 per cent. ; 1896, 6 per cent.; 1897, 6% per
cent. ; 1898, 7 per cent.; 1899, 7% per cent.; 1900, 8 per cent. The dividends paid equal 41 per
cent. on the capital from commencement of company in 1882.

The company’s mines may be divided into two main divisions—rviz., the Denniston Mines and
Millerton or Granity Creek Mines. The Denniston Mines, known also as the Coalbrookdale and
Ironbridge Mines, are situated on the Denniston Plateau, about fourteen miles north-west of Westport,
between the headwaters of the Wareatea and Waimangaroa Rivers, at an elevation of about 1,800 ft.
above sea-level, and contain 2,480 acres. The coal has to be lowered down two inclines, covering
a distance of one mile, with a drop of 1,700ft. The upper incline is 33 chains in length, with a
vertical fall of 830ft. on a grade of 1in 1'3. The lower incline is 50 chains in length, with a fall
of 864 ft. in that distance, the maximum grade being 1 in 2:2. The inclines are worked by direct
rope haulage, and the descending weight is utilised to draw up the empty return wagon. The
wagons or trucks are the ordinary Government railway-trucks, holding about 7 tons each, and one
truck is lowered and one hauled up at each operation of the rope. The gross weight of the load,
truck included, is about 11 tons. A 4in. steel-wire rope is used, special hydraulic brakes are pro-
vided, and accidents are few ; but the loss of a truck costs the company £116, that being the price
charged by the Railway for each truck lost, and a slip or break-away generally involves the destruc-
tion of the truck. About fifteen trucks, or 105 tons, an hour is the average speed of lowering. The
company own a private line, from the foot of the incline to the Government Railway at Wellington
Mine Station, Waimangaroa, a distance of about a mile and a quarter. The Railway Department take
charge of the trucks at the foot of the incline, and have an arrangement with the company for
adjusting the haulage over the company’s line. The trucks are filled at the bins at the top of the
incline at Denniston, and before the coal arrvives at the bins it has to be brought in mine-tubs by
means of an endless rope, distances (according to the working-place it comes from) varying from
two to four miles.

The Granity Creek or Millerton lease is situated about ten miles north-east from the Coal-
brookdale workings, and contains 2,950 acres. It lies at an elevation of 1,500 ft. above the sea and
the railway which runs along the beach. At this mine, instead of railway-trueks being taken up
the hill, the coal is lowered in the mine-tubs by means of an endless rope, with very powerful
hydraulic-brake machinery, and is the most complete and expensive plant of the kind in the colony.
The lower incline is 50 chains long, with a grade of 1 in 375, and carries, when fully loaded, fifty
full tubs and fifty empty ones, on alternate sides. The tubs hold 174 cwt. of coal each, and travel
two and a half to three miles per hour, and can thus put out 1,600 tons in eight hours’ work.
The upper incline is 51 chains long, and extends 28 chains into the mine, making a total length of
79 chains, with an average grade of 1 in 15, and can work up to seventy-nirie tubs on each side.
At the foot of the incline there is a very effective screening apparatus, capable of turning ous, it is
said, 400 tons of screened coal in eight hours. Storage-bins for 1,600 tons, and all other appliances
for placing the coal on the railway-trucks are also provided. Additional bins were in course of erec-
tion at the time of our visit in January last.

We were greatly pleased with these works and appliances at Millerton, and have nothing but
praise for them. The company has profited by its experience at Deniston, and has had the advan-
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tage of securing great engineering skill in designing and erecting the plant and machinery. The
company itself claims that the plant is the most perfect of its kind in Australasia, and we hardly
think this claim is exaggerated.

The practice of this company appears to have been to make no distinction between the coals
coming from their different mines. The general manager says he prefers to reckon the price at the
foot of the ineline in each case, and he fixes the price at 7s. 10d. a ton, and, adding railway haulage,
2s. 6d., and royalty 6d. = 10s. 10d. f.0.b. Westport. Mr. Joachim says that only one-fifth of
the coal taken from the mine is fit for sale as screened household coal, and he divides the price in
this way: 1 ton of screened coal at incline, 14s., and 4 tons at 6s. 3d., average, 7s. 10d. The
freight to Wellington is §s. 6d. The trade get screened coal at £1 2s. 6d. He says:—* Six
months ago we raised the price 1s. We could sell unscreened coal in Wellington at 18s. 6d. and
should bé glad to sell it at that. The retail price, Dunedin was £2 for screened household. It
was £1 17s. up to January last. We get £1 4s. 6d. at the ship's side in Dunedin and
£1 5s. 6d. at Lyttelton. We screen coal at Lyttelton and charge £1 8s. for it. In Auckland we
get £1 4s. to £1 7s., according to size of cargoes.” The Christchurch agent of the company, Mr.
Thomas Brown, told us that they sold coal free on trucks at Liyttelton: screened, £1 5s. to £1 6s.;
unscreened, 19s. 6d. to £1 1s.; small, 16s. to 16s. 6d.; and in some large contracts, 15s. 6d. for
small. Out of 100 tons of face-coal they would get 40 tons of round or screened household and
60 tons small, or nuts and slack. Taking 100 tons of face-coal at 18s. 6d. = value, £92 10s., and
adding 2s. 6d. a ton for labour in screening, £12 10s. = £105. He produces screened coal, 40 tons
at £1 8s., £56; small coal, 60 tons at 16s., £48= £104. The question of price and distribution will
however, be discussed under another head.

The Westport Coal Company may be said to have in round numbers about half a million of
money invested in the mines. The colony has an even larger sum invested in the harbour works
at Westport and in the railway from Westport to Mokihinui. The present prosperity of the town
of Westport is dependent, in a very large degree, upon the coal-mining industry, and should it fail,
the town will fail with it, and the colony will lose largely on the investment in harbour works and
railway.

The following memorandum supplied by Mr. Greenland, secretary of the Westport Harbour
Board, shows the expenditure from 1st January, 1885, to 81st December, 1900 (prior tc 1885
perhaps £20,000 had been spent on the harbour) :—Ordinary harbour management, £53,772
14s. 7d. ; interest and sinking fund, £271,246 9s. 5d.; harbour works, £589,198 19s. 114d.; railway
from Ngakauwau to Mokihinui, £37,288 18s. 8d.; purchase of Mokihinui Company’s railway,
£15,745 ; total, £1,033,283 10s. 1d.

To supply this expenditure the sum of £620,000 has been borrowed at 4 per cent. by the
Harbour Board, under a General Government guarantee, and the balance (£413,283 10s. 1d.) has
been supplied from the revenue of the Board. To this expenditure must be added about £100,000
the colony expended in the railway from Westport to Ngakauwau, the success of which depends
almost entirely upon the coal-trade. At present the Board is in a very prosperous condition, and
shows an annual surplus of revenue over expenditure and interest of over £12,000, and it is
intended to expend further moneys in improving the harbour and the facilities for loading
vessels at the wharves. The colony has, therefore, a very substantial and direct interest in
the continued prosperity of the Buller coalfield. If the present output can be increased, or even
maintained, there will be no danger of either the company or colony losing money. We
are not, your Excellency, professed geological experts, and we have not been called upon to
examine the coal-measures with a view to our reporting upon the quantities still remaining, but
it does not require a professional geologist or an exhaustive survey to know that the estimate
put forth by the Geological Department, as being still a reliable estimate of the quantity of coal in
the Buller Reserve and elsewhere in the colony, is deceptive, and though there might be some
excuse for publishing it under authority in 1888, we are surprised that it has been republished in
the Mines Record of 17th September, 1500. The gross quantity of coal estimated by Sir J. Hector
to be contained in all the then-known coalfields in New Zecaland was 443,948,000 tons. That esti-
mate was made in 1888, and is only put forth as a rough estimate calculated from imperfect surveys.
In 1900 the editor of the Mines Record gravely deducts 8,833,425 tons known to have been taken

“from the mines, and leaves the balance as the quantity calculated to be available. In the meantime °
it has been demonstrated that the data on which these quantities were calculated were absolutely
misleading. Kawakawa was estimated to contain 11,000,000 tons, but the mines opened are
exhausted after producing less than 1,000,000 tons, and there is only too much reason to fear that
the other estimates are equally overstated. As to there being 138,000,000 tons in the Buller, as
estimated in the table published, the only chance of there being anything like that quantity consists
in the possibility that there may be deposits on the flats and beneath the sea, of which at present
no sign has been discovered, and of which, consequently, no account was taken in framing the esti-
mate. The coalfields of New Zealand have confounded all the previous knowledge of professed
experts, and the conclusions drawn from data as to quantity have been already proved misleading
and fallacious. The method of computation of quantity appears to have been as follows :—An acre
contains 4,840 square yards, therefore coal with a superficies of 4,840 square yards and a depth of
1 yard contains 4,840 cubic yards, and generally, speaking of solids, as many tons ; deducting 1,840
tons for waste, there is left 3,000 tons per acre on a 3 ft. seam, or 1,000 tons per acre per foot of
seam. This is the formula adopted in estimating quantities of coal in a coal area, and when there
is a small area, as that covered for instance in the Brunner workings, it turns out to be fairly correct.
The fallacy lies in taking thousands, or even hundreds, of acres, and reckoning them as all con-
taining the seam or seams of coal. Experience shows that it is very rare to find coal in New
Zealand evenly distributed over even a small area, and that the outcrops are not to be relied on as
indications of continuous seams. The hundreds of millions of tons in Sir James Hector’s estimate
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are dependent on conditions which experience shows do not exist in this colony. We feel it our
duty to state in the plainest way that there is no unlimited coal supply in New Zealand, but that,
so far as is known at present, the supply is comparatively small, and will be all wanted for the
colony’srequirements. Of course there is a possibility that further research may find large deposits,
but at present those deposits are not known, and should not be depended on. These observations
are made with reference to the coal-deposits of New Zealand generally, and also with reference to
the Buller Coal Reserve in particular.

The success which has attended the harbour works at Westport is very gratifying, showing
skill in design and execution. Vessels drawing 18 ft. to 20ft. can safely enter the harbour, and as
much as 3,000 tons has been taken out in one vessel. The town of Westport has trebled its
population during the last fifteen or sixteen years, and its permanence and prosperity depends very
largely on the coal-industry. Coal and gold are practically its only resources, for nature has denied
it any land fit for agriculture or grazing. Gold-mining has been hitherto subject to the periodical
““booms "’ and lulls generally incidental thereto, although there are very promising indications that
it will develop some day into great importance. In the meantime coal is the foundation upon
which the place exists, and should a failure in supply take place, very serious indeed will be the
consequences, not only to the individuals comprising the population, but also to the colony
generally, which would have to find any deficit in the interest on the Harbour Board loan.

A full inquiry was held by us at Denniston as to the inspection, control, and management of
the Westport Coal Company’s mines, at which the owners of the mine and the Miners’ Union,
representing the men employed underground, were present by their authorised agents.

Certain specified charges were made by the Miners’ Union, which may be summarised as
under :—

. Want of proper ventilasion.

Allowing inexperienced persons to have charge of a coal-face.

Want of two separate outlets to mine fit for men to travel.

Closing Big Dip section of Coalbrookdale Mine before coal extracted.

Specially charging the Inspector, Mr. Tennent, with allowing the matters above
alleged to exist. .

Specially charging Mr. Tennent with communicating the names of persons complaining
of matters connected with the mines, and thus contravening section 44 of ¢ The
Coal Mines Act, 1891.”

Ventilation of Mine.—At Granity Creek we found the mines well ventilated, and from inquiries
we personally made from the men we believe that no cause for complaint exists. William Madison,
the secretary of Granity Creek Miners’ Union, who has other causes of complaint against the
company in respect to machine-working, says he worked four years at Dip and Rise sections of
Granity Creek Mine, and found the ventilation very good in all parts. William Davidson, who, in
conjunction with Madison, acted as check-inspector for the men, says that everything was in good
order. The evidence taken on this head was very short, as there appeared to be a genuine feeling of
satisfaction among the men employed in this mine, with the company, and the way it provided for
their health and safety.

Means of Exit.—We found ample provision under this head, and no complaint was made. We
took pains to ascertain from the men, in an informal manner, whether there was any ground for
complaint, and whether there was any apprehension on their part that harm would befall them if
they communicated anything against the management, and we satisfied ourselves that in Granity
Creek no such causes existed. : .

Denniston Mines: Ventilation.—These mines have been working for nearly twenty years, and
we are of opinion that in past years there were occasions in which ventilation was deficient. Many
causes contributed to this—want of experience being probably the chief. The company, even when
their prospects were the reverse of cheerful, appear to have been liberal in the outlay of money, and
want of funds, too often the excuse for bad work in mining-ventures, has not been alleged by or
against them. Messrs. Foster, Dellaway, Patz, Cadman, Brown, and Moye, all miners employed in
the mines, speak of the air being bad on occasions, but no formal complaint was made to the
management, and, generally speaking, if a miner complained to the underground-manager, the
defect was remedied. TFoster says, 1 believe men have come home from want of air. We did not
represent this to the Inspector, as we had lost confidence in him.” The incident in the Cardiff Mine,
re Beirne and others’ letter to the Minister of Mines, is given as the reason for loss of confidence;
but we think that, as this was a solitary instance of letters being divulged, a little too much stress
is laid on it by the men, and their natural independence, coupled with the freedom with which they
criticise the action of the company, rather repels the idea that they were afraid to speak. Patz,
the secretary of the Union, and one of the check-inspectors, says,  The Lady Glasgow section was
bad twelve months ago. Menzies’ Jig was improved recently, after atteniion of mine-manager was
drawn to it. I complained to Dunn (underground manager). You will find it reported in book,
and it was remedied. I have no other instances to cite. I have been check-inspector for the men,
and when I found fault I complained. I do not know if my complaints have all been attended to.
I wrote my report in company’s books.”” The reports of the check-inspeetor were put in before us
—they extend from October, 1898, to December, 1900, and are signed by Messrs. Hollows, Little,
Patz, and Moye, according as the inspection was made. These reports have such a bearing on the
charges made against the management that though we do not quote them at length in this report
we desire to call special attention to the evidence in which they appear. If these reports are to be
depended on there is no ground for a charge of neglect in respect to ventilation by the manage-
ment.

The Inspector, Mr. Tennent, says, I first inspected Denniston Mines, July, 1897, and after-
wards every two or three months. I found general ventilation good. I have seen an odd place
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now and again not so good. I always had it attended to. Brattice would be put up. I never had
a complaint.”

The mine-manager, Mr. Lindop, elaims that the mines, as a whole, are the best ventilated in
the world. They may be, and yet places may occur therein in which the air has been deficient.
He says, «“ Everything possible has been done, and they have been favoured by nature—they bore
out to daylight in nuwmerous places.” He says, «“ We have only forty miners on piece-work and
eighty on wages ; it is to our interest to ventilate well. There are 400 employés in all.”’ He pro-
duces books signed by check-inspectors showing the ventilation to be satisfactory to the men; and
certainly if there was a deficiency in ventilation, these check-inspectors, who are appointed by their
fellow-workmen to protect their safety, are doubly blamable. We think that though there were
oceasions on which the air was comparatively bad, these were exceptional cases, such as a drive

being taken to daylight, or a stenton being driven to a bord in a particular place, and that, as a
" whole, the ventilation for a good many years has not been seriously deficient. There is little
excuse for deficient ventilation in- these mines. It is true, as Mr. Lindop says, that they have
been favoured by nature in facilities for ventilation ; but it is also true that, as a rule, the safer the
mine is naturally, the more careless the workers therein will be. We have seen a mine with a
naturally good roof, requiring very little timber, absolutely unsafe, because that little was not sup-
plied. We have seen mines difficult to ventilate amply supplied with air by artificial means, and
natural facilities for ventilation do not always mean good air. At the time of our visit we found
the air good and the ventilation satisfactory in every part of the mine. We found an ample supply
of brattice-cloth erected where required.

Charge of allowing Inexperienced Persons to have charge of a Coal-face. —Whatever the form
of this charge may be, we find that it is in fact an attack on the machine known as the ““iron-
man,” This is a machine worked by compressed air, and is used for ‘“holeing,” or undercutting
the face of coal, and it is found that men who have worked in quartz-mines and other mining-work
are, after a fow months’ experience, at least as efficient in working this machine as men who have
wrought long years in coal-mines and are prejudiced against the machines. The party who make
the charge against the management cite one instance only of an accident occurring during the use
of the machine. In that case a man named Hart was injured in August, 1900, through the coal
coming away from the face after it had been holed or undercut by the machine. The accident was
probably, if not certainly, due to deficient spragging. The injury did not turn out to be serious,
the man being laid up for about a month. It is alleged that the accident arose through the
ignorance of the man who was working the machine. This man was an experienced quartz-miner,
and had worked in a coal-mine for eighteen months; but we are of opinion that the accident did
arise from his neglecting the preseribed precautions in spragging. Thig is a fault which is not un-
common in experienced coal-miners, and some of these have, according to the evidence, been
themselves prosecuted for negligence in spragging coal. Workmen in coal-mines, from the youngest
boy to the oldest miner, have to be protected against their own carelessness. We think the charge
as made is not proved by adducing one instance of neglect. Mr. Lindop, the manager, says, ¢ The
old miners are much opposed to the machines. We have tried them, but they refused to work the
machines.” We are of opinion that, with ordinary care, the machines are safer than the old way
of holeing with apick; but, again, we observe that the safer the conditions the more careless the
men are, and accidents thus occur which might be prevented. This accident to Hart was the only
accident which occurred during the three years the machines have been in use.

Want of Two Separate Outlets to Mine.—This charge is the same as that made against the
Westport Cardiff Company, and we have dealt with it fully under that head. There is no
foundation for it. There have always been two means of egress and ingress to the mines at
Denniston and Granity, and generally there are more than two, but men are not allowed to travel
them unless in cases of emergency, for the reasons we have before stated. We think, however,
that it should be made compulsory on mine-owners to have notice-boards pointing out *“ Way of
Escape,” and that periodically the men should be taken through these ways, so that they may
know them when the emergency calling for their use arises.

Closing Workings before ail Coal extracted.—This is a charge easy to make, but hard to
prove or disprove. The interests of the mine-owners tehd to induce the extraction of all the coal
available, subject to the possibility of financial pressure and the state of the coal-market, inciting
owners to skim over expensively worked portions of the mine, in order to get easily won coal of
higher quality. We cannot rely much upon the opinions of the workmen, as opposed to those of
the owners, on a question involving so many interests and much engineering skill. The covenant
in the lease to the company is that ‘ the lessees will work and manage the said mines in the most
approved manner, and to the satisfaction of any Inspector of Mines appointed under “ The Coal
Mines Act, 1891,” and so as to do as little injury as possible to the surface, and without com-
mitting or creating any waste or unnecessary loss of coal, and shall and will raise and draw the
slack that may be gotten in the said mine, or so much thereof as may be necessary to preserve the
said mine clean and not exposed to any danger or damage by fire.”

It will, therefore, be seen that unnecessary waste or loss of coal would be a breach of
covenant of the lease for which the lease might be determined by the Crown and possession
resumed. The Inspector says: ¢ The company carried out the workings in the Big Dip section to
the best advantage. There is no get-at-able coal left in the Big Dip. The coal under dispute is a thin
seam with stone pands in it, and not worth taking out. I have no authority to order the company -
to work any particular place. It was not possible to take out the remainder of the coal then. It
had a tendency to damage the terrace and endanger the machinery. It will be possible to work it
at any time, but it will not be worth working—it depends on the price of coal.”

We see no reason to differ with this opinion of the Inspector. It is a most regrettable fact
that, owing to faults, bands of stone and soft coal, a vast quantity of coal must be left until the
price of coal has, through scarcity of supply, risen to almost famine prices, and thus made it
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remunerative to work. This is the grave danger to the coal-industry of New Zealand. The mines
are disappointing expectations, based upon external indications, but it is idle to blame mine-
owners for omitting to work seams which can only be worked at a loss.

MoxkiriNvr MiINES.

Westport-Cardiff.—We have already given so full a deseription of this property that we deem
it unnecessary to trouble Your Excellency with further observations thereon.

Mokihinui Company’s Mine.—This company has had a chequered, and at some periods of its
existence, a stormy career. Some portions of its history is recorded in a parliamentary paper of
nearly eighty pages—C.-8, 1889. The conflict between Mr. Eugene O’Conor and the directors of
the company during the year 1892 rose almost to historic importance, and is recorded in the said
paper ; but the company went into liquidation, and on the 21st February, 1899, the mine was
handed over to the Government by the liquidators. Up to that date 43,000 tons of coal had been
produced, and £40,000 capital lost. The seams in this mine are divided into three, viz.—the Big
Seam Mine, the Upper Mine, and the Hut Seam Mine. In the first named, all the available coal is
said to be worked out; the second chiefly contains soft coal; the last contains only coal-faulty,
soft, and intermixed with stone. Such was Mr. Tennent’s report in May, 1899, and there is good
reason to believe that the feeling in the Mokihinui district against that officer arose from the
unfavourable nature of his report. Mr. Corby candidly avows this to be the case, and others less
candid hardly concealed the reason for their antagonism. We hope that it will be long before a
public officer suffers for honestly-expressed opinions given in the discharge of his duty. Opinions
may differ as to the value of the coal in this area, those who have little to lose and something to gain
are apt to be optimistic in their view of mining-ventures; but Mr. Tennent’s opinion is entitled to

respect in this instance, and we have learned nothing which will enable us to differ from is.
' The most hopeful area in this district is that known as the ¢ Cave’’ area, of which Mr. R. B.
Denniston, a well-known coal-expert, reported favourably, though not positively. We understand
that this area will be tested, and, if possible, opened. It is situated in the Westport-Cardiff lease,
and lies between that area and the Mokihinui Company’s area. In May, 1899, a fire was existent
in the Big Seam Mine, and we believe is still alive, though sealed off. It should be watched lest
further mischief occur.

Last year a party of twelve practical coal-miners obtained a lease of the Mokihinui Company’s
Mine from the Government, and worked it on co-operative principles, with the result that they
obtained 14,000 to 16,000 tons of coal from the Upper Mine, paying £3,000 to £4,000 in wages, and
£2,200 to the Government for railway haulage, and £350 royalty. It is uncertain what further
quantity will be obtained, but there is not very much known coal left in the mine. The coal which
has been obtained by this party bears out the description given of it by Mr. Tennent. It is,
however, a fairly good steam coal.

It is so long since the company worked the mine, and the men employed have so scattered
over the colony, that no information was given us as to the inspection, control, and management
by the company. At the time of our inquiry there were no complaints, and apparently no reason
to complain. The mine was thoroughly ventilated and timbered, and apparently safe.

GrEY VALLEY MINES.

The mines specially committed to our notice in this district are the Brunner Dip, Brunner
Rise, and Blackball. The two former form part of a group of mines situated at the locality known
as Brunner, on the Grey River, some eight miles above the town and port of Greymouth. Grey-
mo uth is the most important town on the west coast of the South Island, containing a population
of 3,000, and is the centre of trade for Westland, Grey, and Inangahua Counties. A railway is
completed to Reefton, and Greymouth is the terminus of the Midland Railway. It commands a
considerable quantity of agricultural land, besides vast quantities of timber ; its goldfields appear
to be reviving, and its coal supply has largely contributed to its prosperity. The port of Greymouth
has been improved at a cost of about £200,000 for which the Government of the colony has given
a guarantee. In the year ending December, 1900, 624 steamers and twenty-four sailing-vessels
entered the port, representing 199,834 tons ; the average depth of water on the bar has been 20 ft.
" The harbour suffers from its exposure to heavy seas from the south-west and north-east, and is at
times impossible to enter. The Reefton Railway passes close to the mines at Brunner, and within
three miles of the Blackball Mine,

In 1891 a Royal Commission was appointed to inquire, inter alia, into the circumstances
attending the coal-mining industry at Brunner, and we make use of the following data given in the
Commissioners’ Report :—

¢ The Brunner Mine consists of 1,280 acres, comprised in Section 24 Sq. 119, Grey Coal
Reserve, a lease of which was originally granted to Messrs. Hughes and McCarthy for twenty-one
years from 1st January, 1874, This lease was by them transferred to the Brunner Coal-mining
Company in 1875, and afterwards, in 1879, to Mr. Martin Kennedy, who surrendered it in
December, 1886, and obtained in lieu thereof a new lease for sixty-three years from 1st January,
1887, at an inereased rental and output. This lease is still in force, but was acquired by the Grey
Valley Coal Company in August, 1888. The conditions are the payment of a dead-rent. and the
output of a specific quantity of coal, as follows : First eight years’ rent £4¢0, output 45,000 tons;
next 28 years’ rent £750, output 75,000 tons; last 27 years’ rent £1,000, output 100,000 tons,
and during the first eight years a royalty of 6d. a ton, to be thereafter increased for the remainder
of the lease to 1s. The dead-rent, however, is merely a minimum of royalty, and is not chargeable
. when the royalty exceeds it in amount. The output from this mine up to 1900 was 1,594,027 tous,
and during the year 1899 was 96,511 tons; the total royalty paid to the Government amounted, at
6d. a ton, to £39,860. The property was assigned in 1888 to the Grey Valley Coal Company
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(Limited), and forms part of the group of mines now held by that company—viz., the Brunner
Mine, the Coalpit-heath Mine, the. Wallsend and Tyneside Mines, all of which have, with the
exception of the Brunner Mine, ceased to work.”

In 1891, the Royal Commissioners (consisting of Sir James Hector and Messrs. Moody and
Brown) reported as follows ;:—¢* Out of the area of 1,280 acres, 183 acres have been worked, yield-
ing 778,325 tons, with an average yield per acre, before any of the pillars were removed, of
6,000 tons. There are several seams, but only the main seam has been opened on. It dips to the
west, and the boundary of the leasehold in that direction appears to have been laid off with the
view of securing only the portion of the seam which could be worked to the rise. As the water-
level was advanced it was, however, found to bear off to the north-east, and at a distance of
18 chains from the entrance this coal is cut by the Brunner fault, to pass through which, threw the
water-level still further to the east, and away from the boundary; so that the property has been
proved to contain a considerable area of coal, which lies to the dip. That portion of the coal which
lies to the south side of the fault has been worked out, but the large portion beyond the fault is still
intact. The extension of the mine to the north is at present stopped by a second fault, which was
partially explored three years ago by a stoue drift, 13 chains long, and two bore holes, but without
satisfactory results. As far as this fault the whole of the coal to the rise has been mined on the
pillar-and-stall system. In what are known as the old workings lying to the south of the
Brunner fault, the coal was very thick, frequently over 20 {t., and the chambers were very large,
and when the roof flaked off were in some cases as lofty as 26 ft. This portion of the workings is
now ciosed, so that its present condition cannot be ascertained. No pillars are now being worked
there, but at a former time some of the pillars, at no great distance back from the outcrop, were
partially removed, and some near the fault wholly excavated, and the roof allowed to settle. From
the rise-workings beyond the fault the pillars are now being worked out, and the roof is settling
down in a satisfactory manner. The coal in this part of the mine being much thinner, the pillars
have also been worked out along the south side of the Brunner fault in the dip workings.”

That report was published ten years ago. At the time of our inspection, in February, 1901,
we found that the condition of the mine had not changed for the better. Mr. Alison, the present
manager, says 360 acres have been worked, and that such area is bounded on all sides by cliffs, or
thinning-out of the coal. There are, however, indications of a coal-seam at the back, but without
counting on such possibilities there are only about 200,000 tons of available coal to be taken from
the mine, when, if a new seam is not found, the mine must close. At present time the mine affords
employment to 250 men, and the fortnightly pay amounts to between £1,200 and £1,400. The
whole of the workings outside the dip and these sections are under water. One of the witnesses
appearing before us—Mr. Russell—complains bitterly of the unskilful way in which the mine has
been worked. He says the coal has been taken out where it should not have been touched, with
the result that large portions of the coal have been lost. He further points out that, owing to the
fierce competition which at one time raged, and the insistence of consumers to have only the best
qualities of coal, much coal which is saleable to-day was quite unsaleable at the time the mine was
so worked. There is no doubt that consumers are now glad to use the coal which a few years ago
they would have rejected. Mr. Russell says, ¢ The Brunner and Coalpit-heath Mines have both
been spoilt through the management being in too big a hurry to get results. I think in no mine in
New Zealand should they be allowed to take out a single pillar until they have reached the boun-
dary of their lease.” We think he is probably right in his accusation, and sound in his recommenda-
tion. Mr. Russell goes further, however, and charges the Grey Valley Coal Company with being
actuated by sinister influences, and with having designedly ruined the Grey Valley mines in order
to benefit the Westport mines. The colour given to this charge is derived from the fact that the
Westport Coal Company and the Grey Valley Coal Company are practically the same proprietary,
but the evidence we have taken goes far to disprove this charge of having designedly lost £100,000
of their shareholders’ money, and of having deliberately put out unmarketable coal in order to close
two out of thie three Brunner mines, and thus create a monopoly for their Westport coal.

In March, 1896, a serious disaster occurred at the Brunner Mine, whereby sixty-five persons
lost their lives; and in April, 1896, a Royal Commission was appointed to inquire into the causes
thereof and, inter alia, to ascertain the nature and character of the working and general manage-
ment of the mine, and whether the mine was well managed or not. That Commission consisted
of Mr. District Judge Ward, Sir James Hector, Mr. Proud (a member of the present Commission),
and Mr. T. Skelton. They reported that prior to, and at the date of the accident, the ventilation
of the mine was ample, the machinery in perfect order and sufficient for all requirements, and the
supply of timber, brattice-cloth, and other stores sufficient in quantity and quality, that the
management of the mine was under the skilled control of competent officers, who discharged their
duties with care and reliability, and that the inspection of the mine was efficient. We are
of opinion that the same standard has since been maintained in these matters. Strong as is the
condemnation of some of the residents in the locality as to the method of laying off the workings
of the mine at the beginning, no allegations of laches on the part of the owners in matters of
ventilation, or providing for the safety of the miners has been made, but we are of opinion that the
ventilation of the rise-workings by natural means only is insufficient, and should be supplanted
at once by artificial means. Ventilation by natural means is too liable to be affected by atmos-
pheric and other conditions to be depended on in mines with any considerable extent of workings.

The Coalpit-heath Mine, about which a good deal has been said in the evidence attached,
is an area of 777 acres, Section 231, Square 119, Grey Coal Reserve, and was originally leased to the
Coalpit-heath Company in 1875, and transferred to the Westport Coal Company in 1887-8.
A new lease was granted to the latter company in 1889 for a term of sixby-three years. The rental
and output stipulated in the lease was as under:—First eight years, rent £250, output 24,000
tons; next twenty-eight years’ rent £500, output 30,000 tons ; last twenty-seven years’ rent £750,
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output 50,000 tons. During the first twenty-one years a royalty of 6d. per ton is provided, to be
inereased thereafter to 1s. per ton. The rent is not charged if the royalty exceeds it in amount.
The total output to date has been 577,190 tons, and the rent and royalty received, approximately,
£14,404. The mine is a continuation of the front part of the Brunner Mine or  old workings "’ to
the dip. It was at one time worked by a shaft 280 ft. deep, but, on the amalgamation of the com-
panies this shaft was abandoned, and the coal was hauled to the Brunner Mine stage by means of
an incline. A rib of coal, varying from 60 ft. in front to 400 ft. near the fault, has been left along
the boundary between the Coalpit-heath and Brunner Mines. This gives support to the hill, and
formerly cut off all the drainage from the Brunner Mine, but now the water has been allowed to
accumulate in the Coalpit-heath, which is flooded. From a large area the pillars along the side
of the fault were worked from the Coalpit-heath, and serious cracks in the roof extended to the
surface and admitted storm water. Sir J. Hector is the director of the New Zealand Geological
Department, and is such a recognised authority in mining-science, that we do not hesitate to quote
from the report he and his colleagues gave in 1891, and which, on this point, still states the situa-
tion correctly. They say, « The danger of a heavy slip from the hill, in consequence of the exca-
vation of the coal, is nobt imminent so long as the pillars in the old Brunner Mine and in the
southern part of the Coalpit-heath Mine and the said dividing rib of coal are left untouched. ‘We
are of opinion that great caution must be exercised, as there is evidence of extensive slips from the
hill having taken place in former years higher up the river than the Brunner Mine.”

Very shortly after the amalgamation the waters overcame the pumps and the mine was
drowned out. The Coalpit-heath Mine represents a loss of some £100,000 in shareholders’
capital. There appears to be some reason to believe that it would pay to open it out again in con-
junction with the Brunner Mine, but not alone, unless satisfactory arrangements were made for
using the Brunner Mine adit, and the mutual use of pumps. We have to take the opinions of a
few individuals on this point, and cannot obtain knowledge at first hand; we therefore cannot
speak with certainty upon it.

The Wallsend forms the third of the group gathered into the Grey Valley Coal Company
(Limited). Its history is as disappointing as that of the Coalpit-heath. Originally leased and
worked in 1875 by the Greymouth Coal Company, which fell into liquidation, it passed to a syndi-
cate, which transferred it to the Westport Coal Company. We have not attempted to raise the
veil which hangs over the operation of transfer and amalgamation, but we have no reason to think
there was anything very unusual in the transaction. The exceptional circumstance, however, is
the fact that the lease, which was for 1,000 acres, allowed the lessee to purchase the freehold of
150 acres at £5 an acre. This option was exercised, and 150 acres, through which the railway
runs, was purchased, and is_the freehold property of the Grey Valley Coal Company. On this
freehold two shafts, 650 ft. deep, were sunk, and were furnished with most costly appliances. It
is said that £120,000 was spent in equipping this mine, and that the whole of this large amount
has been lost. The whole of the workings have been within the 150 acres freehold, and, with the
exception of the portion under the Railway Reserve and under the river, are private property.

Mr. Joachim, the general manager of the Westport Coal Company, told us that the com-
pany bought the 150 acres for £750, and then put it into the pool out of which the Grey Valley
Company was formed. He says the Westport Coal Company had spent in purchase-money and
works, prior to the amalgamation, £80,000 on the property, but they did not spend any subse-
quently, for they closed the mine, dismantled the fine machinery, and allowed the workings to
flood. ~ The reason given for this is that the quality of coal in the Wallsend was inferior to the
Brunner, and the coal was cut by faults on all sides. They found they could supply all the
demands made upon them from the Brunner Mine, and therefore closed the Wallsend Mine and
lost the £80,000 invested. It has been alleged that when a trial shipment of Wallsend coal was
sent to Australia it was purposely made up of inferior coal, so as to ruin the reputation of the
mine, but the charge is so grave and is so entirely unsupported by any proof that, even in the
absence of denial, we could not treat it as having any weight ; but the question was specifically
put to Mr. Joachim, and we are satisfied that the management of the company were neither
foolish enough nor base eunough to do anything of the kind, and that the shipment was made
up and sent in good faith, and proved a failure. It will be remembered that this was ten or
twelve years ago, when the coal-market was better supplied than.at present. The mine was
recently sold at auction to a private individual for a small sum, and is still lying idle, but as it is
private property the Government cannot interfere.

As to the statement of Mr. Wills that the company desired to impose a condition that all
coal got from the mine by any purchaser should be sold out of New Zealand, we accept the denial
of the company’s officers and manager, and the statement is, on the face of it, incredible.

The Tyneside Mine is opposite the Brunner Mine, and it was first worked by Mr. J. Kilgour.
It was acquired by the Greymouth Coal Company, and afterwards by the Grey Valley Coal Com-
pany. It really forms part of the Wallsend lease. The output was 18,398 tons, and 1t was closed
after the amalgamation of the companies. It is said to be faulted to such an extent as to render
working unprofitable.

The Blackball Mine is situated some seventeen miles from Greymouth and three miles from
the Grey-Reefton Railway. It comprises a lease or leases of 1,914 acres in all, for a term of
twenty-one years from January, 1886. The leases were originally held by Messrs. Kilgour and
others, but were transferred in 1886 to the Blackball Company, who purchased the freehold from
the Midland Railway Company, and we understand that the property has recently been sold to Sir E.
Dawes, who represents an English company or syndicate.

Mr. Joseph Scott, the mine-manager, told us that the mine had been working for about
seven years and a half, and the workings extended over about 60 acres. The mine is three
miles in a straight line from the Ngahere Railway-station, on the northern side of the Grey River,
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The coal is carried by buckets containing 8cwt. each along an aerial tramway, three miles long,
from the mine to the railway. The tramway is worked by a 20-horse-power steam-engine, and
can put out 250 tons in eight hours. The cost of the tramway and outside works has been about
£25,000, and it is said that 500 tons a day is the maximum to which the tramway can work.
There are about eighty hands at present employed in and about the mine, which number will be
nearly doubled when two shifts a day are again at work. The coal-getters receive 2s. 3d. per ton,
and average about 12s. 3d. a day. The wages-men receive 8s. a day. The mine is well ventilated
by means of a furnace in Blackball Creek drawing the air through the main tunnel. 3

Two fatal accidents have occurred—one from a fall of coal caused apparently by insufficient
spragging, and the other from a jig-prop breaking and striking a man on the head.

A fire was discovered in Nos. 4 and 5 headings off the bottom level on the 30th November. A
man named Green was found missing, and on search being made his body was recovered on the
9nd December, and the fire located. Green had been suffocated by the fumes of carbon-monoxide
gas (white damp), and at considerable risk his body was found and brought out. A dam was built
across the main tunnel and water brought in, which flooded the mine, and after a period of two
months the fire was extinguished ; but the mine was idle until the 31st January, when work was
resumed.

The coal obtained is bituminous, and of good quality for steam and household purposes, but
does not command as ready a sale for household use as Westport coal. The mine-owners charge
at Ngahere—15s. for screened, 11s. for unscreened, and 8s. for slack or unsound nuts. The com-
pany have their own steamers to carry the coal from Greymouth. The railway-haulage from
Ngahere is 2g. 6d. per ton.

The supply of coal seems to be promising, and as much as ten years’ work is reckoned on from
the coal in view. We inspected all the working-places, and are of the opinion that the inspection
and management of the mine have been satisfactory.

ReerroN MINES.

As we passed through Reefton, on our way from Westport to Greymiouth, we held a sitting of
the Commission at Reefton, and gathered a good deal of information as to the loecal coal-mines and
coal-deposits, and subsequently we were induced by strong representations made to us to return
from Greymouth to Reefton, and take further evidence.

The main object of the gentlemen who attended and gave evidence was avowedly to help to
bring about the construction of a railway from Reefton down the Inangahua Valley ; but, excellent
as their purpose is, we feel it would he going outside the scope of our Commission to enter into this
question. There is no doubt that a very large area of the Inangahua Valley is coal-bearing, and
will be of immense value to the district, which appears to be slowly developing its great gold-bear-
ing quartz reefs, and will require large supplies of coal. The County Chairman, Mr. Betts, wisely
pointed out the necessity of preventing these coal-bearing areas passing out of the control of the
Crown, and we strongly recommend that no land be sold until it be ascertained that it is not coal-
bearing. The so-called coal-mines at Reefton are little more than holes in the hillside, from which
small quantities of coal are taken for local use, and there are so many of these spread over the
district that naturally the nearest to the place of demand are worked. Many of the quartz-
mining companies have their own coal-mine or pit close to their engine-sites. It is impossible to
obtain scientific working on such conditions, but there does not appear to be extra hazard to life or
likelihood of loss of coal at present. The Inspector appears to diligently inspect the mines and
advise those who are in charge.

The coal in the Inangahua district is of importance when considering that portion of our
report which deals with the necessity for a systematic survey of the coal resources of the colony
being undertaken.

KarrancaTa anp CastinE Hinn Mine.

This is an important mine, comprising an area of 1,100 acres of freehold land, employing
237 hands, and having produced in all 1,257,108 tons of coal. For the year ending December, 1900,
its output was 112,465 tons. The mine forms part of the properties held by the New Zealand Coal
and Oil Company (Limited), which has amalgamated the Kaitangata and Castle Hill Mines with
the Orepuki and Eliotvale Mines. The capital of the company is £180,000, with £70,000 deben-
ture capital, and the whole of the share capital is paid up. The Kaitangata Railway and Coal
Company (Limited) was established as a company and registered in 1875, and lasted until 1898,
when it was merged in the New Zealand Collieries, Railway, and Oil Syndicate, and this company
was again changed to the present New Zealand Coal and Oil Company (Limited). The mines
haye been a profitable investment, yielding an average of 15 per cent. per annum. The properties
held by the present company comprise 1,100 acres known as the Kaitangata Mine, which is leased
from the freeholder, Mr. W. Aitcheson; 858 acres at Castle Hill, the fee-simple of which belongs
to this company ; 1,250 acres at Orepuki (Southland) leased from the Crown; and 2,800 acres at
Eliotvate, the fee-simple of which belongs to the company.

Two of our number (Messrs. Proud and Lomas) made a very thorough examination of this
mine, spending three davs and part of the night therein. They also exaibined the Castle Hill
Mine.

The condition of the workings at the time of our visit in March last was not altogether satis-
factory, but so much good work has been done by the present manager, Mr. Broome, that we
believe that ere long the mine will be in & proper condition. The ventilation is the chief deficiency at
present, and either the connection with the Castle Hill Mine or an upcast shaft must be made.
The connection was begun under the former manager, Mr. Straw, and completion was promised in

- April, 1900; but it was never finished, and Mr. Broome preferred to put in a shaft, but so far that
has not been done, The shaft is, in our opinion, preferable, as it would give air by the shortest



19 C.—4.

way. The travelling-road for the men in case of accident was almost impassable, but immediate
improvement was promised. There bas been considerable friction between the owners and the
men employed. The owners appear to have been somewhat harsh in one or two instances, and the
men to have been unwise in their resentment. But an improved condition of matters appears to
be now the case, and we are of opinion that no good purpose would be served by entering into
bygone disputes, which, arising apparently over tritles, developed into graver troubles, and which
are now, we hope, things of the past. We think that, prior to Mr. Green’s appointiment a
Inspector and Mr. Broome’s appointment as manager, both inspection and management were
somewhat lax, and we cite this mine as an illustration of the necessity for the appointment of a
Chief Inspector, with full power to investigate and take prompt action when requisite. We wish
to draw attention to the report furnished by Mr. E. R. Green, Inspector of Mines, of his inspection
on the 1st November, 1899. He says therein that ‘“a shift of men are at work making ready to
drive a pair of levels, to meet another pair being driven from the Castle Hill Mine for a new return
airway and a second outlet.” These levels, he then reports, are ¢* being pushed on with all possible
speed night and day at each end, and having 24 chains to go. Mr. Shore (the then manager)
expects that it will be some time in April, 1900, before communication is established. The present
return airway, which is also the travelling-way and second outlet, shows signs of deterioration, and
it is not so passable as might reasonably be expected in a colliery employing two hundred men
underground. - The furnace is also showing signs of wear, so the completion of the new air-course
and the utilisation of the splendid furnace and air-shaft in the Castle Hill Mine will be of material
advantage to this colliery.” At the tiine of our visit, more than a year after the date of Mr. Green’s
report, the connection was not established, nor was the air-shaft which the management stated
they preferred to substitute for it even begun. The ventilation in the mine is consequently defi-
cient, and, as there is a good deal of gas at times in some places therein, laxity in this respect is
especially dangerous.

There appears to have been a good deal of laxity in giving out safety-lamps to men when gas
hag been found in their working-places. In the case of C. Penman and others they were allowed
to carry naked lights up to a certain point in the mine, and no official was stationed there to
prohibit them from going further. No attempt appears to have been made o prevent these and
other workmen from carrying matches and pipes where saftey-lamps were used ; and the fact that
out of the six lamps used by Penman and his mates four were found in an unfit state for use shows
either carelessness or incompetence on the part of the officer in charge. The practice of allowing
naked lights to be used in the working-places adjoining those where gas has been discovered is, in
our opinion, a source of danger that should, if possible, be averted. In every instance where such
danger exists no naked lights ought to be used, and great caution exercised to prevent the men from
carrying pipes or matches into such working-places.

In our opinion, greater care should have been exercised in properly fencing off the drive known
as Duncan’s heading, where gas was found during our inspection.

The present manager is to be commended for the way he is working the new parts of the
mine in small sections, driving the headings quickly and working out the bords and pillars and
sealing off, so as to prevent destruction to marketable coal.

In our opinion, the new air-shaft should be proceeded with at once, as it is next to impossible
to put the present return airway into a thoroughly satisfactory condition.

The coal obtained is a brown coal of good quality for household purposes, but of not much
value for steam. The price at Stirling Railway-station, which taps the company’s private line, is
11s. to 14s. per ton for good household ; nuts, 7s. 9d.; peas, 2s. 6d.; the dust is wasted. The bulk
of this coal is sold at 12s. 6d. a ton. The price paid for hewing is in accordance with an award—
viz., 3s. 6d. per ton, which includes the trucking of the coal. The wages-men are paid 10s. per diem.

We are of opinion that on the whole case made for the miners, who were ably represented by
their secretary, Mr. Donaldson, they established these facts: (1.) That there are several fires now
existing within the mine, one of which is alongside the main haulage-road, and, though bricked off,
is evidently still of considerable power, and would, if not continuously and effectively watched, be
a source of danger. (2.) That there is in the mine an amount of fire damp and black damp which,
in the absence of better ventilation than exists at present, is a source of danger. (3.) That the
means of escape in case of disaster have been insufficient for safety. These were the main charges
made against the management, and they were, in our opinion, established; and, remembering the
terrible explosion which occurred in this mine some twenty-two years ago, in which a large number
of lives were lost, we think the Miners’ Union were thoroughly justified in bringing them forward.
The minor matters—as to arbitrary dismissal of men and boys, and the want of generous treatment
in such matters as the miners’ annual picnic—we have touched upon, but, for the reasons given,
have not gone fully into.

The Castle Hill portion of the Kaitangata Mine we also thoroughly examined, and are able to
report much more favourably on. The work has been well laid off, the ventilation and roads are
good, the surface-works in excellent order. The conditions of labour and the quality of coal are
the same as at Kaitangata Mine. The same danger exists here as in the latter mine from fires.
At the time of our visit a fire was burning fiercely on the outerop on the farther side of the hill in
which the workings lie. From all indications the prospects of many years’ work on the coal now
in view are very good. There are a good many faults, but they are not of the nature to indicate a
sudden loss of the seam altogether. The brown-coal measures in the South Island generally may
be said to present more promise of quantity than the more valuable bituminous coal.

ALLENDALE.

The property known as the Allendale Mine is situated at Shag Point, some miles from Palmers-
ton South, and is owned by the Allendale Coal Company (Limited), which has a nominal capital of
£4,000, divided into 4,000 shares of £1 each. As far as we could lea,rn, the company is practically
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in the hands of two gentlemen, Messrs. McIntosh and Allen, and the shares are held by members
of their families. They possess a private railway from Bushy Park to the mine, a distance of two
miles, and the expenditure on the mine and railway is estimated by them at about £10,000. The
average output has been about 13,000 tons a year. It is sold at Bushy Park, the nearest Govern-
ment railway-station, at from 10s. to 14s. per ton, according to quality—the nuts are sold at 8s.
and the slack at 1s. per ton—but these prices have only been obtainable for the past year or so.
The price paid for hewing varies from 3s. to as much as 10s. in bad places, and is said to average
6s. 9d. a ton, including trucking. There was an award some time ago fixing 3s. 6d. a ton for
pillars, 4s. for levels, and 4s. 6d. for headings, exclusive of trucking. The shift-men are paid 10s.
a day. Truckers are paid from 4s. to 8s. The mine has not been profitable until the last year,
when a profit of something like £300 was made. There are about fifty men employed.

We were so impressed with the urgent necessity for immediate improvement in the condition
of this mine that we submitted to your Excellency an interim report thereon, as follows :—

« We visited this mine on the 20th March last. We found a prevailing feeling of apprehen-
sion of danger on the part of the miners employed, but they declared that if they gave evidence
they would lose their employment.

« We entered the mine by the only air-intake, and crawled along it, chiefly on our hands and
knees, for a distance of between 9 and 10 chains.  This roadway is made through ground where
the pillars have been removed without leaving sufficient support, and the whole place is creeping.
The props and timber overhead are breaking under the strain, the floor is coming up, and the sides
are bulging. It has all the indications of a place that may close in at any moment. This intake
leads into the main workings, which are on the dip from a main haulage-road, and are dependent
entirely for ventilation upon the air-intake. In every working-face we visited the air was deficient,
and up the north side it was still more seriously so. The Inspector of Mines, who was present,
could not obtain any reading from his anemometer. Dangerous and unhealthy as this condition
of things is, the peculiar and immediate danger arises from the strong possibility of the intake
closing, and the air-current, poor as if is now, ceasing altogether, when the black damp, of which
there is a considerable quantity in the mine, would probably overpower the men before they could
make their escape.

«« We were very unfavourably impressed with the condition of the whole mine. Broken sets of
timber were not infrequent, the roof was ragged and apparently neglected, and there was
altogether a want of care for the lives of the men employed. The quantity of timber set and in
hand appeared to us to be insufficient for safety. The chief ground, however, for representing this
now to your Excellency is the apprehension of some grave catastrophe through the want of proper
ventilation. We strongly recommend that immediate steps be taken to compel the owners of the
mine to put it in a condition of safety.” '

We are informed that an improvement has been now effected, but to what extent we are not
aware. Owing to the condition of the ground, we are of opinion that frequent inspection should be
made of this mine. ’

Suac Point MINE.

This mine is situated some two or three miles from the Allendale Mine, and its workings
extend some distance under the sea. Its present output is about 20,000 tons a year, and if
employs about seventy men all told. The men are paid under industrial agreement 5s. a ton for
bords, 6s. for headings, and shift-men 10s. a day. The mine is worked from a shaft, and is well
ventilated. .

The coal is sold at the railway-siding close to the mine at 15s. for round coal, 6s. to 8s. for
nuts; the slack is wasted. The coal is much used in Dunedin and elsewhere in the district, and
is of about the same quality as Kaitangata and Allendale coal, and fetches much the same price.
Unfortunately the prospects of the mine are not good; the coal appears to be pinching out, but
some boring is being done with a view to finding more coal.

With the exception of the grips on the cages in the shaft, to which the attention of the
manager has been called by the Inspector, we were well satisfied with the condition of the work-
ings in this mine. We were unable to obtain the usual statistical information as to the owner-
ship, share capital, and history of this property. The mine-manager was unable to supply it, and
unfortunately we were unable to obtain the attendance of the secretary.

Houesusa MINE.

This mine is situated on the freehold property of Mr. John Deans, at South Malvern, Canter-
bury. It is worked by the owner in conjunction with brick- and tile-works of considerable
magnitude. The mine has been working for twenty-eight years, and during all that time has been
under the management of Mr. Thomas Brown. It employs fourteen men in all, and turns out
about 25 tons of coal a day, of which quantity 20 tons are used per week at the potitery-works.
The balance of the coal is sold at the tip, which touches the railway, at 14s. per ton. The railway-
haulage to Christchurch is 4s. 6d. a ton for forty-nine miles of railway. The seam is 7{t. 61in.
to 8ft. thick, and lies fairly evenly at dip of 1in 3. The coal is a brown coal of good quality for
household purposes and pottery-works. It is at present being worked on the rise, and the supply
on that side is estimated to last three or four years at the present output. To work the dip side
will necessitate pumping-gear, and somewhat more expensive appliances, but when worked with
proper plant will enable a much larger output to be obtained at less cost. We found the workings
in a thoroughly satisfactory state, with good ventilation and roads, but the tramway from the mine
mouth to the tiphead, some two miles long, is in a rather dilapidated condition. The fire-clay
used in the pottery is obtained from a separate seam a little further up the gully than the mine-
There are said to be outcrops showing good coal in the neighbourhood of this mine which have
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ot been worked, and there are also several small coal-mines which are not at present working,
and which we could not visit. There is a considerable demand for this coal in the neighbourhood,
and a thoroughly efficient mine would be of great public utility.

SPRINGFIELD COAL-MINE.

This is the property of Mr. Horsley, and we visited it in April. The mine is said to be nearly
exhausted, and no coal i sold, but the quantity raised is utilised in Mr. Horsley's pottery-works.
It is a poor quality of coal, and has not yet been found in a payable seam. There is a great
scarcity of coal in this neighbourhood, although there are many indications that there is an exten-
sive area of coal-bearing land. Mr. Cloudesley, the hotelkeeper at Springfield, has put in a small
drive at a point some 15 chains from his house, but so far without finding anything payable. Mr.
Cloudesley told us of a 14 ft. seam of semi-bituminous coal at Broken River, one mile and a half
from the Midland Railway-line, and said that he and two others hold a coal-mining lease, on
which they have paid rent for twelve years, and on which they have done some boring and have
prospected the outcrops. He speaks hopefully of this coal, but it must await the coming of the
railway.

OREPUKI.

The coal and oil-shalejworks here form part of the property held by the New Zealand Coal and
Oil Company (Limited). The coal is not likely at present to be more than sufficient to supply the
company's own requirements for the oil-works. A very complete and expeunsive plant has been
erected for the purpose of extracting burning- and lubricating-oils and paraffine-wax from the shale.
The manager (Mr. Dunlop) has succeeded in putting in position the extensive machinery, which
appears to be complete in every detail. At the time of our visit the works were very nearly in
working-order, and we believe that by the time this report reaches your Excellency, operations will
be in full work. The coal-mine is under the charge of Mr. Straw, who appears to take all neces-
sary care in preparing a somewhat difficult mine for work. A very large number of hands were
employed in March last, but when the erection of the machinery is finished this number will be
decreased. This mine should receive considerable attention from the Inspector, because of the
difficulties of the ground. The management appear to be careful and provident. The expendi-
ture on machinery and surface-works is said to exceed £80,000.

Reference to the return of mines working in the Southland District will show that coal is
distributed over a large area, and there are a considerable number of pits or small mines open in
which not more than five hands are employed. It is a serious question generally, whether great
waste of coal does not occur from having a number of small mines at work. The temptation to
obtain immediate results at the expense of the mine, as a whole, is frequently too great to be
resisted, and the result is that from premature withdrawal of pillars, and superficial working
generally, much coal will ultimately be lost.

NieaTOoAPS,

The mine we visited at this locality is the property of the Nightcaps Coal Company (Limited),
which has a capital of £24,000, all paid up in cash. The area consists of 500 acres of freehold
owned by the company, and a lease of 14 or 15 acres from the Crown. The company commenced
operations about the year 1880, and has put out between 250,000 and 300,000 tons of coal. It has
not been a very remunerative investment, the shareholders only receiving three dividends of 6 per
cent. each in twenty years. The company has a reserve fund of about £500. The coal is & brown
pitch-coal, very similar to Kaitangata, Shag Point, and Allendale coal. The mine is clogse to a
railway, and the coal is  sold on the trucks at the tip for about 10s. 6d. a ton.  The contract with
the Railway Department was at 7s. 1d. a ton. The railway-haulage to Invercargill, forty-five
miles distant, is 4s. 11d. a ton, and the retail price in Invercargill is £1 Os. 6d. to £1 1s. a ton.
The nuts are sold at the pit’s mouth at 6s. 6d., and the screenings are thrown away. The output
averages from 25,000 to 30,000 tons a year, and between fifty and sixty men are employed. The
price paid for hewing has been 3s. 64d. to 3s. 104d. a ton, according to the place worked in ; but
the question of rates of pay was coming before the Conciliation Board at the time of our visit.
The men in the mine on shift-work are paid 9s. 6d. a day, and the surface-men 7s. 6d. a day.
About £500 » month is distributed in wages. The mine itself appears to be well managed,
though there has been at times a deficiency in ventilation. Efforts have been made to improve
this defect, but do not appear to have been as successful as they ought to be in such a mine. A
strict supervision should be maintained in this respect. The men themselves appear to be well
satistied now with the condition of the mine, and are content to let the question of pay come before
the Conciliation Board. The prospects of the mine appear to be good, and a large quantity of coal
is in view, which will last, it is estimated, for a good many years.

ABBOTSFORD MINES.

We visited a group of small mines in this locality, and submit the following particulars con-
cerning them :—

Mosgiel Mine.~—Owners: Messrs, Nicol and Sneddon. Tenure: Leased from freeholder, A.
Macgregor. Area: 400 acres. Output: 20 tons a day. Prices obtained: 5s. for steam ; 10s. 6d. for
round ; 7s. for second-class round or household. Number of men employed: Ten. Rates of pay:
3s. to 4s. per ton for hewing; 9s. a day. Prospects: About five years’ work at present output on
coal in view ; then prospecting must be done to find further supply. State of mine : Satisfactory.

Freeman’s Colliery.—Owners : The Messrs. Green and the Messrs. Freeman. Tenure: Free-
hold, belonging to Mr. J. Freeman. Area: 1,000 acres. Output: About 245,000 tons in last
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thirty years; about 700 to 800 tons a month at present; 9,000 tons for year 1900. Number of
men employed: Average of twenty-two. Rate of pay: 9s. a day; no piecework. Prospects:
Good ; said to be plenty of coal. Condition of mine: Satisfactory.

‘ Walton Park Colliery.—This is an expiring mine, in which the work done is that of robbing
the pillars. The mine has been open thirty years, and consists of 67 acres of freehold. There is
some trouble with the ventilation, and some black damp. It is said, however, that there are four
or five years’ work still left, with an output of 10,000 to 12,000 tons a year. Most of the mire
is under water, and nearly two-thirds of the coal in the mine has been lost through fiooding. The
coal is fair-quality brown coal, and fetches, at the railway, from 12s. for household to 6s. for steam.
The rate of hewing is 3s. 8d. per ton for round coal; 6d. for engine-coal ; 5d. for screenings; and
3d. for dross. Besides water in the mine there are also several fires sealed off. There are four-
teen men employed in all.

Jubilee Colliery.—Owners : Messrs. Howarth and Lioudon. Tenure: Leased from freeholder,
J. Howarth. Area: 138 acres. Output: 10,000 tons per annum. Prices obtained: 4s. for
household; 2s. 4d. to 3s. for steam per ton at mine-mouth; 12s. for best in Dunedin.” Number
of men : Fourteen in all.

MoxaU COAL-MINES,

We visited these mines in April, travelling overland from New Plymouth to the mouth of the
Mokau River, and proceeding twenty-two miles up river in a steam-launch. This river, though
somewhat narrow, is navigable for vessels drawing from 6 ft. to 8{t., according to tides and rain-
fall; but in order to maintain this it is necessary to strictly preserve the naiural growth
upon the banks. Already in one place where the bank has been cleared of timber depravation has
taken place, and a shoal formed. No time should be lost in taking measures to preserve the
vegetation on the banks, and thus preserve the banks themselves.

The area of the most importance at present {rom a coal-mining point of view is the Maunga-
papa Block B, containing 4,240 acres. It is being worked by Mr. G. A. Stubbs, under an arrange-
ment with Messrs. Robertson and Vickery, of Sydney, who in some way represent the Taranaki
Collieries (Limited), a company not at present registered in New Zealand, but possessing, it is
stated, a very large share capital.

In company with Mr. Stubbs we inspected the mine-workings, and were struck with the
uniformity of the strata and the excellence of the roof and floor. The main drive is driven 22 chains
from the entrance, and is carried towards the heart of the hill, and the coal shows evenly in all the
working-faces. The roof is particularly good, and requires very little timber ; but we are inclined to
think that there has not been sufficient care taken in providing the small quantity of timber necessary
for safety. Mr. Stubbs recognised this danger, and undertook to provide against it in future.

The present output is about 100 tons per week, and there are seventeen men employed-—seven
men actually on the face, and the remainder on road- and surface-work. From 20,000 to 30,000
tons have been taken out altogether. The pieceworkers are paid from 2s. 9d. a ton to 3s. 4d.,
according to the thickness of the band of stone orimpure fireclay which lies between the two seams
of coal. The pieceworkers average about 10s. a day, and the wages-men are paid 9s. per day.

The coal itself is of very good quality for household purposes, and makes a fair steam-coal
where great draught is not required. The under-seam averages 3ft. 8in., and the upper seam
81t. 5in. It is carried on the railways as a brown coal, and pays a lower rate than that charged
for bituminous coal. The lower coalis said to be best suited for household purposes, and the upper
seam for steam. Dr. Robertson, in his report, describes the upper seam as ¢ pitch-black, lustrous,
with semi-conchoidal fracture, Workmg in large lumps, and does not fall on exposure to air’’; he
says ib is ¢ g very superior hgmte The lower seam he describes as a “ bright bituminous coal of
superior quality ; both coals ignite easily, give little smoke, a bright flame, and a small amount of
white pulverised ash.” He ranks it next below Westport coal. So far as we have been able to
judge, this appears to us tobe a fair and true description. Nothing is certain in coal-mining, but to
all appearances there are good indications that the seam is of great extent, and that large
quantities of easily worked coal are obtainable from this mine. It is a very noticeable feature that
in a drive of 22 chains into the hill no fault has been met with, and the only trace of faulty ground
is a downthrow of a few inches. In New Zealand coal-mining this is a remarkable condition of
things, and points to solidity and continuity.

With the exception of the disregard for timbering, the workings are in excellent condition.
We deemed it our duty to markedly call the attention of the mine-manager and lessee to the want
of timber, and especially to a face of undercut coal fully 15 ft. wide which was not supported by
any sprag. The miners themselves seemed to consider that they were quite safe in such a good
mine ; but, as we have before pointed out, such carelessness usually brings about an accident.
We believe that the evil will be avoided for the future. The ventilation and roads were all that
could be desired, but the pillars have, under former proprietors, been left too small, and care
will have to be exercised to prevent danger from this cause; and in any event the coal in these
small pillars will be found deteriorated from crushing and the admixture of dirt beneath.

The coal from this mine is taken from the mine-mouth, which lies a very short distance from
the river-bank, to a tip, from which it is emptied into vessels lying in the river, and is then taken
down the river. Sometimes a small steamer is used, but generally a scow containing 110 tons is
filled, and is towed down the river and to sea. The river is infested with snags, which are a
constant source of danger, and it is estimated that an expenditure of £1,000 is required to clear
these snags away. The bar at Mokau Heads is rather a difficult one to work, and at present only
vessels of not more than 8 ft. draught at the most can cross it. As the scows have to be towed
over the Mokau bar, and over the bar at Waitara, where most of the coal is sent, it follows that
practically it takes both a sailer and a steamer to take a cargo from Mokan to Waitara ; but the
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steamer can carry perhaps 40 tons of coal or general cargo to that extent, and perchance some
passengers. The cost of taking coal from the mine to Waitara is reckoned at 8s. per ton, plus
1s. a ton wharfage at Waitara. The coal is sold at Waitara at £1 a ton on the railway-trucks for
unscreened, and £1 2s. 6d. {or screened. The cost of the coal at the tiphead is reckoned at 8s. 6d.
per ton, and shis is high, considering the simplicity with which the coal is taken out. The small
outpus at Mokau, and the primitive appliances in use, of course add to the cost per ton of the coal.
If a trade is developed and suitable vessels are provided, no doubt the coal can be produced at a
very much reduced cost. Mr. Stubbs says that a steamer specially designed for the river and bar
is being built, and will be gent into the trade.

A few chains above this mine is situated a coal-mine which is locally known as the Upper or
Fernside Mine, but which at present is not being worked. We inspected all the working-places
therein, and again noticed the favourable indications as to quantity and solidity, With means of
transit the value of the Mokau Mines must be very great, but to what extent it would be
advisable to incur large expense on river and harbour works depends in some measure upon
how the supply from other sources in this colony keeps up, and the state of the coal-market.

The Taranaki Collieries Company (Limited) have acquired in all three areas—rviz., the Mungoira
Block, 2,984 acres; Mangapapa Block A, 8,174 acres ; Mangapapa Block B, 4,240 acres : in all,
15,398 acres, occupying a frontage to the northern bank of the Mokau River of forty miles. They
appear to have acquired the right to a lease from the Native owners for a term of sixty years’on very
favourable conditions, but we are not able to speak with certainty as to their tenure. There is
generally a good deal of obscurity over leases from Native owners.

There appears to be little doubt as to there being on both sides of the Mokau River coal-
measures of considerable extent, which will be of great value when the need for their development
arises. We were not able to visit various places mentioned to us as those in which outerops and
indications of coal exist. The country is almost uninhabited ; there are no roads; and until recently
it was practically an untrodden land. It is a country possessing peculiarly interesting features
and beauties, and were it not for the eminently practical subject of our Commission we might
venture to make some observations thereon.

The mines now in the possession of the Taranaki Collieries Company will no doubt be now
worked on a better and more extensive system than hitherto. They will probably supply the
market of Taranaki, and probably as far south as Wanganui ; but, although there has not been much
apparent need so far for frequent inspection, we are of opinion that regular visits should be made
not only by the Coal-mines Inspector, but by those officers whose duty it is to see that the forests
are not destroyed by fire, or rivers rendered unnavigable by the careless or ignorant destruction of
their banks.

The Hon. W. T Jennings, M.L.C., gave us information regarding other known seams of coal on
the Mokau River. On a block known as No. 1 Manga-awakino, fifteen miles up the river from the
heads, and below the Mangapapa and Mungoira Blocks, there are reported to be numerous seams of
large size. The property which has attained such wide advertisement through the action of Mr
Joshua Jones and others is situated on the river, but we were unable to visit it, and could have
gained no information of value in this inquiry had we done so. Mr. Jennings stated that the retail
price of Mokau coal at New Plymouth was £1 14s. a ton.

Reports from Mr. W. Blanch Brain, mining engineer, who examined the area No. 1 Block
Manga-awakino in 1897, were put before us. They speak most highly of the quantity of coal, the
absence of physical difficulties, and the conformity of the strata. Messrs. A. G. French, M.E., and
Mr. George Wilson, late Inspecting Engineer for the New Zealand Government Mining Department,
report most favourably of the quantity and quality of the coal, and the absence of engineering
difficulties in working. The means of transit is the chief problem. It must be some, and possibly
many, years before a railway can approach it, and the water-carriage has the difficulties and dangers
we have described.

Puronea aND Parawavu.

We visited these coalfields in May, and first directed our attention to Puponga, and espécially to
the leases taken up in the names of Mr. Joseph and Mrs. Annie Taylor. Puponga lies on the eastern
shore of Cape Fareweill, about fourteen miles from Collingwood, and is protected by the long sand-
spit which runs almost due east from the point of Cape Farewell. Tlgre is no navigable river or
inlet, but the shore is so well protected that vessels can approach in saiety, and a wharf could be
erected at which vessels might load. The flimsy structure now existing is evidence of the safety of
the place from heavy seas. Abouta mile and a half to two miles by the nearest approach, the leage-
holds of Mr. and Mrs. Taylor are situated. They comprise 100 acres in the name of Mr. Taylor,
100 acres in Mrs. Taylor’s name, and 200 acres applied for by Mr. Taylor, which last has been
recommended by the Warden, but not yet issued.

A company has been formed in England, with a nominal capital of £70,000, and arrangements
made for the immediate raising of £12,000 for the purpose of opening the mine. The evidence of
Mr. Taylor discloses the financial arrangements made between himself and the company, and we
deem it unnecessary to comment on them. The Taylors will convey all their interest in the lease-
holds to the company, and will receive an equivalent in shares and some cash. There has been
some prospecting done on the property, but very little actual mining; a wooden tramway three
miles long has been laid down to the foreshore, and it is explained that this was a cheap temporary
means of getting some coals out to market, and carrying the necessary timber and material for
opening the mine, and its place is to be at once supplied by a good iron tramway, on which a small
locomotive can work. Two small sailing-vessels or scows have been obtained, but so far, owing to
the difficulty of getting the coal from the mine on board a vessel, it has been shipped at a loss.
The price at Nelson has been from £1 4s. to £1 10s. per ton, and £1 8s. at Collingwood. Tt has
been sold at Puponga at 16s. f.0.b., and as much as 6s. a ton {freight from}jPuponga to Nelson
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has been paid. The output so far has been so small that it is impossible to gather from a statement
of cost hitherto what the price for large quantities would be. Mr. Taylor says that the tramway
and new pier will be finished before the end of the year.

Woe entered three short drives, which have been put in on a seam varying from 7 ft. 6 in. to,
say, 9 ft.; the longest of these has been driven 400 ft. on coal. The coal appears to be of very good
quality for household purposes, and not unsuited for steam. As a steam-coal it would rank as
somewhat inferior to Grey or Westport, but in the absence of a better quality at a low price would
be valuable for steam purposes. There are only a few men employed in coal-getting at present,
and were the quantity ascertained it would be quite right to defer mining until the means of transit
are completed. This is a dilemma in which mine-owners frequently find themselves. To drive far
on the coal without being able to profitably sell the output means greas loss, and to first provide
railway-carriage and means of loading, involves the risk of finding all such expenditure wasted if
the quantity of coal in the mine turns out to be insufficient.

Between Mr. Taylor, who professes great expert knowledge on the subject, and Mr. A, McKay,
F.G.8., Government Geologist, there appears to be a sharp difference of opinion as to the con-
formity of the seam and the quantity of coal likely to be obtamed. We beg to refer your Excel-
lency to Mr. McKay’s repors (1900, 0.-6) on the Puponga Coalfields, and to say that, so far as we
have been able to judge, Mr. McKay’s conclusions are probably the sounder of the two.

It is greatly to be desired that this coalfield should prove a source of supply, not only to
Nelson, but also the country round that city, and every possible consideration should be shown to
those who are endeavouring to establish a coal-supply within the area of Golden Bay. Care
should, however, be taken that while allowing each person or company interested access to the
foreshore and anchorage, no concession should be granted that would prejudice the right of all
to such access.

A. Peart's Leasehold.—Adjoining Taylors’ leases is the lease held by the Cape Coal Prospect-
ing Company in the name of Alired Peart. The area is 400 acres, and it lies to the north and west
of the Taylor leases, and is believed to take the coal to the dip of Taylors’ seam; but, although
some £400 has been spent, the party have not been so far successful in striking the seam. A shaft
66 ft. deep has been sunk, passing through four small seams, the thickest of which is said to be
9ft. Sixteen shafts have been sunk on this area, but without success. Efforts are now being made
to provide new capital and continue the operations. The Puponga field appears to be especially
one in which no speculations as to what is beneath the surface can be of any use, and therefore
one in which the pick alone can solve the question.

Pakawau.—We also visited the mine at this place, which is some seven miles south of
Puponga. There is an area of 39 acres actually granted, and the owners—Messrs. Caldwell
Brothers—have applied for another 100 acres. The mine has been open five or six years, but in a
very intermittent sort of way. Right men and a boy are at present employed on the coal, and
three truckers, but we understood that this number has not been employed regularly. The out-
put rose to 400 tons during April, but this was an exceptional output. The drive has been carried
in 150 ft., and the mine is worked on the usual pillar- and- bord system. The coal is put on board
vessels at a small wharf erected on the foreshore of the bay, and is charged for f.0.b.—15s. for
screened, and 10s. for nuts. The slack is washed away at the tiphead and sent into the creek.
The mine is & mile and a quarter from the wharf, and there is a good iron tramway. The width
of the seam is from 2{t. 6in. to 4 ft., and there are two bands of clayey pug running through the
geam, which detracts from its value. The coal is a semi-bituminous coal, and answers very well
for household purposes; its place as a steam-coal depends upon the supply of better coal for
steam purposes. A few years ago it would not be used ; a few years hence it may be gladly taken.

Mines NeaR NrrLson CITY.

We took evidence respecting the mine known as the Enner Glynn Mine, situated some four
miles from Nelson, on the freehold property of Mr. Alexander O’Brien, and one of our number (Mr.
Proud) visited it. This mine produced a lignite of rather low quality, and the seam being nearly
vertical, and the method of working it unscientific, difficulties oceurred, culminating in a fire taking
place, and the shaft and workings being flooded. The whole method of working appears to have
been as primitive as possible, and the statements made to us concerning it are conflicting. If the
coal is as the owner of the freehold asserts, it is extraordinary that he does not make use of the
wealth nature has so bountifully given him. If the quality and quantity are as some statements
made to us declare it to be, his inaction so far is_explainable. We could not enter the workings,
and we are not sufficiently satisfied with the evidence procurable to make any further observations
upon it.

P We also visited a bore which is being put down at Brightwater, 144 miles from Nelson
City. We can only report that there are indications of coal, but, though a depth of 113 ft. has been
attained, there is nothing at present on which any judgment can be formed. The operations of
those engaged in boring appear to be conducted with considerable skill, and though the appli-
ances are simple and, indeed, primitive in appearance, they are in reality ingenious and etfective.

The coal-supply of the City of Nelson is apparently worked upon lines which would appear
strange elsewhere, but which are accepted by the residents to a large extent, as the natural out-
come of their desire to keep their trade to their own people. It appears that, owing to agreements
between shipowners, no vessels other than those of & certain line can take coal to Nelson from
either the West Coast or Golden Bay Mines ; that the Nelson City Gasworks pay £1 8s. 6d. for
screened Westport, and £1 1s. for slack; that the same party has been the contractor for many
years past, and that no one else apparently can compete. The same thing exists with regard to
Pakawau and Puponga coal, which can only be purchased at Nelson Whart at from £1 4s. to
£1 6s. per ton, ' :
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GENERAL

With regard to the coal areas at Golden Bay, we recommend that great care be taken to
prevent leases being taken up for merely speculative purposes, and that the foreshore rights to the
bay be strictly preserved for the use of the public.

The Coal-mines Act, with its amendments and regulations, appear to work satisfactorily on
the whole, and we were unable to obtain any tangible suggestion for their amendment or altera-
tion, except those contained in the following letter from the Trades and Labour Councils Con-
ference. Should our recommendations thereon be adopted a slight alteration will be required in
the Act. Some of our other recommendations would probably require a substantive Act of the

Legislature ;:—
« Wellington Trades and Labour Couneil,

Trades Hall, Wellington, 14th May, 1901.
1 have the honour, by direction of the Trades and Labour Councils Conference, held
recently in Dunedin, to forward, for the consideration of the Commission which has been set up to
inquire into the working of the coal-mines of New Zealand, the following recommendations :—
‘(1) That section 33, subsection (46), of ‘The Coal-mines Act, 1891," be amended by
striking out after the words ‘in a mine may’ the words ‘at their own cost,” and
substituting in lieu thereof the words ¢ at the cost of the Government.’
¢(2.) That a provision be inserted in the Coal-mines Act compelling mine-owners to
conduct a sufficient quantity of pure air, by brattice or otherwise, to within 15 ft.
of every working-face.
¢ (3.) That the Coal-mines Act be amended so as to compel mine-owners to provide
travelling-roads for the workmen as near as consistent to the main entrance to the
mine.
(4. That in all main air-courses in coal-mines where stoppings are required, such
stoppings shall be made of brick or crib-logging.
< (5.) That in all cases where safety-lamps are used in coal-mines a * tester ' be provided
for the purpose of testing all lamps before they are allowed to be taken into the
mine.
«(6.) And that no person be allowed to have charge of a coal-face unless he has had
not less than two years’ previous experience in a coal-mine.

« I might state that the whole of these recommendations are made at the instance of the
representatives of the Coal-miners’ Union of the west coast of the South Island, who were present
at the Conference. As each of the recommendations are in the direction of minimising as far as
possible, the danger which exists in the working of all coal-mines, and have for their sole object
the protection and welfare of men working in the mines, the Conference felt confident that your
Commission would give the several matters mentioned due consideration.

1 remain, &ec.,
« W, R. Haselden, Hsq., ““A. H. CooPEr,
¢ Chairman, Royal Commission on Coal-mines.” * Conference Secretary.

¢ IR, —

To which we returned the following reply i—
¢ Coal-mines Commission, 15th May, 1901.
« T have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 14th instant, covering
recommendations made by the Trades and Labour Councils Conference recently held in Dunedin,
with a view to obtaining certain amendments in the law relating to coal-mines.
<« The Commissioners are very pleased to obtain these representations from the Conference,

and will give them their earnest and attentive consideration.
«I have, &e.,

“W. R. HaseLpEiN, Chairman.

“ SIR,—

« Mr. A. H. Cooper, Secretary, Trades and Labour
Councils Conference, Trades Hall, Wellington.”

he recommendations seriatim, we beg to report as follows :—

ed alterations would be contrary to the interests of the employed, and would
in a great measure deprive them of the safeguard afforded by the appointment and payment by
themselves of two check inspectors. If these inspectors were paid by the Government the men
would lose most of the control they now have over them, and the check inspectors themselves
would be looked upon in much the same way as the present Government Inspectors. The cost of
paying the check inspectors for their one or two days’. work a month is very trifling when divided
among a body of men, and the employés, in our opinion, would be unwise to have the alteration
asked for.

(2.) Section 33 of the Coal-mines Act, subsection (1), provides that an adequate amount of
ventilation, that is not less than 100 cubic feet of pure air per minute for each person and animal,
shall sweep undiminished along the airway through each working-place. Properly interpreted and
enforced, we think this provision is sufficient. A rigid rule of bringing the air to within 15ft. of
every working-face would be difficult to comply with in every case The matter really falls under
the requirement of stricter supervision and enforcement of the law than has been always the case
hitherto, and we think that with strict enforcement the present law is sufficient.

(8.) If this recommendation means that a separate and distinct road be provided solely for the
use of the workmen in going to and from their work, we think that it would be impossible to .
enforce. Section 40 of the Act provides that, within a year after commencing the working of bords,
stalls, or long-wall workings in any mine, there shall be made and completed at least two separate
and distinet shafts or outlets to the surface from such mine intercommunicating with each other,

4—C. 4.

Dealing with t
(1.) The propos
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s0 that such shafts or outlets shall afford a separate means of ingress or egress available to
persons employed in such mine. We think this provision is, if properly enforced, sufficient. In
effect, this recommendation is a repetition of the complaint in the Cardiff Mine inquiry, that there
were not two travelling-roads available at all times to the miners, and we dealt with it at page five
of this report.

(4.) We are of opinion that this rule would add to the safety of the men working in the mine,
for, in the event of an explosion in any section of a mine, stoppings made of boards are too weak to
resist the pressure, and would be easily blown out, and the chance of the men escaping would be
diminished.

(5.) We think that a “tester” should be provided for in the Act and regulations. There
appears to be little doubt that in some instances lamps have been given out in an unfit condition,
and an unnecessary risk ineurred.

(6.) We are of opinion that this is a reasonable stipulation, and would tend to the safety of
those employed.

Although we have not been able to report favourably on all these recommendations from the
Trades and Labour Councils Conference, it is satisfactory to receive them, and to know that the
points relating to the protection and welfare of the men employed in coal-mines have been intelligently
debated and resolved on, and it is a fair inference to make that there are no other substantial ques-
tions which they wish dealt with. Viewing the communication from this representative body of
men as of considerable importance, we have embodied the full text thereof in this report.

GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS.

We recommend the appointment of a Chief Inspector of Coal-mines for the colony, who should
be a man of high qualification, possessing experience both in New Zealand and Britain or America.
Bach District Inspector should furnish to the Chief Inspector a monthly report showing the work
done during the previous month, and the condition of each mine inspected. In caseof any difficulty
between the Inspector and the mine-owners the Chief Inspector should personally visit the mine,
and special powers should be given the Chief Inspector to act promptly and effectively in order to
remedy what may be amiss. Under the present system the Inspectors report annually to the
Minister of Mines, and this has led to matters being allowed to stand over which ought to have
been dealt with at once. The districts placed under each Inspector are, in our opinion, too large,
and there are too many gold- and coal-mines in each district for the existing staff to satisfactorily
deal with. Additional Inspectors should be appointed, and the mines should be inspected more
frequently than has heretofore been the practice. The provisions of the Acts and regulations
should be strictly carried out, and the forfeiture clauses enforced where mines are either unworked
for any considerable periods or are neglected.

Survey.—We recommend a resumption of the surveys formerly made of coal-bearing areas.
The present surveys and estimates should be corrected by the information since obtained from
actual working ; and lands hitherto unsurveyed, but which are believed to contain coal, should be
carefully and thoroughly surveyed. The theory that many outcrops on an area justify an estimate
based upon the idea that the seams run continuously through the area on which the outcrops
appear should be officially tested, and if proved fallacious, as we believe it to be, should be aban-
doned. In short, a determined effort should be made to take stock of our coal resources, and let
the people of the colony know how far they can rely upon a coal-supply for the next generation.

Sale of Coal-bearing Lands.—Immediate efforts should be made to ascertain where coal-
bearing areas are situated on Crown lands, and such lands should not be sold. It is true that
under certain conditions freehold lands may be resumed for coal-mining purposes, but the compen-
sation to be paid to the owner generally prevents such resumption.

Reservation of Coal Areas.—We recommend to the consideration of your Excellency’s Advisers
the sound policy of reserving to the State the coal areas not now alienated or worked. The esta-
blishment of a coal-mine owned and worked by the State has been much pressed upon us by many
witnesses, but it is a question involving so many political considerations that we feel it is one
eminently beyond our functions, and is only to be dealt with and decided by Parliament. But in
the meantime the acquisition by individuals of areas which may be required for the people generally
should be prevented.

Haulage-rates on Raitlway.—We were much pressed to recommend a differential rate on the
various classes of coal carried. It was urged that slack and nuts should be carried at a less rate
than round coal. We regret we are unable to make any recommendation thereon. It is a matter
really outside the scope of our Commission, and is one relating to railway administration. We are
aware that the experiment of charging lesser rates for the lower classes of coaljwas made, and was
found not to work satisfactorily. We commend the subject to the serious consideration of the
authorities.

State Distribution of Coal.—Much evidence was offered to us, which we felt unable as well as
unwilling to reject, on the subject of the cost of coal to the consumer, as compared with the cost
of production. The case of the Westport Company’s coal —which is produced at 7s. 10d. a ton in
the railway-trucks at Waimangaroa, and is retailed in Wellington at £1 13s. a ton net—is a striking
example of the cost of distribution. Mokau coal, produced at the mine at 8s. 6d., is sold in New
Plymouth retail at £1 14s. per ton. The same proportion practically exists throughout the colony.
We believe that if the State, which now buys a large quantity of coal at a moderate price, would
sell such coal at a fair price to consumers the grievance now complained of would vanish, and the
result would be that, while the State would fix the fair retail price of coal, the present dealers would
sell at such price and would not be injured.
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The large quantity of evidence taken necessitated some delay in the transcription of the short-
hand notes, and we have, in preparing our report, had to rely in a great measure upon our own
notes. When quotations are made from witnesses’ evidence they are taken from our note of what
the witness said, and not from the reporter’s shorthand note.

We append a return showing the official statistics of workings in coal-mines for 1900.

Given under our hands and seals, this 81st day of May, 1901, at Wellington, New Zea-

land.
(r.8.) W. R. HaserpeN, Chairman.

(ws.) JoserE ProuD.
(T.g.) JorNn LoMas.
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COAL-MINES COMMISSION: MINUTES OF EVIDENCE.

Presented to both Houses of the General Assembly by Command of His Excellency.

AUCKLAND DISTRICT.
WHANGAREI
Sarurpay, 15tH DEcEmMBER, 1900. )
Hexry Grorinpawn, Jun., Secretary of the Hikurangi Coal Company (Limited), examined.

1. The Chairman.] You have been secretary for the Hikurangi Coal Company for how many
years ?—From the formation of the company—six or seven years.

2. Did the company take up the ground in the first instance, or was it acquired from some-
body else >—They acquired it from others mostly. Part of it belonged to the old Bay of Islands
Coal Company, which company went into liquidation, and a syndicate bought the land taken over
by the Hikurangi Company.

3. Had much work been done before that ?—No ; the present company opened it.

4, What is the capital of the company ?—30,000 shares at 10s. nominal value paid up to
7s. 6d.

5. Are there any debentures or other working capital 2—That is the entire capibal.

6. In round numbers, how much has been expended on the ground ?—Not the whole of
that.

7. How much has been expended on the works in connection with the mine, exclusive of
wages ?—In connection with opening the mine and acquiring the land, very nearly the whole
amount I stated. I cannot tell exactly without seeing my books in Auckland. We did issue shares
a little bit ahead of what they actually cost. It would be very nearly £11,250.

8. Have you any idea of what would be the gross output from the time you began to win coal
to the present time ?—Say, 150,000 tons or thereabouts. I can give you the exact figures in town.
Our present output is a little over 3,000 tons a month, but we have not been doing so much as that
the whole time.

9. Mr. Lomas.] Do the miners make fairly regular time ?—Yes; 3,000 tons a month would
be a very good average.

10. The Chairman.] How many acres does the property consist of 2—800 acres of freehold,
but not all coal-bearing so far as we know now. We estimate the coal area to be contained in
about 400 acres. We are also working a piece of leasehold adjoining.

11. Leased from the Government ?—-No, from a private individual.

12. Do you hold any leaseholds under the Crown ?—None.

13. Whatis the market value of your coal in Auckland ?2—We sell it here at 7s. 6d. per ton,
f.o.b. at Whangarei. Thatis for steam coal. For little lots we get 8s., but for the majority of it
7s. 6d.

14. How do you pay the miners ?—By piecework—so much per skip. We get a little more for
the steam coal we sell at the mine. The 7s. 6d. applies to the bulk of our trade—almost the whole
of it.

15. Have you any objection to sfate what you are paying now per skip for coal-winning >—We
are going to pay ls. per skip under the recent Conciliation Board award. We are paying 2d. per
skip less just now. The skips hold 12 cwt. each.

16. That is about 2s. a ton ?—It will be 1s. 8d. at 1s. per skip.

17. Does it cost you anything nore before it is put into the trucks ?—Yes ; there is vhe wheel-
ing out of the mine, or trucking. There are men laying the roads in places, and engine-men
winding up the dip, and men employed putting the coal into the wagons.

18. What would be the cost omitting the trucking and supposing the coal is taken into the
railway-wagons: what have you to pay for the coal and terminal charges ?—2s. 6d. per ton. That
puts it into the vessel’s hold. That includes everything in railway charges.

19. You then sell it for 7s. 6d. per ton ?—Yes, f.0.b., subject to slight allowances.

20. Is there a good demand for the coal ?—Yes, just now.

21. How do you class that coal 2—It is steam coal principally. Very little household coal is
sold in town, because we do not screen it. As it comes from the mine it goes into the wagons,
except coal hand-picked in the mine for local household trade.

22. About what average wages do you suppose your coal-miners have been earning ?—8s. 6d. to
9s. per day, I should think, on the old rate at 10d. per skip.

23. Are they a special class of men, or just ordinary working-men ?—A great many came from
the Bay of Islands mines, and Mr. Moody, our mine-manager, tells me that some of them have
been with himn for twenty-two years.
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24. Do you think the output of your mine could be materially increased ?—We could do
better if we could get sailing-vessels whenever we wanted them. We depend largely upon the
vessels and the weather.

25. What is the freight from the Whangarei Wharf to Auckland in sailing-vessels ?—3s. 6d.,
and in some instances less than that. When I say in some instances it is less than that, it is due
to contracts. ’

26. What vessels generally carry your coal ?2—Sailers. ,

27. Do the vessels belong to any particular firm?—They are principally owned by one of our
directors, who acts for us in selling the coal—Captain Smith.

28. They are his private property ?>—Yes; and he also charters vessels whenever he can do
it. The Thames and Coromandel are our principal other markets. The freight is 4s. to 4s. 6d. a
ton, also in sailing-vessels.

29. Do you sell freely to all customers willing to buy ? —-We sell prinecipally to Captain Smith.

30. Do you sell to anybody else?—Yes, to the Northern Steamship Company. They and
Captain Smith are practically our only customers outside of local sales. 1t is a matter of conveni-
ence to us ; we have fewer accounts and make no bad debts, and Captain Smith has his customers
instead of we having them. We guard against losses, as he takes the risk. He also has the vessels
with which to run the coal,

31. Then, you would not sell to strangers coming in?— I should be very glad to do so
through him. -

32. Supposing I asked you to sell me a cargo, would you sell it to me ?—Certainly. We are not
restricted to him by any means. I have done it in a few cases, but not many. We take anybody.

83. You are willing to sell to anybody who chooses to come with the money >—Undoubtedly, if
the coal is available.

34. But in practice you are confined to Captain Smith and the Northern Steamship Com-
pany >—Yes; as a matter of convenience, and to guard against losses. I might say that the price
in town (Auckland) is simply the coal price and the freight added. I do not think Captain Smith
adds anything on to them. :

35. Does he sell the coal on his own account ?—Yes. At the Thames and Coromandel he
puts a little on on account of extra risks. When he sells to the Northern Steamship Com-
pany, which takes the most of it from him, he sells it with just the freight added, so that they
are no worge off than if they came direct to us.

36. What is the largest cargo which has been sent away, having regard to the draught of
vessels ?—The river is shallow in parts and difficult to work, so that large vessels cannot
come here. The largest cargo would be between 200 and 300 tons. Captain Smith’s vessels range
from 50 tons to 140.

37. One means to increase the output would be to provide a better supply of vessels 2—Yes.

38. Now, with regard to the mine itself, where are the men working ?—At present we are
working in as many places as we can, and we are practically employing all the men we can.
Mr. Moody will give you all the information you require about the mine, but he knows nothing
about the financial part of the business.

39. Is your coal used in the Town of Whangarei?—Yes. :

40. What is it supplied at ?—For house coal it is 12s., the same as Huntly. We are giving
superior steam coal for 7s. 9d. per ton at the mine.

41. You employ sixty hands ?—About that of all classes.

42. And you distribute in wages, stores, and sundries, about how much per month ?—About
£500, ‘

43. Do you know anything about the existence of other coal-measures in that locality ?—There
are other mines that have been worked, but they are not worked at present. There is the Phoenix
Mine, and another leased by Mr. Charles Smith, but they are not working now. :

44. Have you many years’ work before you ?—I think so. We are only working portions of
our land at present.

45. I suppose you have an estimate from somebody as to the quantity of coal on your land 7—
No. You will get that from Mr. Moody.

46. Are you troubled with faults >—Very much, and the faults are fairly numerous.

47. With regard to the miners, have there been any disputes ?—No. TUntil four or five months
ago we never had any disputes with our workmen, except with truckers, which was settled ; and
the last dispute has just been settled by the Conciliation Board—I may say happily settled, for we
are satisfled and so are the men. We felt that the men should get something more, but we wanted
the other mine-owners to be brought into line, and that has been done by the Conciliation Board.

48. Do you use much powder ?—Yes, in some places. The men, I may say, are paid the same
all round for hard and soft coal.

49. Do you know anything about the ‘iron man’
as I know. Certainly it is not in our mine.

50. Is the company proving fairly profitable to the investors >—Yes; we have paid 10 per cent.
per annum, but not all the time. At the start we paid nothing. Wehave no reserve fund, and are
pretty well working up to the margin in that respect.

51. Mr. Lomas.] Will you tell us what is the cost of the whole management ?—1It is £600 a
year, between Mr. Moody and myself. Every cost is included in 6s. 8d. per ton. That was
our average cost for the last two years, and the average selling price was 7s. 6d. The cost is
regulated by the output very much.

52. Mr. Proud.] I notice your coal is not quoted in the Auckland newspapers ?—No.

) 53. Do you not do any trade with Auckland ?—Yes; with Captain Smith and the Northern
Steamship Company. We never had much occasion to advertise our coal. We have never been
able to get our coal into the Union Company.

’

in this distriet 2—It is not in use as far
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54. Could you not get it put on the Admiralty list >~-I am afraid not. They complain of the
sulphur. We tried many times with the Union Company. »

55. 1 think if you chartered steamboats you could increase your trade during the present
scarcity ?—It would hardly suit our trade. You cannos keep a steamer waiting.

56. Could you uot supplant a good deal of the coal that comes from other parts ?—I think
not. We should have to increase our plant very much, for one thing.

57. The greater the output the less the cost per ton ?—That is-so ; but it is not every one who
will take our coal. Westport has been cutting into our trade during the last year or so.

68. That is very strange, seeing that they cannot supply the orders received from foreign
parts 7—We had good customers in the Kauri Freehold Gold Hstates Company (Limited), an
English mining company, but the Westport people cut in with their slack and we lost the trade.

59. I believe they are having difficulty in getting rid of their slack in Westport ?—Yes; but
there is a good deal of value in their slack. :

60. If you could increase your output you could increase the trade very much ? —Our trade is
restricted to Auckland, Thames, and Coromandel. It is not an export coal. We are confined to
the local markets. Our mine is not the only mine about: there are the Huntly mines and
Ngunguru Mine. :

61. The Chairman.] Do you know for what purpose your coal is chiefly used ?—Mostly steam.
The Sugar Company are our best customers.

62. Mr. Lomas.] Is it used very much in the brickyards 2—Very little.

63. Mr. Proud.] Is it not used for private business ?—-A little. Some people do not like the
soot in it. The Waikato coal is much cleaner. But it makes a good house coal for those people
who do not mind these things. It is semi-bituminous. When we do not screen it at all there is a
fair amount of slack in it. Small lots of household coal are sold in Auckland. Our main support
is the steam coal. ‘

64. What is the cost at the pit, and the price realised >—The average cost for the last two
years, exclusive of railway charges, would be 4s. 2d. That is for everything—salaries, wages, and
all.

65. The Chairman.] Have you any suggestions to make as to inspection of the mine 2—That
ig in Mr. Moody’s department.

66. Knowing the purpose and scope of this Commission, have you any suggestions to make ?—
The only grievance we really have is that we think the railway rate is too high. You can see that
it takes up one-third of our receipts. .

67. Mr. Lomas.] What royalty are you paying to the people whose land you are working ?—
For the leasehold land we pay 9d. per ton. _

68. Mr. Proud.] Do you not charge a royalty for the freehold >—No; the royalty is spread
over the whole output from leasehold and freehold. I did not include anything for depreciation in
that account of cost which I gave. :

69. Do you not charge a royalty on the coal from the freehold in your accounts ?—No; the
royalty on coal from leasehold is spread over the whole output from both leasehold and freehold.

Herserr RoBins Cooke, Managing Director of the Hikurangi Collieries Company (Limited),.

, examined.
1. The Chairman.] How long have you acted in the capacity of managing director >—Four
years.

9. The company was formed when ?—About four years ago.

3. It owns how much land ?>—A Government lease of 258 acres.

4. What is the capital of the company ?—80,000 shares at 2s. 6d. each.

5. What is the amount paid up ?—1I cannot tell you the amount unpaid here exactly.

6. What rent do you pay for the land ?--3s. an acre unsil such time as the royalty exceeds the
rent.

7. Is it under the Coal-mines Act of 1891 ?—Yes.

8. Did you open the ground first >—We prospected the ground. I was one of the original

prospectors.

9. You are now putting out how much ?—About 900 tons a month. S

10. And employing about how many men ?—It varies according to the trade. I suppose, an
average of ten. ]

11. How do you pay the men ?—They are paid 10d. per skip of 12 cwt., and they do all their
own timbering (we providing the timber) and cut their own headings. We are working in soft coal.
The other company is working in hard coal. )

12. This 10d. per skip is at the place where the coal is cut in the mine >—The men cut it and
put it into the trucks. ) _

13. What do you think it costs to take these trucks and put them on the railway ?—It will
average from 10d. to 1s. 3d. additional, according to the cireumstances of the work, per ton. The
cost of winning the coal and putting it on the railway-truck will average from 3s. 3d. to 3s. 9d. per
ton.
14. And the railway charge ?—Is half-a-crown a ton. I think we should get it for less.
15. Where do you dispose of the coal >-—In Auckland. We charter vessels; we have no
boats of our own. We pay about 3s. 6d. to 3s. 9d. per ton freight to Auckland, and sell it there
and sometimes at the Thames, the freight to the Thames being about 4s. 6d.

16. What do you get for it in Auckland ?—Most of it we sell here f.0.b., and we get from

6s. 6d. to 7s. per ton. _ g
17. To whom do you sell it here >—Mr. Craig, of Auckland, sends his own boats and pays his

own freights.
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18. Is he your only customer?—No ; but he is the principal customer. His average is about
from 500 to 700 tons per month.

19. Do you know what the coal is best suited for —Steam. It is not of the slightest use for
a house.

90. Why not ?—Ours is a soft coal.

91. Is the mine capable of being profitably developed to a much greater extent >—No, it has
never paid ; the shareholders have never had a penny of money out of it. One reason why we
have never been able to make it pay is because we struck fireclay. We opened out about a 15 it
seam of coal, and then got & seam of fireclay which split the coal. The best part of the coal was
under the fireclay, and the biggest seam was over it. We had to take the top coal and bury all
the bottom, and then we could get no market for the fireclay because it was too pure. 1 think the
railway rate we pay should not be any greater than what is paid for the Taupiri coal. Taupiri
pays 1s. 9d. per ton for what we pay 3s. 6d. Ours is classed as a bituininous coal when it is only
semi-bituminous. 1f we could make our coal a house coal we should not feel the injustice so much,
but we have not been able to make it a house coal. Taupiri coal brings £1 5s., as against 10s. 6d.
for our coal delivered in Auckiand at the wharf. :

92, Have you anything to say with regard to the inspection or control by the Government
over your mine ?—The only thing we had to complain about was that, after we had prospected the
ground and applied for a lease, the Government kept our money and would not grant the lease.
Tn the meantime the Hikurangi Coal Company started and got the market.

93. But you say they have hard coal and you have soft 7—That is so. As far as steam coal is
concerned, having once got the market it takes a lot to dispossess them of if.

94. Mr. Lomas.] Do the men get paid nothing per yard for headings?—No. This coal is
so much easier won that they make, some of them, £1 per day in the mine, taking the pillars and
80 on.

95. Mr. Proud.] Could you not utilise the fireclay by mixing it with impurities ?—The trouble
is that the Ngunguru is a good clay, and makes a good brick, and has the market. Mr. Craig took
some of ours up to try if, and said it did not suit because it was too pure. The company has been
worked on very economical lines.

96. It would be an important thing to utilise the fireclay ?—We did all we could with it. At
the present time we are taking out the pillars. We have only worked about 10 acres, and have
about 250 acres yet, but the field is very broken, and you cannot depend upon it at all.

97. The Chairman.] What is the distance from the mine to the wharf for which this 2s. 6d.
railage is charged ?—Just over thirteen miles.

98. Mr. Lomas.] How many trucks do they bring ?—From twelve to fourteen.

99, What do the trucks carry ?—®6 tons. I do not think the rate here should be greater than
on the railway-line from Huntly. TLately we have got a bigger engine.

30. You have got the light rails here >—Yes.

81. The Chairman.] Are there any suggestions you would like to make to us ?—No ; I think
the only suggestion is with regard to freight. Three mines have been closed down at Hikurangi,
as they did not pay. Although our mine was the only Government lease there, it was the only
mine which had to pay the half-cost of its siding, which was £125. We have had a pretty tough
fight, but thought we might get over our difficulties. We have never been able to pay anything.
I was one of the original Ngunguru Company, and their mine has faults. At present the difficulty
at that mine is the smallness of the seams. The old Ngunguru Coal Company went into lignida-
tion. '

HIKURANGI.
Monpay, 17mH DecEMBER, 1900.
Frang Wuippon, Working Coal-miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are president of the local union 9—Yes; the Hikurangi Miners’ Union
of Workers.

2. How long have you been working here ?—A little over three years.

3. Will you tell the Commissioners, from your point of view, the position of the mine, the
conditions under which you are working, and make any suggestions you care to with regard to
improving or altering them beneficially 9__At the present time I shink the mine is very well venti-
lated—in fact, as well ventilated as a good many of the mines in New Zealand. I have worked in
the Waikato and Kamo mines for many years. The Conciliation Board has lately sat here and
improved greatly our rate of wages. The men will be much better off when they commence to
work on the terms granted by the Board.

4. Tn your opinion, is the safety of the workers sufficiently guarded ?—A great deal depends
upon the men themselves, in the way they work the places, whether they keep free from accidents.

5. Do you wish to make any statement with regard to the measures taken for the safety of
the men >—I do not think I can, anything more than I bave said.

6. Do you think the coal is being worked to the best advantage to obtain the largest quantity
of coal that may be there ?—Yes, I do. '

7. Have you any opinion to offer as to the quantity of coal still in your mine ?—No; I can
only give evidence with regard to that from what Mr. Moody has stated during the last week.

8. Can you give us any information with regard to the other coal in shis immediate neighbour-
hood 7—I believe you will find coal all the way from Whangarei to the Bay of Islands. It will be
as it is here—in patches.

9. Patches sufficiently large to make it payable to work ?—That I could not really give an
opinion on,
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10. How are you paid ?—Fortnightly, per skip. Now we get 10d. per skip, but there will be a
rise of 2d. to make it 1s. per skip. That starts on the 1st February.

11. What does the present rate amount to per man ?—Taking the whole of the miners, I do not
know that it would amount to more than 7s. a day.

12. What would it average a week ?—I do not know that it would amount to quite that a week.
The pit does not work full fime. I should think it would amount to from £1 15s. to two guineas a
week, taking the whole of the men together.

13. What do the truckers get >—As present 7s. They will get 6d. rise.

14. What do the surface-men get generally ?—I have heard it is from Ts.to 10s. That is,
from the engine-driver to the men tipping the coal,

15. What is a day’s work ?—At present we start at a quarter to 7 and knock off at half-past 3.
When the award comes into force the men will go into the mine at a quarter to 8 and leave the
face at 4, with half an hour for dinner. ‘

16. That is seven and a half hours’ work?—Yes; that is what we call eight hours under-
ground

17. How many men do you reckon are employed at the present tine in the mine?—About
forty-five. I am not certain to a man or so. There may be fifty altogether. There are thirty-nine
in the union. The surface-men are not in the union.

18. This 10d. or 1s. per skip: does that include the whole of the labour of driving the heading ?
—No; for every place driven 6 ft. wide you get 1s. a foot—that is, 3s. a yard—at present. The
extra 2d. will come into force on the 1st February, and the yardage will not be altered with regard
to the 6 ft. heading. The extra money will be on the coal in filling the skip.

19. All the appliances used in that mine are, in your opinion, satisfactory ?—Yes. I think in
one or two places there might be a jig to relieve the truckers of some of the heavy labour.

20. TIs there anything else you can tell us about the mine ?——I do not think so.

21. Are the roads all good ?—1I have seen better roads, but they are pretty fair. I have seen
worse and I have seen better.

22. Mr. Lomas.] Do you get anything at all for breaking away bords ?—Nothing.

23. You start at what width ?—8 ft. :

. 24. At what width are the bords supposed to be when you are working them ?—8 ft. ; but you
crib a bit. Just now they are all broken off at 8ft. Some time ago they all broke off at 6 ft., and
you got 6s. Now they mark them off at 81t. and save the yardage. :

25. How often do they drive stentons ?—The crosscuts run about 6 yards apart; in some
places less.

26. In your opinion, could not these jigs work two bords at a time, the chain going across the
stentons, and so save the trucking ?—1It certainly would save the truckers.

27. Would it cost much to do that ?—I do not know the price of the wheels, but it could be
done with advantage, though it has never been iried in these parts.

28. Could the coal be worked more advantageously and with equal safety if the bords were
wider ?—It would take more timber to set in. Whether it would be of any advantage to the
company I do not know.

29. I am speaking of the miner ?—If the bord is driven wider you have more face to work on.

30. And less cutting ?—Yes.

31. In driving the stentons do you get the same price as for the bords ?—There is to be 4d. a
foot for driving stentons when the award comes in.  We get nothing now.

32. What difference is there for working in the end of the coal instead of the face of it 2—We
ask 6d. per foot.

33. If you got 6d. would it be equal to a man working in the bord ?—I do not think so. The
man in the crosscut would be a little deficient.

34, Do you find the erosscuts more difficult to work than the bords ?—Yes.

85. Is it the custom in every place in the mine to cut the coal in the head ?—Yes.

36. It is not optional whether the miner holes it first >—You are supposed to cut and hole it in
the hard places.

37. It is optional 7—Yes. Some of them do hole first, I think, and some cut them first.

38. What is the rise ?-—1I think it is fully 1 in 6.

39. Has one tracker to push up the truck ?-—Ast present I think there are two.

40. Do you think it is quite enough for two men to do ?—Yes.

41. How many iron spraggs do you put in ?—Two.

42. And lock all four wheels ?>—Yes.

43. And that is the reason why you think they should jig them ?—Yes; it would be better
for themselves and the men.

44. Do you think it would be safer than lowering them down with spraggs in the wheels ?—
Yes. :
45. How many men does one trucker truck from?—On the top of the hill I think there are
three truckers for six men.

46. What number of trucks does one man hew in a day on the average ?—A man finds out
that he has done a good day’s work when he has filled eleven skips.

47. How many days do you work in a week on an average ?—For the last twelve months I
think about froin nine to ten days a fortnight—about five a week.

48. Do you lose any time through bad weather causing delay in shipping ?—Yes, often.

49. What season of the year is that most frequent >—When the equinoctial gales are on, and
often, when it is stormy from the north and north-east.

n%O I suppose the men are quite satisfied with the new arrangement as to price both for
headings and in the bords "-—Yes, I think so.
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51. Do you think the men working in the headings for 1s. a foot are equally satisfied with men
working at the bord for 1s. per skip, with no yardage ?>—I think I would prefer the headings.

52. Supposing you were both in hard coal, would the man in the heading at 1s. a foot be able
to earn as much money as the man in the bord ?—I think so.

53. I suppose nearly all the headings are on the end of the coal ?—Yes.

54. Mr. Proud.] Isany coal wasted in any way? Is it all brought out? —I think it is all brought
out. In the demand we made to the Conciliation Board the company are to do all the trucking
from the face.

Derrick Bann, Working Miner, examined.

The Chairman.] Do you hold any particular office in the Miners’ Union ?—Secretary.

You have heard the statement made by Mr. Whiddon ?—I have.

Do you agree with all that he has said ?—Yes.

Do you feel able to give us any further information on the subject ?—No.

. Mr." Lomas.] Is there ever much coal lost when taking out the pillars ?—No. I only
worked in one part when they were taking out the pillars, and there was not much lost.

6. Is there any undue danger when taking out the pillars >—No.

7. Did you find that you could make more money than when you were taking out the bords ?—-
We were paid 8s. a day on day-work. :

8. Were you supposed to fill so many trucks >—No.

9. You are of opinion that everything that can be done has been done in the way of ventilation,
and so on ?—Yes, to the best of my knowledge.

10. Is there any need for brattice-cloth ?—No.

11. How far apart are the bords ?—6 yards.

12. Do the bords go to a fault or a boundary ?>—To a fault generally.

13. What is the longest distance of the bord from the main heading?—I have no idea how far
it is in yards.

14. How far are-the men supposed to truck their coal?—They are supposed to bring their
empty from the first flat-sheet.

15. No matter how far that is ?—No. ,

16. Have you always to help the trucker up with the empty as you do with the full one ?—
There have been places. We have to haul our own trucks up from the first flat-sheet. In our
rules it states 1 yard to 20, but that has not come into force yet.

17. Have you any custom here as to the distance you truck the coal >—No.

-18. Do you drive the stentons so many yards?—They are supposed to go every 6 yards. Some-
times they are a bit short or longer.

19. Do you ever find those stentons unusually warm ?—No.

90. Mr."Proud.] Do you lose any time for want of ships >—Not much.

91. If the pillars were made larger so that you could drive the bords further, would that be any

advantage ?—No.

DU 00 10 b

Joserr StrRoNG, Working Miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] Do you agree with the evidence given by the last two witnesses ?—In the
main I do.

9. You would like to add what >—Mr. Lomas asked whether we got any yardage. I think
a man is working under a great disadvantage when working bords driven on & heading the same
length as a bord. The bord is 8 ft. wide, and the heading is 8 ft. if driven to full width—that is to
say, a man is déad on end, and never holes into any place to get any advantage. I might add that
in our rules we have asked for 6d. per foot on a place of that description, and 4d. per foot has been
granted by the Coneiliation Board ; likewise 6d. for propping up to 8 ft., and afterwards 1d. a foot
upwards for setting a prop. We have made provisien for fixing a set in our rules—somewhere
about 3s. or 4s.

3. Do you agree with the previous witness that there is very little difference between working
a heading or driving a bord ?—I know that I would sooner work in a bord 8 ft. wide thanin a head-
ing 8 ft. wide.

4. Which is the best paid, the bord at 1s. per tub or a heading at 1s. per tub, with 6d. per foot
yardage ?—There is not much difference where the two coals are equal.

5. How long have you been working in this particular mine ?2—Going on for four years.

6. Have you ever seen any gas, or heard of any being seen ?—No.

7. Has there ever been any serious accident in the mine during the four years you have been
there ?—No. The most serious accident I have heard of was where a man got his collarbone
broken through a piece of coal coming off the face.

8. Was the coal spragged ?—1 cannot say.

Hexry HorroN, Working Miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] Have you been long coal-mining ?—Yes; since 1 came to the colony,
twenty-five years ago. _

9. Where have you been engaged chiefly >—My first place was at Kawakawa, Bay of Islands.
I left there about fifteen years ago, and have since worked at Huntly, Kamo, and Hikurangi. I
worked at Brunner for a few months.

3. Can you add anything to the information given to us by your comrades ?—I do not think I °
can.

4. Have you had any work here ?—Not much.

5. Were you troubled with water when driving the dip heading ?—Yes, a little.
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6. What was allowed you for the water >—No charge was made before the Coneiliation Board’s
award. I heard that one man was paid by yardage, and believe he made good wages. It was all
in yardage, at so much per foot. ; ‘

GeorcE KERR, Mine-manager, examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are manager of the Hikurangi Collieries Company’s mine ?—Yes.

2. How long have you been manager ?-——Four years. -

3. The mine has been opened how long ?>—About three years and a half.

4. Did you open it ?—Yes.

5. About what quantity of coal have you taken out of the mine ?—Getting on to 60,000 tons,
I think.

6. "Will you make a statement as to the position of the mine at the present time ?—The position
at present is that in three months’ time this block wiil be closed.

7. The company have how many acres ?—-166 acres in two blocks, of which 40 or 50 are cosl-
bearing. We have twelve men working. The whole property at present is for sale. We have a
lease from the Government of 160 acres. It is quite impossible to say what is likely to be done
with this lease. The company has expended about £2,000, which constitutes its whole capital.
‘We have paid about £12,000 in wages and nothing in dividends. There is no reserve. '

8. Can you tell me anything as to other coal-bearing areas in this neighbourhood outside the
Hikurangi Coal Company’s property ?— There is Walton’s freehold of 196 acres, which was worked
sone years ago during the maritime strike. There were some 3,000 or 4,000 tons taken out.

9. What do your own men earn per week on an average ?—About £3. It depends upon how
much broken time they have. ,

10. How much are they making at the present time about ?—They make from 10s. to 12s. for
a day’s work.

11. Are the relations between the company and the men of an amicable and satisfactory
character —Yes.

12. Mr. Lomas.] Have you inspected this other seam of 160 acres >—The company has put in
a few bores.

13. Do you know anything about its quality >—It is just about the same as ours.

14. Mr. Proud.) You have apparently no system or principle of working 7—Yes, the pillar
and bord. You could not work it in any other way.

15. You do not project your workings in any way ?—No. ,

16. Mr. Lomas.] Do you find the seam broken very much ?—Sometimes cut out altogether.

17. Does clay come between the seams ?—It comes right down on to the floor.

18. Mr. Proud.] If you could have sold the fireclay it would have been of assistance to the
mine ?—Yes.

19. What about the ventilation >—~The mine is thoroughly ventilated naturally. ,

20. Do you lose any coal in working ?—About 2 ft. is left in the roof on account of so little
cover.

WHANGAREI. .
Turspay, 18t DrcEmser, 1900.
THoMAS PEARSON Moopy examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are a mining engineer, I understand ?-—A civil and mining engineer
and a geologist. :

2. Of how many years’ experience ?—Actively connected with the management of mines
upwards of forty years—thirty-seven years’ experience in Australasia as a mine manager, three
years in South Wales as underviewer.

3. You are now working manager for the Hikurangi Coal Company ?— Yes.

4. And you have filled that position for how long ?—About seven years.

5. You opened the mine, I believe >—Yes; I was the pioneer of the Hikurangi Coalfields.

6. You might make a short statement as to the character of the mine, the ventilation, the -
manner of working, and so on?—The system of mining is by pillar and stall, or bord and pillar.
The mine is entered by means of an incline plane on a grade of 1in 12. The ventilation is by
natural means—we have no artificial ventilation—and it 1s thoroughly good and up to the require-
ments as prescribed by law. The seam of coal varies from 6 ft. to 16 f}. thick, without any bands,

7. The property stands on both sides of the railway-line?—Yes. We work north, south, east,
and west. We work east and west of the railway and north and south of the Hikurangi Town-
ship. We have coal under the railway, but are not working that.

8. How do you propose to work the ground north-west of the railway >—By means of shaft
openings.

g 9.gAre you not afraid of water >—Yes ; we shall have to pump. The dip is in that direction.

10. What proportion of the coal within your boundaries on the south side of the railway do
you suppose you have worked ?—About one-tenth. ;

11. Will you take out the remaining nine-tenths before you begin on the north-western side?
~Yes; we shall take out about 75 per cent. of the remainder. In the solid coal we have taken out
one-third. We shall take out 75 per cent. of the two-thirds left.

12. What depth can you work the seam ?—Our seam varies from 6ft. to 16ft. We are now
taking out an average of 9. "We have to leave from 2 ft. to 2 ft. 6 in. of coal to support the roof, the
roof being soft. Portion of that coal under the roof may be taken out when the pillars are being
extracted, but I very much doubt whether we shall. In pillar workings we may take out 75 per
cent.
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13. In round numnbers, what do you suppose you have left ?—1In the 10 acres we have got suffi-
cient coal at present rate of output of 42,000 tons a year for, say, ten years’ work.

14. You have 420,000 tons in the 10 acres ?—Yes.

15. And in the whole of the company’s property ?—1I could not speak as to the whole of the
property, because it has not been explored. We have 800 acres of freehold, 150 acres of leasehold,
and, with the pillars in view and from what I know from boring ahead, we have sufficient coal at
the present rate of output for, say, thirty years. The remaining part of the property has not been
explored. We know that we have sufficient coal at the rate of 42,000 to 45,000 tons a year output
to last for thirty years.

16. What is the average output for the last two years >—About 40,000 tons per annum.

17. How much do you suppose you have put out altogether ?—About 300,000 tons.

18. What is there to prevent you from materially increasing the present output ?—The absence
of a market.

19. Do you know aunything about the arrangements made by the company for the disposal of
the coal —No ; that is beyond my province. ) »

90. Have you anything to say as to the rate of wages or pay ?—I think the average rate of
wages earned by the representative miners during the last two years would be 9s. per day. The
average rate earned by medium men would be about 8s.

91. What is the average of their pay per fortnight ?—We average between five and five and a
half days a week—say, five daysaweek. I may say that during the last three fortnights some of the
best men earned £7 10s. clear, and during the past fortnight some of them earned over £6 clear of
all expenses. I think the general average during the past two years, taking the best and medium
men, would be about 8s. 4d. per day, or £2 10s. per week. With regard to the men employed by
the day, we are paying the truckers 7s. per day, the men who work in small places and pumping
7s. per day, boys 4s. 6d. to 6s., engine-drivers 8s. constant wages, and when some of them are
gick their pay goes on. At Christmas we give them a_fortnight’s holiday and pay them full wages.
We pay our overman 10s. a day and give him a free house and coal. All our men are entitled to
their household coal free.

29. Do you know enough about the coal-measures of this part of the country to tell us how
the output of your mine compares with that of any other mine north of Auckland ?—The only
other mine that compares with this is the Collieries Company’s.

23. Is it a fact that your own and the Collieries Company are the only companies north of

Auckland that are supplying coal >— No. The collieries north of Auckland are the Hikurangi Coal
Company, Hikurangi Collieries Company, the Ngunguru Coal Company, and the Kiripaka Coal
Company. Those four are the only mines working north of Auckland.
- 94. How many men have you at present working in the mine ?—Fiity-two altogether—viz.,
one manager, one underviewer, one shipping agent, one roadman, twenty-eight miners, nine
truckers, two horse-drivers, two pumpers, two deputies, two timber-men and engine-drivers, one
tipper ground boss, one boy, and two tippers.

25. Is your underviewer a man of long experience?—Yes; he has been in my employ for
twenty-two years, and holds a first-class certificate under the Mining Act.

26. It is his duty to inspect the mine every morning ?—Yes; and he examines all places with
a locked safety-lamp. .

27. Does he report every morning ?—The men are not allowed fo go into the mine before he
comes out.

"< '98. How does he report >—He goes in at 5 o'clock in the morning, examines all places, and
reports to the men’at the tunnel-mouth whether everything is safe or not.
£ 99, Does he enter his report in any book ?—Yes.

30. Where is the book kept ?—In the office.

31. And when does he write his report in the book ?—Every night.

39. Would it not be better to do it every morning before the men go in ?—Something might
take place that might require to be entered in the book. His book is & daily report, and therefore
he enters the transactions of the day.

33. Can he read and write ?>—No, though he holds a first-class certificate.

34. How does he manage to make a report, then >—Well, he gives the particulars to me or my
bank agent, who has charge of all surface-work., He is another man who has been with me
twenty-two years. He is a very intelligent man. Although the underviewer can neither read nor
write he is a first-class miner.

85. 1 suppose in such a well-ventilated mine as yours all the precautions that are suggested
and stipulated for in the Coal-mines Act are not necessary >—No.

36. You have no necessity for brattice-cloths for ventilating purposes ?—No; we do not use
brattice-cloths at all: we use stoppings and canvas doors.

37. Roughly, from the experience you have had, you think you have half a million tons of
coal on the south-eastern side of the railway ?—Yes, within the present workings.

" 38. And an unknown quantity on the other side ?—Yes.
~ 39. Do you anticipate a large quantity on the north-western side >—Yes, very much so,
because our area extends one mile and a quarter from the railway.

40. Could you give us any idea of what sum would be required to be expended in order to
thoroughly open up this mine and push the output to its fullest extent, so as to prove remunerative
to the shareholders — Considering the area of the company’s land, an expenditure of £100,000
would be required to thoroughly explore the entire area.

41. And, in your opinion, such an expenditure would prove remunerative >—Yes, it would.
“_ 49. How much capital has the company expended so far >—1I could not say.- The nominal
capital is £15,000 in 80,000 shares of 10s. paid up to 7s. 6d., leaving a liability of 2s. 6d. per share.
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The opening-up of the mine has been from profit. We paid 10 per cent. the first year, and con-
tinuously since. I am the second largest shareholder. The company spent all its paid-up capital
in the purchase of freehold land. We have no reserve fund, and the cost of opening up the mine
has been borne by the profits derived from the sale of the coal. We are paying 2s. 6d. per ton
haulage for about sixteen miles on the railway, which is really excessive. We are paying to the
Government on an average from £110 to £120 a week for traction.

43. You do not screen your coal?>—No. We send away a certain quantity of sereened coal
for local household purposes at Whangarei. I think it is a mistake to sereen the coal.

44. What proportion of the coal do you lose in that way?—We get the same price for small
coal as for large.

45. Have you any beds of fireclay you could utilise ?-—Yes, very extensive beds. Hitherto our
company has been confined to the coal-mining business, but in the near future we intend to develop
the fireclay beds. We have one bed of fireclay 27ft. thick. That is immediately under the coal.
I never saw such a thick seam cf fireclay anywhere before, and it is really good. During this
summer I am going to build a kiln and experiment with this elay, in order to ascertain whether I
can produce a first-class ornamental fireelay brick for building purposes, and I believe I shall be
able to produce it at a fraction over the price for ordinary bricks. During the whole of my career
as manager—three years in South Wales and thirty-seven-years in Ausiralasia—I have never had
one fatal accident. This is a grand record.

JouN Swinsanks, Underviewer, examined.

1. The Chairman.) You are underground manager of the Hikurangi Coal Company’s mine ?—
Yes.

2. How long have you had charge of the mine ?—Four years when February comes.

3. You have been mining for how many years ?—I had charge of Kawakawa about twenty-
three years. ‘

4. You have been mining, I understand, something like fifty or sixty years ?—I went into the
coal-mines in 1837, when about eleven years of age. I am now seventy-four.

5. Mr. Lomas.] Iv is part of your duty to visit the mine before the men go to work ?—VYes.

6. How do you inspect it 2—With a Davy lamp ; but there is no reason for it.

7. You make a general examination of the mine ?—Yes.

8. How far, approximately, do they truck the coal down the rise bords?—From nothing to
100 yards.

557). Have you any doors in those bords ?—No ; just one at the bottoms. That is only canvas.

10. What is the angle of those rise bords ?—It may be 1 in 19, or something like that—some
more and some less. I should say it would average something like that.

11. Have the men to spragg all the wheels in bringing trucks down ?—Most of them,

12. Do you congider there is any danger to men coming down with trucks while the pony-race
is going past the bottom of the bord ?—No ; the driver who drives the horse stops till they pass.

18. Do you consider that one drop-sheet is sufficient to insure the air going up to the working-
places ?—I do. .

14, Is that your experience in the Old Country where there is only one drop-sheet >—Yes.

15. Have you ever seen any gas at all in the mine ?—Not this mine.

16. And never heard of any there ?—No.

17. Is the inspection by the Government Inspector regular and satisfactory ?—About once in
six months, I think. Mr. Coutts was here two or three months ago with the new Chief Inspector,
Myr. Hayes.

18.yHave you any fault to find with the working of the mine at all ?—No.

19. The Chairman.] Will your people work the coal on the other side of the railway ?—That
is questionable. It is right in a swamp, but we expect to work it.

20. If you do you will have to pump ?—Yes. We have a lot of coal across the swamp.

21. Mr. Proud.] The mine is under your daily supervision 2—Yes.

22. You make the inspections with a locked safety-lamp ?—Yes.

23. You test it for gas ?—Yes. ‘

24. And examine the roof and the sides to see that all is safe ?—Yes.

25. Then you return to the station to meet the men ?—Yes, outside.

26. Do you write up your report when you return >—Not until after the day is over; it is
written up’at night.

Doxarnp MaoLEeop, Farmer, examined.

1. The Chairman.] Have you been residing long in the district >—Thirty-seven years.

2. Do you own the property known as West Bryan’s?—Yes; in partnership with my brother
T own 38 acres to the north-west of the railway, including part of the Limestone Rocks. The West
Bryan’s Mine was the first worked in the Hikurangi district. We took a contract for supplying
the Northern Steamship Company during the time of the strike. The mine was leased to Mr.
Smith, but through the custing-down of the price and the high railway charge the mine had
to shut down as soon as the incline was worked out.

3. How much did Mr. Smith pay you for royalty ?—9d. per ton.

4. How much do you suppose you made out of it >—About £200 or £300.

5. You think the only reason why the mine shut down was the unsatisfactory price ?—
That was the sole reason. In our case the incline had been worked out or it might have paid.

6. How many drives did you put in ?—There were two main drives put in on the incline.

7. How far did they do in >—Perhaps 200 yards.

8. Did they go right through coal ?—They came to a fault or dip.

7—C. 4.
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9. And what depth was the seam ?—From 6 ft. to 7 tt. or 8 ft.
10. Did they average that ?—Yes.
11. What was it at the beginning ?>—Just the same.
12. Did you ascertain what depth it was 9__ We had nothing to do with the management
of it. '

13. Was the water any trouble to you ?— There was a good deul of water in the dip. I
think a skip of water was taken out for every ton of coal.

14. Do you know what quantity of coal was taken out?—I really could not say.

15. Were there some thousands of tons ?—Yes. ;

16. Is the mine worth opening again ?—Decidedly ; it is not worked out at all. It was only
the incline that was worked out.

17. What would it cost to open it properly ?— It is in order now, but it would perhaps
take a week to take the water out.

18. What price would pay you ?>— 10s. would certainly pay. The raising of the rate on the
railway made it worse. The rate was only 2s. at first. :

19. Would 6d. per ton make the difference between success and non-success >— At the time
Mr. Smith stopped that 6d. would have carried him through. That would be the difference between
profit and loss. There wasa great deal of cutting at the time.

Jimes McKmwon, Clerk of the Whangarei County Council, examined.

1. The Chairman.] What are you in connection with this particular property called the
¢« Whareora Coalfield” 2—I am one of the members of a syndicate formed to develop it. We
hold about 2,600 acres of land, of which about 800 acres is freehold, of which we have the deeds,
and the balance freehold property, over which we have an option to purchase.

9. What has been done?—We have driven 1501t. on a coal-seam, commencing 3ft. and
increasing up to 7ft. The sample of coal iz very good. We have started boring, and have bored
down to 110ft. at present on the coal cover in the centre of the field.

3. How far is it from any railway ?>—The Whangarei—-Kamo is the nearest railway, some
eight or nine miles distant ; bub we intend to connect the field with a private line to Grahamstown
~ “which will be abous six miles in length—where there is deep water.

4. How much money do you suppose you have expended in developing the property ?-—
Roughly, about £150, and £2,000 in gecuring freehold property.

5. Is anybody at work there now ?——Yes; a party of ten men have been working a month.

6. And in the drive what have you in the way of a seam ?—We have a 7 ft. seam, which is on
the increase.

7. What kind of coal is it : similar to that of Hikurangi 9__It is of better quality than the
Hikurangi coal. Itis a brighter and a cleaner coal, with not so much sulphur.

8. What steps have you taken to form a company 9__We are first prospecting to ascertain
the area of coal in the field before forming a company. We have also driven a short distance at
the Waitangi Creek, where a good 6 ft. seam has been found.

9. What is the surface like 2—1It is pretty ever, with a green sandstone cover under the soil.

10. I suppose you cannot speak as to probable faults ?—No. On the surface there are aboub
400 acres of bush suitable for mining timber, and part of it is agricultural land occupied by four
settlers.

11. How long have you lived in the district ?—I am a native of the district, and am thoroughly
acquainted with it. A

12. 1 suppose there are outcrops of coal throughout the whole of this electorate ?—There are
outerops known in about eight different places, and the indications of coal are numerous through-
out the district.

18. Myr. Lomas.] Arethe 6ft. and 7 ft. seams the same seam 9—Yes. It dips under the hill
near the creek on the east of the field.

14. Is all your coal in the dip ?—Yes, as far as we know. The dip is about 1 in 50 at present.

15. What is the nature of the surface —Mostly poor land covered with some bush, scrub, and
fern. : :

16. Are there no chasms or anything of that sort>—No ; it is the same nature of country all
through, the coal cover being hard greensandstone.

17. As far as you know, the seam may thicken out as you go down ?—Yes.

18. Is it pure coal ?—It is mixed with a conglomerate at the edge of outcrops, and becomes
solid coal as we get lower down. )

19. Mr. Proud.] You expect to have two beds of coal ?—Yes.

20. Will you prove that by boring ?—-Yes.

91. Will the coal be suitable for household purposes ?>—Yes; I use it in my own house and it
suits very well ; and it is also a suitable coal for steam purposes.

29. 'Will it be a smithy coal ?—1It acts very well as a smithy coal. I have had a trial with the
local blacksmith, the results being satisfactory.

93. Would it be suitable for brick-burning ?— Yes.

924. Could you load a ship of any size >—Pretty well any size at Grahamstown, where there
is 20 ft. at low water. v

95. The Chairman.] Can a vessel drawing 181t. go in there ?—Yes.

96. Mr. Proud.] Could you load a battle-ship ?—Yes; but larger ones at the Whangarei
Heads.

97. Mr. Lomas.] Do you apprehend any difficulty with water ?—No. If we sink over the
valley in the centre of the field we shall require a pump to pump the water out of the shaft and
workings of the mine.
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NGUNGURTU.
WEDNESDAY, 19TH DEcEMBER, 1900.
Arrrep Hexry TAYLOR examined.

v 1. The Chatrman.] You are mine-manager of the Ngunguru Coal-mining Company (Limited)?
—Yes.

2. How long have you been so?—A little over a year. I entered on the management in

November, 1899,
v 3. The mine is situated on the southern bank of the Ngunguru River, which is a tidal river ?—
es. .
4. The entrance to the mine is about 150 ft. above the level of the riverbank ?—About 140 ft.
We have a self-acting incline, the first section of which is 8 chains in length, rising to 100 f.
Then practically a flat of about 5 chains, and then another incline of about 6 chains, rising 40 ft.

5. The mine has been working for how long ?—1It commenced eight or nine years ago, I believe,
The output, I understand, has been about 15,000 tons a year, or about 150,000 tons in all. The
coal is lowered down the incline in trucks containing about 8 cwt. It is then taken along by a horse
tramway about a mile, and shipped on board small vessels carrying about 140 tons as a maximum.
We also send coal down to the sailers by pontoons, which take the coal in from hoppers at the bottom
of the incline on the creek. We also load the sailers from pontoons loaded at the end of the horse
tramway.

6. How many men have you at present working in and about the mine ?—A total of forty-one
men and boys—viz., twenty-two hewers, six truckers, three shift-men, two borers, an engine-and-
pump man, a deputy, a blacksmith, a carpenter, two tippers, a horse-driver, and two on the steam-
launch.

7. How do you pay the hewers ?—So much per skip, which varies from 11d. to 1s. 56d. The
Conciliation Board increased the price lately by 1d. per skip.

8. How much are the men able to earn per day ?—At the last pay they earned an average of
9s. 3d. ,

9. What is the average per fortnight ?—There were 324 working-days in the last six weeks—
about 102 days per fortnight. The wages-men get 8s., the truckers from 6s. 6d. to 7s., per day,
according 1o the work they have.”

10. You are not troubled about the ventilation in the mine ?—It is very changeable, according
to the winds.

11. TIs it thoroughly ventilated by natural means ?— The ventilation is very good.

12. Is there any gas ?—I have never seen any except black-damp. There is no water except
in the wet seasons. We use a duplex Tangye pump.

13. What is the size of the seam near the entrance of the mine?—The seam varies from
2 ft. to 7 fs.

14. What proportion of the coal procurable from your present workings and purchased do
you suppose you have taken out?—I estimate that the total quantity left in the mine is about
35,000 tons.

15. Is that in the whole of the company’s property ?--Yes.

16. Do you know of any other coal-seams contiguous to the company’s property or in the
immediate neighbourhood ?—Yes; but I do not know much about them.

17. Then, the value of the property can be reckoned at 35,000 tons ¢n situ 7—Yes.

18. When you have taken this 35,000 tons out what will happen ?—We are proceeding in the
direction of procuring more. If the 35,000 tons are taken out the mine will be done. We are
prospecting and have obtained indications of coal, and an expenditure of £300 will connect with
the present workings if the prospecting operations turn out to be successful. '

19. Where does the company sell the coal ?—1I do not know what price the company gets for
its coal, nor the arrangements it makes for the sale of it.

20. You do not know whether the company is profitable to the shareholders ? —1I believe
the company is holding its own as far as receipts and expenditure are concerned, and I think
that is about all. I have not heard whether it has paid a dividend. ’

21. How would you class the coal >—Semi-bituminous, useful chiefly for steaming purposes
for vessels. We do not prepare any for household purposes; we have no sale whatever for that.

22. What was the output for the last month ?—1,600 tons.

23. Was that an average month ?—That was a very good month.

24. In some places the seam is very thin ?—Yes.

25. Is that more expensive to work ?—1It costs 3s. 4d. a ton to hew the coal, and about 4s. per
shift on that to blow the bottoms up.

26. For hardness, how does your coal compare with the Hikurangi Coal Company’s ?—It is
about equal in hardness. The thinner the seam the harder the coal. The company loses on the
thin seam, but we go on because it helps the prospect.

27. Do you think you bave sufficiently prospected the whole of your area by means of bore-
holes to ascertain whether there are any other seams available ?—No.

28. What system is in use—the pillar and bord ?—Yes.
~929. dave you taken out any of the pillars ?>—We are taking out pillars all the time, with the
exception of the low bords, for prospecting purposes.

30. What is the width of the bord ?—12ft. wide, and the pillars 18ft. to 21 ft. thick. We
could not use the longwall system in our mine, because there are too many faults. The cover of
the coal varies from almost nothing to 100 ft. in thickness : that is at the crown of the hill. The
contour of the hill is very irregular.

31. What is the area of the property ?—The compsny has about 2,000 acres altogether. I do
not know the title.
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32. We shall be glad to take any suggestions or recommendations you may have to make with
regard to the Government side of the question ?—1 have no strong recommendations to make.
I think & good many of the fires that take place in inines are caused by the inferior paper which is
used in the cartridges.

33. How often is the mine inspected by the Government Inspector ?—I think Mr. Coutts has
been here twice within the last fow months.

34. I suppose the mine is carefully examined every morning ?—Yes.

35. Are the reports made before the men go in ?—Yes, and signed in the office on the bank.
I strictly enforce that. I cannot suggest any matter to enable the Government to improve things.

Francis CLoke, Underviewer, examined.

1. The Chairman.] What are you?—I am the underviewer of the Ngunguru Coal-mine. 1
have been working here about two years and a half. I have been underviewer about thirteen
months.

2. Is there anything special with regard to this mine, so far as the ventilation is concerned, or
in connection with the water, gas, roads, and so on?>—We have pretty good ventilation. Some-
times in the dip we have been flooded out with water during the winter, and there was a certain
amount of black-damp there, but no inflammable gas. )

3. How did you overcome the difficulty with regard to the water ?—By getting out the water
‘when the air-course was open.

4. Do you inspect the mine every morning ?—Yes.

5. And make a written report before the men are allowed to go in?-——Yes.

6. What did you do when you found she black-damp ?—I put up a notice-board with the
words ¢ No Road—Danger " on it.

7. What quantity of available coal is left>—There is a lot of ground not explored yet. If
all were taken out that is in sight, I should put it down at, perhaps, 30,000 or 35,000 tons.

8. What do you think of the chances of getting more coal ?—The chances are good enough, I
think, but it is hard to say. ’

9. Have you had much experience with the northern coalfields ?—Yes ; it is about seventeen
years since I came to the colony. According to the lay of the gfound, I think there is a chance of
getting more coal.

10. And, if successful, would it require an expenditure of much capital to work it ?—1 have no
doubt it would, but I could not estimate the amount. If a crowd of men had it on their own
account it would probably be done cheaper than by a company.

11. Do you think a co-operative company would have a fair chance of success ?—They would
have to face the difficulty of finding capital to open the mine, and the still greater difficulty of
finding vessels to carry the coal away, and the most profitable market in which to dispose of it.

12. Have the men anything to complain of ?—No; except that at times the coal ig on the thin
side, when they cannot get out so much as they would like. I think the Ngunguru Creek taps a
big coalfie]ld. The Kiripaka Mine, I believe, has a seam from 12 ft. to 201t., but there are only
4 acres of coal. The whole country-side is a big coal district : there are indications all over it
but there has not been much testing. A great difficulty here is the loading, as the river is shallow.
If the district were thoroughly opened up, I believe there is work for thousands of men.

13. Are all precautions necessary taken for the safety of the men and the mine ?—Yes, so far
as my knowledge leads me.

14. Have there been any accidents >—About a fortnight ago a man was injured through not
obeying orders to put in timber. A stone struck him on the shoulder and hurt his collarbone.
One other accident occurred through a man overstraining himself in lifting a skip, but he was only
laid up for a fortnight. Those were the only accidents.

GrorcE (apMaN, Miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] What position do you hold ?—I am a working miner in the Ngunguru Coal
Company’s mine. Iand George Windess represent the men working in the mine.

9. Are there any special matters you or your comrades wish to bring before the Commission ?
—No.

3. Have you any grievances ?—No.

4. How long have you been working in this mine ?—Close on three years. I was here before.

5. How long do you think you will be here 2—It might be three or four years, but we do not
know what is in view.

6. What is your output per month ?—About 70 or 80 tons per day; but the mine has not been
working very regularly.

7. Are you satisfied with the precautions taken in the mine for the safety of the workmen ?—
Yes, I think so.

8. And with your pay as recently fixed >—Yes, as fixed by the Coneiliation Board.

9. Have you noticed any signs of danger in the mine from firedamp or insufficient timbering ?
—No; the mine is clear of gas.

10. Have you done any prospecting for coal in these basins ?2—Yes, 1 have done a little.

11. Have you found any indications of a more extensive field ?—Not outside the company’s

roperty.

P p12. Mr. Lomas.] How do you work out your pillars >—We generally split them.

13. Do you find them at all dangerous ?—Yes ; they are not the best in the world.

14. Have you found many pot-holes in the roof ?2—We come across some occasionally.

15. Have you found those difficulties in the pillars >—No.

16. Ilave you ever worked in places where the water has come in on top of you from the
roof ?—Yes ; but not badly.
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17. Did you get anything extra or work shorter hours >—No.

18. Mr. Proud.] Do you lose much coal when working the pillars?—We ose a few trucks
sometimes. The biggest loss was about thirty skips. The only thing I do not like is going
through two falls to get a pillar where the pillars have been taken out.

19. Do you do your own trucking ?>—Yes, to 50 yards; we get 1d. a truck after that.

20. Are there any of the thin seams worked by day-work ?—Mostly by piecework. I believe
siame are now done by day-work at 9s., but only during the last week. It has not been the regular
thing.

GeorGE WINDESS, Miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] You have been present during the time Mr. Ca..dma,n gave evidence ?—
Yes.

2. And you are one of those chosen by your fellow-workmen to represent them here ?—VYes.

8. Do you agree with him in what he has told us ?—Yes.

4. Can you give us any information on your own account ?—No, not at present, I think.

[N.B.—For additional evidence re¢ this mine, see the evidence of Ernest George Robert Ford,
Auckland, 7th January, 1901.]

KIRIPAKA.,
WEDNESDAY, 1918 DECEMBER, 1901,
Groree Cremo, Working Manager of the Kiripaka Coal Company (Limited), examined.

1. The Charrman.] How long have you been employed here in the capacity of manager ?—
Since the beginning of operations in 1898.

2. What does the mine and property consist of?—We have 45 acres held under Native
owners,

3. What rent do you pay ?—8d. per ton royalty.

4. You have driven on the coal what depth from the face 2—5 chains back into the hill.

5. At what height above the creek-level 2—About 90 ft. ‘

6. About how much on the top of the hill?—About 100ft. to 120ft. below the crest of the
hill. ‘

7. You carried a seam with you all the way, of what thickness >—Running from 7 ft. to 23 ft.,
and perhaps over, as we have not stripped the roof to the covering.

8. What class of coal do you call it ?—Bituminous.

9. How much have you taken out ?—About 12,000 tons.

10. You estimate the remainder in your mine at how much ?—I dare say there is 100,000
tons.

11. How and where do you sell it >—The secretary in Auckland does the selling business. It
is sent to Auckland.

19. Have you any trouble as to ventilation ?—No.

13. Have you had any trouble with water >—We have had no trouble yet.

14. Is there no pumping required ?—The headings are dipping a little now, and we may have
to put in a small pump.

15. What do you pay the hewers?—10d. per skip. The men make 10s. to 11s. a day and
average full time—that is, for the last three months. )

16. How many men do you employ ?—Ten hewers, one trucker, and one tipper.

17. How do you get the coal away ?—We lower the coal by means of a self-acting incline, tip
it into barges, which are towed by a steam-launch about six miles down the river, where it is put
into sailers, which carry from 44 tons to 100 tons. The incline is 18 chains, and rises about 90 ft.

18. Have you had any accidents in the mine ?—No; we have been free from accidents in any
shape or form.

19. Have you an underviewer ?—No.

20. Do you examine the mine every morning?—Yes.

21. And make a written report ?—Yes.

22. And actually enter the report every morning ?—Yes.

23. Whast is the capital of the company ?—10,000 shares of £1 each, 5s. paid up.

24. Are you a shareholder >—7Yes.

25. Did you prospect the mine ?—Yes.

26. There was a private syndicate first >—Yes, of three men.

27. And they sold the mine to a company ?—Yes.

28. Did they get paid in cash ?—No, shares.

29. How many shares did you get 2—1,333 shares paid up to 5s.

80. Have you any idea of what the other shareholders have paid up ?—I think £500 was paid
up in cash.

P 31. What did the work cost, in round numbers, to open the mine %—About £500 for opening
the mine.

82. Do you know what this coal sells for in Auckland ?—No. '

33. What is it mostly used for >—All steam.

84. Is there any more coal outside your 45 acres?—There possibly might be, but I do not
know of any myself. :

35. Have you done any prospecting >—No.

36. Will you be able to work the whole of the 45 acres from this tunnel ?—-I think so.

37. Mr. Lomas.] Have you worked any of the pillars at all 2—No.
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38. Whait is the size of the pillars ?2—20 yards by 10 yards.

39. How do you purpose taking the pillars out ?—Taking the lifts off.

40. How often do you propose to split it 2—Only once.

41. How much coal do you think you will lose in taking out the pillars >—Not much.

42. What thickness do you propose to leave in the roof ?—3 ft.

43. Do you think the timber you set in that mine is strong enough for the weight it has to
carry ?—Yes.

44. You have seen no gas in the mine ?—None at all.

45. Mr. Proud.] I think you said you got about 90 per cent. of the coal ?—Yes.

46. Have you any ether minerals except coal >—We have fireclay in places.

47. Any limestone >—No.

48. You do not make bricks ?—No.

SaMUEL MoreLAND, Miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are a miner employed in the Kiripaka Coal Company’s mine ?—Yes.

2. How long have you been working there ?—A little over twelve months.

3. You and your friend here represent the working miners in the mine ?—Yes.

4. Do you wish to bring before this Commission any particular matter >—No, not that Iam
aware of.

5. Are you able to make fair wages ?—Yes.

6. Are you quite satisfied thast all things necessary for your safety are done ?—Yes.

7. Are you able to inform us of the quantity of coal there is here ?—1I1 have never made any
caleulation.  As a rule miners do not interfere with that sort of thing.

8. Is the mine inspected every morning before you go in ?—Yes.

9. Are you kept waiting until the report is made ?—The manager comes out before we enter
the mine and lets us know when to go in.

10. Have you any suggestions to make as to waste, &c.?—No; there have been no pillars
taken out.

11. Mr. Lomas.] In your opinion, would it increase the danger of working the pillars owing
to the bords being so high ?—Looking at it from one point of view it would, providing you took out
the same amount of coal at the finish. There is sufficient coal left overhead to keep up the roof,
and, if the pillars are taken out, I suppose the management will work the pillars according to the
height.

¢ 19. In taking outa pillar 10 ft. high, the bord being 13 ft. high, would it not increase the danger
to the men, owing to one side of the coal being loose ?—Yes, it would.

13. Would it be safer to work the coal at a reasonable height in the bords and work out the
pillars at the same height? Would the road itself be safer at 10 ft. than 13 ft. high when taking
out the pillars >—Yes.

14. Very much, do you think ?—Yes.

15. The ventilation is all that you could desire ?—Yes.

16. There is no fan: it is natural ventilation 2—Yes.

17. Does it ever get warm when you are working through the stentons?—We drive 30 ft.
before putting a crosscut in, and then 24 ft. through the crosscut.

18. That is 54 ft. ?—Yes.

19. Has it been customary to work 50ft. without carrying the air to the face—without
bratticing ?—In some mines it is necessary to do so, but with the ventilation we have here I do
not think bratticing is necessary.

90. Mr. Proud.] Do you think any danger arising out of working the pillars could be provided
for by systematic timbering ?—It depends upon the principle adopted.

Micuasr McCormack, Miner, examined.

The Chairman.] You are one of those chosen to represent the miners here ?—Yes.
You have been present during the examination of the last witness ?—Yes.

Do you agree with the evidence he has given ?—Yes.

Can you add anything to it ?—No. .

K- 0O 2O

Winniam CALLAGHAN examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are one of the directors of the Kiripaka Coal Company (Limited) ?—

Yes.

9. The capital of the company consists of how much ?—10,000 shares of £1 each.

3. Is any of it considered to be paid up ?—In the first instance, myself, my brother, and Mr.
Clemo formed a syndicate. We started to get all the permanent-way here, and after completing
that part of it we found we required more capital to go on with the working of the mine, and took
in five Auckland people, who put £500 into it. After that we turned it into & company with a
capital of 10,000 shares.

4. How many shares did you take ?—4,000 shares were taken by the three of us. We under-
stood that our shares were to be considered fully paid up, but in forming the company there was
come misunderstanding, and it appeared that without all the money was paid up they would not
allow it. There is now a 15s. call upon them.

5. You got nothing except the 1,300 shares paid up to 5s.?—Yes. In the first place, I and
my brother owned the mine. We took Clemo in and he paid about £300, which was expended on
opening the mine.

6. Do you own any of those barges and scows ?—Yes, and the steam-launch,

‘*v
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7. Who found the money for those —The company. When we formed the company it was
a going concern. The barges were found out of the money that the others paid in.

8. Since then the company has paid its own way ?—Yes.

9. How do you dispose of the coal —Some gocs to Gisborne, some to Paeroa, and some to
Auckland. We have sold it at from 6s. 6d. up to 6s. 10d., and now get 7s. 6d. a ton for it in the
Ngunguru River.

10. To whom do you sell it ?—TIt is now sold to Mr. Winstone, in Auckland. It is sold for
7s. 6d. in the river.

11. Has he any interest in the company ?—None whatever.

12. You are not bound to anybody ?—No.

13. Are there any contracts >—There are contracts with Mr. Alison, of the North Shore Ferry.

14. You supply it to him for what ?—6s. 6d. and 6s. 10d. They find their own vessels, and we
deliver it at the Ngunguru Port.

15. What do you put out per month ?—For some time we had only one punt, but now we have
a third one. We put out nearly 400 tons a week.

16. Have you been able to divide any profits ?—~We have had two dividends of 10 per cent.,
and are quite content. Adjoining us to the west is Government land of about 200 acres, which in
all probability is coal-bearing.

17. I suppose you can see several years’ work before you >—Yes.

HUNTLY.
Fripay, 4re JaNuary, 1901.
James Courts, Inspector of Mines, examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are Inspector of Mines for what district >—For the coal-mines in the
North Island.

2. Take the Hikurangi mines first: give us as full information as you can of your own
knowledge regarding these mines >—The Hikurangi Coal Company’s mine is opened up from an
incline plane. The coal is semi-bituminous. The ventilation is by natural means, and is fairly
good. The method of working is the bord and pillar. The present workings are to the north-
eastern side of the railway-line, but the amount of coal on that side of the line is rather limited.
They have encroached in one place on the reserve.

3. Will they be able to work on the south-western side >—Not without putting up machinery
and pumping out the water. That will entail an expenditure, if properly done, of £2,000 or
£3,000. .

4. Are you satisfied with the way in which that mine has been worked ?—Yes. The piilars
are rather small, but there is little danger of the roof coming down. It has been a very safe mine
to work in.

5. The next mine is the Hikurangi Colliery Company’s >—Yes ; that is only a small patch of
coal situated on the top of a hill, and it is nearly exhausted. The coal worked has been very
expensive to work. :

6. Do you know Mr. Swinbanks, the underviewer ?—Yes.

7. Is he a competent man ?—He is a good practical man. ;

8. In his evidence he told us that he went down the mine every morning, and sent the men
down afterwards, but reported in the evening. Ts that in accordance with the regulations ?—1I do
not know that the regulations provide for that.

9. Are you aware that he can neither read nor write >—Yes.

10. Do you think that interferes with his efficiency ?—1I think he is a good practical man for
the work he is employed at.

11. Now, take the Ngunguru Coal Company’s mine : how is that mine worked 2—On the bord-
and-pillar principle.

12. What have you to say as to the quantity of coal there ?—It is very limited. It is a very
thin seam they are working at the present time, and with a little they get out of the pillars and
bords combined they are able to keep up their supplies. ‘ )

13. Are you satisfied that due provision is made for the safety of the workmen 2%—Yes.

14. Is the ventilation good ?—Yes. .

15. And the Act has been complied with ?—-Yes.

16. What have you to say with regard to the Kiripaka ?>—That is only a small patch of coal
situated on top of a spur, and the amount of coal is only very limited.

17. Are you satisfied with the way in which the mine has been worked ?— Yes.

18. And you think there is no danger to life in the methods adopted >—No, not that I
know of.

19. Have you found any difficulty in keéping the small mine-owners up to the mark with
regard to the regulations ?—There is sometimes a little trouble, owing to these men not being very
well educated, in getting them to comply with the regulations.

20. How often do you inspect those mines?—I inspect them once a year, and the Assistant
Inspector visits them once a year, 8o that there are really two inspections. During the last year,
however, I have been there several times.

21. Mr. Lomas.] As the Kiripaka Mine have you seen the pillars being taken out >—No.

22. Would it not, in your opinion, be safer to drive the bords the same height as they take
out the pillars ?—Decidedly.



C.—4. 50

28. The Chairman.] Now take the Waikato mines: What have they been doing lately at
Ralph’s Mine ?—They work from a shaft, and most of it has been worked from the Waikato River.
The prineipal fault we had to find was with the air-shaft. There was not a proper outiet for the
men to get out, but they have been preparing it. They will have to get a shaft over the river by-
and-by.

21. Are you satisfied that the safety of the men is sufficiently protected ?—-Yes ; boreholes are
put up every & yards to see that they have 9 yards overhead.

25. Have you been unable to detect any danger ?—No.

26. You think that the measures now being taken will provide sufficient air and means of exit
for the men in time of danger ?—Yes, I do.

27. Now take the Extended Mine?—They are only working there on a limited scale at
present, and developing portion of the mine. They have worked out most of it, and are developing
another portion of the mine at the present time.

28. From your inspection of to-day, are you satisfied that things have been done properly ?—
Yes ; they have plenty of ventilation at the present time, and the men are quite safe. There are
times when the ventilation is not all that could be desired, but that is always to be expected.

29. What have you to say with regard to the Taupiri Reserve ?—The ventilation was not so
good as it might have heen to-day. Sometimes the brattice-cloths will not keep tight.

30. Have you any suggestions to make about that?—I have told them about it to-day, and
instructed them to attend to it.

31. Do you consider that there is any danger from the lake >—There are three places where
things were not so satisfactory as they might have been. This was pointed out to the previous
manager with the object of having them made good, and he put in timber, bus it was not good
enough. When the present manager was appointed he commenced to fill it with stuff from the
surface, and rammed it in the weak part of the roof. As it was at the edge of the lake we thought
it was not safe for the men to work there.

32. You are now satisfied that it is safe for the men ?—Perfectly satisfied.

38. How much coal is there ?—They cannot tell what coal they have.

34. What proportion of coal are they able to win ?—I do not think they are taking out mnore
than one-seventh of the coal.

35. Do they lose much in slack ?>—Yes, there is a good deal of slack.

36. Can you give us any suggestions as to improvements that can be made in the inspection,
control, and management ?—As far as the inspection is concerned, the men have power in their
own hands to inspeect the mine every month.

37. Do they avail themselves of that position ?—Yes.

38. Have they reported favourably ?~—Yes. You might go into any mine and find what they
say in their reports.

39. Mr. Lomas.] Do you think it would be an advantage to insist that where drop-sheets
are used and trucks go through there should be two drop-sheets instead of one at certain distances
apart ?—No doubt two would be better than one.

40. Have you not power to insist on that ?—If we think there is too much air escaping we can
make them remedy it. We have power to enforce that the men shall get sufficient ventilation. In
some cases the men are very careless in leaving their brattice-cloths up.

41. Mr. Proud.] Are the old working-places in a safe condition ?—Yes.

42, Where there is anything not provided for by the Coal-mines Act, have you sufficient
authority to take action ?—Yes.

Epwarp Seprimus WIGHT examined.

1. The Chasrman.] You are general manager of the three Huntly mines known as Ralph’s,
the Kxtended, and the Taupiri Reserve ?—Yes, I am the colliery manager.

2. You know nothing as to the capital of the company, I suppose ?—No.

3. Taking Ralph’s Mine first, do you know how long it has been working ?—1It has been work-
ing about ten years, and I have been in charge about six months. Out of that time it was closed
down for five years, and started to work again about two years ago.

4. You are now putting out about how much coal ?—About 170 tons per day. The mine is
worked by one winding-shaft 190 ft. deep, and an air-shaft 150 ft. deep 51 ft. away from the wind-
ing-shaft. It extends north-westerly across the Waikato River in a seam of 70{t. in thickness at
the shaft, and it has been proved by boreholes to be of varying thickness from 30 ft. up to 60 ft.

5. You are now employing how many men ? — Between eighty and ninety men above and
below ground.

6. Who earn an average of about how much ?~—The hewers average about £2 5s. per week and
the service men about £2.

7. Do you know anything about the disposal of the coal and the prices obtained ?—I know
what I am authorised to sell it at.

8. What do you sell the coal at >—For quantities under 20 tons per month, house coal 13s. per
ton delivered at the mine, less 6d. per ton discount; for quantities over 20 tons per month, 1s. per
ton discount. Steam coal is 9s., less 6d. a ton discount, for quantities under 20 tons a month, ana
1s. discount for quantities over 20 tons. Nuts, 4s. a ton; slack, 2s. a ton.

9. What proportion of your output of 170 tons per day do you seil at the pit’s mouth >—There
is practically nothing sold at Huntly. It is sent to places outside the district.

10. By your principals >—No ; we do not pay freight, we sell at the pit's mouth.

11. And you sell it all >—Yes ; the consignees pay freight, with the exception of those who get
the coal supplied at flag-stations.

12. The company has no agents for the sale of the coal. Who is your prineipal customer ?—
Mr. J.-J. Craig.
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13. Have you any particular contract with him to take it 9—-Not that I am aware of.

14. You consign it to him ? —Yes.

15. And he pays freight >—Yes.

16. Do you know what the haulage rate is from here to Auckland ?—Yes, 6s. 6d. a ton.

17. And to the Thames ?—Between 7s. and 8s., I think, but I cannot say from knowledge.

18. How many levels have you from this down-shaft of yours ?—There are three levels.

19. And you work the coal to a height or depth of what 220 ft.

20. The rest of the coal you have to leave in situ ?—Yes.

21. Have you any difficulty with the ventilation ?—I have a little difficulty at present during
the time of the alterations. I anticipate a little more until we get our fan erected. We have
enlarged the air-shaft from 5 ft. square to 8 ft. 6in. diameter, lined from bottom to top on brick-
work, fitted with buntoms for steamn-pipes. We are erecting a 15 fs. Waddell fan, which is due on
the 15th of this month. Everything will be ready by the time it arrives to put it into position, and
I hope to bave the ventilation three times better than it is at present—40,000 cubic feet per minute.
We are expending in money nearly £2,000 on this mine alone.

22. In your improvements are you making any better provision for the return air ?—Yes.

23. As well as that, are you making any provision for a return travelling-way ?—Yes.

24. Are you doing this in consequence of representations made by the Inspector or simply on
ydur own motion ?—From my own idea and from the necessities of the mine. At the same time
I know that representations had been made by the Inspectors to my predecessors.

25. You are not working any part of the seam by means of separate bords one above the
other ?—No.

26. You are simply taking out your 20 ft. and leaving the balance ?—Yes.

27. Keeping 9 ft. of coal above you?—Yes. Boreholes are put up every 5 yards.

28. Now take the Taupiri Extended Mine: you are also manager of that ?7—Yes.

29. What have you to say about the Taupiri Extended ?—What we would call the water-free
coal has all been worked up to the present time, and now we have to go to the dip to win out fresh
coal, and we are seizing the slack time during summer to drive these dips and cut through for the
coming winter.

80. What about the ventilation of the mine ?—We have had it on a good system. It is
straight in from the dip, and there is a good return.

31. Are there two shafts there ?—7Yes.

32. Do you expect to get a number of men to work there shortly ?—In another three months
I expect to be able to place perhaps thirty men there.

83. Now take the Taupiri Reserve Mine: what can you tell us about that ?—The mine is
entered by a dip adit. The seam dips at an average rate of 1in 7. It dips under the land for a
certain portion of the way until sufficient cover is obtained to enter under the lake in safety. As
soon as that is obtained the dip drive is continued in a direction towards the centre of the lake.
At stated distances levels are turned away from this dip and bords worked to the rise off these
levels.

34. How many men have you got there ?—About thirty underground.

35. What about the ventilation there >—Ventilation is taken direct to the face by the shortest
possible route.

36. Can you not do something to improve it ?—We are not going to do anything at present—
i.e., in the way of erecting any mechanical means of ventilation. I donot consider the air deficient.
The mine was examined during the worst period of the day, just as the men were knocking off work,
and all the steam from men and horses, the smoke from their lamps, and the accumulation of
powder-smoke was most felt. In addition to this it was a very hot day, and the outside atmosphere
at a high temperature.

37. What about means of escape in event of accident?—There are two ways out of the
mine.

38. Two known ways to the men ?-—Yes ; to men who have been there for any time.

39. Is it not a fact that some men may work for months in a mine and not know the run of it
at all?—Not in these small mines.

40. Who is the secretary of your company ?—Mr. Franz Scherff, of Fort Street, Auckland.

41. Mr. Lomas.] You said you proposed having two returns in Ralph’s Mine: are they to be
one on each side of the main dip ?—I am not aware that I said that we intended to have two
returns, but at the same time we do, as a watter of fact. The air will enter on two sides of the
upcast.

P 42. Will the two returns run parallel with the dip?—No; one will run away from the dip
altogether. It will be from the level of the shaft. The air will split at the top of the dip.

43. At Taupiri Reserve do you think the steam from the pipes and pump sufficient to ventilate
that mine ?—Yes; if we extend the dip further down I should like to test it first. We had two
splits of the air at one time, but we found it more advantageous to have only the one split.

. 44. Mr. Proud.] When do you expect to have that place holed to enable you to have the air
split at the face ?—1In three weeks or a month.

45. And how long will it be before you get the fan erected ?—1It will be about the same time.

46. Two return airways are very much recommended at Home, are they not ?—Yes, in large
collieries.

47. Is there no danger of the small coal left in the mine becoming oxidized at all?>—We
do not consider there is an$ danger from the small quantity which is left in the mine.

48. Would it not be well if you put up a jigger-screen here so that you could manufacture
different kinds of coal ?—It is all a question of pounds, shillings, and pence. We are putting
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up extra boiler-power to enable us to burn the slack. There is nothing to induce us to put up
appliances to use the smudge.

49. All the smudge that goes into the lake is wasted, is it not >—Yes. At Kimihia we extract
the nuts.

50. Do you not think it would pay you to manufacture other kinds of coal? For instance,
could you not adopt vibratory screens and coal-cleaning belts, so that you could manufacture
house, steam, cobbles, nuts, peas, small, and duff, in order that you might supply most kinds
of coal required ?-—There is no market. There is no market even for the nuts.

51. You have no command of high-pressure water in the event of an accident, such as a
fire ?—We have fire hoses and pumps at the mine. We have the feed pumps of the boilers,
which will pump against 100 lb. pressure.

52. The Chavrman.] Is there anything you would like to say on your account >—The only
thing I would like to say is that it would be an advantage if anything could be done for
the company in the way of finding a market for slack by manufacturing it into briquettes.
That is the only way I can see of utilising the small coal.

53. Mr. Lomas] Do you know any reason why the Government is not consuming your
coal ?—I am told that the sparks from the coal have fired the grass along the line.

ABraHEAM Dorricorr, Underviewer, examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are underviewer at which mine ?—At Ralph’s.

2. How long have you beeun there >—Ever since it commenced, about two years and a half.

3. Do you go down the mine every morning ?— Yes, at a quarter to 7.

4. And report in writing and sign the report on your return?—Yes. I let the men down and
then come up. As soon as they are down I make my report.

5. What is, approximately, the output of the mine ?>—About 170 tons a day.

6. Have you found any difficulty with the ventilation >—We did a little while ago, before we
got the air-shaft widened. We are making arrangements for a fan, and have the brickwork and
foundation ready now.

7. 1f there is any deficiency in that particular it will be remedied very shortly ?~~Yes.

8. The mine is right under the Waikato River ?—Yes.

9. Have you ever noticed any sign of danger from the river ?—Not the slightest. :

10. Supposing there was a fall pretty close to the shaft in the heading, how would the men
get out >—DBy the return airway.

11. Do they all know that, do you think ?—Yes.

12. Do you not think there are some of the men who have never been there in their lives ?—
There may be, but the bords are fenced up, and there is a clear track for them.

13. Do you think the pipes would stop themn much ?—We have two roads to the air-shaft ;
one is blocked at present, but we shall have it clear in a fortnight. There is a very good outlet
now.

14. What is the thickness of the seam ?—1It varies from 16 ft. down to 40 ft.

15. Your heéading is what height ?—From 7 ft. to 8 ft.

16. What height are your bords >—About 18 ft. or 19 ft. We do not go over 20 ft. We make
sure that there is nof less than 9 ft. of coal above us.

17. You are well over the other side of the river now ?—Yes; a few chainsg under the banks on
the other side.

18. Mr. Lomas.] You said that there were two roads to the upcast shaft : are these two roads
on each side ?—7Yes. ,

19. You have one intake and two returns >—Yes. It is not a return at present, because we
have a door to stop it ; but this door slides, and we can get through.

20. Has there been any case where you have worked one bord above another bord ?—No, not
in Ralph’s Mine.

21. What is that place where you go up ladders: is that not a bord ?—Yes; but one is not
directly over the other : the strata rises about 1 in 6 there.

22. Do you work many bords in that way ?—No, only three or four. ,

23. How many feet are there above the bords below-—vertically >—About 24 {6, They are not
directly above each other.

24. What would be the difference, if they were above each other, from the top of the lower
bord to the bottom of the top bord ?—About 10 ft.

25. How many levels have you in that mine working from the main dip ?—There are two
levels.

96. Is the air split at all >—It is not split.

27. Have you any overcast >—We had, but it is not in use at present.

28. Would it be an advantage to the men, say in.a top level, if they had the air coming into
them instead of going out ?—1It would be an adva,nta,ge but we cannot do it very well.

29. Where and how do you split the air?—We have regulators, with so much space open
in the different levels.

80. Do you not divide it in the main dip ?—Yes, and regulate it in the returns.

81. The men in the top heading, then, get all the powder-smoke from the bottom heading ?—
No; it is the other way about. The air goes into the sop heading first and works down to the
bottom heading, and through there into the return.

82. Mr. Proud.] You say the air is in too small & quantity to split >—We have a double
quantity for the men. We have something hke seventy men in the mine, and about 1,500 ft.
travelling per minute,
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Ar¥rep TurnERr, Underviewer, examined.

The Chatrman.] You are an underviewer of which mine ?—The Extended.

. How long have you been in that position 2—About two years and two months.

How many men are there working there now ?—Two pairs.

How is that ?—They are opening up what you might call a new seam.

Are the other workings worked out?--Yes, with the exception of the pillars. There is
bottom coal that could be worked ous up the south district. As we work that bottom coal out we
may get into new ground.

6. The mine is worked by a shaft 2—Yes.

7. How is the ventilation 2—The ventilation, the last time I took the air, was 14,000 cubic
feet a minute.

8. Where did you take it ?2—It was taken in two places, up the south jig and what we call
the dip.

9. How far from the head of the heading ?—The south was taken from about 50 yards from the
winding-shaft, and the other about 70 yards down the dip. In the return it was about the same.
The two added together make the 14,000.

10. How long ago is it since the full complement of men were employed ?—Three months
exactly.

11. Do you post any notice up as to the quantity of air which is travelling through the
mine ?>—I do not think it is necessary, except in our report.

12. Do you visit the mine every morning ?-—Yes,

13. And make a written report and sign it before the men go down?—Yes; I make an
examination before the men go near, then I see the men at the pit-bottom, and go up after repors-
ing to them that all is right. I then go up and make the report.

14. How soon after the men are down do you make the report: within an hour?—Yes; soon
after 8 o’clock.

15. What is the quantity of coal that has been turned out at the Extended per month ?—
About 1,500 tons a week when in full work.

16. What provision is made for the escape of the men in case of accident: how do they get
out >—There is only one way out. They would have to make for the shaft-bottom from their
places.

17. Is there no return airway ?—Yes.

18. Is that parallel with the heading ?—Yes.

19. Could they go along there ?—Yes.

20. Are there any steam-pipes there ?-—Yes.

21. Would that affect their travelling at all ?—It would not affect the travelling, except that
it is warmer.

22. You think the men will have no difficulty in getting out ?—No, if they know the way. I
could spin out just as quickly as by the main airway; but there is no occasion to go out that way,
because it would be more difficult for the miners than in the main drive, on account of them not
knowing the way.

23. But suppose there was a fall in the main drive, how would the men get out ?—They could
get out through the return we have spoken of; but the men do not know 11; except myself. At
any rate, it is not known to most of the men. We are going to connect the dip with the west jig
as soon as possible. '

24. Which way are you driving >—Towards the river.

25. You are running about parallel to Ralph’s Mine ?—Yes, somewhere about it. There is a
difference in the bearing. Ours is on 74° N.W., and theirs is 47° N.W.

26. Mr. Lomas.] You said you measured the air about 50 yards from the winding-shaft ?—
Yes.

27. What extent of workings is there beyond that 50 yards ?—There is a good bit.

98. How much does that air have to be distributed supposing all those places were working?
—Perhaps over ten bords.

29. Was that air split at all and divided among the men?—I cannot speak for that district,
because I was not deputy at that time. At the same time I can tell you that it was partitioned
off every cut through. It was not split after that. It went up this jig on to all the places.

30. In the dip you measured it about 70 yards from the shaft >—Yes.

31. How far is your dip from the face >—Roughly speaking, it is about 14 chains.

82. What opportunities are there for this air escaping between 70 yards and the face ?—Only
the small amount—the stoppings leak.

83. What is the return from the dip ?—It will be about 14,000 ft., as I have said.

34. What is the return : is it parallel to the heading ?—Yes.

35. Mr. Proud.] Have you a good current in the inmost places ?—Yes ; we put a cut-through
every chain or so.

36. The Chairman.] I suppose, as a matter of fact, the miners go there for years and never
go out of their particular bords ?—Yes.

37. Mr. Lomas.] Have you ever seen any gas in the mine ?—Yes.

88. In any quantity >—The most I did see was about fifteen months ago in the dip. I was
going up a ladder in a bench-bord and found it with my lamp. There was about 7 ft. or 8 ft.
of gas.

¢ .39. What measures did you take?—I stopped the men from going in, and put up a stop-
board.

40. You did not put up any brattice to geb the gas out ?—No; I fenced it off so that no one
could get in.

OUH 00 bO
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41. Were any bords working near to that place >—No, not on that side.
42. The Charrman.] Do you use powder in the mine ?—Yes.
43. Mr. Lomas.] Did you allow men cutting through to that place to use powder ?—No.

Wirniam Samuern Evans, Underviewer, examined.

1. The Chairman.] Where are you engaged ?—I am underviewer, or deputy, at Kimihia.

2. How long have you been there 2—About nine months.

3. How many men are employed there?—About forty-four miners, when there are no
holidays.

4. Do you inspect the mine every morning ?—Yes,

5. And make a written report and sign it before the men go in ?—Yes. My strict instructions
from the manager are to examine every place carefully and to report on them.

6. Have you found any difficulty in working the mine ?—Nothing unusual.

7. Have you had any difficulty about the ventilation ?-——Our ventilation is fairly good. Some
of our places are a little behind, but we are getting them up a bit. We are driving slits, or
stentons.

8. Are the men complaining at all about the ventilation >—Not at Kimihia. They know the
circumstances, and that when we get through the sofs coal we shall be all right.

9. Supposing anything happened in the way of a fall or rush of water, how would the men get
out ?—We have two return roadways.

10. Are those roadways well known to the men?—Yes; I have notified the new miners in
order to show them through.

11. Are you under the lake ?—Yes.

12. Isthere any sign of dripping ?—No. At the present time we have never less than 16 ft. of
cover—there is nothing under 10 ft.

18. How far are the bords apart?—8 yards, and the stentons 10 yards to the first one, and
28 to 80 yards to the second holes.

14. How do you get the air down the shaft ?—We get it down through a dip.

15. What depth is the seam ?—1It is like two seams divided. The bottom seam is about 8ft.,
but it is thickened out in the under-seam 12ft. The height of our heading is 7 ft. 6 in.

16. You are not talking of a bord beneath another bord ?—We are in a sense. The mine is
laid out to break 5 chains apart. It has an incline of 1in 7.

17. Where is your air-shaft ?—It is parallel to the outlet of the shaft. It is about 2 chains.

18. Do you gauge the air ?—Yes, regularly. The surveyors assist me in that.

19. Do you post it up ?—Not in the mine. '

- 20. What do you allow each man ?—About 300 ft., I think, for each man.
21. Have you any idea of the depth of water in the lake ?—There is an average of 9ft., I

22. And in the deepest part >—The deepest is about 11 ft. over our workings.
© 23. What cover have you got ?—1I think it is estimated at about 165 ft. to 200-f. at the bottom
of the level. .

24. Is there a good return road ?—Yes; there are four independent roads that I know. The
miners as a body know of about three.

25. What size is the return airway ?—In some places it is very large, but on an average it is
7 it. by 74t. It is mostly through stentons.

26. What is the size of the heading ?—1I¢t varies; I think it is now 7 ft. by 6{t. 7 in.

27. Do you use bratticed cloth at all >—Regularly. ,

28. How far apart >—On every opening; but when the opening is done we put up a wooden
stopping. We caulk and clay them.

29. What do the men make a day ?—1I think a fair miner makes about 10s.

30. Do you think a good average is 10s. ?—A fair miner could make that. .

31. Are the men you have here fair workers >—I do not say they are all making it. There are
more men than we can supply skips for.

32. What do you think they do make ?>~—They only work about eight days a fortnight, and are
making between 6s. and 9s. a day.

33. Mr. Lomas.] You said just now you had measured the air going in, and had 300ft. to
each man ?—Yes.

34. How far from the face of the dip did you measure it ?—About 11 yards.

35. Is that where you measure it for the whole of the men ?—Yes.

36. How far has the air to travel to the farthest point 2—About 25 chains.

37. How much air do you think will be lost in travelling that length ?-—None until we get
about 14 chains, when we lose a little because of the bratticing, which the wheelers lift to a certain
extent when going up and down. The miners in that bord receive the escaped air.

38. Have you tested it in the working-faces ?—-No; we have tested it about 10 chains from the
dip, but not in the working-face.

39. Have you measured it up to the last bord to see whether the air can go round ?—No.

40. You admit that a lot of this air is lost ?—Yes.

.-41. Then, how can the men get 300 ft. if there is only 300{it. where you state ?—We are
allowed to use a portion. If a portion of this air did not escape the men at the furthest point
would have 15,000 ft.

42. You said there were only 300 ft. per man at a particular place at which you measured it ?
—TI am not positive about the air at the far end, as I have not measured it there.

43. The wnine 18 pretty hot ?—1It is rather warm just now.

44. You do not send iresh air into each section ?—No.
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45. You told us there were three or four ways for the men to get out: are these all paraliel
with the main dip heading?—Yes. One is a disused bord very nearly parallel.

46. What means have you for ventilating the mine ?—There are no artificial means. While
the pump is working we get more.

47. Do you consider the steam from the pipes and pump is sufficient without artificial means
in the shape of a furnace or fan ?—1I think it is sufficient. ,

48. In the event of anything serious happening in the main dip, do you think it would be
difficult for the men to get out, or would the heat or steam overcome them ?—I do not think so.
If the main airway was completely choked the men would soon get to know it. I think there
would be sufficient air to carry it through if it was completely blocked.

49. In the bottoms of the bords where the drop-sheets are narrow, would there be less air lost
if you had double drop-sheets rome yards away ?—There is no doubt they would assist.

50. You admit that when a truck goes through the bratticed cloth it lets a lot of air through ?
—-Yes, you lose that air. Two drop-sheets instead of one would certainly affect that.

51. Mr. Proud.] You have return airways?—Yes. .

52. Is there a good current going through ?—Yes ; but we lose a portion of the air. It is fairly
warm in the evening on account of the powder-smoke.

53, You think the men could escape by the return airway in the event of any accident ?—Yes ;
in the case of any accident in the main dip. The escape is fairly good.

RoBERT GRUNDY, Miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] What are you engaged at?—I am now check-weighing on behalf of the
men employed at the Huntly collieries. I check for all three mines.

2. You are also president of your union ?—Yes, the Waikato Coal-miners’ Industrial Union of
Workers.

3. How long have you been engaged in this district >—Between six and seven years.

4. And which mine have you chiefly worked at?—Kimihia; but I have worked a consider-
able time at the Taupiri Extended.

5. Ag president of your union, what matters do you wish chiefly to bring before this Com-
mission ?—There is considerable dissatisfaction at present as to the way in which the mine is
ventilated.

6. Which mine do you refer to ?—DBoth Ralph’s and the Kimihia Mine.

7. What about the Extended ?——That is practically shut down, and there are only four men
working there.

8. Tell the Commission about the ventilation ?-—The chief grievance seems to be that the air
is not split sufficiently, and the slits are not driven close enough—that is, the stentons are not cut
close enough to each other. The men are too far from the current before there is another current
to a face. There is also so much blasting in the district that it is very injurious to the miners’
health. We have talked the matter over and consider that 15 yards in front of the stenton is
far enough unless it is bratticed, because it is very unhealthy to work in the powder-smoke where
there is so much blasting going on.

9. Is there much blasting going on ?—Yes.

10. Is not the ventilation being attended to at the present time ?—Yes ; they are widening the
air-gshaft, but it does not seem to be distributed so much as it ought to be. There are complaints
about it not being split.

11. Is that the only recommendation you would make—that the stentons should be made closer
together ?—If they were split into districts there would not be so much carbonic-acid gas from all
the rest of the men.

12. Is that all you can say about the ventilation ?— Yes. The ventilation does not seem to be
bad except for that.

13. Has that matter been represented to the mine-owners ?—No; there have only been indi-
vidual complaints made to the deputy.

14. How long has the union been formed ?—For about fifteen or eighteen months.

15. During that period have you made any combined representations to the owners ?—No;
we have had other things to contend with.

16. Have youknown any case where the health of any of the men has been materially affected
by this want of ventilation >—Yes ; I have had to drag my mate ouf, and get him water, and I have
had my mate go home sick and unable to go to his work. Another man was off for a fortnight,
through working in a place which ought to have been cut through before.

17. What mine was that in?—The drag-out case was at the Extended; the others at
Kimihia.

18. Do you know anything about the FExtended ?—Yes; I have seen it bad in the Extended.
They have artificial ventilation there, but they seem to have driven their slits or stentons large, so
that they could not block them up. I do not think the stentons should be driven more than 6 ft. by
6 ft., because the ventilation instead of driving to the face escapes to the stentons.

19. Your remarks as to ventilation apply chiefly to Kimihia ?—Yes.

20. Putting the question of ventilation on one side, are all due precautions taken to insure bhe
safety of the men employed in the mines?—Yes, they seem to be very careful. They are not
mines where there is much timber used, so there is no complaint on that point.

21. Are the roads properly attended to ?—Yes.

22. And disused shafts properly fenced off 7—There seems to be something wrong at the
bottom of Ralph’s shaft. There seems to be rather a dangerous way of taking up the race.

28. How are the men paid ; take the hewers first ?—By tonnage.

24. What are they paid ?—2s. 9d. for housebold coal, and 2s. 3d. for steam.
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25. What are the men able to make per diem ?>—Their average when running fair, with no
stoppage, is about 9s. a day.

96. How many days do they average a fortnight ?—From seven to eight in the summer time.

97. How do you account for that small number of days ?—Slackness of trade.

98. What do they work in the winter time >—They might average eight days through the
year. Sometimes, for a couple of months, there is not an idle day, and at other times there
might be ten or eleven idle days in a month. But you might call it practically full time during
the winter months.

29. Do the men get any concessions in the way of dwellings ?—No, they cannot buy a bit of
land to put a house on unless they pay an extortionate price for it.

30. The men live in the cottages along the banks of the river ?—7Yes.

31. To whom do the cottages belong ?—To the company.

392. What rent do they pay for them ?—5s. a week for four small rooms, and 3s. a week for
two or three rooms. ,

83. How much space do they get for a garden ?—A quarter of an acre to each cottage.

34. Mr. Lomas.) What distance are the stentons apart?—They are no regular distance
apart. I have seen them 60 yards.

35. What is the general run ?—They have no general run.

36. Suppose they were working a bord heading, what would be the distance there ?—They
do not drive more than the one heading. They make the first stenton in the bord act as back-
heading. I have seen them go 70 yards without turning a bord.

37. Suppose they broke a bord away at the face >—I have several times seen them break a
bord away and miss one, and then seen them bring the stenton back again.

38. They start three or four bords all at once ?—Yes.

39. How far do you drive the bords up before putting a stenton through ?—About 7 yards.
The general thing is that perhaps it will go the length of two bords. It is about 24 yards: 7 yards
of a pillar, and a bord equal to 12 yards; two bords equal to 24 yards.

40. How far do they drive a bord up before putting a stenton through to the next bord ?—
From 9 to 10 yards.

41. And 7 yards back ?—Yes.

49. And that is 40 yards before getting a stenton through ?>—Yes.

43. And, in the meantime, you are driving the heading all the time?—Yes.

44. Is it a practice now to drive these stentons wide?—No; the present manager agrees to
them going narrow. He does not seem to view with favour the wide stentons.

45. In the event of driving them wide, do they put them through narrow before going to the
next bord 2—It has been done when going through a pillar twice its ordinary size.

46. You said something about not bratticing ; do you think the brattice would be of any ser-
vice with the present method of ventilating the mine ?—Yes.

47. Would it interfere with the ventilation ?—They would want more pressure if they used
more bratticing.

48. Have you been through the return air-courses at all in any of the mines ?—Yes, at
Kimihia.

49. Are they clean, and is there no obstruction ?—They are not so very bad. It is over two
years and a half since I was through.

50. Were they fairly large >—6 ft. by 6 ft., but there were lots of steam-pipes in.

51. Are they as large as the intake >—No. -

52. Are they in the habit of putting overcasts in to separate the mine ?—They used to do so in
Kimihia years ago, but since going down to the present levels they do not seem to have done so.

53. Is the air divided at all in the Kimihia Mine ?—I do not know from examining it myself.

54. In that case the men in the top heading would get the best air, and the others the worst ?
—Yes.

55. Are there separate travelling-roads from the main incline for the men ?——No, they travel
the incline.

56. Do they travel that when the rope is going ?—No, it is prohibited by the manager.

57. Do you consider the mines are safe >—Generally speaking, I think they are ag safe as you
can expect, but at the same time I think there ought to be some means of escape instead of
going up the main road in the event of any trouble, The unexpected does happen sometimes.

58. Would it be difficult to get up the return air-course on account of the steam-pipes

being there >—Yes. _ ,
59. Apart from the heat, do they interfere with the traffic >—Yes, they are not exactly against

the side.

60. What do they rest on >—Mostly on short rails stuck in the sides in drilled holes.

61. Have you ever known anything to give way in the roof in a mine which would indicate any
danger ?—1It has a fireclay roof, and it is liable to run or fret if the coal is exposed, and if any coal
falls it has to be filled up again. They pack it with clay.

62. What thickness is the fireclay on the top, generally >—I was in a place where it fell at one
time, and was working along with another man about three weeks at it. I dare say it would be
6 ft. or 7 ft. thick, and there would be a bastard sandstone above it.

63. Is there any quicksand here >—There is quicksand all about the Huntly district.

64. Suppose anything were to break through, do you think it would be possible for the men
to escape ?—At the present I do not.

65. Not at all?2—No.
66. Do the men truck their coal from the face ?—No. All the coal is brought by truckers.

67. Mr. Proud.] Can workers find their way out by the return airways?—I do not think one
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out of ten could. I think there ought to be an extra travelling-way, and the men ought to be
compelled to fravel it once a week.

68. You think the ventilation is feeble in the far corners?—Yes.

69. And could be improved by splitting ?—Yes.

70. Would you recommend two return airways ?>——Yes, and one of them a travelling-way.

71. Do you think there is any danger of fa.lhng into the quicksand at any time?—No,
because I think they take precautions by boring in the roof to see if they have proper coal above
them. It js a very good coal for standing.

72. Is all the smudge taken out of the pit ?>—Yes, it is all cleaned up.

73. The Chatrman.] Have you had any cases before the Conciliation Board here 7—Yes.

74. Were they satisfactorily settled ?— Yes.

75. How many cases had you ?——Only one.

JaMEs EpwarD WALLACE examined.

1. The Chasrman.] How do you describe yourself at the present time ?—I am a coal-miner.

2. Where are you employed ?—At the Kimihia Mine.

8. You are also acting as secretary of the union ?—Yes, of the Huntly Miners’ Union.

4. T would like you to make a statement of anything you would like to recommend to the
Commissioners in regard to the mines generaliy ?—The miners complain of insufficient air at
Kimihia. I am working at the first bord, and we get the return air from all the other bords.

5. How might that be best remedied? —I cannot say anything more than what Mr.
Grundy has stated in respeet to that—namely, by paying particular attention to the slits or sten-
tons, and putting them in proper places.

6. Is the Kimihia Mine under a lake 2—Yes, under the Kimihia Lake.

7. Are you satisfied that it is safe?—Yes, I think so. There appears to have been some
doubts about the matter, because they have been filling up some of the old workings with clay. I
noticed where one of the cross-pieces had broken they filled that in, and they seemed to be doing
their best to insure the safety of the men. With the return air-course you are able to get through ;
but, in the case of anything happening, I agree with Mr. Grundy that the men would not be able
to get through. I was taken through by the deputy. You are taking a circuitous route, and
unless you had a knowledge of the locality you would have a great deal of trouble in getting out.

8. You say there is not sufficient provision made for escape in the case of trouble arising ?—
Yes, if they got in trouble they would not know their way qut.

9. And you suggest there ought to be a return airway, as well as the place known as the head-
ing?—Yes. I was in Ralph’s Mine twelve months, and in the Kimihia Mine twelve months.
Ralph’s Mine is a trap, and if anything happens you could not get out. There is only one exit.

10. Are you satisfied with the wages ?—I am not satisfied with the rate per ton. I think we
are entitled to more money per ton for our work. It is hard work and should be better paid for.

11. What can you make a day at it ?—That depends upon the way in which we are supplied
with skips or trucks.

12. Are you frequently idle for the want of skips?—For want of railway wagons and orders,
and through the winding machinery going wrong.

13. You say the rate per skip is satisfactory, I understand, but the constancy of the work
is unsatisfactory ?—I do not think the rate per ton, or hewing rate, is satisfactory, considering
what we have to find ourselves in the way of lights, tools, and ammunition.

14. What ammunition do you use ?—Only powder.

15. Now, as to the constancy of the work?—In the summer time if we can get four
days’ work a week we think we have done well. In the winter, if we are off a day every
three weeks, or half & day every Saturday, we are satisfied as far as it goes.

16. What can a man earn, supposing he is properly supplied with skips and every necessity,
in the eight hours at the present rate, generally speaking ?—With his expenses, between 8s. 6d.
and 9s. per day. If he had a good day he would perhaps make 12s. or 13s.

17. Take a favburable, but not an exceptional day >—It would be about 9s. for an average day.

18. How much would he have to pay out of that for ammunition and lighting?—About 9d.
a day for ammunition, and 2d. for lighting. The company sharpen our tools. The cost might
come to about 1s. per day.

19. Your wages would be reduced to 8s. per day net ?—Yes.

20. Is £2 10s. a week the highest wage made ?—Not the highest wage, but at the present it is
a very good average. The men are satisfied if they can get that clear in a fortnight. If they have
a very good day, you could put another 2s. on it.

21. For good days you might add 1s. per day, I suppose, which would bring it to 9s. per day ?
—VYes.

22. You are not at all alarmed about the lake at Kimihia, or the river at Ralph’s >—No, I never
had any reason to be.

23. Is all the small coal or slack cleaned out ?——All the coal goes into the boxes at Kimihia,
but at Ralph’s it is not so.

24. Do you think that Kimihia Mine especially is unsafe through the want of a return airway ?
—At present it is.

25. And Ralph’s Mine you say is a trap ?—It cannot be anything else, because everything is so
low down, and there is only one shaft.

26. Mr. Proud. ] Mr. Grundy said that a man was overcome by carbonic-acid gas ?—Yes.

27. Do you not think it would be better to test the return airway?—As a miner, I am not
supposed to know what carbonic-acid gas is.
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28. But as a chemist 2—It would be a good thing to test the return airways. That only
oceurs where the air is very thick, and you taste it and have a horrible sensation in your head. We
have had to go out in Ralph’s Mine to lay-by in plenty of instances. I have seen a lot of men go
home through it.

29. The Chairman.] Was anything done in that case >—They used to say it was impossible to
do it at present, but that they would try and remedy it. There was a heading and three bords just
got in. "One man fired a hole in the morning and the smoke could not get away. You have to work
In the smoke, and you cannot see the riddle in your hand. We have had to put up with that
repeatedly, and had to go out and get air until the smoke got away. I would like to say that up
to a little while ago our coal was used by the Government for locomotive purposes, bus we have
lost the orders for the time being. 1t meant 200 tons a week to Huntly, and I think the Govern- -
ment might split the difference. They have ceased to take it, we are given to understand, because
it is inflammable, and it is said that the grass is fired through its use; but down South the grass
has often been fired. The general impression is that because of the inflammable character of the
coal it is barred on the railways.

30. Mr. Proud.] What is the average, per fortnight, earned by the men ?—If two men working
together got £5 each for a fortnight they would consider themselves very lucky.

ANDREW GEARY, Miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are at present working in which mine ?—Kimihia.

9. How long have you been working there >—Since the Extended stopped —-three months. I
had worked there previously at different times.

3. You are now representing a body of men working thexe ?—Yes.

4. What do vou wish to tell us abous the mine ?—As regards ventilation, I agree with what
Mr. Grundy told you. If they split that air they would want a furnace or fan, which is needed
because the outlet is smaller than the intake. You carr tell at once how the air is; and if the wind
is blowing from the south-east you can feel the effect, as the air is affected.

5. What have you to say about the means of escape in case of accident ?—I bear out the
statements made by Mr. Wallace and Mr. Grundy.

6. Have you anything to say with regard to pay?—I have been working in the Extended. I
took the average of my wages, including yard-work, and my pay is £101 for twelve months. Last
summer was bester than the previous one, since the amalgamation took place.

7. The rate of pay was settled by the Conciliation Board ?—Yes. I have worked in New
South Wales coal-mines and in the West Coast coal-mines, and I consider shis is the hardest coal
T have worked at. You have to work all the time, and cannot spare time to get your food. You
are working all the time to get 9s. a day. There are men who do not get that, because they are
not in good places. There are men in the headings who average 10s. a day, with hard work. As
regards boring in these headings, they do not keep a borehole 1n advance of them, but if they kept
on the bottom they would get on better.

8. Mr. Lomas.] Do they timber the ground where those faults are ?—1It is a roll, not a fault.

9. Do they timber that >—They put a prop up now and again.

10. Do you consider that a man in a heading should earn more ?—Yes, 2s. ; because it is wet
work. You mayv get a miss shoot, in consequence of the water wetting i.

11. Do you know of any cases where they worked a bord above a bord?—Yes, in Ralph's
Mine.

12. Many of them ?——1I have seeri one not far from the main shaft.

13. What thickness of coal would there now be there between the bords ?—I could not give
you any idea.

14, Ts the air sufficient 2—I have never seen the amount of air required by the Act—100 cubic

feet per man.
James McLEeELLAN, Miner, examined.

The Chairman.] You are a miner working at which mine ?—The Extegded.
You are one of a number >—Yes ; four at present are employed in the mine.
What are you doing there ?—Driving a dip-heading, and getting coal.
. What quantity do you get per week >—We average ten skips a day.
. Bach skip averaging about what ?—12 cwt.
. This is worked by a shaft ?—Yes.
What distance are you away from the shaft ?—16 chains.
Who is the mine inspected by >—By the deputy, Alfred Turner.
. Is he employed solely in the mine ?—Yes,

10. Is the ventilation all right 2—1It is very fair. There are only four of us there.

11. But supposing there were more men working ?—Then they would need more air.

12. How long is it since a number of men were employed there?—It is three months since
they left.

y13. How many were there then >—I think about eighteen pairs—thirty-six.

14. And what about the ventilation for them then?—Part of the men were up in another
direction.

15. Do you know why the company left off employing the men?—The coal was getting very
scarce, and it was mainly prospecting that they were doing.

16. Is the coal hard ?—Yes, fairly strong.

17. And what was it like where the other men were working ?—It was not very strong, but
it was getting very thin, and it did not pay them to work it.

18. The mine is under the lake ?——A portion of it is.
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19. How many means of exit are there ?—At the present time the men have a very poor
chance of getting out if an accident happens. There is only the main dip for them to go up, and
all the other workings are on the high side of us, and there is no other way to get out. If there
was a break in of water you would be jammed there. ' _

20. What about the working-places ?—The places that have been worked are above our level,
and are under the lake, and if anyshing happens they would flood us. There is a good thickness
of coal.

21. What is the thickness of the roof >—We are supposed to leave 9 ft. of the roof.

92. Would the reason for leaving off work be because the water might come through ?—No.

28. The Extended is driven under the Waikato River ?—Yes.

24. Have they been leaving the mine pretty clear of slack ?—There is none left in.

25. How are you paid ?—2s. a ton down there.

26. What would that enable you to make ?—We average about 9s. a day with. the yardage and
the coal. '

27. What is the highest rate you have made >—1I have made 11s., but the average is 9s.

28. 11s. a day is the highest you have ever made ?—Yes ; about the highest.

29. How long do you say you have been here ?—Sixteen years in the district.

30. Have you worked in any other mine ?-—Yes ? but it was a good while ago.

31. But in any other distriet >—I worked on the West Coast a bit, on Denniston Hill. T left
Denniston Hill to come here. I have worked in mines in the Old Country since I was eight years
of age. )

g32. Is there anything you think requires alteration in the matter of working ?—1I think it
would be a very good plan to drive a place back from where we are working at present for purposes
of escape.

331.) My. Lomas.] Is it not wet where you are working ?—Yes.

34. Do you get anything extra for water ?— We get 2s. a day for pumping.

35. Do you think the men deserve more for working in a wet heading ?—Yes.

86. That is usual, is it not ?—Yes.

37. Are you acquainted with the other mines here?—I would rather not speak of them,
because it is long since I worked at them.

38. Is it customary to have one or two drop-sheets some yards away from each other on the
working faces ?—I do not think you will find many drop-sheets here at all.

89. In this mine where the pumps are used, is the engine always down at the bottom of the
workings to force the water up—take Kimihia ?—Yes.

40. Supposing a serious fall happened and blocked up that space, would it be possible, owing
to the steam-pipes, for the men to get out alive?-—1 do not think they would get out alive.

41. Do you think that is the reason why there should be a proper traveliing-way >—Yes.

42, That place is really an intake >—Yes.

43. Should the stentons between the main dip, where the rope goes down, and the travelling-
road always be open ?—Yes. o

44. At present in this place is the return air-road always parallel with the main dip ?—Yes.

45. What tools do the men have to find ?—Picks, boring-machines, and everything that is
there.

46. Do you know anything about the depth of the lake ?—No.

47. Do the miners themselves regularly inspect the mine, as provided by the Coal-mines Act?
-—They have since the union was formed here.

48. Every month ?—No, it is only every three months.

49. Do you know of any place in any of the mines where the quantity of air travelling in the
district is registered on a board—the number of feet >—No.

50. Do you know of any slack coal getting on fire?—Yes, on the other side of the river. T
think it was due to the slack coal.

51. Do you consider the catches on the cages are a good and safe thing ?-—Yes.

52. Have you ever heard of a cage being stuck in the mine by a sudden reverse of the engine ?
—No; but I have seen them tested, and they acted very well.

53. What did they test them with ?—With a full skip in the cage.

54. Mr. Proud.] Do you receive any consideration for wet working ?—Yes, 1s. 6d. a yard
extra.

55. Do you often see the Government Inspector?—Yes, I think pretty well every three

months.
56. Do you think that is sufficient >—Yes, I should say so, so far as I know.

Davip MoreswortH, Miner, examined.

1. The Chasrman.] In which mine are you engaged ?—In Ralph’s at present.

2. How long have you been working there?—I have been working in the property for many
years, but in this mine about five years.

3. Are you satisfied that the mine is thoroughly inspected each morning before the men are
allowed to go in ?—I am. _

4. Do you think the work of inspection is done in & thorough way ?—I think so.

5. Do you think that every necessary precaution is taken to insure the safety of the work-
men ?—I do at present. I mean, that all precautions are duly taken since the existence of the
union. .
6. The mine was shut down for five years, was it not >—7Yes.

7. Did you start to work when it was resumed ?—No; I was here in the district working at
the Extended when Ralph’s Mine first started. .

9—C. 4,
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8. Have you worked in Kimihja ?—Yes. I have worked at all the mines in the district, twenty
years altogether.

9. What have you to say about the ventilation of Ralph’s Mine ?—There are some parts just
where I am working where the ventilation is not what it really should be. I was working in a top
level from the shaft far in the coal. The headings are driven a long way, and all the smoke stands
there all day.

10. You do not consult the plans of the workings 2—No.

11. And you do not know where you are according to the plans >—No.

12. Now, as to the means of exit in case of accident: what have you to say as to that ?—
There seems to be a difficulty. All the men are not acquainted with the roads there. There
appears to be only one way out of that dip.

18. So that if anything went wrong they would be caught ?—I think so.

14. What do you think you average a week in wages ?—I am getting the worse for wear now.
T do not think I have averaged 8s. a day.

15. What have you averaged a week—£2 10s. ?—1I do not think so.

16. Do you think you have averaged £2 5s. a week ?—It is as much as I have done, taking
winter and summer together.

17. Have you had much broken time or many idle days >—Any amount.

18. If you were fully occupied for, say, forty-eight hours a week, what do you think you could
average —1 should say my average would be about 7s. 8d. a day.

19. How much money do you suppose you earn for the whole twelve months—did you make
£100 ?—No.

20. Did you ever add up all your fortnightly pays ?—1I have got my pays for years.

91. What is your average fortnightly pay-sheet ?—1I have never gone into the matter to be able
to tell that.

29..If T gave you £100 for your twelve months’ earnings would you be willing to give me the
difference 2—No, 1 should not be prepared to do that. There might be a difference, and you
might have the best of the bargain.

93. Do you consider the mine a safe one?—As far as the mine itself is concerned, 1 feel
myself very safe. Since the existence of the union boreholes have been put up in various places.

94. Was the management careless before the formation of the union?—Yes; they were not
half so careful as they are now.

95. Were there any accidents >—There have been very few accidents. There is no timber
used, and the pillars are good and strong.

96. -Have you mined anywhere else ?—No ; this is practically where I learned my mining.

97. Is there much coal lost by inability to remove 1t >—Yes, by leaving the pillars.

98. What percentage of it, do you suppose?—Quite as much as they take out, or more.

29. Do you think the rate you are paid is a fair one ?—1 think it would stand a little more,
considering the labour and loss attached to it. If all the mines were worked on the same
principle as Kimihia—screen the coal on the top—I think i would be fairer.

30. Is there any refuse left in Ralph’s Mine ?—Yes; when they take up the rails all the
ballasting is left.

31. Do you attach any risk to that?—There is a risk of fire arising. If there is any
large amount of that stuff left it might fire.

32. Would the mine be any better for the quantity left in being removed ?—Yes ; there would
be no danger if it was taken out. In shifting rails or sleepers the men throw the stuff on one side,
and there is danger that it may fire.

N.B.—For additional evidence re these mines, see the evidence of Franz Scherff, Auckland,
7th January, 1901.]

AUCKLAND.

MonpAy, 7T January, 1901.
TavEsT GEORGE RoBERT FoRD, Secretary of the Ngunguru Coal-mines (Limited), examined.

1. The Chairman.] The Ngunguru Coal-mines (Limited) comprise what particular properties?
—About 2,000 acres on the Kiripaka side of Ngunguru.

9. What is the capital of the company ?—4£10,000, in 20,000 shares of 10s. each, with 600
shares fully paid-up, providing a working capital of £3,000.

3. How much have you expended in works >—The present company has only been in
existence for four months.

4. And is now turning out how much coal ?—An average of 1,500 tons of coal and fireclay
per month.

5. How much coal >—About 1,300 tons, and about 200 tons of fireclay.

6. Where do you sell the coal ?—In Auckland. We pay the freight. We average about
12s. 6d. per ton. ’

7. What is your coal more suitable for 2—Steam purposes. The Union Steamship Company
are our largest consumers. We have a contract with them, but for no fixed amount. They take
all our coal pretty well. The Northern Steamship Company and the Ferry Company take a lot of
our coal, and also the New Zealand Shipping Company. '

8. You are not tied to the Union Company ?>—No ; but they are our mainstay.
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9. Was the other coal company a failure >—Yes. The mortgagee of the former company
bought the mine in for £4,000, and sold it to us for £2,000.

10. How many men do your employ ?—About forty-one.

11. Are your prospects good ?—The country is very broken indeed, and wants a lot of
prospecting.

12. What are your prospects of paying a dividend this year ?—A good deal depends upon the
prospecting which the manager is doing at the present time.

13. Take your present prospects >—We should be able to pay a dividend, as we are anti-
cipating a rise in the price of coal. The competition was very severe indeed. A lot of new
mines started and kept on cutting prices in order to get into the trade. That is what caused all
the companies to go into liquidation.

14. I notice that all the coals are cheaper in Auckland than in other parts of the colony ?—
Yes.

15. You put that down to the number of small companies starting ?—Yes.

16. Yours is the best local coal for steam ?—Yes. Vessels such as the ‘ Buteshire,” Union
Company’s boats, the *“ Indra,” some of the Tyser Line, and French and British men-of-war have
used our coal. The company kept a hulk at one time in Auckland, but it was not satisfactory.
We now run a lot of small vessels.

17. You act as agent for the company in selling the coal ?—Yes.

18. There is no preferred customer, I suppose >—No. The Union Company, when I have
been blocked with a cargo, have helped me out of the difficulty.

19. A good deal has been made at Westport about the Union Company having preference
over other companies >—We cannot speak too highly of the Union Company, for they have always
been willing to help us.

20. Under what title are the 2,000 acres in your property held ?—TIt is all leasehold, except
1,400 acres, which is freehold.

21. From whom is it leased ?—In some cases it is leased from the Natives, but the bulk of it
is leased from Europeans. We pay a royalty of 6d. per ton.

22. You take the coal in a vessel out of the Ngunguru River ?—Yes. Some of our share-
holders have encouraged people to build vessels of a class called ‘“ scows” here. We were the
first to build them.

23. They have a draught of about how much? — About 5ft. 6in. We loaded one vessel
with a draught of 101ft. 6in.—the ¢ Linda Weber” —but the class of vessels we get buils is
the scow. The largest one we have carries about 140 tons. They are the most useful class of
vessel, as they can go into an open roadstead. We were the first to have these scows builf, and
the Sydney people ordered some right away.

24. Have you any suggestions to offer that would improve the coal-mining industry in this
province ?—The only thing I could suggest is a combination among the mine-owners, so as to open
them out properly. At present most of the mines have just been scratched.

25. You do not pay anything for railway haulage ?—No.

26. You do not take the scows right up to the mine?—We take them right up to the end of
the horse tramway. If we are loading pontoons we bring them up to the incline ; but we have to
tranship the coal then from the pontoon into the scow. The largest vessel we took up was the
“Pirate.” She loaded 200 tons under the hoppers at the time of the Newcastle strike.

27. Is the quoted price of Westport coal here—£1 11s. per ton—the correct price ?—Yes.

28. Does that coal come up the east coast ?—It does not come into the Manukau ; it comes
right round the North Cape.

29. Can you give me any reason why it is only £1 11s. per ton in Auckland, while it is £1 18s.
in Wellington ?—No, I cannot give you any reason for it. I know the vessels get better freights
from Newecastle to Wellmgton than fo Auckland ; consequently the Newcastle coal is the higher,
and that would enable Wellington dealers to get higher prices for Westport coal. The great point
is to get a large output, because it reduces the cost of winning.

30. Your coal is not quoted by name here ?—We do very little shore coal. The steamers take
it mostly, and the brickmakers.

81. Mr. Lomas.] Does the company sell the coal direct to you ?—It is sold through me to the
companies. When the first company started they had to go to the expense of snagging the river
and doing all the pioneer of the work. There was not a house in the place when I went there.
The capital required to open it out came from Victoria at first, and they thought it was rather
hard that the others should come along and get the benefit. We are now anxious to get the
telephone extended down to Ngunguru, but the authorities now ask £40 per annum as a subsidy
for the extension of the line from Kiripaka to Ngunguru, a refund to be made up to the £40
if the line pays 6 per cent. interest and total expenditure, including maintenance charges. The
great disadvantage is want of water: if we had the water we could load large steamers.
Another point that tells against us is the navigation limit, which stops at Whangarei Heads.
The steamer can go on to Whangarei, but cannot stop at Ngunguru. The engineer must have a
second-class certificate.

82. Mr. Proud.] What depth of water have you got?—10ft. 6in. The ¢ Linda Weber "
had to be towed out.

33. Have you ever had any accidents >—One. The * Kiripaka ~ was caught on the rocks in
going out. The insurance company gave her up, but she floated right off afterwards. That was
at the mouth. We have a great deal of difficulty in getting ships, because there is a lack of
masters. We are paying about £4,000 a year in wages.

84, What do the men average in your mine ?—The miners get from 8s. to 9s. a day, working
about ten days a fortnight.
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Tranz ScHERFF, Secretary of the Taupiri Coal-mines (Limited), examined.

1. The Chairman.] Will you kindly tell us, shortly, the way in which these companies have
been amalgamated ?—There were originally four companies at work. The Taupiri Extended was
the principal company, and opened sheir mine abouts twenty-five years ago. That has always been
the leading company. Then the Taupiri Reserve Company started. They took a lease from the
University College, and worked it for about fourteen years. There was also the Waikato Coal
Company, whose mine was on the other side of the river. They have been working since the war,
but could scarcely make it pay. The Taupiri Hixtended leased their first mine from Mrs. Ralph.
This lease ran out ten years ago, and they then opened their present mine on 150 acres freehold,
adjoining the old mine. Shortly after that Ralph Brothers sank a shaft near the river, and opened
their present mine. There was not sufficient trade for four mines, and therefore the Taupiri Hx-
tended and Taupiri Reserve Companies together leased Ralph’s Mine at £800 per annum, and kept
it closed.

2. You have now gathered the mines into one company?—Yes; the Taupiri Extended and
Reserve Collieries, and Waikato Coal Company and Ralph’s Coal-mine.

3. Are there any other companies at work in that district ?—No. There are several parties
boring for coal near Rangiriri; they have found two small seams of rather inferior coal. Then, I
believe, others are boring across the Waikato River, and got into hard rock at about 500 ft. The
Taupiri Extended Company tried to bore deep at Huntly three years ago, thinking there might be
bituminous coal, but soon got into the slate rock. Parties are also boring below Rangiriri, and
near Mercer, but, as far as I know, have not been successful. T believe it is also intended to again
open the Miranda Coal-mine. This mine was opened about fifteen years ago, and worked for about
seven years. About £24,000 was lost in working it. The coal was inferior to that of the other
Waikato mines, and there is some difficulty in bringing the coal to the railway-line.

4. Your company is now employing a capital of how much ?—£72,000. There are 85,000
shares, but only 72,000 have been allotted.

5. You have expended in works, roughly, about how much? Give us the total value expended
by all the companies you represent ?—The amount spent in improvements and in sinking two
shafts at the Extended Mine was £20,000, but it is written down to £9,000. The Reserve Mine
spent about £12,000, and Ralphs’ Mine about £6,000.

6. You are turning out coal to the extent of how much ?—78,000 tons last year.

7. And you hope to increase that output >—Yes, as soon as the railway to Waihi is opened,
but until then I do not expect any considerable increase. The coal is an ideal coal for household
purposes—very clean, easily lighted, burns bright, and leaves only a little ash; but for steam pur-
poses we find it difficult, especially at Auckland and at the Thames, to compete with the water-
borne coal from Hikurangi, Ngunguru, and Kiripaka. The latier coals are a little stronger than
ours and can be supplied at less coss, having no railway freight to pay.

8. What is militating against the success of your coal ?—It is too friable and too bulky to
export, and quickly deteriorates on exposure to the weather.

9. Is there anything you would like to represent to Parliament through this Commission ?—
No. The only thing that would help us would be a reduction in the freight to the Thames and
Waihi.

10. What do you pay for haulage from Huntly to Auckland ?—6s. 6d. per ton.

11. And to the Thames ?-—7s. 3d. per ton. I do not think we shall be able to compete at the
Thames with the water-borne coal, but we may at Waihi. We made application to the railway
authorities, who said they would be glad to assist us, but if they reduced the rate of freight to us
they would have to reduce it all round. ,

12. Can you tell us how and in what way you dispose of the coal: do you sell it at
Huntly ?—Yes, at Huntly only.

13. And in any special way—has anybody got a monopoly ?—At the time we made the
arrangement for the amalgamation of these mines several coal merchants had interests in them,
and we agreed that discounts were to be allowed to coal-dealers according to the number of tons
purchased per month. This, to a certain extent, threw the principal Auckland trade info the
hands of the large dealers. But there is no monopoly. Any person taking the same quantity per
month as the coal-dealers will get the same discount as they.

14. On the whole, has it been a profitable venture to the company so far ?—Yes ; we have paid
1s. 6d. per £1 share dividend, equal to 74 per cent. per annum, whereas before the amalgamation
all four companies were losing money. We only wrote off £1,080, and carried forward £890. I
think we ought to be able to write off 5 per cent. for depreciation every year.

15. Do you lose much from waste coal ?—Yes, a good deal.

16. Do you think that loss could be diminished ?—Only by getting a low rate of freight for the
slack coal. To press the waste coal into briquettes would not pay. It means mixing pitch with
it, and that would cost more than what we could get for the coal eventually.

17. What do you get for the coal at the mine ?—On the average, 8s. 3d. per ton now. We
make about 2s. a ton profit. It takes 1s. 6d. to pay 7% per cent. dividend.

18. Can you give us the number of men employed in the mine?—The total number of men
employed at the three mines is 180. Last year we mined 94,243 tons of coal, and sold 78,630 tons.
The difference is waste. We paid £18,697 in wages, averaging 4s. 9d. per ton. The capital of the
Taupiri Coal - mines (Limited) is £85,000, in 85,000 shares of £1 each. Out of this the
shareholders of the Taupiri Extended Company received £36,000 fully paid-up shares. The
balance was distributed between Ralph’s, the Taupiri Reserve, and the Waikato Coal Company.
There are 72,000 shares of the 85,000 1n the Taupiri Coal-mines (Limited) paid-up and distributed
among the amalgamated companies, and 13,000 shares are unallotted.
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19. Could anybody take up those 13,000 shares?—No, not except by special resolution. The
shares are below par at present.

20. How is the property held ?—The total area of Ralph’s property is 2,000 acres, freehold,
which we lease.

21. How many acres of freehold have you?—We have about 150 acres, and we lease about
97 acres at the Hakanoa Lake and 640 acres at the Kimihia Lake.

22. You pay a royalty on the lease of how much ?—We pay a royalty of 4d. to the Govern-
ment, and to Ralph’s 6d. royalty and £250 rent.

23. You paid a dividend in October, 1899 ?—Yes ; we have paid a dividend every six months.

24. You had nearly £3,000 in hand in April, 1900 ?—Yes, and we want it all for improvements
and lawsnits. -~

25. You are not creating a reserve fund >—We are trying to do so, but it is rather difficult.
For the half-year ending the 30th September, 1899, we patd the miners 2s. 10d. a ton; day wages
and manager, 1s. 2d. a ton; materials used at themine, 5d.; rent and royalties, 6d.; plant, sidings,
and borings, 5d. a ton; Auckland office expenses, 4d. a ton: making a total of 5s. 8d. The
selling-price for the half-year ending September, 1899, was Ts. 3d. per ton, leaving a profit of 1s. 7d.
per ton. Since then the cost of getting the coal has been increased 1s. per fon, and the selling-
price has been raised 1s. per ton.

26. What do you say a man averages a fortnight at the mines >—At Ralph’s Mine, the average
per miner was £2 5s. per week. Dividing the men into two clagses, I find that the best miners
have averaged £2 16s. a week and the inferior men £1 13s. a week.

WESTLAND-NELSON DISTRICT.
WESTPORT.
Moxpay, 21sT January, 1901.
ArTHUR D’OYLEY BAYFEILD examined.

1. The Chairman.] You are acquainted with the history of the Westport-Cardiff Coal Company,
T understand ?—Yes, from the inception of it.

2. Were you legal manager of the company ? —No, agens. The control was in Christchurch.

3. You are what now ?-——My business is that of a land, estate, and commission agent. I also
hold some official positions.

4. In what year did you first take an interest in the property now known as the Westport-
Cardiff Mine ?—My direct interest dates from the year 1872. 1 first began to spend money on it
then, and have been connected with it more or less right through the piece. I was associated with
others in my connection with it in 1872, and eventually part of the lease fell to myself entirely.

5. Were your dealings connected with this particular property now on fire ?—Yes.

6. Will you give me a short sketch of the processes through which the property has gone until
the present time ?—1I held part of the lease known as the Westport-Cardiff Company’s property. I
had the original lease of 350 acres, approximately, and asked certain gentlemen in Westport to join
me in prospecting the ground and to find £150 for that parpose, I giving them one-half interest in
my then lease. . These gentlemen found the money, and we were known then as the New Cardiff
Coal Company. We spent the whole of the money in prospecting. We were not registered as a
company, but were simply a private party.

7. Had the mine been worked before by anybody ?—No. That was preliminary to my general
scheme of raising capital to work the property.

8. In about what year was that ?—1889.

9. What happened between 1872 and 1889 ?—Practically nothing. I was associated during
that time with the late Mr. John Corr and others.

10. Did the ground remain idle between 1872 and 1889 ?—There were four partners in 1872,
and only prospecting was done. At that time I knew nothing whatever of coal-mining. T simply
paid my money. In 1889 the New Cardiff Company took up more ground. The resuls of our
prospecting was to show that it was advisable to do so. The properties now consist of 1,800 odd
acres, known as the Westport-Cardiff Company. We raised the necessary capital to go to work,
and were registered under the name of the Westport-Cardiff Company, with a nominal capital of
£30,000. That was not the actual working capital. There were 25,758 shares issued, subscribing
and paid-up. Nearly £40,000 was spent in works and in developing the property.

11. When did they start work >—We started as a registered company in August, 1892, and to
put out coal at the end of 1894. :

12. You know the area is 1,800 acres ?—Yes, 1,799 acres 2 roods 38 perches.

18. Held under lease 7—Yes, under royalty and rent: Royalty, 6d. per ton; rent (first year),
£90, subsequently £450 per annum ; rent merged into royalty when the latter exceeded the former.

14. The railway was extended to Mokihinui from Ngakawau ?—When I was forming this com-
pany I was agitating for the extension of this railway. We lost the Bill in 1889, but it was carried
in 1890. The railway was finished inside of two years.

15. Prior to that had you exported any coal by sea?—No, I always objected to attempting to
export it by the river. As a mastter of fact, Mr. O’Conor and I were opposed before the Nelson
Waste Lands Board in our opinions as to whether the Mokihinui properties should be worked by
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the river or the railway. My plan embodied the connection with Westport by railway. I never
countenanced the river.

16. What was your output ?—We put out an average of 44,000 tons for the five years we were
working, which was more than we were bound to do by the terms of our lease, and we were the
one company in the country that did so. The total output up to September, 1899, was & few tons
under 220,000.

17. What is the length of the railway ?—From seven to eight miles.

18. Was any special siding put in for the company?—The company put in a siding from the
Mokihinui Company’s mine to our bins. There was a private line known as the Mokihinui Com-
pany’s line, which was purchased by the Government for £12,000 odd.

19. About how many men were the company able to employ ?—At the time wé knocked off an
average of about ninety rhen and boys. It was sometimes a hundred, and sometimes a little less.

20. Why did you knock off >—That is a very important question, and one which will have to
be put directly to the control in Christchurch.

21. Was it after the fire began ?—No ; the fire did not start until January, 1900. Personally
I was opposed to knocking off, but I was only acting as agent.

22. What was the cause understood to be ?—The company were trying to get concessions
from the Government, to enable them to raise more capital, in the direction of having the deficiency
clause of the Westport—Ngakawau Extension Act repealed, so as to relieve us of the liability to pay
any deficiency on interest. That has now been repealed. If it had been done at the time 1t would
have been of material assistance to the company in the carrying-on of their operations. Another
thing we asked for, and which we are still asking for in the interests of the industry, is an adjust-
ment of the haulage-rate, to enable the Mokihinui field to be profitably worked without fear of
undue competition.

23. Did the company pass a resolution simply saying that it would cease to work ?—The
directors passed the resolution. I must add that we were making no profit at the actual time we
knocked off.

24. Had you ever paid a dividend ?—No. I wish to emphasize my answer in fairness to the
company : We always spent our money in developing the property, and paid no dividends, although
we made a profit of nearly £5,000 one year. We spent the money in further developments and
plant. Then, Mr. Broome, our manager and engineer, reported that we could not rely upon getting
any certain quantity of hard coal. That is another reason that weighed with the company in
suspending operations. I think, notwithstanding our disappointments with regard to getting con-
cessions, if there had been any quantity of hard coal we should have gone on.

25. Have you any reason to doubt the correctness of Mr. Broome’s statement ?—1It is a very
delicate question, which I sthink I shall refrain from answering. A doubt has arisen. I believe
there is evidence to show that there were three faces of hard coal; but whether my informa-
tion is correct I cannot state. I am not a coal expert. My work had to do with the local
agency part of the business. I was credibly informed that there were three faces where there was
hard coal.

26. There was a difference of opinion on the subject ?—Yes, there was a local difference of
opinion.

P 27. What did the company do when they ceased work : did they give notice to the Govern-
ment ?—Yes, they gave notice some months before that they would knock off unless they got the
concession. The men were also informed of the danger of our not being able to carry on, when we
found that we were not working to a profiv, and they set to work to help us, but they were just as
helpless as we were, and were unsuccessful.

98. Was the mine closed up?—7Yes.

29. Was it barricaded ?—No, it was kept open; and Mr. Broome remained in charge until
January, 1900. His engagement terminated in that month. He lefs here on the 28th January, as
far as my recollection serves me.

30. Was any other man there ?—Mr. Broome’s brother, a clerk, was employed by the com-
pany. Peter Martin was also employed there by the company in keeping the plant in order.

31. The rolling-stock and gear were kept in order?—Yes, up to the last, so far as we were
concerned, until the fire came. It was kept in perfect order, and we spared no expense in doing
80.

32. On what date did the fire break out ?—During the last days of January, 1900, I believe.
It was on a Sunday. At the time of the fire, so far as I know, the company had only Mr.
Roland Broome in charge. Mr. McKenzie, the railway Traflic Manager, sent me a note about
7 o’clock in the evening, asking me if I knew that the Cardiff Mine was on fire. That was on
Sunday, 28th January. I immediately came to the office and telephoned through and found it was
the case. Peter Martin answered me at the telephone, and 1 discovered, very much to my sur-
prise, that there was practically no responsible person there. Mr. Roland Broome, who had come
into town on the Thursday, had ounly returned that afternoon on being given news of the fire.
Martin was one of our men employed at the mine, and Mitchell was our underground man in
charge.

%3. Was Mitchell there on pay ?—I think not. I told Martin to go down and get him.

34. You do not know whether Martin or Mitchell was on pay ?—Mitchell was not. I am not
certain about Martin. I told both men to hang on there—that Messrs. Tennent and Broome
would be there in about half an hour from Westport. I then learned further that the mine was
on fire. I reflected as to what was the best thing to be done in the interests of the company, and
I filled in that gap by going to Mr. Jamieson, agent of the Westport Coal Company, and asking
him for the services of a man. I think I mentioned Mr. Murray, telling him, of course, that the
mine was on fire, and that I wanted the best assistance I could get, and particularly an experienced
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man. Mr. Jamieson at once met me and telephoned to Mr. Lindop, who mentioned that the best
man possible to get hold of was Mr. Dixon, because he had had considerable experience of fires.
We then rang up Mr. Dixon. There was a little delay in that, and I went back to my office.
I also saw the captain of the fire-brigade, and some of the men were asked to kindly give their
assistance, if required, with their hand-engine; but this it was found would be of little use. We
will now get to the time when I first communicated with Messrs. Tennent and Broome. Mr.
Broome spoke to Mr. Tennent, and we arranged to wait an hour for him to get all the information
he could. I went back to Mr. Jamieson's private house, and was able to have communication with
Mr. Dixon. It was arranged that Dizxon should go out with me at 7 o’clock in the morning. I
then went back to the office and waited until Mr. Tennent came back from the mine. That was
on the same day. Tennent went up and reported to me that he could not possibly get in to the
fire at the time but that he would make another effort, which he did. They then found that they
could only get into the drive a certain distance, and decided that nothing could be done until the
morning. I informed Mr. Tennent and Mr Broome, who was the man in charge, of my coming
out and bringing Mr. Dixon with me. I think Mr. Tennent was glad to have Mr. Dixon. At any
rate, we went out next morning and met Mr. Tennenst, and together we went up to the drive, I
remaining outside while Mr. Tennent and Mr., Dixon and one or two others made an effort to get
into the mine. They were away some time, and came back and reported that it was impossible to
get in owing to the black damp and poisonous gases. Mr. Dixon and Mr. Tennent then deliberated
as to their course of action. As far as I am concerned, I kept myself in close touch with my
directors, and was successful in getting a message through to Christchurch at about 1 o'clock in
the morning. I communicated with my people from Seddonville by urgent message, keeping
them apprised of what was being done. I produce a memorandum as to the opinion given to me

by Mr. Dixon ag to the position. Itis as follows:—
5.30 p.m., 2nd February, 1900.

THE fire in mine was loocated to-day in the back-heading of the long jig. Before entering the mine the fan was
started, and a measured current of 10,440 ft. air obtained at mine entrance. The party consisted of J. Dixon,
A. Mitohell, R. Broome, J. Clark, and J. Smith. The party travelled to @& point some 29 chains on main road,
returned to long jig back-heading and discovered the fire therein, some 4 chains up the said heading. The main
road was closely bratticed off, and air diverted up heading. Success attended the efforts for some time, but about
4p.m. a fall took place, and at same time the mass buret into flames for a distance back of 10 or 12 yards.
Falls continued, one very heavy one taking place. The fire being so active, and falling roof so continuous, it was
deocided to abandon efforts to reach the seat. It was positively unsafe to venture anything of the kind. I, therefore,
decided to withdraw the workmen, and close the mine as far as possible, until further considered and seen by
Government Inspector. The heading was closely bratticed at 5 p.m., also all openings to mine reclosed ; practically
sealing the mine by temporary means. From my close observance of the conditions, I hereby state thast the fire is

extensive, and the only safe remedy is to seal off the affected district as soon as possible,
JoNaTHAN DIxXoON.

I felt that the matter was serious, and applied to the Westport Coal Company to let me have Mr.
Dixon’s services to practically deal with the matter, and informed my directors in Christchurch of
what I had done. My request, of course, could not be acceded to until communication had heen
had with Dunedin. Mr. Jamieson’s company very generously and promptly gave permission to
Mr. Dixon to render any assistance he could in the matter. Practically, I left Mr. Dixon in
charge for two or three days. That brings me up to the point where they endeavoured to
combat the fire. I express no opinion as to whether the course adopted was right or wrong.
Within my knowledge, Mr. Dixon left a statement with the Mines Department as to what guided
him in the matter. :

35. The fire is still burning, is it not >—Yes. When Mr. Dixon left, Mr. Tennent practically
had sole charge of the directions.

36. Do vou wish to express any opinion?—No. All I did was to get all the possible
assistance I could to put the fire out.

37. That was in January, 1900. What has been the position of the company since then
what have they paid towards the expenses of putting this fire out ?—1I think over £400.

38. How many men did they put on after the Sunday, when the fire was discovered ?—
About half a dozen, performing various works under Mr. Tennent. Mr. Dixon only remained
for a cerfain time—three or four days. Both he and Mr. Tennent concurred in the course of action
taken.

39. How long did the company go on finding money to pay the expenses for putting the fire
out ?—We went into liquidation in March following.

40. Up to that time had you been paying men to endeavour to put the fire out ?—I think so.
The resolution to go into liquidation was passed in March, and was confirmed on the 4th April,
I think.

41. Then, during all February and most of March, efforts were being made to put out the fire?
—Yes, at the company’s expense.

42. Was any money paid after the liquidation of the company ?—1I cannot say.

43. Has anything been done with regard to cancelling the lease >—The Governinent resumed
possession on the 23rd or 24th May.

44, In what way?—By serving a notice on us, and posting it up at the office, under the
provisions of the Coal-mines Act.

45. Did any officer go up and take possession of the property ?—Yes, Mr. Tennent.

46. Was any rent due ?—No rent, but the royalties were not paid.

47. Do you know what amount was due ?>—About £1,600 or £1,700.

48. For how long a period do you suppose the company was able to employ its average of
ninety men and boys?—DFor about four years we had been putting out coal, and the number
gradually increased. We began with perhaps ten or twenty at first. That was the actual number
employed in the mine. We were employing a large number of men from the time we started,




C.—4. 66

either by contract or in direct labour on the works. I dare say that on examination it would he
found that the average number of men and boys employed from start to finish, including
contractors on the company’s works of all sorts, would be ninety.

49. What would their pay be ?—Their average would be less than that of the Denniston men,
as our mine was more difficult to work in consequence of the number of seams of stone dividing
the coal. Our imen met us, and accepted 3d. per ton less for hewing than that fixed by the
Westport Company. We paid 2s. 3d. per ton. I think the average per man was from 7s. to 8s.
per day, but they were not always working. 1 do not wish to offer any opinicn as to the quality
of the coal in the area destroyed, as my opinion is that there is not much coal there. I have seen
the plans, and bave a knowledge of the area. My opinion is that there is not a large area of coal
in the section now burning which would bave been available for working. The fire is now raging
in the area known as the Anna Hector section, and I believe from the information received that
the fire will be confined to that area.

50. What do you say would be the area that would include this fire ?—1I cannot say without
reference to the plans, which I have not got here. The fire will be contained in an area of about
20 acres.

51. Can you say anything about how far it may be expeeted to go?—My belief, founded on
information supplied to me by Mr. Tennent, is that it will not extend to the Cave area. I have
kept myself posted up as to the position of the fire, being desirous of resuming this property, and
I have, as a matter of fact, made proposals to the Government with that object.

52. What is there between the Cave area and the Anna Hector section ?—A large fault. I
may say that I rely on the statement of the Inspector.

53. Do you know whether the fault is upward or downward ?—I cannot express an opinion on
that point. The fault, I am informed, will cut off the possibility of the fire extending to the Cave
area.

" 54. Until the fire is extinguished will there be any risk in opening up any other portion of
this mine >—No. We consider it will be quite safe to open up the Cave area, even with the fire
as it is. ‘

55. When you were working the mine where did you sell the coal—at the pit’s mouth ?—No.
We sold no coal at the pit's mouth other shan to the Mokihinui people.” We sold it all over the
colony, through our managing director, Mr. Hargreaves.

56. Has he any connection with any shipping company ?—Not so far as I know.

57. The company was not tied to any shipping company ?—That is a question that should be
put to the managing director. We were in no way restricted to any particular person. We sold
our coal to the New Zealand Shipping Company and the Union Steamship Company. In our
dealings the Union Steamship Company were considerable buyers of steam coal.

58. What did you get for your coal ?—That is a question which I must ask you to put to the
managing director. ' ‘

59. The Union Steamship Company were your principal carriers, were they not ?—Yes.’

60. As a matter of fact, did you ever send a load away in any other bottoms?—Yes. For
instance, we carried on a trade with Wanganui, and, to a lesser extent, with Napier. We sent
considerable quantities to both places by sailing-vessels.

61. Did you ever sell any coal to the Anchor Line ?—Very little.

62. Was the quality of your coal falling off towards the end ?—There was a good deal of soft
coal towards the end, but you will understand that the quality of our coal was always understood
to be very good. There was a difference in the condition of it.

63. The company has lost all its capital, I believe ?~—Yes, everything, absolutely.

64. Has the plant been sold ?—No, it has been assigned to the Government, and the company
has been relieved of all liability for royalty and deficiency in interest on the railway.

65. Do you feel inclined to express any opinion as to the principle of shipping coal from the
staiths ?—1I have no hesitation in saying that the crane system is the best. At the same time the
staiths are convenient for storage purposes. If the staiths were not there it would mean the
employment of a very much larger number of trucks. The coal shipped by the staiths suffers by
being broken. '

66. Was your attention called to the quantivy of slack left in the mine ?-—No. As a matter of
fact I do not think there was much slack left. We had our slack heap outside. I have no hesi-
tation in saying that the fire started in the Cardiff Mine by ordinary combustion. I cannot under-
stand how men can make the statement that the mine was set on fire. I think all the evidence
goes to show that the fire was the result of ordinary combustion.

67. What do you mean by “ ordinary combustion ”’ ?—1I mean that the coal was of that nature
that there was a risk of ignition by self-heating. As a matter of fact, fires have occurred in this
district of which nothing has appeared before the public.

68. Do you know what was done with the waste in the mine ?—It was taken out, as far as I
have understocod. I have often been through the mine, and did not observe any extraordinary
accumulation of slack. There were accumulations, and there must have been some where the fire
started, because the fire was actually located by Mr. Broome when he was advised of it.

69. Do you not think that was the cause of the fire >—-Undoubtedly I do. There was com-
bustion. That is my opinion, and I think the evidence will go in that direction. I should be very
much surprigsed indeed 1if it could be proved that this mine was wilfully set on fire. I shall be glad
to attend the Commission again, not only on matters referring to the statistics given, but on wider
matters. '

TivorEY CORBY examined.

1. The Chairman.] What are you ?—A storekeeper and hotelkeeper at the present time, but 1
have been a contractor.



67 C.—4.

2. Are you living at Mokihinui ?—Yes, at Seddonville. _

8. You presented a petition to the House of Representatives, in October, 1900 ?—I presented
a petition, but could not give the date of it.

4. The petition prayed for an inquiry into the origin of the fire at the Cardiff Mine, and also as
to the steps which had been taken for the purpose of suppressing it ?—Yes.

5. You say in the petition that a large area of valuable coal, the property of the colony, is
through the continuance of the present fire threatened with destruction ?—Yes.

6. What area do you consider is in danger of destruction?—That is more than I can say,
because there is a very fierce fire raging there at the present time, and what extent of ground it
may go ovex we do not know. Moreover, I do not know the extent of the Mokihinui Coalfield,
but it is a large area. The fire is now visible along Chasm Creek for 12 or 15 chains.

7. That is one boundary. The other boundary is, how far >—That is the only place where it is
exposed to the open air. We cannot tell what distance it is going into the mine.

8. Is that where the outerop is in the creek ?>—Yes.

9. Give us all the information you can to show us that a large guantity of coal is being
destroyed >—That is to be seen. The fire is there, and it is burning away, and it must have
destroyed the coal. I saw some of Mr. Hayes’s evidence. He says that he reckoned, from the
letters and correspondence, that the people of Seddonville were antagonistic to Mr, Tennent. We
want to show thas the party I belong to had no antagonistic feelings towards him in the slightest ;
but it is our opinion that Mr. Tennent had antagonistic feelings towards the interests of the district,
and that we mean to prove, so that you can decide whether we are right or they are right.

10. You say you reckon that Mr. Tepnent was antagonistic to the district >—That was my
opinion, and the opinion of the majority of the public at Seddonville. :

11. As to the first allegation in the petition, ¢ That a large area of valuable coal, the property
of the colony, is, through the continuance of the present fire, threatened with destruction.” Tell
us what quantity of coal you consider threatened with destruction by fire ?—The whole district i,
if it is not kept in check; but there is a certain block that the action taken to subdue the fire has
enclosed in the area where there was no occasion to. That is a block of 10 or 12 acres unworked
inside the mine, that could have been worked out. This could have been excluded if proper steps
had been taken, and the company could have resuined operations notwithstanding the fire.

12. Mr. Hayes, in his evidence before the Goldfields and Mines Committee, says: 1 may
say that what is known as the old portion of the mine, or the Hector Block of the old portion, 1s
the portion in which the fire is burning.” Is that correct ?—Yes.

13. He says, “The active fire at the present time is, in my opinion, simply confined to the
small amount of outerop coal left near where the coal has been extracted.” Is that correct?—I
do not think so.

14. Will you tell me what you have to say about it >—My opinion is that the fire was nearer
to the tunnel than the outcrop. I think so from the heat of the water coming out of the tunnel
at the time.

15. He says he thinks there is no commercial value in the coal ?—I consider there is. I dis-
agree with that altogether. There are sound blocks of coal left, and, from a commercial point
of view, I think it was the most valuable part of the coal, because it conld be taken out much
cheaper. Some of the pillars had been robbed. Some were standing especially close to the rope-
road.

16. Can you give any estimate of the quantity of coal there was subject to the fire, that will
probably be consumed ?—No. A

17. Will you be able to produce any evidence of it?-—Mr. Broome would be able to tell that,
but I am debarred from calling him as he is in Kaitangata. I understood from Mr. Broome some
time before the mine closed down that he would be in a position, if there was a demand for
steam coal, to supply a large quantity on short notice.

18. Supposing this part of the mine were shut up, had not the company other places they
could have worked ?—Not without opening them up, and it would take a lot of money to open them
up, because the tunnel is destroyed, and that is what we contend could have been saved.

19. Do you know what it was that compelled the company to close down their mine and
discharge their men ?—It seems that it was not paying them.

20. How long before the discovery of this fire had the company ceased practical operations ?—
It would be two or three months; I cannot give the date.

21. Have you any idea how far this fire will extend if not put out, from the outcrop in the
ereek back into the hill 2—It may not extend any further than it has already gone, and it may if
not carefully watched. It may carry past the fault.  If it does, then the whole coal area of the
district is in danger.

22. What do you say as to the quality of the coal in this particular mine ?—1I reckon—1I am not
an authority on coal—that it was good steam coal. It was clean, nice coal to look at, and princi-
pally soft coal. »

28. Is it fit for household purposes?—I reckon it was a good household coal, but it was
rather soft, and did not command a market, as far as I can understand.

24. On whose authority did you allege in your petition that a large area of valuable coal was
threatened with destruction ?—That decision has been arrived at by the people in the distriet, and
it is quite evident that it is a large area, and is valuable. 1 was appointed chairman of the
vigilance committee, and it is at the wish of the public of the district that I have taken action. It
is also my opinion that it is a large area of valuable coal.

25. You might explain to us: you said a block of from 12 to 15 acres was unnecessarily
included in the area affected by the fire ?— Yes.

26. How did it come about ?—We contend that, instead of putting the dam in where they

10—C. 4.



C.—4. 68

did, they could have gone to another point. Fven at the finigh, when they did it, they could have
put it in another place and saved the north block.

927. Do you know whether the coal left in the mine is solid coal or only pillars ?—There is this
block which has been mentioned of about 12 acres. It was somewhere between 8 and 20 acres.
That block is not touched, except for a couple of drives which have been put in a short distance.

98. 1s that included in the coal that Mr. Hayes says is of no commercial value ?—1I should
think so.

99. Will it be certainly burned ?—Yes ; you cannot get at it. I believe it is now under water.
Tt will not be burned, but it will take some time before you can get at it

30. What coal is it that is stated to be of no commercial value?—That I do not know
exactly, because I have not studied Mr. Haiyes's report sufficiently.

31. Mr. Hayes says that the coal burned and likely to be burned is of no commercial value ?
—Isayitis. There are pillars close to the road which could be taken ous and easily got out.

39. Ts there no other coal there but pillars >—Only this block which is enclosed by the
fire,

33. Outside that block there are only pillars to be taken ?—That is all.

34. By whom was this petition prepared ?—Principally by myself and Mr. Stewart, our
secretary. He wrote it. The vigilance committee saw it before 1t was sent away.

35. You and he are really responsible for the statements in it >—There are others as well as
ourselves, but I hold myself really responsible for what is in it.

36. Who elected the vigilance committee >—The whole of the people of the district. They
were appointed by a public meeting, and consisted of miners, storekeepers, and others.

37. When were they appointed >—They had been in existence two or three years, and were

re-elected annually.
38. When was the last public meeting ?—The secretary would be able to give you that

information at Seddonville.

39. Was there a public meeting subsequent to this fire ?—Yes, more than one.

40. And was it decided by a public meeting that a petition should be prepared ?—Yes, and &
committee appointed from the public meeting in conjunction with thé vigilance committee.

41. As to the means that should have been adopted, will you tell me what, in your opinion,
were the means that should have been adopted >—1I was not there at the time I should have to
depend upon what others have told me.

49, What were the means that should have been adopted?—The means that have been
adopted should not have been adopted.

43. You have made a statement : you have undertaken to say, “ That at the first discovery
of the present fire, had simple means—such as any ordinary miner would have employed—been
adopted, the fire could have been easily extinguished, and with little or no expense.” 1 am asking
you what you mean by that sentence 9—By closing off the drives when it was on fire, and keeping
them closed to cut off the fire from the main tunnel, so as to keep the fire to where it was—to cut
the air off from it.

44. You mean the drives taken from the main tunnel underground ?—Yes ; they must have kept
the main tunnel open while working. And then, if they had closed the bords in the main tunnel,
they could have kept it in check and away from the main road, and prevented the damage it has
already done.

45. What else would you have done; what is the simple means such as any ordinary miner
would have employed? Is that all you would have done ?>—Yes, that is all. We will get miners
to prove that later on.

46. You go on to say in your petition, * Instead of this, evidence can be brought to prove that
the means taken to sybdue the fire had the opposite effect—viz., to make it burn with greater
force.” Will you explain ?—There was a fan put on to clear the tunnel, but it gave fresh air to
the fire, and made it burn more fiercely. That was the effect of it. The men went in to see it,
and this fan was put on and made the fire flare up.

47. You say, * That the present methods which are being taken under the direction of the
Sub-Inspector of Mines are, in our opinion, wholly inadequate and impracticable, and a sheer waste
of public money.” What were the methods he took ?—They put the fan on, and got the fire
blazing up. On the Friday evening they put no stopping in. They put up some canvas brattice,
and left the fire and went away. IFrom the Friday evening they did not go back until Monday
morning at 11 o’clock. I say that the method adopted gave the fire such a start that they could
not cope with it afterwards.

48. Messrs. Shaw, Alison, and Foster were sent to make a report, were they not?—Yes; and
had their recommendations been carried out we should not have wanted this inquiry. They
reported what we wanted, but the Government have not carried out their recommendations.

49. What do you say about the dam flooding the mine ?—1 say it was not puf in the right
place at first. It should have been put in six or seven chains further up. The plan will show
where it ought to have been put in. Mr. Hayes says the dam was tight and had been tampered
with. I went there shortly after it was built and it was leaking then, and I consider it was leaky
from the start. It was not only leaking, but the whole of the water was going. I will bring
evidence to show what the dam was like.

50. The next allegation is, *“ That the residents of Seddonville and surrounding district depend,
in a very large degree, upon the working of the coal-mines for their support, and it is a matter of
pressing concern to them that every reasonable means shall be taken, and every practical and
adequate method adopted, to subdue the Cardiff fire and save the coal-measures of the locality from
destruction.”” I do not think any reasonable man will dissent from that; but I want you to
indicate how the coal could have been saved from destruction. The sixth allegation is, ¢ Should
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the inquiry prayed for by us be granted reliable evidence will be forthcoming to prove that official
negligence, delay, and incompetence, have been the contributing causes which have prevented the
subduing of the fire in its early stages,” &e. What evidence do you propose to bring to show that
there was official negligence, delay, and incompetence >—One of my principal witnesses is in
Kaitangata—William Cunliffe, a coal-miner. There is also Mr. Peter Martin, now living in
Mokihinui, and working at Sergeant's Hill. He was employed as carpenter by the Cardiff
Company. Just before the Commission came round there was a meeting of the residents called
and a committee of five appointed to meet you.

51. What are their names ?—Messrs. Corby, Quinn, Hunter, Milligan, and Stewart. The
witnesses will be Messrs. Cunliffe, Martin, Hunter, McIndoe, and others.

52. Do you want to say anything now about Mr. Tennent >—Nothing, except that, instead of
the people of Seddonville being antagonistic to Mr. Tennent, the majority reckon that he is
antagonistic to the interests of the district—that is, to the coal industry. The reason for thinking
so is that his reports to the Government are not, in my opinion, correct. It would be right if they
contained his honest opinion, but an Inspector’s reports should stop at that. He should not tell
every man he meets that the place is no good. It is injurious to the district. Some members of
the Coal-miners’ Union might have a little feeling against Mr. Tennent, but the majority of the
people of our district have nothing against him except what I have said.

53. Have they any fault to find with him as Inspector of Mines ?—It has only regard to the
progress of the works and the action taken in subduing the fire, and also the words he has made
use of, that the Cardiff Mine was only a ¢ stone ”” mine. It is his damaging reports that we com-
plain of. I admit he has a right to give his opinion to the Government, but think he should with-
hold it from other people. Whether he was in fault in his action at the fire will be proved before
the inquiry is over. As far as I am concerned, I have no animosity towards Mr. Tennent—not
the slightest.

54. Are you connected with the same representative body that asked for an inquiry into
Mr. Tennent’s conduct >—I have nothing to do with Mr. Tennent’s conduct except in connection
with the Cardiff fire.

55. Mr. Harden.] You know the prevailing feeling at Seddonville with regard to Mr. Tennent,
as Inspector of Mines, in looking after the safety of the men, and so on: have you ever heard any
complaints about him ?—I would sooner decline to answer that question. It is not in my line at
all, because I know nothing about the opinions of the men working in the mine or the union.
They being a society in themselves, their business is kept pretty secret from me. It was only last
week that I knew there were any complaints made by the union against Mr. Tennent.

56. So far as Mr. Tennent is concerned you know very little about him ?—Very little. His
inspecting duties I only know of in connection with the works at the fire.

57. Your complaint is that he expressed his opinion about the district rather too frankly ?—
Yes. I have no objection to his opinion being expressed if it is true ; but we know that he is only
mortal the same as other men. We have other men giving reports to the Government pretty
favourably of the Mokihinui coalfield, and we have, in defiance of his reports, proof by a party of
miners, headed by Mr. Lomas, given to the committee of a favourable nature, as we know that
from 12,000 to 15,000 tons of coal have come out of the Mokihinui Mine since the reports were
made, and that more will come too. We consider it is wrong for Mr. Tennent to speak to enter-
prising men such as Mr. Bailie against the district.

58. You do not complain of his official reports ?—No.

59. You say that he has expressed his opinion to individuals >—Yes.

60. How do you know ?——I have been told that he has, and I think I can bring evidence to

rove it. .
P 61. If you cannot prove your statement you will withdraw it ?—I will bring men to bear out
the statement.

62. You would not dream of pressing the allegation against Mr. Tennent unless you could
prove it >—No. I might state that I made an offer to the Government to put out the fire at the
Cardiff Mine for £500, and said that I would nbt expect any payment if I did not succeed, but the
offer was not accepted.

63. Mr. Cotirell.)] Did you have anything to do with sending for Mr. Tennent when the fire
first broke out ?—No.

64. Do you remember Mr. Tennent going out ?—Yes.

65. Do you think he devoted all his time and ability in coping with the fire >—I thought he
was going to do so at that time, or T would have tried to get there with him.

66. Did vou have reason to change your opinion afterwards ?—1I think so, but I am not in a
position to know what Mr. Tennent’s orders were.

67. What did you think yourself >—1I thought, and still think, that if the man was left to
himself and had free scope to do as he liked, he has not done right.

68. Do you think he carried out his duties after he started, or did he stay away from the mine
too long 2—T1 thought when he went out he would do the best he could, and that the fire would be
out very soon, and I think he did not take heed of it until too late. I believe the work done was
not done as it ought to have been done. I do not say it was Mr. Tennent’s fault; it might have
been the fault of the Government. The work-was not done, anyhow, and there is evidence in the
offer I made to put the fire out for £500.

69. How long was it after the fire broke out when you went up to the fire ?—I could not say
exactly. It would be a week or two, or perhaps three weeks.
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TurspAY, 228D JANUARY, 1901.

Prerer Martin, Colliery Carpenter and Contractor, examined.

1. The Chairman.] Do you desire to make a statement on your own motion ?—No, I would
sooner be cross-questioned.

2. Were you employed in the Westport-Cardiff Company’s Mine ?—1I was.

3. For how long ?—About seven years, all told.

4. How long had you been working there before the fire was discovered ?>—I was one of the
prospectors, and one of the first to work there.

5. Were you receiving pay from the company on the 28th January, 1900 ?—I was.

6. Full pay ?—Only when I worked.

7. Who set you to work ?—The manager.

8. What did you average a week ?—For the three months previous to the fire, not much.

9. What did you average for the three months ?—I am not prepared to give that.

10. Did you get twelve days’ work in three months ?—I did twelve days’ work or more.

11. Did you put in twenty days ?—I might have done more than that.

12. Were you paid by wages, or by the odd job ?—1I was paid when I was working, off and on.
I would have to produce the day-book to show what you want.

13. Did you get £5 from the company during that three months ?—1I could not recollect.

14. Were you really in the service of the company at the time of the fire, or were you doing
an odd job for a day one week and nothing the next?—I was the colliery carpenter the day of the
fire.

15. Did you get sufficient from the company in wages to support you during the three
months previous to the fire >—I do not think T did.

16. How long before the fire was it since you had been in the mine ?—On Thursday morning.
The fire was discovered on the following Sunday.

17. In what part of the mine ?—Just the entrance of the tunnel.

18. Can you say whether there was any fire in the mine then ?—In my opinion there was no
fire then.

19. Was the main tunnel then free and open for any one to go into ?—The mine entrance
was free. 1 was not there alone. Mr. Bayfeild was with me.

20. Were you in for its whole length ?—As far as we could see.

21. How long had elapsed since you had been right through the mine ?—It would be about &
week ; two days after Mr. Broome had examined the mine, as shown by the report-book.

22. You think you had been right through the mine a week before ?—Yes.

23. Were any the bords closed up then ?—Not to my knowledge.

24. You say that all the bords were open?—I did not see any of them closed. There were
five or six sealed which had been closed for years.

25. How long do you think had elapsed since the last bord had been closed up ?—I think it
would be twelve months before the mine stopped. I refer to tongued-and-grooved stoppings.

26. How long do you say the mine had been idle prior to the fire >—About three months.

27. Who was in charge of the mine during that period?—George Herbert Broome, the
manager.

28. Were there any other men there besides yourself 2—There were, off and on; but no one
on pay except Roland Broome, the secretary, and myself, off and on.

29. Did you do any work for anybody else during those three months ?—1 think so.

30. How often was the mine examined during those shree months ?—1I could not say. Three
times running I was with the manager examining the mine, but what transpired during the visits
I could not say.

31. Was the mine barricaded ?—No.

82. Who discovered the fire first >—On the Sunday, 28th January, I was told that the mine
was on fire.

33. Who told you ?—The son of Mr. Keal—a boy.

34. What did you do ?—I called on Peter McIndoe, a practical miner, and went up to the
mine with him. 'We went to the mouth of the tunnel, and saw smoke coming out of the tunnel.

35. Then, what did you do ?—The first step I took was to send for the man who was deputy
when the mine ceased working—Alexander Mitchell. In about an hour he came up. I went to
the railway-stationmaster to get him to ring up Westport, and send a message to Roland Broome,
who was appointed caretaker by his brother. If Roland Broome could not be found, they were
to find Mr. Tennent. A messsage afterwards came through that they were coming along.
Mitchell, myself, and three or four more men went up to the mine. We picked up what brattice
we could get in different places and put it up in the tunnel, some 30 ft. to 50ft. in. [Place marked
No. 1 on the plan.]

36. Did you make it air-tight >—We did as well as we could under the circumstances, but it
was not air-tight.

87. Is there any air-shaft anywhere in that mine ?—Yes; somewhere in the locality of No. 4.

38. Did you stop that?—No. We did something else before we came to that. We went over
the hill to the bridge side and stopped it there with brattice-cloth, five or six fold.

39. How far from the entrance to the tunnel did you go ?—About three bords in.

- 40. What else did you do?—We went back again to the entrance at No. 1. We could not
find the shaft, so we got an old man that knew the bush, and he showed us where it was. We covered
it up with brattice and bits of wood, and anything we could get.

41. Do you think you made a pretty good job of it ?—No, we could not for want of material,
and the night came on. We retired then down to the office. We were expecting Mr. Tennent and
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Roland Broome every minute. Roland Broome had the key of the office. Mr. Tennent arrived at
half-past seven o’clock.

49, Wag anybody with him ?—Mitchell.

43. Did any one else come that evening ?——Roland Broome came to the Cardiff Company’s
office ten minutes or a quarter of an hour befors Mr. Tennent.

44. Did you do anything that night at the mine >—Mr. Tennent took charge then and went
up that night, and I wens home for tea and did not go out again. Next day I came out and went
up to the mouth of the tunnel, and there was no order to do anything. We were sitting there until
nine or ten o’clock. A eouple of men were then sent up the hill. T was sent to tear down pieces of
brattice and put them up again, and so on. That was the brattice we had put up the previous day.
Somewhere about ten o’'clock Mr. Dixon arrived. Mr. Tennent and Mr. Dixon went into the
tunnel, and I was sent to watch at the brattice-cloth to look out for signals to show that they were
going ahead. We lost the signals, and Roland Broome became rather anxious. We told them
that the fire was at the back heading of the long jig, and expected them to go there. Nothing was
done until Mr. Tennent and Mr. Dixon came out. When they returned either Mr. Tennent or Mr.
Dixon said they could not find the fire—that there was no fire in that part of the mine. I wondered
why they did not go up the main road, where I told them the fire was. We went to the bridge
end of the tunnel where the smoke was coming out. They entered there a bit, but came out again
soon. I was in with them.

45, Why did you come back ?—Mr. Dixon and Mr. Tennent were leading and turned, and of
course, the men had to go out. We went over the hill to the entrance at No. 1 again.  When we
arrived there we found the current of air had changed and the smoke was coming out there. That
was at mid-day. It was pretty strong in the afternoon. After lunch two of us got orders from
Mr. Tennent to put up brattice-cloth at the No. 1 entrance. We did so, and made a pretty tight
job of it—as well as we could do for a brattice-stopping. We were then sent over the hill to take
the trucks out. There was no smoke then, as it was at the bridge side. We took out thirty-four
trucks, I think. That was all we did that day, I think, as it was evening. =~ Next day we made a
start with the fan.

46. Tell us all about the fan ?—A number of men took the fan from the old site and put it at
the mouth of the mine at the bridge-site.

47. What was that for?—As far as my judgment goes, that was a grave mistake, because
the fan made the fire burn more fiercely. The effect was to draw the fire into the main
tunnel, in my opinion. The fan was erected in about forty hours. Some of the men actually saw
the fire in the main tunnel, but I did not see it. The fan was working for a half or three-
quarters of a day, and the speed of it was pretty high sometimes. Sometimes is would go hard—
sixty, seventy, and eighty revolutions, and so on. They stopped the fan in the evening for a while,
and then started again for a little bit. It was then stopped for three days and brattice-stopping
was put in the mouth. We did not do anything at all for a few days. We started to put in
a dam three days after the fire. The dam was completed in about twenty-four hours. 1t was
put in the tunnel. I reckon the dam should have been put in No. 4. The tunnel was cleared
that night, and there was neither foul air nor smoke. After they made a start on the dam I
inquivred from Mr. Tennent and Mr. Roland Broome what they were going to do with the new
rope that went right through the mine. Mr. Tennent said he did not know. I asked Mr.
Roland Broome, and he did not know quite what to do. I proposed to get steam up and
pull the rope out. I was sent away to get the engine-driver, and after he got steam up he broke
the rope the first pull. I tried to get the ends together again, but each time the chain that con-
nected the rope broke. ~We lost akout 15 or 20 chains of the new rope. We pulled the rope out
ultimately with the engine. We worked all that night at the dam-site, and the following day we
went home and another shift was put on. The dam was finished the following day.

48. It was really a block across the tunnel?—Yes; constructed of timber and clay. We
expected it to hold water temporarily at the time. That finished the work for a considerable time—
some weeks. After the dam had been completed the air-shaft was filled up, and then a better stop-
ping was putin on the bridge side. No more work of any sort was done for, I daresay, a couple of
months. Now, as to the log-dam. A log-dam was built.

49. What have you to say about the construetion of that >—I have a great deal to say about it.
I condemn the report sent in on that. On the Saturday Mr. Tennent and Mr. Hayes gave instrue-
tions to Mitchell to build the dam, but they never said anything to me about it. There was agood
deal of underhand work done to make it appear that I was to blame for the leakage of this dam.
On the Saturday night Mitchell came to me and told me what Mr. Tennent and Mr. Hayes had said
to him. He said he had to get £20 for it. Mitchell said I was to work on the dam. I went to
Roland Broome and told him about the dam, and he said he would ring up Mr. Bayfeild about it.
On the following day he got instructions from Mr. Bayfeild to put in this dam. Mitchell and I were
supposed to get the contract, and were to get £20 for it. The dam was built according to Mitchell’s
instructions. He had five or six men working on it at one time. They say I cut & log in two, in
the report.

50. The report says: * Instead of placing this in Mitchell’s hands, it appears the company let
the work by contract to Peter Martin, a carpenter at the colliery. Mitchell informs me that he was
employed with Martin at this work, and that a good base was obtained by cutting down to solid
ground, but that, as the erection of the stopping was approaching completion, Martin cut a log in
two to save himself the trouble of fitting it properly in a single length. A weak place was thus
made, which had to be tightened up with wedges. The dam-stopping was erected from 6 ft. back
from the light stopping which had previously been put in by Messrs. Dixon and Tennent to cut the
air off the fire. The space between the two stoppings was filled with clay.” What do you say
about cutting this log in two ?—All the logs in front of the dam were cut except the bed-log. We
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had not the height. We had two uprights to join them. There was no leakage where the logs were
cut. They were square at the bottom and let into the solid rock at each side. We finished the
dam in about a week, and after paying all our men Mitchell and I divided equally the money. We
left the dam for a day or two to let the water run through and allow her to settle. We then
stopped her. She kept tight for about two hours until the water came up about half-way up the
tunnel, when she started to leak. She always leaked after that. I know the quantity of water
that came out of the mine and out of the dam, and it represented the quantity coming out of the
mine. No one had passed the dam or given any certificate. Roland Broome paid us when we
told him we had finished it.

51. How do you account for the dam leaking 2—1T believe it was owing to the construction. I
reckon Mitchell did his work according to instructions thoroughly well. I do not think he
slummed anything. I believe if they had got proper clay at the back of that dam she would never
have leaked.

52. What was the defect in the dam ?—I think the clay used for stopping was not fit to go in.

53. Who put the clay in 7—Myself, Mitchell, and the rest of the workmen.

54. Why did you use it >—I suppose Mitchell was ordered to use it, or he would not have
done so. He had his instructions from Mr. Tennent.

" 55. Do you think the timber was all right ?—1I think it would have been if it had had the
proper clay at the back of it. This dam was watched day by day, and it was leaking all the
time.

© 56. Where did the water come from ?—It was the drainage of the mine.

57. Is the tunnel on the rige 2—Yes.

58. Do both tunnels do that —No water comes out of the bridge side. The dam got worse
and worse. The ground from the mouth of the mine commenced to fall in, and everything got
into a fearful state. We were not working then, neither for the company nor any one else.

© 59. Who was paying you for this watching —Roland Broome paid me for any time I was
there. In the meantime the fire was raging on the outcrop on the Bridge section, and we had a
lot of machinery standing idle. The company began to get frightened that they were going to lose
all this machinery. The caretaker decided to shift a few things on day-wages, but, previous to
that, he called for tenders to shift all the machinery. Several tenders were sent in, including one
from myself, which were not accepted the first time. I got the contract to remove the machinery
about two or threc weeks later on. I got £176 for it. I offered to land the machinery over the
hill for a certain amount of money. I worked on that for about six or eight weeks. One day Mr.
Tennent came over and wanted me to do something at the tunnel. He said he wanted the log-dam
caulked up tight, no matter what it cost. I started on the caulking, and had a number of men
employed. We worked, perhaps, a week, but when we got one place water-tight, the dam burst in
another place. I had two men employed there. We got her tight overhead, where she was very
leaky, but when we got her down to the floor she burst. She broke out several times in weak
places, and at last we had to give it best. I expected Mr. Tennent up that morning to see what
we were doing, and he came about ten o’clock, bringing Mitchell with him. He never asked me
whether the dam was tight, or any question about it. He did not ask me to go into the dam with
him, although I was standing outside at the time. He never spoke when he came to the work
first, until I spoke to him. I showed him the leaky part, and told him he could get nothing more
done. He said “ Humph,” and went on. He passed no remarks to the men. I felt insulted. I
told the men to go on to my own works again, which I had left. Mr. Tennent and Mr. Mitchell then
went over on the other side. He never said a word to me. He came again on the following
Wednesday—about a week after—and said ¢ Good morning,” and I thought he was then in a
better temper. I think he asked how I was getting on. I asked him if he had any money, as I
was responsible for the men’s wages. He said, ““I have no money.” Something was said about
the time. I had to pay the men out of my own money for a time. He afterwards asked me about
some pipes to lay from the other side of the Bridge section. He asked me if I had pipes on the
works. ~ He arranged to give me £15 to put 15 chains of pipes across Chasm Creek. The pipes
were laid according to his instructions, but he did not pass any remarks. The day we got the
water through Messrs. Shore, Alison, and Foster came up, also Mr. Tennent. They put a nozzle
on and started to'lead the water into the outcrop fire. There has been a great amount of talk
about the pipes. I say that in the driest weather there was water enough in that creek to fill
three 2 in. pipes.

60. What was the size of the pipes?—2in. I blame the Government, or Mr. Tennent, or Mr.
Hayes for putting in the report what is said about the water being carried by a in. pipe. I dis-
pute that remark about the quantity of water. I do not blame Mr. Tennent for using the 2in,
pipes, but Mr. Hayes for what he states in his report. After this I went on with my work of
shifting the machinery. For £30 or £40 more I would have finished my contract. with the
company, but I got word to cease work on a certain date. I declined to cease work unless
they gave me so-much money for my contract, so they paid me, less £5, what I asked, and
I knocked off work. They then started on No. 3 stopping, with Mr. Tennent in charge. I
was employed by Mitchell, but was never allowed to go more than a certain distance into the
tunnel. In'the meantime, on the 13th and 15th May, 1900, I was asked by Mitchell to let him
have one of my men to dig out the foundations for a new dam. There has been some talk about
dynamite in the report, and I am prepared to find a witness who actually used dynamite in digging
out this foundation. I complain of this, because I am pointed to, it is suggested, as doing some
injury to the dam. I can bring a witness to prove that Mr. Tennent and Mr. Mitchell told a
certain man in Mokihinui that I had been tampering with the dam timber.

61. 'What you complain of appears in the evidence taken before the Goldfields and Mines
Committee of the House of Representatives. Mr. Hayes is asked, question 47, page 7, I-4a.: “ Do
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you suggest that there has been any tampering with the dams, or that any of the work that had
been recommended by you had been interfered with by any private person?’ Answer: <« All I
can say is this : In renewing the dam after leaking—I am simply giving you now the statements
as I heard them—the evidence went to show that where there was a solid foundation when the
dam was first put in, when taken out it was found that she ground had every appearance of having
been blasted ; not only that, but an unexploded plug of dynamite was found. This looks as though
there had been tampering, but who it was who tampered with the dam I cannot suggest.”” What
do you wish to say about that?—Who knows that there was a solid foundation there? Who
passed it ?

62. As a matter of fact, was there a solid foundation ?>—I would not call it a solid foundation
for a water-tight dam. I was there when the bed-log was put in, and ought to know.

63. Was dynamite used in clearing out this foundation ?—Not that I know of, but I have
heard so. :

64. Mr. Hayes says that  an unexploded plug of dynamite was found.” Do you know any-
thing about that ?—No; but I am prepared to bring a witness to prove that dynamite was used.
It is quite untrue to suggest that I did any injury to anything in the mine. I was never there
alone. While that statement is in that report I cannot go to any mine and expect to get a day’s
work. Mr. Tennent and Mr. Mitchell told a party that I had tampered with the timber, and I
can bring a witness to prove that.

65. Now, with regard to No. 3 dam?—In June or July we started with No. 3 dam. We
rigged up the fan and boxed in the tunnel ready to use the fan again. _

66. Was the fan necessary ?—No; not in my opinion.

67. What was the supposed obJect of it?—To force the black-damp and smoke back, so as to
put in another dam ; but there was neither black-damp nor smoke there. They got thmgs ready,
and then put another carpenter on—a man who had had no experience in coal-mining. This man
is not a carpenter, but a bush-carpenter or handy-man. He is not & tradesman of any sort. His
.name is Charlie Johnston. In order to get me away from these works Mr. Tennent and Mzr.
Mitchell went in an underhand way about it. There was part of the machinery contract that was
left behind, and, as an excuse to prevent me from getting into the tunnel to see the dam at No. 8,
and to get me out of the road, they let me a contract to finish the machinery job I had had before.
This was to remove the machinery which had not been finished under my former contract. This
wasg a dodge to get rid of me. When I finished that job there was no more work for me.

68. What was the machinery job worth to you ?—&£50.

69. How many men did you employ ?--Nine, I think. There was no more work for me, as
they served me out, and I have not been employed by them since.

70. What do you say about the means employed on the Sunday and Monday after the dis-
covery of the fire? Have you any fault to find with the methods adopted? What do you say
ought to have been done ?—I am not an expert mining-engineer, but I think the mine ought to
have been sealed off in ten or twelve different places at once—in No. 4—and a dam put in the
main tunnel at No. 4. '

71. Do you think the fire broke out on Sunday, the 28th January, originally in the first place
it was seen ?—No; I do not think it broke out on the Sunday. As far as my judgment goes, I
think it broke out on the Friday night.

72. Do you think there had been any fire in the mine before Friday ?—No.

78. What makes you shink it broke out on the Friday ?—The statement of Mr. Keal and his
family, who said they smelt the smoke coming out of the tunnel on Friday nighs.

74. Do you think it possible that the fire had been alight for some considerable time ?—No.
Although T am not an expert, I have had nine years’ experience at Mokihinui and Cardiff Mines.
I was up the long jig with Mr. Broome the wsek before the fire is supposed to have happened.
There were a lot of tops broken down, and he said he was pleased to find this part of the mine as
he did. Two days after that McIndoe and myself were sent up to clean up a gufter.

75. Mr. Cottreli.] Do you consider that Mr. Tennent did all in his power to stop the fire at
first 2——No, I do not consider he did. That is my opinion.

76. Do you consider that he spent sufficient time up there, to start with ?—1I reckon the man
did not do his duty by not taking a firm step at once.

77. You do not consider that Mr. Tennent did all in his power to put out the fire >—That is a
very hard question to answer—whether he could put the fire out or not.

78. Do you consider that he did all in his power to do so ?—No.

79. Why ?—On Mr. Tennent coming up at half-past seven he took an hour or so before going
into the mine. I reckon he should have got men there and gone into the mine at once and started
work ; but he just went in and came back again.

80. You think he should have gone into the mine at once, and started to seal it down ?—Yes..

81. How long was it after Mr. Tennent got out there before he went into the mine ?—An
hour.

82. During the next week or two was Mr. Tennent absent from the mine often ?—Yes, he was
a good deal absent. A good deal of blame was attached to Mr. Tennent, as he was the only man
we looked to in that district in such matters.

83. Did he leave any one in charge when he was absent ?—Yes.

84. He left Mr. Mitchell in charge ?>—Yes. ‘

85. Do you consider Mitchell to be a competent man ?—I do not. I think the man ought to
have had a certificate, and not a man like Mitchell. o

86. When Mr. Tennent was there did he give proper orders to the men ?—Yes. We all looked
to Mr. Tennent as the boss.

87. When Mr. Tennent was away, do you consider that there were times when certain works
ought to have been done, and that they were neglected ?—Yes.
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88. When ?—ZEspecially the first three days after putting the fan on, and leaving it on. I
reckon that was the great fault against him. I would not say it was Mr. Tennent’s fault alto-
gether, but he was the man we looked to to put out the fire.

89. Is there anything else in which you consider Mr. Tennent did not do his duty >—I have a
grievance against Mr. Tennent for the way he treated me when he came out to give me instruec-
tions about caulking the No. 2 dam. I took his attitude agaiust me then to be an insult.

90. Mr. Harden.] Did you and Mitchell take a contract to construct this No. 2 dam at the
main entrance ?—Yes.

91. Is that the dam you say leaked because the clay was not good ?—Yes.

92. 1 suppose you do not blame Mr, Tennent because you and Mitchell did not use good clay ?
You contracted to put a dam in to stop the water >—1I do not say it was. It was to put a dam in
according to orders that Mitchell got from Mr. Tennent.

93. The Chairman.] Was it to construct a dam according to specifications >—No, there were
no specifications.

94, Mr. Harden.] You say that Mr. Tennent was an hour out there before he began to attend
to the fire ?—Yes.

95. You have never been mining, but you have only been about a mine ?—Only as carpenter.

96. You have not read books on the subject and worked out the theory ?—1I have read books to
tell me about building a dam to hold water.

97. And yet you built a dam which would not hold water? What was the object of the dam ?
—To keep back the water. There was no one there to say whether we did what was wanted or not.
It was not mentioned to me.

98. You understood that this dam was to hold back the water ?—Yes.

99. Who was Mr. Mitchell 2—An underground manager.

100. Was he a practical miner ?>—1I would not say that.

101. Was he employed by the company as an acting-deputy mine-manager ?—Yes, at that time
he was.

102. Was he a man in whom you had confidence in the construction of works of this kind ?—
Yes, up to a certain extent.

103. As a deputy he must have held a certificate ?—No, he had no certificate at that time.
He was only put there as a temporary deputy when James Marshall left.

104. You knew him as a miner >—He started on Denniston, at the time of the strike, as a new
hand, and had never been in a mine before.

105. Were you up at the mine when Mr. Tennent went out and decided to put in this dam or
stopping ?— He was there about 9 or 10 o’clock that night.

106. Had you been in the mine before that, between the time the fire broke out and Mr.
Tennent got the fan on ?—1I had been in the main drive.

107. Supposing the fan had not been going, could you have gone in there ?—I think so, if I
had watched the current of air.

108. Would not the fan create a current of air >—Yes; but it had too much power all over the
mine.

109. Your complaint is that, months afterwards, when looking at the matter coolly, you con-
sider that he gave too much air in order to enable men to enter the mine and examine it >—Yes.

110. Supposing you had not watched the current of air, and that the fan had not been going,
what would have happened ?—Nothing would have happened.

111. Do you mean to say, as the father of a family and a sensible man, you would have gone
in there if there had been no fan going >—1I might have done it. I have done it before When we
had no air.

112. You told us that permanent stoppings had been put in during the previous twelve
months—tongued-and-grooved stoppings ?—7Yes.

113. What kind of stoppings were they ?—Just closed up with brattice.

114. Were there any bords that had not been closed up with brattice during that twelve
months ?—I am not an expert to say whether they were bords or faces.

115. Did you put in those stoppings ?—Yes.

116. You said that you found an air-shaft ?— Yes.

117. Was any furnace used there ?—Not for years before.

118. You told us, with reference to No. 1, that it was clear when you first went there, but
when you went over the hill on the bridge side the smoke was there ?—Yes.

119. Was smoke coming out of No. 1 when you came back ?—It varied from time to time.

120. What kind of fan was it >—A big steam-fan.

121. How many feet diameter was the fan?—3ft. 6in. by 10ft. or 12 f6. high. Across the
wheel it would be about 2 ft.

122. Was this fan blowing the air into the mine or drawing it into the mine ?>~—Drawing it.
It was put in the open mouth of the mine, and we closed and boxed it in.

123. Where was she drawing the air from ?—From No. 1, right through the mine.

124. Did you not say that the fan was put in to force back the foul air and the smoke ?
—Yes, at No. 1.

125. Mr. Lomas.] With regard to the dam spoken of, what kind of ground was it at the sides
and bottom ?—It was a rocky bottom.

126. And howdeep? Did they cut in below the rails ?—They did not cut into the solid rock
at all, to my knowledge. They cleaned it out, but did not cut into the solid rock.

127. What was the rock ?—It was just dirt and coal, and so on,

128. Did they cut into the side of the coal >—It was not coal they cut into at the sides. It
was all rock.

Ny
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129. What kind of timber did you use ?—Sawn timber, except the two uprights.

130. What thickness was the timber ?—Almost all was 6 in. by 12in.

131. Whereabouts was the log-dam put in? — Was it nearer to the mouth than the
other >—We asked Mr. Tennent to show us the place where he was going to put that No. 3
dam, and he would not tell us.

132. Are you quite positive there was no one in authority who said anything at all about the
kind of foundation that should be put in for this dam ?—I am quite sure that no one said anything
to me about it.

133. Wasg the clay put in loose or puddled ?—It was puddled—a greasy kind of clay.

134. What was the size of your wedges for caulking purposes ?—They varied.

135. Did you find any of your caulking come out again at all >—Yes, it was like a shower-bath
all over the place.

136. Did you just get wedges and drive the clay in in a loose way?—Yes; we drove it ag well
as we could. The timber was right enough.

137. Do you think it was the force of water that lifted the floor 7~I do not think there was
any break in the bottom.

138. Was there a leak in the bottom ?—The bottom never gave way, and I do not think
anything of that kind happened. .

139. After the water came out of the pipes you put down, where did it go to ?-—It just ran
down towards the mouth of the tunnel and out of it again.

140. You say that what Mr. Hayes has said about the quantity of water there is not true ?—
Yes, I do.

141. You say that if No. 3 dam had been put at No. 4 it would have saved the mine ?—-It
would have saved the north block. '

142. Was there no fire between the main road and the mine-mouth —There never was fire
down there. It would have saved the block of coal showed on the plan.

143. Mr. Proud.] A hand-fan and pipes, I suppose, were not procurable?>—We had one on
the works.

144. But you would have wanted pipes as well >—If we did not use a pipe for the big fan,
why should we use pipes for the small fan ?

145. Do you think a dam could have been put in much nearer to the fire?—Yes; and the
whols of that north block ought to have been saved, in my opinion. I heard that Mr. Corby made
an offer to the Minister of Mines to put the fire out for £500, and did not expect to receive anything
if he did not succeed. There was not much fire in the mine then.

RoBeErT TENNENT, examined.

1. The Chairman.] What are you?—Inspector of Mines for the Nelson, Marlborough, and
Westland Districts. .

2. Mr. Harden.] Will you kindly make any statement you wish to make regarding the fire at
the Cardiff Mine ?~—About noon on Sunday, the 28th January, 1900, Mr. Roland Broome, care-
taker of the mine and brother to the late mine-manager, informed me at my residence that a fire
had broken out in the Mokihinui Mine. This statement did not at first alarm me, as I knew that
fire always did exist in the Mokihinui workings since the year 1894. I and Mr. Broome went
to the Westport Stationmaster, and arrangements were made to proceed by tricycle to Mokihinui.
Reaching Caxdiff at half-past seven o’clock, I went direct into the mine at the main entrance and pro-
ceeded round the first curve until my light was lost. It was put out by the gases. I could see
that nothing could be done that night to reach the seat of the fire. The brattice was then nailed
down satisfactorily across the mouth of the drive. Early on Monday morning, the 29th January,
I went up to the mine and entered by the main entrance tunnel to near the second stone drive,
about 14 chains in. Coming outside from that point I found that Mr. Dixon had justarrived. He
was manager at Granity Creek Colliery. Mr. Dixon and I then proceeded about 15 or 16 chains
in the main tunnel until we saw the air-current reversing. We turned back then and visited the
North block old workings, and satisfied ourselves that fire did not exist in that region. Coming
back on the main haulage-road, we found the gases before us, and we had to make our way to the
daylight-—to the tunnel-mouth. We then decided to go over the hill to the bridge-end tunnel.
Smoke was issuing from the bridge end of the main tunnel, but after a few minutes the current
changed, and we then got in about 10 chainsinto the drive. Finding it impossible to proceed further
on account of the gases, we ordered the haulage-trucks to be taken outside and the tunnel brat-
ticed off; also an opening at the old ventilation fan-drift was bratticed off. Going back to the
main entrance, the smoke and gases were very strong, and it was with great difficulty we could
get the brattice put down and made tight. Mr. Dixon and 1 decided then to remove the ventila-
ting-fan from the Bridge section of workings and build it at the main-tunnel exit to bridge. This
work was put into the hands of P. A, Mumm, who had been formerly engineer at the colliery.
As my duties compelled me to leave to supervise the mine-managers’ examinations at Reefton, I
left on the 29th January, the mine being temporarily sealed down. Mr. Dixon left along with me
and returned on the Wednesday. I was not present again at the mine until the 5th February.
Mr, Dixon was left in charge. He was appointed to take charge on Monday, the 29th January.
On reaching the property on the 5th February, I found everything satisfactorily sealed off as Mr.
Dixon had left it, and before opening any of the stoppings I went over to the bridge end of the
property, when I found active fire burning through the grass on the highest points of the Hannah
Hector outcrops. Giving instructions to start the fan, I went back then to the main entrance
and opened the stopping. Heading a party of ten men, I proceeded to the junction of the furnace
drift, where fierce fire was discovered ahead in the main haulage-road, and a dense volume of
heated smoke continued to roll down the furnace drift, so that it was impossible for man to live

11--C. 4,



C.—4. 76

two minutes in that atmosphere. Satisfied then that nothing could be done to save the property,
I determined to seal off the mine permanently about 2% chains in from the daylight. A strong
party of miners were put on to prepare the wall-sides for the stopping, and the work was carried
on continuously all the following night and day. About midnight on the 5th February a most
extensive fall or explosion occurred inside the mine, and if we had been further in the tunnel all the
workmen employed there would have been lost. This fall cut off our ventilation from the fan, and
it was with great difficulty that the inside wall of the stopping was closed from the black-damp
gases that were forcing back towards us. However, we closed that by three o'clock in the after-
noon, and on Wednesday we completed the whole work. The dam was built with two walls
of 3in. planking, with 5ft. of solid puddled clay between them. On Thursday morning we
went to the bridge end of the tunnel and built a similar air-stopping there. The gases were
not so bad at that end. We finished that work at six o’clock that night. On Friday morning we
started to fill the furnace shaft, this shaft having been securely covered over previous to opening
it for some days. After a hole had been cut through the covering, a flame burst through to a
height of about 150 ft. This work was completed at two o’clock in the afternoon, and the shaft filled
to the surface. I might mention,in connection with the shaft, on the Thursday night that Mitchell
and I came over to colliery office, the caretaker, Roland Broome, instructed me from the company :
¢t Tell Tennent to do no more in the way of putting out fire, as we cannot stand the expense.” I
did the work on the Friday on my own responsibility. There were ten men employed.

8. The Chairman.] Who paid the men ?—The company paid the men afterwards. That was
the end of operations until the 24th February.

4. Did you spend any money belonging to the Government on it ?2—No.

5. You had no authority, I suppose ?—I had no authority. Mr. Hayes then came on the
scene on the 24th February. Having received £20 through Mr. Bayfeild, the local agent of the
Cardiff Company here, to build a dam in the main entrance behind the main stopping—that is, the
water-dam—the conditions were that the dam was to be made effective, and I would see to the
additional cost. I entrusted the work to Mr. Mitehell, who was the underviewer of the company,
making provision that Peter Martin was not to be employed in the work.

6. Did you give reasons for that?—No; only we both understood that he was a man who
would not do the work to our satisfaction.

7. Why did you stipulate that he was not to be employed ?—Because I knew that he would
not do the work to my satisfaction.

8. Mr. Harden.] Had you had him working before ?-—Yes. Mr. Hayes and I then left, and
it being his first time on the Coast we made a tour of the alluvial mines on the Coast, and I returned.
back in three weeks. By that time the dam was finished, and the water was to the roof. There
was a little leakage behind one of the upright props, but not of much consequence.

9. The Chairman.] Is this the occasion of which you heard Mr. Martin speak complaining of
your conduct when you came ?—No. On the 25th April I met Martin at the bridge side of the
property, and asked him if he could take up the leakage in the dam at that time, and he said,
“Yes, quite easily.”” I instructed Martin to put the dam right. That was on Wednesday, the
26th April. On Saturday, the 28th April, Roland Broome telegraphed, * Think dam tight to-
night.” On Wednesday, the 2nd May, accompanied by Mitchell, we met Martin in the mine-
entrance cabin. Having entered the mine we found a large body of water boiling up from under
the bed-log. I then asked Martin if nothing more could be done to save the dam, to which he
hesitatingly replied, “I do not think so.” This matter was reported to the Mines Departmens,
and instructions were given to me to proceed with another dam, which I accordingly did. The new
dam-seat was partly excavated, but I could not attend to it at the time, and I told Mitchell to let
the work stand, Messrs. Shore, Alison, and Foster at this time came on the property. On the
Saturday they cut a man-hole through Martin’s dam with the object of getting into the mine. The
black-damp was so dense that they could proceed no further. They did get beyond the front of
the dam. On the 18th June, by authority of the Minister of Mines, I was instructed to take any
steps I chose for the saving of the property. The Commissioners (Messrs. Shore, Alison, and
Foster) having made a remark as to the opening of the mine, I determined to carry this out, and
built a ventilating-fan at the main entrance with the view of forcing the gases backward through
the outcrop openings. The air-stopping was then cut, when we found the tunnel choked. It was
sufficiently choked to form a natural dam in the tunnel, and prevented the water from coming out,
except very little. Mr. Hayeos then decided to finish the dam that I had started. Two days after
the miners had started excavating the old dam-site a large open fissure of water was struck.
Knowing it was useless to proceed further with that work, I decided to remove Martin’s dam, and
built a new dam on that site. Cutting down to the bed-log, Charles Johnston—I was present at
the time—reaching down his hand to clear some débris from the saw, lifted an unburned plug of
dynamite, and, after carefully examining it, I told him to throw it back into the water.

10. The Chairman.) Why?—I1 did not see at the time any reason for keeping it. I then left
the tunnel and went over the hill to the Bridge section.

11. Looking at it in the light of recent events, how do you account for the dynamite being
there ?—The man that shifted the stuff will give you the evidence. There was no use for the
dynamite in the mine, and I know there was no dynamite used for cutting any of the dam-seats.

12. Mr. Harden.] What have you been informed since about this dynamite 2—I cannot tell
you about it. There is only one man who knows anything about it besides myself.

13. What did you hear about it?>—I knew from the character of the stuff under the bed-log
that the ground had been shot. There had been a considerable explosion. We finished the dam
on the 9th August. Mr. Hayes, Mr. Dixzon, and I, considering that the waters would overflow at
the subsidence over the North block (No. 5), we decided to leave the tunnel-exit as it was at that
time until the mine-water flowed through the tunnel into Chasm Creek. The water flowed through
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the tunnel about three months ago. Since that time we have built another dam behind the air-
stopping, which was finished on the 4th January, 1901. The water is now rising on the outcrops,
and that is all that can be done for it.

14. The Chairman.] Do you expect to extinguish the fire ?—~We can raise the water 30 ft., by
aneroid measurement.

15. Will that put out the fire ?—Not beyond that height. The fire is now confined to the
extreme point of the Hector outcrops, and I do not think there is any danger of it extending. As
far as I know, everything has been done that can be done to extinguish the fire.

16. Looking back now, have any mistakes been made, do you think >—No. )

17. Will you tell us what quantity of coal has been destroyed ?—Practically, I do not think
there is a pound weight destroyed.

18. Why not ?—The coal that has been burned is the exhausted pillared outerops of the
Hector block.

19. It could not have been worked >—No, it was exhausted pillared.

20. There has been some talk about it being a danger to the forest ?—During the excessive
dry weather before Christmas there was some of the scrub on fire.

21. Do you think there is any danger in that direction ?—No.

22. Why not >—There will be no danger now from this time forth for a considerable time.
There was a fire over the whole hill-top extending over the Cave section area, but we could not do
anything, as there was no water. There has been very little flame to be seen all the time.

23. When do you expect the fire to die out >—In a few months. It is being overcome with
water and want of air, and the outcrops appear to be full of earth. Until the outerop is burned
down to the water-level the mine cannot be worked. That particular section of the mine was
practically exhausted and work had ceased fifteen months before the suspension of the company.

24. What, in your opinion, was the origin of this fire ?—I think it originated in the Hector
pillared outcrops on the No. 2 incline, owing to what I should call pressure on the pillars.

25. Mr. Lomas.] You say the whole of this Hector block is taken out >—Yes.

26. Did they take out the whole of the pillars >—Some they did, and some not. They took out
the whole of the pillars from the floor to the top.

27. What they could not cut they would leave ?—Yes.

28. Did they leave much ?-—Not unless it was very soft.

29. It was chiefly coal that was left, and which they could not get?—Yes. I believe it was
through pressure from the outerop that caused the ignition.

80. What is about the acreage that was burned ?—It might be 10 acres.

31. How can you account for the smoke coming out of the hill tunnel when there was none
before >—We could never depend upon the ventilation in the mine. There was no ventilation,
except natural, through the tunnel.

_ 32. You said that when you came back from Reefton Mr. Dixon was in charge, and everything
was sealed up satisfactorily ; that Mr. Dixon had sealed it up ?--The bratticing was just as I had
left it on the Monday.

33. Were the walls so spaced that the dam would cut off the air and water >—The stopping
was built in dam-fashion, but not built with a view of holding the mine-water, although sufficiently
strong to resist the pressure.

34. How was it that Mr. Martin was associated with Mr. Mitchell when you had given
instructions that he was not to be employed ?--The caretaker put him on.

35. With regard to the plug of dynamite, was it underneath the bottom of the sill of the dam ?
—Right under the bed-log.

36. Was the bed-log damaged or bruised at all>—No ; I did not see it taken out.

87. Do you think it would have been damaged by a shot, if a shot had been put right under
it 7—It might be cut a little, but it was not broken up in any way.

88. Mr. Proud.] Was the whole of the smudge taken out of the mine in the working of the
coal 2—HKEverything was filled out of the mine. There was no riddling.

89. That gives rise to combustion, does it not >—Yes.

40. Were there no means of getting near the fire >—No.

41. Had you no apparatus to enable you to do so >—We had smoke-protectors there.

49. Had you the Fleuss protectors ?—No. : B

43. You had no means of getting in to see where the fire was?—We had no particular reason
to get into it. If there had been lives to save it would have been different.

44. Butif you had closed the airway as near the fire as practicable, would not that have helped
you ?—The fire was directly on the main haulage-road when I found it, so that there was no
possible way of cutting it off.

45. I understood you to say the fire was in the Hector outcrops ?—Yes ; Mr. Dixon discovered
fire in the long jig.

46. Could you not have sealed the fire further in than you did ?—It was with very great diffi-
culty that the stopping was put in; and if we could there was nothing to be gained by it, as the
mine was exhausted. :

47. Could you not put stopping in the return airway ?—1It was a direct air-current, and the fan
pulled the air right through the mine. There was no return airway back. Each ventilation
district turned into the main current. :

48. You really drew the air through the fire >—Yes; when we opened the mine-entrance in
June we reversed the fan, turning it end-on, and forced the air into the mine. We did it with air-
doors on the air-lock principle.

49. Mr. Lomas.] When drawing the air through, did it not also draw the air over the fire ?—It
would have a tendeney to do that, but there was no possibility of getting into the mine except by
putting air in.  After all the examinations we found that the seat of the fire was in the outcrops.
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50. Mr. Proud.] Do you think the fire had been burning some time before it was discovered ?
—TI am inclined to think so. I was in the workings on the 9th October with Mr. Hayes.

51. The Chairman.] The mine was not examined from the 18th January to the 28th January,
until the fire was discovered ?—No ; that was the last official inspection by Mr. Broome, on the
18th January.

[N.B.—Evidence continued at Seddonville, 24th January, 1901.]

WiLLiam CUNLIFFE, Miner, examined.

1. The Chairman.] Were you at one time working at the Westport Cardiff Mine ?—Yes.

2. Between what years?—It is about three years since I went there first. [ was working
there two years before the mine stopped.

3. What were you doing at the time the mine took fire >—Working on a contract for making a
road, under the co-operative system, for the Government.

4. Did you go into the mine with Mr. Dixon ?—Yes.

5. When ?—It was on a Friday. I do not remember the date.

6. Who else was with you ?—Mr. Mitchell.

7. Was Mr. Tennent there >—No.

8. What did you see, and what did you do?—They got to work on the Friday morning. The
fire had been discovered on the Sunday previous.

9. Had you been in the mine before ?—On the Wednesday after the fire was discovered I was
2 or 3 chains in the mine putting a stopping in to keep the smoke back from the men erecting the
fan.

10. Did you go into the mine on the Sunday, Monday, or Tuesday ?—No.

11. Have you any idea where the fire was?—I saw the fire on Friday at the back heading—
that is, No. 1 heading in the long jig. We stooped down and saw the fire at a distance. I was
standing in the back heading & few yards up the rope-road.

12. Was it possible to put in any stoppings up there ?—Yes.

13. Why was it not done ?—I cannot tell you why it was not done, but when we got past the
heading in the long jig Mr. Dixon had a canvas put in between the long jig and the back heading.

14. Was it properly put in ?—Yes, it carried air up the back heading.

15. Was it to keep it off the fire ?—1It seemed to be to put it on the fire.

16. Do you know whether that was taken away again ?—After he had blocked the air on the
main road he put a canvas up in the back heading.

17. Mr. Lomas.] How far from the fire were they ?—3 or 4 chains.

18. What was the effect of that stopping ?—To drive the air on to the fire.

19. Do you think that ought to have been done ?——1I do not.

20. Do you know why he did it ?—I think he did it to have a look at the fire.

21. Could he have looked at the fire without it >—He wanted to get closer to it than where we
were standing. He pulled the canvas down again out of the back heading in the main road. That
would cause the air to go on the fire.

22. When did you go in again ?—1I have not been in since.

23. Mr. Proud.] What size did the fire appear to be when you saw it >—Looking up the back
heading you would not think it would be more than a fire in a grate.

24. Do you think there would have been much difficulty in getting it out if you had got up to
it ?—1I¢t is hard to say what was behind it.

25. The Chairman.] When was it seen in the outerop after that ?—I never saw it on the out-
crop at all. 'We saw smoke in the outcrop at Chasm Creek before the Friday after the Sunday on
which it was discovered.

26. Mr. Proud.] Do you think it could have been sealed off ?—1It would have been better to
have done so.

27. The Chairman.] There must have been a vent coming from the outcrop?—Yes, there
must have been a vent.

WEDNEsDAY, 238D Janvuary, 1901.
CuarnEs NorMAN GREENLAND, Secretary of the Westport Harbour Board, examined.

1. The Chairman.] At the request of the Commissioners, T understand you have prepared a
tabulated statement showing the cost of the works carried out under the Westport Harbour Board ?
—Yes. This is a memorandum of expenditure from 1st January, 1885, to 81st December, 1900 :
Ordinary harbour management, £53,772 14s. 7d.; interest and sinking fund, £271,246 9s. 5d.;
harbour works, £589,198 19s. 11d.; Westport-Ngakawau Railway, £66,031 7s. 6d.; Extension of
railway, Ngakawau to Mokihinui, £37,288 18s. 8d. ; purchase of Mokihinui Coal Company’s rail-
railway, £15,745: total, £1,033,283 10s. 1d. Funds for the above expenditure have come from the
following sources,—viz., from Revenue or General Account, £413,283 10s. 1d.; Loan or Special
Fund Account, £620,000.

2. The total annual revenue amounts to how much, in round numbers 2—We received last
year £35,500; 1899, £41,000; 1898, £40,000; 1897, £33,000; 1896, £27,000; 1895, £28,600;
1894, £24,300;.1893, £24,000; 1892, £20,211; 1891, £28,695; 1890, £14,497; 1889, £24,970;
1888, £13,551; 1887, £15,429; 1886, £17,683; 1885 (the first year), £8,107. The Board was
constituted in 1884, but the Board did not get any revenue until the following year. The large
falling-off in 1890 was due to the marine strike.

8. What endowments have the Board got ?—They are under the Westport Harbour Board
Act, and are called the Buller Coalfields and Westport Collieries Reserve. The western side of
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Palmerston Street, Westport, is a colliery reserve, and the Board gets the rents, yielding about
£850 per annum.

4. Have you any idea of the revenue you get from the coalfields ?—The royalty is 6d. per
ton.

5. Where are the royalties paid ?~—To Mr. Humphries, at Nelson. Last year we got £9,372
rom rents and royalties, and we received from the railway and wharf £23,795 net revenue.

6. Your revenue was £35,500 ?—Yes.

7. Your annual interest and sinking fund amount to £25,494 ?—Yes.

8. How many coal companies are there operating in the field ?—Two at the present time—
the Mokihinui Co-operative Company and the Westport Coal Company (Limited).

9. You also produce a resolution, I think, passeéd by the Harbour Board ?—Yes. It is as
follows : “ That the Board should represent to the Coal-mines Commission now sitting in West-
port the advisability of the Government opening a State coal-mine on the Buller Coalfields to
supply their own requirements, and for other purposes which may be necessary.”

10. This resolution was duly carried at the last meeting of the Board ?—Yes, on the 21st
January, 1901.

11. Can you give me the tonnage of the vessels and the export of coal for last year?—Yes. It
amounted to 379,217 tons—an increase of 41,5651 tons for the year for the Westport Coal Com-
pany.

12. What were the figures for the whole port ?—362,898 tons; but that does not represent the
exact tonnage of the steamers.

13. Out of that how much did the Westport Coal Company export ?—In 1899, 327,932 tons.
In 1900 they put out 369,484 tons out of the total. I make that a difference of 41,551 tons in
excess of 1899. During the year 1900 there were 924 steamers and twenty-one sailing-vessels
entered the port, aggregating 343,188 tons. Those were the arrivals. In the preceding year there
were 934 steamers and thirty-three sailing-vessels, representing.8327,031 tons, showing a net
increase of 16,107 tons for last year. The average depth of water for 1900 on the bar was
22ft. 2in., and in the river 19ft. 5in. During the previous year (1889) it was 21 ft. 9in. on the
bar and 19 ft. 9 in. in the river.

14. What was the largest load you ever sent out in one bottom?—3,689 tons, by the
‘“ Pennarth,” to Hongkong, for the Admiralty.

15. What did she draw ?—About 18ft. 2in. or 3 in.

16. The yearly expenditure of the Board is about £5,000 ?—Yes ; on what we call the ordinary
harbour expenses, and the balance is available for further works.

17. Are there any further works in contemplation ?—Yes; we are raising and extending a
training-wall. TFurther works are to be carried out on the eastern breakwater, which will be raised
to high-tide level, which Mr. C. Napier Bell considers will give 2 ft. extra depth of water on the
bar. It is further proposed, when means are available, on the advice of the Board's consulting
engineer, Mr. C. Napier Bell, to extend the eastern breakwater until if is abreast of the western
breakwater, which now overlaps 400 ft., and then to extend both breakwaters 600 ft.

18. What did you spend last year outside your £5,000 for ordinary expenditure >—We have
two accounts—a Revenue Account and a Lioan Account. TLast year we spent £12,591 on harbour
works, £11,649 on railway equipment under the Railway Authorisation Act: making a total of
£24,240, besides paying £25,494 on interest and sinking fund.

19. You get about £9,500 for royalty on the coal >—Yes, that is what we got last year.

JAMES SAMUEL SUuISTED, Chairman of the Westport Harbour Board, examined.

1. The Chatrman.] You have heard Mr. Greenland’s evidence ?—Yes.

2. Do you agree with it >—Yes.

3. Have you anything to say with regard to the resolution in reference to a State coal-mine
that was passed by your Board ?—The only thing I can say is that I have not given the question
very great consideration. Certainly, the Government should be the proper persons to say whether
it would be advisable to open a State mine or not. Looking at the matter from the members’
point of view, we are of opinion that the Westport Colliery Company have done all that it was
possible for one company to do. Probably, as a single company, there is no other in the Southern
Hemisphere that is sending out so much coal. But the Board seems to recognise that the West-
port Colliery Company have very nearly arrived at the maximum amount of coal that they can put
out, at any rate, for some years to come. It is quite possible that in another year or two they
may reach an output of as much as 600,000 tons; but from all that we can learn that will not be
sufficient for the requirements of the colony alone, without reckoning any foreign export. It is
most desirable in the interests of the Board that as much coal as possible shall be shipped from
Westport. The more coal that is shipped, the more revenue the Board receives, and, with an
enhanced revenue, we should certainly be able to carry on more extensive works in the interests of
the colony, port, and district. I think that is the view the Board took at the'last meeting, and
which caused them to pass the resolution which you have before you.

4. Are there any areas available on which coal is known to exist >—There are—very large
areas. -

5. I mean in a sufficient degree to make it a payable undertaking ?—There is a very large
area at Cedar Creek of proved coal. To tap it the engineers are of opinion that the line would
have to go up the Waimangaroa River. Then, there is another area at Ngakawau.

6. Have you anything to say with reference to further survey ?~—In my opinion it would be
very desirable if the Government were to cause a geological survey to be made of the areas where
coal is known to exist, and in the event of them not caring to undertake the prospecting, if any
company were formed it would only be a fair thing for the Government to subsidise the company
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to the extent of pound for pound after the areas had been reported upon by a Government
geologist.

7. I suppose you do not know where the records of Mr. W. M. Cooper’s geological survey
are kept ?—1I think they are in Dr. Hector’s possession, in Wellington.

8. They are not in Westport >—I think not. I believe the only Government geological
surveys were made by Mr. Cooper and Mr. Denniston. I may say that a company-—not registered
yet—has subscribed some £1,400 or £1,500 for the purpose of boring on the flats here. I under-
stand they have been communicating with the Government on the matter, asking that they might
receive some assistance, either in the shape of a subsidy or the loan of boring apparatus, and also
that, in the event of them striking coal, they should have the first right to the area; but there
seems to be some difficulty in the way in the shape of an empowering Act being required. I
think it is highly desirable that assistance should be given by the Government, and also that a
geological survey should be made. '

9. Do you know whether there are any large areas held under mere applications for leases ?—
I do not know of my own knowledge. Unless it might be that one I referred to at Cedar Creek,
I do not think there are any leases in existence.

10. Is there anything more that you wish to lay before us?—I think not. The desire of the
Board has always been to have as large an output of coal as possible, and if the present companies
cannot supply the demand we should, of course, be very glad to see some other concerns opened
from which the demand could be supplied. Whether that should be done by private companies or
by the Government is a matter for consideration more particularly on the part of the Government.
With our present wharfage equipment we could deal with a very much larger quantity of coal than -
we put out at present. I think there ought to be some system of differentiation in the haulage-
rates on the railway, under which, where fresh areas are taken up at a greater distance from the
port than the existing mines, the charges should not be so excessive as to prevent companies
making a success of their undertakings.

Jaues ScanLoN, Mayor of Westport and Member of the Westport Harbour Board,
examined.

1. The Chairman.] Will you assist the Commissioners by expressing your opinions upon any
of the matters into which they are now inquiring ?—1I have listened to Mr. Greenland’s evidence,
and also to Mr. Suisted’s, and feel that I cannot add much to what those gentlemen have said.
I might suggest, however, as I understand that there is a great outery throughout New Zealand
about the price of coal, that if the haulage-rate were raised according to the price of coal it
would to a great extent keep the price of coal within reasonable bounds.

2.- That the haulage-rate should be proportionate to the price —Yes, that is so. Again,
with regard to the different classes of coal, some are less valuable than others, and I think the
principle of differential rates should apply to them. The Mokihinui, as worked at present, is
only a steam-coal, and I consider it is hardly fair to charge the same rate of haulage on steam-
coal as for household coal. The same thing applies to the shipping companies. At present the
harbour-works are carried out for the benefit of the Union Steamship Company, and they
appear to put their prices up and down as they please-—mostly up, and very seldom down. Mr.
Suisted suggested it would be well to consider the necessity of subsidising prospecting eperations,
and T would suggest the application of the same principle to the shipping companies as well as -
opening a State coal-mine. I understand that at present the Mokihinui co-operative coal-miners
are paying more per ton for freight on their coal by steamer than the Westport Coal Company.

3. Mr. Lomas.] Is that extra freight paid to the Union Company ?—Yes.

4. The Mokihinui Company are paying more for freight to the Union Company than the
Westport Coal Company ?—1 understand so, but I cannot be positive on the point,.

5. The Chavrman.] With regard to a geological survey, are the outerops of coal, in your
opinion, sufficiently known ?—I hardly think they are. In fact, we have been trying privately to
get a survey of the kind undertaken by the Government. It was mentioned at a deputation by
Mr. Suisted, myself, and two or three others when we went to Wellington. In connection with
the equipment of the port and railway, I might mention that it is equal to an output of at
least half as much again.

RoBERT AUsTEN YouNa, Engineer to the Westport Harbour Board, examined.

1. The Chairman.] You have lived in this district for how long a time ?>—Twenty-four years,
but my business led me here before then.

2. Do you know the Buller Coalfield very well >—Yes, portions of it.

8. Which portions especially ?—The Coalbrookdale plateaun, and something of the Ngakawau
and Mokihinui fields.

4. Were you engaged surveying there ?--I was engineer for the Westport Coal Company and
for the Union Steamship Company’s mine.

5. Prior to that had you done a great deal of survey-work?—Yes; I was employed by
companies who had taken up coal areas, or which proposed to take them up.

6. Do you know what areas are beld under lease now?—I can tell you very closely. The
Westport Coal Company hold a little under 2,500 acres at Coalbrookdale and 4,000 acres at Millerton.
A lease is held by Mr. H. R. Cooke, in the Coalbrookdale area, of 1,200 acres. I cannot say
whether the Mokihinui co-operative people have had a lease granted to them or not.

7. Can you say whether there is much coal-bearing land opened ?—Not very much, outside of
_ the Westport Coal Company’s areas. Of course, there is the Cardiff area. There is land at Coal-
brookdale that could be opened which, in my opinion, would be very valuable.
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8. Would there be much chance of getting a lease? . Is there much land not applied for ?—
Not to my knowledge, at Coalbrookdale.

9. Supposing we were looking for an area with a view to the opening of a State mine, where
would be the best place to go?—I think, at Coalbrookdale there is the best area not opened
that I know of. In other places the coal is isolated, or patchy. [Geological map for 1874 to
1876, drawn under the direction of Dr. Hector, produced.]

10. Are you well acquainted with the surveys made by Mr. Cooper ?—Yes; I was on the field
at the time. Mr. Cooper did the survey-work, being associated with Mr. Herbert Cox and
Mr. Denniston as assistant geologist and coal-viewer respectively, under the instructions of
Sir James Hector.

11. Is that work sufficiently up to date, or is there any valid reason for saying that further
work is required in that direction ?—1I think the map produced is up to date, and, as engineer to
the Westport Coal Company and Union Steamship Company, I may say that we found it exceed-
ingly accurate.

12. Would you recommend that anything further in that direction should be done >—There
are other places well worth exploring. There is the Mackley or Orikaka district, which is known
to be coal-bearing, and which has not been much prospected.

13. What is the extent of the area you would recommend to be geologically surveyed ?— About
ten square miles at the head of the Orikaka Valley, and the plateau at the head of Coal Creek and
the Orikaka Valley, including portions of Coal Creek Valley and the Orikaka Valley.

14. But, with the exception of the area at Coalbrookdale, you think the Westport Coal Com-
pany has got all the available coal-bearing land between Westport and Granity ?—Yes, with the
further exception of some coal at the back of the Westport Coal Company’s area at Millerton that
might pay to work. That would come down the Ngakawau. The ten miles I referred to would
be on the line of suggested railway between the Junction and Mokihinui. A railway-line carried
through from the Inangahua Junction to the Mokihinui would tap that coal.

15. Is there any quantity of coal on the low levels at Ngakawau ?—1It is difficult to say. The
opinion of geologists is, I believe, that the seaboard area has settled down after the whole country
hag been thrown up. The line of downthrow fault is clearly shown.

16. Is there much of it ?—Going by the evidence we have of the known coalfield, there would
be portions where it would be very good, and other places where the seam would run out. As far
one can judge, the portion of the field that has settled down would be similar to that on the
plateau when the subsidence occurred.

17. As engineer of the Westport Harbour Board, you know all about the appliances for
shipping coal ?— Yes.

18. Are the facilities afforded by the Board for shipping the coal equal to the trade ?—Yes;
we are well ahead of the trade now.

19. It has been suggested that you could cope with 50 per cen't. more ?—1I would say we could
ship fully 50 per cent. more than we do.

20. You could let vessels out carrying how much?—3,700 tons. The ¢ Pennarth ’’ carried
that amount.

21. What depth of water did the *“ Pennarth "’ draw ?—18 ft. ~ At the end of this year we shall
have about 1,300ft. of a crane-wharf available: We have two steam-cranes, and shall have
1,822 ft. of wharfage available when this work is completed. .

22. You are now loading chiefly with staiths, are you not 2—Yes.

23. You say you are also providing crane appliances ?—Yes; we have two steam-cranes, and
when the wharf is completed we are to have four more.

24. Do you distinguish between the cranes and staiths for loading coal ?7—The crane is best
for household coal, as the coal is not so much broken. The staiths load very quickly, but they
break up the coal a good deal. Our two steam-cranes will load close on 10,000 tons a week, work-
ing eight hours aday. That is in excess of the trade.

25. Would not the staiths be less hurtful to the coal if set at a lower angle >—You must have
sufficient height. There is a difficulty in the width of vessels. So long as the crane-jib is long
enough, as in the case of our cranes, you can lift the coal-wagon right over the centre of the hatch
without moving the vessel.

26. Mr. Lomas.] Supposing the staiths were set further back, so as to flatten the shoot, would
that make any difference in favour of the coal ?—The coal would sometimes stick in the shoot if you
made the staiths any flatter.

27. The Chairman.] In round numbers, what capital would be requisite to put that property
known as Cooke’s into working-order ?—I was in private practice at the time it was taken up, and
went into the matter. I estimated the cost at £75,000 for actually connecting the works with the
Government railway-line. :

28. Does that include opening up the mine ?—Yes, the beginning of it. That was for a trade
of 800 tons a day.

29. Mr. Proud.] Would not hydraulic cranes be more suitable for loading the vessels than
those worked by steam?—No. Steam-cranes are superseding hydraulic cranes, and are being
generally adopted now.

SEDDONVILLE.
TrHURSDAY, 24TH JANUARY, 1901.
JoaN Crark, Miner, examined.

1. Mr. Cottrell.] You were working at the Cardiff Mine ?—Yes.
2. How long ?—About four years, I think,
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8. Did you work with Mr. Beirne 7—Nos at Cardiff. I worked with him at Denniston.

4. What sort of & miner was he ?—I reckon he was a competent miner, as far as I could see.

5. What have you to say about the ventilation at the Cardiff Mine?—1I worked both in
the Bridge section and in the engine dip, and it was very bad on both occasions.

6. What was the cause?—l do not think there was any return air-course in the engine
dip. We complained to Mr. Marshall about the ventilation. We knocked off work one day and
came up the dip a little before 4 o’clock. Mr. Marshall appeared and asked why we had
knocked off so early. Mr. Tate replied that we were almost suffocated. We were sitting out
on the level. Tate told him we were almost suffocated, and he told him he should go home
and look after his health. My brother complained also. We were not allowed to go out on
the rope-road. On another occasion on the Bridge section we had to go out for half an hour or so
every hour and a half to get fresh air, and on one day there were four or five pair of men idle. We
came out along the rope-road and met Mr. Broome and Mr. Marshall, who said we should hear
about that. We broke the law through going out through the rope-road, but there was no other
way except by the rough road down the creek and over the top of the hills.

7. Have you seen any other miners who either had to be taken out or had to go out on account
of the air ?—1I do not remember any one who had to go out except these men who were along with
me that day.

8. The Chairman.] Was it exceptionally bad that day, or was that the ordinary state of things ?
—_It was the ordinary state of things. The boxes were running slow.

9. What made you go out: was it because the boxes were running slowly, or was it through
the bad air >~—~We thought it was no good waiting, as the boxes were running slow. '

10. Mr. Cottrell.] Did you hear of any others having to be brought out?—Not that I re-
member.

11. Have you had anything to do with the Cardiff Mine lately ?—No.

12. The Chasrman.] When did you leave off working in the Cardiff Mine ?—1I worked in the
mine until she stopped.

13. How long ago is that ?—About fifteen months.

14. Mr. Harden.] Was this the only time you came out?—Yes; we came to the top of the
dip once.

15. Supposing the boxes had not been running slow, would you have come out ?—DBesides the
excuse of bad air, we had the excuse of no boxes running. We thought our action would be
overlooked by having that excuse.

16. You had both excuses ?—Yes.

17. It was not compulsory to go out in order to breathe ? If you had had plenty of boxes you
would have gone on?—We would have had to come out every hour and a half to get fresh air.
That happened day after day for five or six weeks.

18. During this five or six weeks were they putting in the return air-tunnel 7—We were driving
bords on to the heading. In the meantime McGill brothers were driving to the daylight for the
return air-course.

19. Did that work improve the air ?—1It improved my place, because I was nearest the light in
the outside space.

20. How long was it when you knocked off before the mine stopped ?—The air was bad a
long time before the mine stopped.

21. It was practically at the commencement of the workings by the company?—It was
practically at the commencement of the Bridge section. We had five or six months’ work before
we got good air. :

99. The Chairman.] What was said to you when you were going out every hour and a half
during those five or six weeks ?—There was nothing in particular said to us.

93. Was no explanation asked for >—Not that I remember.

24. How did you manage to go out?—The workings go out on the other side of the cliff.
There was no rope-road on that side of the bridge. Nothing was said to us during that five or six
weeks.

95. There was only one way out and in ?--Yes. They called it *“ Docherty’s Hole.”

96. Mr. Lomas.] Was there any proper travelling-road in any of the sections of this mine ?—
Yes, there was a back heading in the old mine.

97. Were there proper manholes at certain distances ?—Yes.

98. How long was the Bridge section working before this return airway was put through ?—
There were two sections in the Bridge section.

99. I refer to where the bad air was ?—I could not say how long it was. I do not remember,
it is such a long time ago.

30. Do you know how long you worked in it before the return air-course was put through ?—
I do not think we were three months altogether.

31. Do you think that the men were working there three months before it was put through ?—
Tt was a temporary air-course before they got on the main heading. Docherty’s heading was in
about 5 chains, and I was driving a bord between the two headings. In the meantime the MecGill
brothers were working on the other side driving a place out to the cliff.

Jorn TRESSMAN examined.

1. Mr. Cotirell.] You are a miner of how many years’ experience >—Forty-two years.

2. Were you working in the Cardiff Mine about January, 1899 ?—Yes.

3. At the time Mr. Beirne was there 2—Yes. .

4, Do you remember Mr. Tennent coming through at the time Mr. Beirne was there 7—Mr,
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Tennent came several times, but on the occasion I think you refer to I was working in the Bridge
Mine. - -
5. Wiiat was the state of the ventilation in the mine when you were working there ?—I think
she was the worst-ventilated mine I ever worked in. .
6. ‘About January, 1899, what was the state of the ventilation in the mine?—I think T was
working in the east dip during part of that year. The ventilation was very bad. T

7. How long did you work there —I worked a quarter in the east dip. -

8. And during all that time was the ventilation bad ?—Yes. ‘I was the first to take the pillars
out when they started in that district. - : o v S

9. Did you make any complaint about the ventilation >—Yes. On the second day I went to
work two men were absent from work on account of the bad air. Mr. Marshall came to the place;
and, it being so near to my place, I heard the conversation that took place between him and the
men at work. He told themn that he would not, stand men lying off work. They said that the air-
was too bad to continue working in, and they mentioned the complaints of their mates, who said:
that they would not be at work on account of what they had suffered the day before. Mr.
Marshall then came to my place. I was president of the union at the time. I told him -that
if we were not allowed to work under those circumstances there would be no alternative -but to.
knock off, and that they would have to get some mechanical means of ventilation. Mr. Marshall
said he had nothing to do with that. He said we knew where to go, and might take the matter to-
the union if we were dissatisfied. When working at our faces it was very rare that we could work
more than an hour at-a time without having to move out to where the air passed by.. On one occa-
sion I knew a man named Curtis laid by the side of the road half a day and unable to get out of
the mine until half-past 4 on account of the bad air. This district, while they were taking out the
solid ground, had mechanical means of ventilation—ventilation by a fan. When they commerneed
to extract the pillars in the back heading the return air-course had collapsed. In a conversation
with the deputy concerning the ventilation on one occasion, I told him that it would be advisable
to put in a little air; that 1t would not cost much—about £3. He said he had mentioned it to Mr.
Broome, but could not get it done. S

10. The Chatrman.] Who was the deputy >—Mr. Marshall. After working in the east dip I
worked in the Bridge section. The ventilation which has been spoken of by Mr. Tate and. Mr.
MecGill is rupning parallel with the cliffs from daylight. It was driven in 3 chains. Then they
turned a little to right angles and ventilated it to a chain and a half, which broughs it out to day-
light again. There was no return of any kind before that was put through. _ :
~ 11. How long do you suppose they were working there before they got- to daylight ?P—I could
not exactly say ; 1t was put through before I was working in the Bridge district. I had to pass
through this place to my work The main drive continued a chain and a half, and then the heading
took a fresh name, and became the main bridge heading, turning square on to the left. That
heading was driven up 4 chains and had no return airway. It was bratticed, and the outlet from
the bridge heading faced to that last outlet to the creek. That was the return, and the brattice
was put up in such a poor way, and being only natural means of ventilation, that it was of no
service. ,

19. Mr. Cottrell.] Did you not make a complaint to Wellington through your union ?—Yes.

13. Were you discharged ?—Yes. ,

14. About what date >—Two days before Mr. Beirne—on the Saturday.

" 15. You had made a complaint ?—We lodged our complaint with the Mines Department.

16. Did you not lodge your complaint then ?—Yes, in January. . v

17. Had the management said anything to you about discharging you up to that time ?—No.
A note on my dismissal from Mr. Broome was to this effect : that I interfered very much with him
in carrying out the work of the mine to the best advantage.

18, Did Mr. Tennent ask you if it was your signature on the document ?—Mr. Tennent has
never-spoken to me in my life. , ’

19. In consequence of that letter of dismissal you lost your employment ?-—Yes.

20. Have you been able to get any employment since ?—Yes. = =~ - .

21. You are one of the partners in the Mokihinui Mine 7—Yes. But I could not get any em-
ployment before. I only asked the Denniston people for employment, but they refused to find it
for me. Since then I have never been in a position to leave the distriet. o

99. The Chairman.] Did the Denniston people tell you why they would not give yon employ-
ment ?—No. . ‘ : :

- 93. Mr. Cottrell.] Is there any other statement you wish to make? Did you bring any of
your complaints before Mr. Tennent ?—After what Mr. Marshall had said to me and Mr. Pratt re
getting letters from headquarters, I could not send any complaints to Mr. Tennent. I dare not
trust him, o R : R . :

" 94. Can you give any reason why you could not trust him ?—Because it might have been true
what Mr. Marshall had said. I thought it would be better to take the benefit of the doubt. -

95. Do you think that Mr. Tennent knew that the mine was badly ventilated ?-—1 fail to see
how he could have known otherwise. I have known him to visit the Bridge district on two
occasions in one week during the time the ventilation was-at its worst.. After I was discharged the
fan was erected in the Bridge district, I was told, and the air was very much improved at the latter
end up to the time the mine shut down. . 7

26. Up to March, 1899, there was no fan used, and the ventilation was bad ?>—There were only
natural means of ventilation in Bridge Mine up to my getting discharged. They had a fan lying
idle, but for some cause or other they would not erect it. It could have been erected at very small
cost. . . . L
< 97, Mr. Harden.] You say you have nothing to do with Mr. Beirne’s complaint ?—Yes,

12—C. 4. |
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28. Where does this complaint come in about Mr. Tennent, the Government Inspector ?—
When Mr. Beirne’s affair took place we were not going to take any notice of it as a body of work-
men. Some time after this there was a complaint made about the danger of the work ; after that
bad ventilation took place, and when we took action that was put in amongst the rest.

29. How did you make out a complaint against Mr. Tennent >—We sent it on to Wellington,
thinking that if it was a complaint against Mr. Tennent he had every opportunity of proving that
it was wrong.

30. The Chairman.] Supposing that what Mr. Marshall said was true, what complaint had
you against Mr. Tennent ?—I call it a complaint in this way : that, if Mr. Marshall's statement was
true, it would be a complaint against Mr. Tennent for sending letters to the company’s officials con-

" cerning the grievances of the men.

31. You considered that if the company’s officials complained against you for not carrying out
your duties, that would be a complaint against Mr. Tennent ?—I thought he had been divulging
matters.

32, You found that the purport of your complaint was given to the mine-owners?—I did not
know of any one who wrote letters to Mr. Tennent. They could have been written individually,
and not as a body.

33. Do you complain that, when you wrote to the Minister, you found that the contents of
your communications were communicated to your employers >—Yes ; that is just the same thing.
In one case it is divulging, and in the other it is intimidating,

34. What meaning did you give to the letter >—I took 1t that Mr. Marshall got letters from
Mr. Tennent, and that Mr. Tennent divulged these matters to the company.

35. Mr. Cottrell.] Did you understand you were complaining to Wellington about the state
of the ventilation ?—Yes. The union had not taken any measures against Mr. Tennent up to
January. I took it as a jest when Mr. Pratt asked Mr. Marshall why he did not visit yesterday,
but I thought Mr. Marshall was sincere when he replied that Mr. Pratt would hear of it shortly.
He meant that when he missed visiting a man’s place some one reported the matter, and he heard
of it afterwards.

86. Mr. Harden.] Did you ever make a complaint against Mr. Marshall 2—No.

87. Do you know of any others who have ?—No. I know some who would have liked to, bus
I gave them my advice not to.

38. You say that you only put that other matter in to add to the other complaints, but had no
intention of making a complaint about it ?—It was lying dormant.

39. With regard to the men coming out of the mine for air, can you tell us what wages the
men were making at that time ?—About 8s. or 9s. a day, I think.

40. Have you not a union record-book showing what they were making?>~No ; bus it could
be got from the check weigh-book.

41. Mr. Cottrell.] When you went to the secretary of the union you got him to send the
complaint on to Wellington ?—Just so.

42. What was your complaint against Mr. Tennent: do you wish to say it was because Mr.
Marshall said he would hear of that again shortly ?—It was an admission by Mr. Marshall that
when we informed the Inspector of anything Mr. Marshall heard of it through Mr. Tennent again.
We thought this because of Mr. Marshall’s remark.

43. Did you think Mr. Marshall was giving you a tip not to send letters to Mr. Tennent 9—
I thought that Mr. Tennent had. got letters and had passed them on to Mr. Marshall,

44, Mr. Marshall’s remark led you to believe that ?—Yes.

45. Mr. Harden.] What evidence had you of that: you say that no complaints had been
made ?—No complaints had been made as far as I knew. When Mr. Tennent was chosen as
Government Inspector there was one part of his duty he attended to very well—that was, getting
the men to sprag their coal weil. Through the long continuation of bad ventilation, and of what Mr,
Marshall had mentioned re letters from headquarters, and the same being well known to Mr.
Tennent, we came to the conclusion that he was not to be trusted.

46. The Chatrman.] The union has always been in existence in Mokihinui since the Cardiff
Mine started ?—7Yes.

47. Mr. Harden.] With regard to the notice that you and Pratt signed, are you aware that
Pratt afterwards denied the truth of it >—1I have been told that he denied part of it.

48. This is the letter : *“ I hereby declare that the statement complained of therein, signed by
me, is untrae” ?—I did not think it was so plain as that. When these charges were returned by
the Mines Department to Mr. Tennent, and he was going round the mine with the charges, in
company with Mr. Broome and Mr. Bayfeild, the intimidation was too much for Mr. Beirne to stand.
Mr. Foster was with us when Mr. Pratt signed the document. Mr. Foster is at Alexandra.

49. The Chatrman.] Was Pratt a member of the union ?—Yes; and he was well able to read
and write.

80. My. Cottrell.] The other complaint you made was with reference to ventilation 2—Yes.

Franois Brirng, Coal-miner, examined.

. Mr. Cottrell.] You were working in the Cardiff Mine about December, 1898 ?——Yes.

. What part of the mine were you working in ?—The east dip.

What class of work were you doing ?—I was stripping a pillar in another man’s place.

. When was that ?~—Some time in December, the day the Inspector came.

. Had you worked there before >—Yes ; but not on that pillar.

. That was the first time you went on that particular pillar ?>— Yes.

. What was the state of the roof ?—It did not seem bad ; but previous to this I was working
higher up where there was a fault.
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8. What reason had you to leave the pillar ?—The roof began to work.

9. What did you do?—We came to the conclusion to shift our tools and go to a place of safety
until she settled. I considered at the time there was no immediate danger. We filled about four
tubs more when she began to work heavily. I told the trucker he had better go for the roadman.
The roadma,n came and told us to knock off work, as the place was coming in. ““If that is the
case,” I said, ** the sooner we are out of this the better.” :

10. Who came next on the scene ?—Mr. Tennent, Mr. Broome, and Mr. Marshall.

11. What happened then ?—I was the only miner that stopped below. I said to Mann, ““ You
stop here, and if we find any immediate danger we will whip the rails up.” We took some of the
brattice down. Mr. Marshall asked who took the brattice-boards down, and I said I had. Mr.
Tennent asked for my pick, and I pointed to him to try the pillar I was Workmg at. I knew that if
he did he would soon order us out. Mr. Tennent went to the next flat-sheet, where the country
was pretty sohd and he said to Mr. Broome, ‘ Take out the timber and the miners would not see
their danger.” He threw the pick down on the ground, and I took it up to the men where they
were sitting in a place of safety until Mr. Tennent, Mr. Broome, and Mr. Marshall came up.

12, When they came back what happened >—Mr. Tennent said, ‘* Where is all this danger
you men are complaining about ?”’ I said, ¢ Have you examined the mine, Mr. Tennent? "’ and
he said ¢ Yes.” I said, “ Could you find no danger down there?’’ and he said * No.”

13. What did you say then?—I then asked him to come with me and I would show him
where there was danger.

14. What did he say ?—He gave me to understand that he was boss of the affair, and we had
no right to criticize his actions; he reckoned the place was safe, and we had to abide by it.

15. How long after this was it when the roof fell in?—Before I went back to work Mr.
Broome said he had a good mind to put every man out of the mine and get competent men to
work it. I said then that I had worked in coal and alluvial mines for thirty years, and I thought a
man of that experience ought to have an idea of danger.

16. What did Mr. Tennent say ?~—He said that if we men would go back to work he would
visit the place within an hour. He said he was going to visit the Bridge section, and if everything
was not safe he would shift us out of it. I then made a remark that if I was allowed to work in
the pillar I was taken from for another hour that that portion of the mine would have fallen in.. We
then went back to work. Mr. Marshall informed me that I must not touch that pillar any more—
that is, the pillar I was working at when I left. I said, ¢ Why is it that Mr. Tennent stops the
place if he reckons there is no danger?” Mr. Marshall said that Mr. Tennent had given him
instructions not to allow me on that pillar again.

17. You say that he told the manager one thing and you another ?—Yes. I said, ‘“ Why did
Mr. Tennent say there was no danger if I was allowed to work this pillar?” Mr. Marshall said he
would remove me to another level.

18. You are a member of the union, I think ?—Yes.

19. Did you lay the facts of what had happened before the men ?—Yes, ‘when I came home
from work, and as soon as I could get a meeting.

20. Were there any other complaints laid before thas occasion ?—Yes.

21. As to what ?—DBad air.

22. What did the union decide to do?—To lay the complaint against Mr. Tennent before the
Minister of Mines, as we thought he was the proper man to go to. We thought it was no good
going to Mr. Broome, as we should simply get the * sack.”

23. Your complaint was made to the Minister of Mines, in consequence of this, about January
following ?—Yes.

24. You continued to work in the mine after the complaint was lodged by the union ?—Yes.

25. Did you work after that time in the mine ?>—Not after 1 was removed.

26. You do not know whether the coal fell in or not ?—Only from what I have been told, It
fell in the same day.

7. The Chairman ] Mr. Mann told us it was not until after a month ?—He was mistaken. I
only worked in that particular pillar one day. He worked in that section. The trucker told me
it was the day I left.

28. You did not work in that section at all after the day that Mr. Tennent was in 2—VYes,
I did.

29. Where did you work after that ?-Higher up on the level, making a roadway through a

illar.
P 80. Myr. Cottrell.] Do you remember Mr. Tennent visiting the mine again after that ?—Yes.

31. About what time ?——As far as my memory serves me, it was about March.

32. Who was he in company with ?—Mr. Broome and Mr. Bayfeild, agent for the Cardiff
Company.

33. Had any complaints been made against you as to your personal methods of working ?—
Not up to that time.

34. Do you remember the date in March when they came ?—It was early in the month.

35. What happened then ?—When they came into the place where I was working Mx. Broome
introduced Mr. Tennent. Mr. Tennent said, “ I have a document from the Mines Department :
is that your signature? Do you know anythlng about it? "

.56 What answer did you make ?—1 said, “Indeed; will you be good enough to read it to
me.” 1 then told Mr. Tennent I could not read without glasses, and Mr. Broome asked Mr. Ten-
nent to give me his glasses. He did so, and I could not see very well through them, and told him
go. He asked me whether it was my signature, and I told him that I would not swear it was.
He asked me whether I knew anything about it. I said, “Yes; I signed a complaint to the
Minister of Mines with regard to-you,” and mentioned the time in December -of this affair down
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the dip.. I said the man who had written that wrote very much like me. Mr. Broome stepped
over to me with his hand raised and said, I will compel you to acknowledge your signature.’
T said I would acknowledge it when I saw it. I said to Mr. Broome, as mine-manager, “ It is
very cowardly for you to come and attack me like this in my working-face.” I turned round to
Mr. Tennent and said, ¢ You will hear more about this, as I shall certainly not let this pass.”

37. Did Mr. Bayfeild and Mr. Broome appear to know the contents of the document >—They
seemed to. Mr. Bayfeild said to me, *“ Why not acknowledge your signature?”’ I said, *I will
when I see it.”” All three seemed to know the contents. They left my working-place then.

38. How many days afterwards was it when you got your discharge from the mine ?—About
three days afterwards, I think. :

39. Did you get this notice of discharge : ‘ Mokihinui, 13th March, 1899.—Mr. F. Beirne.—
Sir, the Inspector of Mines cousiders you are an unsafe man to work in a coal-mine, and 1 am
bound to say I am of the same opinion myself. I must therefore, for your own sake and the
protection of my company and myself, stop you from working in the mine.—GEORGE H. Brooms,
Mine-manager.” Is that the only notice you received ?—That is all. o '
" 40. What date would you say Mr. Tennent was in the mine ?—About three days before that.

41. The Chairman.] You stopped working after receiving that notice ?—Yes.

49. Mr. Cottrell.] You stopped immediately >—Yes, when the underviewer gave me that.

438. That is the only reason you know why you were knocked off ?—That is all. o

44. Did Mr. Broome send for you shortly after this ?—Yes, a few days. It was three days
after the Arbitration Court sat in Westport. We had a case there, and he came to me after the
arbitration case was settled. “ We want to bury the hatchet,” he said. ¢ If you will withdraw
the charge against Mr. Tennent we will reinstate you in the mine again.” ,

45. What reply did you make ?—T said, *“ You sack me one day for incompetency, and want to
put me on the next day,” and that I would never enter his mine again until Mr. Tennent “cleared
my character.
' 46. What reply did Mr. Broome make to that >—He said he had no doubt Mr. Tenunent would
withdraw his complaint, providing I would withdraw mine, and he would speak to Mr. Tennent
through the wire and let me know when he got the reply.

47. Did you receive anything from him after that?—No; I left the place the day following

that on which I saw him.
" 48. Did you put your position before your union ?—Yes. [Letter from the Miners’ Union to
the Minister of Mines, dated 6th April, 1899, put in, as follows :]

Drar SiR,— . . Seddonville, 6th April, 1899,
. I am instructed by my committee to forward to you the following eomplaints against. Mr. R. Tennent,
begging an inquiry into the same. You will remember that a short time ago 1 forwarded to you a list of
charges against Mr, Tennent, Inspector of Mines, as.instructed by my committee. The same, I presume, was sent
back to Mr. Tennent, for on the 11th March Mr. Tennent came into my working-place, accompanied by Mr.
Broome, mine-manager, .and Mr. James Marshall, underviewer, and Mr. Bayfeild, company’s agent. Mr. Broome to
Mr. Tennent : * This is Mr. Foster.” Mr. Tennent then took out a paper (the same I forwarded on to you somse time
ago), and said, “Is that your signature?” T said, “It is.”” Mr, Tennent: “ What did you write it for?” I
answered, * Because I was instructed to.” Mr. Tennent: “ Who instructed you to?” My committee.”
Mr. Tennent: ¢ Why did you not say so in your letter?” He then went on asking me if I knew anything about
the Act. I gaid, A little ”; he then said, ** Do.you know that you can get into trouble signing a paper like
this? " - I said, “No, I was not aware of it.” He then turned round to Mr. Broome, saying, I forgot to bring
that Act, where it states that a secretary cannot sign any grievance that he is not implicated in.” He then
went on-asking me if I was working in the dip the time the complaint was lodged, and I said ¢ No.” ¢ Well, then,”
he said, ‘“ you had no right to send away that paper unless you were implicated in it, and I must have & written
declaration to that effect before I leave Seddonville to-night.” Mr. Broome said one of the men who had signed the
paper denied all knowledge of it. I asked him who that man was, and he said * Pratt.” I then asked Mr, Broome
if that was not Pratt’s signature; he said * Yes.” T then asked if he thought a man would sign a paper and not
know the nature of it ; be said he had done so, meaning Pratt. I then asked them if they would come with -me to
Pratt; they answered * Yes.” So we.all left the place I was working in and went into Pratt’s place, I then
asked Pratt if he vead the paper before he signed it, or heard it read, aud he answered ¢ No.” T then asked him if
he would sign a paper without knowing what was in it; he answered ¢ Yes.” I then said that would do, and
was Jrning away when I again said, ‘‘There were witnesses when you signed that paper,” and he said, ‘1 heard
it read, and signed it, knowing it to be wrong” (he was told after he got his pay that he was wanted
in the office; he went, and withdrew all that he had done in the matter). After leaving Pratt’s place we had
o general discussion on the matter, aud Mr. Broome said that a man who would write a letter like that with-
out being personally concerned in the matter was nothing but & jelly-fish. I asked him to withdraw the remark, as
he had no right to use it. He said he would withdraw it when I wrote the declaration for Mr. Tennent.—
H. H. FosTER. o
The following is another charge brought before the committee by Mr. F. Beirne against Mr. Tennent. " Mr.
Tennent, accompanied by Mr. Broome and Mr, Bayfeild, company’s agent, same into my place on the 11th March, 1899.
Mr. Broome to Mr.. Tennent : ¢ This is Mr. Beirne.” =Mr. Tennent: “I have received a communication from the
Mines Department with your name attached to it: do you know anything about it 2.”" at the same time presenting a
document to me. I could not read without glasses, when Mr, Broome said to Mr. Tennent, ¢ Lend him yours.” .1
then looked at the signature referred to, and said to Mr. Tennent, * That signature looks like the handwriting in the
document,” when he said,  Is it not yours?” I said, ¢ Mr. Tennent, I have signed a complaint against you, bus_if
you look at that letter you can see who wrote it ; it is a copy of the complaint I have signed ; and I object to you, as
Inspector of Mines, and Mr. Broome, as mine-manager, to coms and take me at my work like this,” when Mr,
Broome steps close up to me in a threatening attitude, and wanted to force me to say that the signature to that
document was mine. I then said to Mr. Broomes, I decline fo give any more information in the matter at present,”
as I thought this was no place to settle this matter, ‘“ and I think it looks cowardly and mean to tackle me like this,
to irritate me at my work.”” Mr. Broome replied,  What next from the colliers? ” In the discussion Mr. Tennent
referred to the last dip—the place complained of. He said, ‘* The place is standing yet.” 1 said, ¢ Certainly, because
the place the danger existed in he stopped on that occasion,”” when he made no reply to me. All three then left my
lace. This was on Saturday afternoon ; on the following Monday morning, while at my work, I got aletter from Mr.
roome stating that the Inspector considered I was not & safe'man to work in the mine, and he thought the same,
g0 therefors he must stop me working; so I had to cease working and come home.—FraNcis BRIRNE, per

H. H. FosTER, authorised by him, he being away from the place. : ;
Mr. Tate is Mr. Beitne's mate, and was present when Mr. Broome, Mr. Tennent, and Mr. Bayfeild, the
company’s agent, came into our place. I overheard part of the conversation. Mr. Tennent asked Mr. Beirne if he



87 C.-4.

would swear that that was his signature, Mr. Beirne said, ¢ I signed a' document lodging & oompla.mt a.gamsﬁ you
to the Minister of Mines.” Mzr. Broome then said to Mr. Belme “Will you swear that it is not your signature ?
and he said, I will not, and I think it is both cowardly and unmanly to come in here aund cross-question me at my
work.” _ ANTHONY TATE.

Mr. Tennent was in company with the managemenb of Cardiff Coal Company the whole of the 11th March,
1899, and on the same day I got instantly dismissed.—JorN TRESSMAN, President.

Trusting that you will give this your earliest and earnest consideration,

I have, &eo.,

The Hon. the Minister of Mines, Wellington. H. H. FosteR, Secretary.

49. The press copy of that letter is in the book of the union, is it not ?—Yes.

50. Whas do you say about the state of the air in the mine ?—It was bad, as a rule.

51. Did you make any complaint about it >—No ; I dare not.

52. Do you want to make any explanation about it?>—We knew that if we made any
complaint to Mr. Tennent or Mr. Broome about the air we might take up our tools and leave. I
was secretary of the union and called the attention of Mr. Broome to it, and he said if he got more
brattice it would be an expense to the company, and he did not wish to go to any more expense
than he could help, and that we were not to be hard in the matter.

53. Do you know of any miners who had to be taken out of the mine on account of bad air ?
—Yes; men hpd to leave their faces through it—Anthony Hayes, Thomas McGill, and one or two
others. I asked them why they had to come out, and they said they had to, or would have been
suffocated.-

54. Doyou know of any others >—There were others too. It was an every-day occurrence, but
we took no notice of it. It was a frequent occurrence for them to complain of the bad sta,te of
the air.

.65. Was it a frequent thing, or did it happen only sometlmes 2—1It would not happen every
day, but the miners complained to one another frequently. = As a rule, it was bad.

56. What effect has the notice of dismissal had upon you ?—It has left me idle ever since.

57. You have not been able to get employment in a coal-mine >—No.

68. The Chatrman.] Have you tried ?—I tried at Granity, and I was told by Mr. ‘\([urra.y,
when I applied, that I could not look for work—that they dare not give me work in a coal-mine
after that charge was laid against me. Mr. Broome told me the same thing. He saad “ After
that you never need look for work in a mine again.’

59. Mr. Cottrell.] Do you know anybody else who lost his employment through making
complaints ?—There was the secretary. I understood that Mr. Foster left his place through the
same thing.

60. Do you know anything about Mr. Tressman’ s position ?—I have known M1 'I‘ressma.n to
be laid off on account of bad air.

61. Was he put off for complaining of bad air ?—Yes.

. 62. Was anybody else that you know ?—There might be.

63. Do you know what happened in Pratt’s case ?—He signed that complaint with Tressman
and myself.

64. What happened to him in the mine afterwards?—I do not know whether he was put off
or not.

65. Mr. Harden.] On the day you were working at the pillar, when. Mr, Tennent and the
others came, how maany were there working at the time you left ?—There were none working, as I
was the last man to leave if.

.~ 66 How many of you were there at the time you came out because it was not safe >—There
were four with me, and about twelve a.ltogether I think there were eight who came out with
me.

67. And you continued to work in or about the mine until March 9—Yes

68. But not in that dip ?—No ; I left that dip that day. :

69.. Where were you working before >—I worked nearly all over the mine.

70. Where did you work before you worked there ?—At Denniston. o :

71. How long were you there >—Between five a.nd six years, in Denmsﬁon, a.nd two years 1in
Cardiff. S ‘ S :

72. Did you come from Denniston to Ca,rd1ff ‘?——-Yes : ’ '

- 73. Whydid you leave Denniston ?—For firing a shot at dinner- tlme, or helpmo to do it..

74. Was that contrary to the rules >—We were told in the morning by the roadsman that
there were fresh orders that no man was to fire his own shots. - There was a bit of misunderstand-
ing about the shot. I got the shot ready before dinner, and the shot blew back.  There was about
5 ft..of holing—it was well holed. My mate and I had a consultation aboutit. There were a lot
of men working about us, and we said the smoke would be away by the time the men came back.
The roadman asked if we had fired the shot, and I said ‘*Yes,” and he said T shall have to report
you.”" The deputy fired the shot before dinner and it blew back. He said he would come back
‘again, but went to dinner, and we came to the conclusion that it would be for our own good
and for the good of the men in the section if we fired it, and that is what I got the ‘ sack.’''for.
When I came to.the Cardiff Mine I told Mr. Broome about it.

: 75. Yousaid that the reason why you got the ““sack’ was because you were a promoter of'the
union ?—Yes.

76. What was the real reason why you got the “sack’” from here ?—Because Ilodged a complaint
‘against Mr. Tennent. _ S

s T7. It was not because you were secretary ‘of the union >—No. I was not secreta,ry then, but
had been. .

78. Were you one of the committee ?~—The sécretary sits on all committees. Mr. Broome
‘distinetly told me :that if I would withdraw the complaint against Mr. Tennent he would reinstate
me.
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79. When was it that he told you he was of the same opinion as Mr. Murray, that you would
not be a proper man to go into the mine again ?—I am not positive that it was Mr. Murray I asked,
but it was one of the bosses there.

80. When did Mr. Broome say that ?—In that notice.

81. Mr. Cottrell.] At Denniston, was that the first time that the deputies were authorised to
fire shots ?—Previously to that we always fired our own shots.

82. Mr. Lomas.] I understood you said you were authorised to take 5 yards off the pillars you
spoke of ?—Yes.

83. You said something about taking another slice off the same pillar ?—Yes.

84. Were you taking it off a bord ?—Yes.

85. Was the other man taking it off on another pillar ?—Yes.

86. What thickness was it —We were breasting it off on the same road. I could not say the
thickness it was.

87. What width was the bord ?—18 ft., I think.

88. Was it standing on props ?—Yes.

89. What thickness did it leave the pillar—the stump of the pillar you were leaving ‘?—-—Close
on half a chain.

90. Would you take half the pillar ?—Yes, about half. ) (Y

91. And leave about a half ?—Yes.

92. Were there any thin places in the pillar >—When I was working it with a pick it was all
the time crushing down.

93. Do you think it endangered the pillar in front of you?—Yes.

94. Did the manager ever complain of your conduct before that ?—No.

95. What meaning did you take out of the notice—as to your being an unsa,fe man to work in
the mine ?—1I did not know what meaning to take out of it.

96. What meaning have you taken out of his notice I came to the conclusion that they had
concocted it to put me out of the mine because I had complained about Mr. Tennent.

97. Not that you were an unsafe workman ?—No, because I could prove that I was about as
safe as any one in the mine.

98. Mr. Proud.] Has ever any accident occurred in your hands while you have been a
miner 2—Yes ; once in the Cardiff Mine.

99. What was the nature of the accident?—A piece of coal came on me and crushed me
a bit.

100. You think you could put up timber to protect yourself ?>—Yes.

101. You are quite competent to do that?—Yes. I was often picked out to put up timber in
alluvial ground, and also at Denniston. Mr. Tennent drew my attention to the fall of the coal,
and said he reckoned it was through insufficient spragging. Before I could get out, a little piece
came out and got me on the back. That was the only accident that ever happened to me in
the mine.

AntHONY TaTE, Coal-miner, examined.

Mr. Cottrell.] You have been a practical miner for how many years ?—Nearly forty.
Were you working in the Cardiff Mine ?—Yes.
About March, 1899 ?2—Yes. .
Do you remember Mr. Tennent coming into the mine about that time ?—Yes.
Where were you ?—Working in the place along with Mr. Beirne. I was in the front side,
and he was working behind, 18 ft. between us.
6. Had you to go for any reason ?>—I came out not to hear too much of the discussion going
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on.

7. Who came into the mine ?—Mr. Bayfeild, Mr. Broome, and Mr. Tennent.

8. What conversation did you hear take place ?—1I heard Mr. Tennent agk Beirne if that was
hig signature—showing him a document of some description—and Beirne said he would not swear
that it was.

9. Did Mr. Tennent say what the document was ?—Not that I heard. Mr. Broome asked
Mr. Beirne whether he would swear it was not his signature, and Beirne said he would not.
Mr. Broome said that if he did not admit to the signature there he would have to admit to it some-
where else.

10. Did you gather from that that Mr. Broome knew the contents of the document ?—I was
under that impression.

11. Was anything else said >—Mr. Beirne said it was both unmanly and unfair to him to go
into his place and cross-question him when he was working.

12. Did you leave then ?—That is all I can remember.

18. Do you consider Mr. Beirne a practical miner ?—1I do.

14. Have you worked with him ?—Yes ; he was one of the most careful men I ever did work
with.

15. What was the state of the ventilation in the mine ?—At that place we were in then it was
not bad, but in a general way it was very bad. The bad air I wish to say anything about was
over the Bridge section. I have seen Andrew Hayes crawl out on his hands and knees, and there
were six of us who came out on several days to get fresh air.

16. Was the air so bad that you could not stay there —We could not stay over an hour, as
we became exhausted. There was just one road in and one out. You had to cowe out the same
road that you went in.

17. Did you make any complaint to the Inspector ?—No.

18. Can you give any reason for not complaining >—I have complained to the deputy, bus if
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we complained further than that we should have got the “ sack.” We might not get the ‘“sack”.
right away, but would be hampered until we would have to go. There is no doubt about that.

19. Do you think that Mr. Tennent knew the state of the air in the mine?—He was in
several times in my presence. He was bound to know. I do not see how he could do other
than know.

20. Did you know when Mr. Tennent was going to pay visits to the mine ?-—No; it was
only supposition on my part. I had reasons for thinking he was coming. The roadman would
come in and ask you if you had spraggs. When they came in to inquire about spraggs and
props I gathered then that the Inspector was coming. \

21. Did you invariably find that the Inspector came after those preparations ?—Yes.

92. The Chairman.] Was the air improved before the Inspector came ?—No ; it could not be
improved until a hole was made for the return air. There was no return airway there.

23. Mr. Cottrell.] Was all the refuse brought out of the mine ?—The stone left in the mine
was filled with dirt and coal.

24. Where did the refuse go?—I never stacked it. The boss gave me 1s. a skip for filling
the refuse into the wagon. Our agreement was to stack this so that it could be conveniently
measured.

95. The Chatrman.] You were paid whether it was left in the mine or taken out >—We had
either to leave it or take it out, according to instructions.

26. Mr. Cottreil.] Was the stone left like that >—There was some left.

27. TIs it the correct thing for a company to take that out? Should it be removed from the
mine ?—1J do not think any of it would fire unless there was a quantity of coal in it. That is my
opinion about it. I may be wrong.

28. Mr. Harden.] Was a return airway made ?>—There was no return at all.

29. Has there ever been a return airway made ?>—Yes.

80. When was it made ?>—During the time I was there, but I cannot give you the date. I
worked in the mine five or six weeks before it was made.

31. When gdid you go to work in the mine ?—I have no dates.

32. Were they making this return airway when you made the complaints to the deputy ?—I
think so.

33. Mr. Lomas.] How far was this particular drive in this Bridge section before there was a
hole put through for a return ?—1I would think, 3 or 4 chains.

34. Were there many bords working down that distance 2—Ten men and five bords.

35. Besides truckers >—There was only one trucker.

86. Any roadman >—One came in occasionally.

37. Any horses ?—No.

38. How far would the bords be in before a hole was put in for air 2—About 3 chains.

39. How far were the bords from the main heading >—About half a chain.

40. There were practically five bords ?—Yes ; one was going back to daylight to bring air.

41. Before they got air they had to drive 6 chains ?-—A¢ the time they were driving the head-
ing we were driving behind them.

42, What distance would you reckon it would be before the hole was through in the back head-
ing ?—There would be no more than 3 chains from daylight before the hole was put through.

43. How far had you to drive back to get & hole through ?—About a chain and a half.

44. Mr. Proud.] When you had no return airway the ventilation would be stagnant ?—Yes.

: WALTER MaxN, Miner, examined.
My. Cottrell.] Where are you at present employed ?—At Waimangaroa.
Were you working in the Cardiff Mine at all>—Yes, close on two years.
Were you working there about December, 1898 ?—Yes.
What were you doing there ?—Trucking.
. What part of the mine were you workingin ?—I have worked mostly over all of it. At that
time I was working down the east dip. . ’

6. Were you working with Frank Beirne ?—I was trucking off him.

7. What work was Beirne doing ?—Splitting a pillar—going straight through the centre of it.

8. What was the state of the pillar >—1It was easy work. It was crushing, according to my
idea.

9. Wags it moving ?—The roof above was creeping.

10. Did Beirne and the other man leave the place ?—Yes; they complainedto me, and said it
was creeping. They stepped back and asked me to go for the deputy.

11. What means of getting out had you from that place >—There was only one way out.

12. Did you bring the deputy >—Yes ; Thomas Sharp.

13. What happened then ?—He said he did not think it was exactly right, and he would go
away for Mr. Marshall, the under-boss. Mr. Marshall came, and said he thought the place was
right enough for them to work in. After the men started to work again there, 1t again started to
creep.

p14. Did they leave for the time being ?—Yes.

15. Do you remember going there ? —Not on that day, but I remember when he did come.
The men did not go out of the mine. They shifted farther up to a different part of the mine.

16. Do you remember the Inspector going there ?—He came before that. I forget if he
was there on that day. The men were working there after the Inspector had been through. ~

17. Where were you when the Inspector came ?—He came with Mr, Broome. We were
sitting on top of the dip that day because it was creeping. It might have been a month before
what I have been talking about, He asked what we were doing there. Some of the miners said
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the place was creeping, and they had just come out to let her settle. Then he and Mr. Broome
went down.

18. Do you remember any conversation that took place between him and Mr. Beirne ?—No.

19. After the Inspector went down did he say anything when he came back?—The only
remark I remember was that he thought it was safe.

'20. Did the men go back and work there ?—Yes.

21. The Chairman.] For how long ?—Some were going away every day ; others stayed about
six weeks after the visit of Mr. Tennent.

22. Do you remember the pillar Mr. Beirne was working at ?—Yes.

23. How long after Mr. Tennent was there was it before that pillar fell in >—About a month
after.

24, Was it worked after Mr. Tennent was there ?—Yes. ;

25. Who worked at that pillar 2—No one worked ast it after Mr. Beirne left it. He was taken
away from it just before dinner, and it fell in about 2 o’clock. The section fell in. We had
noticed it creeping and had sent for Mr. Sharp, the deputy.

. 96. What was the state of the air in the mine?—Down that part of the mine it was pretty
bad. :
27. Did you suffer any ill effects from it ?—I suffered to certain extent through the bad air
while working down there.

98. Was the Inspector repeatedly in the mine ?—Yes, I had seen him pretty often.

29. Did you know when the Inspector was coming ?>—Yes.

30. How did you know ?—We were generally ordered to get timber info the place, and things
like that.

31. Are you a member. of the union ?—Yes.

32. Did you join in any complaints that were made ?—No.

33. You had nothing to do with that ?—No. '

34. Mr. Harden.] Were those pillars worked systematically and properly ?—Some were and
others not.

35. How did Beirne work his ?—As far as I could judge, he worked his systematically and
according to instructions.

86. Did he get out all the coal that was practicable ?—No, not at that part.

37. How was that ?—It fell in.

38. If he worked it systematically and properly, would he not have got all the coal out
that was practicable ?>—He did not get it all out.

39. That was, up to the time you were there ?—Yes.

40. 1t was through no fault in the mode of working that it fell in ?—Not altogether.

41. How do you qualify that?—My idea is that some of the pillars should have been left
standing. :

42." Mr. Cottrell.] Do you consider there was any robbing of the pillars there >—Not to
my knowledge.

43. Mr. Lomas.] When Mr. Sharp fetched Mr. Marshall, you said that Mr. Marshall said
he considered the place safe, and after that you said it came away: how soon after did it
come away ?—About two or three hours after. ‘

44, After he said he considered it safe ?—Yes.

45. Do you know why Beirne was shifted from this place ?—No.

46. In your opinion, then, the place came away because this pillar that he split was left
too narrow ?—Yes, that is my opinion. '

47. Was he_splitting this pillar when the Inspector came ?—He was working about there;
but I could not tell exactly where he was working when the Inspector came.

48. Did you consider it safe at the time the Inspector said it was ?-—No, I did not; but
I was not supposed to know, because I was trucking. '

49. Did you see it creeping ?—Yes.

50. Did'iv break the timber 2—Yes.

51. Did it break among the props ?—Yes, it started to strain them,

~ 52. Did the men put in new props ?—No. .

. 53. They went on working with the place creeping all round them ?—Yes.

54. Do you consider that safe ?—No. .

55. Had he said anything to the men about renewing the broken props ?—I do not know—I
never heard him. T : ' )

56. Mr. Proud.] Did you ever notice any smudge left in the mine ?—No.

’ TaoMas McGiLL, Miner, examined. )

1. Mr. Cottrell.] How many years have you been mining ?— Thirty-two years in different
mines. ' . ’ .

2. How long have you been working in the Cardiff Mine ?—About four years.

8. Were you working there about December, 1898 ?—Yes. ... o :

4. What face were you working in ?—In the east dip ; but 1 could not exactly say the time.

5. How many means of exit were there from that dip 2~ Only one that I could see. I
was working in the east dip, off the big dip.. I worked to the left side of the east dip going
down. ’ . ' s : ‘ '

.. 6. How many miners were working there then ?—Twelve, - ' :
7. What was the state of the face >—We were taking the pillars out. Occasionally while
taking the pillars out she would creep a bit. Sometimes we came out and sometimes not.
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8. In December, 1898, do you remember anything happening to the face or the pillars ?—1I
cannot say for the dates, but at one time we all came out, as she was going heavily. The roof was
going. We were taking out the coal as she was going heavily. '

9. Is there any other word you use for that >—That is the term we use.

10. What did you do >—We came out to a place of safety for a time.

11. Did any one come there ?—Yes ; Mr. Tennent and the mine-manager and the under-manager
(Mr. Marshall).

12. Was Mr. Tennent told by the miners what had happened ?—No. Mr. Tennent asked
the question what we were there for when he was going past us. I answered that she was going
and we came out until she should settle. They passed on through the dip then, but how far I could
not say. .

1?Z Do you remember Mr. Tennent coming back ?—Yes.

14. What did he say ?—He considered that she was safe, and we thought she was not safe.

15. Did he say lie considered she was safe ?—Yes. ‘

16. Did he tell you to go back to work ?—No, I do not remember that ; but the mine-manager
said he was going to ‘“ sack” us all and put competent miners in our place.

17. What other miners were with yoz ?—Eleven men besides myself. I think I could name
them all. :

18. Was Mr. Beirne there ?—Yes, Frank Beirne was there.

19. Was there any conversation between Mr. Beirne and the Inspector >—Yes; but I could
not remember what he said. He said something about timber—that Mr. Marshall had impeached
him and laid a charge against him—and I remember Beirne saying that he had been thirty years a
miner, and was capable of judging where danger oceurred.

20. Did you go back ?—Yes; the Inspector, Mr. Tennent, went with us.

91. What was the state of the faces when you got back ?—8She settled again until she made
another start. "

92. Speaking as a competent miner, do you think it was safe to go back and work there ?—It
was not safe.

98. Do you know what happened in that dip afterwards?—I know of nothing serious that
happened.

pp24. Do you remember anything else happening between Mr. Beirne and the Inspector ?~—No.

95. What was the state of the air in the mine generally >—Bad.

26. Did you suffer any ill effects from working there ?—Yes ; and am suffering yet.

27. Did you make any complaint to the Inspector ?—1I did not.

98. Why ?—I would have been ‘* sacked " instantly if I had.

99. Do you know of any miners having been *sacked’ through making complaints to the
Inspector ?— I know of men who were suspended for a time through saying there was bad air, and
that made the rest of us hold our tongues.

30. How often did the Inspector visit the mine ?—I could not say, but he was there pretty
often.

31. Do you cousider, as a practical miner, that the Inspector knew the state of the air in the
mine ?—I leave a practical miner to judge for himself, and I took him to be one along with the rest
of us.

32. Do you consider that the Inspector knew the air was bad in the mine ?—He was bound to
know that it was bad. I can answer in no other way.

33. Did you know when the Inspector was coming to the mine?—I knew on that particular
day he was coming, ’

34. Did the miners know, as a rule, when the Inspector was coming to the mine ?—We knew
every time he was coming.

35, How did you know ?—A lot of preparations went on two or three days previous to his
visit.

86. Who told the practical miners that the Inspector was coming ?—They did not need to be
told when the preparations were being made.

37. Did any of the officials of the Cardiff Company tell you that the Inspector was coming on
any particular date, as a general rule P—I knew the Inspector was coming the morning that we went
away. Tom Sharp was deputy in the east dip that day, and Mr. Marshall came down and asked
him to try and get as much air into the mine as he could that day, as the Inspector was coming.
When Mr. Marshall turned his back Sharp told my brother, *“ Do you hear what the old b——
is telling us to do?”

38. Do you know of any other occasion when anything was done to let you know the
Inspector was coming ?—Yes; by the deputies going round and making inquiries as to whether
we wanted this thing or the other thing done. That is why we knew the Inspector was coming
again.
8 39, Do you know whether Mr. Frank Beirne is a competent miner ?—Yes.

40. Have you worked with him in the face >—1I have worked in the next bord with him, and on
different occasions alongside of him. I consider he was a very careful miner.

41. Was the refuse always brought out of the mine?—It was not. I have received measure-
ment for it inside, instead of sending it out in the skip.

42. Did the Inspsctor know that ?—1I do not know. Sometimes orders were given for it to be
taken out, and at other times it had to go into the stack.

43. If refuse was stacked in the mine, would it be likely to do any particular harm ?—It was

olid stone. .

44, The Chatrman.] What is meant by ‘ refuse ' is slack-coal dust?—I never saw any coal-

dust; it was stone that I always stacked. ‘ :
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"45. Mr. Cottrell] Was anything left in the mine, to your knowledo'e that you thought mlght
possnbly cause fire to ignite ?~—Yes, when we were dra,wmg pillars.

46. Was any refuse left in the mine thas might cause fire >—I could not say. I do not know
of any slack being left. We cleared everything away with the shovel. We never left any behind,
that I know. )

© 47. Mr. Harden.] Whenever the Inspector came the air was better, and everything was in
ship-shape order, as far as it could be made ?—No, it was not.

48. Was not that what you said >—No. You could not put air into her in many places.

49. How could you work there if there was no air ?—We had to work.

50. How long did you work >—Four years.

51. Four years without air ?—1I am speaking of a particular place. I was not there for four

ears. I was three months in the east dip taking out the pillars.

52. At the time you drew attention to the fact that you had come out to *“let her settle,” do
you remember if any conversation took place between Mr. Beirne and the Inspector ?—There was a
conversation between them. Beirne referred at the time to having been thirty years underground,
and that he felt competent to take care of himself in case of danger.

* 53. Did Mr. Beirne complain to the Inspector ?—There had been complaint about the timber
between Marshall and Beirne.

54. But was there any conversation between the Inspector and Beirne ?-—No, in alluding to
the danger of working.

55. And you subsequently went in and worked ?—Yes.

56. About how long were you working afterwards in that particular place ?—I could not
remember ; the east dip did not go on a month after that. I was put over the bridge to work at
that time.

" 87. Did you work out the pillars you spoke of ‘7—-They are not worked out yet.

.- 88. Why not ?—That was a matter which lay with the manager.

" 59. It was not because the ground gave way ?—Perhaps it was because it was not practicable.

60. You came out when told to stop working there ?—When the mangager stopped the place we
had to come out.

61. The Chairman.] You went on working until the management stopped you?—Yes. We
only came out when she was going too badly for us to stop in.

62. Mr, Harden,] And you say you made no complaints either individually or as a body to the
Inspector ?—Individually we did not.

63. Did you as a body of men in this place ?—1I could not remember.

. 64. Do you remember taking any part in any complaints ?—I do. -

65, When was that, and what was it 2—1t is a long time ago to remember, and I only got my
summons to appear this morning. We said we would make complaints against the Inspector in
the union.

66. Who did you say that to ‘?—~Amongsb ourselves on the committee—that the union as a
body would make complaints about the way in which things were going.

67. Was this after the occasion you have told us about ?—Yes, about a month or so after.

68. Did you make that complaint ?—Yes, there was a complamt made.

69, What was it about, and who to?—It was made by the union. At that particular time I
took ill, and have never been in the Cardiff Mine since. I took part in the compla,mt I gave my
word to the men that we should complain of Mr. Tennent for not having air in the pit. There was
a complaint made, but I was not among them at the time. I heard of it afterwards.

70. Who was it made to ?—To \Jr Cadman, I believe, the Minister of Mines, as to how we
were handled. I have not worked three days in the Cardiff Mine since that.

71. Do you know whether coal was worked out or exhausted at the east dip ?—I could not tell

ou. S ,
Y 72. Do you know that it has fallen in ?—1I could not say. It is now full of water.

73. The Chatrman.] Would it not have fallen where you took the pillars out?—It did fall in
where we took them out. R

74. Mr. Harden.] Atthis time was Beirne working at the pillars >—Yes, he was working on a

illar.
P 75. How long did he work on the pillar when the Inspector came ?—I1 could not say.

76. How many days or weeks ?~—I do not think he had been three days started on the pillar
‘he was on.

77. Mr. Cottrell.] Will you tell us what the Inspector did after he had a conversation with
you, and went on where the pillars were 2—1 could not say.

~ 78. Do you remember anything the Inspector said when he came back ?—He said she was
-safe.

79. Are you a member of the union ?—Yes.

80. Are you a member of the executive committee >—Yes, I was a member of the committee
up to the time I knocked off working in the pit.

81. How often have you had to go out of the mine for want of air 2—I was in bad health, and

"had to go out pretty often at that time.

82. Was that owmg to your bad health or to the state of the air that you had to come out ?—
“If there had been air in the pit Ishould not have needed to come out.
) 83. Have you known other miners not in bad health have to come .out of the mine ?——I knew
‘of another miner there knocking off and coming out because of the bad air.

84. The Chairman.] What is his name ?—John Tressman.

- 85. Do you know any others who had to come out ?>—No.. The alr at the time was the subJect
of continual talk with the men. »
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86. Do you know that the union made a complaint about the air to the Minister of Mines ?—
Yes; I was told afterwards.

87. Mr. Harden.] Do you remember when the fan-ventilation was put on ?—Yes. I have no
dates for it.

- 88. How long was it before you knocked off >—Before I started in the east dip the fan
was -on.

89. Was the air bad after the fan was put on?—Yes; for the reason that the fan never started
until 8 o’clock in the morning, and knocked off at half- pa.st 4,

90. Who gave the order for the fan to start and knock off >—There was a man there to attend
to it.

91. What shifts were you working then ?—From 8 o’clock to 4.30 p.m.

92. How long do you think the fan took to clear the mine of bad air ?—It might not have
taken long if there had been anything to direct it.

93. Did the fan improve the ventilation ?—It improved it a little if the canvas had been kept
in order.

94. Could the company have taken any other means to ventilate the inine ?—Yes ; it could
have ventilated it better than it did.

95. How ?—By using canvas in the proper way. Canvas would be put up in some places in
the main thoroughfare, and leave given to tear it down again, and it was not renewed.’

96. My, Lomas.] Do you mean, when you said there was no air in the mine, that there was
not sufficient quantity, or none at all ?—In & good many instances the air came as it would. There
was nothing to put it to your face or take it away. -

97. What did you mean when you said there was no air in the mine >—There was not
-sufficlent quantity.

98. Do you know of any instance where the top weight overran the pillars while the men were
working and buried them ?—Yes.

99. Would you consider that dangerous ?—Yes.

100. Were there proper stoppings round the bords to conduct the air to the working-places ?—
There were no stoppings In a good many instances—they used nothing.

101. The air could go back to the bord and along to the return air-shaft >—Yes.

102. What sort of stoppings were used in the mine ?—Some were like flooring-boards—tongued
and grooved. They were the permanent stoppings, put in after the fan was put up, on the top
side, to keep her from drawing from the outcrops.

103. Was there any return airway in this particular block where you were taking out the
pillars ?—There was at one time.

104. With regard to the drop-sheets, supposing there were five bords that the air had to go
past, was there one drop-sheet or two 21 never saw double drop-sheets used in the mine all the
time I was there. On one occasion I saw two in one place.

105. Was it due to the fact that the pillars were too small that the mine ran and covered the
pillars you spoke of >—In that particular place—the east dip—the pillars were of uniform size. -

106. What size were they >—Half a chain square, or they may be more. They were 30 ft.
by 30 ft.

Y 107. Did the pillars give way off the sides ?—7Yes.

108. Was that caused by the nature of the coal being soft>—No; it was caused by the roof

crushing them out. In the east dip there was no soft coal.

109. What kind of a roof had you ?—Fireclay.

110. How much in thickness ?—1I could not say. There was enough. You could not see the
fop. . .

P 111. Was it difficult to timber ?—We had a coal top to put our props in.

112. Mr. Proud] Was there a good deal of coal wasted >—Yes. ‘
113. Were the pillars robbed or was the coal taken off systematically ?—In that east dlp it
was wrought pretty fair.

114. Did you ever travel through the return airway?—I never saw it. I saw it to a certam
length, but it only led me on to where I could go quicker by the main road. When we came to
the east dip she was closed and was fallen away there. When we went up the back way we had
to cross the main way. It was better to make for the main heading than the back. We were on
the left side and the airway way was on the right. We were on the main way all the time after
that.

115. Was your ill-health due to working in bad air?—To a certain extent it was due to
working in the powder- and dynamite-smoke.

116. Did you ever try the air to see what the ventilation was like ?—I had no means, except
what a practical miner had.

117. It was very feeble ?—Yes.

JonN GIBSON examined,

My. Cotirell.] You are a certificated mine-manager ?—Yes.
How many years’ experience have you had at coal-mining >—Twenty-six.
Where has your experience been gained ?—In Scotland and in this country.
How long have you been mining in this country ?—About ﬁfteen years.
. Do you know Mr. Francis Beirne ?—Yes.
. Have you worked with him ?—Yes,
. At Denniston ?—Yes.
Do you think he is & competent, careful miner ?—He -proved himself to be quite capable
while he was working with me, ,
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9. And a man of good character ?—Yes ; and a very industrious miner.

10. Had you anything to do with the Cardiff Mine >—No.

11. My. Harden.) How long was Mr. Beirne working with you ?>—Several months—a cable
and a half. One full cable and part of another.

12. Mr. Cotirell.] You had known him some years before that, although not working with
him ?—1I knew him by sight before that. He was working in the mine. I have been intimate
with him for the last ten years.

13. You have seen nothing to changse your previous opinion of him ?—No.

Fripay, 25tH JaNvuary, 1901.
JorN TRESSMAN re-examined.

1. Mr. Cottrell.] You produce your letter of dismissal from the Cardiff Mine ?~—Yes. ¢ 11th
March, 1899.—Mr. Tressman.—8ir, with reference to your notice to-day, the receipt of this, I
regret to say, does not preclude my carrying out the intention formed when in your place to-day.
Your repeated absence from work is a great loss and inconvenience to the company, and I must
perforce put a man in your place on Monday, as it is most important that it should be pushed
ahead. Your services will not be further required.—Yours, &c., GEoraeE H. Broome, Mine-
manager.”

9. The Chairman.] What is meant by ‘ with reference to your notice ’ >—When I was
off work through being unwell I was accustomed, for my own safety, to send a note to that
effect.

3. Mr. Cottrell.] That is the reply to the note you sent in 2—Yes. I would like to make a
statement in reference to his remark that it would be aun injury to him in carrying out the work.
Had he wanted this place put through for ventilating purposes there were at all times men ahead
of the place put through, therefore these nine or ten men were working ahead of the air of any
return. He drove my place 12 ft. wide instead of 6 ft., and worked it in one shift. Had he wanted
it through quickly he could have worked with & double shift and made it narrow. T lost less time
than any other man in this district, and was made a victim for alleged loss of time. ~Mr. Broome
mentions my repeated absence from the mine. I will now draw your attention to the many ways
I have been absent during the six years I worked for Cardiff Coal Company. I was a member of
the Conciliation Board for close on three years, and when the Board was called together I was
very often fourteen days from home at each sitting. I was president of the union at this place for
four years, and delegate to the Trades and Labour Council, and their sittings generally occupied
one week. On one occasion Mr. Beirne, the other victim mentioned in this inquiry, and myself
went to Wellington as a deputation to the Governmens to try and get the guarantee Bill repealed
from the Ngakawau and Mokihinui section of railway. I might mention that we were successful.
That saved the Cardiff Coal Company something near £4,000. I was away fourteen days on this
occasion, and on several occasions I have been to the Harbour Board in connection with the rail-
way haulage-rates. I have never had a disagreeable word with any manager or any mine officials
during the forty-two years I have worked in coal-mines.

4, Was this heading being driven for the purposes of ventilation ?-—No.

5. You do not think it was done in the best way to get the ventilation there ?—1I am positive
of that.

6. And the ventilation was bad when driving that heading?—There were not many men
working two-thirds of their time on account of the bad air.

7. Did the Inspector come into that part of the mine ?—Yes.

8. Do you. think the Inspector noticed the state of the air >—He could not help but notice it.
It was full of powder-smoke, and the men eould not work in it except by putting their lamps on the
rails.

9. Have you seen the Inspector put his lamp down on the rails >—His lamp would not be more
than a foot or eighteen inches off the rails, and his lamp would be 50 per cent. larger than ours.

10. He had to carry his lamp close to the rails on account of the powder-smoke ?—We all had
to do that.

11. Constantly ?—Yes, all the time in that section. I might add, also, that had this place
been put through it would have improved the ventilation, simply because there was no mechanical
means of ventilation, Canvas had been put put up, leaving an intake 8 ft. by 7 ft., and 2 ft. by 7 ft.
of a return, and the canvas was very poorly erected.

12. The Chairman.] Was the place never put through?—Yes, after I left.

13. Did the ventilation improve then ?—Not until the fan was erected. I was told it was very

ood then. :
§ 14. Mr. Harden.] You cabled to this place ?—Yes.

15. This bridge heading was a pretty hard place, was it not ?~—Yes.

16. And you do not like those hard places ?—TI like hard places the best.

17. Then, you preferred this place ?—I had no preference.

18. Were you at all anxious to get out of it >—No.

19. Could you do as well there as in other parts of the mine?—No. We did not make an
average wage in the place.

20. What do you call an average wage ?—10s, or 11s. a day. We were making about 9s.

21. You were only working two-thirds time ?—Yes, about that. Some men lost a week at a
time.

92, Mr. Lomas.] How often were you laid off work ?—1I only lost three days in that bord. I
lost about five days in three weeks. We only worked in that bord about a week.
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23. When you had to carry a lamp so near the ground was it merely to see your way, or
because the lamp would not burn if carried higher 2— We had to lower the lamps there because of
the mixed air in the atmosphere. I never noticed any black damp or any explosive matter in this
mine, -

24. If you worked three days in the week, did you average 9s. a day for the three days ?—Yes.

GEORGE Liomas,.Coal-miner, examined.

1. Mr. Cottreil.] How many years’ experience have you had?—About fifty-three years. I
started in 1848.

2. You were working in the Cardiff Mine ?—Yes.

3. When did you start >—I worked twice there, nine months as a miner and six months as a
deputy. I went there just after the Brunner dicaster, and left before the Cardiff Mine stopped.
I was there twelve months before they stopped.

4. For how long before the mine stopped were you a deputy ?—Six months.

5. How long before that was it when you first went into the mine ?-~I cannot remember. It
was the first work I started after the Brunmner disaster. I worked nine months, and then must
have been away twelve months.

6. During that nine months what was the state of the ventilation >—The mine was not
developed in that time. I had not much to complain of where I was during that nine months.

7. Did you know of any complaints by others?—I did not hear of any during the nine
months.

8. That was between 1896 and 1897 ?2—Yes, somewhere about that.

9. After that nine months you were away how long ?—It was two years last Christmas when
I started to work there as a deputy.

10. How long were you there then ?—Six months.

11. What was the state of the ventitation during that six months?—In what was called the
level section it was very bad, and complaints were made about it.

12. And in other parts of the mine?—The other parts were not so bad. In No. 1 there
was what was called natural ventilation.

13. Was anything done to improve the ventilation?—When I heard the men complaining I
was working in this section as deputy, and when I had a bit of spare time I tried to remedy it.
I went round and found that the stoppings were in a very bad state of repair, and the drop-sheets
were also in bad repair.

14. Did the Inspector visit the mine fairly often ?—I cannot say whether he visited it during
the time I was in this section. Mitchell was in this section before me. Mr, Marshall got his leg
broken, and I was put in this section in his place.

15. In the position you were in would you not see whether Mr. Tennent came there or not?
—He might have come and I not see him. I could not swear whether he was there or not.

16. Did you do anything with referenee to the complaints made to you ?—I saw Mr. Broome,
and told him I wanted him to get a truck-load of timber, and that we wanted some brattice. He
said he would get it. He got some brattice from the Westport Coal Company, and I mended the
drop-sheets, and in that level section I had no complaints.

17. You cannot say anything about other parts of the mine?—Not at that time.

18. Did you hear any complaints from others ?—I cannot say that I did.

19. By your exertions the part you were working in was improved ?—Yes.

20. Did the officials congratulate you upon that ?—Mr. Broome complimented me three times.
He said that Cardiff was never so well ventilated as it was then, and I believe that Mr. Tennent
ma,de a, remark in his report that the ventilation at Cardiff was greatly improved. -

. Mr. Harden.] Was Mr. Beirne working there ?—Yes.

22 Did he meet with an accident while you were deputy there ‘?—Not to my knowledge.

23. Have you had experience of him as a miner ?—Yes.

24. What do you say about Beirne as an expert miner ?—He has not been brought up as a
miner all his time. He 1s what I should call a passable miner. There are many worse, and many
better.

25. Had you any fault to find with him in his work ?—No.

26. Was he the sort of man you would put in a difficult place?—I would not take him for
choice in a very difficult place.

7. Mr. Cotirell.] Was he in your section ?—Yes.

28. And you had no complaint to find with him at the time he was there > —He did his work
all right, and I had no complaint to find with him.

29. Was he a good timber-man ?—IHe timbered the place as well as the majority of miners do.

30. You had no reason to speak of him differently from other miners ?—No.

31. My. Harden.] Had you ever any occasgion to withdraw Beirne from a place ?>—Yes, on one
occasion.

32, Where ?—It wasin what is called the head of the east dip.

33. Why did you draw him ?—He was working with a man named McLaughlin, who asked
me to come and look at his place. There is a fault up each side of it. It was about 15 ft. wide,
and all the roof was under timber. I told him to be very careful, as it wanted good timbering.
MecLaughlin said, < If you come and look at this place I will be satisfied.” I looked at it, and
found that I could put my arm in each space between the timbers. I said, * Frank, you must
come out, and if you see Mr. Marshall you can tell him that I cannot find fa,ult you can’t work in
this pla.ce I barricaded the place up, and in two hours afterwards it was fallen in.

34. When you told him to come out did he want to stay in >—He said it would be all right.
When I saw the breaks in the roof, and that the weight of the roof was pushing the props into the
floor, I saw where the danger was and told him to come out.
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35. Mr. Cottrell.] Is it the usual thing to draw a man in a case like that?—Yes.

36. Mr. Lomas.] Of what material were these stoppings made ?-- Brattice, and here and there
a board put across and brattice put into the two sections.

37. Do you consider that kind of stopping satisfactory ?—No; I prefer the close-board
stoppings, with brattice over the top of them.

38. You were round the whole of the faces later on 2—Yes.

39. Did that include other parts of the mine ?—Yes.

40. Did you find the other parts of the mine ventilated >—When Mr. Marshall came back to
his work I was in the Dip section, and I found a lot of complaints. I got some brattice and used
it, and heard no complaints about the ventilation after that. When I was leaving I believe it was
as good for ventilation as any mine on the West Coast.

41. Where Beirne and McLaughlin were, did the roof come in through any fault of thelrs ?—
No; it was as well timbered as if anybody else had done it; but the roof pushed the props into the
bottom.

GroreE Lomas examined. '
~1. Mr. Corby.] You are the general manager of the Mokihinui Mine ?—1 am called the president

of the Westport Co-operative Coal Company, now working what was known as the Mokihinui
Mine.

2. How long is it since you commenced operations at the Mokihinui Mme‘? We started on
the 1st June of last year.

3. Before you took up that lease did you see Mr. Tennent’s report on that coalfield ?—No.

4. Would it have affected your judgment if you had ?—No.

5. Would you pay any attention to any expert’s report >—Not if I could see the place myself.
I would prefer my own opinion to any man’s report.

6. But suppose you were a merchant and knew nothing about the place ?—That mlght alter
things.

7. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Tennent before going into the business, or had you
any reason to think he did not report well of the Mokihinui Mine?—No; I had no conversation
with Mr. Tennent about the matter, and when we made application for the lease we went there.

8. Last June you commenced operations ?—Yes. We were about six weeks before we sent in
any coal.

d 9. How much coal have you sent out ?—Between 14,000 and 16,000 tons up to now.

10. Can you give me any idea of the wages that have been paid to the men in this district 2—
Between £3,000 and £4,000.

11. How much have you paid to the Harbour Boarc¢ at Westport ?—We have paid for haulage
on the railway £2,250.

12. How did you know that the coal existed there 2—A party of us were negotiating with the
old company. 1 went through the mine, and found there was enough coal to make a payable con-
cern of it with strict economy.

13. If Mr. Tennent or Mr. Hayes had taken time to go through and ingpect that place
properly, could they not have seen that this coal was there, even though they are not such practical
miners as you are >—1I do not think I am here to speak on Mr. Tennent’s abilities.

14. Did Mr. Tennent ask you at any time to confer with him regarding the fire at the Cardiff
Mine ?—No ; he said once that he might want some help, as there were no men about, and I told
him we were at his service at any time he wanted us.

15. Did he call npon you ?—No.

16. You were working at the Cardiff Mine at one time ?—Yes.

17. What kind of coal was it on both sides of the main road : was it fairly good coal ?—There
is a good piece of seam-coal on the right-hand side of the main drive.

18. If you were called upon to superintend the putting-out of the fire, would you not make
some attempt to locate it and stop it off, using a fan like that at Cardiff >—That is a difficult
question to answer, because it depends upon the atmosphere to some extent. In a natural current,
if one end is more elevated than the other, it is more likely to be the outlet. If it is situated in
coal it is just likely to blow one way six hours and then blow the other way six hours.

19. Supposing you observed a little smolke oozing from the tunnel, do you think you could
contrive some means by which you could go up a little way with safety ?—If placed in that
position, and I had a good party of men with me, I might volunteer, but there is a certain amount
.of risk.

20. Supposing you thought it was a bit risky, and there was a'small force even, do you think
you could get up with safety —You could speak better of these things if you saw them.

’ 21. Mr. Harden.] As regards the Mohikinui Mine, have you developed any more coal since
_starting operations in taking out the pillars >—We are not taking out the pillars. We are driving
up the creek, in new ground altogether. We have been splitting some of the pillars.

22. You say there is good steam-coal on the right-hand side of the main drive 7—Yes.

23. What quantity ?—I would not say. There is a lot of big pillars. The place I am referring
to is where Dunn was hurt. There are some thousands of tons of good steam-coal to be got out,
and in the No. 4 section there ig a lot of good steam-coal.

24. How much could you get out ?—That depends upon the nature of the roof.

25. Do you estimate that you could get 10,000 tons ?>—I think I could treble that.

26. Do you think that would be the outside estimate ?—I thmk I could get more, as I
believe the field goes back there on the No. 4 section.

27. Mr. Corby.] Supposing you drew the pillars on both sides of the road, how much would
_you gat ?—1It is a stone drlve You could leave a certain amount of pillars in and keep the tunnel
“safe.

28. Myr. Harden. The fire does not interfere with the No. 4 tunnel, does it ?-—No,
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S AxprEw CaMpPBELL, Miner, examined. ‘ T
y 1. Mr. Corby.] Have you been a miner in Victoria 2—No, but I have in Queensland and New
ealand.

2. Have you heard the evidence of the witness MeIndoe ?—Yes.

3. Do you reckon he was giving a fair report of what occurred at the Cardiff fire ?—Yes, I
could corroborate his evidence all through.

4. Do you think if you had got instructions to go ahead, and had had plenty of men and
material, you could have put that fire out without it damaging the main road ?—I had an opinion
that it could be done at the time. :

5. You do not think that Mr. Dixon took the right means to prevent the fire spreading ?—
No, not right through. I cannot say anything about his plan of working, as I never had any
experience of fires ; but I do not think it was right to leave it from the Friday until the Monday.
I think it was contrary to their chance of putting it out or confining it to any portion of the mine.

6. Were you up the mine after the first stopping was put in ?—Yes.

7. Do you think you could have gone further up?—Yes; by pufting up temporary stoppings
first. I am of that opinion.

8. Were you at the building of No. 2 dam ?—No.

Joun GiesoN, Mine-manager for the Mokihinui Co-operative Coal Company, re-examined.

1." Mr. Corby.] You did practical work as a coal-miner for a long time ?—I did up till lately.

2. You know that & fire occurred in the Cardiff Mine ?—Yes.

3. Did you read any of the reports concerning the fire >—I saw the newspaper reports only.

4. Do you think it was a practical method of working to put a fan on to try and suppress the
fire ?—1I do not know anything of the situation at all of the fire, and therefore it would be a diffi-
cult matter for me to express an opinion. I could hardly do it. Men could not go into the place
where the fire was burning without getting fresh air. :

5. Do you think a fan was the proper way of getting it in ?—Probably it was the only means
available.

6. If you had got into a bord off the main road, do you think you would have put stoppings
up by bratticing the main road off >—1I would consider the stage the fire had arrived at.

7. But considering the fire was only smouldering >—I would have tried to conduct air into it
to get near it if it was only heated, and not giving off gases. But you have to consider the roofs,
which are sometimes very bad in these old workings.

8. Would it not have been better to try and stop the fire off >—Not being acquainted with the
workings, I could not take it upon myself to express an opinion. To go into a gob fire like that
you must have fresh air.

9. Do you think it was right to leave the mine from Friday to Monday after the fan had blown
the fire up ?>—When it was known there was a fire there, of course no time should have been lost.
I must admit that.

10. Mr. Harden.] Having discovered the fire on the Friday, and located it, and put in your
stoppings of a temporary nature, do you think there was anything very improper in leaving it until
Monday, in order to take stronger measures to subdue it ?—That was the best course, under the
circumstances, until they got the materials there.

- 11. And I suppose these preparations cannot be made in an hour or two ?—No.

12, Tt takes time to do these things properly ?—Yes.

13. Mr. Corby.] Do you think the preparations necessary should be ready within four days ?—
You cannot move machinery and get materials on to the ground, and get it into position, in a few
hours.

Jonx FosTER examined.

Mr. Cottrell.] You are a practical miner, residing at Denniston ?—Yes.

How many years’ experience have you had ?—1I suppose about thirty years, on and off.
. Do you know Francis Beirne >—Yes.

. Did you work with him at Denniston ?>—Yes.

- 5. What kind of a miner is he ?--A very careful miner, as far as I could say from seeing him
work, and a very good timberer. He was rather above the average, in my opinion, as a coal-
miner’s iimberer.

6. How long did you work with him ?>—I was alongside of him working for six months.

7. Did you ever have any accidents with him ?—Not that I am aware of. The only thing
against the man, on the whole, was what he told you himself—that an order went round not to fire
shots in the morning, and he did it at dinner-time.

8. Do you feel inclined to speak about the method of ventilation adopted in the Cardiff
Mine ?—No ; I was never inside the Cardiff Mine. '

9. Can you speak of the method of ventilation ?—I do not think natural ventilation is of any
good in these coal-mines. I did not look at it to see if it was done properly. If we had a breeze
in one direction there would be ventilation by natural means, but if not we should have to put up
with the smoke in the mine.

10. The Chairman.] Does not the ventilation depend upon the level a great deal?—I think

O OO b0

not.

. 11. T mean if the ingress is on a higher or lower level than the egress ?—I think it will all
‘depend upon the draught that is going in. I do not think natural ventilation should be depended
upon in these mines, but think the air should be compelled to go where it is required. The law
-gives us so-many cubic feet per man and horse, and if it is carried out we should all benefit by it.
It would be no inconvenience to any company if all had to do the same.
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12. Mr. Cottrell.] After making your report on the Cardiff fire, do you remember being in con-
versation with Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Tennent at any time >—Yes, when they heard that we were
the Commissioners appointed o report on it.

13. Do you remember a remark being made about Peter Martin to the effect that he was not
to be trusted, as he had been tampering with the dam?—Yes; but Mr. Tennent was not there at
that time. It was Mr. Mitchell, myself, and Mr. Alison. The three of us were standing near the
dam, and he pointed it out to us. 1 would not like to go so far as to say that Mitchell said that
Mr. Martin was not to be trusted. He said the dam had been tampered with, and that he thought
Martin had done it.

14. Mr. Harden.] Did you examine the dam ?—We had not touched it up to this time.

15. Had you been to it ?—Yes.

16. Could you say whether it had been tampered with >—No. We had to clean it out before
we could get to it. We only took it for granted that it had been done.

17. When cleaned out could you see whether it had been tampered with?—No ; but the prop
was not in a perpendicular position. There was an indication that it had been moved ; perhaps
the prop had not been properly wedged. The pressure behind would do it. It came outwards,
and the pressure might have pushed it out.

18. Did Mitchell say that Martin had tampered with it, or that he believed he had ?—He said
he thought that Martin had meddled with it. :

19. Mr. Martin had something to do with the construction of the dam, had he not >—Yes.

90. The Chairman.] Did Mitchell say ¢ meddled ” or *“ tampered "’ ?—Tampered.

91. Mr. Harden.) Did Mitchell mean that Martin had done it with malicious intent ?—
No. I understood him to mean that Martin did not know anything about it, and should not have
done it.

99. Had the dam been leaking before this ?—It was leaking before we went there, because the
whole body of clay was washing away on one side. The water had free access through the bottom
of the dam. They had an iron pipe there, but it was leaking without that.

93. Mr. Cottrell.] Did Mitchell give you to understand that he was the man practically em-

loyed to construct the dam, or did he make out that Martin was the man ?—I understood from
Mitchell that both were in it.

94. But that he was practically the chief one of the two?—I could not say that. I under-
stood that the two of them were in the contract for building this dam.

25. Do you not think Mitchell was speaking maliciously when he tried to make out that
his partner had been tampering with the dam? Did he give you any reason for thinking that
Martin had tampered with it?-—No, he did not; but we came to the conclusion that there was
fricsion. There was friction, in our opinion, between the whole lot.

26. What do you put this friction down to?—I could not say. We understood that Mr.
Tennent let the dam with thorough instructions, and that they were carrying out his instructions.
It was very plain to me and to everybody else that there was friction, but what it was through we
did not know,

27. Had you any reason to believe that the dam had been carelessly built ?——As a miner, I
think it was impossibie to build a dam with the material they had used.

98. Will you tell us what stuff was used ?—It was simply wet pulverised clay, dug out of the
ground, with a wooden stopping in front of it. It was impossible for them to ram the clay in in
that position, for it would have to be rammed inside, and they could not get to it. Another thing
was that the clay was full of water, and if there was any sweating at all it must have got smaller.
Tf the clay had been sun-dried it would have been possible to make it tight. As it was, it was
impossible for any man to put a dam in with it. )

99. Did you see any dynamite in the foundation of the dam when it was cleared out ?—No.

30. Did you see any sign of dynamite having been used ?—No. When we went in Mitchell
was cutting out a foundation for another dam.,

31. Was Martin there at all?—No. He was over the other side of the hill, getting material
or plant.

P 32. When you were over on the other side of Chasm Creek did you notice any subsidence of
the foundation of the bridge?—No. The terrace was falling away above, but there was no
subsidence of the bridge.

33. Was there anything there to damage the bridge ?>—Not at that time. As the coal burned
out there was no fear of the bridge, in my opinion.

34. Would the burning of the coal affect the anchorage of the bridge ?>—I think not. It should

not.
; 85. Do you think the anchorage of the bridge was safe 2—As far as we saw, it was. That was
a question we had nothing to do with. Taking a casual view of the matter, I do not think it could
do. If the anchorage was put down at the bottom of the main drive the coal could not affect it,
in my opinion. Where the anchorage of the bridge was the coal must have been 30 ft. above it.

36. Had you any reason to think the ground was slipping and the anchorage was weakening ?
—No; and I do not think it would happen.

37. Mr. Lomas.] Did Mitchell say in what particular way Martin had tampered with the
prop ?—No ; he just said he had tampered with it.

38. He gave no definition of it ?—No.

- 89. Did you examine the floor on which the dam was resting ?—No ; we were quite satisfied
that it was of no use, and we simply opened it.

40. Was the ground broken under the dam ?—We did not clean it out. We simply thought it
was a large leakage.

41. Did the water get behind the dam ?—Yes.
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42. How far was the dam from the plank-stopping ?—We did not get beyond the dam.

43. Was there no inside wall ?—Yes ; it seemed as if a second wall had been built.

44. What was the other wall built of ?—S8awn timber, about 4in. or 5in. square.

45. Was that well caulked ?—Just the same as the rest. It seemed to be well caulked.

46. What depth of clay would there be inside those two walls >—The clay had been placed
close up to the roof. One part of the dam was standing, and the whole of the clay at the other
end of the dam had been washed away from top to bottom.

47. Were you satisfied that the clay was soft when it was put in ?—Yes, I am satisfied of that,
because the men showed us where they got the clay from.

48. The Chairman.] You are the Mr. Foster who inspected the place in company with Messrs.
Shore and Alison ?—Yes.

49. How were the men to get into the mine after the fire unless they put up a fan ?—The
current might be coming out one day, and going in the next. You will find from Mr. Teonent’s
report that he had been in the mine under those two conditions, and at the time there was not
much danger until she burst into flame.

50. Would you risk going into the mine, trusting to the current not changing until you got
out ?—The report goes to show that Mr. Tennent did it himself.

51. But when they wanted o go in to build a dam, or put in stoppings, how were they to get
in unless they drove the smoke, gas, or flame backward ?—1f the air was drawing right they would
not want to do anything. They would not require to drive in any air at all. In my opinion, the main
roadway should not have been bratticed at all. It was after fhe main road was bratticed that she
burst into flame, and that caused the whole trouble. I think you will find that the report states
that the rope was cut so-many chains inside the mine—that is, cut a long away from the dam.

52. In their report of the 29th January, 1900, Messrs Tennent and Dixon say, ¢ In connection
with the underground fire in the Westport Cardiff Company’s mine, we, the undersigned, have
this day endeavoured to locate position of said fire, but owing to the unreliable ventilation, which
is ‘natural,” and the air-current thereby reversing every few minutes, we are unable to reach the
affected part without incurring undue risk. We have therefore decided that no further risk to
human life be incurred, and that a reliable current of air must be established to obviate this. To
insure this current we decided the fan shall be removed from its present position, and temporarily
set at opening to Chasm Creek from first section of the mine. Further, in the meantime all open-
ings to-day are to be sealed off by close bratticing, and no workmen are to enter the section of the
mine until authorised by the person in full control of operations.” You say in regard to that,
“ We cannot but express our surprise at the method adopted of sealing off the mine by brattice-
cloth stoppings, and must state that, if at this point had temporary stoppings of boards lined
with clay been used, we consider the seat of fire could easily have been located in a day or two,
besides preventing spread of fire beyond Hector block, thus preserving haulage-road and workings
from mine-entrance to that block. The utilisation of a fan to create a strong draught through a
mine on fire was contrary to the recognised custom of dealing with fires.” That is what I desire
you to explain. How were men to get in unless they established this current of air that Messrs.
Tennent and Dixon speak of ?—They have been tn. With this natural means of ventilation it
all depends upon the current of air. If going in in one direction they could go in, but if it was
going in in another direction they could not go in. ‘

53. Supposing the current of air changed while they were in, would they not be caught? —
I do not think the change would come so quickly as all that. If that fire had been left dormant
it was ounly a matter of time for the current of air to change and enable them to get in.

54. Mr. Lomas.] As a practical miner, how long do you think it would take with two men
to put in a temporary stopping ?—Say, four hours; but on a pinch I think it might be done in less
time than that.

55. Supposing there had been an accumulation of gas, would the danger have been increased
by the putting-on of this fan and drawing the air over the fire?—I think it would. From the
report we got there was an explosion.

56. What method would you have adopted, in order to get into this mine, to carry the air
with you and not draw it over the fire >—I should have adopted the same method as they did—
with a very light current of air, just sufficient to keep the men alive.

57. Supposing from the mouth the whole mine was full of smoke, and you wanted to get a
chain ?——1I should have forced the air in front of me.

58. Would not that have forced the air into a flame ?—1I do not think so.

59. You know of no other method except by blowing in the air ?—No. I should have put
in a brattice, and have had a return.

60. Then the air would not have gone on to the fire at all?—That is the plan I should have
adopted had I been there. I should have forced the air in and had had a return.

61. From your experience as a miner, i that the method generally adopted—after an explo-
sion, say ?—Yes. It seems to me, as a miner, to be the only practical way. '

TmvmorrY CorBY attended and made a statement.

Mr. Corby: I am one of five gentlemen who were appointed by the residents of this district
to represent the district in matters connected with the Cardiff fire. My colleagues are Messrs,
James Quinn, James Hunter, Charles Stewart, and John Milligan. The first matter we wish to
touch upon is the aspersions cast upon the district by the report of Mr. Hayes, Inspecting
Engineer to the Government, when before the Goldfields and Mines Committee of the House of
Representatives. He insinuated when before that Committee that we wanted this inquiry made
because there was some antagonistic feeling existing towards Mr. Tennent. I wish to say that
I have no antagonistic feeling towards Mr. Tennent myself, and that if I thought any of my

14—C. 4.
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colleagues exhibited any animosity towards that gentleman I would not act withy him in our
present capacity. We do, however, desire to reply in some way to the aspersions cast upon our
district as regards the coal industry. We have seen the departmental reports concerning the
Mokihinui Coal-mines, and we do not consider they are true statements of fact. In consequence
of these reports, it is the opinion of the majority of the people in this district that Mr. Tennent
had some ulterior motive for suppressing the coal-mining industry of this district. We want a fair
inquiry into the matter, so that the Government and Parliament may satisfy themselves whether
the coal-mining industry is worth fostering in this district. We are all anxious to do justice to
Mr. Tennent, and, so far as I am concerned, if we have wronged him in any way I shall be willing
to apologize most humbly. 1 entertained a good opinion of Mr. Tenuent, and thought he was
_ well disposed towards Mokihinui until I saw his reports and heard of his operations in connection
with the Cardiff fire. In support of my view that Mr. Tennent had some ulterior motive in his
operations at the Cardiff fire I shall call a number of witnesses.

Joun LENIHAN examined.

1. Mr. Corby.] You were caretaker of the Mokihinui Mine for some time ?—Yes.

2. And were working under Mr. Tennent, the Inspector of Mines ?—Yes, when the Govern-
ment took over the mine.

3. Have you any reason to have any antagonistic feeling towards Mr. Tennent ?—Certainly
not. He always treated me well.

4. You have seen Mr. Tennent’s report on the Mokibhinui Mine ?—Yes. [See Report of
Mokihinui Coal-mine, C.-8, 1899.]

The Chairman (to Mr. Corby): Do you object to Mr. Tennent’s report to his Minister ?

Mr. Corby : I maintain that he did not send in a correct report.

The Chaiwrman : Supposing he did not, what then ?

Mr. Corby : T do not object to his giving his opinions to his employers, but this is one link of
the evidence I wish to bring to show that he is not favourable to the district.

5. Mr. Corby.] Your business was to look after the pumping machinery as well as the
remainder of the property ?—Yes.

6. Tt would cost the Government no less to employ you there if you let the pump stand idle,
as you had a standing wage >—Yes ; there was only one man employed.

7. Later on, when the rope broke, was there not another rope there that could have been put
in at very little expense >—Yes ; there was a coil of rope there that I could have replaced the old
rope with. The pump was driven by an endless rope, which got bad and broke.

8. What would it cost to replace ?—It would have cost & couple of pounds for labour only.

9. When the rope got into & bad state of repair did you inform Mr. Tennent ?—Yes. The rope
finally broke in November, 1899.

10. The Chairman.] How long were you working there ?—I was in charge of the Mokihinui
Mine for three years and a half, but under Mr. Tennent for about eighteen months, during the time
the Government had the mine. .

11. When did the Mokihinui Company give up the mine ?—The Government took it over in
January, 1899, I think. . ‘

12, Mr. Corby.] When you reported this to Mr. Tennent what was his reply ?-—I sent him a
‘written report that the dip and rope were out of order, and that a new rope was required. I
think he said he had forwarded the report on to the Government. He instructed me to keep it
going as long as possible, and when it did break to save all plant.

18. When the rope did go did you send him a report >—I sent him a wire, and commenced
drawing plant. ‘He came a day or so after, and I had some of the plant withdrawn. The pump
was out, and a lot of rails. He suggested putting on an old rope that was previously on the pump,
but on examination decided that it was not worth putting on, and told me he would wire away
about it. : :

14. What did you do then ?—Mr. Tennent got a wire back from the Governwment telling him
to put on a new rope, and it was done.

15. You said it would have cost £2 at first: what did it cost then 2—I think it came to a little
over £20.

16. Was there anything in his action to lead you to the opinion that his delay was with the
object of having the machinery taken out of the mine ?—No; Mr. Tennent led me to believe that
he could not get any instructions from the Government. It ecost more to pull the plant out than to
keep it going.

17. Do you remember Mr. Hayes, the Inspecting Engineer, being there ?—Yes.

18. How many times did he come while you were there?—I was not there once when he
came, but was there twice afterwards when he came.

. 19. How long did he remain on the ground ?—On the occasions I was there, four or five hours
from the time he came on the lease until he left it.

20. Did you hear that Mr. Hayes came down to see some of the miners with regard to taking
the mine ?—He said he came down because the miners wanted to get the mine, and to see what
they wanted.

21. Are you aware that he has written a report somewhat similar to that you have heard read,
and by Mr. Tennent ?—Yes.

232. Do you think he was long enough on the ground to be able of his own knowledge to write
that report, or do you think he would get his knowledge from Mr. Tennent for that report ?—I
certainly do not think & man could report on the Mokihinui lease from an examination of four
hours.

93. When Mr. Hayes was here the last time did he remain longer?—No; about the same
time on each oceasion.
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24. Did he remain long in the Westport district >—I have a hazy recollection that he re-
mained a week in the district.

25. Mr. Harden.] For how long before that report of Mr. Hayes’s was published was it that
the Mokihinui was working ?—The mine knocked off work four years last Christmas.

26. Did you know of your own knowledge or did Mr. Hayes tell you that he had ever been
over the Mokihinui Mine ?—Mr. Hayes told me he had never been over it before I saw him on the
first occasion.

27. You say that Mr. Tennent came at once, or a couple of days after you wired to him ?—
Yes.

28. Did you tell him at that time that there was a new coil of rope there ?—No.

29. When the new rope was put on was it that rope or a new rope supplied ?—It was that
rope.

Wirniam McINpor, examined.

1. My. Corby.] You are a practical miner ?—Yes, now working at Granity.

2. You have been working at the Mokihinui Mine ?—Yes, I was.

3. Were you working there when the fire broke out?—Yes. It is about sis years ago.

4. You and Mr. Hunter and a few other miners went with Mr. Alexander, mine-manager, to
endeavour to put this fire out ?—Yes.

5. You were first on the scene, I believe ?2—I was.

6. Have you had any experience at fires at other places?>—Yes.

7. Were you at a fire at Kaitangata >—Yes, at the Castle Hill Mine.

8. Have you been successful in putting out fires >—Yes.

9. Were you working at Cardiff at the time of the fire ?—I was.

10. Were you one of the first that got to the mouth of the tunnel after the alarm had been
given by the boy Keals ?—1I wasg.

11. Who was with you at the time ?—Mr. Martin, :

12. Will you please state how you found the mine ?—On the Sunday morning I happened to
be taking a walk down the road to Corby’s. Whilst I was sitting talking with others about going
to work on Monday morning to take rails from the head of the dip, Mr. Keal’s boy came up and
said his father had sent him down to say that he thought the mine was on fire, as he had seen
smoke coming out of it. We proceeded to the mine—I and Mr. Martin—and on arrival we saw
smoke coming out of the main-drive. I said to Mr. Martin, ** Now as that smoke is coming out
there, I think you had better send for the underground boss when the mine was in operation.”
That was Mitchell. ¢ Owing to his being underground boss I think he would know where all the
stoppings should go in to check the fire.” Martin took my advice and did so. I thought he was
not very diligent in coming, but he came, and I proceeded over the hill and saw what it was like
there. From the bridge end we proceeded into the drive, but could not get further than the first
curve on account of the smoke. Mr. Bayfeild was wired to, to send Mr Rowland Broome up.
Mr. Broome then came on the scene, and I think he was with Mr. Tennent. Nothing was done,
except putting in a temporary stopping of canvas on the side next to the bridge.

18. The Chairman.] What else could have been done ?—We would have required a certain
amount of ventilation to take us in.

14. But could anything else have been done?—The only thing I think could have been done
was to take a return in, and that would have enabled us to put in stoppings further in if we had
gone in at the other end. We proceeded to the other end of the drive and put up a temporary
stopping, within half a chain or a chain inside the tunnel.

15. Mr. Corby.] Did you not put in two stoppings before Mr. Tennent and Mr. Broome
arrived 2—There was only a brattice put up. I could not be certain whether it was done at each
end, but it was done at this end. That was all that was done until Monday.

16. Do you think that, if the same system had been adopted for putting out the fire at Cardiff
as had been adopted for the Mokihinui fire when you were there, the main haulage-road could
have been saved and the fire confined to a small area ?—It would have required a return.

17. Do you think that things were taken very coolly, and that not enough energy was
displayed ?—There was not enough hands there to cope with it.

18. Do you think enough men could have been put on if they had been offered payment ?
—There were plenty of men about the place.

19. Was Mr. Fleming, a certificated mine-manager, there at the time, and residing within
a few chains of the place ?—Yes.

20. Was he called upon to agsist >—Not that I know of. I think not in my time. '

21. Did you hear any one make any suggestions to. the men as to what they thought of
the fire, or as to what could be done ?—1I did not. I was there, and what I was told to do I did.

22. Do you think if sufficient men had been put on, that, with enough energy and the
adoption of right methods, the fire could have been subdued and confined within a small area ?
—1I think it eould have been confined to its own area.

93. The Chairman.] What was the right method that should have been adopted ?—We
required a little ventilation—as much as would have kept us alive.

24. Mr .Corby.] From the time you went in first, how long was it before anything else
‘was done ?—1I think it was between 10 and 11 o’clock on the Monday. I did not take any notice
of the hours we went in. ‘

25. When they went in on Monday morning what did they do before cloging it down ?—
They proceeded in as a gang to see how far they could get in.

26. Who went i