I didn't think so, even in my own opinion.

Why not?-- I didn't think anything like this could
happen at that time.

Did you consider it?-- No.

And you had had no experience with fires at all?-- No.
o Is that right? Did you place any reliance upon anybody
' else's views, whether they were expressed to you, or not?-- i
. Not that view. No. I placed reliance on men who had more
i certificates than I had.

: Who was that?-- That was the mines inspector and rescue
: brigade.

Management?-- The management, yes.

So with them making decisions you did not comsider your
' qualifications enough to challenge them?-- No, I did not at
" that stage.

Well, at any stage?-- No.

CROSS-EXAMINATION:

BY MR. CALLINAN: TIf you had thought that you were
in any danger on the night when you were down near the fire, °
you would have gone?-- I would have gone out, yes.

Nobody could have kept you there had you thought there
was danger?-- No.

Just going back to the Friday evening and the Saturday
morning before the fire, did you actually go into the dead
end where the fire is believed to have started?-- Yes.

1
Y]

f For what purpose did you go in there?-- I went in to get
a ladder - a step ladder I had left in there for the mrpose
of inspecting the top of the wall, and also testing for

fire damp.

‘ Did you make any observation and look around?-- I had. a
~look at the wall, and I came out.

How long were you in there?-- I was in there, I would say,
from three to five minutes.

You had left the ladder there yourself?-- I had left it
there myself for that purpose.

Was it there when you went in?-- No. It was gone when
"I went in. It was taken out before I got in.

' Did you subsequently locate it?-- Yes. I went down to the.
-boys on the bottom wall, and they had taken it before me.

. Do you mean at the adjoining dead end - in by or dead
.end -~ where the fire started?-- No. 1wall,

Any raised temperature in the dead end where the fire is
‘believed to have started?-- No, there was definitely nothing
; at that time.

Ncthing abnormal at all?-- No.

‘ When had you last visited in there with your safety lamp?--,
- 3/12 ~y/9 - - e “190- T O ~W.5+ Abraham -




- on that at the beginning of the year.

. When I went in for the ladder, and I had the lamp with me,. ;

You tested at that time?-- I tested at that time,

There was nothing abnormal?-- There was nothing abnormal
in there.

|

What was the condition of that wall?-- It was in

. very good condition.

How do you know that?-~ We had done a lot of repair workj\C

Had it been effectively repaired?--~ Exactly, yes. \

We heard some suggestions or criticism regarding the

‘insertion of the testing apparatus into hairline cracks.

You will remember my learned friend Mr. Derrington asked you
about that. At these places where you applied the testing !
apparatus, could you perceive that carbon dioxide was leaking

;through those cracks?-- I would say as the black damp was

coming through, I would think that CO would be coming through ;
as well if it was present. _

Did you doubt the utility or value of these tests
yourself?-- No, I didn't doubt them.

You were perfectly satisfied?-- I was satisfied, yes.

' The plastering work that was done on the Friday night
' and Saturday before the fire -~ was it well done?-- Yes,
. 1t was well done.

Satisfactorily done?-- Correct.
All hairline cracks closed up?-- Yes.

Did you actually look at the work yourself to ascertain?--
'TI was working on one.

Did you see the other one either being worked upon or
~after the wrk was done?-- Yes, I did. I went down to get some"
. more Rochard. We were running out of it at our wall, and
"I went down Jjust as they were about completed.

You made reference to normal dead-end temperature.
By that reference are you referring to the fact that these
. areas are off the main return, so the air does not circulate
in there as much?-- That's right.

Was there anything abnormal at all in your view about
the temperature apart from the fact that it could have been
'slightly raised by carbon dioxide in the dead end where you
'were working?-- No.

Had you encountered such a condition before?-- Yes.

f i
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On a number of occasions?-- On several occasions; not a 1

number.

i
i
i
1

i
i

!

e
T

In other mines?-- Yes, in other mines that I worked in.

. . . . !

You said you had had no experience of a fire in 32 years.|

Has a fire never occurred in a mine where you have been working
in 32 years?-- Noe. ‘

¢}

What about a heating?-- Yes, we have had heatings, but i
never fires. !
|

How have the heatings been dealt with in your experience?--
They used to put another wall up in front of it and fill it
with sand.

|

|

|

Is this a method that has usually been effective?-- i
That's what we used to do in the other mines I worked in. |

I think you said that you had never seen problems in coal'
lying in a heap. What? In 32 years?-- lhat is so. 25

At one stage in your evidence when my learned friend
Mr. Given was questioning you, you said that when you first
saw the fire it was just a glow 2t this stage?-- Yes.

Do you recollect that?«- Yes, I do.

There were no leaping flames?-- Not at that stage.

Was the equipment that was down there working ;30
satisfactorily - the hoses?-- Yes, it was working satisfactorily.

You said that you played some water on to a door?-- Yes.

It was your impression that this door was a trapdoor in |
a stopping immediately opposite the dead-end where the fire
was?-- Yes.

And you were playing water on it from the intake side?-~
Yes. W

Wwhat was the extent of the consumption, if any, of the
door by the fire?-~ Well, it had burnt a few - where the .
cracks were it had just burnt a few little holes in it at that:
time. ‘

Had you erected some Polyrack there also?-- That was
before the fire got that far. There was a little bit of a
leak on the top of it. It didn't close - like, about a quarter
of an inch. I put a bit of Polyrack on the top of 1t to stop o
it getting into the door. _

Were you experiencing any fire or burning at that time?-—~
FNo, it sort of - a bit came through the crack, and so we
played the hose on the little crack and put it out.

That was effective?-—- Yes.

Beyond the door then in by the next passage, in by of the
position where you have located it immediately opposite the
dead-end - I am sorry, out by?-- No, I think it was opposite
where the fire was 1in that area.

Coen
0

That is your impression?-- That is my impression.

You tested the stoppings while you were down there that
evening?-- Yes.

They seemed in order?-- Yes. .

;192_
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They had been efficiently stopping before?-- Yes. Lo

And the doors had been operating efficiently before?--

Yes.
Is that so?-- Yes.,

j
Just before you came out, you noticed, I think your !
expression was, a bit of smoke coming down the intake?-- Yes. |
v l
That did not appear to you to be a serious problem? There 19
was not enough of it?-- Not at that time, no.

And during your progress out of the mine did it worsen
at all?-- Yes, it became worse. It became thicker.

But one could still breathe?-- Yes, you could still
breathe in ic,

How often in your experience did Mr. Alex Lawrie inspect |
underground or go underground in the mine?-- Well, of a
morning we used to work on dogwatch, and I have often met
Alex on the way down quite often during the week.

rJ
(&)

How many mine managers would you have worked under in
your time?-- I would say roughly about seven or eight.

How would you regard Mr. Lawrie so far as his
conscientiousness is concerned?-- I would say he would be very
highly rated in my opinion.

Could one go to him with a complaint or a worry without
any concern?-- Yes, you could always.

Responsible, was he?-- Very.

Was he conscious of safety measures?-- Yes.,

You were asked some questions by my learned friend about
stone dusting - stone dusting and the deposition of coal dust.

In this return area, was it remote from the working face?--
Yes, it was a long way away from the working face, the return.

4G

Did it seem to you that there was any problem at all
regarding the deposition of coal dust in this area?-- No, I
would say not.

Was this generally a moist area?-- It was, yes.

Did you have any caking problems with stone dust in the -
mine?-- Yes. Where it was wet it used to cake up and disappea?;*

A i
Did that happen in many places in the mine?-- Yes, it did,’
There was a machine available for stone dusting purposes?;-

Yes.

Was there only one, or more than one?-- There were two
in that area, I think, at the time. i

Was all this return accessible to the machine for stone
dusting?-- No, it was not. Due to the fretting of the ribs
you could not get the machine through unless you cleared the
whole area for it to travele.

In your experience, was there ever any problem about
having this mine management attend to any request or to do
anything?-- No, there was no problem in that respect.

Did management appear to you in your experience to be a | .,

safety conscious management?== Yes; very, very safety consciouss
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i

Have you ever worked for one more safety conscious?--
I have not.

CROSS-EXAMINATION:

BY MR. TOWNSLEY: I am not aware whether you did not say |

at one stage in your evidence that you were not giving
particular attention to the stoppings numbered 1, 2 and 3 in

inspected them every time we went through.

I think you also said that was because they were in a

~area that you had to pass frequently?-- Yes, it was down on
the return - in the normal return.

l
I
the No.5 return?-- We gave it as general - as we walked throuqﬁ
|
|
l
1
|

they were getting particular attention in fact, were they
not?-- Yes, we were plastering them, yes.

repair work had been done at the beginning of the year?--Yes.

Not very often that we had trouble with them,

No.

No.

I sees On the Friday night and early Saturday morning

You told my learned friend Mr. Callinan that a lot of

On all three?-- No, only on No.Z2.
Only on No.27-- No.2 wall, yes.

Can you say how often those three stoppings were serviced?--

[
V)

They were not particularly distinguished for trouble?-- |
|
|
Had they been not giving any indication of deterioration?--

I
t

|
Due to pressures on the roof or floor?-- No. There was

only the one that we repaired - that one I said on No.Z2.

beginning of the year, was the only one we had trouble with.

That is at the beginning of the year?-- That was at the

4

But apparently at No.3? on this particular night it had

apparently developed cracks?-- A few haircracks in the plaster,

yesa

You mentioned that the black damp was issuing through the 5

stopping that night?-- Yes.

When did you first become aware of that?-- That was on

Ithe Friday morning,

i

lPriday morning at that No.? wall?-- No, I was not told.. We

i
i
i
1
!

went

The Friday morning?-- On the Friday morning.
Were you told that a particular test had been on the

down. That was the wall that - Brian Rasmussen was g01npv

'to do that one and No.1. He was going to reface it.

Three and one?-- Three and one.

How was the black damp ascertained as having been coming

fhrough No.37-~- I picked it up with the safety lamp.

On the Friday morning?--~ On the Friday morning.

And it was coming out through the cracks?-- Through the

stopping, yes; through the cracks.

5/1%
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the roof timber and that is concerned.

Not the floor and not the roof and not the gides?-- No.
It appeared to be coming out, I would say, about three feet
from the floor. That's where I got the first sign on the

lamp.

And on that Friday, what about the other two stoppings,
No.2 and No.1? Were they issuing any?-- No, they were clear.

Did such a leak or issuing of black damp through No«>
only rather than the other two indicate anything?-- No, only |
that this wall used to exhaust.

Did the other two ever show =T == NOo

..o any exhausting of any gas?-- No.

Was there any other area in No.> return - say up the dip%-

uphill from this area - where stoppings required service?=-
No.

Did you in the normal course make reports in the mine
records book concerning these waste workings that you might
be checking?-- Yes - no, not actually on the waste workings,

but on the conditicns of the wallse.

Of the walls?-- Yes; and the area in general so far as
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That is in the mine record book?-- That would be in the | .
deputy's book.

What about the mine record book?-- I had nothing to do
\Afi tll th«?t .

M. RAMAGI: I have no questions. '

MRZ MARSHALL: I have no questions.

CROSS-BLAMNINATICON ¢

BY MES. REINHARDT: Before you answer this guestion,
Mr. Abraham, I want you to remember that you have placed
your hand on that Bible and taken an oath?-- Yes.

In mines that you have previously worked in, these falls
of stone, would they be of any difference in the heating of
them than in the depth of Box Flat, that is, the minesthat 20
you have worked in before are no_where near the depth of Box
1"1at, are they?-- FNo, that is right.

Would that depth make any difference?-- o, I do not
think so.

Aanother question I would like to ask you, and I want you

. again to remember—-—---
THi WARDEN: All right, Mrs. Reinhardt, he knows he is 30

on cath.

BY MRS. REINHARDT: Have you ever expressed the opinion
to anyone, after you have had a fall or anything like that,
when you have been wallzing around, that yoa were sorry you
had gone to work at Box +lat?-- o, J never did.

THE WARDEN: The members of the Board of Tnguiry will
now ask %their gquesticns. :
49

BY MR. MUGPHY: Was it part of your duties as deputy
constantly or regularly to natrol the return air wayr-- Yes.

“Whaot area in the mine of that return air way did you
regularly inspect?-- The comnplete return.

The particular stoppings in question, that is, three,
two and one, as you have described, what was the purvose of
those steppings? What was the purpose of them being erected
in the first place?-- They were normal stoppings erected, and
ve were replacing them.

(S
(e}

“hat were the stoppings erected for?-- To stop ventilation
into the old workings.

Do you know if there had been any previous heating or
fire behind these stopnings?-- No.

Not to your knowledge?-- No, not to my knowledge. | o
: : N
Where would you expect to find most dust in a coal mine?--
I would say on the roads where the wheels of any vehicles
. L i
were travelling, such as trolleys and so forth, from spillagec.
. . . . : . |
What type of machinery is used at Box Flat? What tyne .
of coal cutting machinery?-- The continuous miner.

i

Does the continuous miner in the act of cutting coal !
. © i

L 70
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very wet during these last three months in both sections. )

But in the act of cutting coal when the coal dust was
there was there very much dust created by that cutting?—-- Yes,
there would be a certain amount of dust.

Where did that dust go?-- Into the return.

‘he return from there on through the air way, would it not
be reasonable to expect most dust to be there, in a coal mine)
in the return air way?-- Yes. DNot most, but you would find | 1o
quite a bit of it. But if this was wet it would settle on
the moisture.

Most dust is created at the coal face; would that be true?--
Yes.

Would it not be reasonable to expect that all that dust
created at the coal face would go into the air way?-- Yes.

Would it not be reasonable to expect that that 1s where | 20
vou would find most dust?-- Yes, but with the amount of the
vet condition it did not travel very far, :

BY Mit. MONGERR: You said that when you left & south to
travel up the haulsage way for a distance the smoke was thicken-
ing and you moved across the cut-through into the conveyor
road?-- Yes.

There was still smoke in the conveyor road?-- No, it was
quite clear.

Yet when you got to the deputy's cabin it was clear again?-—-
It was clear on the belt,

Did you go across to the haulape rcad again?-- Mo, I did
not go over,

Prom any one that did walk up the haulage way do ycu
know if it was in constant smoke all the way?-- Mo, I could

N 4
not sayv that. 10
BY Mil. ROWLANDS: I want to follow on Mr. Monger's i
cuestion. You mentioned that you had seen holes on the trap-!
door opposite the conveyor?—-- Yes.
. i
: |
ind examined the stoppings on the intake side?-- Yes.
You stated you started to walk up the haulage way7?-- Yesh
55

and the smoke gradually became thicker?-- Yes.

On the plan in front of you, if you look at the stoppings
opposite that conveyor, can you locate that spot?-- Tes,

Tou said you started to walk up the haulage way?—-- Yes.

And the smoke became thicker?-- Yes.

Then vou came to cross into the belt road?-- Yes. o
Had you passed then two doors to your right, double trap
doors? 'These trap-doors are opnosite No. % stopping?-- No,
I cannot remember themn. |
|
Because you sald that you went through the cross-cut?--
We went through the cross-cut,
You said you asterted to wall up the hill?-- Yes. :
1
- B — — e T0
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What I am trying to establish is whether you passed those

double trap-doors before you turned into the conveyor road?--
Yes, I remember 10wW. :

And the smoke was thicker in front of you coming down?—-|
I . o
lhat is right.

You stated that the first job you did when being called on
duty that night to the fire was to examine the roadways around

there tc see if they were free of gas?-- Yes.

Did you have an attachment to check for cavities in
the roof?-- No, I just had the lamp and I took the lamp along

the route in all places 1 visited.
\iere there any cavities?-- No, not there.

BY Mi. MONGER: Can you indicate on this sketch Just i
where you saw the fire?-- (Witness indicates on sketch)

(Handed to members of Inquiry) !

(Hlanded to_counsel)

Mi. GIVEN: The next witness I desire to call is lMr.

Lawrie, the manager of the mine. Fortunately or unfortunately

I have not got a statement from him. I understand that IMr.
Callinan would prefer to lead evidence from him himself. I
do not think one can stop that, even if one wanted to, and I
am not suggesting that I want to. So 1 suggest that Mr.

| 10

Callinan be allowed to call Mr. Lawrie. I have several 20

questions I will wish to ask. These may be covered by

Mp. Callinan. So perhaps he could call his witness, and if

I want to ask questions perhaps 1 may be allowed to do so

later.

THE WARDEN: Very well.
40
50
60
!
Lo
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. Lawrie, and you live at 33 Chermside Road, Ipswich. Is that
| so?-- That's right.

. are concerned with. Is that so?-- That's right.

ALEXANDER EDWARD LAWRIE, sworn and examined:

BY MR. CALLINAN: Your full name is Alexander Edward

You are the manager of the mine that these proceedings

How long have you been manager of that mine?--
Approximately four years.

What certificates or qualifications do you hold?-- I
hold a first-class mine manager's certificate and a diploma

in coal mining.

How long have you held those qualifications?-- For the
past 12 years.

How long have you worked in the Box Flat Colliery?-- |
Twenty-eight years in various mines owned by the company.

I will take you directly to the events of the day of the
tragedy. You came out to the mine on that day, on Sunday,
30 July. Is that so?-- That's right, yes.

Why did you come out?-- To start the main ventilating
fan.

Was there any arrangement about the commencement of
operation of the ventilating fan?-- TYes. |

30

What was that?-- Previously, on most occasions Mr.
Marshall, the general manager, looked after the fan, but he
was not available this Sunday evening, and we arranged during °
the previous week-end that I would do it. !

Was there a practice that either you or Mr. Marshall did
that?-- That's right, yes.

Why-did either you or Mr. Marshall insist upon doing
it?-- There was no particular reason. Either Mr. Marshall
or myself were generally around the mine of a week-end at
different times.

40

Was it your practice to go out to the mine at week—ends?{—
Regularly, yes. :
' |

Why did you adopt that practice?-- To check the fan, !
check the fan drift, and check property around the surface. !

On this occasion, why was it necessary to turn the fan
on? Why had it been turned off?-- To the best of my belief,
the S.E.A. had isolated the power to the mine.

i
’.}U
!

The S.E.A. were not furnishing power to the mine?-- That
is s0. |
|
For how long had this situation existed when you went
out to turn the fan on?-- I think the power was isolated at |
5.30.
s

On 30 July?-- That's right. i
. . . . *
What time 4id you arrive at the mine?-- Some time after:

4 o'clock.

What did you do when you arrived there?-- Well, the
power had not been - was not on when I arrived at the fan,
and after a short period I went up to the evassee of the fan

Turn 15 1/5 A. E. Lawrie
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driver.

Why did you do that?-- This was just a normal practice,
something I always did, which is a habit.

What were you searching for? What were you looking for?--

Just an opportunity to check the air coming out from the mine.

.~ You smelt the air on this occasion. Did you notice
anything about it?-- Yes, I did.

What did you notice?-- Intermittently, I felt that I
could detect a slight paraffin smell in the air, very slight.

What is that, or what can that be indicative of?-- 1In
my experience, it can indicate an early stage of distillation;
early stage of heating.

Did you turn the fan on?-- Ultimately I did, yes.

Did you keep on smelling the air to see whether your
senses had deceived you?-- I ran the fan for approximately
15 minutes.

And why 4id you do that?-- Well, I wanted my nose to
clear, and also I wanted to clear the airway in the mine.
I returned back to the top of the fan outlet and again began
to smell the exhausting air.

You thought you could smell it again?-- Well, I still
wasn't sure.

What did you do then?-- Well, ultimately I convinced
myself that the air was not clean. I convinced myself, in
any case, that I would travel underground and make an inspecti

Did you telephone anybody before doing so?-- TYes.

Whom did you telephone?-- I returned to the main mine
office. I contacted the general manager Mr. Marshall, and I
told him the situation. I told him I intended to make an
underground inspection of the returns.

Was there anybody else at the mine at this stage?--
Yes, there was.

Who was there?-- The haulage driver.
and
Who was he?-- William Kingston,/a No. 7 deputy.

Who was he?-- Brian Levitt, and an electrician standing
by for the pumping shift.

What was Brian Levitt's job?-- He was entering the dip
section - dip development section of No. 7.

For what purpose?-- To commence the pumping shift.

Did you have a conversation with him with respect to this
smell that you thought you had perceived?-- I did, yes.

What was that?-- DlMr. Levitt had left the surface before
I had convinced myself that there was something amiss. So I
had already returned and found that he was well on his way .
into the mine at this point, practically at the bottom of No.
I had already contacted Mr. Marshall. I then contacted !r.
Levitt on the phone, and told him my suspicions; that I felt
that I could detect a slight paraffin smell at the fan outlet.
I was not sure, and I told him this. I said I zould see no
reason why he should not continue duties, but proceed with
caution, and at all times keep in contact with the haulage

20
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Did you telephone anyone else?-- I did, yes.

Whom?-- Brian Rasmussen.

Why?-- Well, Brian was the next official coming on shift.

And that shift was dque to start at midnight?-- That's
right.

Is that right?-- That's right.

Did you make any arrangement with Brian Rasmussen?--
Yes, I arranged to meet Brian within 20 minutes at the No. 7
pit head.

And did you then wait for Brian Rasmussen?-- No.

What happened?-- I returned to my home. I had one of
ny children with me at the mine. It was only a matter of five
or 10 minutes to return home. I was back at the mine at
approximately 5.10 - just after 5 o'clock. The previous
phone calls, I suppose, would have been around about five

minutes to 5.

What about when you got back? Did anybody else arrive
when you got back?-- I met Mr. Marshall at the mine office.

Did Mr. Marshall come and then smell the exhaust fan?--
Yes, he had already been to the fan.

What did he say to you about it?-- He told me he couldn'
smell anything at the fan, but he did have a cold at the time.

Did Brian Rasmussen arrive?--— Yes.

About what time?-- I left the manager's office and walke
to the No. 7 pit head, and Brian was there waiting for me.

What“time was that?-- I would suggest about 5.15 or a
little later.

Did you ask Brian to smell the fan?-- I did, yes.

What did he say?-- He went to the fan alone. I went
into the lamp room to pick up my lamp.

What did he say?-- When he came back to the pit head,
he said the air smelt normal to him.

Did you then go down into the mine?-- I then notified
the haulage driver that we would be going underground, yes.

Did you in fact go down?-- We did. We travelled to
ll[_‘_lll .

Which way did you go down?-- Via the No. 7 man and supply

tunnel.

MR. CALLINAN: T do not know whether this is a convenient
time.

THE WARDEN: Yes, quarter past 2.

The Inquiry adjourned at 1 p.m. till 2.15 pem.

30

40
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lhe Inquiry resumed at 2.15 p.m.

ALEXANDER EDWARD LAWRIE, further examined:

BY MR. CALLINAN: Now remember what I told you during
lunch about not speaking too quickly. We were dealing with
the situation where you were about to go down into the mine
after you first arrived there: remember that?-- Yes.

About what time was it when you were going to go down?--
Approximately 5.25.

You had a discussion with Bill Kingston, the engine drive
before you went down?-- Yes.

The purpose of your visit, what was that?-- To investigat
and to make an inspection of the mine.

I think this is common ground: it is a large mine - is
that so?-- Yes.

And there were only two of you there to make the
inspection, you and Brian Rasmussen?-- That is right.

S0 did you have a plan as to the isolation of various
areas by each of you?-- We did, yes.

Just proceeding slowly, tell me first of all where you
went when you went down?-- We entered the No.?” man and supply
tunnel and left the rake at 41. We travelled irn by through
the double doors.

Which double doors are those?-- 41,

The double doors at 417-- Travelling towards the north
through the double doors into the north return.

And then did you proceed along the north return?-- No.
We just walked into the return.

And %y doing that were you able to isolate any area?--
No, not really.

What did you do then?-- We retraced our footsteps from
the north return in a southerly direction through the double
doors back to the rake at 41.

Were you together still at this stage?-- We were, yes.

Where did you go then?-- We rode by rake from 41 to 42.

And then what did you do?-- We travelled - we commenced
to travel up to stone drive between the two seams, between
Wright and the Bluff seam up in No.5. During this walk throug
the stone drive we discussed our method of isolation of the
districts.

What did you arrange?-- We arranged to travel up beyond
35 to the double doors and the Bluff seam, again heading in a
southerly direction through the double doors into the return.

Is that what you did?-- We did this, yes.

Together?-- Together.

You proceeded then along the intake in bys is that so?--
After we entered the double doors?

Yes?--= No. We proceeded into the retufn.

€
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And you were travelling in by, and then you got into oo
the return?-- We travelled approximately 150 feet into the
return air.

Then what happened?-- wWe traced our footsteps back in |
the normal direction, through the double doors, back into I
the companion way, into the intake air, |

Then what did you do?-- We travelled down with the grade,
down past three five, approximately 380 yards down the dip, |
to six south belt road. Then we again travelled in a southerl}f
direction along six south belt road, then to lo. 9 south
return, and then travelled again with the air up the return
to the first stopping which was examined and found to be in
good order.

‘hen where did you go?-- We travelled then to the belt
level of the old two south section, turned into the dead-end
and found it full of smoke.

You found the dead-end full of smoke?-- Yes.

wWwhat distance had you and Brian Rasmussen travelled sincle
leaving the surface?-- Xoughly 500 yards to 41, then 640 |
vards to 42, approximately 150 yards from 42 to No., 5, 100 E
vards back up to the double doors, 50 yards through into the |
return, 50 yards back cut again, 100 yards back to three five,
380 yards back to the six south belt road, 40 yards into §
G south return, and apnroximately 80 yards up to the location

Q e e ‘ 20
iow much of this had you done on foot? Terheps 1t would
he better to tell us how nuch you did on the rake. Would mogt
of it be done on foot?-- We travelled from 42 on foot. There
was no means of underground transport whatever.
How long did it take you to get from the dead-end wherei
you saw the smoke?-- Again it would be only approximate, but
I would say approximately 6 o'clock. Ve arrived about
5 o'clock, I would say. 40
Brian Rasmussen was with you7?-- Yes,
How long have you known Brian Rasmuscen?-- 14 years.
Had he been in this pit for 14 years?-- Yes.
Did you respect his opinions?-- Yes, I did.
. What did you see? You saw smoke in the dead-end?-- 50
*hat is right, a heavy smoke haze.
Was the smoke haze in the return at all?-- No.
What was the seat of the smoke haze?-- There was thick
smoke haze from the roof down to about 3% feet & inches fron
the floor, quite stationary, no turbulence, no movement.
!
Could you see in so that you could discern what was !
causing the smoke haze?-- No, not at that stage. L 60
What did you do?-- lie travelled along the low side undern
the smoke, 10 to 15 feet, and I located a small fire. |
|
Were you able to breathe as you came in?-- ¥Yes, under |
the smoke. \
Did you go in on your hands and knees?-- That 1is right. |
| S Wy N
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Wwhat did you see? How big was the small fife?——iAbout
three to four square feet in area. . ’

Were there any flames?-- NoO.

Where was it located in relation to the rib?-- About
three feet six inches to four feet from the floor in rib 4
approximately 20 feet from the return passagewaye. '

What was the closest you could come to this source of
incandescence?-- I could not get any closer than about 18
to 20 feet from the g%%F.

Did Brian Rasmussen look-at it?-- He did.
Did you and he have a discussion?-- Yes.

What did you decide?-- We discussed the method of
dealing with the situation. - ,
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What did vou decide?-- After discussion, we decided we
would go to the surface.

Why did you decide to go to the surface?-- We considered
the amount of work .necessary to handle the situation. It
generally takes too long without help. We definitely needed

help.

Why did you think you needed help?-- We intended to damp
the air down, ventilate the level, clear the smoke, and the
fire would have to be shovelled out. At least two fire lines
would have to be run, and keeping in mind that we had no
underground transport, we would have to run up and down the
trugk system and pick up hoses one at a time. We roughly
calculated that it would take well over an hour to set up the
work, and then that would not have been any help to us. So it
meant just a quick assessment of time. We knew we could get
men to the mine in minutes; in 10 to 15 minutes we could have
men there, five minutes run to the surface, and get back to
deal with this situation quicker than if we handled it
ourselves.

Did you in fact go to the surface?-- Yes.

What time did you arrive at the surface?-- I would say
approximately 6.25.

Had Mr. Marshall left when you got there?-- He was not
there. He had left, yes.

What did you do yourself when you got back?-- I

immediately went to the main office and contacted Mr. Marshall.

I told him that we had found a small fire underground.

Did you see any difficulties about handling this fire if
you could get men there to help you?-- Not at all, no.

Youfkontacted Mr. Marshall. Did you ask Brian Rasmussen to

telephone anybody?-- Yes.
And did he in fact telephone?-- I took a file from my

office, and Brian commenced to carry out phone calls on another

phone.
To get more men?-- Yes.

Did you ring anybody else, apart from Mr. Marshall?-- I
did, yes. : ‘

Who else did you ring?-- NMr. Hardie,inspector of mines.

Were ybu able to locate Mr. Hardie?-- No, not on the firs

phone call.

How many telephone calls did you make to try to locate Mr.
Hardie?-- One more.

Was he there?-- No. I contacted friemnds of Mr. Hardie's
as well as my own that I knew would get word to him.

They were to get word to him?-- Yes.

Why did you contact Mr. Hardie? As I understand it -

correct me if I am wrong, and no doubt I will be - you have got

12 hours to report a fire to Mr. Hardie. Is that what your
understanding of the law is?-- At any time there is any
difficulty with anyone or anything I consider necessary, I
contact - I would contact him forthwith, immediately.
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Did you respect Mr. Hardie's views and assistance?--
Certainly, yes.

Did men, in due course, start to arrive?-- They did, yes,

And what time did you think you had a sufficient team to
go down?-- Well, actually we contacted two teams; but the
first team, in my opinion, would have left the surface
approximately at 7 o'clock, or very soon after.

Had Mr. Marshall arrived at this stage?-- Yes, he was
with them. He led them in.

'How many men went in on the first team?-- I would say
five. ,

Mr. Marshall is the general manager of the company?--
That's right.

Is he an experienced miner?-- He is, yes.

Do you defer at all to his views? ﬁo you respect his
opinion?-- Certairly. '

You are the mine manager, but had you any qualms or
worries about Mr. Marshall leading a team underground?--
No, not at all.

- Mr. Marshall led the team in, and what did you do?--
I was going with them, of course, naturally, but just as the
rake was leaving I had a telephone call with the managing
director. '

That is Mr. R. McQueen?-- That's right. Mr. Marshall said

they would go without me. I followed them down.
That was Mr. J. McQueen?-- Yes.

Did you, in due course, then go down yourself?-- I did,
yes. -

What time d4id you go down on this second occasion?--
Well, from my memory, to the best of my belief, we were
ready to leave the surface at approximately 7.30.

Did you speak to Mr. Hardie before you went down?-- I
did, yes. : ‘

What was the nature of that conversation? We have heard
evidence from Mr. Hardie. Is that, in substance, what you
recollect the conversation to be?-- Yes, I recorded a small
fire underground. I told him we had men working on it.

Did you mention the word "unimportant"?-- Never at any
time, no. '

Did you give him to understand that you thought you could
handle it properly?-- Yes. ,

You went down. At about what time did you arrive near
the fire on your second trip?-- I would have been to the fire
before 20 minutes to 8 - quarter to 8.
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Were there any changes when you got there?-- Yes. .

what were they?-- I was surprised when I got to the
fire - I immediately left the rest of the men and headed
straight to the fire. I walked straight up to the fire and
when I arrived there Lloyd Jones was putting water on the
fire. '

You say a hose had been run out?-- He was only hosing
the fire, but the fire had broken out again closer to the
corner of the pillar. In my opinion, the situation was not
out of hand. I was not unduly alarmed. There was not a fire;
it was Just a glow; the coal was glowing. I felt the
situation could worsen.

What did you decide to do at this stage?-- I stayed
there approximately 10 minutes with Lloyd and discussed it
with him. I was afraid the fire would probably come under
the influence of the ventilating current. It wasn't at
this time, but I thought that it would. I discussed this
with Lloyd. Immediately after - about 10 minutes or so -
I came back from the fire through the trapdoor at & South
Belt Road, back into the return and up to the hydrant. I
think Mr. Marshall was attending to one of the hydrants.

20

Mr. Marshajl had been supervising this operation at
this stage, had he?-- I think Mr. Rasmussen was supervising
the actual work at the fire and Mr. Marshall running an
additional water line.

An additional water line was being run?-- That is right. %

What did you do then? You had a discussion with Mr.
Marshall?-- Yes, I did that.

And did you and he take a decision regarding the mine's
rescue brigade?-- Yes.

What was that decision?-~- The decision was made that
we would try to have a foam plug assembled on the level in 40
the quickest possible time,

That was the only place that had a foam plug and they
were the only people trained to use it?-- They were the
only people I knew who had a foam generator.

The members of that brigade?-- That is right,

Did Mr. Marshall decide to remain down there?-- Yes, he
did. : 50

You decided to go up?-- Mr. Marshall suggested I go up
and alert the rescue team.

Before leaving did you give Mr. Abraham any instructions?--
I did, yes.

What were they?-- I went and found him and I told him
to keep a constant patrol on stoppings between intake and
return. : 60

You went to the surfacej; is that so?-- I did, yes.

What time did you arrive at the surface?-- Some time i
after 8 o'clocke. |
|
|

Did you contact the Mines Rescue Brigade?-- I did, yes.

About what time did you get on to them?-- 8.15, !

I _would say, approximately - _could be a little bit later, o
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. arrive at the mine £fice?-~- Yes, a very short time, as a

Did you speak to Mr. Hardie at this stage again?--~
Noo

After a time didéd Mr. Merv. Jensen and Mr. John Roach

matter of fact.

And while you were waiting for them did you do anything
about a plan?-- Yes, I did.

What did you do?-- I prepared two tracings.
Were you again called to the telephone?-- I was, yes.

And did you have a conversation with Mr. R. MéQueen,‘
the director of the mine-owner company?-- That is right.

Either while you were talking on the phone or shortly
afterwards, did you receive a message from anybody regarding
the fan?-- I did, yes.

What was that and from whom did you receive it?-- I
was still speaking on the phone and Mr. Roach came to the
office door and said that Tom Marshall wanted the fan wound
back but not stopped.

And what did you think about that, about that situation,
about carrying out that suggestion or request’-- I gave it
some thought but I carried out the request.

Why did you give it some thought?-- I would have preferre
to have had direct contact with underground while the fan
was being wound back.

Did you respect Mr. Marshall's request - if it did come
from Mr. Marshall?-- Yes, certainly.

Is this the position: that a quantity of air had to be
passing into the mine because there wexe men there; is that
so?-- This is right, yes.

And was it reasonable or relevant to have a quantity
of air passing over the fire?-- Yes.

Why?-- You must maintain positive ventilation. This
is the way I considered it, anyway,

To take away gas?-- Yes. It is important to maintain
positive ventllatlon over the fire.

These are reasons for having a supply of air fed into
the mine; but is there any reason to reduce the supply
of a1r7-- If there is adequate air going over the fire, in my
opinion it can be reduced, yes.

10

t9
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40

Why would you want it reduced?-- It must have been the
opinion of the organisation underground and also to try to
prevent the spread by fanning of the air.

The fanning of the fire by air?-- Yes, certainly,

It seemed to you that this was a compromise?-- That is
correct,

Of having too much or too little; is that so?-- That
is right. .

Did you in fact reduce the fan?-- I did, yes.

You wound it back?-- Yes, I did.
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i
To what extent did you wind it back?-- I set the fan |
back at 200 amps, approximately 3 inches of water gauge. ’

And how many cubic feet of air per minute does that
produce?-- That would have reduced the total quantity to
approximately 200,000,

Then gﬁ gggﬁggéephone anybody?--~ I did, yes. I travelled
back to 43770 rground haulage - that was the nearest

phone to the fire - and asked for Mr. Marshall, and I was told
that he had left the area, that he wanted the fan wound back. | '°

Had you already done it?-- I had already done it, yes.

Then d4id Mr. Hardie arrive?-- No, Mr. Hardie had
arrived previous to this - before I left the office in the
first placee.

Then d4id you speak to him for the first time?-- I came
back to Bport to Mr. Hardie immediately what had taken place.

Mr. Hardie has already given evidence regarding events
which occurred after that time?-- That is so.

I am not asking you with respect to Mr. Hardie's opinions,
but you heard Mr. Hardie's evidence; is that so?-- I did,
yese.

And you heard his account of the events which occurred
subsequently?-- That is right, yes.

w
(@)

Do you depart in any way so far as observations of what
was taking place are concerned?-- I can't recall anything, no.

In any event, you are here to be cross-examined if anybody
wants to take issue on those matters?-- Yes, I understand.

By the way, when you went down for the first time, had
you inspected any of the stoppings?-- In what area -
anywhere in the mine? 40

No, in the vicinity of the fire?-- Yes.

In what area were they?-- I inspected No. 1 first
on the No. 2 South Road.

Were any of them deficient in any respect?-- Not in
my opinion, no. ‘

Was there any double door that attracted your attention?-- .,
Yes, the double doors at phone 35,

What attracted your attention to that door?-- It was myA
belief that that outside door would not have been open——-——-

No, I am asking you when you went down on the first
pccasion did you do anything at that double door?-- Yes, ;

I went through it. :
And what did you do when you went through it?-- I ;50
inspected the return going through, came out again and closed it.
When you were down ith Mr. Hardie did you see anybody E
playing water around a door in the vicinity of the fire?--
fot at all, no.

=l et

You d4id not see that?-- No.

|
i
|
There has been reference by Mr. Abraham this morning - :

P
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%trapdoor there?-- No.

;yes.

i
i

No.

1

w1th him; did you go to the office?-- That is right, yes.

;offlce7-- That is-right.

?-- That is right.

‘manager.

you would have heard that he said that water was being played
around the trapdoor in the passage immediately beside the
dead end where the fire was?-- Yes.

In fact, to the best of your recollection, is there a

Where is the trapdoor?-- 1In the cut-through above.
The cut-through above - that is up dip?-- That is right, c

You did not see any men playing water on that door?--

Wherever it is located?-- That is right, at any time.

Mr. Hardie has told us of that first trlp when you went
2¢
And was there a consultation at the mine manager's

Mr. Hardie was there, Mr. Marshall, yourself, Merv. Jensen----

Who is he?-- Assistant Superintendent of the Mines Rescue.
Lennie Rogers?-- Yes. 20

What position did that man hold?-- Team captain, mines

0
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Was Mr. Brian Rasmussen there?-- Yes.

Pat Farrell?-- Yes.

All of these people were present at the deliberations?--
That's right.

A decision was taken to go down again to try to investigate
the source of the smoke that was coming into the intake air?--

That's correct. o

Did Mr. Marshall lead that team down?-- Yes, he did.

Accompanied by mines rescue brigade people?--~ That's:

You did not go down on this occasion?--~ Noj; I stayed
working on the plan.

Did those men return?-- They did, yes. .

There was a further discussion?-- That's right.

We have heard from Mr. Hardie how further trips were
made. Did anybody dissent from the various decisions which

were taken and implemented?-- No. They were unanimous
decisions.

- Did anybody express any reluctance at any time to go down?--
Not to my knowledge, no. 36

Had somebody done so, what would yourattitude have been?--

I most certainly wouldn't have allowed them to go underground. |
They would not have been asked to go underground if they didn't
want to go. '
|

I am not going to deal in detail with a lot of events
which have been canvassed. How many trips down did you make
that vening before the explosion?-- Four trips.

N
(]

What time did you get to the surface on the last trip?
Can you give us an approximatfon?-- I can't, really, no, I'm
sorry. 1 Just can't.

These unfortunate parties who went down - was it your
intention and plan to follow them down?-- Yes, it was.

In the normal course of events, how soon after them would
you have been down?-- I was filling sandbags at the surface,
and my intention was to go down when the rake was available to, s,
take supplies to these men.

|
These filled sandbags - how imminent was the completion of
that work?-- There were quite a few bags ready to go. !
|
|

Would it have been finished in half an hour or ten
minutes?-- If the rake would have come back and available to
travel underground, we would have taken sandbags underground we
had filled immediately.

160

Did you yourself have any reservations about going down

again?-- No, none whatsoever. |
!

Passing over some of the events for the time being, afteri
the explosion a decision ws taken to close down the mine

completely - is that so - next day?-- Yes, that's right. |
|

i

How long did that work take?-- About 6 p.m. on the
Monday evening.
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Until about 6 p.m. on Monday evening? You heard evidenc%

| from Mr. Hardie yesterday that had a different method of

sealing off these areas been adopted - that is, a method of
sealing off at the pit heads -~ had that been adopted, would
there have been more or fewer men in the path of the exp1081om
It is my belief there would have been a lot more.

ey
I
|

Would that work have been completed more quickly or more
slowly than the work which the men had gone down to do?-- It
would have taken longer to seal on the surface than underground,,

Did you understand the steps that you were $aking to be
conventional steps and usually effective steps in this sort of
situation?-- I did, yes, at the time.

Do you feel yourself competent to express an opinion as to
whether this was a coal dust explosion or a distilled gas
explosion, or a combination of both?--~ Possibly coal dust coul¢
have played a part, but to what extent I wouldn't be technicall

qualified to say. 20

Lyl ot

Before the eiplosion, and for a pefiod of some months
before it, what was your practice about going underground?--
I travelled underground every day, six days a week.

What was your practice regarding waste workings?-- I
examined waste workings practically every day - portions of
waste workings practically every day.

We have heard some evidence from Mr. Abraham about work 30
that was undertaken on the Friday evening and Saturday morning
before the explosion. Were you aware that that work was going
to be done?-- Yes, I was, as a matter of fact, yes. :

Did you have confidence in Mr. Abraham and Mr. Drysdale to
effect this work properly?-- Yes, I did. Very competent men.

On any of the occasions when you were down in the mine
that evening, and indeed at any time during that evening, when
you were receiving reports from people from time to time, did | «o
you think that an explosion could occur?-- No, I didmn't.

Why did you not think that?-- Well, there was no evidence
to support it - this line of thought.

Would you have let men go down }f you thought there was
going to be an explosion?-- Never.

Would you have gone down Yyourself had you thought there
was going to be an explosion?-- Certainly not.

Would you have made a plan to follow very shortly after
the men who were down there to go down yourself had you thought
there was going to be an explosion?-- I would have called the
men out of the mine.

There have been some questions about stone dusting in the
No.5 return. What was that return like so far as the
deposition of coal dust was concerned?-- In the area of the !
fire? L 60

Yes?=- I would say there would be no new deposition of
dust in the area of the fire for many years. It was too far
away from the working faces.

There have been questions by Mr. Murphy from the panel
suggesting that or asking whether in fact the return air
ventilation system would have brought coal dust from the worklng
faces and deposited in this return?-- Yes, that's right.

170
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What do you say about that?-- I agree with Mr. Murphy
that the majority of the dust would have been deposited in the
return, but not back as far from the working district as this
particular location.

Why would that be?-- It is too mmote. I think it is about

you can work it off the plan. To the nearest working
continuous miner is a distance of about 1800 yards -~ over a
mile away. I can't see dust being carried back that far.

What was the position with respect to moisture, first
of all, near working faces?-- Box Flat was an exceptionally
wet mine throughout. The air of the return was saturated.
Any single roadway in the return was naturally damp. Any dust
would have oxidiged in the old areas, and, what is more, it

was caked.

.~ Was this return airway accessible for the stone dusting
machine?-- No. I would say no.

Did any union official or any mines imspector or anybody
at all ever complain to you regarding the matter of stone
dusting or the presence of coal dust in the return airway?--
Never.

Did any union officials have a practice of coming to you
if they had complaints about a matter?-- Certainly, yes.

Did you have any practice in relation to any requests or

suggestions by Mr. Hardie? How would you receive any suggestion,

that Mr. Hardie would make?-- I was in constant contact with
Mr. Hardie from time to time. At least once a week we have
discussions. :

How often 4id Mr. Hardie visit the mine?-- At least once
a week.

Had there been previous heating at Box Flat within the
four years before the fire?-- Yes, there had.

Where d4id that occur?-- In the top level of No.2 South
Section.

About how far from this fire would that be? Just make us
an estimate?-- I would say approximately 7% to 8 chains
away.

Did that have any features in common with the fire which |
you saw when you first observed it?-- I would say no associatic
whatsoever. |

But did it have any features in common? Did it seem
similar in appearance?-- A similar set of circumstances, yes.

on
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Ex.1

end and it was necessary - I suppose 150 feet back from the
actual heating the whole roadway was full of smoke again.
We had to ventilate the road track again - ventilate and
shovel the coal out piece-meal. It wasn't a fire actually.
It was a heating.

I
How did you deal with that?-- The heating was in a dead-|

|

|

to turn them over and put air there, and in the meantime we
took a water hose with us as we.ventilated and cleared the
smoke and carried the water forward, and when we reached the
heating we shovelled the coal out piece-meal - it was only
a small job. - and wet it with the hose.

|

|
Were the coals glowing red?-- No, not until we started ;

|

T

|

!

Did you deal with it satisfactorily?-- Yes, certainiy.
Did you report it to Mr. Hardie?-- Yes. '
And did Mr. Hardie come down?-- He did, yes.

Did you record that fire in the mlne records book7?-- Yes, 20
I would have, in the record book.

Can we locate———— ?2== 1969 some time. Yes, there it is
(indicating).

MR. CALLINAN: I tender this.
(Admitted and marked "Exhibit 14".)

w
(@]

BY MR. CALLINAN: Did you have to handle this fire in
a similar way to the one which you handled in August 19697--
Yes, I would say so, yes.

How was your Board of Directors so far as safety measures
were concerned? Did they adopt aniggardly attitude or approach?——
No. They gave us the full equipment - all material and
equipment as required.

Were you ever rejected when you asked them for something,
to improve the safety of the mine?-- No. I would say never. j40

Are you aware that some samples of material were taken,
presumably material deposited about the pit head after the
explosion - various pit heads?-- Yes, I know these samples
were taken, yes.

How many were taken, do you know? Perhaps if you Jjust
designate the areas?-- Yes, There was a sample taken from
the auxiliary fan; there was one taken from the No. 7 coal 56
transport; and there was one taken from No. 5 conveyor tunnel,

s
And these were subjected to analysis?-- That is right.

The third one you mentioned?-- The No. 5 conveyor tunnel,
On that evening in question, how did you regard yourself
so far as directions or requirements by Mr. Hardie were
concerned?-~ Under the circumstances I thought that any
decisions management would have made, Mr. Hardie could have
countermanded them. He was an inspector of mines.

i
i
i
r
'
1
i
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And would you have regarded yourself as subject to and

bound to obey any directions by him?-~ I would have. It didn't
come to this, but I would have, yes. ;
I

Did you know any of these unfortunate men who perlshed7-F

Yes, I knew most of them. ;

_;~
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Had you known any of them for many years?-- Yes.
Were any of them friends of yours?-- Yes.

Called you by your Christian name?-- Yes.

And you did the same with them?-- Yes.

I will ask it « somebody else will: would you have
let your friends go down there-——--- ?--= No.

eeessif you thought there was any danger?-- No.

What was the staff at the mine? What numbers were
employed before the explosion?-- 230 men.

And how many are there now?-- Approximately 80.

What was the water supply situation and the fire hose
situation like underground?-- I would say first-—class.

Did you attend to its maintenance yourself and keep
observation over it?-- Yes. During my general routine
inspections I made sure fire equipment was kept up to date,
yes. :

By the way, there is one other matter: the fan at this
mine, it was usually run 24 hours a day, 7 days a week?-- That
is right.

And had this anything to do with comfort and working
conditions?~-- Try and maintain environmental conditions
underground, yes.

Were there two previous occasions upon which the fan had
been turned off prior to this explosion for similar periods?-r
That is right.

Can you tell us those occasions?=- I think the most
previous. occasion would have been a fortnight before the

accident. Previous to this it would have been possibly months?*

six weeks - something like that. I couldn't quote the
exact date. There were other times too.

We have heard some evidence about samples of road dust
that were taken before the explosion. Do you know where those
samples were taken?-- 1 do, yes.

“here were they taken?-- Some samples were taken in
the No. 7 - north section of No. 7. Those samples were taken
in areas that hadn't been stone dusted more or less as an |
exercise for the students. Some samples were taken in No. 5

tunnel.

Did you understand this to be a training exercise?--
That is what I was told at the time, yes.

[

Do you know how many qualified people there were there
when the samples were taken?-- No, I don't.

I think you were going to tell us the dates the fan was |
off on previous occasions?-- I can't do that.

Were they in fact turned off twice within a couple of |
months of the explosion?-- Yes. I would say, yes. ‘

|
For what periods were they turned off?-- I would say i
a similar period of time to this; possibly a little shorter.
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That is, 9, 10, 11 hours?-- Yes, something like that.

Were they turned off because you wanted them turned off
on the previous occasions?-- I have no personal contact with
the S.E.A. whatsoever,

The S.E.A. turned off the power?-- I have no knowledge
why the fan was being turned off, apart from being notified
that the power would be off on a particular day.

Does that apply to the three oc0881ons?-- Up until the
time of the accident, yes.

Was any heating observed after the fan had been off on
these two previous occasions?-- I didn't receive any such
report.

And were any abnormal conditions noticed after these two
previous occasions?-~ I would say, noe.

A letter was tendered earlier in this Inquiry from Mr.

Bailey, who I understand is deputy, or deputising -~ filling in

for Mr. Hardie whilst this Inquiry is on. You have seen that
letter?-~ I have read that letter, yes.

20

It sets out that compliance with stone dusting regulations

and testing will be enforced?-- Yes.

Had you received any intimation of a similar request or
requisition at any time prior to the receipt of that letter?-
No.

THE WARDEN: It is a question now as to the order.

MR. GIVEN: Perhaps it would be most convenient if I
asked a few questions I wish to add, sort of in examination-
in-chief, and then the gentlemen could cross-examine?

THE WARDEN: Yes., It is Jjust that I am not too sure

how it should go in the circumstances; but if you would like
to go now, well and good.

EXAMINATION-IN-CHIEF:

BY MR. GIVEN: On the subject of stone dusting, stone
dusting procedures had been carried out at the mine prior to
the explosion?--~ Yes, regularly. _

"Regularly", you said?-- Yes. =

Was there any schedule laid down or standard laid down
Whereby you would be able to judge whether you had done enough
in a particular place - or Jjust what was the set-up?-- The

programme was laid down by the day-shift under-managers largelye.
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the Saturday shift, normally in the workihg districts close to

That is a good chance to test the atmosphere behind the stopping

‘Be carried out for gas behind the otopolnnof—- "Yes, I think

The normal procedure is that we stone dusted of a week-end on

the working places. Back dusting was carried out not as
regularly asstone dusting in the working districts, but back
dusting was carried out to a set programme on trunk routes
and travelling routes throughout the mine, and these routes
had been stone dusted.

Is there any standard testing laid dovn in writing by
which one can determine the adeouacy of stone dusting?-- No,
I can prouc~e no such records.

I an thlnkan in terms before the event. Vere any
requirements one01f1cally laid down as to how nmuch stone
dusting was to be done and whether it could be tested to see
whether it was adequate?-- No.

Do you know of any way iﬁ which tests can be carried out
to determine the adequacy of stone dusting in the passages?--
I am aware of the normal procedure by‘roadvay sampling.

Was any roadway sampling carried out by the mine within
recent years?-- No.

Another matter that was raised by another witness
concerns the sampling of gases in the minel areas. Were any
procedures carried out as a routine with regularity to test
for gases?-- Yes. At any time when any work was to be
carried out on a stopping the set procedure was the Draeger
tube test taken for CO, mainly, and the replacement of- bricks,
and any such malntenance.

That is when work was to be carried out?-- Prior to the
men working on the stopping. :

I do not ¥nmow whether it is desirable or necessary or
not, but apart from the occasions when maintenace work was
requlrcd were tests ever carried out for gas behind stoppings?-
Air analysis. .

Any sort?-- We have taken air analysis from time to time,
yes. - & '

Why would that come about?-~ We had a section once,
uspect. It proved to be all right. But we took an air
analysis before it was completely sealed. .

Where you suspect something is wrong or when you do not
§uspect anything wrong, 1s there any regular procedure for
checking for gas in case anything is wrong?- I think that is
B good line of practice.

What is the system of checking when you have no reason to
suspect that anything is wrong?-- We have been relying on the
Draeger tube tests. :

That is when it seems that some maintenance work is

pecessary?-- No, just when there is the opportunity, if
bricks at a stopping have to be replaced, for example, and

Unless there is apparently some damage to a stopping do
you see any merit in the. suggestion that regular tests should
1t would be a good ideas,

Is that sort of thing done?-~ No.

As I understand it, a sample which was taken out of the
nine durine the Drecealnm week before ths explosion vwas part of
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a general exercise by the Mines Department?-- That is right.

Not only in relation to Box Flat but generally in
relation to mines in Queensland?-- That is nght.

That was not carried out at your request?-- No.

Apart from this particular cccasion have you any knowledg

" any tests for gas in the roadwsys? Have you any knowledge
of tests of the air for gas in the air being carried out by
the Mines Depertment in Box Flat?-- Return, and so on?

Any tests at 211?-- Yes. During the inspections of the
mine inspector we took return air readings. That is a regulax

procedure.

How frequently would that be?-- We tcok our own as well
as this..

I appreciate that. I am thinking of the IMines
Department. How often would they come in independently and
check?-- That is hard to say. Lvery time Mr. Hardie entered

the mine a mine inspection was carried out, a gas examinations

Jith the safety lamp?-- No, with the detector.

Do you knecw of any occasion when samplces were taken away
for laboratory testing and chemical analysis, testing either
for gases or dust or other undesirable material?-- I cannot
recall any gas tests being taken away apart from during the
dusting programnme. :

In the preceding week?-- Yes, some tests were taken.

But apart from that?-- No, I'cannot recall the Mines
Department taking any samples awaye.

Either for testing for gas oOT dust or anything at all?--
No. '

T take it you saw this yourself, but the suggestion is
that in the vicinity of where this fire broke out there was a
deal of loose coal on the floor?-- Are you talking about
the rib fall or coal that has been referred to as a fall?

We have some evidence which indicates that in the
vicinity of where this fipe took place there was loose coal
on the floor?-- Yes, there was loose ccal on the floor.

As a layman all I was trying to indicate was that there
was coal on the floor?-- Yes, certainly.

First of all, is.that commonplace Or extraordinary?--

I would like to qualify this about the coal and 1t could taks
a few moments. This dip in particular which you refer to as
the return was driven many years ago. It was terminated
right at the spot where two level leads to 2 south. There
was stuff that deposited on that wall. I do not know how
long the dip stood there blind; it could have been 15 years
ago. In 1960 the continuous miner weas introduced to Box
Flat . The first location for this work was to develop Vo.d
south section. This was started from the bottom side. The
header was driven up on the floor and it was only holed
through. This dip on top had coal dropped out of this dip
from the level below the bottom, vercast 18 fect high. It
was 18 feet in the Bluff seam. Thic d4ip had been driven dowi
on the 18 feet route. When the continuous miner cut throuzh
a canch was cut three or four feet nigh. I suggest it was
jeft there to contain mud and water that was in the sump On
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cut out just a cliff of coal between the old dip and the new
connecticn and this was this canch.- Loose coal would have
stood there for 12 years. You walk down the dip, over the
canch, and down the other side.

BY IMR. MONGER: What rib are you talking about?-- The
10-foot rib. -

- BY MR. GIVEN: May it be that there was loose coal en top
of +he canch?-- There ‘was loose cogl; ther= is no doubt about
that.

An important matter for this Inguiry is whether it is a
good thing or a bad thing. Is it harmful?-- 1 suggest 1t
was left there to perform a particular duty at the tinme,
probably to hold back a little bit of mud, slurry and water
to keep it clear from the workings, and that sort of thing
in some workings on different horizons when these took place.

Do you say that is a source of danger?-- No, never at an
time. '

There is one final matter. I do not think we have any
direct evidence of this at the moment, but we know that three
of the gentlemen who died on this night were lessrs. Williems,
Cobbin and Drysdale?-- Yes.

o
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As I understand it, those gentlemen were, just prior to
the explosion, working some little distance, may be 30 feet
or thereabouts, down from the entrance to No. 5 conveyor
tunnel?~-- That's right.

We have not any direct evidence so far,I think, as to
wLy those men were therej what they were doing there. Can
youhelp us?-- Yez, they were breaking up rails, actually.
There were s few nairs of rails, and they were undoing the
rails to make way for & stopping to be erected.

In fact, a stopping was going to go in there?-- Yes.

And that is what the men were engaged on, and do you
know that of your own personal knowledge?-- Yes, I was there
talking to them. I just walked away from there a few minutes
previous.

Theée tests which were taken by the Mines Department during

the week, or the samples taken during the week preceding this
mishap, you gave some evidence as to your belief as to where
the samples were taken from?-- Yes.

According to my instructions at the moment, there were
quite a number of samples. "VWere you physicallymresent when
any of the samples were taken?~- No, I was not. I was there
when the samples were collected. As a matter of fact, I
helped them prepare them, but they had been taken when I met
up With the sampleso '

Ly

Youhelped them prepare them. Where was this, above——m=7—=

No, underground.

It may be of importance in the result to find out
precisely from where this sample was taken?-- No, I cannot
help. :

. THE WARDEN: Do you wish to defer your cross-—examination,
Mr. Derrington, until after other counsel have examined?

: MR. DERRINGTON: You could say that it has been of some
disadvantage previously in having everybody else going after
me.,
THE WARDEN: I thought that with this particular witness
you may like to go last. '

MR. DERRINGTON: It is certainly going to mess up the
arrangements at the Bar table. I am prepared to go ahead
to avoid confusion.

THE WARDEN: The arrangements are subject to change at
any time. if there is any particular reason why you should
|eross-examine after or before another counsel, I am only too
happy to allow you to do so.

MR. DERRINGTON: This question was raised initially
when you decided that I should go first.

THE WARDIEN: This is a case where lMr. Cailinan wanted to
call and examine this witness. I am giving you the
opportunity ¢f changing the order with this witness.

MR. DERRINGTON: I do not feel that I am in a position
to make any further submissions beyond what I did originallye.

THE WARDEN: Well, you can g0 noOwe
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CROSS~EXAMINATION :

BY MR. DERRINGTON: You know thdat it is not being
necessarily suggested that you let men go down knowing that
there would be an explosion?-- Yes.

And that the question that is being raised is whether you
gave enough attention to the danger of an explosion?-- Yes.

You realise that this is ancther issue, do you not?--
Oh, certainly, yes.

So that when you were asked would you have let these
people go dawm had you known there would be an explosioxn,
there is still another question, is there not, whether you
paid enough attention to the dangers?-- Yes.

You appreciate the point?-- .Yes, certainly.
Would you tell us what you know about the dangers that

occurs? Would you tell us 41 you know about the dangers?--
I am fully aware of the potential danger of recirculation.

Would you mind telling us what you know——e=w-- ?== 1In
recirculation you have the types of combustion coming cff a
fire, By some reason or other, they are passed through to
the intake area and recirculated again across that same fire,
with an igniting source. If dilution is not adequate, this
mixture will mix with air and can become explosive.

And do you not think that there is a high degree of
probability that that is what in fact occurred on this
evening for the initial explosion?-~ No, I don't,

What do you see as being a greater probability than that,
that caused the initial explosion?-- Well, keeping in view

all the reports that we received from the rescue captains there
from underground that there was a reversal of air down the

new process drive, smoke travelling down the "42" drive,

smoke backing up the No. 5 tunnel, it is my opinion that there
has been some interruption of the ventilating circulation
underground in No. 5 tunnel which could have involved generated
gases, '

But the ventilating system had already been disrupted
when the recirculation began, had it not?-- Up to a pointe.
Mo, it had not been disrupted. We had leakage air from return
to. intake - between return and intake.

_ You mesn it was leaking from the return into the intake?--
Phat's right, yes.

That is recirculation, is it not?-- Yes, certainly , up
to a point.

That is what was taking place when everybody evacuated the
nine?-- Yes, but what degree of recirculaticn? In my opinion,
it was leakage air. We did not, in my opinion, have a full
volume exhausting from return to intake.

But you have heard evidence that there were clouds of smoke
even on the first occasion of recirculation?-=- Yes, I was
there, I viewed this mine, but only up in the area above the
"g5"haulageway. The movement is not briske It is quite slow,
'here are a lct of 0ld roadways, & 1ot of dead ends. I believe
here was a concentration of smoke in that area, and I must
gree it was quite dense back at "35", and below "35" the las?t
"ime that I was there the smoke was ebout 3ft. &€ from the roof,
d there was still a fair bit of visibility, and nobody could

arise where there is a fierce fire underground and recirculation,,
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say that the whole roadway was full of smokeo. I base this
opinion on that outside trapdoor.

Which outside trapdoor?-- Of the double doors. I
can't see any way that that door could have opened.

You know that men tried to go up to that trapdoor to
close it subsequently?-- Men tried to go to the trapdoor
to investigate the source of the smokec,

And that was osn the next trip down, was it not?-- Yas.

ind they could not reach there because of the dense cloud
of smoke, nstwithstanding their bleathlng apparatus?-~
I was with them.

That is the situation, is it not?-- They were relvctant
to go into the smoke, yes.

Because of the density c¢f it?--~ Yes ,certaihly, yE€S,

You see there was: obviously severe recirculation at
that stage, was there not?-- No, I am not going to say severe
recirculation. I could not agree with that.

To what extent, in your experience, &re you able to
permit of recirculation before you consider that there is
some potential danger?--~ Well, this is a hard question to
answer. 4

In that case, as it is a hard question to answer,
when there was some recirculation why did you not then
recognise the danger?--= Welleew—-

Before you answer that, can I point out that from your
answer I take it that you do not know what amount of
recirculation is necessary? Is that it?~-~ 1 know that the
amount of recirculation necessary to cause an explosion

is when a certain mixture, an explosive mixture mixed with
air will explodey basically that,

May I take it that you say you do not know the extent
of recirculation?-- The amount of smoke travel? :

Yes?=- Ko, because I could not measure the quantity
of air fliowipg in the splits.

In the circumstances, you did not know whether a dangercus
miyxture of gas and air was building up even in the initial
stages?-~ I did not know, but in my opinion I did not think
it would bes

You did not know, but you had an opinion about it?=--
Certainly I nhad an opinion about it.

T knew it would be 100,000 cubic feet per minute travelling
down. the two trunk airways.

MR. MONGER: You can quite easily have an opinion on
something like this without having further knowledge.

MR. DERRINGTON: I beg to disagree, with respect.

BY MR. DERRINGTON: If you had no knowledge of the deansity
of smoke that night be necessary to indicate a build-up,

how could you form an opinion? I mean, if it were a mere wisp,
one might understand thate—e—-

MR. CALLINAN: I object. VUe are getting further and
further away from questions. We are getting statemenbs.

Without any knowledge, how could you have such an opinicn?i
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My learned friend should, with respect, sinply ask questions.
The preface to. each question is getting longer and longer.
I object to that form of questioning.

MR. DERRINGTON: And the interruptions are gtiing more
numerous. I would take cause with the number of
interruptions I have been getting in my cross—examinatione

MR. CALTINAY: This is certainly the first objection T
have had cause to make. I am being very patient about this

ME'cTeT o
MR. DERRINGTON: I appreciate my friend‘'s patience.
THE WARDEN: Just put the question.

~ BY MR. DERRINGTON: . I want to make it clear so thatl we can
get to the nub of the point, and that is why 1 am explaining
my question, so that we do not have a lot of dressage?——
Certainly. oy

You understand that?-- Yes.

You appreciate that if there are wisps of smoke you would
say that one does not worry about that much, but when you have
jensze clouds of smoke how could you say, without knowledge,
that you could form an opinion in relation to that?-- We had
full knowledge of the amount of air flowing in the fan and the
hain airway, and this has a big bearing on the amount of
roncentration of gas. In my opinion, the air was travelling to
the bottom of the dip, splitting north and south, and dilution
rould have been adequate at this stage.

"y

< 4 0O =t

But how can you say it would have been adeguate when you

guld.be necescsary to constitute that - perhaps I can short-
ircult this whole question. Do you concede that it is a real
ossibility that there was an initial gas explosion here?-- 1
hink there was, yes.

i O S et

0ld me that you do not know how much in the way of recirculaticp

20

30

40

50

60

4/23 1/9 & 2% 223 A.E. Lawri

Gavt. Printer, Brisbane{




Do you concede that that must have been caused by |
recirculation?mm No. ’

If there were a gas explosicn?-- No, I do not.

How do you say that it might have been caused otherwiss?e-

I hae already explained my opinion, I think.

Pardon my density; it might be as dense as the smokes
I just did not understand what you were driving at, other
than the possibility of recirculation, you see?-- I will try
to explain it again.

Yes?-- The reports we received from underground at the

1ast moment were that air was travelling in the opposite -

direction to which it should have been travelling. Smoke
began to travel down 42 drive, also down 41 drive, crossed
Megsure's Drift, back into No.?7. Also smoke backed up in the
No.5 tunnel to the surface. Now, if the ventilating currentis
“were travelling in the right direction, I can't account for
this, but there must have been some interference in the
ventilating system underground.

What does that suggest to you?-- Possibly a fall in the
roadway. .

Such a possibility then was a very real possibility in
view of the severity of the fire?-- I don't think the fall
would have been near the fire, personally.

Irrespective of whether it would have been near the firey
such a possibility existed?-- Yes. .I must say "yes" to that
question.

And, of course, that being the case, the whole ventilation

system could be destroyed, could it not?-- It is possible but
not in all circumstances. Very seldom would you have a fall
which would block the'airwayo I have never seen it happen.

It could partially block an airway sufficiently for a
fire such as this to disrupt the recirculation; is that not

s0?7~=~ YeS.

Quite apart from that it may be that besides the fire
there could be burning timbers and you could have a severe
fall and falling timbers on the fire?-- I doubt this very
much,

Why?-- Because the roof 200 yards above the fire was
in an 18 foot parting. I think any person who has ever
woTked in Rox Flat will indicate the quality of the roof on
this particular parting. It has never fallen. It wouldn't
fall excepi for exceptional circumstances.

What about under circumstances of a severe fire?—--
Undoubtedly. It will stay up without timber.

What was it timbered for, do you know?-- It was
necessary uc timber 1t when the men were working in 1t, yes.

This is an opinion on your part te avoid the prospect
that there was a fall in the vicinity of the fire; is that
right?-- No, this is my honest belief. I am trying to tell
the truth and give you an accurate opinion of what I think.

In any case, whichever way the fall occurred, you
concede that the possibility of a 7all was a very real
possibility in those circumstances?-- I didn't consider it

beforehand.
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How can you possibly say that this was due to a fall if
the possibility of a fall blocking the airway, completely or
sufficiently, is very remote and vet the prospects of a
build-up of gas is so high? How can you place the former abov
. the latter?-- I wouldn't say the chances of a fall were so0
remote. I didn't say that.

If they were not so remote, you should have realised it;
is that the situation?-- We didn't consider it.

You dia nct consider it7-- No.

ind on the other hand I nggest to you that the prospects

of an explosion from gas, in view of the kmon -circulation, was
a higher probability?-- Circulation?

Or recirculation?-~ No, I wouldn't say a higher probabilit

I would say a possibility,

How can vou calculate that if you do not know the quantit
of recirculatlion that would be necessary? You cannot, can you
I know the amount of air.

You know the amount of air?-- I am confident of the
amount of air flowing in these trunk roadways. This is a very
important part of this whole questione.

I suggest to you that when any recirculation of any
noticesble degree commences to occur, it is of primary
importance to remove all men from the mine at once?-- Is that

your opinion?

I am suggesting that to you as & matter of the fundamenta
recognition of safety practice?~— No. This wasn't the whole
idea of the campaign. We were trying to do something about

this recirculation.

I know you were trying to do something about recirculatio
to save the mine, were you not?--— Yes.

What I am asking you now is - have you answered that last
question?-- Yes. ;

I am asking you about your approach ﬁo the question"of the

danger to themen involved from the recirculation, you see€.

I want to know to what extent you agree with the proposition
that as soon & significant recirculation occurs, men should be
removed - got out?-- If recirculation is becoming a dangerous
situation as considered by mine officials, inspectors and
people in authority, yes.

And when do you say recirculation becomes dangerous?--
In certain circumstances where you have not adequate air for
dilution. -

Ts that the only circumstance?-- Ho, circumstances where
the percentage or where the mixture from inflammable gas and
air can become explosive. I would say, yes, that it is tine;
the men would have to be withdrawn.

And you do not know whether the quantity of smoke on this
occasion would lead to that percentage?-- No, we did not know
the quantity of gases in the smoke either.

. So you did not take any steps to seek anybody else's
opinion, did you?-- We did not discuss this at any of our
cenferences. :

You did not?-- No. I will be honest about that.
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also to the danger of coal dust being thrown up; is that not
so?-- Yes, ‘certainly.

And you would expect the gas explosion to be in the
vicinity of the fire if a gas explosion is to take place; is
that not so?7-- Yes.

And if there is a fierce fire burning, the tendency, of

course, is +o dry oul any coal dust which may be in the general

vicinity; is thsot not so?-- Yes, 1 would agree that ds 0.
And particularly further up the return?-- Yes.
So that the coal dust is put into a dry state and it is
easily thrown up into the air and it ig easily ignitable; 1s
that right?-- That is a possibility, Yes.

Not only is it a possibility but it is an obvious
consequence, is it not?-- o, I wouldn't say that, no.

That is if there is coal dust about?-- If there is coal
dust about.

That is an obyious consequence?-- It is a possibility.

Can you suggest any other possibility?-- No.

The situation is more highly dangerous if no stone dusting
has been carried out; is that so?-- I would agree on that issue,

yeso

When was the return air way in No. 5 tunnel last stone
dusted?—- There are certain areas of returns being regularly
dusted, but in the remote areas they have not been dusted in

my timee.

That is in the last four years?-- That is right, no
practical way of doing ite

Have you heard of a Canton stone duster?--— No.

A stone duster where you can take out some bricks from
a stopping and poke the nozzle of the stone duster up into
an area where there is a fall and so forth - you do not know
that one?-- No.

Have you heard of men stone dusting manually?~-- Yes, 1
have.

Nothing has been done like that in this area?-- It wouldn

be effective 80 feet high. You would have to get stone dusters

up over sugports, in crevices so high that you couldn't have
hand-dustiage.

You &id not take stepé to hand-dust parts of the mine;

is that right?-- No. The men would have to carry dust on theliy

backs for hundredsof yards. These roadways travel for 25 or
30 yards - some of these roadwayse.

Yes, I appreciate that; as far as you know some areas

might not have heen stone dusted for 10 years or more?-- I wounl

say they would have been stone dusted within 10 years, partic:
in 6 south and 2 south areas.

Why?-- I stone dusted down there myself.

What area?-- 2 south section.
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That is more remote than this particular part, is it,
because I think you indicated that these areas have not been
stone dusted in the years you have been there - in the four
vears you have been there?-- Yes, I agree with that. When
I stone dusted this particular area, I was working in that
area in 1960 - 1961. I spent eight years in another mine -
in another tunnel, and I haven't been back in that tunnel
since. I couldn't give any accurate estimate of what was !
done since then.

It is a fart is it, that it might not have been stone
dusted in the last ten years7u— I would think it has been
done but I am not sure. v

Give us your reason for that; we do not want half
suggestions?-- All these sections down there, I think, were
stone dusted when production sections.

How long ago was that?-- First of all, in the present
sections, 18 months ago; No. 8 has proceeded back, I suppose
12 months for each section-—-—e—-—-

Ue

Let us take 2 south; how long ago was it worked?-- No.
south was completed 1in ”967.

3

1

20

40

50

60

70

L /o4 u/46 oLy A . Lawrie




No. 6 south would have operated very soon after?-- It was
a big section, 6 south. It would Have worked about two and
a half years, I would say.

During which no stone dusting mlght have been carried out
in the area of the fire at all?-- That's: right, yes.

Yet there would have been working for all of that pe:c'lo\.l
with the mechanlca}mlncr in No. 6 South?—— Yes. :

Invoiving the carriage, presumably, of a fair quadity of
coal dust?-- The deposition of coal dust, yes.

Up that period?-- Yes.

Could you explain why you did not have coal dust samples
taken as provided by the regulations?-- Yes, I can. I knew
they were required to be taken,

You knew why?-- Yes, certainly.
For safety?-~ Yes.

Would you tell us why you did not have it done?--~ I knew
it was accepted in the district, and that sawmples weren't bein
produced anywhere, and we never, ever produced any at Eox Flat
or any other mine, to my knowledge, in the area,

Did you ever raise the question of safety yourself not-
withstanding that other people were not doing it?-- I have
always considered myself to be very safety coascious in all
aspects.

U
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In view of the fact that you do have such safety-consciousness

as you have just granted yourself, would you mind telling us i
what you did about this matter of safety in view of the fact
that it was not being applied?--~ We assured that continual
stone dusting programme was carried oute.

Not in this area?-- Not in this area, no.

In view of the fact it was not being carried out in %his
area -~ and you say because of some difficulties - why did you
not take samples in this area, for example, just for your own
use as to safety, and apart from regulatlons>~- This is

something we never got to. We have been carrying out return

meintenance over the last three or four years. 1 have never th

around to taking samples. As a matter of fact, when this
programme started I was very pleased about it.

What programme? This testlng programme that was started
just recently?-- Yes,

In view of the fact that you were so pleased about it,
why did you not institute it yourself as required by the .
regulations?-~ We had nobody trained in the mine to do the job,

You were the manager, and you were responsible, were you
not?--~ I accept that responsibility.

You could heve had someone traiuned, could you not?—- Yes,
And you did nct?~- No.

And youjust have no reason for it. The only reascn is

that nobody else did it?-- We continued to carry out a programn2

of s3tone dusting.

Not of this area?-- Not in this area.
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You knew it had not been stone dusted for quite some time?l~

Yes. The roadways were not ac:zessible.

?hey were accessible, were they not, for testing?-- Yes,
certainly. Travelling roads, yes.

‘Certainly, men walk up and down them from time to time.

I think Mr. Abraham was the man who regularly walked up therei,

was he not?—— Two or three times a week.,

He could have taken tests, or somebody else could have
taken tests?-- Yes, certainly.

It is not a difficult process to take a sample of air
for testing, is it?-- Air?

Yes?~~ No.
For coal dust - to take a sample?-- Roadway dust?

For roadway dust - an air sample for analysis for coal
dust content?-- No. It is a job for a trained person, but it
is not a difficult Jjob.

Men could be trained quite easily to do it?-- Yes.

And while we are speaking about trainees, these people
that you said that you understood were being trained and who
took these samples the week before the explosion, do you
understand that they were all qualified scientists?-- No,

I didn't. OSome of them would have beenj I know that.

They were in training to a certain extent, but they were
qualified scientists?-~ Yes. This may be the case.

So you did not mean to suggest that they were college
students, or anything like that?-- 1 didn't try to suggest
that. What it was put to me as - that these people wouldbe
trained as trainees to take samples.

Under the direction of qualified people?-- Yes.

: Who were supervising them on the spot?-- lost certainly,
yeso.

Would you tell us or confirm there were no test holes
for air in the stoppings in the relevant area? Is that right?
I believe this is right, Yyes.

From what I understood, the closeness of your inspectiony

you had seen these stoppings?-- Many times,
You would know--—--~2«- That's right.
I am wondering why you qualified it. Would you agree ths

it is a most inadequate method of testing merely to hold the
apparatus near a crack in a stopping to take a test as to

what is going on?-- I have held a Draeger tube against a solid

brick and got a test.

Would you agree that the proposition that you put the

Draeger tube against a solid brick and got a test means that 1t

might work some times and it might not work many times?--
It works every time. .

You say it works every time?-- Yes.

Do you mean to say if you wanted to test the air in a
sealed-off area by holding the Draeger tube against a solid
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brick you could take a proper test?-- No. I would say that i

have done this, yes. -

Do you say that the test has been adequate?-- This test
has happened.

Do you say that the test was adequate?-~ To detect CO,
yes.

So if CO iz there, yoqﬁight achieve a positive resuit
on your testv, bubt if you do not get a positive result on
your test, it does not neccssarily mean that CO is not presen
Do you agree with that?-- Yes, certainly.

So, in fact, the test is quite inadequate, is it not?
It might work sometimes?-- Yes.

_ Is that right?-- Yes., And it is desirable to have test
pipes in the stoppings. '

Not only test pipes on the stoppings, but test pipes in
any wall inside?-- Yes.

And there was no such thing here, was there?-- No, becau
these were not fire-walls. Let me qualify this.

I was going to ask you about thig?-- I would say the
majority of the stoppings in the pit would have test pipes
installed. I can't give any explanation why there 1s no
pipes in those three stoppings. There's test pipes elsewhere
in the mine, but I can't give youyh definite answer why
they are not in these three particular stoppings.

Are you sure that those walls had nothing to do with
heating?-- As far as I am concerned, they were noto.

Do you know?-- Yes, I know, yes.
Do you know why they were put there?-- Yes, I do.
Why?-- Again, I have to refer to the plan., Originally

the return air travel road up to No. 1 dip, around the
first -~ this originally was stopped off. The return air

‘came up this way (indicating). The return air came up

through here and around here; and back out and up that way

in a big dog's leg. This area within this was very faulty,
and it became increasingly hard to maintain it as a travellin
road. The second way out, we did maintain the travelling
road, but it got to the stage where we had a few falls,

and got to the stage where it wasn't able to bring men out
the second way out, so a resealing programme Was carried

out, and reconstruction of this roadway down section 6 South
was finished, and air was recoursed along the 6th Belt

Road, and stuff was knocked out here (indicating), and the

air carried straight up again to return. .

I suﬁpose the simple answer is that they are airway
stoppings to direct the return airflow?-~ To seal off waste

workingso.

There had been a fire further up in No. 2 South?-- Yes.
4Heating?~— Yes,;heatingo

In 1969?-~1Yes.r

'The air was sealed off?-- No. It was dealt witho

Was the sealing-off due to the heating?-- No.

10
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Not at all?-- Not in my opinion.

Do you know of any occasion when there was any burniug
around any of those seals that were originally pwt up?--~

That particular heating wasg against the seal, yes That is theq
one I have already discussed.

And it burant avound the seel?-- No, that didn't burn
around the seal. There was heatinz on the outside right -
across the bricks at the top side.

S0 it was outside the originsl sealed area?-- Yes.
And it was inside this freshly-sealed area?-- Yes.

50 you had evidence of the possible existence of beatlnv
in that area?-- Yes, certainly.

Was the occasion that you smelt this fire stink at the
fan on the afternoon when you turned the fan on the first
indication at all of any suggestion that you might have had of
a possibility of any fire up there7—— I didn't suspect fire at
any time.

Was it the first indication that you ever had?-- Yes.
Mr. Stumer had spoken to you, had he not?-- Yes.

Tell us about what Mr. Stumer told you concerning what he
smelt in the No, 7 =——w- ?-~ Mr. Stumer reported tc me one
Monday morning he picked up a funny smell, to use his own words,
when he left the rake. I received this telephone call in the
office at a guarter tc 8. I think the wagon would have left thg
surface at 7.30. I immediately travelled underground. I was
in the area by 8 o'clock. I examined all stoppings between
intake and return, and I carried out an examination of north
and south returns, and everything was in order. I came back
to Mr. Stumer and had a discussion hlth him, and the only smell
I could smell in the area that wasn't normal was a chemical
smell from a 12-foot length of Fennaplast belt which had been
installed on the dog~watch shift or the Sunday night.

When was this?-- I would say approximately a month.
Before the fire?-- Yes.

Did he tell you that he thought it was a fire stink?--~ No,
he didn't.

Did he not tell you that he suspected a large fire?-- No,
he did not.

' I suggest that he did. Did he tell you that when you went
down with him? Did he tell you he thought it was cUmlno from
"up there", and he pointed to a aectﬂon of the roof of No. 77--
No, he dldn t.

4 You say he did not make that subgestlon7-— He wasn't there
when I went down°

You spoke tc Mr. Stumer down there, éid you”-— Yes. He
come back latnr,

He pointed it out to you where he thought the smell was
coming from?--~ He pointed it out to me where he left the wagond

Did he p01nt out to you where he crought the smell was
coming from?- No.

Not at all?-- No, he didn't. He pointed out to me where
he left the wagon where he smelt it in the main intake airway.
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I am suggesting to you thaet he pointed to the roof and
said%lt seemed to be coming frou there "9w. Yes - no, I deny
that.

And T am suggesting to you that you said, "It can't Dbe
coming from there. It is impossible. There's 80 feet
between the two seams"?-- I don't recall this. 1 don't recal
having this conversation.

Do you deny this, or is it that you can't recall it7--
I deny it, yes.

I suggest to you that the place where he pointed out was
in the No. 7 seam below the area that was sealed off in No. 2
south?-- Yes, it would be,

Ts that right?-- Yes, in FNo. 2 dip. That's up there
(indicating). I can pinpoint exactly where we were standinga.

Do you have any knowledge of a conversation that he
subsequently had with IMr. Roach?~~ No.

Mr. Roach was the under-menager, of course?-- That is
right. '

And no report was made to you by Mr. Roach concerning a
claim by Mr. Stumer sbout this smell?-- ©No. I had a
conversation with Mr. Roach and lMr. Grulke the same dsy, both
under-managers. 1 reported that I had a report of a strange
smell from Mr. Stumer. They kept the area under close
surveillance to try to find out what it was. They reported to
me the same afternoon the only smell they could detect was a
chemical smell from the new belt.

Do you say you have no knowledge at all of his speaking
to Mr. Roach at a later stage closer to the fire?-- WNo, 1
haven't,

In June, I understand the time to be?--~ No, I have no
knowledge of this whatsoever. :

Anyhow, it seems to be common ground that NMr. Siumer spok
to you about a smell, and he said it was coming from a
particular area which was below the arca where the fire turned
out to te7~- Yes.

And the mine at that particular spot was not pillar over
piller in No. 2 South , was it - in the two tunnels?-—-- Yes,
I think it was. - . :

At that particular spot?-- Yes.

Tillar over pillar?-- Yes, 6 south down, yes.

T am talking about 2 south?--. Yes. Mr. Stumer worked ox

6 south. This is the other supply road. IMr. Stuner

worked on the 6 south supply road in No. 7, the transfer point

No. 2 south, is it pillar over nillar in respect of 5 and
7 or not?-- From a certain distance down, from 6 south down,
yes. ‘

Certainly not in respect of the area where the fire turng
out to bef-= No.o ;

Tt was not pillar over pillar there?-- No.

When Mre. Stumér referred to this smell, did you take
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Mr. Roacnh?-- DMr. Roach and Mr. Grulke would have, yes.

They . took atmospheric tests for analysis? And is any
record kept of that?-- No.

Was a samplé sent to the laboratory in Ipswich for
analysis?-~ No. 1 wouldn't know. No, that wouldn't have
been, no. '

What would have been done with the samples for analysis?-rig

The deputies would have kept a close watch on the -air and the
safety levels, but the under-managers would have carried out
Draeger tube tests.

No sample for analysis was taken?-- No air analysis?
Yes?~-~ Noo , ‘

It would have been, would you not agree, of some degree
of importance in those circumstances to take a sample of air

and I received no further report from Mr. Stumer or anybody
else.

Would you not agree that it would have been desirgble to
have taken an air sample for analysis?-- MNot at that stage,
N0

When the recirculation was occurring, I would presume
that you would regard that circumstance as being such as to
indicate the desifability to take an air sample for analysis?—y
Yes; but this was impossible on a Sunday night. We couldn't
have anything analysed quick enough, could we?

Couldn't you?-- How could we?

Could you not have asked for some urgent action from the
laboratory?-- It is quite a lengthy process, air analysis.

How long does an actual analysis take if done. urgently?~-~
Well, I am not a chemist. I suppose there could be more exper
witnesses in the room who could probably answer thal question
better than myself.

Do you know?-- Yes. I have carried it out. It weculd
take quite some time.

What do you mean by "quite some time'"?-- A matter
of hours.

How many hoursg?-- I don't know.

That could have been going on while other efforts were
being made to do something?.- Ve don't have the facilities
at the mine to carry out this work, :

But there is a laboratory in Ipswich, is there not?--Yes,
there is.

Would you doubt theICOwoperation of the laboratory in an
emergency like this?-- No, I wouldn’'t doubt that, no.

Incidentally ~ I think Mr. Givesn got it from you - but it
is clear, is it not, that you kept no record at all of the
arcas stone dusted in the mine?-- I kept weekly records when
stone dustinec had been carried out; but not particular areas
that were sbhone dusted, that is right.

Neither particulars of areas that were stone dusted, nor

L
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any particulars of the amount of stone dust used?-- No,
that 1s right.

How much stone dust was purchased by your company in the
last 12 months?--Ye were depesibing approximately three and a
half to four ton a month.

tons, I think.
How much would the "odd" be?-- I wouldn't have any idea.

You did get the figure for Mr. Herdie, did you not?-—-
I think I did give Mr. Hardie a figure, yes.

But you have no idea ncow?-- 1 have no connection with
accounts or anything like this. I weouldn't have a clue.

But you did in fact deliberately find out the figure for
him?~- Throvgh the stere, yes.

And you cannot tell us now?-- Not exactly. I would say
40 ton.

In relation to the circumstances of the afternoon of the
fire when you smelt this smell in the fan house, you
subsequently had a discussion with Mr. Evan Phillips of The
Miners' Federation, did you not?-- Yes, I did.

And you had some discussion about the events of thatv
afternoon?-- I can recall having a discussion with Mr.
Phillips in the office, yes. :

And he askedspu some questions about what had happened:
is that not so?--~ He could have, yes.

Vell, it might refresh your memory if I suggest to you,
tell you, that the terms of 1t went in this way - I cannot
give you the exact terms or the words used, but it was
certainly close to this in effect: you told him that when a
heating was first suspected - he asked you when a heating was
first suspected, and you said you thought you detected a smell
of fire stink on the fan house prior to the power being
restored - did you tell him that?-~ I don't hink I would
have used the words "fire stink", no.

As I say, I cannot use the exact terms?--~ No. That is
all right.

Did you tell him that when the fan had started you j
detected a definite smell?-- No, that is nct right. The smel

was less, as =z matter of fact.

And that you immediately notified youf superior, Mr.
Tom Marshall?-- That is right. '

T suggest to you that you did in fact tell Mr. Phillips -
whether it was merely an inaccuracy or not = that you detected

How much was purchased in the last 12 wonths?=-~ Foriy-oa:

1
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a definite smell when the fan was turned cn?-- I did not, no.; e

In fact vou did confirm the smelil that you had detected
after the fan was turned on, did you nut? Isn't that the
effect of your evidence?-- Intermittently, yes; very faintiy.
hs a matter of fact, never at any time was I sure. When .
Rasmussen cculdn't smell it and Mr. Marshall couldn't smell it
T thought maybe - I wasn't quite sure of my grounds.

Most importantly,Mr. Phillips asked you were you able to
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‘f ' locate the seat of the fire?-- Yes. o
Did he not?-- Yes.
And you said, "Yes, we knew where it was"?-- Yes.
Did he then say, "Were you actually able to pin-point
it2?" - did he not?--~ I don't recall this, no. I was in a
state of shock. It could be the truth, but I don't recall
ever discussing this with him at all-
10
You recall a discussion?-- Yes; in the office. I think
a lot of union officials were thzre.
I am suggesting to you that your answer was, ''Yes, we
went right up to it", in answer to the question, "Were you
definitely able to pin-point it?"  You said, "Yes, we went
right up to it, and at that time it was this size," and you
indicated with your hand?--Yes. '
Do you remember that?-- No, I don't, no. 20
You do not?-- No.
Might you have said that?-- 1 am very doubtful, because
T couldn't get right up to ite.
T am suggesting to you that that is what you told TIr.
Phi.llips anyway. Are you denying that?-- TYes, 1 doe.
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a coaldust explosion on this occasion?~-- I think that ony
co§1dust that wag in the path of the flame would have been
consumed; but to the extent of the part coaldust played 1
would not like to =ay. I am not qualified and it is not
within my province to answer a question like that.

You se&y vou do not know whether there was or not?
e

You are nokt venturing an opinion?-- I prefer to answer that
VIBY, FE€Se

If there was nc coaldust explosion and it was purely a
gas @Xp¢ooxon it would Hrtﬂln v indicate the danger that
night arise from a gas explosion; ias not that oO?““ Yeso

Which is obviously very tremendous anvway?~~ Yese

Dealing with the particular ques
earlier in cross-e: dm¢n1t1um it was
iz a fall from the roof a luu of coa T
in the air; is that right?-- That again would depend on the

circunstancese.

Lod that 1f there

Do you say it is not nec gssarily so?--~ Yese.

] Would you think that it would probably be so or not?-—-
In a heavy = weathered roof I think that would be so.

Is that the situation where the fire occurred?-- No.

certain circumstances I would answer yes.

I am speaking about the area wvhere the fire was?-- The
roof immediately sbove the fire was gquite sound.

Up 300 yards it could have been. I suggest thdb.
Do you think a fall there from a gas ex11081on or even

the air?-—- Bearing in mind you are dealing with the roadway
below the bottom overcast, 10 feet high or 12 ft. 6ins. wide
T doubt if a fall from that height would create coaldust

such as that.

Are you suggesting th
of coalaust in b1@ air - th
Not any fall.

at any fall that would put a lot
a at 1s

If heavily weathered?~1f it fell far enough, yYese.

In thLQ particular case?-- Noo.

You say it is not a valid propositiom?—— oo,

You would agree with the propcsition that if the area
is properly stonedusted then even a gas explosion is far le

£
J.
11k nly to cause a coaldust explosiocn?-- Ve“v mueclh less

<y

1_},..\\,J_J s JE CSe

Yes, 1% mlght.

That is the purpose of the stonedusting, is it not?--
Yese '

ind micht in fa ict prevent a coaldust explosion at all?--

What is your opinion as to the extent to which there was

op that has bheen raised

You do not suggest it would not be correct that 1f there
was a Tall of coal around the area of this fire--—--- 7= Under

a fall without a gas explosion could throw 2 lot of dust inte

3
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rot a valid proposition?+
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- The sealing of the mine at the sntrances nas=anot have beei
'done by men erecting th =

e walls in the tunnels, nced it?--
The sealing of the Wo. 5 area?

The sealing of all of the tunmnels?-—- Underground?

No, not underground; the sealing of thgm need not hgye
heen done by men entvecing the tunnel at all?-- No, but this
would have been the convenbional methiod used.

As PFr. Callinsn péinted out in his examination-in-chief

with vou, he asked you questlons and you gave the right

ENSWED G
MR. CALLIFAI: I object.

MR, DERRINGTON: I am sorry; I did not mean to be
offenzive.

BY FMR. DERRINGTON: It is an ohvious .answer that if there

ere going to be stoppings of 2 number of walls erected in81ge
more men would have to go intoe the tunnel?~- At the surface?

Yes. at the surface?-- Yese.

In those circwnstances would you not agree that.lt 154
complebely unnecessary to put a large number of men in that
DRy - Y £ ' i S
particular spot when 1T could be done by bulldozing er?
into the tunnels from above?-- Is this an opinion for the
future? : .

For any time?-- Cerftainly for the future.
Why not then?-- Because it was the conventional way
for closing off, with brick sToppings.

Tven when there is danger of an explosion?—-- Yes.

carried oute.

Would you think that if you hzd realised there was &
high danger of a coaldust explosion you would have still done

T would not have done that.

it by bulldezing?-- I do not know how I would have done it

at thati time of nighte. This is the traditional method, by
stoppLnge

Is that the method that is carried out when there is
denger of an explosion?-- It is the method that has been
carried out in mines when there are underground fires, yes.

Is it the method that is carried out when there is danger
of an explosion?-~ Whilst thereis an underground igniting
source I suppose there is always that remote chancej; but that
is the method thsat is carried out, yes.

If there is recirculation would ryou agree that the danger
Yesa
Do you 3ay that it is the traditional method of sealing

ona
off fires in the district when there is danger fron
recirculation of an explosion?-- I would sa 5

S

It
O]

You say yes?-- Y

\Vhere have you seen that done?-- I think every mine that

During the closing-off programme I believe this would have been

that?-— If I had realised there was any chance of any explosion

Do you say that if you had realised it you would have dong

of explosion becomes higher than if there is no recirculation?-

i
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ha* been sealed off in the district has been sealed off
with brick stoppings. -

When there has been recirculation?-- I don't knowe.
That is what I amn asking you. 1 asked you to take
into congideration danger from recirculation?-- I cannot
answer the question. 1 do not know nll the circumstances in
other mines.

In other words you do not kmow whether stoppings
that have been erected, that you referred to as the traditi
method, have been done in circwwestances of danger or no t?
I do not know.

Do you have any knowledge from your reading or studies
or ctherwise of other mines bewnx sealed off by thLd the
entrances sealed with dirt, with inert na ‘tter?—- Not to my
knowledge,

You do not know of any cases?-- No.

Tn New South Wales mines where that has been done?--
T have never worked in New South Wales.

You have not even read-about it, apparently. I asked you
to refer te your knowledge from other sources?—— No, I have
not heard about t.

{f you had required earthmoving equipment urgently that
night you could have arranged it, could you not?-- Possibly
we could have, yeso.

elf has scoops and lcoeders?-- The company
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»Anythinv more?-— The company operatcs two open cuts,
and there is earthmoving nqulpmoni in fhc cuts which does not
belong to the comgunj. IL belongs to the contractors; but
througn the open-cut connecticns I suppose 1t could hqve been
arranged.

The men who went down on the last occasion and who were
killed underground contained many men who had not seen the
extent of the fire; is not that so?-- This might have been the
case. I cannot say yes or no to that guestion.

Do you know if all of the wmen were experienced in
fighting mine fires or not?-- Wo, I dc not know thal, either,

T take it that there was no analysis of the gas behind
1s in this particular area where the fire cccurred?—-

That right,

WVhen you first saw the fire you had to get in at a verny
low level?—- Yes.

xr

And you had to stay well back from 1t?-- Teso

You were only able to get in about 2 feet?-- No further
(% O N 3
than 2 feet,

I did a quick calculaticn. I understcod you to say the
18 feet in?-- L was pressed up against the wayside roof.
You moved in more than 2 feet?-- Yes.

Was it giving off smoke?-- Yes, the whole dead end was u
of smoke. : '

fire was ahout 20 feet in and that ycou could not get closer the
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Right down to the floor?-- Ho. !
Are you able to swear that the fire did not extend
further, that there were not othem outbreaks of fire further
, Bl e
back towards the seal?—-- Ho.

You do not know?-—- Fo.

Did vou take any temperature readings of the
air when the fire was burning?e- Ho. i

.\

T ok AR e -y a7 0
Not at any stage?—-— I

Are you able to gi
readings before and aft
of those?-- Before the

e any information as
r the fire? Would ther
1re, YeSe

And they could be made availcble, could they?-- Yes.
I have nct seen these, but the deputy would have made out
a repor, showing the Daromelter re adings, on the deputy's

report. 20
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Look, I just might heve to qualify one thing here. I think
the deputy's report book was destroyed in the explosion. This
mey not be possible, I am soTTy.

This evening do you think you would be able to endeavour
to locate it?-- Yes, if it is there. I can't if it has been
destroyede

R. DERRINGTON: Mr. Callinan will male zu endeavour for
ne.

MR. CALLINAN: Yes, I will have a search made.

BY MR. DERRINGTON: What was the type of stone dusting
that was used in the main?-- Stone dusting machine?

No, the material?-- Pulverised limestone.

Was there sny particular brand?--~ I wouldn't know. I% is
got from different sources, but I wouldn't know.

It was just pulverised limestone in the order that you pu
in?-- I didn't order it. The under-manager ordered it through
the stores. 1 wouldn't know.

You are satisfied that it was all pulverised limestone?--
Yese

Would you mind just referring quickly to the extent of
the cosl seams in No.5, particularly in the area concerned?--
What do 'you mean by the extent?

I was afraid you might ask that. I do not know. It is
something that I need to get from you. Would you describe the
thickness of i%?-- Oh, certainly. It is the Bluff seam. It
is %3 feet thick.

This is in the area of the fire?-- Yes. HMost of the
workinge on the top site of the actual fire area had been
worked by scraper loaders and hand methods in the old days.
The bottom ten feet of the seam was developed, and the Top
eight feet dropped as top ccal. : '

Yes?-- Now, beyond the No.2 South Section continuous
mining started. The panels were developed on the 18~fo0t
roof, and bottom coal extracted in retreat. There is not much
more I can say about it.

» Can you tell us the énalysis of the cogl? Do you know
that?~- Not offhand, no.

Do you have records of it?-- Yes.

Would you be able to produce them for us tomorrow?-- Yes.

MR. DERRINGTON: Would you provide them for us?

MR, CALLINAW: Yes, certainly.

BY MR. DERRINGTON: VWhat are the measurements of the
tops &nd the bottoms left in the mine?~- The bottom ten feet
was in the main development. They extracted an additiocnal
8 to 10 feet - urually about 12 feeht oi top coal left Lehind.

And what was the depth of coal on the bottom?-- Ten feet.

The roof and floor were obvicusly then both coal?-~ No.
the floor was stonee.
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Oh, I see. I am sorry. That is my lack of expertise :
that misled me there?-- That was where the depth of coal was |
carried out in the bottom part of the seam on the stone floor.
We were on the stone floor, ten feet of coal, and 8 feet of Tog

coal of the coal roci.

From the time that the recirculation developed, how many
times were men sent down below?~- On three occasions..

What is your wview .of the desirability of notiflication of
the check {nspectors in the circumstances cof a severs fire
like this?-- Yes, I think it is desirable.

When discussions were being held, that you say reached
unenimous results relating to what action should be taken, I
take it that at all stages you were recognised as being the
person in charge?-- Well, by the Act I an responsible, but it
didn't come to that. Everybody had thelr say, and it was a
unanimous decision.

Irrespectively, were you not still recognised ag the
person in charge?-~ By the Act, yes.

In respect of the reduction of the speed of the fan, did
you have any doubts as to the desirability of it?-- I was
concerned about it.

ez

Did you have any doubts as to the desirability of it?--~ No
Doubts, I say = doubts?--~ No, no doubts, no.
No doubts whatsoever?-- Noo.

Did you feel that it might affect the pressures involved
inside?-~ I felt I would like to have been speaking to somebody
on the actual site of the fire.

Why?-- To ensure that positive ventil.tion was maintained
to support complete combustion and carry the deposits away from
the men working in the area.

Did that statement raise a doubt in your mind whether or
not the ventilation should be reduced?-- No, I believe that
under control readjustment of air can be reduced without
detriment, yes. '

The fire, of course, was quite a blaze, was it not?-- Yes,
it was a blaze, yes.

And it was burning timbers and doors?-- I didn't know
snything about the doors burning.

It must have cccurred to you that doors could be burnt in
such a fire?--~ I didn't know anything sbout thise.
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Whether you knew that they were being burnt, you knew
N

that the doors were timber, did you not?-~ Ies, certainly.

You knew they could be burnt?-- I knew timber could be
burnt. That 1z elementary.

Yes, that is elementary. Did you believe that the change

of pressure by reduction of the fan could have had some effect

on that?-- No, I didn't at the time.

Do you believe now that it might have?-- No, I believe
that there was adequate air going over that fire,

1
Do you believe that there is any undesirability in the
change of pressure?-- No, I don't.

Do you know if the company purchased somne bentonite
shortly before the fire?-~ Yes. '

What was the purpose of that?-- Sealing off a water leak,
actuallye.

A water leak, was it?-- Yes.
It had nothing to do with the fire?-- No.

Is it usually used for water leaks?-- We have used it
on several occasions previously. '

You have indicated that the last time the men went down
you were going tO accompany them later?-- Yes, those are the
last words I had with Brian Rasmussen, yeSe.

You heard Mr., Hardie give evidence yesterday; do you
recall whether he said that the instructions were that the
rake was to be left down there for the purpose of any hasty
retreat?—- He told me that later,yes.

You could not have gone down if the rake was going to be
left down there?-- I didn't knew that at the time.

You could not have gone down?-- No, definitely not.

Would you mind telling us the very last conversatifn that
“you had with Mr. Roach before the explosion?-- Yes, certainly

Mr. Hardie was speaking on the 'phone to John and I spoke to
John for a very brief moment. He said to me the smoke was
starting to come down the new process drive. He said, "It's
not bad. I think I can get a screen up 0.K.." I don't know
what he had said to Mr. Hardie previous te this. I said,

"If you can erect a screen, that will be good." At that mone
Mr. Hardie spoke to me and said I was wanted at No. 5. T gai
"John, I have to go to Fo. 5 tunnel. Keep in touch." He sais
"Right.", and I put the 'phone downe. :

ol

That is all that was said?-- Yes,; that is all that was
Saido ’
You mentioned samples were taken from the sguxiliary fan

in No. 7 coal transporter and No. 5 coal conveyor belt; by
whom were they taken?-- They werc taken by an experienced moiy

Would you mind telling me by whom?-- I didn't see thew |
being taken Lut they were taken by HNr. Marshall as far as

knowe

e
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As far as you know?-- Yes, #3 far ac 1 know.
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-evidence to support heating behind the seal,

!

You mentioned the fan had been turned off twice in a {
couple of months prior to this partficular fire?-- Yes.
!

If there had been a heating occurring behind the seals,
the fact that the fan had been turnsd off previously w1Lhou1 3
an adverse result would not exclude the possibility that the |
honre in pressuge wmight havs some adverse result on this :
occasion; would you agree with that?-- Would you repeat that |

question9 plensa? - |

A3 you have indicated, the fan was turned off previous i1y
on two occasions without any adverse result?-- Yes.

That still does not exclude the possibility that there wa

heating going on behind these seals, does it, which did not
manifest itself until it gradually progressed?—« There was no

Whethe there was evidence or not, if there was heating
behind the seal going on, the fan th‘nb been stopped on two
previous occaalons does not necessarily exclude that the
heating was going on?-- No.

If there was such a heating that had not progressed to-
that stage?-- No. ’

A simple answer?-- That is right, yes,

I must put this to you: that slong the No. 5 air return
there were heaps of coal from place to place along that return
on the roadway?-- In what area do you mean? This is above ths
fire.

Could I perhaps take it a little furth b" Du tlnb this
to you: a Mr. Peck at some time previous Ly nad been put on
the job of cleaning No. 5 return?-- Yes, he reccnstructea the
main travelling road, yes.
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But he.did not complete it by dhy means, did he?-- No.

Is that right?-~ This is the area below where the fire
wWasS. . :

He had been taken off quite some time before the fire?--
That's right, yes

4

And he had not gone anywhere neer cowpletiug the cleaning-
of the return?-- Yes. This is a project we had underway.

You had not progressed underway for well over a year?--
Yes; only on a spare-time basis. That i3 c¢orrect.

Nothing had been done for well over a year?-- Yes.
This is not right. Retimbering had been done regularly.

T am speaking about cleaning-up cf the falls?-- DPossibly
no falls had been cleaped-up in that time; that's right.

Are you able to tell us whether the sealing blocks on
the seals were on their edge or on the flat?-- The top wall
was.

These are the relevant seals?-- Nine inches, on their fla

What instructions did you give when you were at the fan
house in relation to Mr. Levitt's going below?-- I told Mr. -
Levitt before the fan started - I already told Mr. Levitt to
{let the men clean out before he went underground.

Did you say how long he was to stay underground?-- Ten tg
15 minutes.

From the time the fan was turned on?é— Yes.

Is there any provision that men are not to work undexrground

within two hours of the turning on of the fan?-- This ig right
So far as deputies are concerned, they can go under with the
air. That is working men. The fan must run for two hours
preceding any working shift.

Preceding any working shift or preceding any man C'*olng’?—--
No. The deputy can go 1no

What do you say as to the desirability of this: to have
provision in advance for the sealing of the stone drives fron
one level to the other?-- Quite a good idea.

In that case, of course, you would have been able tc seal
them very rapidly, would you not?~~ Yes.

You would agree that would be a reasonéble precaution?—-
Certainly.

THE WARDEN: This is an opportune time to finish. We will

resume at 10 a.m.

The Ingquiry adjourned at &4.3%4 p.m. till 10 a.m. the follew
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