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SCHOOL TRUSTEES DISAGREE

Teacher Heath Confronted With
Evidence of the Scholars
of His Class.

By Three to Two the Trustees Refer
) the Subject to Council of
. Instruction.

At the Central School this afternoon
the Heath investigation took place be-
fore a special meeting of the school
board. There were present all members
of the board. Principal Paul and Mr.
Heaith, the accused, were also present.

Chairman Hayward asked Mr. Heatl
if he wished to make any statement. He
replied that he had noihing to add to his
letter. He took the wafer from the
catholic pricst at the church of the Mad-
eleine as a matter of curiosity. He had
no )dea of detaming the Catholic relig-
i)n, and he was prepared to give tue
board the name ot the man and all cir-
cumstances connected therewith. ke had
pothing to screen

The letter of Mr. Heath was then
read.

I'rustee Marchant asked what was
there different in the doctrine of the
Catholic church then and now. Why
r.eeded it explanation?

Mr. Heath replied it was the opfnion
held then and now. There had been a
great change in public opinion.

Trustee Marchant said the Madeleine
church instanc: did not hclp the lesson,
it was ridicule. g

Mr. Heath—No, sir. I throw ridicule
on no creed. I admit that the Catholic
children might have thought it ridicule,
but 1 did not so intend it.

Trustee Marchant asked what he did
say at the history lesson. He asked for
a quotation of '‘what he said.

Mr Heath replied that he could not
guote the words he said.

Chairman Hayward asked did he say
that the priest guzzled up the wine or
drank it?

Mr. Heath replied he did not. He
thought it was a fact that the priest got
all the wine.

What were your words?

That the communicants got the bread
and the priest the wine.

Trustee Lewis asked did the law al-
low Mr. Heath to explain the word
transubstantiation without prejudice to
any religion.

Trustee Macchant replied in the nega-
tive.

Trustez Saunders asked if Mr. Heath
purchased the wafer. 'He paid the man
(the Catholic) to get it; he gave
two franes for it.

Chairman Hayward—Did you say you
purchased a ticket for communion? .
'Mr. Heath said no. He asked that
school children' after being examined
should be sent home.

The chair replied that had been ar-
ranged. (No communication between
ehildren would be allowed. .

Winifred Creech, aged 16, said what-
ever Mr. Heath said about religion was
not to interfere with any scholar’s re-
ligion.

How did he explain transubstantiation?

Mr. Heath asked if the class under-
stood it. Then he explained it. . He said
he was in Paris and received the wafer
in the Romam Catholic church at the
time of communion; put it in his pocket,
I think. After the lesson was over she
did not understand what he meant Mr.
Heath said the Roman Catholic people
believed it to be part of the-body of
Jesus Christ.

Trustee Glover—Was there a refer
cnce to the body being of prodigious
mize?

No.

Trustee Marchant asked was it talked
of in a jocular way? No, he did not.
He was saying what the Roman Catho-
liecs believed then and that now they
were on the same footing as other. per-
sons.

Was there ridicule?

No.

Were the scholars annoyed?

The Roman Catholics in the room did
not like it. y

The chairman said the scholar was
hardly a fit judge, not knowing what
transubstantiation was.

Chairman Hayward asked what was
said about bread and wine.

Mr. Heath said the priest drank the
wine and not the people; the wafer was
given to the people. ;

Trustee Marchant asked had she read
the papers?

Yes, but it was her opinion.

. Chairman Hayward asked did @ Mr.
Heath use the word “guzzled?’

No. »

Alice Eveline Dalby had heard Mr.
Heath say he was at communion in the
Catholic church and they gave him a
wafer. He took communion, but in-
stead of putting the wafer in his mouih
he put it in his pocket. He said he
meant no offence.

Trustee Marchant asked did Mr, Heath
say he took communion or went to com-
munion ?

He took communion,

Trustee Marchant asked was there 1i-
dicule?

No, I think not.

Did he say priests got the wine and
eommunicants the bread? )

That is it.

Did you read it in the papers?

Yes, I read it last night.

Did you know the meaning of transub
stantiation?

Yes, I think so. 4

Did Mr. Heath say that the body of
Christ must be large to supply to the
world bread all these years?

I cannot say that he did or did not

From Saturday’s Daily.

The Neil Heath charges have been in-
vestigated; the school trustees have o¢x-
pressed disapproval of his language in
alluding to the Roman Catholic doetrine
of transubstantiation, but have suspend-
ed judgment pending action by the coan-

eil of public instruction. At least, this

was the opinion of three of the board,
Trustees Marchant, Glover and Lewis.
Trastees Saunders and Lovell were for
dismissal. = Chairman Hayward, under
the new regulations of the board, had
no vote. He was with the minonty.
Evidence: was continued Friday after-
noon. /

Alice Doran, aged 16, said: Mr. Heath
said the Catholics thought the wafer was
the body and blood of Christ, but the
Protestants did not.  He said he bought
a ticket and went to communion at a
church in Paris. The priest must be

bloodthirsty drinking all the wine and

giving the people none.

Trustee Lewis asked did she know
what was transubstantiation?

It means the change at the sacrifice of
mass of the bread and wine into, the
body and blood of Christ.

Trustee Marchant asked did Mr
Heath use the word “bloodthirsty ?”’

Yes sir. _ I am certain.

Chairman -Hayward—You are taught
to pay respect to the Host and a devout
Catholic would not take it from the
mouth.

That is it, sir.

Trustee Lewis asked for an explana-
tion. He knew nothing about transub-
stantiation.

Chairman Hayward gave the explana-
tion.

Did he make fun of the ‘Cotholic re-
ligion?

Yes, sir.

Trustee Lewis asked did Mr. Heath
use the word “guzzling.” .

I am not certain.

Trustee Lovell asked the words of Mr.
Heath.

Christ must have had a very large
Lody to feed the Catholics for all thesc
years.

"Trustee Saunders—Was he making
fun?

1 was surprised at it. As soon as re-
cess was out all the scholars were talk-
ing about it. Miss McGraw agreed
with me tbat Mr. Heath used offensive
words.

Trustee Glover asked did Mr. Hezath
give his own views.

No.

Trustee Marchant asked did witness
know what faith he (Mr. Heath) be-
lieved in.

Yes, he said he belonged to the Eng-
lish church.

Mr. Heath asked did he not say he
did not wish to attack any religion.

Yes.

May Duncan, aged 15, said: Mr.
Fleath said he was in a cathedral in
Paris.  He paid to. receive communion
and he put it in his pocket. He said the
body of Christ must be large to sup-
ply people all these years. Mr. Heath
did not speak disrespectful of the Catho-
lic religion. He said the priests drank
all the wine and gave the communicants

.1he wafer.

Florence Jackson, aged 14, said: Mr.
Heath went into the church of the Ma-
deleine and got communion from the
priests. Christ’s body was very large
to supply the world. I am a Presbyte-
rian. I have not read the papers. He
said it respectfully.

Cora Helena Loat, aged 15, testified:
Mr. Heath said when he was in Paris he
paid for a ticket to go to communion and
got a wafer, which he placed in his
pocket. He compared the wafer with the
body of Christ and said it must be aw-
fully large. The priests drank all the
wine .I do noit understand what tran-
substantiation means.

Margaret Murray, aged 16, a Presbv-
terian, said Mr. Heath told us the priest
changed the bread and wine into the
bcdy and blood of Christ. He went in-
to a Catholic church and took the com-
munion and was given a wafer but dil
rot get any wine. le put the wafer in
his pocket. He did not think the body
of Christ was so large.

Chairman Hayward asked -did Mr.
Heath speak respectfully of Christ in
her opinion?

He did not speak very nice.

Trustee Lovell—We do not want im-
presions, we wants facts.

Trustee Marchant—Oh, you do.

Lilian Sutherland, aged 16, a Presby-
terian, said, Mr. Heath said he pur-
chased a ticket for communion and was
given a wafer by the priest. To Catho-
lics it was the body of Christ. Christ
must have had a very large body to feed
the Catholics. The priest must have
been very bloodthirsty. Dr. Pope did
not ask the question about using the
word “bloodthirsty,” else I would have
told him. Mr. Heath spoke disrespect
fully and if I belonged to the Catholic
church I would not have liked it.

Mr. Heath asked what sort of memory
had she?

I have as good a memory as many,
Mr. Heath. .

What memory have 1 found you to
have

Trustee Marchant said the question
was improper.

Beatrice Jones Tobin, aged 17, Church
of England, said: Mr. Heath told us he
was in Paris, and for a small sum of
money he was admitted to communion
and received a wafer and put it in bis
pocket. « The priests. drank the wine.
Christ’s body must have been very large
to supply communion to the world. That
was the statement. Priests drank the
wine and believed it to be the blood of
Christ. - The priests were bloodthirsty
men. I am not sure that was the exact
meaning. His remarks were disrespect-
ful.

Mary McGraw, aged 15, Church of
HEngland: Mr. Heath said he got a wa-
fer in a Catholic church in Paris, and
put it in his pocket. . He was explaining
transubstantiation. The wafer was the
body of Christ and the wine the blood.
Christ must have had a large body to
feed the Catholics all these years. - Me
spioke disrespectfully of the Catholics.
‘What Mr. Heath said would be taken as
disrespectful by a member of the Church
of England. It could have been ex-
plained otherwise.

Trystee Marchant said he did not see
blasphemy or disrespect in the words of
Mr. Heath. i

Trustee Tiovell agreed there was no
blasphemy. 4

Trustee Marchant said Mr. Heath
dealt with the logic of the subect.

Annie Catheart, aged 15, Presbyterian

s2id: Mr. Heath obtained a ticket to get
a wafer in a church in Paris. He put
it in his pocket. He did not get any
wine. . The priest drank all the wine.
What bloodthirsty fellows they must be?
The bread at the communion was not
cooked, it was in the form of dough.
The body of Christ must have been
lurge to have fed so many Catholics.
I'he lesson did not impress me as quite
right. It was offensive to Roman Cath-
olics.

" Cecil Berkley, aged 14, Church of Eng-
land, said: He went to Paris to a Catho-
lic cathedral and paid money and re-
ceived a small wafer which he put in his
pocket. He expected to have wine but
the priest drank it. The bread was sup-
pcsed to be Christ’s body. There must
bc a good lot of the body of Christ he-
causé there were so many wafers. He
thought the people in  the olden times
would have thought it unfair that .ey
did not get any wine. Witness laughed
about it at the time and thought it a
gceod joke.

Kenneth Wollaston, aged 13, Church
of England: Mr. Heath went to a church
in Paris and was given a wafer made of
dough and he put it in his pocket.. The
priest drank the wine. He did not get
any and he paid for it and it was not
fair. If transubstantiation was true
Christ must have a very large body. T
did not hear him use the word ‘blood
thirsty,” but did not pay particular at-
tention to the lesson. I did not think
it was quite the right thing. It need
not have been mentioned.

Alexander Dow, Presbyterian, aged 14:
Transubstantiation was that the bread
and wine was the real hody and blood.
He got a wafer and put’it in his pocket
The priests got the wine. - The body of
Christ must be pretty big.

Charles Steers, aged 14, was called:
He lived at the same house as Mr.
Heath and was excused.

Ernest Greenfield, aged 15, Church »of
England, said: Mr, Heath said if tran-
substantiation was true Christ would
have to have a very large body. He
said he went to a church in Paris, but
1 forget what he said. Mr. Heath was
talking of public opinion in these daye.
He did not use the word “bloodthirsty.”

Maurice Thomas, aged 13, Methodist,
said: Mr. Heath was explaining the
Test “act and said Christ’'s body must
have been large to supply bread all thesa
years. The priest drank all the wine at
the sacrament. I thought it was not ihe
proper thing. I do not know whether
be meant to ridicule the subject. I
would not say Mr. Heath did not use the
word bloodthirsty.

Chairman Hayward asked did he know
what was transubstantiation.

I cannot explain it. , I do not under-
stand it. 7

Thonas Hickey, aged 17, said: Mr.
Heath said he went to communion at
the Roman Catholic church. He zot a
wafer and put it in his pocket. 1 did
not hear him say anything about the
wine.

Chairman Hayward—Do you under-
stand what transubstantiation means.

No.

You are the largest boy in the class?

Yes, I was not paying attention. he
wafer was supposed to be the blood . of
Christ.

Did he .say anthing about the size of
Christ’s body?

No.

He made no remarks about the priest?

No, sir. %

Trustee Glover—Did he say the body
of Christ was large enough to supply
the world?

No.

Trustee Saunders—The lecture did
not make any impression-on you?

He did not give any lecture.

'The board then discussed the evidence.
It was growing dark and lights were
sent for.

Trustee Marchant sdid there was no
doubt in his mind that Mr. Heath had
been indiscreet. The Paris incident
was borne out, but not the word “blood:
thirsty.y’

Trustee Lewis—That word is a con-
coction.

Trustee Lovell was of opinion that the
reference re the body of Christ had neen
borne out. The word ' “bloodthirsty”
was not used.

Trustee Glover remarked that the
whole thing hinged on whether article
16 of the Rules and Regulations _had
heen violated. Had Mr. Heath taught
or advanced any dogma or creed in the
school 7

Chairman Hayward replied that by ri-
diculing Catholicism® he had negatively
put up Protestantism to be preferabla.

Trustee Lewis said it was after six
and time to go to supper.

Trustee Marchant—I agree that he
used the remarks about the size of the
body of Christ.

Trustee Lovell—No question about ii.

Trustee Saunders—And I believe he
used the word “bloodthirsty.”

Trustee Marchant again rose, A lizht
had been brought.

Trustee Glover asked Mr. Marchant
rot.to be long-winded.

'Irustee Marchant replied that the
subject was an important one and he
could not discuss it with a few words,
Mr. Heath had been indiscrete but he
did not use language that could be said
to be offensive to the Catholic church.
He did not ridicule the character of the
priests. He questioned the correctness
of the testimony of the children; in many
particulars they did not agree by any
means. If Mr. Heath taught the sub-
ject in a disrespectful way he was de-
serving of censure; but should the hoard
be judges? The board had nothing to
do with the studies of teachers; the edu-
cation department had charge of those
matters.

Secretary Williams then read Clause
16: ‘The highest morality shall be in-
culeated but-no religious dogma or-€reed
shall be taught. The Lord’s Prayer
may be used in opening and closing the
schools.”

Chairman Hayward then read from an-
other part of the regulations to the ef-
feet that school trustees shall see that
the regulations are caried into effect.

Trustee Marchant argued that the
board could not change the limit table
nor any of the class books used. It was

fo:r. the Council of Public Instruction to
suspend Mr. Heath’s certificate or ex-
orerate him, The department had first
commenced the enguiry

Chairman Hayward said the Council
of Public Instruction would perhaps
ti:ke action if the board showed itself in-
competent to deal with the subject; theu
the beard would take it for a snub.

Trustee Marchant pleaded that the
certificate of John N. Muir had been
cancelled by the council of public 1n-
struction and that the same body had
refused to grant a temporary certificate
to Miss Armstrong. They could also
deal with this subject, which was on a
level with those named. There was Do
man living who advocated religious free-
dom with more ardor than he; his fore-
fathers had fought and bled for liberty.
But were the words used by Mr. Heath
disrespectful to the Catholic church?
Could history be taught without making
an allusion to some church or other?
Could a teacher help saying something
against the Church of England in 'refor-
ring to the treatment of the Covenant-
ers of Scotland? It was difficult to teach
English history wisely.. The offence
committed by Mr. Heath was of a char-
acter to be marked by distinct disappro-
val by the board. Mr. Heath had in
fact acknowledged he was indiscreet but
affirmed he had no intention of throwing
ridicule on any religion. Was it fair to
summarily remove him from office? Was
it just to send him forth in the wor'd
with a stigma on his name? He thought
not.

Trustee Glover had come to the meet-
ing with prejudice against Mr. Heath,
but after listening to the testimony of
the scholars his views had considerably
changed. Mr. Heath was exceedingly
indiscreet, but he failed to see that he
kad committed the fault for which they
were trying him, violation of article 16.
1f the charge was that he had used of-
fensive language, then it was clear. He
bad used offensive language. Had be
been teaching special dogma? No. He
was deserving of censure, but nothing
mnore.

Chairman Hayward maintained that
Mr. Heath had violated article 16 in a
ruthless manner. Mr. Heath had at-
tacked the Roman Catholic church and
had attacked it with .a most powerful
weapon—the weapon of ridicule. He
was advocating the creeds of those who
did not ‘believe in transubstantiatioa.

Trustee Marchant—The scholars said
he did not make fun. :

Chairman Hayward replied it was too
serious a matter for fun. He had ridi-
culed one of the great dogmas of the
Roman Catholic religion.

Trustee Marchant retorted that it was
quite a different thing to explain and to
throw ridicule upon. The doctrine cf
immersion could be logically argued
egainst; a man might endeavor to prove
that there was not water enough for im-
mersion in many places. That would not
be ridicule but logical argument. To
say that Christ’s body was very large
was not ridicule, .it was a natural infer-
ence, .a logical argument that led to a
disapproval of the dogma.

Chairman Hayward—What better ar-
gument could be put forward to shake
the belief of children? 1 ’

Trustee Saunders said Mr. Heath did
ridicule the Roman Catholic religion,
and he should be punished as he deserv-
ed.

Trustee Lewis said Mr. Heath had
made a mistake in relating the Paris in-
cident. Was it possible for a man to
get a wafer? The. expression regarding
the body of Christ hau ween proved, but
the statements. relating to the priests
being bloodthirsty men, he did not be
lieve had been sustained. The girls had

concocted that. He did not wish to do

the dirty work of the Council of Public
Irnstruction. He wanted no odium  on
the school board. The Council of Pub-
lic Instruction could take away =~ Mr.
Heath’s certificate. Why did not Dr.
Pope say what conclusion he had ar-
rived at? There was not a shadow of
evidence on which ‘ to discharge Mr.
%eath. He should be severely admonish -
ed.

Trustee Lovell said the Paris incident
had been proved, likewise the drinking
of the wine statement, but not the re-
ference to being bloodthirsty. The ref-
crence to the size of Christ’s body was
out. of the way. Transubstantiation
was a subject that could not be compre-
hended by children. Great men could
only explain it by the spiritual influence.
Very few people believed in it. These
people did not believe in everyday mir-
acles. The board should be united in
saying that Mr. Heath had violated the
regulations. The difficulty was about
the purichment that should be meted
out to him.

Trustee Glover said it would not do
to say he had violated the regulations.
How and wherein had he violated them?
1f this could be shown he would vote
for the instant expulsion of Mr. Heath.

Chairman Hayward again remarked
that to assail transubstantiation was to
prreach Protestant doctrine.

A general and unconnected discussi n
followed on the corfespondence which
was read.

Trustee Marchant then moved, second-
ed by Trustee Glover:

“Whereas the Council of Public In-
struction maintains the exclusive right
of regulating and controlling the studies
of our schools; and wheras the certifi-
cates of teaching qualification and stand-
ing held by our teachers are granted by
the government; and whereas this board
deplores any interference with the reli-
gious scruples of any and all pupils at:
tending our schools and emphatically ex-
presses its disapproval of the the teach-
ing of religious dogma or ereed and repu-
diates any attempt to cast ridicule upon
any form of religion; be it therefore re-
sclved, that this board awaits the ac-
tion of the Council of Public Instruc-
tion upon the Neil Heath case before
passing any judgment thereon.”

. Trustee Saunders moved an amend-
ment the dismissal of Mr. Heath.

Chairman Hayward said the resolution
proposed was a most impotent conclusion,
and would be regarded so by every in-
telligent person. He was satisfied that
it would be generally read as he would
paraphrase it: “Whereas the publie

school act, section 48, makes it incum
bent on the school trustees ‘to see that
the schools are conducted according te
the authorized regulations; and whereas
article 16 of the authorized regulations
requires ‘that the highest morality shal
be inculeated, but no religious dogma nor
creed shall be taught’; and whereas the
serious charge against Mr. Heath as
contained in Principal Paul’s letter te
him of the 18th have after an exhaustive
examination been clearly proved, and
‘on which we are unanimously agr2ed:
and whereas we are lacking in the neces-
sary backbone to give force and effect te
our opinions by rendering a verdict;
therefore, be it resolved, that this board
agres to an abstract resolution, having
ne practical application to the question at
issue, and they humbly wait upon the
Council of Public Instruction kindly re-
lieves us of the unpleasant but clearly
defined duty.”

The motion was put, the amendment
having no seconder, and was carried by
three to two.

Yeas—Trustees Marchant, Glover ana
Lewis.—3.

Nays—Trustees Saunders and Lovell.

Chairman Hayward had no vote, but
intimated that it would have been cast
with the negative if he had.

ANOTHER TRAIN ROBBERY.

Ten Thousand Dollars Stolen from tl.e
Express Car.

Phoenix, Ariz.,, Jan. 31,—The Soutih-
ern Pacific westbound train No. 2 was
Reld up six miles this side of Wileox
Bast night by masked men. They sep-
arated the express car from the traia.
Kauled it five miles west, and with six
shots of dynamite blew the safe open.
Bt contained ten thousand dollars im
Mexican silver which was removed. *Lhe
trail of the robbers is marked by a pro-
#pse scattering in Sulphur Springs val-

y of Mexican dollars.

San Francisco, Jan. 31.—The Southerm
Pacific and Wells Fargo companies have
effered a joint reward to-day of ¥Hw)
for each of the men implicated in the
Arizona train robbery.

A WOMAN'S HEART.

ONE DISEASE THAT BAFFLES
THE PHYSICIAN.

The Story of a Woman Who Suffered for
Nine Years—How She Was Cured.

From the Newark News.

Valvular disease of the heart has always
been considered incurable. The following
interview therefore, will interest the medi-
cal profession since it describes the sus-
cessful use of a new treatment for the dis-
ease. The patient is Mrs. George Archer,
of Clifton, N.J. All physicians consulted
pronounced the spatient suffering with val-
vular disease of the heart and treated her
‘without the slightest relief.  Mrs. Archer
said: ‘I ecould -not walk across the floor;
neither could I go up stairs without stop-
ping to let pain in my chest and left arm
ease. I felt an awful constriction about
my arms and chest as though I were tied
with.ropes. Then there was a terrible noise
in my right ear like the labored breathing
of some great animal. I have often turned
expecting to see some creature at my side.

‘“Last July,”” countinued Mrs. Archer, ‘i
was at Springfield, Mass., visiting, and my
mother showed me an account in the
Springfield Examiner telling of the wonde-
ful cures effected by the use of Dr. Wil-
liams’ Pink Pills for Pale People. » My
mother urged me to 'try the pills and om
November 25th last I bought a box and be-
gan taking them, and I have taken them
ever since except for a short interval, After
beginning on the second box, to my wonder,
the noise in my ear ceased. I kept right
on, -and the distress that I used to feel
in my chest and arms gradually disappear-
ed. The blood has returned to my face, lips
and ears which were entirely devoid of
color and I feel well and strong again.

“My son, too, had been troubled with
gastritis and I induced him to try the Pink
Pills with great benefit. I feel that every-
body ought to know of my wonderful cure,
and I bless God that I have found some-
thing that has given me this great relief.”

COAL SHIPMENTS.

Export by the New Vancouver Coal Gom-
pany During January.

The foreign shipments of coal by the New
Vancouver Coal Company during January
were as follows: {

1—Str. Pioneer, Port Townsend
5—Ship L. J. Morse, San Frarcisco..
6—8tr, Holyoke, Port Townsend
6—S8tr. Tacoma, Port Townsend. ..
9—Ship Wachusett, San Francisco.
10—8tr. Tye3, Port Townsend...
11—8tr. Angeles, Beverett, Wash.
12—Str. Tyee, Port Townsend....
12—Ship India, San Francisco. . 7
12—8hip Jabez Howes, San Francisco.
14—8tr. Holyoke, Port Townsend
15—8tr. Pioneer, Port Townsend
16—Ship Oyrus Wakefield, S. F
17—8tr. Tyee, Port Townsend
19—8tr. Rapid Transit, Tacoma.....,.
19—Str. Rafid Transit, Seattle
19—Str. Holyoke, Port Townsend
19—8tr. Wanderer, Port Townsend. ..
19—8tr, Tyee, Port Townsend
19—Bark Sea King, San Francisco....
19—Bark Wilna, gan Francisco
22—S8tr. Bertha, San Francisco
24—S8tr. Pioneer, Port Townsend
24—Bark Archer, Honolulu, H.I.......
25—8tr. Tacoma, Port Townsend
26—S8tr. Holyoke, Port Townsend....
26—Ship Blwell, San Francisco
:.’»O—Bark Rufus B. Wood, S. F
80—S8tr. Wanderer Port Townsend....

Hood’s Sarsaparilla, acting through the
blood, reaches every part of the system,
and in this way pesitively cures catarph.

"Vhen Baby was eiok, we gave her Castorm,
When she was a Child, she cried for Castoria,
When she became Miss, she clung to Castoria,
When ghe had Crikiren, abe gave them Castoria,

"PROVINCIAL LEGISL

Mr. McGregor’s Mines I
Bill Passes 1ts Second
ing Yesterday.

Fuarther Adjournmenton t
on Mr. Kennedy's Su
Observance Bill
FORTY-FOURTH D
Thursday,

The speaker took the chair s
Prayers by Rev. P. Mclt. M

Mr. Bryden presented a pe
770 miners of Wellington of
coal mines regulation bill.

Mr. Kitchen moved for a re
crown grants issued from Jar
to the end of 1894, showing
of the grantee, the acreage
acquired by purchase or pre-e
the district in which the grang
Motion agreed to.

Mr. Martin continued the
the Sunday observance bill
eontended went too far. He
lieve in forcing ideas down
of those who do not believe
He believed in the proper obj
the Sabbath, but did not
going as far as the bill inteq
A number of gentlemen in
the subject being absent he
adjournment of the debate,
tion was adopted.

The house went into co
Mr. Sword’s drainage, dyking
tion bill. Reported complete w|
ments.

Mr. McGregor moved the sd
ing of the coal mines regulati
object of which was to do
dangerous classes of men in
All professions were protecte
miners should be similiarly
He knew from experience thgl
the men who worked underg
orders given them. Somethin
done to make miners feel m
while urderground.

Mr. Bryden said the bill
three miners a roving comm
see what they could. Many

provisions were already on t
book,. while other clauses overr
bitration act. The miners we
that their safety was already
for. There were overseers
efficials in a mine who could
competent man from working.

Dr. Walkem contended thg
was not a dangerous one. I
first honest legislation that ha
troduced in the house for the
miners. All previous bills had
introduced to influence a
This bill was introduced, on
Rand, just after a general e
a mine was found to be da
should be shut down, as a
was to be considered before {
eents. A miné was unsafe if
men working there who do
stand the rules. The bill w
men out of the minés, and he
that men who were endang
lives of their fellowmen should
a mine. A man who could noft
ether men when there was
not a fit person to work in a
ter that 500 men should get
mine than one life should be
The bill was in favor of botl
ewuers and the miners. The
were to be referred to arbitr
would be unbiased men. He|
imagine any body of miners
stood the bill, signing a petiti
Some of the foreigners thoug
would drive them out ot the
they could not pass an e
through an interpreter as to 1
undergronnd they ' should nof]
The foreigners should get o
mines if they endangered t
the other miners.

Mr. Mutter could not sec a
the bill that gave three mineq
commission to go through th
He agreed with what Dr. W
said and would have pleasure
ing rthe bill. The petition 4
bill was not worth the paper i
ten on.

Hon. Mr. Pooley opposed t
would allow one company to
with another company’s busin
not introduced with the object
ing the miners. The ming
would be enabled to prevent
did not work under their ruleg
uring work in the provineg
owners were bound to make f
as safe as possible and not alld
ous men to work underground
tended that the foreigners
signs of danger, and in fact
ions were principally caused
well known miners. They g0
after having worked underg
some years.

Mr. Kennedy thought the
the bill was the protection
life, which all should be in fay
bill should be passed. and if a
were necessary they could b
committee.

Hon. Col. Baker could not
bill as it stood, although he
say that he would vote again
ond reading. He followed thd
of Hon. Mr. Pooley. contendin]
siders should not be allowe
fere with mines with which
nothing to do.

Mr. Williams spoke in fay
bill. It just made provision
ing out an act now on the sty
He could not agree with Mr.
three 'miners knew that a lay
violated it was their duty t
to the inspector. They would
a right to interfere with the n
working in the mine could nof
complaint, for if they did tl
lose their positions. Therefo
working in the mine should la
plaint.

Mr. Booth considered the b
one. The miners would have 1
in interfering with the collie
Some owners protected their ni




