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:3 . If su ·h eu1plo:, er doe-· not 11i. m iss such apprentice on account 
•of illness, ,, i ll t1ie time th at th e apprentice i,· a,vay ill count a.· part 
of the apprenticeship , or will ]1e liave to make u p the t irne on hi ::; 
r ecoven · '! 

Ans.1ee1·.~.-1. The answer to this question depends on the nature 
and durat iou of the illne ·s. A temporary illness would not ju tify 
the master in t er minating the apprent iceship. It is on ly in the 

-case of an illuess r esulting in incapacity on the part of the appr n 
tice to perform his rluties unrler the apprenticeship for the ,,hole 

•01· a large pa1-t of the unexpirccl term that the master woulcl b 
justi:fierl iu det ermining the tLppreuticeship. 

2 . Fntil the apprentices] ip has beeu properl:· det er mined the 
ma, t er is boun d to pa:~ the wag-es of tbe apprentice r1 urin g his 
illness. 

:3. The t ime that the apprentice is a,wa:· will ooun t as part of 
t he term of his app renticeship. Tn som recent awards provision 
has been made to the coutrary, but the present award does not 

-contain an:· snch pr ovision . 
D ate rl. thi. l i5th rla:· of Febrna1':·, HHl. 

·w. A. SD[, Judg . 

·{2268.\ CANTERBURY AGRICC LTURAL .-\ ND P ASTORAL LABOUR
ER .-ADDIN G PARTIES TO _.\WARD RE NORTH CANTERBURY 
THRESHING-MILL OWNERS. 

Iu the Court of Ar bitraho11 of ?;cw Zealand , Canterbun· Industr ial 
Di;.;triet.-In the matter of the Industrial Conci'liation and 
Arbitrat ion .:-\..ct, 1908, and ifa amend ments; an rl in the matter 
of an award nrnde 011 the 16th da:· of Ma:·, 1910, in an indu.·
trial <li ··pute between the Canterbnr:· Agr icult ural and Pa -toral 
Labourers' Inc1u. trial TTn io11 of ·work er:-; mi rl A.nderson arnl 
Lerno11 anrl the otl1 e r cn1ploye rs therein 11 arnerl. 

Tuesday, the 14th Day of February, 1911. 

PON readiug the application fi lec1 l1ercill 0 11 the 14th Ja:· of 
J an uar:·, 1911, and upon hearing the parti es, this Conrt doth order 
that the following per sons a1H1 firrn s :-;h all be anrl the:· are hereby 
.a c1 r1erl as part ies to the r-;a ic1 :nYar,1 as froru the date li ercof :-

Ba1:nes , G., millowner, Cbcviot. 
Co11way, -, millowner, Duusarnlel. 
Everest, H., rnillown er , Greenpa rk. 
Holmes, A., mi llowner, Ral,aia . 
Kingsb nr:·, G., millowner , Kyl e. 
Levey Bros . , mi llowuers, Lincoln . 
Mc':\Iillan , R., millmvu er, Trwell. 
1Iontgorner:· and Co ., millown er s, Soufobridge . 

BY t l1e Court . 
. w . w. S .BISON, 

Clerk of Awards . 
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(2269.l SOUTH CA.l'l'TERBrRY PAINTERS AND DECORA'l'ORS.-CASE 
STATED FOR OPINION OF THE COURT O] ARBITRATION RE 
WORK DONE BETWEEN NOON AND 5 P .1r. 0 J 'ATl"RDAY, A:);D 
OPINION OF THE COURT 1'HEREON. 

lu the Co.urt of Arbitratiou of Kew Zealaucl, CauterLul' _\· lmlustrial 
District .-Betweeu the Inspector of Awards, plai11tiff, and C. 
Bates and Co., defendants. 

SPBCL\ L case sta t ed bY Victor G1·ace Da,-, Stip 11diary .\Iagistrat~ 
at 'l'emuka. V • 

The stat 'llH:!11t of clai111 is as follows:-
'' The plaiutiff claims to rec.over frolll the defeudauts tbe sum 

of .£1 as a penalt_,· for a breach .of the South Canterbnr,1· Pai11ten; 
and Deco ra.to1·.· award, dated the 14th day of :\la1·cl1, U-HO. 

'' The follo\\·ing nre the particulars of the sa id breach : The 
defendants dicl, 011 the 10th da:· of Decem ber, 1910, euiploy certaiu 
joun1eyrnen painters-to " ·it , ·w. Jackson, R. :Moore, and others
after noon on , aturdu y , cnntn1. 1·y to tlil' prnvisions of the sa id 
award . ' ' · 

The award is report d ill Yolume xi of Awards, at page JO. 
Tlie fact::; as set nu t i11 t l1e statement of claim are arlrnitted by 

the defen dants. 
The p laintiff claims that the facts ::;how a breach of the award 

inasmuch as the award provides that the hours of labour shall be 
" from 8 a.m . to noon on Sat urdays," ancl the subsequent clause 4 
makes no provision for overtime on Saturcla:·s . 

':Che clefendallts paid overtirne rates for work tloue on the after
noon i11 question, u-uder t l1e impression that in emplo:·ing the men 
on Saturday afternoon and pa:· i11g overtime vvas not a Lreacb of 
th award . 

The qnestio11 for the opin ion of the Court of ArLitration i,;, Do• 
the facts con ·titute a breach of th - South Canterbur:· Pai11ters.and 
Decorato r:::; award? 

\' I CTOH GRACE DAY, 

Stipencliary ~Iagistrate. 

OPIXIO:X OF THE COUl{'l' . 

In the opin ion of th e Court the effect of clau. ·es 1 and 4 of foe 
award is t~ prohibit work on Satu r day afternoon betw -e11 noon 
arid u p.m., and, on the facts as stated, a breach of award ha· been 
committed. This result wa. probably not inten cled when the· 
parties made th agreement on which th e award is based, bnt that 
is the effect of the la1 guag-e they have used . 

Dated thi .: 16th day of F ebruar:·· 1011. 
W . A . Sn.r, Judge . 




