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SELECT COMMITTEE appointed, on the 3rd day of November, 189'7, to 
consider and report upon " The Great Midland and West Coast Rallway' Bill, 
189'7," ( Private). 

MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE. 

MR. MINISTER OF LANDS AND WORKS. 
MR • .BRADLEY. 
MR. GILMORE. 
MR. MILES. 

DAYS OF MEETING. 

MR. HALL. 
MR. MACKENZIE. 
MR. M. J. CLARKE. 
MR. RONALD 81\llTH. 

Friday, November 26; Monday, November 29; We~neEday, December 1; Thursday, December 2; Fridav, 
December 3; Wednesday, December 8; Friday, December 10; Wednesday, December 15. 

WITNESSES EXAMINED. 

Mr. William Aylett; Mr. John Hetherington Miller; Mr. Alexander Oliver; Mr. Caleb John Lee Smit!•; Mr. 
, Robert William M'Gowan; Mr. Josiah Innes; Mr. William Whitaker Stewart; Mr. Fritz Joseph Ernst; 

Mr. F. Baek, General Manager Tasmanian Governmen't Railways; Mr. John M'Neill M'Cormick, Engineer of 
Existino- Lines of Tasmanian Government Railways; Mr. Robert James Sadler; Mr. William Henry Wallace, 
Acting §ecretary for MinPS; Honourable Charles Henry Grant, M.L.C.; Mr. E. A. Counsel, Surveyor-General; 
Mr. Arthur Hinman. 

REPORT. 

Tm: Select Committee appointed to consider "The Great Midland and West Coast Railway Com­
pany Bill" has the honour to repor_t tha~ it has taken a con_siderable amount of Evidence, including 
that of several experts, in· support of the allegations contained in the Preamble of the said Bill, 
b1~t, owing to the close of the Session, it has been unable to complete its labours. 

The Committee has now the honour to present· to the House the Evidence taken, with the 
Minutes of Proceedings and Appendices. 

Committee Room, House of Assembly, 
17th December, 1897. 

MATTHEW J. CLARKE, Chairman. 
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MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS. 

FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 1897~ 
1lfembers present.-Mr. Bradley, Mr. Hall, Mr. MacKenzie, Mr. Miles, and Mr. l\L J. Clarke~ 
'l'he Order of the House appointing the Committee was read by the Clerk. 
Mr. M. J. Clarke was appointed Chairman. · 
The Chairman laid upon the Table the Petition praying for leave to bring in the Bill. · (Appendix.) 
The Chairman laid upon the Table the Petition praying to be heard by Counesl against the Bill. (Appendix.) 
Ordered, That the Promoter be heard by Counsel in support of the Bill. 
Ordered, That the Petitioners against the Bill be heard by Counsel. 
Ordered, That the Promoter be admitted duriqg the examination of witnesses. 
Mr. Gilmore and Mr. Ronald Smith took their seu,ts. 
Ordered, That l\1:r. Back, General Manager of Railways, be summoned to give evidence at 2 o'dock this duy. 
The Committee adjourned till 2 o'clock. · 
The Committee met at 2 o'clock. 
J.lfembers present.-Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Hall, Mr. :r,fackenzie, Mr. Gilmore, Mir. Bradley, and 

l\fr. Ronald Smith. 
The Clerk handed in letter received by him from Mr. Duck, asking that he might be summoned to give evidence 

on a future da,y, as he had not had time to made notes on the Bill. · 
Ordered, Tlmt ~fr. Back be summoned to give evidence on ,vednesday, 1st December next, at 10 o'clock. 
Ordered, That Mr. J.M. M'Cormick be summoned for Wednesday,.lst December next, at 10·30 o'clock. 
Ordered, That the Honourable C .. H. Grant be summoned for Wednesday, 1st December next, at 11 o'clock. 
The Committee adjourned to meet at the Municipal Council Offices, Launceston, on Monday next, at 10 o'clock. 

:MONDAY, NOVEMBER 29, 1807. 
The C'ommittee met at 10 o'clock in the Municipal Offices, Launceston. 
Pre:ent.-Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Gilmore, and Mr. Ronald Smith. 
Mr. E. G. Miller appeared on behalf of the Petitioners'against the Bill. 
The Minutes of the lost meeting were read. 
Mr. William Aylett was called and examined. 
Mr. Aylett withdrew. . . .- . . .. 
Mr. John Hethrington Miller was called and examined • 
.Mr. Miller withdrew. . . 
Mr. Alexander Oliver was· called and examim,d. 
Mr. Oliver withdrew. 
At 12·35 the Committee adjourned till u. qm,rter past 2. 
At a quarter·1iast 2 the Committ1w met again.··. 
Present . ._Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Gilmore, and Mr. Ronald Smith. 
Mr. Caleb John Lee Smith was called and examined. 
Mr. Smith withdrew. 
Mr. Robert William M'Gowan was called and examined. 
l\:lr. M'Gowan withdrew. 
Mr. Josiah Innes was called and examined. 
Mr. Innes withdrew . 
.Mr. William.. Whitaker 8tewart was called and examined. 
l\fr . .Stewart·witlidrew. 
Mr. Fritz Joseph-Ernst was called and examined. 
Mr. Ernst withdrew. 
At 4·30 r.111. the Committee adjourned till 10 o'clock on Wednesday next, in Hobart. 

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER I, 1897. 
'The Committee met at 10 o'clock. 
~Wemberspresent.-Mr. M. J. Clarke{Chairman), Mr. Mackenzie, and Mr. Ronald Smith. 
•Ordered, That Mr. C011nsel, Surveyor-General, be summoned to give evidence at 2· 15 _o'clock co-day. 
Mr. Miles took his seat. . . . 
Mr. F. Back, General M11,nager of Government Railways, was called in and examined. 
Mr. Back read some notes on the Bill, taking it Cl11use by Clause . 
.Mr. Gilmore took his seat. 
Mr. B11ck withdrew. 
At 12·30 the Committee adjourned till 10 o'clock to-morrow. 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1807. 
The Committee met at 10 o'clock. 
J.lfnnbers p1·esent.-Mr. Ronald Smith, Mr. Mackenzie, and Mr. Bradley. 
An apology was received from tht! Chairman, who was unable to be present. 
Resolved, That Mr. Ronald Smith take the Chair during the Chairman's absence this day. 
Mr. Back was re-c1tlled and further examined. 
Counsel for the Petitioners against the Bill (Mr. M. W. Simmons) handed in ExhiLlt Copy of "The Tasmanian 

· -Ce.ntral and West Coast Railway Bill," (Private). "" 
Mr. Back withdrew. 
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Mr. Clarke Chairman, took his seat. 
Mr. J. l\L M'Cormick, Engineer of existing Lines, Tasmanian Government Railways, was r.alled in and 

examined. 
And the Clerk, having called the attention of the Chairman to the fact that a quorum was not present, the 

Committee, at 12· 40 P.M., was adjourned by the Chairman tiff 10 o'clock to-morrow. 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1897. 
The Committee met at 10 o'clock. 
MMllbers presrnt.-:Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), ?'fr. l\fo~kenzie, a~d l,\fr. Ronald Smith. 
Mr. J. M. M'Corm1ck was called and further exammed; · · · 
Mr. M'Corm-ick withdrew. 
Mr. Robert James Sadler was called and examined. . . ·. 
Mr . .Simmons_ put in a ·co1'>y of correspondence between the Solicitors and one of the :Promoters of the TaRmaninn 

Central and West Coast Railway Bill, and the Solicitor and the Promoter of the, Great Midland and West Coast 
Railway Company Bill. (Appendix.) ·· 

Mr. Sadler withdrew. 
At 1 o'clock Committee adjourned till 2·15 P.M. 
At 2·15 P.llf. Committee met again. 
Members present.-l\'fr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Mallkenzie, and Mr. Ronald Smith. 
Mr. William Henry Wallace, Acting Secretary for Mines, was called and examined. 
Mr. Wallace withdrew. 
Hon. Charles Henry Grant was called and examined. 
Hon. C. H. Grant withdrew. 
At 3 o'clock Committee adjourned till 10 o'clock on Wednesday next. 

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1897. 
The Committee met at 10 o'clock. 
Members present.-Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Mackenzie, and Mr. Ronald Smith. 
Hon. Charles Henrv Grant was called and further examined. 
Hon. C. H. Grant withdrew. 
Mr. Edward Albert Counsel was called and examined. 
Mr. C: H. Hall took his seat. 
Mr.·Counscl withdrew. 
The Chairman stated that. he had received a letter from the Solicitor to the Promoter, enclosing certain papers; 

and requesting that they be laid on the Table ; namely :- , 
Appendices B, D, and E, of the Report· of the Select Committee on the Great ·western Railway and, 

Electric Ore Reduction Company's Bill,. 1896 (Private), (Parliamentary Paper No. 80, Session II. of 
1896). _ 

Also evidence on· the same Bill, given by Mr. Arthur Charles Parker, pages 16 to 18; by Mr. Robert 
Henry, pages 37 to 38 and page 46; by Mr. Russell Allport, pages 38 to 40; and by Robert Sydney 
Milles, 47 to 48. 

Also a paper read by Mr. Allan Stewart, C.E., before the Royal Society of Tasmania. 
The Chairman laid the said papers on the Table accordingly. 
Ordered, that the last-named paper be printed. (Appendix.) 
At 12 o'clock the Committee adjourned till 10·30 o'clock on Friday next. 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 10, 1897. 
The Committee met at 10·30 o'clock. 
Members jn·esent.-Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Hall, Mr. Mackenzie, and Mr. Ronald Smith. 
l\lr. Clarke laid upon the Table some notes by the Surveyor-General (Mr. Counsel) on the Bill before tl1e 

the Committee. · 
As Mr. Simmons was about to arldreas the Committee against the Bill,- · 
A discussion arose as to whether the speech of Mr. Simmons should appear in the proceedings of the Committee. 
Mr. Minister of Lands and Works took his seat. 
Mr. Simmons asked to have his address reported in the proceedings of the Committee. 
Some Members of the Committee demurred to this course. 
Mr. Simmons then asked that a short-hand note be taken of his address, and that it be left to a full meeting of 

the Committee to decide whether it be entered in the proceedings. 
Resolved, That Mr. Simmons' address be not reported in the proceedings of the Committee. 
Mr. Simmons then addressed the Committee against the Bill. 
Mr. Arthur Hinman was called and examined. 
Mr. Hinman withdrew. · · 
At 1 o'clock the Committee adjourned till 2·15 o'clock. 
The Committee met again at 2·15 P.M. 
Members p1·esent.-Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Hall, and :i\'Ir. Mackenzie. 
Mr. Hinman was called and further examined. 
Mr. Ronald Smith took his seat. 
Mr. Hinman withdrew. 
At 3 o'clock the Committee adjourned till 6·45 P.M. 
The Committee met again at 6·45 P.M. 

Members prr.sent.-Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Hall, and Mr. Ronald Smith. 
Mr. Hinman was called and further examined. 
Mr. Mackenzie took his seat. 
Mr. Bradley took his seat. 
Mr. Hinman withdrew. . 
At 7·30 P.M. the Committee adjourned till 10 o'clock on Wednesday next. 
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WED~ESDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1897. 
At 11 o'clock a quorum of five not being present, the Chairman adjourned the Committee till 11 o'clock on­

Friday next. 

FRipA Y, DECEMBER 17, 1897. 
The Committee met at 11 o'clock. 
1lfembcrs prncnt-Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Hall, and Mr. Gilmore. 
At ll·30 ·u, quorum of five not being present, the Chairman adjourned the Committee till 2·45. 
At 2·45 the Committee met again. 
_ilfcmbcrsprescnt-Mr. M. J. Clarke (Chairman), Mr. Bradley, Mr. Hall, Mr. :Minister of Lands. and ,vork,. 

and l\fr. Gilmore. 
Draft Report brought up and read 1° :-
" The Select Committee appointed to consider 'The Great Midland and West Coast Railway Company Bill,' 

has the honour to report that it has taken a considerable amount of Evidenre, including that of several experts, in 
support of the allegations contai11ed in the Preamble of the said Bill, but, owing to the close of the Session, it has­
been unable to complete its labours." 

"The Committee has now the honour to present to the House the Evidence taken, with the l\Jinutes of Pro­
cceclings and Appendices." 

Read 2° and agreed to. 
At 3 o'clock the Committee adjourned. 



EVIDENCE. 
. ' 

MoNDAY, 29TI-I NovEMBER, 1897. 

WILL1AM AYLETT, called and examined. 
l. By tlte Oltafrman.-What is your name? William Aylett. 
2. What are you? . I am a farmer. 
3. -Where do you reside? At Mole Creek. 

(No. 75.) 

4, How long have you lived at Mole Creek? Abont six years. _ · 
5. Have you much knowledge of the country betwern Mole Creek and Rosebery? Y cs, I have ten 

years' experience. 
6. How often have you been through the country in that time? I could hardly tell you. I have 

been through express to Rosebery on several occasions. I think about four times. 
7. Then, you know the country well? Yes, very well. 
8. Were you out with any railway survey party a few years ago? Yes, I went out with Mr. A. 

Stewart's partv on a railway Eurvey. 
9. How far did you go Z We went from Mole Creek to Mount Peli on. It should have been to 

Zeelrnn, but we did not go that far. 
10. That was when Mr. Stewart made the railway survey on which he reported? Yes. · 
ll. How many miles is it from Mole Creek to Mount Pelion? •About forty miles, I believe. It is 

forty-three miles by Stewart's survey. 
12; Is that railway easy of constmction as far as Mount Pelion? I can't say it is. There is a 

permanent line surveyed up to that point ; when I say a permanent line, I mean it is engineered and all. 
13. I believe this line ;;hat was surveyed bv·Mr. Stewart follows the rivers-it is not the route tha 

was marked by Mr. Innes? ·No, Sir. • • 
14. Does Mr. Innes's route follow the surveyed line at all? No, it does not. Mr. Stewart -took the 

valley for it, while M1·. Innes took the upper line. [The witness here pointed out the two routes on the 
map.] Mr. Stewart ,,kirted the eastern side of the Mersey and then crossed to the western side near 
Mount Pelion, and so across the Canning River to Lake.Dora. 

- 15. Is that an easier route than Mr. Innes':;;? Most decidedly it is, and a much more likely country. 
:M:r. Stewart took the lower ir..stead of the higher lands. 

16. From Mount Pelion to Rosebery, what is the character of the eountry? Well, g·etting into 
Rosebery ii is broken country, and very high. You will see by Mr. Innes's report that we had to cross a 
high range, 3800 feet. That can he avoided. [Witness referred to plan.] That is the Pelion Range; 
You can go between Mount Pelion and Cradle Mountain after you cross the 1,iver. 

17. You say that range can be avoided? Oh, yes, all the high country can be avoided. 
18. Well, what other difficulties a.re there? Well, there is a high saddle 3300 feet, from the lowest 

point, that is the Mount Pelion sarldle. All the difficulty is to get over the high country. 
19. And how do you say that could l;ie avoided? Mr. Stewart goes to the south of Mount Pelion, 

and then goes south-east instead of west. In that way he gets on to the waters and goes down following 
the rivers to Lake Dora distri,~t, and so gets to Rosebery. 

20. Yo·u say the country is very hilly? Yes, it is hilly: 
21. .Are there rnaIJy other difficulties besides those yon have spoken of? No, there are no other great 

-difficulties on the route I have spoken of-wl1en you have got on the high land and you have only got to 
get down. By Mr. Innes's track you are on. the low land and you have got to get up. 

22. Were you ont wilh M1·. Innes when he marked off this track? Yes, I was with him. I was 
not with him when he marked the track. I was employed by the packer. I was also a kind of guide to 
him, but a man namer} Russell was the guide "·ho went with him. 1 was a packer taking out his provisions. 

23. Is Mr. lnnes's route good enough for a track?_ Yes, it is good enough.for_ a track, and it woulcl 
be a very goocl' track. 

24. Did he intend it for i;, track or for a raihrnv? Oh, he intended it for a track. 
to survey a track to Rosebery or Mount Reacl. He took the high lands instead of 
taken bv l\fr. Stewart. 

His instrt1otions were 
the low, which were 

25: \Vould this railway line take Mr. Stewart's survey line, and crossing your route. after le:;tving 
Mount Pelion, would it be shorter than by Mr. Innes's track? I could not answer that. It would, I think_, 
be somewlmt about the same as to length. Both run in the same direction, only one is on the high lands, 
and the other 1s on the low. The one is above and the other below, but l think there would be very little 
difference in leng·th. · 

26. Do yon know what would be the height of the highest point you would have to get over on the 
railway? No. It is said to bo aboui 2500 feet. That would be avoiding all the high snow ground and 
taking the lower valleys. . . 

27. Between i:Io!e Creek and Mount Pelion wha·t class of land is there? For the first ll miles it is 
broken agricultural land here and there in patches. Some of it is barren, and some bearing very good 
timber ; then you get partly into barren country, mineral bearing for· a distance of about 8 miles · or ] 0· 
miles. Then there are large flats good for grazing ground. Some of it selected by Mr. Field is very good. 
'l'hen after that it is agricultural land right to Mount Pelion. From Mount Pelion on for the first mile or 
two there is a belt of ground known as coal land, and containing some discoveries made by myself. The 
first is a copper mine, and I believe it is a valuable mine. That is at the l1ead of Stewart's line. The11. 
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you come on the belt of coal land extending for three or four miles. Then there is a belt of granite land, 
and then from there it is silver, coppe1·, and gold land and mixed mineml bearing right through to Lake 
Dora, with some very rich country added to it. · 

28. Is there any means of communication along Innes' route at the present time lo Rosebery? No. 
29. No traffic at all? No. 
80. VVhy so? Well, it is very difficult to cross tlie Murchison River, that stream is so deep and strong. 
31. Ts there any track now from Mole Creek? Not at the present time. There is a pack-track to 

Granite Tor on Innes's by which we packed out provisions. 
32. And from there on l1ow is it? Well, there is a bridle track cnt through it by which you might 

pack provisions, bedding, or tents on your back, but it is very rough at that. It i,, only a bridle track. 
33. Is the track capable of being used for conveying stores and goods still? It could be used if it 

were cleared out mid made. It would be impossible to get anything through as it is at present. 
34. 1'here is better country after you cross the Murchison? Yes. That is not a wide stream. It is 

about 80 feet across. · _ 
35. Do you know if cattle are now sent from Deloraine or Mole Creek to Rosebery? Yes. Cattle 

are driven- through the Lake Country to Mount Lvell, not to Rosebery. 
36. Are there many head of cattle sent? 1 could not say how many. 
37. lf a railway were constructed from Mole Creek to Rosebery that would take the traffic? Yes. 

Lake Dora is the central place, as I have pointed out. -
· 38. Well, if a rail way we1·e constructed from Mole Creek to Lake Dora, then to where would it go ? 
To l\Iount Lyell or Rosebery. • 

39. And would that open up the country? Yes. It would take the centre of all the country. It is 
the centre of the lower country and the centre of the mineral country. 

40. Would the line pass through good.mineral country? It would pass through Mount Pelion, and 
right through all the good country to the west of it, and right _through to Lake Dora. It is all mineral 
country. 

41. 1 f this rail way were made _would it, in your opinion, be good for the country? Yes, it would, 
and I believe it would be a really good paying line. I see nothing to prevent it. 

42. If a company _r,onstructed it, and did not get a grant of land or any other concession, would that 
raih~a:y, in yom· opinion, be a payable one-I mear. if it depended on passenger and other traffic? No, 
not 1f 1t depended on passenger traffic alone. . . _ 

43'. O!· if it depended on the carriage of goods ? No. If it had the passenger traffic combined with 
the carriage of goods it might pay. . · · 

44. There would be an outlet, would there not, for ore, and for goods by Macquarie Harbour, would 
the ore and goods not be taken by the Strahan and Zeehan line of Railway? Just so; yes, Sir. 

45. And that line would compete with it, would it not,? It could not compete, I think, because 
it has much farther to rnn. The Mole Creek line would be the shortest way from the northern part of the 
district. · 

46. 1'aking ore raised from the Lake Dora district, would not the nearest way be to Macquarie 
Harbour? Yes. • 

47. So that as far as ore from that district is concerned, that ore would find its natural outlet throug-h 
Macquarie Harbour? Yes, Sir. 

48. If the Cumpany which proposes to con,-truct the line has larg-e ore-reduction works, and went in 
for ore-buying, and also for reducing ore, and the works were near to deep water, do you think it would 
he for the good of the country to construct the line and erect works 1 I believe so, Sir. 

49. As I understand you, you were our with and acted as guide for Mr. Stewart's party? Yes, I 
acted as guide. · 

50. Yes, in the year 1891,·and yon were also connected with Mr. Innes's·party in 1890-97? Yes, and 
I also acted as occasional guide for .Mr. Innes. 

51. You are the William Aylett !'eferred to in l1is l'eport? Yeto, Sir. 
52. Now then, is there much of the country between Mole Creek and Lake Dora explored? No> not 

beyond Mount Pelion. . 
53. Not beyond; between Mount Pelion and Lake Dom? It has ,been explored a little, _or rather, it 

1lias been gently J).!'Ospected. . 
54. · But between Mole Creek and Mount Pelion has been explored? Yes, and there has been traffic 

.through fur many years. I have told you the descriptiqn of hmd between the two places. 
55. From Mole Creek to ~fount Pelion is the land on an average worth 5.~. an acre, do yot1 think? 

Not in its prtsr.nt statP. 
56. But if a railway line were built through it, would not that improve its value consid8rably? Oh 

-yes. There is land there which if improved wmtld be worth £5 an acre, and there is a good quantity of 
it too. That is, it would be worth that if a railwa v were co11structe<l. · 

57. Ilow manv acres? I should sav there a1:e about 5000 acres of good agricultural Ia"ncl between 
-those points. That is a rough calculation·. 

58. By 1llr. Smitlt.-'fhe line that Mr. Stewart surveved as far as Mount Pelion, that is Stewart's 
·line from Mole CJ'eek to Pelion-that and the sui·veyed track are the same, are they not. I mean Innes' 
and Stewart's lines? No, Sir. They are some miles apart all the way until Mount Pelion ,vest is reached, 
then l\ir. Inne~•s track· leaves the line and takes two or three miles of Mr. Stewart's line, and makes use of 
·-it. . 

. 59. And which is the best line, in your opinion? Mr. St_ewart's. He takes the low country, an I you 
•have not to climb Gad's Hill. 

60. Do yon ci·oss many streams? Not greJt strea:ns. The Mersey is the largest river of the who:e 
-that you cross. 

61. Is there-an abundant supply of water in those streams? Ye~. There is a large supply of wate1· 
-:in the Murchison, but you don't cross that on the line of railwar. 
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62. Then, you don't cross the Murchison on Mr. Stewart's track? No. If you follow Mr. Innes's 
track you do cross it, but if you follow Mr. Stewart's track you uo not cross it. 

63. What is the distance from Rosebery to the largest portion of the agricultural land? Well, there 
is some good agricultural land at Sophia Creek. 

64. How far is that from Rosebery? About 15 miles. 
65. Is there sufficient good agricultural land there to afford food supply for the population of the 

West Coast? I can't say. It is good land, and there is a quantity_ of it, bt1t I can't say what it would 
produce. 

66. By J.1:fr. Miller.-You know the country at the back of Sheffield going west? Yes. I ha,e 
been right through to the West Coast from that place. 

67. Is there not good agricultural land there-is there not a large area of good agricuHural land 
between Sheffield and Mole Creek, that is, taking in part of the Wilmot? Yes. That is, taking it from 
the Surrey Hills block. · . 

68. Suppose all the land were withdrawn from sale between Sheffield and Strahan, would not that 
take out a very large portion of the good agricultural land from selection ? It would, Sir ; it wou'.d 
take a very large portion of it out. It would take out 10,000 acres of agricultural land at least, all goc,d 
land. 

69. Ancl some of it has been selected at present ? Yes. 
70. Would not that greatly interfei·e with the development of the Sheffield district-I mean the 

legitimate development of the district-if it were withdrawn from selection? I suppose it would, but I can 
hardly answer that question. 

71. Clause 170 of the Bill provides that it shall be lawful for the Minister to withdraw from selection 
under" The Crown Lands Act, 1890," and from the operation of" The Mining Act, 1893," for a period of 
two years from the passing of this Act, so much land as to the Minister may seem fit as lies between ~he 
parallels of latitude which rnn through the towns of Sheffield and Strahan respectively, and west of an 
imaginary line drawn north and south through the railway station at Mole Creek, and east of the eastern 
boundary of the Western Mining Division: would that ·not be likely to prevent the development of the 
district? That is a question I could not answer. 

72. Do you know the country at the back of the Wilmot? I am not personally well acquainted with it. 
Taking the mineral country, I know a good deal of it, but I don't know the agricultural country. Taking 
the agricultural land in the lower parts of the country, I can't say much about it. . 

73. By the Chai1·man.-If under the Bill it is left to the Minister of Lands to decide whether he will 
withdraw any land from selection, and, if so, what land-if all that is left to him, do you think the colony 
would be safe enough in the hands of a responsible Minister of the Crown? I am sure I can't say ; that 
is a question for the politicians to decide. I would not undertake to answer it. 

74. In going from Mole Creek on to Lake ·Dora how many rivers would J'OU cross-I mean h(}W 
many rivers are there from which you could take water for the purpose of working the railway or for 
electricity? Well, there would be the Mersey for the first river, which is a large stream; then there is foe 
Forth River for the second-that takes the water flowing through the 1\furchisqn and its tributaries; then 
you come to Mount Black, which is about eight or nine miles from Rosebery. 

75. By JJ[r. Gilmore.-What is the depth of the Murchison? There are places in the river there 
from 60 Lo 80 feet deep, but there are places in the lower levels where it would not be more than about 15 
inches deep, but there it is about 80 feet wide. · 

76. By the Chainnan.-Is there any fall? Yes, there is a good fall. Then, in addition to thoge I 
have named, there is the Mackintosh River, which is a large stream .. 

77. What is its width? Well, it would be about 60 feet broad at its jm1ction with the Murchison. 
78. And how deep is it? It would be about a foot deep there. 
79. Is there a good fall? Yes. 
80. And is there a good fall in the Mersey? Yes, Sir. 
81. At what point is that? All the way from Mount Pelion to Dunorlan there is a splendid fall. 
82. Where does the Mersey rise? Away at the back of the Du Cane Range. 
83. Is there any particular point along the river that you can tell me how broad it is? You know the 

Fisher River :. how broad is the Mersey just before joining that river? About 50 feet. The river is 
there confined between rocks, and it is very deep. 

84. h there a good fall ? Yes, Sir. 
85. Is there any point lower down where you can tell me how broad it is-take Nyenna? The bell of 

the river at Nyenna is about two chains across. , 
86. And how deep'! About nine inches at low water right through where the river is two chains wide. 
87. Is that in summer 01; winter? Oh, in summer, when there is the slackest water of the year. 
88. Is. there a good fall at N yenna? Yes, there is a splendid fall. 
89. Do you know the Fury River? No, there is no part of the Fury water taken by the Mackinto1,]1. 

You don't cross it at all. 
The witness withdrew. 

JOHN HETHERINGTON MILLER, called and examined. 

90. By the Chainnan.-What is your name? John Hetherington Miller. 
91. What are you? I have no fixed occupation. I am a bushman settler. 
92. Where do you reside? At Chudleigh. . _ 
93. Do you know the district between Mole Creek and Rosebery? Yes, I know the district thoroughly 

between Mole Creek and Mount Pelion. I gave evidence orice before a Select Committee; it was seven 
years ago on the same sort of commission. There was a rage at that time for railway communication fr:>m 
the north to the west, and I gave evidence to the Examiner. I also gave evidence to Mr. Pillinger rnd 
Mr. Fincham, the Engineer-in Chief, on the same subject. 
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94. Do you remember when Mr. Stewart made a survey from Mole Creek to tlie west? Yes, and I 
was appointed by the Government to lead the prospectors of the track. I went ahead of Mr. Stewart with 
Mr. Aylett. . . . . . 

95. Did -Mr. Stewart make a railway survey_? Yes, he did :· but two smveys we1·e made. One was­
by Mr. Stewart on what he called the contour system, and then Mr. Scott followed him with a survey on 
what '\\·as called the permanerit system. That was a system of·survey that Mr. ·Stewart had as his own. 
He made a contour·survey, and Mr. Scott followed him and made a permanent survey of all of the country. 

96. Are the sections marked under their system'! Yes, Mr. Stewart's survey is marked for 51 miles, 
and the permanent survey by Mr. Scott is marked 47 miles 3 chains to West Mount Pelion. 

97. Do you know anything of Mr.-Innes's track? Yes, Sir. · 
98. Does that follow the same line as the railway survey made by Mr. Stewart? No, Sir. 
99. What way does the railway line go? The railway follows the river up-I mean the River Mersey. 

M1·. lnnes's track crosses the 6'orge at Gad's Hill, at a height of 1700 feet on one side and 1800 feet on the 
other. The railway survey follows the Mersey River and makes up to the head waters. The survey 
actually follows the grade of the river as nearly as possible right tlu;ough •without crossing the deep gorges. 

100. Do you know anything of the country from Mount Pelion to Rosebery or to Lake Dora? Yes, 
I went through to Dundas and Zeehan, but did ·not go by Rosebery. We went by Lake Dora and Mount 
Read. 

101. In your opiuion, will there be many difficulties in the construction of a railway line from Mr. 
Stewart's survey via Lake Dora and Mount Read? No,. Sir, I don't think there will bt many difficulties. 

102. From Mount Pelion to Lake Dora and Mount Read are there many difiicntlies in the way of the 
construction of a railway? I don't think there ·would be any difficulties if you keep close to the river. 
~f you go away from the river you get up on the l1igh ground; if you keep away from the river yon get, of 
course, higher grades-you 1vant to get down to the water. . 

103. \V-here would you cross the Murchison? _Somewhere near Sophia Creek, on or near_ the Sophi 
valley-I would keep down to~ards the Bluff River, keep running into the Canning river, and would cross 
the Mmchison near Sophia Creek. ['l'he witness explained on the map.]. 

104. And· by doing so yon don't think there would be many difficulties once yon cross the Murchison-
Then you are close to Mount Read on the Cutty Sark side? Yes, Sir. • 

105. Would that line·, if consti'ucted from Mole Creek to Lake Dora and Mount Head, be likely to 
open up good country ? Yes, it would open up good mineral country: of course in the valley of the 
Canning there is some splendid agricultural land, but the country is chiefly mineral. · 

105}. Now, start from the commencement of the route at Mole Creek, what kind of land is it that you 
would pass through? Well, from Mole Creek to Circular Ponds there is some very good agricultural 
land up to the junction of the Fish River; that is on the east side of the Mersey, and that is where the 
railway survey runs. · 

lOfi. What is the distance from Mole Cre·ek to Circular Ponds? About eight mi.Jes, and it is all good 
agricttltnral land; unopened. It is what you call dogwood and musk land. It extends from Circular 
Ponds to the Fisher River. · 

107. 'Nhat is the width of that a1;ea of land? There are ·from 8000 to 9000 aci·es of good land 
unopened and adjoi1iing .the railway. . . · . 
· 108 . .Is the• Fisher River right on that land-does the rail way cross there? It crosses tl1e Mersey and 
the Fishe1; Rivers. The1;e·is a junction there of the Fisher ·with the Mersey. . 

109. Which side of the Mersey does it run on? It runs on the east side of the· Mersey till it gets to 
the Fisher River, then runs up the western side of the Mersey on to Mount .Pelio1i. ['Vitness explained 
the route on the map.] · · · · · · · 

110. From the Fish River to Mount Pelion what kind of land is there? Across the Arm Flat up to 
the A1·m Rivulet it is indifferent ground, with some good land in patches, but it is good timber ground. 

111. What kind of timber is it? Leatherwood, peppermint, and gum: It is good timber. 
112. And from the Arm River what kind of land is there?· Well, there is a very good kind ofgrazing 

land up to Howell's run, which is now I believe owned by Messrs. Field Bros. 
113. What is the area of Rowell's mn? From 8000 to 9000 acres in the run itself, but, of course, 

the,v mn more than that. They run up to a place called Dublin, up in the ranges. 
114. Then you say the area of land· which th(l Messrs. Field occupy is from 8000 to 9000 acres? 

Yes, all good grazing and agricultural land. 
115. With tlie exception oftlrnt rnn, is the land any good between the.Arm River and Mount Pelion? 

Yes, it is all good land until you get to Lake Eyre, you are then on the table-land, and it is all timber 
country right through to Mount Pelion. · 

116. Taking the good land with the bad from Mole Creek right on to Monnt Pelion, is the lnnd 
worth 5s. an acre? Yon ask a question which should be put to an a~riculturist. I am not an agriculturist. 
I should not like to give 5s. an acre for some of the·land, but I would not mi_nd giving lOs. an ao.-e fo1· 
some other parts of it. · _ · 

117. But what is the general agricultural value? Yes, I think it is worth 5s. an acre. 
118. Would it average more? Not on the average. I think some of it would fetch more. 
119. But you think all put up would fetch 5s. an acre? Yes, I believe it would. 
120. But I want your opinion as to the value of the land-would it it be worth an average of 10.~. an 

acre_, say from Mole Creek to Mount Pelion? I woilld not like to say lOs. an acre. As to the value of 
the land, as land is valued in. Tasmania at the present time, it would be worth more than 5s., an acre. I 
think land is valued at too much in Tasmania at present. It would fetch more than 5s. an acre, decidedly 
jt would. · . 

121. 'l'hat is, if we sold the whole lot of it, the general.average would exceed 5s. an acre? Yes, it would._ 
122. Would it exceed 10s. an acre? I would not like to say 10s. an acre. . 
123. From Mount Pelion to Lake Dora, arid from there to Mount Read, what kind of country is· it? 

1V ci{JJ I can only give my personal opinion, I have only made two trips thr0t1gh that country. · 
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i24. Did you go the-·same wa_y eacb 'fme ? No, 'I ·did not. 
125. W-hat is the geneml cha·racter 'of 1he country··? It is open till you 'begin to descend to the 

Canning Valley to tbe :canning Ri:ver, when you ·descend into the valley. It is very 'thick ·scrubby country 
tiiJI yol'l get to the valley '1an<l close 'to the river, and then there are nice open vaHeys. _The country is 'broken­
a ;good deal. · 1h is mineraiJised ·cnuntry, partly banen, and ·sometimes :button-grass ·and ·marly grass ,plaina •. 
T,here ais ·not much agricu1tu·ral .Jand ·ahove ·the banks of the rivers. 

126. [s there any ·agricultU'ral 'land between Mount Pelion arid Lake D0ra ,districts? Not much until, 
you get ·down ·on t'he rivers. 

127. Did you come across any? Y.es, we -did. I refer to the land between the Bluff R'iver and the,, 
Murchison. 

!28. J,bat is fhe land you refer 10? TI1at 'is it. 
129. Did you ·come across any other ag1;icultural fa·nd·? No, ihe land there is ·mostly mineral in 

character. , . . 
130. Are there many •rivers along the route from which you cou~d take water for ·the purpose~ c-f' 

generating electricity for worki~g -the ·railway 1ine or ·for motive power'! When you ·are at Mount -Pe1ion 
you are at the -centre -of the g1·eat -water system of -the island. The River 'Porth rises 'from there, tbe 
Mersey rises at the back of Mount P.elion, and there are 1.nnumerable lakes on the Toute. It .is fo fact ·the 
wa:te1· system of the country. The Forth and the Oann'ing have their rise there, ·and it is -also the 'head of: 
fu~=mlli~ · 

131. Is the Mersey a large river? Yes, in some places it is larger than th·e others. 
132. Is -there much water in it? Oh,.yes, p1enty of water. There are two branches of·tbe Mersey_,. 

one from the lakes, and one coming down from the mountains. 
133. Do vou know 'the Fis'her and Fish Rivers? Yes. 
134. Is tlier~ _plenty of water there? Yes, plenty. 
I35. How broad would it be? :At the junction with the Mersey-it is very narrow-that is the narrowest 

part ·of ,the Fish River. At that point the Fish River practrcally cuts the Mersey -in half. TJ1ere is a 
tremendous -body ,of water, and I think Vhe fall is 1 :in 175. The river, the whole of the way down, I think 
has a fall of 1 in 175. The Fisher has a greater fall than the Mersey. 

136. Now the ·Forth, ·is that ·a 'big Tiver? Not where you c1·oss-you ·cross· -at the head of the river .. 
You must understand tl1ere are -numerous branc·hes of the 'Forth, 'but you croos at the ·head. 

137. The Canning, is that a nice river ? Yes, a very nice river. Ti ·is three chains ·wide where ·we· 
crossed it. We crossed it 'below the Bluff River. It is wide and deep, very deep in some places. 

l'.38. Ts there a good fall? There is ·nothing -!!lse but falls, and it is a very big job ·to get ·across, ,the 
river being so rapid. We used _to get across by falling trees, and we had to be very smart to get over · 
before the trees were washed awav. · 

139. Are you speaking now.of the summer fall, ·or of the winter fall·? ·The.summer fall, Sir. 
140. The Murchison, is that a -large 1;iver? Will you aHow ·me to ·explain the wa:y the rivers­

are marked •on '.the ,map? What is really the Pieman River is crdled the Murchison in one part, the 
Mackintosh in another, and :the -Canning in another. Then it is called the Canning all the way down to­
where it joins the Murchison, and after it joins the Canning it is called the Murchison. The Murchison is, 
not much of a stream in itself, but it takes the most of its water from the 'Canning River. 
· 141. Is there a·ny difficutty in getting through now from Deloraine by lnnes's track 7? You .can :get· 

through by that track, and it would be easy enough only for the old difficulty of crossing the rivers. 
142. Do ;vou know whether cattle are sent through to the West Coast by any other line ·than by this. 

track? Ye;;;, a good -many go -through 'by the Linda track. 
143. Is there anything else _you can 'teH -us? No, only the suggestion I -made in my letter to yon: 

about.distances. As to Mr. 1-nnes's track, ·we ,useii that as a packctrack when we were on the railway 
survey, and long before Mr. Innes o_pened it. We were rather astonished to find Mr. Innes took so long· 
in .getting-a track when it had been continually 'in ·use for ·some years before. We left our stores at_ the­
Mersey 'bridge. That -was nearer for us -to pass ·on with to the 'low·er lands of the railway line, and it­
would not do for us -to have to cross the Mersey gorge. M-r. lnnes's -track frorn the top of Gad's Hill is 
34 miles. P.1,om Mole Creek to the Mersey is 11 ·rriiles, and to the to.p of Gad's Hill is 3l miles without a 
g1:ade ·heavier tha-n :] in 40. 

144. You mean that by taking Mr. Stewart's line you avoid 'Gad's Hill? -Of course, and you ·save,­
distance, and the survey is done. When you get up to the range you have a fall again. 

145. B.11 JVIr. Miller.-Do you know where the railway will terminate ?-what is the length of the 
line? It is estimated at about 86 miles to Dundas. 

146. Who estimated that length? .Mr. Ste;w:ait. 
147. ls that to go to Lake Dora and Mount Read? Nearer still. I gave an idea of .the distance--

from Mount Pelion to Mount Read. The distance has been done ,in one ,day very easily. Wills used to-·, 
gQ through easily ,from Pel ion to Mount Read .in one .day. 

''l'he witness withdrew. 

ALEXANDER OLIVER, called and examined. 
14t;. By the 'Cltairman,-What is your name ? Alexander Oliver. 
149. What are you ? I am a farmer. 
150. Where do you 1·eside? At ·Chudleigh. · 
151. Do you :know the country between Mole Creek and Mount Pelion ? Yes, I travelled it ·once. 
152. The upper part ? Very little further. I went one day to see the country, that was all. 
153. Do you -know whether Mr. Stewart surveyed the line from Mount Pelion to Mole Creek? Yes,.,. 

for a railway. I saw the mal'ks on the ground, and remember the time when the survey was going on. 
154. What is the character of the country between Mole Creek and Mount Pelion ? · From Mole,~ 

Creek on to the River Mersey there is fairly good land all along the route. It is in emall ·blocks,a .good_ 
deal broken up with limestone hills. From Liena all through to Gad's Hill it is very good land. 
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155. What area is there of good land? I would not like to say. I know there is a lot of good land 
going in to the Oliver's country. There is a large extent of good land, but it is some distance from the 
track that I was on. I do not know what scope of good land would be included on that track. 

156, We just want to know whether the land is good, and about the general extent of the area ? -
There is a splendid lot of land near Gad's Hill and beyond. It is really good land for dairying purposes. 
The altitude is high, but I think the land would be very suitable for dairying 01· grazing purposes. 
Anyone taking it up for dairying would of-course require to provide shelter for the cattle during the winter 
season, but I noticed there was remarkably good grass and clover growing right along the route, and how 
remarkably well the cattle lo_oked about Berrieilale and Long Plain. . . 

157. By .1.lfr. lJ,Iiller.'-Is that land under lease? Yes; a small part of It IS leased to the Messrs. 
Field, and there is some of it selected in small blocks. I could not give the area, as I merely ran over it. 

. 158. By 11£1·. Gilmo1·e.-That is the same land of which you spoke? Yes, that is at Berriedale 
Plain. 
· 159. What is your estimate of the area? Well, I sl1ould say about 5000 acres, speaking from memory. 

160. Can you give us an idea of the value of the country between Mole Creek and Mount Peli~n­
what would be the avei'age value of the land at the present time per acre? That would go beyond my 
calculations. I would not care to state a value, it might be misleading. There is splendid land there, and 
if we had facilities "for getting into it, it would be worth at least £2 an acre; if there were a railway 
running through it, it would be worth more than that. As to the proportion, there might be fifty acres of 
worthless land to one of good land. · 

161. Then there is more worthless ·iand than good land? _Yes; there is more worthless land than 
good, but there is a large area of good land. 

· 162. What would you put the area down at? About 3000 to 4000 acres of good land, as far as I am 
acquainted with that country. • 

· Hi3. But you think there is considerably more worthless than good land? Yes, from my point of 
view. Of course I cannot positively say whether it is worthless or not. It might be valuable mineral land 
for all I know; I am not up in these things. We, as farmers, might call it worthless land, but it might be 
very valuable for all that. . 

164. Have yon ever gone through from that country to the West Coast? No, I never did. 
165. Are cattle 11ent through from Mole Creek to the West Coast? Oh, uo ; there is no means of 

getting through at the present, not by that route. 
166. Are cattle sent through by the Lake country route? I believe so. The 'Messrs. Field liave been 

taking droves of cattle through there. If it would not be too cold, cattle might be sent by Mr. Innes's 
route. 

167. Do you know anything about the rivers .and the water along this route? Very little ; there 1s 
plenty of water on that rou'te, you know, about the Mersey. 

168. Is that a large river? Yes, it is a splendid stream with a great fall. . 
169. Do you know the Mersey about Liena-how broad is the river there? About sixty yards. 
liO. And how deep is the river? It is a wonderful stream ; it should be about 3 feet deep at Liena, 

but it has a wonderful continuity of fall. · 
171. Do you know anything about the River Forth ? Yes, that is a nice stream, at least it is near 

where they are working some copper shows ; it is the only water we crossed on that 1;oute, so far as I can 
recollect. 

172. B,11 .il:fr . .1.Willer.-What is the distance between the Porth and the Mersey-ho-iv far does the 
Forth run alongside of the Mersey? You leave it very soon going by Mr. Innes's track. 

173. How far is it before you touch the Forth? About ~8 miles. 
174. And in th~t distance there is no water? I don't say that-when I say there is no water, I mean 

there 1s no water of importance; of course, we should have plenty of water. · 
175. _By tlte Clw.frman.-A re you speaking of the route of Mr. Stewart's railway survey? No, I 

am speaking of Mr. Innes's track. I· don't know if I may suggest, but there is anothe1· route than 
Stewart's route, going round the Barren Tier; that is a route that would save a few miles, and, I think, 
would open up a better country. It would be worth while to send some one out to report on it. The 
distance would be shorter, and it would, in a ftiw miles, come into the route of Mr. Stewart's survey again. 

176. In how many miles ? I should say in from three to four miles. 
The witness withdrew. 

177. 
178. 
179. 
180. 

chart. 

CALEB JOHN LEE SMITH, called and examined. 
B,1/ the Gltairma.11.-Your name? Caleb John Lee Smith. 
What are you? A farmer. 
Where do vou reside ? At Delornine. 
You know.the proposed route of the line of railway towards Rosebery? Yes, I know it on the 

181. Do yon know the country through which Mi·. Stewart surveyed the line of railway? Only for 
part of the way: _ 

182. Do you think the construction of that railway would be a benefit to Deloraine and the 
surrounding districts'! Yes, a great benefit. 

183. In what way would it benefit these districts? Well, it would benefit the farm.ers by enabling­
them to take their produce to the West Coast. 'l'here is _a demand there for butter, eggs, cheese, meat, and 
other produce which the farmers can supply. . 

_ 184. Would the proposeJ railway connect the agricultural districts with the West Coast? Of. comse 
it would. . 

. ] 84A. Is there any traffic in cattle from your district at the present time ? There have been a great 
many head 'of fat cattle sent across to the "\-Vest Coast, but they have gone through by the track by the 
Great Lake to Linda track. 'l'he rai~way wonld not go that way. 
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185. Is that route to the West Coa;;t greater in distance t)ian Innes's route ? I think 'it is. It is 130 
miles. As it is down now it takes about five days. . 

186. Does it reduce the value of the cattle 'to drive them along these tracks? Of course it doe3, to 
drive them for, that length of time. 

187. What, in your opinion, wonld be, approximately, •the difference in cost and· value ? W Ell,· ·u 
beast would lose at least a hundred pounds in weight. That would be 30s. loss of beef; 

188. Would the cattle not lo;;e also iri quality b.v being- travelled so far; would it not cause rn;1ury to 
the meat? I don't think so. That would not make a difference of consequence. The loss would be in 
weight. 

189. What is the cost of driving ? · I should think, as they sometimes take seven days to go across, 
that it would come to about 5s. a beast. 

190. Is there a good farming district between Deloraine and Sheffield ? Oh yes, there is some very 
good land and some fine properties there. 

191. Would the railway be a means. of benefiting the Whitefoord Hills, ~nd all the surrounding 
districts ? Oh, ves. ' 

192. Is thei·e much good agricultural land along t\e rival route. How far have you been along Mr. 
Innes's track ? I have been from 20 to 25 miles beyond Deloraine. I have heard about the land 
along that track. . 

193. Did you take an interest, some years back, in urging the construction of a line of railway thi'Ough 
this country? I did. A great many years ago I was one of those who advocated the construction of a 
railway along this very route. I knew it was the very thing that would lead to the success of the West 1 

Coast, and I advocated it. 
194. Have you had reports made to you as to the value of the land in those district;; ? Yes, there is 

very good land beyond Mt. Pelion, and there is some good grass land this side of Pel ion. The land this 
side is no good for agriculture, but there is a good deal of pastoral land fit for feeding stock. 

195. It would be a tremendous boon to the people of Deloraine and the North, would it not, if this 
railway were made, and the other line ;is not made, from Zeehan to Emu Bay; it would benefit the people 
all the way to Ulverstone, would it not ? . Yes, I think so. . 

196. If made, this railway will benefit the people all along the North West Coast ? Yes. 
197. And it will also benefit the people through the midlands ? Yes, it will benefit them all along 

as far as Oatlands, I should think. 
198. By Mr. Gilmore.-What is the distance from Launceston to Zeehan ? Well, it is 45 miles to 

Deloraine and 61 miles to Mole Creek. I should think about 140 miles altogether. The people of these 
distri~ts would never think of sending goods by way of Bischoff if they could send them direct. 

. 199. By Mr. Smith.-'fbere are two distinct Jines before the public at present. Is there any feeling 
amongst the Deloraine people in favour of either one of the lines as far as you know? I don't know, but 
T should think thev would favour the local line. 

200. What is
0

the reason? Well, I suppose, to keep the trade amongst our·own people. 
201. Which railway do they regard as the local one'? I think the one represented by Messrs. Hob­

kirk and Martin. 
202. But is Mr. Sadler's line not a local line too? · Well, it is looked on as English, but that would 

not pre.elude people from supporting it. I think they would as soon support one line as the other. · 
: 203. By the Chairman.-! presume you want to see a railway line constructed if possible? Yes. 

The country is not at present burdened with over-expense, and I see no reason why we should not have a rail­
way if we can get it on fair terms. I am myself a large landholder, and I would not advocate such a 
railway if I did not think it was for the good of the country. · 

204. I understand you to say that the people of Deloraine want railway communication with the West 
Coast, ~nd if a syndicate is willing to construct it on fair terms the people would prefer to see it constructed 
by them mther than wait for the indefinite period of time when the Government might constmct it? Yes; 
the people think if the Government are to undertake the railway it will not be made for several years to 
come, but if it is undertaken by a syndicate it will be made in two or three years. 

205. Then, if the Government does not undertake the construction of the rai~way at .once, the 
people in your district are in favour of a syndicate doing it. They would rather see a syndicate do it, if.on 
fair terms? Yes. This appears to be on fair terms. I do not mean that the Government should do us 
1hey did in Western Australia,-give a guarantee. . 

206. Then Jou don't believe in guarantees? No. 
207. But y~u do believe in concessions-something given in the ~hape of land grants or the rights to 

water-power? Ye:;:. 
208. Reasonable grants of land and also of water-power? Yes; these are not objecfonable if they are 

reasonable. . 
209. By 111r. Miller.-! understand you to say that, as between the two syndicattr:., the railway feel­

ing about Deloraine is in favour of the Tasmanian Central Railway? Yes, 1 think it is. 
210. You know that a considerable number of the people in the Deloraine distr:•?t are shareholders.? 

Yes, I know that some are. I am not. · 
211. And it would be likely to increase the traffic on the railway, when constructed, if there are a 

number of local shareholders? Yes, I think it would. 
212. If a man has a personal i.nterest in a railway he will push it along as far as possible? Yes, 

necessarily I think he would. 
213. Do you know if it is true that three hundred farmers in that part of tl:e country have shares? 

No ; I have not seen the share list. · 
214. But you know that the syndicate is largely supported amongst the farmers? As I said before, 

the feeling in the district is in favour of the syndicate. 
215. Do you know that the concessions asked for by ·the C~ntral Company are more moderate. than 

those sought by the other company? Yes, I have heard so. · 
'216. Do you consider the concessions asked for by this company are reasonable and fair, namely, a 

grant of 50,000 acres of land and the right to 15,000 brake horse-power in water? Yes, they seem EO. : 
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_ ~17. Supposing the line was,80 miles long and the company wanted an nhe· way along tne side- of tlie 

lrne blocks of land nine miles deep, w0t1ld you think that reasonable? No, I don't think that W().11.ld he 
,reasonable ; I would not give, it myself. 

218. You have an objection to them takin(J' the land in several blocks? Yes; I would not be in 
favour of granting so mu~h land as that. , 

0 

219. What land would be left the colony after that was granted? Well, not very much. 
220. They would get about half the land, would they not? Yes. 
221. If they wanted blocks running nine miles back from the railway they would get about balf the 

<land? Yes. 
222'. Look at the chart and then read clause 170 of the Midland Company's Bill, which empowers 

the Minister to withdraw lands from selection or sale for a period of two years:: do you think it woulc! be 
harmful to the colony if all the land, say from Sheffield to the West Coast, were withdrawn, from selection 
for a period of two years? Yes, I think it would be so. 

223. By the Chairnwn.-You are aware that the clause means if the Min.ister thinks- proper?:• Yes, 
I understand. . · 

224. B;!J Mr. Mill.er.,-As a fact, is there not more land taken up at the back of Sheffield than, in any 
.{)ther part of the northern district? Yes. 

225. And if this power were granted to the Minister, and he exercised it in favour of the company, it 
would be detrimental to the. interests of the public? Yes, I think so. 

. 226. By ilfr. Smitli.-You said the feeling in your district was that it would be better to have the 
railway constructed by a local company than by a foreign one? Yes. 

227. Then, do the people of Deloraine draw a distinction between money borrowed from Engl-and by 
a local company or an individual and a foreign one? I mean this : if Mr. Sadler and his company 
borrowed the money you ,say it would be foreign, but if a Deloraine company borrowed it,. what then­
would it not still be foreign capital? Yes, only we have some interest in the company here to sell. 

228. Parliament may think that this is an objectionable line, but if not, would it not, for their own 
convenience, command the trade of the farmers of the district? Yes, decidedly. It would certainly be 
patronised by those by whom it was built. 

229. I presume you base your value of the concessions on the- v!llue of c·oncessions already given in 
· Tasmania '/ Yes. • 

230. You don't know, as a fact, that in Queensland, where they propose· making railways on a similar­
·system, they_grant block fo1· block, or half the land passed through? No, I don't know anything of the 
-svstems outside of Tasmania. 

· 231. Now, as to the withdrawal of the land from selection between SheffiP.ld and the West Coast, does 
it not occur to you that if the land is withdrawn from sale for a period the people would be likely to get 
better prices for it six or eight months after the railway was constructed? I don't know that; but I know 
that if sold now it would be developing tlie district and doing good to the people. 

232. You said the people down your way favoured the Central Railway Bill because it was local. I 
,.presume you call that local because the people live in Tasmania? Yes, I believe they all live in Tasmania. 

233. Are you aware that it was the wish of the pi·omoters, judging by the prospectus representing that 
·wish, to form a company with a capital of £5000, in shares of £1 each, and that when half the shares 
were applied for the .company would be considered formed, and would be registered ; and that the shares 
were to be applied for accompanied by an .application fee of 2.~. 6d.? Yes. 

234. You are aware that the application fee for shares in tlii,i company. was 2.s. 6d.? Yes, that was 
ithe prospectns they sent to me. 

235. Well now, suppose the company succeeded in get.ting off the 5000 shares, would the capital 
•of £5000 be sufficient to build the line? No, decidedly not. 

236. Then, although the company, when formed, consisled of 5000 shares here, they would have to go 
to England to get the money to build the line? No, they might be able to get it in Tasmania. 

237 .. Well, has not Mr. Sadler's compHny as good a chance of getting the money to build their 
railway in Tasmania as the others? I should ·think so. 

238. Then, if Mr. Sadler were successful in getting the money here, would not his company be as 
much entitled to be called a local company as the other? Yes, I think so. 

239. Then, if the promoters of both companies have to go to London for their money, both would 
·have to be called foreign companies.? Yes, of course they would both be in the same position. · 

240. Then, in that case, neither would be entitled to any local ad vantage more than the other. No ; 
-but if half the number of shareholders were here, that would give a preference in the minds of these people 
·for the Central line, if they get it. · 

241. Don't you know that Mr. Sadler is finding ·most of the money in Tasmania? No, I only 
Jrnow that he has formed a syndicate, and it is understood they are going to send Home for the money. 

242. Then, if Mr. Sadler gave the people of Tasmania the right to take up a certain number of llhares, 
that would place him in the same position as the others as far as the term "local" is concerned? Yes, I 
should think so. _ 

243. There would be no difference, in that case, between the .two companies? No, I don't see what 
,difference there would be. · 

244. Are you aware that the promoters of the Central Railway offered to permit Mr. Sadler to float 
iheir company? No, I am not. . . 

245. If they did offer to allow him to float their company if he withdrew his, would you then say 
· that the company that would construct the line would be a local one, seeing that Mr. Sadler would have 
had the power to float it in London or elsewhere; if floated in London, that would not be foreign, it would 

. be British? I suppose so. • 
246. You talk about the concessions asked for: are you aware that when the Great Western Railway 

,-Company's Bill was introduced they. aslfed for 640,000 acres of land. It was afterwards cut down to 
-490,000 acres, but that was what they asked for? Yes; I believe so. 
.. · .' 247 .. Are you :aware that they applied for. water rights to enable the~ to produce 75,000 b_rake horse 
,power.? Y e11. . , . _ 
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248. And the grant of water to that company was. reduced by Par.liame1.1t so that they could use only 
35,000 brake horse po,wer? Yes, I k.no,w that. 

249. I preaume. you have. no personal experience of railway- work, or of the fl:oa~ing of companif:!s? 
No, none. . . 

250. And you don't know what conce~sions, in the way of g:rants of land 01~ water rig,hts would be 
necessavy to float a.company like this,? No, I don't know that; it might depend upon a g,1ieat,number of 
eonsiderations. 

251. Then, if the concessions Mr. Sadler· asks, for were cut down to an extent that Parliament deemed 
sufficient, and Mr. Sadler was satisfied with them, then you would have no. otdecbi0n whatever to the con­
cessious being grainted-you would not be influenced against the line? No, not if he got what was 
eonsidere<l fair. ., 

252. Are you in a position to say whether capitalists would undertake the construQtion of a line of 
nil way on a concession of 50,000 acres of freflhold land? No, I should not think.that capitalists· would 
bs willing to c>onstruct. this line for a grant of 50,000 acres of freehold land. 

25.3. You think it seems too small a concession? Yes. I think it wo,µld be too small; but I don't 
know. It is hard to say whether it is too small, because there may be other considEJrations. 

254. W oul<l y,ou say it is ridiculously small? No, I would not. 
255. But you think it. small? Yes,· but I don't see why the Government should ncit let them haye 

it if they are satisfied ? It is not for us to say it is too small. 
256. Now, if the promoters of Mr. Sadler's project asked for larger concessions. than the promoters ·of 

the rival scheme, and, if under those coneessious Mr. Sadler were sure to find the money for his 
railway, would you rather approve of his proposal than of one under which the concessions were so 
small that the line would sarely not be built~would you rather have the certainty of getting the· money 
under the larger concessions, or the uncertainty of the line being built under the smaller concessions ? I 
would approve of this line, I think, i'f they only asked for 60,000 acres of land. 

257. Do you think that would be sufficient to induce capitalists to build the line? I believe that· if 
they would take that they would get the Bill through, and they would then go to the capitalists to build 
the line. 

258. If they could not find the money they .could not build the line ? I think they could build it on 
that concession. 

259. Then, if Mr. Sadler asked for this concession, and got it, would you rather see Mr. Sadler's or 
ihe other line built? Yes, if his concessions were not too large. . 

260. If the concessions were. made at what Parliament thought a reasonable figure, I 1.wderstai:id you 
would rather approve of Mr. Sadler's line being built than the rival one? I di<). not ~ay so., 

261. But you want the railway built? Yes, of course, we shoulJ like to see it construct()d .. 
262. Now you have been atiked about the land which it is proposed to give the Minist.er the power .to 

withdraw from selection, <lon't you think it advisable, if the railway is to be built and the land concessions 
are to be granted to the parties who build it, is it not advisable that the Minister sbogld have power to 
withdraw from selection a certain area of land within a radius of the lots tq be selected tUl the compariy 
are in a-position to s.elect it? Yes, I don't think you could profitably s.ell the. land at.once,-not at .a price 
that would be approved of. , 

263. Whether you could or not, did you-not say when Mr. Miller showed yon the l70th Seqtion of 
the Bill that you did not approve of it-are you aware that the e,eetion .le.aves it-optional with the l\:Guister 
to withdraw the land or not as he pleai;,es? Yes, · 

264. But don't you think that the Minister, in the interests of the Colony, will not withdraw too large 
an area from selection? I don't know what he might want to withdraw. 

265. If left to the Minister you could depend upon him-a responsible Minister of the Crqwn.--:-to 
reserve from selection only what was fixed by the Act? Yes; but. it was proposed, you know, that he 
should withdraw all that land between Sheffield and the West Coast. , 

266. I will read you the section- · 
It shall be lawful for the Minister to withdraw from selection under" The Crown Lands Aot, 1890,'' aP.d ·from 

the operation of" The Mining Act, 1893," for a period of two years from the passiug of this Act, s.o much land Ill-\ .to 
the Minister may seem fit as lies between the parallels of latitudA which run through th!l towns of Sl).effield and 
Strahfl,n respectively, and west of an imaginary line drawn north and south through the railway-station ·(it Mole 
Creek, and east of the eastern boundary of the W estcrn Mining Di vision. · 
Has not the••Minister power Jo . .withdraw land now? Yes; I suppose hEl has the option now. 

267. Then, don't ygu _think it would be right to leave it to the option, of the Minister, The BiU only 
says it shall be lawful for him to withdraw the land if he thinks proper? lt would. be bad i1.1 prino.iple ,to 
withdraw all the land. 

268. B11t if it is left to the option of the Minister he could do it if he liked? I think it should be 
decided by the House. 

269. There is in the Great Western Railway Company's Act a section giving the Minie,ter tq_e, power 
·to reserve the land to be selected from sale? Yes, but I don't like it for all ihaJ. 

270. Don't you see that if you do not reserve certain areas, that part of the land which thEl prqwoters 
might wish to take up in one of these blocks may be sold .in the meantime? Yes, but l shoJJ.ld lik,e to see 

:the land sold and settled on. 
271. Yes, but when the promoters begin to make their survey, if there is not some such provision of 

this in the Bill, the people who want to select will follow the surveyors, and mark off an!! apply for ,the 
]and on the chance of selling to the promoters afterwards-surely that would not be fair to the prpmoters? 
-No, ,but if the land was ma1·ked off and applied for that way it wogld be put up b,v aucti.on. The- Govern­
_ment would not allow people to take up the land as they wished; it wonld be sold by auction. 

272. Let me understand you. This clause does-not ask that the Minister i;hall have power to. vvit.h­
. draw all the land mentioned. That is merel:v: t.he extreme limit-the boundaries within which the Minister 
shall have the power to reserve. Do you u~derstand that? · J don't think it. I object to· the ,.Minii!\er 
having that power at all. It is too much to give. 
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273; By JJf?-• .1lfille1·.-W e have. been talking about the two syndicates. You know the names 
of those connected with the Central syndicate. Do you believe it would be possible to get a stronger 
syndicate than we have here? I liave said before that I believe if they get their line they will carry it 
th

rotli~. Yon think they will carry their plans tlirough? I think so. ,·~-~;;_;;,~ 
275. Do you know Mr. Sadler's scheme as to its financial basis? I have known l\fr. Sadler for 

many years. 
276. Yes; but would you like to cash Mr. Sadler's cheque for ---? 
The Chairman ruled such a question was irregular. 
277. By .ilir. Smitli.-H.ave you any personal knowledge of the financial position of the promoters 

of either company? Yes, Mr. Grubb, for instance. 
278. Do yon know how many shares he holds? No, I know that he is in a good financial position. 
279. By Mr. Gilmore.-Ts Mr. F. W. Hales in it? He is only the secretary. 
280. By the Chai1'rnan.-Is Mr. Norman Cameron in it? Yes, I believe his name is in it, but he 

said if he held shares in the syndicate he would not be allowed to vote on the Bill when before Parliament, 
and he withdrew from it. 

281. You said that if the Central Company got the Bill through they could constrnct the line on a 
grant of 50,000 acres of land? Yes, I said we believed they wonld construct it. 

282. Where would they get the money?, I believe they can get it. I believe they can construct 
the railway if they get the concessions. 

283. Could they get the money in Tasmania? I think they could. 
284. Do you know when the Emu Bay Railway Company was floated the otl1er day how many 

sliares were applied for in Tasmania? Yes, I did kuow; there were a large number, a little over 30,000, 
I think 

285. Do yon know that only 30,000 were applied for? Yes, but I don't believe that would apply to 
the Mole Creek line ; that is a very different thing; the other was looked on as being more a :Melbourne 
line. 

The witness withdrew. 

ROBERT WILLIAM McGOWAN, called and exarnined. 
285. By the Chainnan.-Your name is ?-Robert William McGowan. 
287. And what are you? I am a licensed victualler, residing at Deloraine. 
288. Were you not a farmer once ? No. 
289. Do you know the proposed line of route of the railway from Mole Creek to the West Coast? 

Only for a very short distance. · 
290. Well, as far as you were along it? I have been as far up as to where it crosses the Mersey. 
291. How far is that from Mole Creek? I should think about 15 miles. I can't quite say the 

distance, it was some miles above Liena. 
292. Now, if a railway line were constructed connecting Mole Creek with the West Coast, would that 

be a good thing for Deloraine and the surrounding districts? There is not the slightest doubt of it. 
293. Would it be a good thing for the farmers of the midlands? Yes, I think the co11struction of the 

Emu Bay line is necessary for Northern Tasmania, and that we shoulrl liave besides, what I call internal 
means of communication. If not we shall lose the whole of the West Coast trade. 

294. If the railway from Waratah to Zeehan is constructed, would tliat be likely to interfere much 
with the prospects of yo_ur district? I :think it would, unless we have railway communication through 

·our district too. 
295. Now, if this railway were constructed, what districts woulcl it supply the wants of? In what 

way do you mean-opening markets? 
296. Yes, in opening markets, and taking produce to the West Coast-Well, it would serve the whole 

of the districts from Devonport through by the Western line as far as Evandale. It would also serve the 
whole of the midland and north-eastern districts. · 

297. It will fairly serve all these districts by taking their produce to the West Coast? Yes. 
298. Have the people of your district been ul'ging the construction of such a line for some time? 

Yes, they have. 
291-J. For how long? Oh, since the West Coast Railway was first spoken about, for some years now. 

The opinion seems to be unanimous now that since the Emu Bay line is to be a fact, our districts will be 
out in the cold altogether. unless we have di.l'ect railway communication. 

300. Is there good land along the few miles you have travelled? No, very little good land. It 
passes through a small agricultural area at Circular Ponds, but in the whole 15 miles 1 know there 
would not be more than 500 acres of really good land. 

301. You know nothing of the country beyond that? No, only from hearsay. I have heard what it 
is up the other way, and that there are some fair stretches of good land, but the greater part of it is rough, 
useless land from what I hear of if:, until you get into the mineral country. Of course this will have to be 
proved yet as to whether it is valuable or not. One reason why the Chudleigh or Mole Creek line does not 
pay now is that it was taken through useless country. If the railway were made to junction at 
Deloraine and to pass through Cheshunt, Dairy Plains, a11d other places, it would go through an 
easier country. If the line to Mole Creek had been made by that route it would have been a payable 
line the whole way. The Chudleigh line goes nearly direct from the junction with the Western 
line to Mole Creek. If there were a_ loop line passing through the districts of Meander, Dairy Plains, and 
_other settled parts it would open up good agricultural and dairying land right through,_ and would serve 
the same districts, so far as it is worth doing, as the present line serves. 

302. That would be a branch from the M:ole Creek line? No, from the ·western line at or near 
Deloraine. · -

The witness withdrew. 
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JOSIAH INNES, called and examined. 

303. By the G!tairman.-What is your name ·7 Josiah Innes. 
304. And what are you ? I am a prospector. 
305. Where do you reside ? At Launceston. 
306. Do you know anything of the character of the country behreen Mole Creek and the West Coast ? 

Yes, I have been twice thl'ough it. 
· 307. The first time you went there who did you go with? I went through on a survey party 'with 

my brother, who is a surveyor. . 
308. Do you mean you went out to make a stuvey? Yes. 
309. Was it a track or a railway you went to survey? It was to survey a track from Mole Creek· to 

Rosehery. 
310. And your brother made a repoit to the Govemment on that track from Mole Creek to Rosebery? 

Yes. 
311. Did you, when you were marking that track, come across an old railway survey? I believe they· 

did, but I was not with them at the time. . 
312. Can you tell us if you think there are many difficulties in the way of constructing a railway 

from Mount Pelion to Mount Read, or Lake Dora or Rosebe1·y? After the first 15 miles tpe country 
would be rather difficult to Sophia Creek, after that it would be easily made. 

313. How far from that 15 miles would it be difficult ?-what kind of country is it? There are lots 
of deep gullies, the country is full of them. You would have to go between the Pelion ranges and then 
branch across towards the Canning and across the gorges into the Sophia River. 

314. Would the difficulties be insuperable, in your opinion? No, I don't think so; you would have 
about the same grades from Mount Pelion to the Sophia River, and then a fall in about 15 miles. 

315. What kind of country is there between Mole Creek and Mount Pelion? Well, there is some 
good land and some very poor 

316. And some worthless land? Yes, three times as much as there is good. 
317. Now, between Mole Creek and Mount Pelion what would be the value of the land ?-woul~ it 

average 5s. an acre, or 10s. an acre, or what? That is hard to say. I should not like to give more than 
5s. an acre for it myself. 

318. Now, from Mount -Pelion. Is there any good land between Mount Pelion and Rosebery? Yes, 
there is some good land down in the Sophia Valley. 

319. With the exception of that land, what is it like? Worthless. . 
320. How much good land do you think there is in the Sophia Valley? About 6000 or 7000 acres. 
321. Is the country from Mount Pelion to Rosebery mineral country? Yes. 
322. Along the line of route from Mole Creek to Rosebery what minerals are there? When I was 

-0ut there many months ago, on the Sophia River, ther() were discoveries made carrying gold and silver. 
323. Is there any copper? Yes, there is copper at Mount Pelion. 
324. Any coal? Yes, there is coal near Mount Pelion. 
325. Does it seem to be good coal? Yes, very good coal. 
326. What kind is it? 1 can't say what kind, but I know it crumbles up with the weather. 
327. Is there much of it? Yes, there are two or there different seams there. 
328. Is there any other mineral before you come into the mineral-bearing counti-y? No, that is all 

there is in the mineral-bearing country. 
329. Is there any coal .or copper between Mole Creek and )fount Pelion? I don't think there is. 
330. Now then, suppose this railway were constructed to be worked by electricity, are there many 

rivers whose waters would be available for the purpose? Yes, there are the Mersey, the Murchison, the 
Sophia, the Forth, the Mackintosh, ·and the Canning ; the Canning and the Murchison are practically one. 

331. Would the Forth be one to be dealt with? Yes, I think so. 
332. Is there a good fall of water in the Mersey? I believe so. 
333. Is the Murchison a good river? Yes. 
334. How broad was it when you crossed it? About 3 chains wide in the summer time. 
335. And what depth? About 18 inches at that point, in summei·. 
336. How broad is the :Mersey? At Liena it is about 3 chains wide. 
337. And how deep? I could not say the depth. 
338. Does it seem to be a deep river? Yes, I should say from 2 ft. to 2 ft. 6 in. 
339. Now, are there many lakes on the route? Yes, there are two, Lake William and the Lake of 

I8lands; then there is Lake Eyre; these are the important ones. 
340. In these three lakes is there plenty of water? Yes, 
341. A large supply of water? Yes. 
342. What is the area of Lake Eyre? About 1¼ miles long by half a mile broad. 
343. What is the erea of the o·thers? I could not say. 
344. Are they deep? That I could not say. 
345. ·what about the others? Lake 'William appears to be deep. It is about 1½ miles long by a 

quarter of a mile wide. 
346. What about the others? They are all something the same style, except the Lake of lslands : 

that is shallow I should say. 
The witness withdrew. 

WILLIAM WHITAKER STEWAR'l', called ancl examined. 

347. Bv the Ghairman.-What is your name'! William Whitaker Stewart. 
348. What are you? A watchmaker and jeweller. 
349. Do yon reside in Launceston? Yes. 
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350. What is there yon can tell us -abont this syndicate ? Well, 1 1,eceived a letter from some friends­
of mine in London by the last mail in reference to this proposed railway. -1 had sent home Mr. Innes's 
report to the same friendi;, and from the communications recei_ved I can say that Mr. Sadler is in a position 
to obtain a large amount of money, up to a million sterling, s'honld he reqnire -it, for the construction of 
this line ~ml other works connected with it, _provided the inducements are satisfactory in the \vay of 
concessiom,. · 

351. Suppose Parliament said that M1,. Sadler was asking too mncli when he wants 490,000 acres, 
an·d that were cut down by the Honse or ·by this ·committee in its recommendations-if the area were cnt 
down would that make any difference to Mr. Sadler's prospects? 1 t would depend upon how it was cnt 
down, an_d I could not give an opinion until I knew that; if it were cut down very much it wonld -'t.jake 
all 'the differen·ce, and it certainly would not be in his favour. 1.-

352. But if-it were reasona.bly cnt down? Then l think it would have a reasonable chance of success. 
·353. Yon say that Mr. Sadler is in a position to raise a million of money for the rail way and other· 

works? Yes. 
354. You mean the ore-reduction wo1;ks and the wMks for the supply of _power to the mines? Yes. 

. 355. And he will buy and sell ores as the Great Western Rail way -Company are going to do? Yes, 
I be)i•eve so. 

356. Are you awa1·e that M:1": Sadlds Bill does not ask for any 
have been already granted to the Great Western Railway Com.pan,y? 

357 .. And he is asking for exactly the same area of land and also 
same. 

concessions excepting those which 
Yes, I know that. . 
the same water rights ? Yes, the 

. _358_. Now, doyou think there wouli) :be an_y probability of raising monqy i~ England to construct this 
railway 1f Mr. Sadler were granted only 50,U00 acres of land? No, I don't thmk so. 

359. I mean 50;000 acres of freehold land with water 'for 1'5,000 brake horse _power? No, I don't 
think any one could raise the money on ·those terms. There is a large amount of money required, and there-
fore large concessions should be given. . 

358A. Are you aware whether Mr. Sadler proposes in his scheme to generate electricity for the.purpose of 
lighting up mines, and of su_pplying· -power to mines, and to sell the electric motive ,power and the electric 
light 'to the mines? Yes ; and I know he proposes to sell light to the Dundas and Rosebery and other-
townships. · 

3fl0. By 1.111·. Smit.lt.-Yon say you received a letterfrom England-in consequence of information sent 
by you, and that the amount conld be got easily : was that offer based upon .Mr. Sadler's Bill or upon Mr. 
lnnes's report? On Mr. Innes's-r~port. . . 

361. The people you have .to do with have not seen the Bill? No, they had not seen it. 
362. Then, if very reasona'hle concessions were in tlrnt Bill they might be willing to "find the money ?' 

Yes, if "ihev were very reasonable conce~sions. 
363. You have had to do with large financiers--do you think this money would be forthcoming if the 

concessions were fair and reasonable? I do. 
364. As a business man, which do you think woul<l be most advan·tageous to the colony-the with­

drawal of a large amount of money which is otherwise invested in local speculations by local syndicates, or· 
the introduction of a large amount of money from over the sea? I should think the introduction of fresh· 
capital would be more advantageous. 

365. By Mr . .1.Willer.-You say the advice you received from England was based on Mr. lnnes's 
report? Yes, I ,know -that from Mr. Sadler's -friends. 

366. Was it not based on an applir.ation by M 1·. ·Sadler to "his friends? I believe so. 
·357_ You don't-know ";hat may·have been -in that apJilication; _you onJy·know, virtually, through the 

party through whom the money could be given, 'that it would be .right i.f the conditions were satisfactory; 
you don't know the terms? Yes. 

3fi8. Have rou been interested in the flotation of mines? Yes. 
369. Were they large flotations? Yes, the Bismarck tin miz;e, and others. 
370. But that was not English-capital? No, that was Melbourne capital. 
371. You don't know the London money ma1let? No, excepting that I have been in communication 

with this gentleman for over ten years, and 'he ad-vises me. .He came to me and a'sked me to refer things­
to him. 

372. Yes; you have no knowledge of the capital required for this project1 or what the cost would be, 
or what is the extent of it? Yes; I reckon £300;000 for the railw!ly_ itself; then, out of the million 
th_ey would erect the ore-reduction works and othet matters, electric )ight, and power to townships and 
mmes. 

373. Are you one of those who opposed the Great Western 'Railway Company's concessions on the· 
ground that they were unreasonable ? Yes. 

374. Do you now ·think them unreasonable as granted?. No, I can't say that I do. 
375. Only in the first instance as they were asked fo1·? Yes. They were cut down considerably,_ 

and I am satisfied now. 
376. By 11ir. Gilmore.-Your objections to the Great Western ·Railway were more on account of the· 

men who were running it than to the concessions themselves? Yes. 
377. By .1.lfr . .iJ,Iiller.-Which would be the best for the colony-a syndicate that would float a 

company to construct a railway line and make nothin!r out of it, or a syndicate that would float the company 
and make something out of it by re-sale-which would be better for the colony? That would depend upon 
whether the syndicate selling could hand over anything worth having. 

378. That is another thing. I ask is it a better thing for the colony that the syndicate should give 
over its rights in full to the ·company? That would depend upon what the rights are. 

379. Is it better for the colony that the middleman should make a profit out of the transaction or not?· 
I suppose the middleman would ·not be likely ·to go in for the transaction for nothing. . 

380. If the Central Syndicate does this, they will do it for nothing? It is a question Whether they-
can do it. · 
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381. By .LJb·. G,i[more.-I suppose some of you have chatted the matter of these rival lines over • 
. Have ,mu ever heard any expression of opinion upon therri? No. I believe Mr. C. H. Grant. has said 
thatthe concessions asked by the Central Syndicate are not sufficient, ;and that it could not be floated. I 

. heard that from Mr. Whitaker. 
382. By Mr . .Ll'Iiller.-Do you know the promotr.rs of. the Central Company? No, I cannot say 

that I do. 
383." But you have seen the prospectus? Yes; but I don't know anything about the promoters, 

excepting Mr. Grubb. 
384. You don't know them, or the concessions asked for? I am told they ask· for 50,000 acres 

of land, but I don't think that is enough, with water for 15,000 brake horse-power. 
385. Is not the syndicate strong enough to -float the company? I don't think so: not on these 

concessions. 
:.386. Then yon don't think they can cany out their intentions? I don't tl_1ink so. l believe 

Mr. Grant expresses his opinion so, and he ought to know. 
387. By the Chairrnan.-If it is proposed that. this syndicate of seven shareholders should make no 

profit themselves, but giTe up all their profit to the English people who are to construct the railway, would 
there be any difference in the character of a company so formed and the character of a company formed as 
this will be, which is going to construct the line floated by Mr. Sadler? I don't think any persons in 
England would float such a company without the prospect of profit. 

388. But you are told by Mr. Miller that the Central people are not going to make any profit, 
but are going to hand over all their privileges to the Eug-lis11 people; if that were so, would there be a 
difference in the character of a company so formed to construct a railway under the Central people, and a 
company formed to construct a railway as proposed by Mr. Sadler? There might be an insufficiency of 
capital. · · 

389. Yes, but we are told under the local company that no one is to derive profit from the line: would 
there not be as much a chance for the local people to get shares under Mr. Sadler's scheme as under the 
other scheme ?-so that 1he argument, us far as to its benefiting the local people, would vanish. The argument 
is that the other scheme would support local enterprise,-that would vanish if you don't get any profit as. 
local people. The shareholders in the Central Railway Syndicate, if it is floated in London, can only 
apply for shares in the company, and so they can apply for shares in the other company, can't they?· 
Undoubtedly. . 

390. So the argume11t that the Central syndicate should be supported because it is on local lines would. 
vanish altogethe1·? Undoubtedly. The same advantages would remain to each of them. 

390A. 'l'hen you think if all. the rights of the pre~ent Central Company are handed over to the English­
money lenders, then as soon as the company is formed in Eugland the present shareholders in the Central. 
Company will lose all their rights, and this company will become defunct? Undoubtedly. 

891. And the present shareholders will have no interest whatever in the line? Undoubtedly. 
392. Then, to get an interest in- the line they will llave to apply for shares? Yes. 
393. So that now they are asked to pay all expenses of getting the Bill through Parliament, and when· 

the Bill has gone through they have no further interest in the Bill or the railway to be constructed unless 
they apply again for shares in the company? Yes, that is so, according to Mr. Miller. -

394. By Mr. Smitlt.-This. compauy will have to be put on the London market. Mr. C. H. Grant. 
has said it would be impossible to float such a company iu Australia. Then, having to go on to the London 
market, would the cost of the middlemen be less in proportion to the extent of the concessions? I should 
think it would be the other way round. The more the concessions the less difficulty there would be in 
flotation. It is a question whether the Central would float on the concessions made. I base my calculations. 
upon Mr. Grant's opinion. 

395. By lib· . .LVIiUei.-Which opinion has not been expressed to you? No, it was expressed to Mi• .. 
Whitaker. I believe it was a public expression of opinion. . 

396. By 1lfr. Srn-itlt.-You have no personal knowledge of the financial strength of any of these-
(Central Railway) people? No, I have not. · 

397. I suppose if the Central people had intended to build the line themselves they would have floated'. 
a larger company than one with a capital of £5000? I should think the.v would. 

398. By JVir. 1lfiller.-Is it not usual for men to float companies to cover preliminary expenses, and 
then increase their capital? Not generally. 

399. But could they not increase their capital when they get their Bill-could they not increase the-
company after they get their Bill? I should think not. · 

400. By the Cltairman.-Do you know of any reason why these gentlemen should not pay for the­
construction of the line out of their own pockets? No, not if they pay for a Bill to enable them to do 
this . 

. 401. Is there anything you would wish to add? 'Nothing, excepting to emphasise the fact that of Mr •. 
Sadler's scheme there can be no doubt. The person who wrote to him is a very substantial person. • 

The witness withdrew. 

FRITZ JOSEPH ERNST, called and examined. 

402. By tlte C!tairman.-What is your name? Fritz Joseph Ernst. 
403. And what are you? Well, I have no particular occupation; put it gentleman. 
404. And where do you reside? At West Strahan. 
405. Do you know the line of Mr. Innes's route between Mole Creek and Rosebery? Well, I haves 

neye1· been over the whole line, hut I have been at both ends of it. 
406. Hne you been past Mole Creek? No, I have not. 
407. _Are you well acquainted with the Rosebery district_? Yes. 

-,S_ 
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- 408. Have-you_ gone along M1'. Innes1s track at all? No,. I ·have not. 

409. Then you don't know much of the country? Only that I have gone through Mr. Montgomer·_v's 
·l'epons,·and·read Mr. ln11es1s report, and•heard'a,good deal:at both erids, that is as to whether the railway 
would pay or not. The land along the track is worth very little at present, ·its value is very problematical. 

410. Have ·you- had opportunities of hearing 'the. value• of the land discussed b_v people -who know it 
1ind travel the line? J have heard that the agricultural lanrl approaches the Rosebery district closer thii"n 
any cithei· agricultural .land 0\'er 'the West Coast mining· district, or any other side. There is only· n fringe 
of agricultural land on the North-West Coast, near BL1rnie, to supply agricultural produce. At p1·esent 

-· the Rosebery district is·· supplied ,from Sti'ahan, •which route could compete for the trade in the Rosebery 
district with any other.line-but the·Mole Creek one. 'With another 18 miles to go I doubt whether, with 

·-water-carriage · and the freight on the Strahan-Zeehan line, the Rosebery-Mole Creek line should 
not be able to fetch goods through, and much cheaper than any other line. With regard to the land 

'I ·may say that all .the people who invest in -these syndicates I at home look to get very large concessions, 
and I would say' get as much land as you can possibly get. · You see the Briti,iher is under the impi·es;;ion 

·that the land fo the colonies is all good; they do not know that it may be in a barren country like this. 
In- ·making this line· like the Great Westem line, they want large conce,isions. [f the people ·who 

''wbo·come in depe"nd on the mineral _wealth of the land then ·we must give a much larger area than if it, .was 
·agricultural l:ind. · w· e want to find out where the land is, and whether it is mining or a(sricultural land. 
Mining land is all chance, but with agrichltural land the chance·is a sure one. With regard to the passenger 
traffic I 'think the line can compete with the _Emu Bay line. · Some time ago I took the trouhle to go to 

· Strahan wharf and-to count the passengers going away. I counted so many for Melbourne and so many for 
Launceston. The average out of.ten is from 8 to 9 for Tasmania and one to }\f el bourne. That means to say 
that if you have a railway going· to Bumie working· under the present system of charges, I should think 
if a man wanted to go to Hobart, and he could get there for 50.~., he would ·not spend his £8 on it. I think 
the Mole Creek railway-would get most of the passenger traffic in,preference to the Emu Bay line. 

·411. Why so? \Yell, a man will not pay £8 for a service wheu he can get it for £2 10s. 
· 412. By ll1r. 'Mille1'.-But how do you make out that it would cost .£8 to go to Hobart ·via .Emu 

·Bay? Well; first'there is Zeeha11 to Waratah and Burnie; then the break ·Burnie to Ulverstone, then 
'. Ulverstone to Launceston; and Launceston to Hobart. You··have no other-•way? I gave Mr. Gilmore, 
:some days ago, a: cutting from the Zeeli.an Herald, where the matter was thrashed out. On the money point 
you can't go to the Britisher now and ask for large concessions of capital unless you give him· other 

· concessions in return. : D riless you gi-ve large concessions you will get nothing. It nrny be said that the 
Emu Bay line did not give· concessions, but' you see that line was hawked about England and they could· get 
11othing for· it. · It was only, satisfactorily floated in the colonies through 'Mr. Bowes Kelly ·giving· it his 

'.attention. If he· had not ·been there aud interested in it it would· never have been floated. This proposed 
Mole Creek line; is, I- think, in regard to the prospects of mining iu Ta,:;mania, the best route I know. I 
know of no·better. I am not much in favour of the Emu• Bay line. · · 

413. B,1/ tlte Clwinnan.-Do you ·think if- Mr. Sadler's proposed concessions were cut dowu from 
'490;000 acres of land to ·50,000 acres, a11d his water concession,; ·from 75,000 to 15,000 brake horse power, 
·that he·woi.1ld·be _able to float the company in England ?-ls there any available evide11ce from engineers, 
showing what watenhere is and \Vlrnt power can be generated? That is a question that should be considered. 

'The colony has no right·to give along one line all the water power away. · 
· 414. 'Well, supposing the water power questi"on to·be settled; would a grant of 50,000 acres of laud be 

•e11ough to i:riduce.capitalists·to put·money into this-project'!· If the land is mining country at all, I should 
not think they-would ·put money in. 

415. B.11 'jJfr. Gilm.ore.-You have a good deal to do with English capitalists have you not'! Yes, 
J have been home twire in the last four vears 011 such business. 

· 416. · Y 011' represent a large s_vndicate· of capitalists now, d9· you not? Yes, I represent matters which 
1 should not like to speak of here; I am quite certai11 there is no likelihood of a~y English-capitalrsts· putting 
0theil' money- into this venture unless they get something in return for·it. I think, as regards traffic, the line 
would pay well if properly managed, but I do not think the money would be got at home unless you got 
large concessions. 

~ 417. Would you consider 50,000· acres of land a fai1· concession? 'l'hat·would all depend ·on t.he · land. 
Ifit is pur"ely mining hmd;·then it-is too small an area, but ifit,were good agricultural land, then it might 
lbe quite sufficient. Is it freehold or leaseho'd? 

-418.: Fifty tho'usand· acret'i-fre"e11old, is that sufficient? If it were good agricultural land, and examined 
-carl'fully all over, I should not think that it i:, enough unless it were very good, and at a reasonable distance 

'·from· a-termin·u,,'of the railwav. 
419. · Say ·we· were giving a• qlock of50;000 acres half way between two termini of the line'? I could 

·not give an opinion without s~eing- the land. It Il!ight he more valuable than land values there generally 
·,are. There are ·minerals, mid there ,is coal ·there,- I know. , It would depend entirely 011 the land. I should 
think if 'the Government geologist was sent•out to report· upon this •.Jand; he could give important evidence 
on the question. - I don't think 50,000 acres would float a company at home unless ·you can show it-is really 

·good land. _ 
420. By llfr. llfiller.- You have some Riiowledge or·t1ie·-:Eng·lish money market, I believe? I have 

.been there twice. 
421. You have no personal, knowledKe of the- flotation of companies·in the English market? I 1tm 

·sorry I cannot answer that question. I am bound down by my engagements not to buy shares or to make 
.any money out of shares, and I am bound· down not to give information on ·the point you name to· a11,v one 
but the people who employ me. . _ 
_ 42:2._ You have see11 the prospectus of the ·Tasmanian Central Railway Company, have yol1 uor? 

·,That·is 'the one Mr.' Hales has in hand. Yes; J- have. · 
42:J. And you have seen t~ie names on ·that prospectt1s. ·, Dori't you thirikthe syndicat~ a strong'one? 

I am ~orry I don't kno'Y anything about the names. ·My experience of'the colony only dates back fill· the 
.last ten years. As to uames I don't· thirik'they go for· much. ' I· have lent" some £500; -they ·\v'ere all 



(~.0- _7:5.) 

15 

financially right, all of the upper ten, but they let me in, so you can see my experience. of rr;ten who are 
supposed to be financially all right. I have never got a penny out of Tasmanian mining excepting what l 
have got in .connection with my home people who employ me . 

. 424 . .By Ur. Smith.- If a prospectu;i bore the n:unes of the leading moneyed men in Launceston., 
would it command respect in London? That I can't say. It would depend upon other consideratio:ns. : 

425. Take the name of Mr. Hart, fo1· instance? . Yes, it might. . . 
42fi. Would Mr. Hales' name, for instance? It might. English investors in the1<e syndicates don't 

ask mnch about names. They will ask," How much are you promoters going to make out of it, and how, 
much do you propose that we shall make out of it?" It matters very little wh~t the names are like. 

427. By,the Clwirman.-Ifthe English investors were told by the colonial promoters that,tl1eywere 
promoting the undertaking without any view to profit,. would that be caculated to induce the English 
investors to put their money .into it? Well, l should think it would make them shy off. 

428. By 1lfr. Miller.-Suppose the colonial promoters said they would take £25,000 in shares, and 
would apply for and take them up? Privately I am opposed to syndicate lines. As to providing th.e 
money for railways, as attorney for other, l'eople, I. may say that if I.don't see exactly what they are going 
to make out of it l would not put any money in. , 

429. By J.l:fr. 8111ith.-There are two p,roposals before the HousP-, one of which has· been remitted,. to 
us as having been objected to because the promoters have not shown their bona fides. 'l'he two are rivals. 
What we want to know is, on which of these two schemes is the railway, to be constructed? W:ell, the 
promoters of the other line say Mr. Sadler did not show 'his bona }ides. 

430. By Jlfr . . Miller.-H e would .not prove to them that he could float his company? Well, that 
depends·on circumstances. · Mr. Sadler is an honourable mHn, and he, is not bound to ·Jet the o~hers know 
who are standing behind him. I will tell you one instance : I was sent to. Victm:ia: the other day, 
and lhad,to make a. report, and I.do not know who sent for me, and I do not know who g,ot. my report. 
Men e1q:!;aged in these transactions will not tell you. They put a man on to act on their behalf, and you 
deal with him. In this case I suppose Mr. Sadler would not have made application for his Bill unless h~ 
had some good cause to think he could float his company. As regards both schemes, it depends. entirely 
O!l the English market. · . 

431. By the Cltairrnan.-If Mi·. ~adle1· offered the rival syndicate that he would lay all his. letters 
and papers in confidence before their solicitor if the promoters of the other scheme would agree with him to 
abide by their solicitor's opinion, whatever it might be, what then? That would he. very fiiir .. 

432. If the condition was that if their solicitor said that Mr. Sadler's scheme could be carried out 
they would withdrnw, and if the s.olicitor. said it could. not he carried out, then· that he would withdraw, 
would you consider that evidence of Mr. Sadler's bona fides, and an offer that they should accept? Yes,; 
I think so. 

438. He offE!'ed to do that, to refer the whole conespondence to their solicitor, and if the solicitor said 
he. could cany out his scheme, then.they were to withdraw theirs, and, if the. solicitor s.aid, he could not,. 
then he was to withdraw, would you nut consider that strong evidence of Mr. Sadler's bona .fide.!? I 
should think it would be ; he would be exposing himself to the judgment of one man. 

434. Would you not consider that strong evidence of bona fides on the part of Mr. Sadler? Certainfy, 
and also strong evidence that he considered the sol.icitor a straightforward man. · 

The witness withdrew. 

WEDNESDAY, 1ST DECEMBER, 1897. 

FREDERICK BACK, called and examined. 
435; B;i; tlte C!tainnan.- What is your name? Frederick· Back. 
436. You are General Manager of Railways and head of the Railway Department of Tasmania?: 

Yes, under the Minister. 
437. Now, have you read throug·h the Great Midland and West Coast Railway Bill? I have. · 
438. Are the clauses in that Bill the usual clauses inserted in Railway Acts? Well, there are SO· 

many Railway, Act<"•that I can hardly say. · • 
439. Are the clauses in that Bill very much tbe same as the clauses in the Great Western Ra ii way· 

Company'.s Bill which was passed last ses~ion? In part, not entirely; I think. 
440. All excepting as to a few details? Oh yes, I notice some important differences. 
441. But a great majority of the clauses are the same? I think so. 
442. Is i1, feasible, do you think, to .work.a railway by electric power? I. am not aware of any railway­

being worked by electric power; of course there are thousaiids of miles of street tram ways which are 
called st1·eet railway>', worked by electricity, but neither I nor any other railway man here cttn find out· 
any long length of railway which is worked by .electric power. · 

443. ls electricity uot the coming power? Oh, I think so, yes. 
444. Are you not of the :cmme opinion that you were last year, that it is possible to run long lines. of' 

railway by electricity? It is certainly possible-; you can run a railway with any power; but when you run 
it you have to consider the question of economy. I think it is very doubtful if you could economically 
use electricity on a. railway, with so• few trains running as we. have in this country; I. will explain, if' 
vou likr. 
· 445. Yee, I should like you to do so? Take, approximately, the cost of steam motive-power as 
compared with electricity. The cost i11 this country of steam-power; the average cost per mile of motive-­
power, by.our syatem of traction, is-over IOd. per mile; for the, sake of argument take it at· a. shiUing. 
Suppose you run two trains daily over a line· of a hundred miles. in length, that is, you. start a train in 
either·direction, you will only be at an outlay, if the expem1e does not exceed that on. the Government 
railways, of £10, OJ' two hundred 1>hillings. I don't think we. have yet arrived at'the stage .where we could. 
haul those traini, by electricity for anyt~ing like the same money. 
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446. Then, do you think it is cheaper to work by steam-power than by electricity? Yes, I do ; 
'Under the conditions prevailing in this colony, electrical energy is economical when yon can utilise its full 
•poll'er, but where you have only two trains a day you have the whole of the electrical circnits to work 
for those two trains. To work them the electricity must always be in circuit. Where ~·011 have a lot of 

.street trams all running in different directions, then electricity is economical, because y~u can ntilise it to 
.its full power. · 

447. In that estimate are you considering the source from which you derive yonr electricity? 
U ndnnbtedly. 

448. From what source? I may say from anything yon like-steam, water, or anything else. 
449. Is it not cheaper to generate electricity from water-power? Not necessarily ; generally it is. 
450. What is the lo1;gest electrical railway you know of that has been constructeJ-is there not one 

in Montreal? There is an enormous system of electric tramways in Montreal, but none running for any 
·great length. 'l'hey all radiate from a common centre, and are really street trams; bnt, I believe, it is the 
practice there to call them street rail ways. 

451. But the car1·iages there are larger than those on the North-East Dnndas tramway or railway, are 
they not? Well, 38 we have only made two small carriages for that line, I can hardly say ; the carriages 
<would not be larger than they would be on a 2-ft. gauge line elsewhere. . · 

452. Do you know of any difficulty that would be likely to arise in applying electricity on the route 
'between Mole Creek and the West Coast? I am nut prepared to express an opinion excepting in general 
terms; I am not an electrician. 

453. But in regard to the Government Western Railway you cmtld not see any difficulty? I think it 
is possible; but I don't think if you run two trains on your line for a hundred miles each way, that you 
-can do it for £10 as already explained. · 

454; Would it cost £100? 1f you have electrical energy, then you want the whole of your energy 
-always at work, and, because of that, you want a large statf of men and suitable appliances all along 
.the line. 

455. Have you altered the opinion you gave last year, when you said that electricity for railway 
purposes could be generated a hundred miles away? Oh, you can g·enera te it further away than that if 

_you like; it is only a question of cost. 
456. But you are of opinion that electricity is the coming motive power? It is the coming power, 

.-hut it has not come. At present you can't work two trains a day by electricity as economically as you can 
:by steam-that goe:s without saying. . 

457. If a line of railway were constructed between Mole Creek and the W_est Coast, would it be of 
·-advantage, do you think, in opening up the country'! Ye_s. I think it possible you might find a better 
route than from Mole Creek. I doubt very much whether that is the best route. 

458. To connect the Northern districts with the West Coast you thiuk there might be a better route­
-in what direction? It is impossible to say without ·a survey. I have only a general knowledge of the 
country, but it is desirable to take such a railway as near to a deep-water port as possible, not into the centre· 
-of the island. 

459. You say that Mole Creek is the centre; well, if that is the centre, the traffic would be brought 
to a point half way from Devon port to Launceston,-that would be to a deep-water port? Devonport" is 
nnder~tood to be a deep-water port, bnt you would not call that a deep-water port that is a river, and only 
.a deep-water port at high tide. · 

460. Would you not call Lannceston a deep-water port? I will meet you half way,-I will call it a 
·shippi11g port. 

461. Generally speaking, wherever you construct a line of railway to, would it uot he of great 
.advantage in opening up the country? Not necessarily, it might 11ot be a paying railway. It might be 
·.taken through a country that it really would not pay to open up, then it would not be ail advantage. 

462. If it were taken through a .mineral country? I cannot a11swe1· that que:,,tion, because it is 
hypothetical. If you ask me if it is desirable to open a railway from a point to some other point in a 
mineral district, I will say yes, under certain conditions. 

463. If you start from Rosebery or some part of the Western Mining Division to meet· a suitable 
point on the Govemment railways, would it not be of advantage in opening np the country through which 
the route would pass? Yes, in course of time. 

464. Ha Te you been through that country? I have been over a good deal of it, but never right 
through it. 

465. Have you been to Mount Pelion? No. I went through the northern part of the country 
· as shown on the map (produced), the part coloured green. That would be from the Leven to the Mersey, 
north of a line drawn through Nietta on the one side, and passing above Liena on the other. . 

461-i. And in that part you have been through, what kind of count,·y is it'/ It is all excellent country, 
very fine land the majority of it. Take the land right down to the Leven, or taking a line through Nietta 

-to the Wilmot, it is all good. Between the Wilmot aud the Mersey and away to the Nook it is all very 
good country. All the land north of a line running through Nietta and Paradise is goou land; all that is 
included in the part coloured green. on the map attached to my report on the W,.aratah and Zeehan 
Railway, dated 1st November, 1897. I may say that it is my usnal practice when coming before a Select 

·-Committee to make a memorandum of the subjects to be dealt with, and also notes 011 the particular Bill. 
Would you like me to read my notes? 

467. Yes, but we should like to hear about this land which you know as good'! Some of the finest 
land in the colony is that about Paradise, the Promised Land, Beulah, the Nook, and Barrington. It 
now carries more people and grows more produce to the acre than is grown anywhere else in Tasma11ia. 

468. And where are the markets for this produce? At Devon port and Launceston principally. 
469. Well, if a railway were constructed to carry produce to the West Coast, would it not be a very 

· good thing and a benefit to these people? Yes, because they would then have two markets, but they send 
. produce as far as Hobart now. 
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470. Oh, the people at the present time send their produce to Hobart~ Yes, they send to Launceston, 
-1Iobal't, and Devo11port. They have three outlets for their produce; Devonport for export. 

471. Are you acquainted with the land around Zeehau? Yes. I can tell yon abont tliat. 
472. ~ould it be of advantage to the colony if thern were railway communication through that 

.-district? Yes, _I think it will be, naturally, in the course of time. 
473. It would be a great benefit, would it not, to the mines in that district if the_v had the mean~ of 

-taking their ore to market? Well, I don't think you will take much ore on this railway. .I don't 
-think you will take any of it. I don't think an ounce of ore would go from the present fields to the· 
Western line.· You would have to depend for traffic upon new developments and the food aud o6er 

.supplies of the district. 
474. Then where will the ore go? To the nearest water carriage . 
475. That would be to Macquarie Harbour·? Yes, people would not take ore a hundred and forty 

miles across the island when they can take it direct to the ship in forty miles . 
476. Does not that depend upon the Macquarie Harbour bar i.Jeing removed or deepened? . No, 

still that is an important work the count1·y should at once undertake, as it will be of great benefit to the 
cColonv. 

477. Do you think it will undertake it? Oh, I don't know. 
478. There is no indication ,vhatever that the Govemment intends to remove the Macquarie Harbour 

,.bar? -No, they al'e only making inve~tigations as to the best mode of doing it. I think they are impre3sed 
-with the importance of the matter, and I sincerely hope that the bar will be deepened. 

479. In the interests of the country do you think it advisable to have a railway between the \Vest 
Coast and some· point on the Government Western line? Yes, I think there should he a Government 
railway in the course of time. It should be a Government railway and not a private one. 

480. Apart from the question as to whether it should be a Government line or 1wt, would a railway 
,line connecting the Western mining division with the Government railways be a good thing for the-country? 
I can only answer the question in my own way. 

481. But, apart from who may own the railway, whether the Government or anyuody else, would the 
-construction of such a line as that be a good thing foi· the country? That depends entirely upon the 
-conditions on which it may be constructed. As a Government line, in the course of time, yes. 

482. Is it your opinion, ·then, that the Government should not construct it at the present time? In 
the present position of the mines in that district they are depending upon low-grade ores. It is not proved 

-that these py1·itic ores are- a ma1 ketable commodity, or that they can be smelted and taken to market. I 
·-should wait a little longer aud prove whether those ores can be treated as the M~unt Lyell ores are treated, 
·for instance. 

483. And for this reason you think Government should not construct a railway at present? It is my 
opinion that at present no one should construct the line. 

484. I mean the Government? And I mean anybody. I should wait for additional information. 
485. Then you think no one should corn,truct a liue at present? No. I should wait until I ronld see 

whether the Rosebery ores can be treated profitably. 
486. And ifit took ten years to find out you would wait ten years then till the Government could_ take 

up the lin&? I don't know quite how to answer yon. You ask my opinion and you ask me questiom that 
I am not prepared to answer on the spur of the moment. What you ask is only a question of opinion, and 

. -unless you wish me to answer as I think right I caunot answer the question at all. 
487. But you can answer the question and then give any explanation you choose. ls not that fa.id 

Yes; hut don't you see you give a time limit, say Government should be guided by the result of the 
treatment of these low-grade pyritic ores in t.he Rosebery and surrounding districts. 

· 488. And you would say don't construct the line, no matter how long it took to connect the district 
by land. You would not construct a line until the value of those ores were proved? Unless other circum­
stances were shown that would make it desirable. 

489 Then you would keep back the development of that- country until you could test the;e ore:;;? I 
. don't think you would keep back the development of the district, and I don't think you should have a rail­
way too much in advance. 

490. Does not the _construction of rail ways open up the country and do good_? Not ·,,ecessari ly. Yot1 
seem to have gut hold of an idea which, I am sorry to say, some of our best business men have, that the 

, more rail ways there are ihe better; the more money spem the better for business. Now what is the 
position of a farm if you overstock it? What is the position of a city if you put up too many commercial -

--establishments? One kills the other. It is the same with railways. If yot1 construct too many of them 
to one district none of them will pay. 

490A. That you thii1k may be a good argument for the Government worked liues, hut if mivate 
. syndicates were working the lines would it not be for the benefit of the country if the syndicates' 
.-competition with each other reduced the freights? Even if it did I am not clear that it.would be a g-ood 
.thing for Tasmania : I will tell you why. You had a bank here called the Van Diemen's Land Bank; that 

·. bank failed, and wh:it was the result? Do you think that any large commercial nnderta king in a country-
private 01· government, can fail without injury to the country? If it collapses· can that_ happen without 

- causing widespread min and distress, and affecting the credit of the eountr-y in the money market. 
41:lOB. But was it uot the local people that failed when the bank failed? So much the worse. 
491. But if E11glish people came here aud built a railway and then failed, would not that benefit the 

_country? It does not make any difference whose money it is, it means discredit to the country. 
492. But if English people came here and made a railway with their eyes open and then failed, how 

, could that affect the country ? If you will allow me to read you six lines from a Victorian paper, I can 
'. give you an example, and it will answer you better than anything I can say. It is from the Melbourne 
Argus of the 24th November:-

Argus, 24 Nov. 1897. 
. "If the Government in Victoria cannot huild successful railways, neither can other bodies. The few semi-private 

."rn.ilways we have are rapidly being abandoned to the State. The Great Morwell Coal Company's line was taken 
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over by the A~sPmbly yesterday-a most unprofitable bargain, it is to be feared-and so was the Dookie arnJ 
Katamatite Tramwuy. The latter line was built with Govr.rnment moni,y, the Shire Council borrowing. thr. funds 
and guarnnteeing 4 per cent interest, and there was a flourish of trumpets that the State woulrl be taught how to 
build and how to manage a railway. And, alas! the end is that the Shfre Council hnH to make an appeal to be· 
relieved of its burden. 'If we appoint a recl'iver,' said Sir George Turner, 'w@ slmll be worse off, for we shall 
obtain no more money, and wn shall have to pay the officer.' It is felt also that the loeal ratepayers shared i11 the 
dela~ion of the tinrns, and that there is no particular reason why they should pay specially the loss on their line and 
should help to pay nho the loss on everybody else's lines. The State must be largr.-minded in these small matters. 
But as the State has to rebuild the line, and has to meet the entire interest loss, and as the Prnmier admits that the· 
one reninining Shire tram will make a Ii ke demand, we must confess that ' local light lines' are yet another 
vanished illusion.'' 

The Age of the 24th November also refers to "the Second reading of the Defunct Companies' Bill,. 
and to the M orwell Coal Company's Railway Pnl'cbase Bill; aim the Bill authorising the Rail way 
Department to take over the Dookie and Katamatite Tramway will be dealt with." These are some of the 
private lines in Victoria which have failed, and in consequence necessitated that the Government of Victoria 
should realise that it is better to step in and take over the lines, to sa vc the c1·edit of the country, or buy 
these lines anrl work lines of railway that are a failu1·e. That is distinctly a. discredit to the comm1111ity, 
and a loss to the count1·y at large. It is all ,·ery well to say it is English capital; but, if you make and 
work a line of railway and foil, the colony is bound LO snffel', whether the money is Cnlonial or English. 

4H3. Was the capital in these cases yon refer to subscribed by local people,? I am not prepared to 
say. I read . these extracts to· you because the cases only happened last week, and they establish the 
principle that the failure of a company line may be as serious to the country as the failure of a government 
line. 

494. I understand the governments who build rail ways do not go in for any other line of business, for· 
instance, ore-reduction works, ore-buying, or mining? No they don't, imd they lion't ask anybody to give 
away large areas of land, or water-rights, or a large slice of the island whiC"h is taken pcisse:;1sion of under 
the Bills by the companies. 

495. If a private compa11y were given the right to establish ore-reduction. wol'ks would the!'e not be a 
hettel' prospect of a line paying ?-it would be more likely to pay, wrmld it not, than if built for mere 
traffic pnrposes? If yon ask me, this as simply a red hel'l'i11g question to dmw off attention from the 
proposal to grant a lal'ge amount of lMnd to this company, and \Yater power that they would not be able to· 
use for the next cent un', then I canuot answer von. 

496. That i~ not the question. If you wili anRwer the question I shall Le oblige.d. It is this: seeing 
that when the Govemme11t builds a line it ~imply goes in for ordinary railway bnsines~, I ask you would ,a· 
com]Jany, if ir. constructed the same line, and went in for mining and ore-buying and ore-reduction works, 
huve a much better prospect of making their line pay tlrnn a govemmeut-constrncted line would have?' 
Your questio11 amou11ts to this : if a line is subsidised, would it 11ot be likely to pay better tlrnu if it wel'e 
not subsi,:ised? Well, thnt depends on the amount of the subsidy. 

497. 'l'hen yom argumPnt relatiug· _to the failure of private lines means that they were 1101. rnh~idised, 
and would not apply to private line:;, with subsidies. If 1he subsidies are large euongh they would pay,? 
That depends on the nature of the subsidy. It may not be a marker.a hie subsidy. 

497A. Now, you have said that Government shonlrl not construct a line into these mining clist.rictH until 
it is proverl that a ce1·tain class of ores woultl pay. If th~ Government will not coustrnct a line, und it 
would he a good thing for the country, have yon Any object.ion to a pl'ivate syndicate getting the right to· 
construct it? Und11ubteclly, under the couditions whieh are in this private Bill. 

498. And if the conditions were cut down, would yon ~till o!Ject? Yes. 
49i:l. Do I understand you to object to any private railways under certain circumstances? Yes; I 

don't thi11k it would be wise to ca!'l'y out this line, b.ut if l !'end my notes it will help yon to answer them. 
500. Yes, if yon prefer to read y,mr notes to us now it might be more convenie11t. I 11nder1<rand y.ou· 

have matle notes clause bv clause on the Bill? Yes. I will first :;,ay that the Bill should not he assented 
to if the Governmeut has ·any idea of continuing the N .E. Dundas Li11e LO some pr,int on the Western Line, 
anti I u11der;;ta11d that the Minister has announced his intention of so doing. I have p1'epared some notes 
in g~neral terms on the. Bill. First, I should recommend that before the Bill he entertained a survey 
should be deposited showing the termini, which should he defi11 itely fixed, and the locution which should 
nllow only of such minor Jevia tions as• the Minister may consent to :-

PreamblP.-lt is indefinite, To construct a railway from· some point of the Chudleigh Railway to a point 
within the "'cstern !\lining Division of Tasmania. This is abwlutely indefinite, and taken with Section 8, Part III., 
asking for power to constl'uct branch lines to termini of any land leased to the vromoters under Part XIII. of the 
Act, gives unrPasonablv large powers. 

· The land asked for under Piirt XIII. is 490,000 acl'es, or about l-34th of the whole of Tasmania, including­
all its Jukes and islands. 

'flrn company is to have a lease for 25 yrnrs of all this land, iucluding all minemls and metals, paying a small 
royalty (2~ pel' 'cent. on minerals). At the end of 25 yenrs the promoters are to have a fresh lease for a further· 
period of 25 years of nil land occupied by them, or by any person or persons claiming under them-a fair 
opportunity for. dummyi11g ,and litigation, The Bill also provides for a further renewal of 25 years under like 
conditions. If, however, the company -cnnrot occupy or dispose of the whole of their 4901000 acres within a 
specifiNl time, Section 86, Sub-section IX., the promoters are to have a royalty or 2½ per cent. on all minerals found 
on these lands. 

Now, the line is e~timated to be 60 miles in length; it is to be of 2-ft. gauge, &c., and it may be estimated for the 
purpose of thesP. r.alculations to cost £3000 per mile,,or say £180,000. The company ask for sufficient water-right~ 
to develop 35,000 horse-power (s. 100); for power to supply, let, hire, and sell motive or electric power; for 
power to erect and u~e for their own profit telegraph8 and tPlephones, nnd use for the same purpose, viz., for sale, 
electric light; for co11structing a line of railway, to cost £180,000, the interest on which, at 4 per cent., i8 £7200 a 
year, the company is to recei,·e the enormous grant of 490,000 acres, or as much of it as they and their nominee~ 
can occupy for 75 years, and a royalty of 2½ per cent. on all minerals which may be found on such other land 
within the area of 490,000 acres as the company and its nominees cannot occupy. 

Then to meet their interest of £7200 per year they are to receive the right to take 35,000 brnke horse-power 
from tlie rivers of the colony, and to sell the electric power derived therefrom for £80 pei· horse-power per annum .. 
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:The company -will have, over am! above tho railway revenue, the revenue derived from 490,000 acres qf laud, 
the ~ale of 35,000 horse-power, and such revenue as may a<·crue from electric liO'hting, telegraphs and telephones, 
·and all_ the net reve1me of the railway. Then some iclea of the value of all thes~ concessions mav be gauged from 
this-if the compan~• sell only 5000 hone-power at £30, they will have a gross income, over and above the railway 
-earnings, of £150,000 per annum from water-power alone. In exchange for a!J the valuable concessions, the country 
is to_ get a rnilway, over which they will have to pay almost prohibitive rates, which railway the country can ouly 
acquire after 25 years by paying 20 per cent. over and above its cost as a new concern. 

lt is difficult to give approximately the cost per brake horse-power, but modern authority (see Unwi11 on the 
Development and Transmission of Power, who fixes the value (page 83)at £5 in America, and (page 81) at £6 in 
Switzerland per horse-power per year) ; in Tasmania it may be much more. But the cost of controlling the water 
is problematical. It is difficult to say what conservation works and working expenses may be. H9wever, if the 
-company can earn a net profit of' £5 out of £30, the net income, if the company cun sell all its power, will be 
£175,000 per year out of water alone. . 

'I mention this as there seems to have been little known of the value of' water when other Bills in which water­
rights were asked for were before Parliament. 
Now, going thl'ough the Bill. If this Bill becomes an Act in any shape or form I will call attention to 
part I, line 10, page 4 :-·"'The said railway' or' the railway' shall mean the line of railway and ic.ny 
extensions, branches, and deviations thereof, authorised to be constructed under the authority of this Act, 
and the permanent way thel'eof, together with all works, buildings, stations, and erections erected or built 
on or connected with the said rail wa_y, and all rolling-stock and all land upon which the same are · 
respectively co11structerl, erected, or built, and all lands, rights, and privileges used in connection ·therewith 
-or vested in the Promoter, for the purposes of this Act." This would provide for extensions, branches,· or 
deviations to a mine, or in fact it might take you anywhere. Now, for any proper purpose a n1ining e~se­
meut would do as well, and I recomme11cl to cut the whole of that out. 

501. By iJ-1 r. Simmons. - You mean that the provision as to branches, extensions, or deviations should 
·be excised from the Bill wherever they occur, and if the company want to get to their own Janel for instance 
they can get a mining easement? Yes, now Part 2, Section 4.-Tbis provides that· the company may 
constl'11ct, mainrnin, and wol'k a railway from a point on the Chudleigh railway to some point in the 
Westem Mining Division to be approved by the Minister. I urge on the Committee the importance of 
lJaving a survey to accompany this Bill; 'this is far too indefinite. Had you had a survey in another case 
you would not have bad all the trouble with the· Gl'eat Western Company. We don't know now whe1,e 
the Great w·estern Line is going and I certainly never heard of such a thing until I came to Tasmania of 
giving a Bill without a smvey. ~ · . 

502. By Jli·r. Maclwnzie.-But it would cost from £4000 to £5000, would it not, if they made a 
survey before 'they got the Bill, and then they might not get the Bill ? That is their risk. They come 
here imd ask for one thirty-fourth pal't of the whole of Tasmania, and they want water to enable them to 
wol'k up to an enormous powel'. ·what right have you to do this? No Government has a right to give 
away the assets of the colony in such a way. If you give away this water, you are giving away large 
-concP8sion1' without knowing- what you are doing or even the value of the concessious. 

503. Yes, I know you are giving a way large concessions, hut is it not for the House to say? I mel'ely 
point it out. In England a quartel' of a million is considered very little for preliminary expenses of a 
railwa_y, and the Board of TJ'ade insists·on sul'veys am! plans being deposited. All interested can then have 
pla11s to enable them to lodge objections, and it is not an uncommon thing for a railway to be hung up 
for years until alterations are made in the plans to meet the wishes of the objectors. , 
· 504. By Captain Miles.-You say that a survey and plans should be furnished with the Bill oi· before 

it is gl'anted. Do I undel'stand, ]\fr. Back, that you mean plaus and specifications sufficiently accurate to 
enable anyone to locate the line right throun·h ? Yes, I rnear:;_ plans and sections. 

505. So that if any member of the Ho~1se may know where the line is located-you don't want working 
plans? Quite so, merely plans and sections . 

. 506. You think it fair that any private company comrng to the House and asking for such large_ con­
cess1011 .. should at least put up as much money as would pay for a suryey? Yes, I say that as a ra11lway 
manager, but I say it more as a colonist. I say the Government bas no rig-In to give away the assets of the 
colony without knowing what they are giving awa.,·. If you give them the right to build a line merely 

.within two points,'the~ might go where they like aud might interfere seriously with the Govem:nent 
railways. 

507. By the Chai?-man.-And what would such a survey cost? Oh, anything from £25 to £200 ·a 
mile. I don't know the country, and so could not give an opinion. 

508. By Captain .Miles.-Ifwe had a survey we should, of course, have the terminus at the othe;: end 
located_ also? Yes, both termini. . 

509. You told us in effect. that we might have State railways running at one end as well as the c-tber, 
and that there wa,; a chance oftheii- interests and those of the private lines coming into conflict. It appears 
to me-I dont't know what you think-that it would be neces,arv the terminus should be located? I'ha·t 
is right, and; I think, more than the tel'minus. I am coming ;n to that portion of the· Bill presently. 
That touches on the Janel grants. Unless you fix the termini they can take the land where they like. 

510. We see this because it will very likely come before us one day. I don't know what the conces­
sions a,.e that we have given ; I don't know where the country is or where the syndicates are; b~t to 
prevent a recurrence of these difficulties we must locate the line by having a survey,-not necessanly a 
wol'l~i11-g ~urvey, but a general one,-is that your view? Precisely. 'l.'he plans and specifications and the 
details will become part of the schednle. 

511. By the Chnirm.an.-Have you ever known a case in Tasmania where a survey was insisted ,Jn by 
·the Parliament hefore? No; I have not. 

· 512. The practice has been to go on without it? Yes, the practice has been to go on without it, but I 
'have raised my voice against it 011 every occasion whel'e I have been consulted. . 

· 513; This Cla~se 4 that you speak of, is that the same that is in the Great Western Rai-lway Act? I 
have not oompared 1t. -
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514. The definition of the railway in Clause 3, is that the same as in the Great Western Company's-­
Act? Very likely. 

515. The type of the Bill is the same as in the Great WestP.rn Railway Company's Act? I have not 
comparer! them, lmt I have raised my voice against the same thing over and over again. 

516. B_,1 ilf-r. G-ilmore.--Do I undel'stand you to say that in the case of ariy s_vndicates, not only this­
but an~• othe1·, before the Government open up negotiations the syndicates should make and supply a 
survey showing the exact route to be t1'8ver-sed. and also the termini? I don't know what you mean by 
opening up negotiations, but I think, and have a_lways thought, that a plan and survey should be attached 
to the Bill. · 
· 517. I mean that before entertaining any proposal from a company or syndicate they should furnish 
the Government with a plan and survey of the route of the railway and the exiAting termini? Yes, we· 
should have that, and if it were necessary they should have a short Bill which would empower them to· 
make the survey. 

518. B:1/ tiie Chairrnan.-Would you g-ive any guarantee that if a syndicate did make the survey they 
would be allowed to constrnct the line? Certainly not. 'fhe survey and plan would come before Parlia­
ment as a part of the Bill. 

519. Then, if the cost of the survey is £100 a mile, and the line is 100 miles in length, you would 
require them to spend £10,000 beforn rlepositing their Bill? If these gentlemen come with a mii,ing 
·venture, they don't ask the Government to back-them up. Why should they do so in the case of a railway? 
The Govemment must protect the public. I don't care what the survey costs the company. If they think 
the line won't pay them they won't come. 

520. Yon just said if one of these companies failed or did not carry out their contract it would bring­
discredit on the country. vVould it not al~o bring discredit on the country if the syndicate made a survey 
and then did not make the line? Certainly not. The one is a preliminary venture, while the other i1:1 a 
commercial u11dertaking. · 

521. By ilfr. Smith.-If a company made the survey and the Government ultimately made the line, 
would the Uovernment take the ,1111.-vey and compensate the company for having made it? Certainly, iC 
the survey was a good one ; and they would pay for the smvey in the same way as they would to any 
private individual. 

522. By ·tJw Chairman.-Suppose the survey made, and, just as it was finished, the value of the ores 
in the mineg was proved to the satisfaction of the Government, and they found it would suit them to make 
the line themselves, would you advocate the Govel'llment making that line? Certainly. 

523. If the ores were proved irood, and the Government w~iuld like the line made, you would be an 
advocate for the Government making that line instead of the syndicate? Undoubtedly. Why, the 
syndicates came in with their eyes open. 

524. If a pl'ivate line were made hy a company, why should the failure of that company he likely to 
bring discredit on the country, and why should it not bring <liscredit if the syndicate failed to carry out 
their ·line ? In t.he one case, you have an eMablished co111pa11y with a large capital, doing a large business,. 
and employing a large number of hands; in the other, you have only got 1:he parties to the syndicate. 

52G. Would not the cieposit of £10,000 be a sufficient guarantee without a survey'! No. That is 
only a clause to provide for a survey after the Act is passed. I say there should be no Act passed until 
there is a survev. 

526. B:1/ 1i:fr. Smitlt.-Y 011 mean that the preliminary survey affects the route? Certainly; they 
are two differeut mattt·rs altog-etlrnr. 

527. B.1/ Jlfr. Gilmore.~! f a company had made a survey, and, after having expended that money, 
do you think the Government should have the right to come in aud take over the line ? I don't understand 
you. 
· 528. Do yon think that, when the mine is developed to its full value, and the company have made che-
survey for the railway, and thaf, subsequently, the mine increased in value, would you think it right that 
the Government should come in and take the line over? You ask if it would be right for the Government 
to make their own line, and I say undoubtedly. · 

529. By 111-r. Smitlt.-There might be a case where the Goyernment might make the line-then, I 
would ask, if the survey made by the company were used, would the company be comperisated? Yes ; iC 
the survey were u~ecl the Govemment would buy that survey from the people, in the same way as they 
would give the market value for a commodity, and they would allow any reasonable expenses that had been 
incurred. Governments in these things always· treat people liberally. 

530. By Captain Mile.~.-Oh, we had a precedent in the case of Lawder's Macquarie Harbour 
Works Bill: he proposed to make a survey, and. he arranged that if he did not get the Bill the smvey and 
plans should be taken over Ly the Government for £500. As the House did not pass the Bill the 
Govemment took the survey ove1·, and paid the £500-is that so? Yes, I believe so. 

531. By .Mr. Jliaclienzie.-I understand that you are not in favour of syndicate railways at all? _ I 
am not, excepting in very exceptional circumstances. 

532. By the Clw-irman.-Will you proceed with your notes? Yes; coming to section 5-in part 1 
of that section provision is made "fo1· the junction of the said railway wtih the Chudleigh railway, and. 
-the passage over or along the said railway of any motors, engines, carriages, waggons, or other vehicles of_ 
the Chudleigh railway, or for the haulage of such motors, engines, carriages, waggons, _ and vehicles 
respectively, and for the conveyance of goods and passengers over the said railway in any such carriages, 
waggons, or other vehicles as aforesaid, in accordance with the terms and conditions of any agreement that 
mav from time to time be made between the Minister and the Promoter in that behalf." In another section 
I find that the rail way may be worked electrically, and in the third line of the twelfth page the promoters 
may work the railway by steam locomotives. Under section 37 they have power to work it electrically. -
I think that you should decide distinctly that one or the other power should be used within certain limits,. 
and then you would want a section dealing with each condition ;· it is simply a jumble at present. 
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53L-l. By the Chairman.-If the gauge of the line be the same at that end where it ·is worked by 

electricity, could your wagons, engines, a11d rolling ~tock not work over the -line? Certainly not; th~ 
stock suited for electrical works and our works would not fit. The two kinds of vehicles would not run 
together. · . 

533. Then, as you are to have running powers over the line, you could not run owing to the nature of 
the trucks? The electrical conditions and the conditions affocting our lines are not the same : you want 
two different sections, one for the conditions of an electrical railway, and one for steam. If steam is used,. 
then certain joint arrangemen;:s shou Id be made ; if electrical power is used, then certain special arrange-­
ments sl1ould be provided to meet. the special conditions. I then come to line 19 of Section 5, page 5, by 
which it is provided that, for running powers, the promoters and the Minister can fix terms by agreement :. 
I would suggest that it should be by arbitration: agreements in such cases are always unsatisfactory. I 
note, inter ,,lia, that the tolls are to be fixed by agreement-it should be by~arbitration failing agreement. 

53-!. Would that not come more properly under Section 165? I will come to that presently. In 
line 28 also of the same section, in reference to the carrying of mails, I recommend that the terms should 
be fixed by arbitration instead of by agreement. In Sub-section (b.), line 39, i,t provides for the forfeiture-
of the lease in certain eveuts; amo1,gst others- . 

"If the con~truction of the railway is not commenced in a bond fide manner within Eighteen months from the-
date of this Act." · 

And so on. I should suggest that you insert after the words" bona fide manner," the words "to the satis-­
faction of the Minister, who shall be the sole judge of such bona fide.s." 

535. By tlte Cha.irman.-Should yon not leave it to a judge to decide that·? Why should you?-­
The Minister is the authority referred to all through the Bill. Why should you leave him out in this case, 
when you can save law expense~ by using a little eommon sense. 'l'he Minister can only be advised by his. 
engineer. If any dispute occm·s, it will he i,sked-" Who is to be the judge of bonafides." You had 
better insert the words I suggest, and let the Minister be the judge. I call attention now to Section 7,. 
which says-

" It shall be lawful for the .MinistPr, with the consent of the Governor in Council, from time to time at or after· 
the expiration of the primary lense to grant a renewal .thereof to the promoter for a further term not exceeding 
Twenty-one years, upon and subject to all the conditions herein prescribed and all the provisions of this Act, so far­
as the same may be applicable." 

That is as regards the renewal of the lease; if the Minister thinks proper, they can have it for ever. I call' 
the attention of the Committee to the fact that the lease may be granted in perpetuity if the ~1iniste1~ 
thinks proper. Part I I I. is as to lea~<>s of branch lines. The whole of that should be cut out, and should 
any branch lines be required, they should be given by way of mining easements. As regards the con-­
l!truction of the railway, Part V., in line 29, I recommend that the word" adhesive" be struck out. The­
Clause is this-

" The said railway shall be constructed and worked from a terminus to be a,pproved by the Minister on the­
Chudleigh railway to a terminus to be approved by the Minister within the Western Mining DiviRion, and shall 
have a gaugP of Two feet, with curves of not less than One> and a ha,lf chains-radius, and steel rails of not less than 
Forty pounds to the yard, and gradients not steeper than one in twenty-five adhesive." 
I recommend that the word "adhesive" be struck out, because it would imply something that is not meant 
in this Act. It may imply, what is not intended, that some auxiliary system of locomotion may be used; 
that is not meant. Section 16 provides rhat-

" The said railway shall be comtnwted in a substantial manner fit for the carriage of vehieles at a rate of not 
less than Ten milPs per hour with a load of not less than Eight tons upon each axle of !)very vehicle." 
I recommend that a_fter the word "at,'' in the second line, the words "an average" be 'inserted, which, 
would make it read "at an average rate of not less than Ten miles per hour," and I should add '' and 
before the said promoters shall construct the said railway, they shall deposit with the said Minister working-. 
plans of the said railway." We have already thrashed out that. question, and I now propose that plans. 
and specifications be deposited before anything is done. In Section 19 it is provided that the company 
shall do certain works, but the urn:il penal clause is not inserted .. The clause says-

" The Governor in Council may, at the cost of the promoter, from ti"me to time a,ppoint one or more officers to 
inspect the said railway during the. construction thereof," and so on ; and upon the report of any such officer as 
aforesaid tlie Minister may require the promoter to make such additions or repairs to the said railway as may be· 
necessary to make the said ra,ilway eomply with the plans, sections, and specifications thereof approved of by the· 
Minister, or to en~ure thlil safety of the said railway ; and the promoter shall, within such time as the Minister shall 
require, make all such additions or r~pairs to the said railway as the Minister shall so require as aforesaid." 
The Minister may require the promoters to do these things, but if they fail to comply with the mandate· 
the!·e is no penal clause. I only point out tliat it is customary to have such a clause. In Section 29, 
page 13, providing th&.t cattle-guards may be used in place of gates, I think the draftsman of the Bill has. 
overlooked the Cattle-guards Act; that Act makes all necessary provisions for the use· of cattle-guards. 
It would be as well to say that cattle-guards may be used in the terms of the Cattle-guards Act. Section. 
32 provides that-

" It shall be lawful for the Minister, with the consent of Parliament, from time to time to enter into an 
agreement with the promoter whereby the Minister shall undertake either to maintain and work the said railway, or 
to maintain or work the same, and to provide all locomotives, carriages, wagons, and other rolling stock necessary 
for that purpose, together with the requisite ~ta.ff of officers and men as may be necessary, subject to such terms and 
conditions as may be mutually agreed upon by the Minister and the promoter." 
This leaves it absolutely to the Minister, and does not make it compulsory for such proposal to be sub-­
mitted to Parliament. I don't think it has been done before without such a provision. It o:hould be in the 
Schedule to the Act, or clearly left to the consent of Parliament. On page 14, Section 34-

" The Minister may from time to time require the promoter to enter into an agreement whereby the engines, ... 
carriages, wagons, and other vehicles of the Government of Tasmania." 
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To make this clear you want to repeat the words in lines 14 and 16-
., and in the event of any difference arising between the Minister and the promoter under this Section, such dispute 
·shall be referred to arbitration in the manner described in Part VIII. of this Act." 
Section 35-

" The promoter shall pay his share of any junction or joint-station. Such payment to be one-half of the terminal 
of each ton or fraction of a ton of goods and each passenger fare ; suoh terminal to be fixed by arbitrntion as afore­
said." 
I thiuk this requires alteration. I recommend that you recast it altogether. It is unfair to the promoters, 
as to the pa~senger fares. I think if you say that the promoters should pay half the fare of every 
passenger for the use of the terminal station that wottld be unreasonable. It is easy to recast the clau.se, 
and I shall be glad to help to put it right. Clause 37 says:-

" If the ruilway is worked electrically, and any goods or live stock have to be transferred to and from the 
·Government trucks, then the cost of such transfer shall be borne by the promoter." 
I should also add if there be a break of gauge the charge for transferring shall likewise be borne by the 
promoter. The other sections will also require a little alteration, in which I shall be glad to assist. _ 

536. lJy t!te Clwirman.-If you we1·e to connect with the N. E. Dundas and Mole Creek Railway, 
rnig·ht there ·not be a break of gauge? Yes. If you can't run your trucks through on our lir,e then you 
make a break of gauge, and you should pay for that break of gauge. 

537. It is a 3-fee.t 6-inch gauge, is it not, to Zeehan-then, I understand if that is electrical, or if 
it is of greater gauge, then the cost should be borne by the promoter? Yes. Where transloading is 
necessitated by your break of gauge you should bear the expense. 
· 538. By Mr. Smith.-If you put down a 2-ft. gauge line and run to a 2-ft. gauge line then you have 

nothing to pay, bnt if you run a 2-ft line into a 3-ft. 6-in. line then you make the break of gauge? Yes. 
539. If the promoters could start from Deloreine, and the gauge was 3-fr. 6-in., with a 2-ft. gauge in 

heavy country, then there would be a break of the gauge between them? '!.'his Bill provides 0111.v for a 
2-ft. gauge, so that question could not arise. The question of break of gauge is not one your company will 
:decide hastily. They will study the question of economic working. 

540. By Llfr .. LVIachenzie.-But the break of gauge would 11ot be entirely due to the promoters? The 
Bill provides that the railway shall be run, if you wish it, electrieall.v. '!.'hat would cause a transfer. If 
the break of gauge is caused through the action of the promoters, then it is right that they should pay for it .. 

541. By Captain Jlfiles.-If the promoters break the gauge and cause an addici,rnal charge for trans­
loading, then it is reasonaple that they should pay for it.? Yes, that 1s it. You ask for a 2-fc. railway to 
connect with a government 3-ft. 6-in. railway. 

542. By t!te Chairman. - What I won.Id point out is that if this line is made a 2-ft. line, and they are 
compelled to have a break of gauge in qonsequence of the government line being 2°ft. at one end a11d 3-ft. 
6-in. at the other, and if the promoters have to pay in consequence of the break of gauge, it all depends 
upon where you stop. If you come from Chudleigh then rhis railway is 2-ft.? I would explain that if 
,you make your transfer station on your own line, then you pay nothing for it. It is only because you have 
a tran11fer station on a govemment line that you would be called on to pay. If you run into a government 
station, and they have to keep a staff of men to transfer 'the freight from the narrow gauge to the broad 
gauge, that is owing to the circumstances under which you construct your line, and we should not have to 
pay for it. Now if you refer to Secti0n 39, line 19, ii. give8 power "to draw water from any stream or 
river in the vicinity of the railway for the supply of locomotives and othe1· purposes." I think it is desirable 
to strike out the words "and for other purposes," and keep it to water necessary for the supply of loco­
motives. I recommend that it sho.uld read "for the supply of locomotives and other purposes necessary to 
work the railway only." The clause gives power "to erect and construct houses, warehouses, goods-~heds, 
-.offices, and other buildings, yards, stations, engines, machinery, and apparatus, and other works and 
-conveniences." I propose in line 24 to add the words "for the sole purpose of working the railway." I 
.advise you to keep this so that the works shall be for the working of the railway portion of it only. 

The Committee adjourned. 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1897. 

FREDERICK BACK, called andfurt!ter examined. 

_ 543. By tlie Cltairma.n.-Will you'please proceed with your notes on the Bill, Mr. B~ck? Certainly. 
In Clause 42 power is given to the Minister to resume the land and purch,,se the railway; but there is a 
certain amount of ambiguity in it. The clause reads-" It shall be lawfnl for the Minister, with the 
con11ent of Parliament, at any time after the expiration of Twenty-five years from the date of this Act, to 
give the promoter notice of the intention of the Crown to resume the land comprised in the primary lease 
at the expiration of Six months after the date of such notice, and to take and acq ui1·e the permanent way, 
rolling-stock, and equipment used for the purposes of wo1·king the said railway by steam locomotives, and 
all land and buildings belonging thereto, which have been acquired, made, or erected under the authority 
of this Act, and to compensate the promoter as hereinafter proviJed." '!.'his does not make it clear that 
rou can resume the leases or purchase the railway, which has been originally provided for. It does not 
make it clear that the Govemment' can purchase the railway aµart from all other concerns and interests 
which the company may have. It says Government may purchase and acquire the railway and "all the 
land and buildings belonging thereto which have been acquired, made, or erected under the authority 
of this Act." It does riot say there that these matters of purchase are to be entirely confined to the 
a~pliances necessa1·y for working the rail way. 'It should be made quite clear that, in purchasi_ng the 
ra'.lway, they purchase only so much of the assets of the promoters as is actually necessary for workrng the 
_railway, and as a railway worked by steam locomotives only. 
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544. By lifr. J11ackenzie.-In the second paragraph of the clause does it not do that? No; the first 
paragraph gives authority "to take and acquire the permanent way, rolling-stock, and equipment used for 
the purposes of working the said railway by steam locomotives, and _all land and buildings belonging 
thereto, which have been acquired, made, or erected under the authority of this Act." Now the Act gives­
power to the promoters to do many things besides constructing the railway : there should not be ~he 
slightest ambiguity about the coi!ditions. It is not worth whil«;l leaving a clause in the Act that could not 
he worked. _ 

545. By the Chairman.-Then you wish it to be that the Minister shall have power tl'l purchase the 
railway and the steam-locomotives, and leave the electrical power and the appliances out? After the word 
" thereto," in !he 27th line, add the words "such only as may be necegsary for the working of the railway 
as a railway using steam-locomotives." 111 the same section, pa!'agraph reads, "Provided, that in 
the event of the resumption of the lahd comprised in the primary lease, the Minister shall not be requir,ld 
to take ove1· or purchase from. tlie promoter or compensate the promoter for any electrical power, premises,. 
plant, or rolling-stock used or employed by the promoter in connection with the said railway "-that makee· 
it clear that the Government need not purchase any electrical· power or appliances, but it does not make it 
clear that they may not be committed to the purchase of any electric motive-power plant or any electrical 
lighting plant; the clause should be amended to include the exemption of all electrical plant and appliances. 
whatsoe,,er. 

546. By Mr. J1J achenzie.-You want to make it clear that the Government shall only . have fo 
purchas!' the plant connected with the railway? That is to avoid ambiguity. It is worth while to exclude 
from the purchase all plant and appurtenances connected with all electric lighting and electric motivE-
power. . 

547. By Mr. Bradley.-You want it made clear that they are only to purchase the railway? Yeis. ' 
I hope it may never come to a purchase, but if it does it should be clear. Section 43.-That is as to com­
pensation on resnmplion of the land comµrised in the lease. It is proposed here to tie the purchase of the 
railway to a fixed amount, that is, its actual cost of construction plus 20 per cent. The one-sidedness of this 
is apparent. A body of promoters come to the Government and say, in effect, "we are going to build a 
railway, but as a railway it can't pay. We are going to ask for 490,000 acres of land, that. is, a thirty­
secoud part of all the unalienated lai1d in Tasmania, and we are going to ask you ,for water-power sufficient 
to generate 35,000 brake horse-power, that i;;, effective horse-power, which we are going to sell at a profit;" 

'They tell us they are going to get :ilso a lot of other enormous rights, for instance, the right in perpetuity 
to a 2½ per cent. royalty Oil the produce of all minerals found on the land. They tell us this, and yet they say 
if you want the rail way you must pay us what it cost plus 20 per cent. Tu my mind this is a most. 
ridiculous proposition in every \\3J for this colony. The ,generally adopted plan in countries where railways. 
have been built on concessions-in· nearly every case of coucessions-is that the railway shall be acquired 
as a going concern. Ifit is desired to purchase the railway the Government would give the proprietors a 
sum fixed on the earnings of the railway for certain num her of years. They would capitalise the earnings­
for t'wo, three, or four years at 5 per cent. and would thu~ fix the value. If we wanted to buy the Cascades 
Brewery we should not buy it as the value of the buildings and plant with so much added ; we should ask 
them to show us the books, find ont what the actual profit has been for, say, five or seven years, and on the­
basis of that we should fix the value of the concern. Not long since a State-aided railway in India was 
sold. The railway had become a great 1,uccess, and the Government of India acquired the line aml paid 
the shareholders £150 for every £100 share. I mention that to show you how it works out. This has. 
been my advice in all cases of subsidised railways in Tasmania. 

54R By Mr. Jl-faclwnzie.-Bnt u11der this Bill you are not required to pay twenty per cent. 
premium, the value would be fixed by arbitrntion? No, under the clause the sum to be paid as. 
compensation to the promoters shall nut exceed the actual cost of the construction work with an amount 
added equal to twenty per centum on such cost of construction, and then it is not confined to the­
permanent way and works, but the twenty per cent. is to be added, to "the value of all equipments, 

· rolling stock, appliances, goods or chattels of the promoter used or intended for use on . or in connection 
with the said railway." This certainly requires some modification. It is exactly in the p(!sition of 
making a purchase and taking over a tradesman's stock. The tradesman under such a conditiot1 would be· 
able to stuff his store with all. sorts of things foJ'. us to take over. We know what a scope there is in 
dealing with all sorts of merchandi8e. They might put in all sorts of u~eless stores and obsolete materials,, 
or stocks of all kinds of duplicates, and so this clause should be altered. The Government should only 
have to take as much of this stock as might be thought necessary. I have known £50,000 worth of useless. 
duplicates in one store of a rail way. Would it be wise for the Government to take over a lot of obsolete 
and unnecessary stock. It might be altered "to take over such of. the stock as could be used in the· 
working of the railway." Sect.ion 47 provides for the appointment of a supervisi_ng officer in conn'ection 
with the accounts of construction, and he has to certify all vouchers of expenditure on that account. This­
officer is brought into existence solely through the requirements of the promoters, and the cost of his. 
supervision should be paid by the company. That has been done in the cases of the Great Western 
Railway and the Emu Bay Company's Bills. Clause 48 says :-

" Upon the railway being completed and opened for traffic no new works of construction in connection with 
the railway shall be commenced or carried out without the consent of the Governor in Council," . 
and so on. I propose to add after the word "Council " the words "under the supervision of the Govern-­
ment supervising officer, as provided in the previous section of the Act." Clause 51, as to rates, reads:·-

" It shall he lawful for the Promoter from time to time to demand, take, collect, levy, and make such reasonable­
tollB, rates, fares, and charges for the carriage and conveyance of passengers, goods, merchandise, live stock, chattels, 
and other things of every description, over and along the said railway, as may from time to time be fixed by any 
By-law to be made as hereinafter mentioned : but such tolls, rates, fares, and charges for the carriage and conveyance 
of passengers shall not at any time exceed Four-pence per mile for First-class passengers, and Three-pence per mile 
for Second-class passengers, and for the carriage and conveyance of goods and merchandise not less than a ton in 
quantity shall not at any time exceed Nine-pence per ton per mile; and for the carriage and conveyance of live stock. 
shall not at any time exceed Three Shillings per ordinary truck per mile." 
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·1 t.lon't. know that it is necessary for me to touch upon 'the rates, as they will probably regulate themselves, 
but 9d. per ton per mile and 3s. per truck per mile for live stock seems excessive, and I don't think it 
would be realised. You are going into a country not far from a deepwater port where you can get goods 

·carried for 10s. a ton the whole way. With your railway gauge you would allow about four bullocks to a 
·truc;k, and that at 3s. per mile per truck would be about £9 for four bullocks. I think it very probable 
-those bullocks would each go on their four legs; but that is a question for the Committee; I merely point it 

0 out. These things remedy themselves as a rule. Now, Section 52, as to charges for electric lighting, reads:"-
"The Promoter is hereby authorised to make such charges, rates, and tolls for the supply of elertricity as may 

be agreed upon by him and the persons to whom such electricity is supplied by the Promoter: Provided that in no 
case shall the charge exceed One Shilling per English Board of Trade unit when supplied tor lighting purposes." 
'That is just double the English charge, and it seems a heavy .one. 'l'he Great Western RaUway 
Company's Bill was rushed ihrough the Committee with such haste that it was impossible to tell you very 
much about it. I tried.to make some amendments, but owing to the way in which it was rushed through 
we had not time to enquire or say much. There does not seem to be any desire to push this Bill 
·through in the same way, and I will show you what Professor Unwin, the latest authority on the develop­
·ment and transmission of El'!ctric power from central stations, says about it. This book was published in 
1894, and is by William Cawthome Unwin, F.R.S., B.S.C.M., Member of the Institute Civil Enirineers, 
Member of the Institute Mechanical Engiueers, Member Amel'ican Philosophical Society, and Hon. 
·Member Franklin Institute, Professor of Engineering at the Guilds' Central Technical College, formerly 
'Professor of Hydraulic and Mechanical Engineering at the Royal Indian Engineering College. He is 
regarded as a modem authority on these matters, and I will read you a short extract. He says :-
. "Much has been accomplished in distributing electricity for lighting. But a higher price can lie paid for electricity 
for lighting than for power purposes. Every Electric Lighting Company would be glad to supply current from its 
mains for power purposes, if only to inerease the day load on the machinery and reduce the idle time. [n Bradford, 
some electrir. motors are used for working hoists, lathes, &c. Recently, in London, electric motors supplied from 
the lighting mains have been applied to driving newspaper printing machinery. But the ordinary price of electricity 
for lighting purposes is 6d. per unit, which is equivalent to about £60 per h.p. per year of 3000 hours. At that price 
it can only be used for power purposes, either when the power is required for short periods, intermittently, or where 
there is great local inconvenience in employing steam or gas engines. It is only where· electricity costs from one­
sixth to one-tenth of its ordinary price when used for lighting, that it can have any large importance as a means of 
-obtaining power." 
I mention this, as some ~ort of guide for the CoIJJmittee in dealing with electrical charges. The 3000 
J10rse power per annum is nearly equal to eight hours a day. 

549. By tlte Clwii-man.-W ould the cost of ge!lerating electricity be more here,. or less, than in 
England? That estimate is fol' machine power, I think. We use water; what the cost of harnessing the 
water would be I can't say. It may be that it would be cheaper to use steam power. I. would point out 
that, should this Bill pass, the promoters ask for 490,000 acres of land, and, if this land is granted, it is to 
be taken in alternate blocks. The right to the land would extend along the rail way for something like 54: 
miles. I would like to call the attention 'of the Committee to the fact that the method bv which it is 
_provided the land shall be taken would allow of its being taken in irregular pieces. The clat;se says :-

"Upon the deposit of the plans, specifications, and sections of the said railway with the Minister as herein before 
provided, and within Two years after the passing of this Act, the Promoter shall acquire the right to mark off in 

·the manner hereinafter prescribed any unoccupied Crown lands, not exceeding Seven blocks, each containing Seventy 
·thousand acres (or less), first on one and then on the other side alternately of the line of railway along its length, 
between an imaginary line drawn north and south through the Railway Station at Mole Crtiek and the line forming 
·the eastern boundary of the Western Mining Division. Each of such blocks of land shall have a frontage u.lonw, 
-,the railway line. The selection of the most eastern of such blocks shall be subject to the approval of the Mini~ter.' 
'This is quite different from Section 83 of the Great Western Railway Company's Act. This Bill gives 
-power to take the land along the railway running in any direction they like. ·I never heard of such a 
1.hing in connection with any land grant railway in the world. The Great Western Railway Company, 
which was not considered to have applied in anything like a modest manner for their land, ne.ver asked for 

· this provision. Section 83 of- their Act provides that the land is to be marked off in not exceeding seven 
lilocks, each containing 70,000 acres (or less), first on one and then ,on the other side of the railway 
-ultemately along its length, and each of such blocks shall have a frontage along the railway line with a 
width of five miles, measured from east to west, and the eastern and western boundaries thereof shall run 

-,due north and south, and the back lines due east and west. In other words they are square blocks. It is 
-well known that as this line leaves Mole Creek, and particularly at the north of it, there is some of the best 

.. Government land in the country, and on this principle the company could run miles and miles north and 
take up the land right away from the railway altogether. They could actually do this, The Bill simply 
provides that the country to be taken up could run anywhere, without regard to the frontage on the railway. 

. 550. By .:.lfr. Bradley.-! should have thought a syndicate would be glad to get as much frontage on 
· the railway as possible? Suppose the land were valueless on the railway, they may, under this clause, 
· select it in any shape ; they may run it back in one narrow strip for miles if they like, and they may take it 
.up in some good block not in any way adjacent to the rail way. I hold that the blocks should be rectangular 
in form, and I ask you to bear in mind that you are asked to give away one twenty-second part of the 
whole of the unalienated land in Tasmania. : under tpese conditions you canuot be too. careful in protecting 
-the country. If you only grant these lots in alternate square blocks, at any rate you would not be doing 

. so great a wrong. Now, as to page 28, se~tion 88-
" The Promoter shall not undertake or carry out, prior to the commencement of survey or construr.tion of the 

.railway-, any of the works which he is authorised by this Act to execute, other than the railway, unless he shall 
from time to time, pending completion of such survey or construction, satisfy the Minister that proper progress is 
·being made in the survey or construction of the railway; and if the promoter shall foil to satisfy the Minister, 
·whenever he requires him to do so, that he is making proper progress in the construction of the railway, the Minister 
may apply to the Supreme Court," 

· and so on. Now, I ask you to refer to section 5, line 40, which says, inter alia, that the primary leas~ 
..:shall be forfeited-
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"if the construction of the railway is not commenced in a bond fide manner within eighteen months from the 

-·date of this Act, and such construction continued to the satisfaction of the Governor in Council." 
The provision made hitherto in this Bill is for arbirration, and it strikes me that the two sections are 

-conflicti1,g somewhat. I shall have a word to say later bearing on the matter, but J\hink these two parts 
should be reserved for the opinion of the Law Officers of the Crown to see whether they do not appear 
be somewhat in conflict. Section 92, page 29, reads as follows :- · 

"Upon the forfeiture of the primary lease, or of the rights of the Promoter under this Act, the railway con­
. structed by the Promoter, and all the right, title, and interest of the Promoter, and of any person or persons claim:ng 
by, through, or under the Promoter in and to the said railway and all works connected or used therewith, and all 
·lands leased to or acquired uy the Promoter under the authority of this Act for the purposes of the said railw'ty, 
·and all the right.s, privileges, powers, and advantitges whatsoever affecting or appurtenant to the sairl railway which 
may be invested in, held, enjoyed, or possesEed by or conferred on the Promoter, shall, ·without the necessity of any 
,transfer or connecting title other than this Act, be transferred to and become Ve8ted in the Minister freed and dis­
charged from all claims and demands," &c. 

I think we should add "all works, buildings, machinery, &c. without compensation." This is a forfeitllre 
-of the line and works that call for forfeiture, and we take over the thing, and, in the event of forfeiture, 
there should be no compensation. Under Clause 9-! t.he promoters may let tolls, and under Clause 95 all 
the rights, powers, and privileges ·under the Bill may be assigned. I see no objection to these clauses, but, 
I think, in each the lessees or assignees should be approved by the Governor in Council. I think this is 
advisable, to save trouble and disputes hereafter. There is a clause here in Pait 16, Section 98," Promoter 
may constmct telegrnphs; &c." I would recommend that it be referred to the Secretary for the Post and 
''l'elegraph Department who may see things in it that I can't see. I think the officer who is at the head of the 
Post and Telegraph Department should be consulted. Part 17, Section 100, gives the promoters power to 
divert water to give them 35,000 brake horse-power. 

551. Ry lib·. 11facl!enzie.-That. provision is the same as in the Great Western Railway Company's 
Bill, is it not? I think that is very likely. Part 20 provides for the pr·otection of public telegraph and 
telephonic lines. I again throw out the suggestion that the Secretary for these Departments should be 
-consulted. Sect.ion 160 provides that the Minister may refuse to grant mining easements within ten miles 
-of the tramway. J will read the context:-

" But this Section shall not apply to any application for a mining ea~·ement to construct and use itny tramway 
which shall be bond fi,de used only for the more convenient and advantageous working of itny sections of mineral 
land held or occupied by the applicants, and not in any way for carrying goods or passengers for hire, or for 
carrying metals or minerals from or to any land held or occupied by any person other than the applicant, or fo::­
•Carrying metals or minerals obtained from any land held or occupied by any personother than the applicitnt." 

That means that if three mineral sections a1·e adjar.ent to one another, small companies perhaps, that the:r 
may not generally use the tramway for a mining easement, or if one of them puts in a tram, the other 
people may not send ore down to the railway by it: I think that is rather an ungenerous way of dealing 
with it. 

552. Or, if the three all had trams they could not do so? Yes; I go further, and say if one company 
was strong enough to make a little tram, and three or four mineral sections adjoining applied to get their 
-ore out, they could not do it. 'l'hey may be rich enough even to hand-pick their ore ; but they cannot 
send it to market, because it is blocked by this section. That would be no good to anyone : it won't help 
the country or anybody else. That is a matter that might be referred to the Law Officers of the Crowu,­
Sub-section 4 of Section 164 :-

" If the Promoter shall at any time transfer-or assign his rights, privileges, aud authorities under this Act, or 
any of them, to a company incorporated and registered in Tasmania under "The Companies Act, 1869," the 
preceding provisions of this Section shall not extend or apply to such company." 
I recommend that that· be reserved for the Law Officers of the Crown. Section 165 reads-

" In the event of any dispute, question, or differfmce arising between the Promoter and tlie Ministei·, or any 
-official to y,hom any powers are given by this Act, in regard to any of the powers hereby conferred upon the 
Minister or such official, or the manner in which any such power should be exercised, the same may be settled 
summarily by a Judge of the Supreme Court." 
This I also recommend should be reserved for the Law Officers' opinion. I think the words should be 
added, "except such as are herein provided for by arbitration or by reference to the Governor in Council, in 
Section 45." Section 170 reads-

" It shall be lawful for the Minister to withdraw from selection under 'The Crown Lands Act, 1890,' and from 
the operation of 'The Mining Act, 1893,' for a period of Two yeitrs from the pas~ing of this Act, so much land as 
to the Minister may seem fit as lies between the parallels of latitude which run through the towns of Sheffield and 
Strahan respectively, and WPSt of an imaginary line drawn north and south through the railway station at Mole 
Creek, and east of thP eastern boundary of the Western Mining Division." 
This section contains very few words, but they should be carefully considered. First, I would recommend 
that no snch withdrawal of land from selection should be entertained until after a completed survey has 
been effected; ~hen, 1 think it.is an enormous power, and it is a question whether it is a power that should 
be given to any Minister. I take it that an enormous area of land may be locked up for years from 
selection. I belie-ve this restriction in this Act will be more hurtful to the community than the railway 
is likely to be of advantage. Section 171-

" The Promoter sball, within Six months after the passing of this Act, deposit with the Treasurer of the Colo1~y 
the sum of Five thousand Pounds, which shall from time to time be returned without interest to the Promoter m 
sums of Five hundred pounds each as soon as the Minister may report that such an amount shall have been expended 
by the Promoter in making a survey of the railway authorised under this Act." 
I would certainly re0ommend that this be excised, not so far as the refund is concerned, but I think that no 
-refund should be made until the survey shall be completed. I would merge the whole deposit into one 
forfeiture clause, a·nd provide .that the whole of this deposit be forfeited if the construction of the rail way 
.is not commenced within eighteen months in the terms of Section 5, Sub-section (b.), which provides that 
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the lease may be forfeited if the construction of the railway is not commenced in a bona fide maner within-· 
18 montlis from the date of the Ac.t. 'rhat cannot infer any condition, nor by any stretch of imagination 
can it be argued that survey is construction, and.for that reason I recommend that it be done. I recom­
mend strongly that the Bill be not entertained umil the survey is completed, because by no stretch of" 
imagination can the sUl'vey be construed as construction any more than. the drawir,g of a house 01· of a ship 

· can be called construction. It has been sai•l tu me at this Commit.tee that this is the same provision that 
is made in the Great Westem Company's Act. I ask you to consider that the Great \,\'estern Company's. 
Act provides for the constmction of a 3 ft. 6 in. gauge line at an estimated cost of £10,000 a mile. I am 
quoting that on the responsibility of the promoters. They ·say they are to make their line for a 100 miles or· 
thereabouts, and it is supposed that it wiH cost a rµillion of money. The promoters of this Bill come to­
you and ask you for a line which is to be 60 miles in length approximately, they don't know exactly. The 
line is to be 2 ft. gauge, with 1 in 25 gradients, and curves of 1~ chains radius. That is their proposal, as 
aaainst 100 miles of railway that will cost on an average £10,0IJ0 per mile, with 5-chain curves and 1 in 
40 gradients. As I have pointed out, it may be fairly estimated that such a line-unless there are difficulties­
which I don't know of-this Mole Creek line, will cost about £3000 a mile, and this for 60 miles means 
£180,000, but put it down, to be safe, at £200,000. Well, you are asked to give the same concessions for 
£200,000 worth of railway as the Great Western Railway Company is to receive for a million 
pounds' worth of railway (£1,000,000). I would point out to you, that the Waratah line received a 
land grant of under 5000 acres, and I further point out that the concessions asked f'.or in this Bill are out· 
of all reason. The company cannot, in your life-time, or the life-time of your children, or in your grands . 
childre11's life-time use the water-power asked for; the consequence is, that the bulk of that· 
power will be locked up through a number of years to a foreign company. I oppose synditJate railways, 
and I oppose them because they will he a curse to the. country, and that they will impoverish the country. 
I believe the two already granted will make themselves felt through all time, and if you continue to grant 
to others this concession and the other conc,ession, you simply accentuate the thing. I say this much, and' 
I may add again, and all I have spoken will 'cOme home to you, that the granting of these syndicate· 
concessions "·ill be a curse instead of an assistance to the country. Yot1 only have to look a little beyond 
your own boundaries and see what has happened in other colonies,. and they are richer than us, and better· 
able to purchase. At the present moment they are asking the Parliament of Victoria to purchase a line· 
which is absolutely u:sele,-s-oue of the private syndicate lines. In Western Australia they are acquiring 
all the syndicate line;i. . In New Zealand they are· acquiring all the private lines ; there are one or t:,vo· 
running. There were several lines there and, so far as I know, nearly all have been acquired by the 
Government, and they have now -on a battle between themselves and a syndicate company, a private· 
company, the Midland company. What that has cost New Zealand in law expenses I can't say in .the 
least, but the cost of ·the arbitration for that has exceeded £50,000, I know. The arbitration costs­
lia ve exceeded £50,000; I don't know who paid, but I know that if these concessions are granted and. 
put round the necks of· the people, they won't see the end of it for generations. I now recommend 
that before being co11sidered this Bill be submitted to the Crown Law Officers~ So far as I can see· 
and so far as I have been told it is the production of a number of intelligent minds, but they are lay 
minds, and I don't think that a Bill which is to give such enormous powers should pass into the House 
without carefol snperviHion on the part of the C,own Law Officers. There are points which to a lay 
mind would pass as all correct, to the Law Officers· they might be quite wrong. I spent five hours­
last Sun.day in going through it and making my notes, and I am sorry I could not give i_t more attention. 

553. B;11 M·r. 11'/aclwnzie.-You are, of course, opposed to all syndicate .railways? Yes, except under­
special conditions which have not yet presente1I them!1elves. . 

554. Do ~•ou consider the concessions made to the Emu Bay Company exce,-sive, I mean the land 
concession? Perhaps not; it does n·ot. seem a big thing to give away 2000 or 3000 acres of land as a 
concessio11 to construct a milway, but the concession is a great thing. The1,e they have a concession to go· 
into a live district to start with. 

555. There is a certain amount of risk, is there not, in making a railway into mineral country-it is not 
as stable a speculation as in an agricultural country? Well, I tliink you are probably correct, in so far as. 
making a railway into undeveloped country is concerned. If yo11 asked me that question as to making a 
railway from Strahan to Mount Lyell, I should tell you I don't think there is so much risk. The reason 
of this was explained yesterday. It does not matter who is the owner of the railway, if there is a failure· 
it involves the credit of the colony. 

556. Yes; but supposing after the railway is established you have .the power of purchase ?-It is­
proposed that" we shall have the power of purchasing the railway at a reasonable price, and if we can do· 
that would you still have an objection to syndicate railways? Yes, certainly. I presume· you can 
purchase the railway, and if the present proposal were made into a valuation proposal it would be fairer,. 
but fir,.t remember tliat you are tied up· for twenty-five years, that you are giving an enormous 
concession to those who construct the railway-an uujust" concession. The Great Western Railway 
promoters said they could not make the railway pay, and wanted land. I told you what that company 
conld get if they sold only 5000 horse-power out of water concessions you have given. If they sold only 
5000 horse-power at the price they are entitled to charge, if it cost them even £25 they would get £30,. 
and would make more than a guarantee of interest. ' 

557. If it is the fact that the Great Western promoters said the railway would not pay, but that they 
expected to make money out of the water and other works-does not that prove that it is a risk to make a 
railway, or for the Government to do it? Two wrongs don't make a right; we are not responsible for the· 
Great Western Compa11y. You say you want to send your produce from Hobart to the West Coast: 
what have you got to send ?-our Island buys meat and mutton, nearly all the butter, eggs, cheese, bacon, 
and other dairy produce comes from the north of the island to Hobart, and we can send goods for 10s. per­
ton by water to the West Coast from nort.hern ports. Do yo_u think that any sentiment in the world would 
induce people to send goods do~n to Hobart, to be forwarded by rail to the West Coast? No; the· 
conditions do not justify the construction of a railway from Hobart to the West Coast with the present. 

· developments. 
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558. In regard to this railway, it will go through some of the best parts of the country, ·you say, 
,right into the Western mining-fieltl,i: that would be a benefit, would it not? Yes ; I don't think you have 
,selected the best route. I have been informed by Mr. Simmons, the Inspector of Roads, that you can get 
·a li11e from Railton through Sheffield, into the high table-land, going through the best country and with 
moderate grades. When we examine the routes, which we shall do for the Government, I think we shall 

·find the best will be through Shefield and Barrington to the Promised Land; yon have traffic there to put on a 
railway. I have made an examination of that country, and I say there is no country in Tasmania which 
grows more produce to the acre :han that small a1·ea. If we can take the line that way we shall have 
some amount of traffic at that end to beg·in with. I doubt if the Mole Creek route is a better route. Under 
any conditions you should conserve the interests of your Government railways. If yon want to kill the 
Government sys,tem, and preve::it yourself from earning the interest on your lines, you can't do better 

·than get syndicates to come in and make railways. 
559. But if the Parliament- will not hear of the country making these railways, would it not be of 

advantage to the Government railways that this railway should be constructed ?-would it not help yonr 
railways? I don't see that it can be financially ·a success at present. If it is a failure, it is certainly not a 
good thing for the country. You live in a stock growing district and understand it-well, I asked one of 
these gentlemen when speaking- of the 1·ailway, "What are you going to send"? He said "Oh, we wish to 

.send cattle to the West Coast." I said " What, send cattle to the West Coast! can you have a better market 
than the Hobart market is at. present; send your cattle down there where you will get good prices" : why, 
they are sending to Hobart from Victoria now, and selling cattle at 5d. per lb. 

560. Well, but if Parliament will not make a l'llilway, don't you think it would be better to have a 
.-syndicate railway than to wait an indefinite time till we can get a Government railway to the West Coast 
to carry the produce? Yes ; but you don't get a railwav qua railway, you subsidise a company to 
-construct the railway. As for mineral traffic, the bulk of the stuff will not be carted over Mount Field 
when they are near a deep-water line. 

561. From your knowledge of the country, is there any agl'icultural land beyond where you said you 
were: I mean to the north ofit. Do you know of any grazing land, or is there any other agricultural 
.land.? I have been through all the good agl'icultural land of that district. I believe there is some about 
Mount Claude that I have not 3een. I got my information from the .lfoad Inspector, Mr. Simmons, who 
knows it. 

562. Do you know the altitude of it? Well, you would not get on the summit of the table-land until 
after passing Mount Claude. The Survey Office would give you that information. 

563. Do you think it would be a better rout.e than this which is proposed, if we were to junction with 
t.he Government railway at Railton? My idea of a convenient railway through that country would be to 
take it as near as possible to a deep-water port. . 

564. Your rail way would take the traffic a shorter distance than if we junctioned at Chud.leigh. 
Would that be an advantage? Yes, it would be an advantage to the producer, and it would send the 
traffic a shorter rather than a longer distance. 

565. From a railway manager's point of view, would it be better that the traffic went a shorter rather 
than a longer distance? J think so. You would have better chances of getting the traffic if you get a 
closer junction with a deep-water port than if you had to carry it a long way through the country. 

566. By iVl·r. Bradley.-You think the land gTauts proposed in this Bill too excessive? Yes. They 
,ai·e asking for land grants of one twenty-second of the whole unalienated land in the Island. 

567.' Do you think the land grants made to the Great Western Railway Company were excessive? 
I do. . 

· 568. For the construction of a 3 ft. 6 in. gauge railway? I thought it was wrong to grant such 
,concessions at the time, and I 8a,Y so still. It was a wrong thing to do. 

569. It seems to yotfr mind that the land asked for by this syndicate is something extraordinary for a 
2~ft. gauge line with only 60 miles in length? Yes. 

570. By ·Mr. Simmons.-Yon know there is another proposal before the House for a line from Mole 
Creek to the West Coast? Yes. . . 

571. Have you had an opportunity of looking at the Bill? I have, yes. I have the Bill with any 
amount of notes, but the matter has gone out of my mind, and I cannot discuss it without my notes. 

572. Have you compared the concessions proposed under the two Bills? I would not go into the 
rival concessions, but I know th(_lre is a great difference in the concessions asked for. 

573. I would refer you to Clause 77 of that company's Bill as to grants of land; what do the promoters 
askJor? 50,000 acres, I beli,,ve. · · 

574. That is as against 4'i:l0,000 acres in Mr. Sadler's Bill? I think so. 
575. With regard to clause 95, giving the compauy power to divert water, do you notice the limit for 

brake horse-power.? Yes, 15,000 brake horse-power. . . 
576. And that is against 35,000 brake horse-power in the Midland Company's Bill? So it appears. 
577. Mr. Sadler's Bill a~ks for general powers to generate and sell electricity, while this Bill only 

-asks for powe1· to. · ? Will you allow me to ask you the ohject of these questions, because I most 
respectfully decline to be drawn into a discussion of the respective merits of the two Bills; I am summoned 
here, as a Government officer, w assist the Committee with my advice, and I am perfectly ready to assist. 
thern as far as my position will enable me to. do so. With all respect to the Committee, I must 
absolutely decline to discuss these matters. 

578. The position is this-a petition has been presented to Parliament against the Great Midland. 
BiU, and Parliament has referred it to this Committee; I have a perfect right· to ask any questions ou the 
subject-matter of that petition. [He asked the Chairman's ruling.] 
11212," The Chairman said he would take up the same position which he did at Launceston. The Bill for the 

.construction of the Great Central Railway was not before them, and he could not allow use to be made of 
it. or to have it referred to thEre .. 

· Mr. Simmons.-Well, I won't refer to the Bill, I will put it in this form. 
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11f·r. Bad1.-ln whatever form you put it, I will reserve my right to refuse to answer. I wish, with­
the permission of the Chairman, to explain to you, that it is with no desire to be discourteous to you that I 
refuse to answer. I don't care twopence for the syndicate, and I don't care if they give the whole of 
Tasmania a way; hut, as an officer of the Government, I am entitled to express my opinion when called upon. -
I am simply asked to come here and assist the Committee, and I am entitled to give this Committee the 
benefit of any professional experience I may have. If you are going to ask me to make the slightest com­
parison between these two rival syndicates, or to advise on a Bill 011 which I am not here to be examined­
well, then, I must only report to the Ministerial head of my department, and abide by his instructions. 

111·r. Si111mo11.~.-l am obliged for your explanation, but I must ask the question, and if it is not 
answered, then I must have that fact recorded on the minutes. (Considerable discussion here took place as -
to the scope of the evidence admissible under the reference of the petition to the Committee, Mr. Simmons 
maintai11i11g his right to question witness upon anything contained in the petition.) 

Examination continued. 
579. Bv JJ1r. Simmons.-! put this questio11 to you. Supposing somebody was to come to Parliament 

duriug this session, and offer to construct a similar line of railway between the same termini, with concessions 
of 50,000 acr•:·s of land, and water sufficient fur 15,000 brake horse-power, would you consider that more 
favourable to the c<Jlony than the proposal in this particular Bill? Now, you want to bring me into the 
discussion between the two rival companies, and I refuse to answer the question. I would like to say that 
such questions· are not questions of a profe~sional nature. I may have my opinion, and the next man you 
meet may have quite Hnother. 

JJfr. Sinirno11.~ said he felt he was quite within the lines of the petition, but if the Committee said they 
would not allow the question to be put, he would like to have it reported that he could not ask the question. 

After discussion, 
The Chairman said the Committee could not pass a resolution, as they had only the necessary quornm­

present to take evidence. 

Examination continued. 
580. Have you seen the petition whi_ch bas been presented to Parliament against the Great Midland 

and 'Ne~t Coast Railway Company's Bill? No, I have not. 
(The petition was placed on the table.) 
G81. I now place iu you hands, Mr. Back, a copy of the Tasmanian Central and West Coast Railway 

Bill, and I ask to have it marked by the Chairman and put before the Committee (Bill marked 
accordiugly.) 'l'he first part of that Bill provides --- JJfr. fl,. ck.-1 protest. I am summoned before this 
Committee to give evidence 011 the Great Midland and West Coast Railway Bill. I devoted five hours 
on i:iunday to making up my notes 011 that Bill, and you have my advice. This proceeding of the learned 
counsel is only the thin en<l of the wedge to endeavour to get me to pronounce betwe_en the two rival 
syndicates. I am here to give my opinfon on the Great Midland and West Coast Railway Bill, and I 
simply decline to be drawn into a discussion as to the relative merits of the two companies. This is the 
thin end of the wedge to ask 111e to express an opinion between the two companies, and I simply will not 
do it. 

582. A petition has been presented to Parliament and referred to this Committee. If I am to be 
debarred from obtaini11g an awnver to my questions on that petition, the whole object of the Committee 
will be frustrated. Will yon answer the question? 1111·. B11ch.-I will ask the Chairman to consider what the 
question put to me wa:-,, I was asked to s·ay, suppose a company came and asked for 50,000 acres of land 
and water for 15,000 brake horse-power, and another company asked for 490,000 acres of land and water 
for 35,000 brake horse-JJOwer-the learned counsel asked me which would be better for the country? That 
is not a question for me to answer; it is prnct.ically asking me tu express an opinion between the two rival 
schemes. Without an instruction from the Government to the contrary, I decline to have anything to say 
between the two rival companies. When the other Committee sits I shall have great pleasure in giving· 
my opinion on their Bill when I can have my notes before me. 

Discussion ensued. 
Erramination continued. 

583. Then the-House will have no means of forn1ing an opinion from obtaining your evidence of the 
relative merits of the two schemes? No, that will be all right when you have me before the other· 
Committee. 

584. No, you will take the same ·objection there, won't you, and say yon will have nothing to do with 
expressing an opinion on the .Midland scheme? ·we may have some comparisons which are legitimate. 

585. Don't you see I have been contrasting the relative merits of the two schemes for the information 
and benefit of the House in asking these questions? And I incur the responsibility of declining to answer­
the questions. 

586. Now I will formally ask you wheiher, in your opinion, the scheme set out as the Great Central 
Company's scheme is more favourable to the colony than the Great Midland Company schem13? I decline 
to express any opinion on the merits of the two Bills. I decline entirely. 

587. J will not ask ~'OU farther as to the relative merits of the two Bills, but can you say which is -
most favourable to the colony? Will you please put your question again? 

588. Having regard to the provisions of the two Bills, which is most favourable in its conditions to the· 
colonv? The one that asks for the least concessions is the least hurtful. 

589. Well, you can go away from the question if you please. Can you say whether there is any 
intention to extend the North East Dundas Tr<,fm to some point on the Western Rail way? I am not in a 
11osition to say. I don't know the Minister's minJ. 

590. Yon referred to the question of survey, and you say that Parliament should not accept the Bill 
.unless the survey is completed. Is that in accordance with English practice? It is the same in every way.-

51:ll. Of course the conditions in England are different? Quite so. 
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· ' 592.: Therefore, what would apply to England would rtot apply to Tas~ania? Therefoi'e; what would 
be ofimportance;·and would apply 19 Eng)and, would •not apply to Ta.srriania:?. The itnporiatice is·equal :. 
the conditions ai·e not equal'.' . · · ·; ' , · 

;. 59R· Would the importanee ofit'be equal if there were no Government railway 'lines? I don't say·. 
the importance, but the conditions would he affected. ' , . ' 

594. Referring to the coustrnction of branch lines, Section 8, page 4, of the Central Companies' ·BiU,, 
and Part 3, page 6, of Mr. Sadler's Bill, yon recommended that this should be a]tered· to. a mining 
easement? Yes, the mining law refers to it-. · ., 

5!J5. Yon know the Grubb Company's tramway to Zeehan? Yes; but I don't remember the-
conditions of the Act very· clearly. • 

596. Was not that a mining easeme1_1t? I dare say it was. 
597. Yon recollect that the Gmbb Company had afterwar_ds to come to the House and get a· Private 

Act to enable them to work the tram? Yes; and it was a very·proper thing to do. The Grubb Tramway 
wa.i dealt with on its merits. 

· 598_. · Yes, that was originally a mining easement; and they had t<;> come for an A'tt? This company 
might do the ~ame. . -

599. Then, every time there is a company with a mining easement, if there were twenty, thirty, or 
forty of them, they would have to come. for an Act? No. I say that the law provides for mining 
easements;. and, if any.comµa11y'wants moi:e, they can come for the authority of ];>arliament. If y,ou 
don't: do .drnt, it is the thin end of the wPdge for giving away the country. We. don't even know a~ 
present what branch lines may be required on the~e railway,s. I- have my vie)Ys· m1 the matter; and .I· 
s~y if you don't defend the interests of the country you will be giving them the right to construct them 
any;1:Vhere. It is a dangerous concession. 

600. We all know that M.r. Back is in favour of mining easements, and for many purposes th,ey are 
very. suitable,; but I ask, if the par.ties have to come to Parliaiµent afterward_s, if it does not lea_d to. 
considerable expense, as in the case_ of the Grubh and Go_dkin companies? I would like to say that,. in the· 
case of the Grubh Company, they would have found theii: ipining. ~asement quite su:ffl,cient .btit for the 
development of the mines around them, which made it worth their w~ile to' constmct a tramway : first, for . 
the_purpose of assisting- the other mines, and to enable them to pnt money into their pockets for the 
carriage of goods and passengers. That is. to say, when a mining easement was granted, it ·enabled the 
company to so develop their mine that a tramway was desirable to carry the traffic. · They then came to. 
Parliament and asked for the right to.make the tramway,just as Mr. Sadler is doing now. 

601. Is it not a fact that under a mining easement they can't ma'lrn or levy tolls, rates, fares, or, 
charges, and they can't make by-laws for the prevention of nuisances; or the carriage of dangerous goods?· 
No. You would have the power to carry goods· by arrangement, as anyone else has the ·power to carry 
goods. You say they would have no power to prevent a man bringing dangerous ·goods;· but they have a 
right to_ refuse to carry dangerous goods. As Manager. of Railways here, I have a common law right to­
refuse to carry <l~ngerous goods, and so has anyone else. · · · · · · · · · · · · 
· ,· 602. Under a mining easement a man has _no power to protect hi,1 line'? I don't agree with yo·u.. ;, 

The Mount Bischoff Railway Company is running without an Act, and without special law, yet they run 
wagons, and do what they.like. There is nothing to prevent them carrying' goods under agreement; and. 
they can make any arrangement they please with yon to run over their line; · 

603. I know they have no authority for it, and I have an opinion to the contrary? Well, I can 
give you·plenty of instances, and I have given you one. When you have-got your mining easement, and 
its development necessitates the construct.ion of a branch _railway, then your company should come to­
Pa'rliament and ask for a branch railway. I am sure there is no hon. memb·e1· of the Committee but will 
admit that if' my advice_ had heen taken· a_ year' ago- in regard to these syndicates, much trouble and· 
bittemess would have been saved to the community. · :· ' ·· · ., 

. 604. By the Chq.irman.-You ~aid, in reply to Mr. Simmons, that when syndieate lines .first came 
before the colony, ·you regarded these as least hurtful that asked for least: th_at is consistent with your· 
opinion against syndicate lines in any shape oi· form? Yes, more pronouncedly in the form of the Bill we 
~d~m~~ - . . . . 

605. Your objection to syndicate Bills has no regard to whether they are p1·omoted with.in or without 
the co1ony? I don't see that it affects the question, or the considerations on which my objection is based. 

606. If this Mole Creek line cost £200,000, what would the cost be roughly if it should be a· going· 
concern and the Government to~k it over? I have taken arbitrary figures, and I say if the length 
of this line is 60 miles, take an arbitrary cost of £3000 a· mile-and I say that is a fair assumption-that 
would be equal to £180,000, call it £200,0UO in round numbers, put what you like for rolling stock, you 
would probably not purchase very much.· · . · 

607. By JYir. Machenzie.-The rolling stock for a 2 feet gnage would cost less th~n for a 3 .feet 
6 inches gnage, would it,.not? No, it.matters very little, the difference wo11ld not be so very much.. · 

608. By the Chainnan,-All your ideas of this route are that there is no inducement to, make a line­
for railway purposes? There is little inducement to make a railway, but when one twenty-second pa1:t of 
the whole unalienated !arid in Tasmania is asked for, and when more water power is 'asked than would be 
wanted in the whole Island, the.n the rail way would be worth it. · 

609. ·Aud if ·the railway shoi1ld- be 3 ft. 6 in. guage, then the proposition for these concessiol).S would 
be more reasonable? No.' 'Ihe Great Weste1:n Company's-Ac~ was :brought up so often··during the· 
evidence that I -thought it' right to compare the concessions granted to the Great Western Company· with· 
the proposals in this Bill. 'l'hey propose to give 100 miles of railway at a cost of £10,000 a mile, .while: 
tbis Bill proposes a _2 feet Jine for 60 miles at a cost of £3000 .a mile, odn, round numbers say. ,£20,0,000 
·against £1,000,000 on the other side.· · ·I should not have mentioned- thi:,,-bnt•on several occasions the Great 
W·ester·n. Company's ·concessions were referred to and comparisons made in value with the conces~ions aske~ 
for by the Great Western Company. · · · · ' : · 
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610. I assume that a number of shares have been allotted in Tasmania, and taken up by re-sidents of 
the districts which would be affected by the railway. Do you think that the effect of local residents 
taking up the shares would add to the receipts of the railway? Not a bit. Look back to the Launceston 
-and Deloraine railway, did it make any difference in that case. The residents of Mole Creek are not 
numerous enough to keep up a rnilway. A man will always take his goods to market by the cheapest 
:means he can find. 

· The witness withdrew. 

JOHN MACNEILL M•CORMICK, C.E., called and exarnined. 
611. By the Chairman-Your name is--? John Macneill M'Cormick. 
612. What are you? I am a civil engineer, and engineer of existing liries of Government railways in 

'Tasmania. 
613. Where do you reside? At Hobart. . 
614. You have had an opportunity of reading the Great Midland and West Coast Railway Bill? Yes~ 
615. Have you made any notes ·or formed any opinion in regard to the Bill? Yes, I have made a 

·few notes. 
616. Will you g·o through your notes if you please? I don't say my notes are complete· as regards 

,my opinion of the Bill, I merely put down what strnck me at the time.· I commenced with the title of the 
Bill, which is a Bill to authorise Robert James Sadler to constmct, maintain, and work a railway from 
some point oli the Chhdleigh railway to the West Coast of Tasmania, and for other purposes. I propose 
to omit the words " and for other purposes." I also propose to alter "the West Coast of Tasmania" to "a 
,point on the North East Dundas Tramway." That point sho11ld, I think, be determined by survey before 
-ihe Bill becomes law. 

617. Why do you omit the words" for.other purposes"? Because I think we should only deal with 
the railway in this Bill. "Other purposes" should form the subject of a separate Bill. The terminus of 

, ·the line should be fixed by survey before the Bill is carried fu1·ther. Then, in the preamble we come to Jines 
_5· to 10, refening to motive power, and to line 38, on page 3 :-

. " '.Motive power' shall mean the power derived from water passing through or acting upon machinery, or the 
electrical power derived therefrom; also power derived from .combustible material, however. used, or from water." 
I would limit·it'for railway purposes to power derived from combustible material only. 

. 618. By Jlir. 1lfaclwnzie.-You propose, then, to excise from the Bill all matters except railways?· 
Yes. Whatever other power is required should be dealt with sepa1·ately. 

619. Well, we will understand that not.e in going through the Bill. That is what you mean? Yes. 
·On page 4, line 12, it says- · 

'' 'The said 'railway' or 'the railway' shall mean the line of railway and any extensions,. branches, and 
-deviations thereof, authorised to be constructed under the authority of this Act, and the permanent way thereof; 
·together with all works, buildings, stations, and erections erected or built on or connected with the said 1·ailway, 

._,.r. and all rolling-stock and all land upon which the same are respectively constructed, erected, or built, and all ands, 
· right~, and privileges used in connection therewith or vested in the promoter for the purposes of this Act." 
I propose to omit the words "and any extensions, branches, or deviations thereof." 

620. Why do you t'mit these words? I don't think there should be any power to make branch lines 
'in these Bills at all, except the companies come to Parliament for a separate Bill. That has been my 
opinion all through. _ 

621. Have you been through this Bill with Mr. Back, or have you compared notes'! Not since the 
··Committee met. He and I generally deal with all railway matters together. I may not always agree. 
with him, although on the main poi11ts we generally do agree. I made my notes before; bur. I find we 

ccare fairly in accord. 
622. By the Clwirman.-In regard to points on which you are in accord with Mr. Back we need 

not take your evidence? Very well. I made my notes independently of Mr. Back, and I don't know 
what his opinions are on some points. We can decide as we go along. 

623. In section 4, part 2, Nlr. Back's opinion- is that all lines should be surveyed_ before the Bill or 
·.any rights are granted? Yes, that is my opinion. I may be entirely in accord with him on some points, 
· that is all. · 

· 624. On section 5, .sub-section 1, have you any note? No. 
fi:25. Well, Mr. B_ack suggested this in the 19th line, that the word arbitration should be substituted for 

,agreement. Do you approye of. that? That is a point I have not considered. I think it might be an 
improvement. In part 5, page 8, line 29, I should omit the word "adhesive." That does not affect this 
Bill, the word is used simply in contradistinction to a rack, 01· any other system,- that is all. It is merely 

- superfluous here. On page 9, line 7, it reads "that plans shall be deposited for portions of the line,. instead 
of for the whole line." In other Acts it is put "in sections of not less than five miles": that defines 
for what portion of the line the plans shall be deposited. . 
· 626. By 111.r •. 1/aclwnzie.-You prefer that the length of the line shall be mentioned for which plan:;i 

· shall be deposited? Yes, I think five miles is a reasonable length. Of course for a preliminary survey 
_ you w.ould deposit all the plans and drawings. I take it that in a preliminary survey there would be 110 

working plans, but only plans showing the route and sections with limits of deviations. That is the custom 
- on English lines. The actual working plans would be deposited in not less than lengths of five miles. I 

take that as a fixed length. It is the same in the Waratah Company's Bill, that is for working plans. In 
· section 19, it says that-

" Toe Governor in Council may, at thr. cost of the Promoter, from time to time appoint one or more officers· to 
inspect the said railway during the construction thereof, and it shall be lawful for every officer so uppointed for the 

__ purpose aforesaid from time to time to enter upon the said railway during the construction thereof and to inspect 
he manner in which the same is being constructed," 
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and so on. I think the Bill should define a fixed sum for the payment of this officer. You wHJ. 'find it is 
so in the Great ,vestern Railway Company's Act. Page 15, at line 18, power is given-

"To draw water from any stream or river in the vicinity of the railway for the supply of locomotives and 
other purposes at such elevation as may be necessary to secure a fall into any railway tank by natural gravitation." 

omit the words "other purposes," and substitute the word " rail way." 
· 627. B_y the Clwirman.-W ould you not say necessary for working the railway only? Yes, that 
is practically the same. That is the point that struck me. .A.t page 25, Section 89, as to grants of land,. 
it reads-

" Upon the deposit of the plans, s·pecifications, and sections of the said railway with the Minister as heroin before· 
provided, and within Two years after the passing of this Act, the promoter shall acquire the right to mark off in. 
the manner hereinafter prescribed any unoccupied Crown lands, not exceeding Seven blocks, each containing· 
SPventy thousand acres ( or less), first on one and then on the othET side alternately of the line of railway along its 
length, between an imaginary line drawn north and south through the Railway Station at Mole Creek and the line 
forming the eastern boundary of the Western Mining Division. Each of such blocks of land shall have a frontage 
along the railway line." 
The acreage of the blocks is here given, but no frontage to the railway is defined. In the Great Western 
Railway Bill you will find a frontage of five mile~ is mentioned. If you don't define the frontage, the 
promoters may make the blocks any shape they like. Five miles is a fair frontage. 

628. By Jlir .. Machenzie.-The Great Western Bill provides for rectangular five-mile blocks? No, 
the Great Westem Act defines the frontage : there is no frontage defined here. Part 17, 11.s to the power 
to divert water; that should be omitted altogether, and should be dealt with separately. The question 
of taking water for the generation of electricity or brake horse-power should be omitted. It would be 
prefera hie to stick to steam, as that is our system. This is mixing up other purposes with this railway. 

629. By the Cha-irman.-You were examined as a witness on the Great Western Company's, 
Bill? · No, I was not examined as a witne1-<s. 

630. Was the provision for electric power the same in the Great Western Bill as in this? 
was the same. I I hink the electrical power should be omitted from this Bill. . Excepting 
purposes, you should have no water power. It is a very small affair, the water required 
purposes. _ 

I believe it 
for railway 
for railway 

631. Do you suggest anything else? I don't think anything else occms to me. 
632. Are the provisions of the Bill such as are generally found in Railway Acts of' the kind, leaving: 

out the water? Well, they are somewhat after the general principle of such Acts. 
633. The gradients are suitable, to the gauge, are they not? Yes, they are suitable to the gauge. 
634. And all the specifications in the Schedule to the Act? 'rhey are general specifications. Some 

of them may never be used,- but they are the usual specific(ltions. I don't know whether I can volunteer­
information; but one of the reasons for having the line surveyed is, not only that the location ma:v be 
known, but that the queBtion if it should be a 2ft. gauge or the standard gauge may be decided. Then 
comes another question, whether it is advisable to take a 2ft. gauge from the Chudleigh Junction, or whether· 

· the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge should not be extended-further : whether it should not be extended to what is called the· 
neutral axis· of traffic, the point where the traffic will go in one direction to Chudleigh, and in the other­
direction to Zeehan or some other point at equal cost, giving mininum transfer for break of g·auge. There 
are three points of possibility,-to carry the standard gauge right through, start the 2 tl:. gauge at Cirndleigh, 
or carrv it further to the neutral axis of traffic. 

635. You know there is a survey of a 3 ft. 6 in. gauge line from Mole Creek to Mount Pelion,. 
47 miles 3 chains long? Yes, that is Mr. A. Stewart's survey. I have read the Parliamentary report on :t. 

636. If this line from Mole Creek to the West Coast starts from Mole Creek after we get the line 
that would be a better p;au?:e? Yes. 

637. And you recommend that this shoiild be determined b,v survey. If a 3ft. 6in. gauge line be· 
constructed from Mole Creek, it should be constructed as far as it could conveniently be taken? Yes, a 
survey will determine that. 

638. You have been down in the country through which the North East Dundas tramway runs? To. 
Colebrook. The line is not extended there yet. 

639. Could a 3ft. 6in. gauge line be conRtructed in that country? It could be, but the cost would be 
prohibitive. 

640. Would you say that a 2ft. gauge was the only line suitable 
won't say that, but it is the mo,t suitable in my opinion. It best meets 
the country. It ie a very difficult part of the country. 

for that part of the country? I 
the requirements of that part of-

- 641. Why did you not make a 2ft. 6in. gauge line-is there any special virtue in a 2ft. gauge? I 
think we should go as far as possible to a minimum gauge with sufficient engine power in such country •. 
Our 2 ft. guage has an engine nearly 20 tons in weight, hauling between 50 and 60 tons on 1 in 25 grade; 

642. Are the gradier.ts mentioned in this Bill suitable to the North East Dundas tramway? Yes, 1 
in 25 is the gradient on the North East Dundas tramway, but the gradient against the load is not steeper· 
than 1 in 30. You understand what I mean. In the gradients from Zeehan we have tried to get the beRt 
grade possible. Taking things up to the mine it is 1 in 25, that then becomes the limit of the steepest. 
grade, but the gradient against an ore load, or the heavy traffic, is 1 in 30. Suppose the lo_ad to be toward11-
Zeeh'ln it is ] in 30; against a load going from Zeehan we have a gradient of 1 in 25. 

643. By Mr. Maclwnzie-Do you know anything about the country through which it is proposed to­
take this line? I know nothing of it at all. 

644. You know the country immediately near, or on, the Government Railways? Yes. 
645. Would Mole Creek be about the best point for a junction with the Government Railway? That. 

I c:i.n't say without a survey. You are aware that Mr. Back has submitted a plan proposing to survey 
the country between the coast and the Government Railways. He was discussing the point with me, but_ 
we agreed that the best point of junction could not be determined without a survey. _ 
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646. You are aware that the producing part of the country is in the immediate vicinity of Mole Creek? 
I have always been informed, and believe, that fifteen miles .from Mole Creek you get across the beet 
country. . . . . 

647. Looking at_ it from a ··Governm(:'nt Railway point of view, at what point would it be most 
ben·eficial for tl:ie Government 'Railway that 'this railway should junction? 1.'hat becomes a question 
of cost of construction. I am not prepared to say. until there. is a survey. 
, , _648. I mean the point at which .-this railway would most benefit the Government Railways. 

Supposing this railway to join at Mole Creek? 
649. What point would be most feasible for it, to as8ist our own railways? I am not prepm·ed to 

:at oi;ice .. I thi_nk that iuformatio_n has to be 11cquired yet. It 111ight be better, perhaps, nearer to Devon port, 
to geU1 more direqt line to a deep-water port. _ . . · 
... ,, 650. By t~ie Ghairmqn.-ls there anything else you would like to say. No. I have spoken, I 
.think, .of dealing wit!,. the question qf water power. , Oh, there are the. land grants. Well, if there are to 
be land grants .at all, the .yalue seems to me to. be very g1·eat. l think the promoters are asking a very 
large --iral ue~·490,0u0 acres. . I don't know what the land is worth ; but, say it is 10s. an acre, it would 
give a value more than equal the valuation of tbe line. 
, .. ·651. Do,you know how much laud. the Great Western Railway Company were granted? I don't 
_know .. I believe about tbe same as asked ,for in this Bill. . . 

652. Do you know how much the Waratah Line was granted? No. It was a much smaller amount . 
. , 653., But they had their line already constructed? But I refer to the Emu Bay Company. Their 
.Bill was from Waratah to Zeehan .. 

654. But their I.and is .freehold: you know that? Do you mean the Van Diemen's Land Company? 
655. No, thl:l .Ernu•,Bay C::impany. They can ·take it anywhere they like· along the railway: you 

know that? No, I thought it -was defined where they should take it. 
656. No, they are prohibited from going into .the Western· Mining Division? They can take their 

-blocks along the ·railway : twelve blocks if they go to Leslie Junction; six blocks if they stop at Rosebery. 
fi57. They can take ~ome of it, but. not in the Westeru Mining Division, like the Great Western 

·Company, or like the provisions in this Bill. In this Bill it is proposed to prohibit them: you kno,'I' that? 
Yes, .I believe so. . . · 

658. Suppose a line were made on the 3ft. 6in. guage-the line you know from Mole Creek to Mt. 
Pelion is already surveyed on that gaug-e, for 47 miles 3 chains-would you give a company or promoters 

-a much larger concession of land if theymade a 3ft. 6in. guage.as far· as Mt. Pelion instead of a 2ft. 
gauge line? No, I am not prepared to say that. If they made a an. 6in. gauge line instead of a 2ft. line 
.to Pelion, you say? : . . : · . - . · 

659. Yes. In t_hat case would you give them la1·ger•concessions.? Jf I gave them any concessions 
-at all. Let me put. it another way. You offer, for the same acreage as the Great Western Railway 
Company received, an inferior line.-

. 660. No. If your. recommendation was carried out and a 3ft. 6in. gauge is constructed to .the 
neutral axis point, then would you give larger concessions of land? In a proportion that was r~asonable. 
Yes, but it would have to be reasonably' done. If I put it the other way this company is giving an inferior 
.article to the ·Great Western . 

6ol. ,But if we made the broader gauge_ all the way, would not the line be unsuitable to the country 
round Rosebery, or to that part of the Island? It is possible. 

662. By ,W.r. Simmons. -Do you know the approximate length of the. proposed Great We!ltern 
Railway? I don't know. It was estimated at abot1t 100 miles, that is about 95 miles as the crow flies, 
I believe. 

663. Supposing approximately it may be 100 miles? Yes, in general terms it may be 100 miles. 
664. Do you know the app1·oximate length of this line to the North East Dundas Tramway? Well, 

the Dundas Tramway is 18 miles from Zeehan at present, that is to the Deep Lead. It is another 10 miles 
:to Rosebery, and to Mole Creek in a direct line would be about 50 miles. 

665. Take it approximately at 60 miles? Yes . 
666. Approximately then there is a length of 60 miles of a 2ft. gauge line, and the Great Western is 

100 miles with a 3ft. 6i11. line, what would be the relative estimate of cost? I cannot make anv com-
parison at all without a sm·vey. · 

G67. What has been the approximate cost of Tramway~ in Tasmania? A!_iout £2400 a mile, I think. 
668. They are more expensive, are the_y not, in a new country? I don't know. They may cost far less. 
669. The Dundas Tramwav has. cost £2400 a mile, has it not? It mav be somewhat in excess. We 

11ave had the last mile 01· two v~ry heavy. · • 
670. The cost of. the Great W_estern line would be three times greater than this line approximately, 

would it not? Not in the best parts. I' see by the evidence of Mr. Palmer that it is estimated at £10,000 
:a mil_e. 

671. Well, it would be three times greater than the eost of this line; would it not? I don't think you 
,can assume anything of the kind at all. You can assume, supposing the country to be easy, the difference 
between- the_ cost of a 2ft. and a 3ft. Gin. g·auge .. If it were moderately easy country and no difficultie~, 
;the difference would not be more than from £500 to £600 per mile. 

'l'he Committee adjourned until 10 o'clock next day. 
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FRIDAY, DECEMBER 3, l 897. 

JOHN MACNEILL M'CORMICK, C.E., called and furtlter examined. 

672. B:IJ Mr.~Simmons.-When we a~journed yesterday, we were speaking. about :the cost of the 
Tailways,-the Great Western and, the Mole Creek lines. Do you know what the estimated ·cost of the 
·Great Western Line is piit down at? No. I hear it was estimated by Mr. Palmer at £10,000 a mile. 

673. Mr. Palmer is their Engineer? Yes, he is their Engineer. It is in ·the evidence given .on tire 
·Great Western Railway Company's Bill. · 

673. Do you know the probable cost of this Mole 
£200,000. I simply!heard it, I have no evidence of it. 
of any estimate. ~-·-~.-: ·. 

Creek Line? No. I heard it set down at 
It is haidly fair to quote when I don't know 

· 674. That is to be a 2ft. gauge line according to the Bill, is it not? Yes. 
f\75. That is the class of line which is being con~tructed from North-East Dundas? Yes. 
676. Do you know the cost of that line? I can't tell exactly. I think it is from £2400 to £2500 a 

·mile. It will cost over £2000 a mile all through. That includes equipment. 
677. Assuming this line to be 60 or 70 miles long·, at the £2000 you mention what·would be t::ie 

:approximate cost? It is to cost £200,000 you say. · · 
678. That would be the approximate cost? I can't say it would, because I don't know .the· country. 

It- will cost, I think, more than the North-East Dundas Tramway, because wages are likely to go np, and 
-other lines will be carried on at the same time,-the Wa.ratah Line and others. The ·i'I' orth-EasiDundas 
Line was carried on when wages were low. I can't give you an estimate without a survey. · 

6_79. Is it a difficult or an easy country the N ortn-East Dunda~ Line passes through ? T t is difficult 
-cQuntry. . 

· 680. You know, don't you, that there is another Bill before the House offering to construct a railwa.y 
·from Mole Creek to the West Coast? Yes, I have heard so; and I have glanced through it. 

1181. Have you a copy? Yes, I have a copy ; but I am not here to speak on it. 
682. Have you perused it? I am not here to speak on that Bill at all. As an engineer I will ·say 

nothing on that Bill. 
683. Have you perused that Bill? I don't think.I am called on to answer that. 'The Bill is not 

):iefore me· officially. I will give evidence on this Great Midland Bill. 
1111·. Simmons appealed to the Chairman, maintaining that he was within the limits of ·Hie petition in 

putting the question, 
· (Discussion· followed.) 
· fi,fr. JJf' Corm.ich ·said he was summoned there as a Government· Engineer to give evidence on the 
Bill before the Committee, and not to enter into comparisons with any other Bill. He was not there on 
·any question of policy, which he had'no right to deal with, and which must be settled·by Parliament. 
, A lengthy disciission followed, in the course of which-
. The Cltafrman (i.Wr. M. J. Clm·he) said if Mr. M•Cormick declined to answer the questions, ·it 'was 
do~btful whether the Committee could force him to do so. · 

M1·. Simmons s_aid it would be, perhaps, better to put a geueral question to Mr. M'Cormick, and· let 
·him ari'swei·, or not, as he liked. The reply would be recorded . 

. 684. By ~fr. Simmo~;s.-H;ave you read the Great Central and West Coast Company's Bill 
,suffi_ciently'to be able to give evidence about it? I can't answer that. I will not answer any question 
about that Bill until called on. 

685. Have you sufficiently perused the Central Bill to enable you to give evidence before tha.t 
Committee, if they asked you? I can't answer the question. 

686. Will you tell mehow far you have perused the Bill? No, I will not. I have glanced through 
it. 
. 687. Yo11 have glanced through it. Can you say, then, which of the two Bills before Parliament 

w'1uld be most favourable to the Colony? That question I decline to answer. 
688. B,lj the Chairman.-If you are summoned to give evidence before this Committee on the ·Central 

and Wes~ Coast Railway Bill, will you do so ? I am bound to do so, and willing to do anything to assist th~ 
·Committee. I will give them any engineering opinion that is within my province. · 

689. Have you seen Mr. lnnes's report? No, I have not. 
690. Mr. l1ines says the distance from Mule Creek to the West Coast is 78 miles. Is that right'? · 'I 

-can't sav whether that is the conect distance or not. 
69i. You know that Mr. Innes stated that. I see he stated that distance in his report to the Stitt 

Bridge. D•> you know that? I don't know the Stitt Bridge. 
692. Have you any evidence that can show a shorter route to the Stitt Bridge than Mr. Innes's­

_route? I don't know anything of the country there. 
6!:13. You see that Mr. Palmer estimates the cost of the Great W estem Railway at £10,000 a mile. 

Do you know if that is c9rrect? I don't -know, and I am nut in a position to say until it is surveyed. 
694. Are you in a position to say as an engineer whether the difficulties hetween Mole Creek and the 

West Coast are greater or less thail the difficulties between Glenora and the West Coast? N,o, I .am.not. 
695. Now you say that this line from Mole Creek to Rosebery is estimated to cost £200,000. Do you 

know t_hat? I have heard it stated outside, but I can't say. ' 
696. Did you hear it stated by the promoter of the Bill, Mr. Sadler? I did not. 

, 69'7. When you stated in answer to Mr. Simmons that the line might be from 60 to 70 miles long, :had 
)ou adverted· at·that time_ to the distance which Mr. Innes stated to"be between Mole Greek. and the 
Stitt'?' 'No, when· Mr. Sim,mons' asked me that it was as a· matter of comparison as to.the length,of theitwo 
lines. I 'stated what it would be as the crow- flies.. A survey might make it longer, but it could not. make 

-it shorter. :· · 
698; 'J a~k yo~ if a line· from Mole Creek to Lake Dora district. would be longer ,than a .Jine from 

Glenora to Mount Lyell? That I can't say. 
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699. But it is po.ssihle it might. be? It might be longer than a direct route as the crow flies. 
700. 'l'he engineering difficulties might be such that the line would be longer?_ _It. might be so if you! 

-can't avoid the difficulties. It is not expected it would be longer. 
701. Is it a fair thing to compare the estimated cost of two lines of railway when there is no survey 

of one or the other? No. I have stated it is not. 
702. By Jlfr. Smith.-Mr. Simmons was asking as r.o the cost of the North-East Dundas Tramway! 

Ya . 
703. That tramway was, I believe, constructed during the depressed time in this colony? Yes. 
704. And there was a large amount of unemployed labour used on it, was there not? Ye:1, to some· 

extent there 11·as. 
705. Labour was sent there to assist in making the line, that is, unemployed men·? Yes, but we selected· 

only capable men. We got the very best labour we could and rated it accordingly. The pay was far less 
than you could· get capable labour for now. 

· 706~ By J.1f.r. J.Jfaclienzie.-I asked you yesterday if you knew any part of the country beyond Mole 
Creek to the westward? Yes. · 

707. And where you thought it would be best for this line to junction with the Western Line? Yes,. 
and I told you it would be a matter of survey. I could not say that it should join at Mole Creek. . 

708. B.1/ the C!tQ,irman.-Is there anything else you would like to state to. the Committee? Yes, J 
had not finished as to the matter of water power. I wish to draw 'attention to the term so frequently used, 
"supply of brake horse-power." That is asking the country to give something that it has not got. Brake 
horse power is developed power, and the amount of that available would depend on· the engineering skill 

· exercised in producing it. 
709. By Mr. 1l1aclwnzie.-The same term is used in the Great Western Company's Bill, is it not?" 

Yes, but I am not responsible for that. Jn that Bill the term is limited to some extent by the right of the· 
company to take water being limited to six rivers, and to half the volume of water from those six rivers .. 
Suppose yon don't get the volume required on those rivers; the Bill says so much brake horse-power, that 
is developed power, the manufactured article which the country has 11ot the power to give. I suggest that 
this concession should be measured by the volume of water. -

710. To develop or gene.rate to what extent? That you must decide yourselves. Water for the· 
generation of brake or electric hors(;l-power is only available by pressu1·e. 

711. Look at the first clau::1e of Part 17, page 32? Yes I see, brake horse-power is the power by which ~ 
the Bill limits the consumer. The power of water is the pressure. .. 

712. Look at section 100 and say what it is that you want to point out? It says in clause 100 that 
"subject to the provisions of this Act, it shall be lawful for the promoter, and he is hereby empowered and 
authorised, to take, divert, and appropriate, for any of the purposes of this Act, from any rivers along the· 
proposed line of railway, at so many and such points upon such rivers as may be approved by the Mi11i1,ter, 
and in accordance with such regulations as are hereinafter mentioned, such quantity of the water as shall 
be sufficient to develop an aggregate of 35,0UU brake horse-power." The production of brake horse-power·• 
is a question of engineering skill, and it is not there until it is developed. You should take under the Hill 
only the water, and take the responsibility of d~veloping it yourself. I have said all along that the water· 
supply should be the suhject of a separate Bill. You would then ask for the water. You would then say, 
I want so much water, half of the volume of such and such rivers or what you like, and then you take· 
the responsibility of developing it. One engineer may develop brake horse-power at half the cost that 
another man would. It wonld depend on the way in which he designed his conservation and other works. 

713. By llir. llfaclwnzie- How would you calculate the water necessary to develop the power? You 
may get at it diff.,rent ways. You may take our present system of ~Juice-heads, and then you would ad9-
the pressure at per 100 ft. 

714. You want to mak~ it so many rivers? You may take all the rivers in the country, and the water· 
will be no good if you don't have the engineering skill to develop it. . 

715. Would it not be a great waste of power to seek to go all over the country to get water, if by 
the exercise of engineering skill you can select two or three rivers and confine yourself to them? Yes,. 
you may take a very large amount of water with a very small pressure. 

716. Then, you recommend a survey of the water? Yes, it should be the volume of water. It is­
easy to calculate with sluice-heads and then take the pressure,-the water power is calculated by pressure .. 
It can be developed with a fall of from 100, 200, or 300 ft. or more, and you have power accordingly .. 
You may have three times the power and take less water . 

Yes. 

717. 
718. 
719. 
720. 

• 

ROBERT JAMES SADLER, called and examined. 

By the Chairman-You: are Mr; Robert James Sadler? 
What are you? I am a commission agent. 

Yes. 

You are the Promoter of this Railway? Yes. 
You are an Alderman of the city of Launceston, and at the present time the Mayor of the city r 

721. How long have you been meditating the construction of a line of railway between Mole Creek 
.-and the West Coast? Since August 27th, 18!::!6 ; that was the first communication I had on thE subject.· 

722. Have you been in communication with capitalists since that time? Yes, before that date I had 
-verbal communication with them, since then I have had several written commur.ications. 

723._ Has much correspondence passed between you and these capitalists concerning the line? Yes, .. 
a good deal. · 
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724. About how many letters have you had from them? That would be hard to say. Here is a 
-large parcel of letters (produced) which have passed between them and myself. 

725. Did you get anything done with regard to any report upon the line? Yes, in consequence of 
these communications with capitalists I ~ot Mr. M'Donald, the manager of the Ro,:ebery mine, to walk 
through the line. He knew the nature of the country, and he gave me a report on it. 

726. What did you do with that report? I sent a copy of it on to my principals. I have the 
-original here. 

727. Have you any objection to lay the report befo1:e the Committee? 
I am acting for others, and I don't think I should be justified in giving the 
the public. 

728. When was that report made ? On September 6th, 1896. 

I don't- think I could do so. 
information i have gai~ed to 

729. Is Mr. M' Donald the discoverer of the Rosebery Mine? Yes. It is now called the 'l'asmanian 
·Copper Company, with a capital of £325,000. · 

730. Are the negotiations between yon and the ea pitalisrs still going on, and will you tell us what 
. they are eventually to do, if anything t They say they are prepared to constmct a railway from Mole 
·Creek to the W' e;,t Coast either on a 2 ft., 2 ft. 6 in., or 3 ft. 6 in. guage. It has been suggested that a 2 ft. 
gauge should be constrncted, otherwise there might be a break of gauge, as the Government carry on the 
North-East Dundas Tramway, which is a 2ft. gauge, and if this line were broader it might lead to a break 
of gauge at the other end. The capitalist;, I -refer to are prepared to find the capital up to a million 
,sterling to constrnct the line. 

731. When did yom, advertisement as to your intention to apply to Parliamem for power to construct 
this line of railway first appear? Well, I can't say exactly. 

732. When your advertisement appeared of your intei1tion to apply to Parliament for a Bill em­
powering you to construct this line, I want to know if that was the genuine outcome of your negotiations 
with the ea pirnlists ? [ t was. 

733. Aud when you advertised at that period did you know whether anybody else intended applying 
-for a similar Bill ? No, I had not the slightest idea tlrnt anyone else was intending to apply ; i_n fact I 
-was verv much astonished when I heard that another syndicate was in the field. The first I knew was i:-i 
referenc·~ to a route for a track. I knew there was a p

0

arty out in the field in reference to a track, and I 
.subscribed to it. Tbat was for cutting a track, but it was not for a railway. 

734. And you subscribed to it? Yes. 
735. Have auy communications passed between you and the promoters of the other line? Yes, 

several ; some of them came through your firm of solicitors. 
736. What was the first interview you had with anybody connected with the other line? The first 

interview I had was with Mr .. T. 'l'. M'Donald. I met him in the street one day, and he said it was a pity 
there were two syndicates in the field, and he thought we should come to some terms. I told him I could­
do nothing, as I had to communicate with my principals, as I was only acting for them, and that was the­
end of it ? I met him again, in fact I went to Salisbury's Works to see- him, and he talked about the 
matter, and suggested tbat it should be left in Mr, Martin's hands to settle. It was proposed th~t I should 
-show him that my correspondence was genuine. It was proposed that I should show Mr. Martin my 
-correspondence, and abide by his decision, they to do the same. Then there was another conversation. I 
think Mr. Martin called on me, but I know I got a letter from Mr. M'Donald. I have it here. 
. 7:l7. Well, yon offered, did you not, to lay all the correspondence before Mr. Martin in confidence, 

-and to abide by his opinion ? Yes. 
738. Was Mr. Martin a promoter of the other line? He is the solicitor for the promoters. 
739. Is his name in the prospectus of the Great Central and West Coast-Company? Yes, he is a 

provision a 1 director. 
740. Was not your offer accepted? No, it was not. 
741. Then, what next took place? l forget exactly what took place next. 
742. Did Mr. Martin interview you? Yes, and I think I read to him extracts from my corresponde11ce. 

I think I told him then and there my position ; then after that interview Mr. Martin wrote me a letter 
asking me to withdraw the Bill, as it was not fair to the others. . 

743. At that interview, thrn, you read certain extracts from the correspondence. Was anything said 
,about Ylr. Martin putting anythiug in writing? Yes, I asked him to do so, and he agreed to put their 
offer in writing, and ask me to withdraw my Bill in favour of theirs. 

744. The offer of whom? The offer of the other syndicate. . 
745. Did they make any proposal that you should withdraw your scheme ?-Did Mr. Martin make 

you any offer? It ,vas agreed that Mr. Martin should write me a letter, and here it is, d:ited on the 27th 
October. I wrote Mr. Martin a day or so before to tell him that I could not entertain his offer. I speak 

-from memory: I have had so many letters in connection with the matter that I can't quite remember. 
746. Did you get a letter before the 27th of October from Mr. Macdonald? Yes. 
747. Will you kindly read that letter? Yes. It is as follows :-

R. J. SADLER, Esq., Patter.~on-str~et. 
Launceston, Tasmania, 9th October, 1897. 

DEAR SIR, 

IN reference to the conversation this morning as to the possibility of amalgamating the interests of the company 
formed to carry through the Mole Creek line with the interests of your syndicate, it is necessary to say that the 
conditions are different now from what they were when I first spoke to you. At that time the company was in the 
preparatory stage, and the feeling on the committee was unanimous that if satisfactory evidence were available to 
-show that your ~yndicate was able to carry through the project to construct the line, the committee would not only 
relinquish the field to you, but would also aid you as far as possible-it being their wish, on public grounds, to see the. 
line constructed, no matter by whom. That feeling still exists, but the company having been floated the conimittee 
has no longer full power to act. I have seen the secretary and some members of the committee since our conver-

--sation, and judge that although any proposal you may make, or any general information you may give, will have to 
-be submitted in some way to the board, you can rely on it being dealt with in the same spirit as it would have been 
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wlien· wp. first spoke on the matter. As the time is short, it would be an advantage if your principals could give you: 
full discretionary power, so that no delay may occur in t!Je event of negotiations being entered upon. 

You will understai,d that although I feel fully warranted in saying what 1 have about the u.ttitude of the corn-· 
mittefl;-I write this entirely on my own authority, and without committing the board o.r committee in any way. 

Yours truly, 
J. T. M'DONALD . 

.A day before I received that letter I had agreed to leave the matter in the hands of Mr. Martin to decide· 
on tlie· l!ona·:fid11s of my r~orresponde11<·e, and the lPtter was the outcome of this. 

748. You had offered to leave all your pa pel's confidentially with Mr. Martin on the understanding·.· 
that the contents were not to' be disclosed to the other side? Yes, I was tu leave them in confidence. 

749. And that offer wa~ not accepted? No. 
750, Izr that"letter of Mr. Macdonald's he says ci1·cumstances ha"d altered since he spoke to you, and 

he asked you to lay your lettere before the Committee without any guarantee of confidence? Yes, l take· 
it' tliat was what he meaut. 

751. Well, after that, did any other correspondence take place between you and the other side'? Yes,. 
with Messr~. Martin and Hobkirk. · 

752. Well, now, do you lay all this col'l'espondence on the table of this Committee? Yes. (Letters 
produced.) 

753. These· are o!'igina I lettel's : will you hand in correct copies of the letters? Yes. 
754. This correspo11dence will appear as an Appe11dix to the Report. Yun told us about your com­

munication with capitalists, and l think you me11tioned about some people in Sydney? Yes, the agents of" 
capitalists there. 

755; Now this particular agent;·do yon know whether he is a man of substance or not? Yes, he is. 
756i D'o yon know whether he ii; a capitalist hirriself? Well, I believe he is. He has retired from one 

of the large~t firms in Sydney. 
757. Is he connected with capitalists elsewhere? Yes. 
758. Where? In Lo11don. 
759. Are you personally acquainted with him? Yes, I have kuown him well for the last thirty years. 
760. And from h'is correspondence, and from the other co1Ttspondence which you have, can you give 

this Committee any a~snrance that, if you get the Bill, there is reasonable ground for believing that the 
line will be constmcted? Yes, I ham not the slightest doubt of that. The evidence tuken qefore this 
Committee in Launceston, and the letter of one of the principals, leaves no doubt about their getting 
capital to the extent of about a million :-terling, but I don't think they would be particular to a million or· 
more if necessary ; that is, to construct. the rail way and the ore-reduction works. 

761. Now, yon ask in this Bill for a grant of 490,000 acres of land, an<l you are a ware that Mr. 
l\'li'Cormick, the railway engineer, recommends that the gauge should be 3 ft. 6 in., as far as that ca11 
be constmcted without going· to prohibitive expense? Yes; I know that is his opinion. 

762. That the break ofg-auge should be at what he called the mutual axis point? Yes·. 
763\ Are you-willing to fall in with that suggestion and have your line constructed on the 3 ft. 6 in_. 

gauge from Mole Creek as far as it can be constructed on that gauge without going to enormom• expense? 
Yes, we should be quite· willing. · -

764. Having the 2 ft. gauge going through the hills where, perhaps, no other sort of line would do? 
My= correspondent would be quite prepared to accept that, in fact, it was silggested that the line should be 
3 ft. 6 in., but the people liere recommended the 2 fr. gauge, nnd I also recommended it, and they fell in 
with my views. I believe ~orne of them have changed their minds since, and uow think it would be better 
on the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge, as it wonld be best for the Govemnfent lines at this end. 

765. Are you aware that a 3 ft.. 6 in. gauge liue is already surveyed from Mole Creek to Mount Pe!io11, 
a distance of 47 miles 3 chains'? Yes; that was surveyed in 1891 by Mr. Allan Stewart. 

766. I see your Bill is worded a little on the lines of the Great Western Railway Bill. Y 011 are asking 
for the same quantity of land as they are, are you not.? Yes. 

767. Woul<l you be willi11g to take a less grant than 49(),000 acres? Yes, provided it were not cut 
down too much. I think we 'would be prepared to ta1rn less. · 

768. Do yon know what is the length of the Great Western Company's line ?-do you know that 
Mr. Russell Young, who appeared before the Select Committee fur the Promoters of the Great Western 
line, estimated the line to be 100 miles in length? Yes, 1 know that is the estimated length of the Great 
Western line. , 

769. And they have got a giant of 490,000 acres of land-that would be at the rate of 4900 acres to 
the mile? Yes. · · 

770. Then, I understand you to say that yon are willing· that your concessions should be cut down, so 
long as they are not cut below what would be sufficient to enable the line to be constmcted and rnn at a 
profit? Yes. 

771. Now, do JOU know anything of the country between Mole Creek and the West Coast? Only 
from repor.ts that I have had. l don't know the line myself. · 

772. Have you any idea of what the length of the line would be from Mole Creek by Mount Pelion 
to Lake Dora, a111d to connect the line from Lake Dora with a convenient point on the Strahan-Zeehan 
Railway? No, but I am quite :;ure it would be over 100 miles. 

773'. Would you be willing lo accept a condition that you were to connect with the Government line 
at a point to be decided by the Minister after the survey is completed? Yes, we would be perfectly willing 
to do it. 

774. Aire you asking for these concessions in your Bill on the assumption that the line would be 100 
miles·in- length, or perhaps longer? On the assumption that it would be 100 miles.• 

775'. From Mount ·-Pelion to the ·west Coast; according to the inform·ation you have received, do yon 
think it would be a costly thing to construct a line of railway in that country? Yes, it would be at that 
part-. We reckon it would co~t half a million of money to construct 100 miles of it. It would cost a lot of · 
money on the 3ft. 6in. gauge . 

• 
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776. So fal' that is correct as a rough estimate? Yes, as a rough estimate. It might be more. That 
is given by an expert. We worked it out fo1· the Committee; hilt until the line is surveyed it would be 
difficult to say. 

777. W onld the construction of this line be a great ad vanage to the country? Yes, especially to 
the North. . 

'778. What kind of land is it in the first part of the route? It is ·agricultural land, with mineral land 
in the last part. 

779. Is t~ere a great"traffic between the North and the West Coast? Yes, a great part of the traffic 
comes from the north. · 

780. And this line would be a source of profit to the people? Yes, especially to those on the 
W estem line. 

781. And it would be a great benefit to the people on the ·west Coast? Yes. 
782. You say your line would go through mineral country when you go into the-Western division; 

are there many valuable mines there that your line would serve? Yes; and in the Lake Dora district 
mineral discoveries have been made that almost equal Mount Lyell. 

783. What other important mines would the line serve ? In the R_osebery district it would open 
communication with several large mines, and it would serve the Rosebery district altogether. There are a 
number of valuable mines in that locality ; then there is Mount Read, the Hercules, the Colebrook district, 
and others. 

784. All in these important districts? Yes. . 
785. Do you know if there are any mines in that part whose development has been delayed in con­

sequence of want of roads by which to get to the mines? Yes,, there are several. The Rosebery mine is 
waiting now for want of machinery . 

. 786. How long have tl1ey been waiting? At least twelve months,-six months for certaiu. 
787. They have no means of getting machinery on to the mine? No, not unless the Emu Bay 

Line is put through. 
788. There are other mines delayed in the same way ? Oh, lots of them : the Colebrook for one. 
789. Then, if the railway enabled machinery to be put on to these mines, it would be doing good for 

the Coast? Yes. There are other districts besides those I l1ave mentioned.-the Cutty Sark District, 
and other mines not nearly so well known, where there are large deposits of low-grade ores. We could 
assist those district;; by taking the line on. 

790. Are you largely interested personally in the West Coast? Yes, to a considerable extent. 
791. In your business as a mining manager you have a large experience? Yes, I have a large 

experience as a legal manager and mining agent. 
792. Yon have a large experience of the mines on the West Coast? Yes. 
793. You are the legal manager of a considerable number of mines? Yes, including several good 

ones. 
794. You propose to pay a· percentage, by way of royalty on the value of the minerals you raise, 

do you not, 2~ per cent. on the net? Yes, 2½ per cent. on the net. 
795. Would it be possible for you to pay 2½ per cent. on the gross ? No, we ·could not attempt it. 
796. Why so? Well, it might be many years before the mines started to pay a dividend. It takes 

years sometimes to open up a mine properly. 
797. And during that time would you not raise sufficient to pay the expenses of the mine. Would 

it not be fair on the gross? No, it would not be fair, indeed. 
798. And, therefore, you prefer to put it on the net? Yes. 
799. And you propose to pay on the net? Yes. Even the Mount Bischoff Mine was four or five 

years before they could pay a dividend. They spent a lot of money, and raised a lot of ore, before they 
could pay a dividend. 

800. As to water power, I see you ask for exactiy the same concessions as the Great ,v estern Company 
have had conceded to them. What is it yon propose to do with the water? We require the water to 
generate electricity for working our ore-reduction works, and for other purposes. They propose to put up 
more than one ore-reduction works at deep water,-possibly at Devonport: 'l.'hat would be the nearest 
port for deep water. That will be more a matter for our expert when he comes out. 

801. 01·, ore-reduction works might be erected at Launceston? Possibly at Launceston, because we 
could get the electricity there. 

802. Would that be a matter for determination after? Yes, possibly we should not erect ore­
reduction works there. We should take the matte to Launceston, and separate the copper by the electro­
lysis system. I am not an expert in these things. It is merely suggested in the correspondence. 

803. I see that you propose to apply electric li~hting? Yes. . 
804. In fact, you propose to do all that the Parliament has given the Great Western Railway Company 

the right to do? Yes, exactly the same. 
805. The quantity of water you ask for is 35,000 brake horse-power? Yes. 
806. Are you prepared to take a lesser quantity if it can be shown that yon do not require so much~ 

Yes, if that can be shown. I think we shall require all that. We shall have to erect several generating 
stations, and go largely into electrical works. The railway would be worked by electricity, no doubt, but 
we are prepared to take less if it can be shown that ,ve don't want so much. 

807. That is, if you can do with less? Yes, then we will take less. There is any quantity of 
water, and no danger of our interfering with anybody's rights. On one lake alone we could get any quantity 
up to 10,000 brake horse-power. That is in the Dora district. 

808.- Is there a great amount of water going to waste on the West Coast? Yes. 
809. If you take the water yon ask for would that appreciably interfere with the quantity of water on 

the line of route? No, it would be all put back into the rivers again. We only take it for a certain distance, 
the same as in mining. You take the water out, use it, and send it into the rivers again. People do the 
-same thing who are above you. 
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810. By .iltr. ·smitlt.-Sectiim• 170, page 46," gives power to the Minister. to ,vithdraw from selection 
un'der tl1e Ci•own Lands Act and the Mining Acts for a period of two years from the passing of this. Bill 
mineral and other lands. Do you think .that such a power as that is neces~ary? Well, we thought it. 
necessary when we p·ut it in the Bill, still there is no objection to its being modified if it is thought desirable. 

811. When I tell vou that Mr. Back has recommended that no such withdrawal of lands be recom­
mended by this Committee tili after a survey is completed, and that then thi~ enormous power be safe­
guarded because a large portion of agricultural land would be locked up, what do you s·ay? Have you 
given this section personal attention ? No, I can't say I have, but there woulu be nq objection to that on 
·our part. Tliat is, that the land should not be withdrawn until the survey is completed. 

812. You· have no objection to such a modification as that to meet the views of Mr. Back? No 
objection whatever. Of course the survey will be proceeded with almost immediately. q_'hat would at 
once meet Mr. _Back's objection. I might mention that one of the principals will be leaving Lo1idon ea1ly 
in J aniiary. He will leave London on the 6tl1 or 7th Jamiary, so that as soon as he co.mes out here, if we 
get the Bill through Parliament, the survey will be· commenced as soon as it cari be put in hanct. . 

813. In clati_se 52 the charge fo_r which electi·icity may be st'Ipplied is just double the English cost? Yes. 
814. Is there any particular reason why it is so? No 1:eason that" I know o'f. Of course it is more 

expensive to generate electricity here, and then that is the maximum charge. Tli'ey would not probably 
make that charge. I think the usual price is about 6d. per unit. I know that is the price we charge in 
Launceston, and I think it is the same in London. 

815. In regard to section 83, as to marking of the land gran.ts, it was pointetl out by M:r. Back that 
these· blocks c6tild be taken in various shapes, so that they IJ1ight be taken anywhere without reference to 
tlie r.ailway? I may mention that I was here when Mr. B'ack explained his_ ~iew, but he is quite under a 
misapprehension. The intention is. that the land is-. to be taken in alternate bl9cks in the same way as the 
Great Western· Railway has been given tlie right to take it, no more. Mr. Ba.ck described it as though it 
were to be taken in narrow blocks? '.I.'hat is not so. 

816. Then, you take.it in square alternate b_locks? Yes, in square ·alternate blocks. . 
_ 817. Then, in drafting tlie Bill you are following closely on the lines of the Great '~"estern Railway 

Bill~ and you have no report of directors' or experts' evide~cc to: show where it differs. The requirements 
of yom' Bill would not differ from tlie Great Western Company's· Bill? No. 

818. Yott framed your Bill on the idea of what you !'equired, and it is subject to such mo<lifications as 
may be approve~? Xes. . · 

819. By .Mr. JIIacllenzie.-lf you get this Bill you say you will go on at once? Yes, almost 
immediately. · . . 

· 820. You say Mr. M'Donald, the manager of the Rosebery mine, went through the country and gave 
a favourable repqrt? Yes. . . . . .. . . 

. 821. Is }i"e an engineer? No~ he is a mining manager. He was·selected o,n account of his knowledge 
of the district. . . · , .- . · 

822;· Have you had any surveyor oil. the track? No, I have I).ot. 
823. You know ~'.Ir. Stewart made a railway survey there·? Yes. 

, 824. Do yo_u know why he <lid not continue that survey? No, but I am under the impres·sion that 
the Government" stopped him. . 

825. Y <:JU did not hear that he stoppetl because it was _impossible to go any further in such country? 
No ; I doi1't think that is the case,' Mr. Mackenzie. Here is a letter from l\fr. Stewart, who is now in 
London. In his report he gives the distances-he does not mention w~1y he discontinued, or anything. 

828. I think you say a 3 ft. 6 in. gauge line ·was surveyed from Mole Creek to .Pelion-do you think 
it would be well to carry your railway on the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge to that point? Ye.s. . . 

827. Y 6ti. said you would be willing to have the Bill altered so as to decrease the area of the land 
concessions? Yes. · 

_828. Do you know what the promoters of the other Bill are asking for in land? They are asking 
for 50,000 acres, but it is freehold, I think, and they. offer to pay a royalty" onthe gross output of ore. 

829; Yoti would, I understand, be· willing to submit to a reduction of the water asked for? Yes, if 
we found that what we ask for interferes with the rights of others.. • 

830. ~Voul<l you be willing that the water should be taken only from certain rivers in certain parts of 
the counti-y, and that only a certain quantity should be taken, whether you had 35,000 horse-poirer or not? 
Yes, we should be wiUino- to do _that; but suppose, now, there _,vere 1200 horse-power Qf water in a river, 
you· would give us 6000 l10rse-power for the work at that particular point. It would be no use for us to tuke 
100 head or 50 head, or a quantity on any small scale. . 

831. Yoi:1 would be willing that the point of intake .should be fixed on that scale, although you might 
have to go much fmther for the rest of the water ? Yes. · . 

83'2. And you would be willing that the land to be granted should be taken in rectangular blocks, the 
same as in the case of the Great Westem Railway? Yes, the same·as is granted to the promoters of the 
Great ,v estem line, and not as described by Mr. Back: we never liad any desire to do that. . 

833; If this line were built, do you think it would be of-any benefit to the Government railways? 
Yes ; l think it would mean a large gain to the Govemm3nt railways, as everything that came north 
would pass over their lines. . 

834. You know that another company have a line proposed further west? Yes, I am aware of that. 
. 835. ,v otdd not this line r.ompete with it? . Not to any. grea~ extent. It takes a different route 

altogether. Although we might compete for some distance, we open up a new beh of mineral country 
altogether. . . 

836. B.ti J11r. Simmons . ....:...You have been a colonist for some years past, I beli~ve? I am a native. 
837. And you therefore take an interest in everything· that goes on affecting the interest of the 

~~?~ . - . 
838. You regard a line from Mole Creek to the West Coast as likely to serve the best interests of the 

colony? Yes, I do. · 



39 
(No. 75.) 

,\ , a 

839. Then, if you could get the line constructed for less than you are asking, you would prefer to see 
such an offer accepted? I would rather they accepted mine-understand I am not trying.•to get this 
railway constructed from patriotic motives. If constructed it is in the int!)rests of the country, but I hope 
to make some money out of it as well. · · · · · · 

840. But in the direct interests of the colony you would like to see the line constructed as a colonist, 
and you would like to see it done with as faw concessions, of course, as possible. Suppose anoth~r­
company were willing to construct it on better terms for the colony than you will, _you ·would, as a 
colonist, and putting your own interests out of the question, you would rather see the other company do 
it? I doubt very much whether the other syndicate can con~truct it on the terms of their BilL They 
can't do it on the concessions asked for. We do not want the Government to· do it, because we kno'Y that 
as a railway it would not pay. It is only by erecting ore-reduction works and by buying and selling ore 
that it can be done. · · · ' 

841. But if the colony can get the line constructed on tl.ie terms of the Great Central Company's Bill 
it would better for the colony, of course? Well, yes, the colony would not be giving a"'.ay anything like 
what we ask for. · · · 

842. You proposed to concede something in the way of reduction of the land grants. I presume in 
your negotiations with the English people you have given the!Jl some idea of the proposed co·nc'essions. 
Did they expect you to get those concessions ? They are in hopes that I will. · · · · 

843. Have they indicated to you any minimum that they would accept? No, they hav!l not. 
844. Then, if Parliament were to cut down the rights asked for by one half you are not certain that 

you could float the company? I believe I could, becau_se for this reason;-the West Coast is improving 
in prospects every day, and hat1 improved very much since I asked for these concessions. ·rt is improving 
weekly. · . · · · - , -

845. If you had a less quantity of land than half, could you float the company? ~ don't suppose 1 
could. I don't think they would attempt it. ' · · · 

846. Do I understand you to say that if Parliament offered less than half the concl_)ssions asked for 
you would not attempt to float it? Well, I would submit it to them, and ask if't11ey Vl'.ere prepifred to 
go on. · · 

847. I understood you to say in your evidence that if you got the Bill through, !jOmeb9dy was 
prepared to take it up at once? Yes. -· 

848. Have any minimum concessions, so far as the land is conr.erned, been proposed? No, not that I 
know of 

849. Then, the basis of your negotiations is that you will get these concessions? '.!.'hat was my 
suggestion, and on this they would operate. · . 

850. Y,rn saw the chance of making some money out of it, and ypu worked it out on that basis? I 
have been wanting it for years. · · · · · 

851. You want, separately, coi;i.cessions for floating the company? Yes. 
852. And until the nature of these concessions is known, it is \mcertain whether the company can be 

floated or not? Well, my people are guided by me in all these matters. I believe if the Parliament will 
give me 250,000 .acres ofland, and I recommend it to th.em, that they wou_ld go on with the railway; . 

853. Then, anything less than 250,000 acres would not do ; it would be useless? I don't know that 
it would be useless. · · 

854. Then, until you know for a certainty w.hat you can offer t4em, there is no certainty that the 
work will be undertaken? I won't say thut. If I recommended it they would do it, I believe. 

855. If they got less then, than the 250,000 acres, yo_u think they would not bothe1· about it 7 I 
don't think they would. · . 

856. Now, you told us candidly that your object in taking up th"e matter was to make something for 
yourself? Well, I am not doing it purely on patriotic lines. . · · · 

857. You think if you can benefit the Colony and Robert J. Sadler at the same time, it woul4 be a 
good thing to do? Yes, certainly. · · · · . · · 

858. And I presume you would want a fairly substantial remrmeration for the trot1ble you are taking? 
No, I am always satisfied with a small commission. 

859. Now, suppose some people come to the House and offer to construct a railway without any 
personal remuneration, they could afford to do it with less concessions than you could do it, could they 
not? If they ask nothing out of it, yes; but there are not very many who would do that. The money I 
would get would be a flea-bite so far as I am concerned. 

860. But you want something substantial for yourself? No, not very much. Of course 1 want to 
make a few pounds; but that is a private matter of my own. 

861. Is anybody in this colony, excepting yourself, interested in it? Yes. 
862. Do you object to mention names? Yes. I have capitalists in Tasmania interested with me in 

the matter. 
863. You would rather not mention names? No, I would 1;ather not. 
864. I suppose you have read the Bill of the Great Central Company, have yot1 not? I have not 

read it all through, but I have read the main clauses. 
865. Do you know the particular points of difference between their Bill and your Bill ? Yes. 
866. Assuming that ihe Central promoters can float their company on the concessions asked for, what 

have you to say in regard to the two Bills? I-don't think they can. 
867. If they can, is not the benefit to the country the same? No, I don't think so. My Bill 

proposes the erection of ore-reduction works; and if we do that we shall be able to take the ores from the 
different mines, which will suit the mines and benefit the country as well. Under those conditions, our 
railway would be more benefit to the country than theirs would be. 

868. Then, you propose making a profit out of the ore-reduction works? Of course. That is where 
we shall make our profit. 

869. But you could have the ore-r2d_uction works without the railway? I don't think my people 
would entertain it. 
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870. Would it not be possible for te_n years to take the ore-reduction works without the railway? 
Yes, it might, if we could get it in ten years. 

871. If these people came along and built the railway, that would ass"ist you to have the ore-reduction 
works without the railway? They would have a railway that is not to be worked by electricity. 

872. The promoters of the Central Company ask for a concession of 50,000 acres of land as against 
half a million acres asked for by you. You want electricity, and so the Central Company ask for less; 
also so far as water-rights are concerned. Of the two schemes, don't you think the Central is the most 
beneficial to the Colony? I do, if they can carry it through-which I doubt. 

873. By t!te Cliairman.-Do you think it is possible to construct a line between these two points on 
the concessions asked for. by the Central Company? I think it is a hundred chances to one that they won't 
get it constructed. . 

874. If you thought Parliament would pass their Bill and that they could get the line constructed 
within a reasonable time, would you go on with your Bill? No, I would not, ce1'tainly. 

875. You were asked by Mr. Mackenzie whether Mr. Stewart stopped his st1rvey of the 3 ft. 6 in. 
gauge line at Mount Pelion on account of the difficulties between there and Mount Zeehan: have you 
a communication from Mr. Stewart? Yes, I l1ave. 

876. Has Mr. Stewart made any arrangement with you on the subject? No, not any arrangement at 
present. 

877. Has he made any general arrangement? Yes, he made an offer to assist us. 
878. Has Mr. Stewart offered to make any arrangement with you for the construction of a line 

between Mole Creek and the West Coast? Yes, he lias offered to assist us in London. 
879. Has Mr. Stewart in his correspondence ever referred to insuperable difficulties as existing between 

]\fount Pelion and the West Coast? No, never. 
880. He has never told you that he stopped his survey in consequence of the difficulties between 

Mount Pelion aad the West Coast? No, never. 
881. By Mr. Smith.-Were you present here when Mr. Back gave his evidence, when he said that 

a non-paying syndicate line would be a direct loss to the colony? Yes. 
882. In view of that opinion do you still say that the construction of the Great Central Rail way 

would be more beneficial to the colony than your line? No, I do not. . 
883. Mr. Back said that any line con~tructed on a mere railway scheme would be a loss to the colony. 

If this Central line were constructed without ore-reduction works, do you still say it would be better for the 
colony? No, I think niy own line would be the best. 

884. When you said, in reply to Mr. Simmons, that possibly the Central line would the better for the 
c11lony if they could carry it through, had you in view Mr. Back's answers yesterday as to losing- lines? 
No, I did not think of Mr. Back's answers. 

885. You say your principals are guided by your ad vice? Yes, I think so, by reports I send to them. 
886. If the concessions asked were reduced, and if they commended themselves to yon, you would 

start the survey? Yes, if 1 considered the concessions sufficient and I recommended them to do it, I 
believe they would do so. 

887. :i\{r. Simmons asked you if it would be better for you to have the ore-reduction works if the 
others had the railway? Yes, I think we should have the railway. 

888. When you asked for 490,000 acres of land, you asked for a leasehold? Yes. 
889. And the Central Company ask for a freehold? · Yes. 
890. You are not to take up any land in the Westem Mining Division? Yes, that is so. 
891. The Central Company do not ask in their Bill to restrict themselves so as not to go into the 

'\Vestern Mining Division ? I believe not. · 
892. ·what is the distinction between a freehold grant and perpetual leasehold ?-is there any? Yes, 

our lease is to be for twer.ty-five years. We have the power to ask them to renew; but Pai·liament mill'ht 
come in and might put something in the Bill that would take away some of the special rights we might 
have nuder the leasehold. 

The Committee adjourned until 2·15. 

AFTERNOON SITTING. 

WILLIAM HENRY WALLACE, called and examined. 

893. B;IJ tlte C!tairman.-Y our name ? William Henry Wallace. 
894. You 1·eside at Hobart? Yes. 
81:15. And what are you? I am Acting Secretary for Mines. 
896. As Acting Secretary for Mines, Mr. Wallace, are you acquainted with full in:ormation as to the 

area of land taken up for mining purposes? Yes, I know a great deal of the land taken up, but I can't 
tell voL1 the area. 

0

897. Well, as regards land at Mount Pelion, was any land taken up there prior to Mr. Innes's survey 
being made? Yes. · 

898. Was there much? No, not mucl1,-about 900 acres. 
899. Since l\'Ir. Innes's track was surveyed, in the early part of this year, has there been much 

additional land taken up? About nine additional sections. 
900. What is the total number of sections taken up in that locality? About fifteen. 
901. What would be the area of each section? About 140 acres. 
902. Is tlmt land taken up for working any particular mineral? Yes, coal and shale, and silver, I 

think. 
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903. Are there any copper mines on the route between Mole Creek and Zeehan ?-are there no lands 

taken up on that route ?-have you looked it up? No, I have not. There may be a few sections, but I 
have no present knowledge. 

904. Coming along from Mount Pelion towards the West Coast, what minerals are there ?-is there 
a considerable quantity of land taken up for mineral purposes? Yes, a very large area. 

905. Well, the country is practicable ? · Yes. 
906. To Rosebery? Yes. 
907. And for a considerable distance on the east side of Rosebery too? Yes. 
908. Has there been a large mineral development in that district in the last two years? Yes. 
909. During the last eix months have there been important mines developed, such as the Dora Mine 

and others ? Yes. · 
910. Has your Department been taxed to the utmost to do the work necessary consequent on the 

mineral development of these districts? Yes, I have been at the office every night till between 10 and 11 
o'clock within the last three or four months. 

911. Then mining has been very active all through these large and important districts? Yes. 
912. The district you speak of includes such mines as the Dora, the Cutty Sark, the Tyndall, the 

Hercules Reef, and other promising mines ? Yes. 
913. With all these mines, and all this extensive belt of mineral country, .do you think the country 

would be benefited by -the construction of a railway between Mole Creek and the West Coast? Yes, I 
think so. 

1'he witness ·withdrew. 

CHARLES HENRY GRAN'r, C.E., called and ea,amined. 

914. By tlte Chairman.-Your name is Charles Henry Grant ? Yes. 
915. You reside in Hobart, and you are a Civil Engineer? Yes, I am. 
916. You are also a Member of the Upper House of this Colony? I am. 
917. Were you the Engineer for the construction of the Main Line Railway between Hobart and 

La nnceston ? I was. 
!H8. In what year was that? From 1872 to 1876. 
919. And, after the constrnction of that line, what post did you hold? I was General Manager, &c. 

until the Jear 1890. · 
920. And from 1890? · It then merged into the Government Lines,-being taken over by Government. 

The line was purchased by Government. 
921. Now, you have been living in the colony all these years? Yes, continuously: 
922. And do you know the West Coast well ? Not well. I know Zeehan, Strahan, and Queens town ; 

but I was never overland between Zeehan and Mole Creek. · 
923. Have you had frequent conversations with people who haTe been over the route? Oh yes. I 

take an interest in all that concerns the colony, and I follow up and read all the descriptions that are 
given of it. I have read various reports on the route, including Mr. Innes's survey report. . 

924. And you are competent to form a good general opinion as to the benefit that line would be to 
the colony as a whole ? Yes. I have no doubt if the line were constructed that it would be of benefit 
to the colony. There is 110 doubt when any line of 1·ailway is constructed anywhere it would be of benefit. 
It should not be built with Government money: that would alter the circumstances altogether. · 

925. Do you believe in private syndicates constructing lines of railway, if the Government can't_? 
Undoubtedly I do. I think private syndicates should make the lines. I will go further and say that, in 
my opinion, private companies should own all the rail ways. 

926. Do you think it would have been a good thing for the colony if the Apsley, the Sorell, and a 
number of other lines had been built by private syndicates? Undoubtedly, yes. Take them all through, 
they do not pay interest on capital cost. No doilbt it would have been better if they were worked and 
operated by private companies, with reasonable facilities for the public traffic. 

927. So fong as facilities are given for public traffic and for the carriage of goods, does it make any 
difference to the country whether the lines be Govemment or syndicate lines? Oh, a great deal 
of difference. It would be much more beneficial to the colony, from a financial point-of view, that the 
lines should be paid for by outside capital, rather than the colony investing its own capital at unre­
munerative rates. 

928. Some of the lines have paid interest on the capital. Assuming that, do you consider it would be 
better for the colony that the railways should be owned by private syndicates instead of Government because 
it leads to foreign money being invested in the colony, and if made by Government money the colony has 
to pay the interest? The mon·ey comes from abroad iR any case, tlrnrefore if the lines paid full interest on 
the capital cost, I think it would matter very little whether the colony borrowed the amount, or private 
companies. But they don't as they stand pay a quarter of the interest on the capital invested. I think it 
would have been a g·rand thing for the colony if all our railways had been made by private enterprise, 
provided that reasonable facilities had been secured for all traffic. 

929. In any case the money to build them would come from abroad? Yes, in any case. _ 
930. The difference is this. If the Crown gets the money from abroad it has to pay the interest out 

of its own pocket, but if the money comes from abroad for j>ri vate companies, then the syndicates pay? 
Companies would be the best term to use. It is scarcely 1'ight to use the term syndicates. The syndicate 
is only the initiatory stage of a company. 

931. In any case the money comes from abroad? Yes, undoubtedly. · 
932. And, as the money comes ·from abroad, it woulc.l. be better that private companies should fetch it 

than that the Government should do it? Yes. 
933. We have had the evidence of the General Manager of Railways, and he believes in all railway 

lines.being owned by the Government. Do you believe in his view? No, I never did. I have always 
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held exactly the contrary opinion in regard to nearly all the lines all over Australia, Canada, and the other 
~00~ . . .. 

··934, H·aveyouagoodknowledgeof mostofthelinesintheother colonies? Yes, I have a pretty 
good knowledge of all of them. . 

935. Do you think it would be better if the lines in the colonies all through were owned and worked 
by private companies 1 Very much better I may say. No doubt the Governments are tinde1; disadvantages 
in many respects. A.II the lines of railway" are imposed on to an extent that private companies are ·not. 
Government can't make the best use of the system, as would be the case if the lines·were in the hands of 
private companies. · ' · · 

936. How do you explain that? Well, you all know the facilities which the Governments all over the 
colonies are required to give for free travelling. For instance, we travel all over the colonies on these little 
Parliamentary gold medals, which are not paid for. I consider it is most unreasonable· tµat we should 
travel free from here to the Gulf·of Carpentaria if we like, without payment. 

937. I thought it·was to Members of Parliament only that it•was limited? No doubt this free­
pass system is abused to an extent that would never be allowed on private lines. This .is largely in con:. 
sequence of the railways being Government lineil, and owing to that fact there is more free travelling than 
there otherwise would be. It is fearful on tlie mainland. It is not at all unusual there to find two-thirds 
of a tl'Uin marked " engaged," with perhaps only one person in each carriage. In consequence of this 
you have to run a double amount of rolling-stock. If the lines we1;e in the hands of co~panies· they would 
do their best to make them pay. · · · · 

938. There are other matters also that they would not tolerate if the line was built by a company ? 
Yes, there are bound to be. · · 

939. You think there are so many concessions that they should be in the hands of the Government of 
the day, or of the Minister? No, only the Minister, but the Government of the day all want to have a 
hand in regard to the railways. · 

940. As I understand yon, there would be more people pay if the lines were owned by companies. 
Other people are carried in addition to members· of Parliament free. Is there a large number of dead-
heads? A great many. . · · · 

941. Who are they-besides members-officers of volunteers, and of public and charitable institutions, 
I suppose, chaplains of the Forces arid many others? Yes;" the matter was· refei·red to yesterday in the 
Legislative Council, and it was contended that all public institutions should be allowed the privilege of the 
railways free; it was only a matter of book-keeping, arid that it was wrong they should pay fares. 

· 942. Yes, and if yoU: notice a motion is on the paper in the House of Assembly now, that to celebrate 
the Queen's Jubilee year the State-school teachers should have a free pass for their Christmas holidays? 
Yes, you always meet that kind of thing. 'l'he State-school teachers are always anxious to obtain con-
cessions. · 

943. Would any such concessions be given by a public company? Certainly not. 
944. A. public company would condtict its business on business lines? Certainly ; railways are com­

mercial speculations, and their system s~1ould be to rtm-·on business lines for profit. 
945. If a line like this· were made to the West· Coast by the Government without ore-reduction worke, 

would it be likely to pay on the goods and passenger' traffic? There would not be the rl:lruotest possibility 
of it for many years to· come: · : · · 

946. And if" a coui.pany were to builcl a railway on these lines, ought they to get concessions? 
Undoubtedly. '!'hey would not be likely to do it without. 

947. 'fhe promoter in this case intends going in for ore-reduction works aIJ.d for electric lighting and 
power and other tliings,- a_nd in consideration of his constructing the railway and erecting the works he 
w'ants considerable concessions iri the shape of grants of land and water 1·i_ghts. Do you think if he builds 
such a line and erects· such works, that he ·should get these· concessions? lf the railway be required, that 
is, if there be any excuse for a-railway .from Mole Creek to the West Coast, I think any company corning 
in to build it would be entitled to receive considerable advantages from the colony. 

9-18. If it be required from Mole Cr~ek to Mount Pelion a distance of 47 miles 3 chains, do you know 
that a railway survey-for s·uch a line was made in 1891? I 1·emember something of it. Has it not since 
been traver,;ed by Mr. Innes? · 

949. Not exactly. We are informed he has gone along the hills to find a track. Mr. Stewart's line, 
runs through the valleys at a much lower level. What is your opinion as to what the gauge should be on 
that line? I can't say without further particulars. · • 

950. Supposing the line starts from l\fole Creek and goes to a point on the West Coast, or to a point 
in tr..e Western m:ning division to be fixed by the Minister, and to connect with the Government line in the 
Western division, should the .line be made on the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge from Mole Cre~k as far as it could go, 
so long as it did not entail an enormous expenditure. Should the line be carried on at that gauge till it 
reaches a point which is called the neutral axis point, and from that point should it be made on any other 
gauge. A 3 ft. 6 in. gauge iine right throug·h would be very expensive, and would not be constructed 
excepting at a p1·ohibitive cost? As a principle, it would be well to have any line on the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge 
if you could. I have not seen Mr. Stewart's report, but if you can get an easy track on for about 47 or 
48 miles, if you can get an easy line, then it would be advantageous of course that the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge 
should Le extended for that distance, because in the event of any other part of the line being given up, the 
3 ft. 6 in. line would become a part -0f the Government system, and would ·enhance its value owing to the 
agricultural district that it would pass through. When you get beyond that the character of the line would 
depend on the survey. It would be well to get the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge all through if you could. I don't 
advocate the 2 ft. g'auge if you can get the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge. The one is somewhat of a toy, while the other 
is a substantial raihvay. 

951. Then, you would recommend that the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge shoultl"IJc canied as far as we possibly could 
without going to an enormous expenditure? Yes; it would not be reasonable to ask the company to go 
to an enormous expenditure. Under some circumstances it niight be better to·make the 2 ft. line first of 
all, and afterwards make it a 3 ft. 6 i_n. ~vhen it would be found to pay. 
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952. The gauge of the Deloraine line to Moie Creek i~ 3 ft. 6 in., is it not? Ye~. 
953. And you would continue that as far as you could? Yes, as far as you reasonably could. 
954. If the Colony constructed that line, and did not go in for mining and the reduction of ore, would 

it be possible t,o make .such a line pay? I really could not form an opinion on that . 
. 955. If these other works could be carried on as at present proposed it would be more Ekely to pay 

than if the Government made it and went in for traffic only? 'l'he making this a Government line is a 
preposterous idea. 
. 956. Then you would let a private company make ~t? Certainly I should, and I should be obHged to 
them for making it. 

957. Would you make them go to the expense, first .and foremost, of making a survey? That, of 
course, is the ordinary princi;:ile of commencing the making of a railway in England. In most countrie3 
the Parliamentary bodies won't do anything without a survey is submitted.to them . 

. 958. Is that the practice suitable for Tasmania? Well, the Main Line Company had a preliminary 
survey-that was made for the colony by Messrs. Doyne, Major, and Willet_t. 

959. Have the Great Western Company made a survey for their line? No ; they made no pretence 
of the sort before asking for their Bill. 

960. Have the Emu Bay Company made a 11urvey? Well, it was partly foreign country to them, bu: 
so far as I know there was no survey. . . 

961. Then, the practice in 'l'asmania is that the Bills are passed before a survey is made? There has beer.:. 
iiCarcely enough done to estab1.ish a_ practice, but concessions have been given to companies without a survey. 

962. Well now, you know the country between M aunt Peli on and the West Coast-is that an 
unexplored country? I would not say it is unexplored, but it is a rough country, and very little known. 

l.163. And between Mt. Pelion and Mole Creek-that is a better country? Oh yes, there is a good 
deal of settlement on that line. 

964. Then, if this rail way line were constructed by the promoter to the West Coast on the 3 ft .. 6 in. 
gauge for part of the distance, and on the 2 feet gauge on the other part.of the distance, ho'Y much in the 
way of land concessions would you think it right to give for every mile on the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge ?-how 
much land? Well, the real-question is, how much do they ask? 

965. How much do you ;;hink would be fair in consideration of the promoter making the .Jine ?-do 
yoµ know what the Great Western people got? 490,000 acres, I think it was : you see you, don't know 
the mileage yet. . · . 

966. It was estimated by Mr Russell Young before the Select Committee that it would be about 100 
miles long? I don't know that, but it must be more than 100 miles. Of course the mileage must be 
more .than 100 miles from Glenora to Zeehan. 

967. That is what Mr. Russell Young said. Further on it is stated that they would take the length 
of the line at 100 miles and would nof ask for any grant on account of increased length. They first asked 
for 640,000 acres altogether, but they were cut down to 490,000 acres? That is equal to 4900 acres to the 
mile. . 

968. And what is the gauge ·7. It is the ·3ft. 6in•. gauge as proposed. 
969.· Can yon give us an idea _of the number of acres on the 3ft. 6in. gauge that would be fair for 

making this line. What wou~d be a fair thing to take? VVell, if Parliament has already given 4900 
acres per mile, I suppose that would be fair. P:irliament would not likely be ov.er generous. . 

970. I suppose Pai'liament did what they thought was fair; No doubt. 'There are of course two 
parties to a bargain, and I presume· the other side thought it fair.too. That would be a fair appreciation 
of the proportion of land to the mile of railway. · 

971. Now, if the line were on the 2ft. gauge, what would be a fair number of acres per mile of 
railway? Ordinarily it might be said to be about one half, but looking to your specification in the 
schedule to the Bill, that is, fm a 3ft. 6in. gauge, and you bind yourselves to apply it to a 2ft. gauge line. 
If you apply that specification you should be entitled to a far larger amount of acres than you otherwise 
would. I should say 3000 acres per mile would be proportionately a fair thing for the promoter. 

972. In that estimate, you base it on the very strict specification that the promoter has put down for 
the constrnction of the rail way? Ye~, it is absurdly strict for such a line. 

973. Have you looked tl1rough the Great ·western Company's Bill? I did at the time. The 
specification is similar, but it is for a 3ft. 6in. gauge line, and they purposely made it as strict as it could 
possibly be made. _ 

· 974. Then all the strict conditions laid down by Mr Back for the Great Western Compny's line 
have not been altered here? The only alteration I observe is to alter the figures of the gauge, and leave 
the condiiions as they are. . They are absurdly strict conditions for such a line. 

975. If the railway shoultl be subsequently one of 3ft. 6in. gauge? The specification would, I think, 
be considered unique for a 2 ft. gauge line. -

976. And you think if the promoter builds the railway on such specification as that, he would be 
equitably entitled to a grant of 3000 acres per mile? Yes, taking it rougl1ly, it should be worth 3000 
acres per mile. . 

977. Do yon know that the Great Western Company's Bill was very folly discussed in Pa1·liamen1.: 
it was discussed from every possible point of view, and there was a long stonewalling over the Bill ? Yes, 
I believe so. 

978. And from those circu:nstances do you think that any concessions which Parliament then gave 
should be considered fair ones 33 between the colony and the company, having been so well disccssed and 
thoroughly ventilated? Yes, I think so ; and if the colony get it on the terms of that Bill it -.Yill be a 
fair bargain, I think, between the colony on the one side and the company on the other. 

979. Now· take the water powers. 315,000 brake horse-power is asked for : do you think that fair? 
I would feel inclined to give them anything they askecl for. There is abundance of water power; and I 
think any company should be allowed to take any water they may reasonably demand for actual use. 

The Committee adjourned. 
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EDNESDAY, DECEl\IBER 8, 1897. 

CHARLES HENRY GRANT, C.E., further examined. 

980. By t!te C!tafrman.-Do you think if the promoter of this Bill asked for a grant of 50,000 acres 
of land only, would he have any show of getting capitalists to undertake this line? My individual opir_ion 
is that he would not have the slightest show. 'l'here is nothing in the traffic of the country to warrant the 
construction of the line unless it be heavily subsidised. 

981. And 50,000 acres would not be nearly s.ufficient? No; Oh dear no ! It is an absurdly small 
quantity to ask for. 

982. But if the p1·omoter asked for 4900 acres for every mile of 3 ft. 6 in. railway he construets, and 
3000 acres for every mile of 2 ft. gauge he constructs, do you think that would be a reasonable thing? 
Yes, I think so, if you are to have a land grant railway at all. The specification submitted by this 
Midland Company is an absurd one in every respect. You are offering a great deal more than any 
tramway through such a district should consist of. 

983. You regard the specification as far too stringent? Yes ; I think it might be very much modified. 
The allotment of land proposed I regard to be in reasonable proportion, and that the public will not suffer 
in that respect, but rather gain. 

984. Can you give us any idea as to what extent you would reduce the grant of land if the specifi­
cation were modified? No; I have not looked at it proportionately at all, but only in general terms. 
The specification is not consistent at all with the reasonable character of a line through such a district. 

985. By .ll1r. Maclwnzie.-You are aware of the concessions given to the Emu Bay Company? Yes. 
986. Do you know what they were? I can't carry them in my mind ; the land concessions were 

comparatively small, but the line was constructed under entirely different circumstances ; it runs along a 
known mineral zone which is the backbone of rhe colony, and the temptation to make such a line is 
infinitely greater than if it went through agricultural land. 

987. Do you know the proposed line? Only by repute, and reading the reports. 
988. Does that lead you to speak of agricultural country? The first part of it is an agricultural 

country. 
989. Does it pass through mineral country as well? That is somewhat indefinite as regards the 

report. The principal feature is that it is coal-bearing; that is, as a test, of very little value. I don't think 
anyone would put much money into a railway to find a coal-field. 

990. ls there not a good deal of coal wanted in a mining district?" Undoubtedly. 
991. Would not a market be great for a coal-field if in a reasonable district ? If in a marketable field 

it would be of value; but the value would be comparatively small in a mineral field. 
992. Of course;in granting a large area of ground to a company, you would not suppose all the land 

to be of value? No, very little of it. 
993. Suppose in a 50-acre block you found anotl1er l\Count Lyell or a Bischoff, would that be sufficient 

inducement for making a railway? I can't say. . 
994. Suppose the promoter knows that there is in the land asked for a Mount Lyell or a Bischoff, 

would that be sufficient inducement for him to go on? Practically, no. Good as they were, both Mount 
Lyell and Mount Bischoff took time to develop.- Mount Lyell was ten years before it became of any 
great value, and Mount Bischoff was four 01· five years; and they had a large overdraft before the:1 got 
any return. ' 

995. The development on this line, in t.lie vicinity of the mineral discoveries, is practically as good as 
at Mount Lyell, if we are to believe the reports? I can't say J entirely believe them. You know, and we 
know, that there are good shows there, but they are of poor ore. 

996. You are in favour of syndicates? I am in favour of anyone else building. such lines instead 
.of the colony, in consequence of the unprofitable character of such lines. 

997. You think the colony would not gain if it made the lines, but the public would reap the 
advantage ifmade by a syndicate? Just so, if made by a company. 

998. Supposin_g this line were built in conjunction with the Government railwayll, would it be likely 
to benefit them? Gertainly. The Government railways would, I think, get the most benefit out of it. 
The Mole Creek Line, so for, has never paid expenses ; but, if this line were made, it would probably pay. 

999. The land immediately around Mole Creek is good agricultural land? So I gather from the 
reports. 

1000. Do you know the altitude? No. I gather from Mr. Innes's report that it is gradually rising 
country. 'l'he extreme altitude is not very great. : _..,, 

1001. Do yon ~ather from the reports that there is still agricultural laud open for settlement? Yes, 
I gather that there is good agricultnral land beyond present settlement. . 

1002. B"lj 21fr. Simmons.-What is the gauge of the Emu Bay line? It is 3 ft. 6 in. 
1003. Do yon know much as to the relative expense of constructing railways on the 3 ft. 6 in. and the 

·2 ft. gauges? Yes, I have had experiE_mce of both. 
1004. Do you know whaf the average cost of the construction of a 3 ft. 6 in. gauge line is at the 

present time? Speaking roughly, I should say an average of about £6000 a mile. '.!'hat is a ge:neral 
,estimate. 

1005. Did you hear it reported that Mr. Back has said that he put the average co3t of a 3 ft. t3 in. 
,gauge line from Rosebery to Strahan at about £8400 a mile? Yes, but when speaking of an average of 
.£6000 a mile I referred to the Main Line Railway to base it on. 

1006. Do you know what was the average cost of the Main Line? Well, the cost was £1,050,000: 
divided by 12:!, you might put it at about £9000 per mile roughly. 

1007. And the Sorell line? That is not a difficult line, although thei·e are a lot of bridges. 
1008. That might take £8400 a mile? I should think that would be the extreme. 
1009. You have read the Great Midland Company's Bill, and-know it provides for a gauge of 2- ft.'/ 

Yes. 
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1010. Do you know what was the cost of the North-East Dundas line? Yes, so far on an average it 
varies from £1200 to £3200 a mile. 

1011. I suppose we might take the average at about £2400? Probably so; I can't say exactly. 
1012. Do you know what the gauge of the Great Western Rail way was? Yes, 3 ft. 6 in:, as pro­

posed by the Bill. 
1013. Would it be a fair comparison to take the land grants made to the Western Railway as against 

the land grants of the 2 ft. gauge line of the Great Midland' people-would it be a fair way to get a com­
parison? If it were the same gauge I should think so. I don't know that the conditions would be 
different. · 

1014. Can you give us shortly the relative cost between the construction of a 2 ft. gauge line, su_ch as 
that of the Midland Company, and a railway with a 3 ft. 6 in. gauge-would it cost twice or three times 
as much? I should say it would. cost rather more than twice as much on a reasonable specification. 
A 2 ft. tramway, with a reasonable specificationJ would not cost more than a third less ihan a 3 ft. 6 in. 
gauge line would cost. _ 
· 1015. Suppose the Midland Committee reduced considerably the specification as printed at the end of 
the Bill, the cost· wou;d be abot1t a third less than a 3 ft. 6 in. gauge line? Yes, on a reasonable specifi­
cation the cost of a 2 ft. tramway, in comparison with a well constrncted Government 3 ft. 6 in. gauge line, 
.would be about one 0 third onlv. 

1016. You recollect the ·concessions to be given. In reference to the land, would you not have reg·ard 
to the nature of the country, and the nature of the land tu be given, in deciding the quantity? Certainly. 

1017 . .Assuming that the land along this route is good agricultural land, would not that make a 
difference in yom.- opinion ? . In my opinion it woulJ, but I don't kuow that it would from a public point of 
view. I should value the agriculturnl land more, but the public a1:e often tempted more by the chances of 
mineral land. 

1018. So far as the railway company is concerned, the only question would be the value of the land 
per acre, would it not"? That would depend upon the question of mineral rights. Most companies want 
a royalty on the minerals, so that they may have more than an interest in acreage; they have an interest in 
the royalties. 

1019. Keep to the agricultural land-would it not be better for a company to have concessions of good 
agricul tni-al land-would that not be better than the cliances of the mineral land ? I don't know that it 
would be with the public: on principle I would certainly prefer good· agricultural land, but probably the 
public would prefer the chances of the mineral land. _ 

1020: I understand you to say that a grant of 50,000 acres would not pay the Midland Company to 
constrnct this railway-that they could not float the company on that : would it inake a ditference if the 
50,000 acres were granted where good agricultural land was obtainable?. Undoubtedly it :would; 50,00U 
acres of picked good agricultural land would be a great item. _ 

1021. I suppose you have read both Bills? Yes, generally. _ _ _ _ 
· 1022. Have you considered the Bill of- the Great Central and ·west Coast Railway Co_mpanv 
sufficiently to know the difference in the concessions asked for? I have. · • · • 

1023. The Great Centi-al Company ask for 50,000 acres of_ freehold land, and the Great Midland 
Company want leasehold land to the extent of 490,000 acres. The Midland Company want water rights 
to the extent of 35,000 brake horse-power, and the Central Company to the extent of 15,000 brake horse­
_power. The Central Company offer to pay 2½ per cent. royalty on all minerals raised, while. the Midland 
want to pay the same_ royalty on the net quantity of ore raised. 'l'aking into consideration the fact tlrnt the 
Central Company can make the railway, which would_ be the best for the colony? I should say that the 
Central Company's offer was very mm:h ihe liest. _ _. · 

1024. In considering the amount of the concessions to be given to the companies, Mr. Sadler, who 
promotes the Midland Bill, would naturally expect to r~ceive something substanti;il for himself?" Yes; as 
a rule commercial men are not purely patriots. ' 

1025. The Ceutral Company say that if their Bill is passed by the_ I-louse, that they µesire only to be 
recouped expenses, and will be content with any indirect profit they obtain-under those circmnstances, 
would thev not be able to float their Bill on better terms than Mr. Sadler? I am afraid that involves such 
a complex· prnblem that I would not like to give an opinion. · 

1026. Would not Mr. Sadler require more on flotation if he wanted to get something for himself? 
Naturally he would. 

1027. By 1.lir. Smith.-You say yon have read both Bills? Yes, generally. 
1028. Do you think the concessions in the Central Bill sufficient to iucluce cap_italists to go in to make 

the railway? I don't think for one moment that.they are. · 
_ 1029. 'l'hen it is not a practicable scheme? Not financially. 
1030. Do you think for practical purposes it would make any difference in making the rail way pay if 

local people were in it-would a local company make any difference? I would rnther see a foreign company 
do it. 
_ 1031. You don't think the fact of local residents ha v1n~ a_ large interest would make any difference? 

I don't think so. I think they should save the money to spend in the railway district. 
1032. It is now the understanding that Mr: Sadler's line will be constrncted on a gauge of 3 ft. 6 in., 

at least for part of the route. Would it make any difference in your opiuion of the two lines? The question 
is so dubious I can scarcely say. I understand the Central Company ,,,ants the alternative of making a 

:3· ft. G in. line·, and the other wants the· altcrnati ve to make as much as they want of that gauge,-so much 
on one gauge and so much on the other. 

_ 1033. We now understand that :Mr. Sadler is willing to make his line on the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge as far 
as practicable, and to curry it on, where that is not possible, on the 2 ft. gaug·e? I understand so . 
. : 103-1. Do you think the fact ·of a foreign ~ompany going in for the treatment of ores would be of 

· benefit to the community? _ Yes, I think if a foreign company would -do that it would be a distinct 
recommendation. 
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. 1035. B.1/ t!te Clt[!,frma_,11,-:-Yo,u t~1inl~ .tli_at .the liu~et'. the a~ou~t of foreign capit~l brougl\t in, so 

much the better for the colony ? Yes, within reasona·ble limits and on proper ,grounds. I_ would not .like 
to see the good name of the colony, di~crediteµ by the action of a fore~g11 com,pany, or that we should seek 
for ca_pital, or raise i~ by impro_per practices ; but where these com_pani~s cqme i~ with their eyes oprn, I do 
not see but that it would be foi: the benefit of the country. · 

1036. Suppose tl!a_t one company's Bill is fo,· a railway only, and does not requim so much :-apital, 
and the other company wants :to construct the line, and_ wa_n,ts also. to go in for large ore-reduction works, 
and a much larger capita'l than the first, which woul_d be the best fur the country? I should prefer the 
larger capital and the ore-reduction works. · 

1037. If the Tasnmnian Ce~tral Railway people a,gree to pay a royalty of 2½ per cent. on the gross 
value of all the min~ra'ls raised by them, and if they then take up 50,0UO acres of agricultural land, would 
there be any roy,alty to pay? ~ don't kn_ow whe_ther there woµld, unless they happened to find minerals 

- on ttiei1: ag,ricu\ttiral 'land'. . 
1038. You have been asked about Mr. Sadler wanting to make money out of his schem_e: wou~d that 

lmve any effect on the country, or would the other scheme be better for the country if they got no profit'! 
Have you ever heard of promoters constructing a_ l'\l,ilway from purely pafriotic pqrposes? I can't_ call to 
mind a single instance of the ~ind; nor do I think it would be a wise thing to do. _ 

1039. Now, if the Tasmanian Central people went on to London and fold the cap.italists tliere tb3,t they 
did not want to m_ake any profit out of the scheme, but that they were public ber:efa~tors,' would that be likely 
to induce capita_lists to piit money into it, or would it have_ an opposite e~ect? It might be a recommenda­
tion. with somi: mer;i, who wo_uld argue that they would_ have so mqch more money practically to use. 
In_stead of having to share it wit,h_ Mr. Sadler, they wou_ld ha_ve mqre for themse'lves. , 

1040. W-eU, woul_d it be a recommendation to the s_cheme, 01• would_ it indu_ce the capita'~ists to say that 
it was no good? · I am afraid it would make capitalists very suspicious and doubtful of the bona_ jfries. , 

1041. If the promoters of the Central_ were to take up their whole 50,000 acres in good agricultural 
lan_d, wo.uld tha_t ma~e a di~erence, in yo,ur op~nion: would th~re be any likelihood of the capital ·being 
sn~scri~ed for the constmction of the line. I ask if you thin~ the concessjon of 50,000 acres , would be 
sufficient to induce capitalists to find the money for a 3 ft. 6 in. line? ·No, indeed; howeve1· good the land 
was. 

· .~04~. "\Yh3:t il t?e _llyndicate were going t? const~uct it on a 2 ft .. gauge? It 11;1ight b(l on a reai;on_able 
spec1ficat10n, tha.t 1s, 1f 1t we~e really good agr1cult1,1ral land,. · · 
· 1043. If it were good agricultural land,"should it be in one blo~k, OJ' in patc~es he1:e and there all qver 

the c_oun_try or, all o,~er th_~ line? Well, if ~ had, t~e s.election of it, I shon:ld like to get the river bo_ttoms 
, everywhere. ~f you pick it out 9n th_e hil_ls i_t is rarely of any val_ue. I sho~lr,l s,elect the bottoms mar the 
rivers or streams, · · 
. - . 1044. By J.lfr . . 21:facllenzie._;.,Looking at it from a colonis.ts' point of view, would the colony be injured 
if in time these syndicates found that their lines d_icl no,t, p3:y ? Ih t.l_m,t case if they ceased to w01·k the 
line I' wesume it 'fOUld revert t_o the Crown. · . - . 

1045. Yes, _but would the colony s~ffer? No, I _think it would gain b~ th_e development of- the land. 
In all cases I_ .thmk t)ie Govern~ent_ gam by the op_~nmg up of th~ coun_try m eve~y way, 

104(:,. Is t_here aI1ything 11lse ye>11 wish to say? No, l t.hink not. l don't re~rd either scheme as 
being within ~h,e.}imi1}f of- practical railway coi:is,tru_ctic;m. The.Midland sch~me, l t,hi11-k, 9ffers the greatest 
chance of bavi11:g the milway. If it has to be constructed, I 3:111 of opi1,1,i_on that it should be constructed 
by ~ p1:ivate co~pany r\l,ther 'tha_n the Gov.ernn1eI1t. The, Gov.ernment railways a,re altogether unsatisfactory, 
'financiaHy con_siile1·ed. W·here lin,es a.re being w~r~ed apparently 3,t a si:nall profit, ·no sums are being 
allowed for depreciation which is being continually added to tlw liabilities of the colony. The accounts 
presented do n,o.t repre_sent the loss to the colony_on the working ~f onr railway sys_tem_. . 
· 1047. Do you consider this railway advi~able for th,e purpos~ _of open!ng up-t~e c_ou_I,1tr.y b_etween l\fole 

Creek and the West-Coast? Jfyou can get 1t constructed by foreign capital I thmk 1t 1s \l,av1sable. . 
1048. An,d of_ the two schiimes ,vot\ think the Midland h~s the greatest chance of conl;Jtruct_ii:ig the 

Jine ? Yes, as a fin_an_c.ial sch_11me,._ . . . · . . 

The wi\n_ess wHhdre,w. 

~OW 4-RD ALBERT- CQU,NSEL, ca{led a?id cxa_n~iTJ,ed_._ 

1049. By tlte Clia.irman.-What is your naJDe? )_!:dw;ird Albert Connsel. 
1050. And you are Surveyor-General ::ind Secre_tary fvr Lan"ds? Yes. 
1051. Do you know the character of the country ·between Mole Cre.ek and the West Coast ? Yes, in a 

general way. I have 'been through portions of it, and in positions where I could see the conditions of the 
·aountry. ' . . 
. 105:?. Is the land _b,etween the two poin~s of. th~ line of any V[!,lue to the country at present'? Not in 
oetween Mole Creek district and the mining fields. 

105_3. Is that becam~e it is not opened tip?: Yes, becaris,e there is no means of access to it. 
1054. Would a railway going there in that_ dfrection be of benefit to the Colony in opening 

up the land? Yes, considerable._· It woul<l. bring land which is now practically worthless into usefol 
operation. · ' . · · · 

1055. If concessions of land were granted to the promoter ·for the ·construction of this line, and the 
land were taken in altern:J,te blocks along the railway, ,vould th_e promoter be doing as much b_enf!fi_t to the 
country as to hims_elf? · Well, J could hardly say that", but he ,vould b,mefit ·t1,e country very materially. 
_ . 1056. Do yo~ kn_ow that it has been proposed by M1:, Back or by Mr: M~Cormick that this_ ~ihvay 
between M9le Creek an,d ihe West Coast should be c;:onstmcted on .th'13ft. 6m. gauge as far as prachcabll), 
that is, as far as what is called the mutual point, and when tl1ey reach the point \vhere a 3ft. 'Din. ~au~e 
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line couHl not be constrticted' except at a jJi-oli.ibitive- cost, that tlien. Hie 2ft. g;i.uge should' be cm1structed 
where no ot.hei, line is suitable on- to the West Coast_: wh~t 1Voil.ld you ~ay would be a fair concession in 
t:lte shape, of land grants for a, ljn~ P,artly 3ft. 6in. ana:. pai;tly 2ft. gaug.e? 1 tliink, in tlie _first place, tliat. a. 
2ft. line s~ould not be-constructed through isilcli a lel)gth o( couritry. If it is,iinpraciicable t9 construct the 

. line on.a_ broader gai1ge,.tlien I think the 3ft. 6ii1. shoiild' he consfructed to a point wlier~ the gauge must 
necessarily be changed~ That would. make a difference in the area of. land to be granted; of course. ff the 
country is practicable; J certain!? think nothing less· t~an a 3ft. 6in. line. oti~lit to be constructed. If the· 
area granted as to the two lines is lo be propoi'tiqiial; I shoi1ld tpink foi· the 3ft, ~i.n: . g:rnge ari. area of 
350? _ a~res .pe1· mile _in __ a_~ternate-1.lod{s, woula,- be, fa~r, ~?d for_ tbe 2ft. gauge an a.re:,1 ?f. 2~~~ _acres per mile, _ 
bet"'een a !me di·awn north and south between_ Mole Creek and the. West Coast m1mng_d1v1s10n. _ 

1057. You would prohibit the promote1~s froni taking land· iii tlie Westei·n mining. division? Yes. 
1058. Do you consider the promoters ought to get the concessioii tliat you si.i.ggest for the COlistruction 

of the line, and would that be-fair and-reasonable? I think so, That is,.a foase·of tlie land as suggested 
in the Bill. . . 

1059. Now, i11 regard to the water supplj: You are,a,vare that the promoter asl{s iri the Bill for the 
right to take 35,000 bra:Re0 horse power? Yes. . . _ _ 

]060. Do yo·u know. "·lietlier there is a large water supply along the liiie of route?. Y cs; there is a 
very good water supply i!H:ough all. that counfry.. · . . . . 

lO(i]. Could a grant of so,rnilcli water be al)owed to the proinotei· witl-iout any apprecjable damage to 
the rights of the comrii'irnity ?' Yes, I tliink so, provided-that in rio-instance is more than fifty per cent. of 
the water take11 froni- any stream or watei· ~ourse. . 

1062. Is the rainfall considerable on the West Coast? Yes, throng h all the country to· be t1;a versed. 
1063. '.l'heri. 0 yoti do not consider a grant' of.water sufficient to produce 35,000 brake-horse power 

llll!;easonable r No. . 
1064. Well now, what about .the question of a per-centage 01; i·oyalty on ihe mii1erals raised'. The 

1frorrioter proposes to pay to the Government 2½ per cent. on the net. Do you consider that a: fair royalty 
to pay? I thii1k, so. . 

1065. In ioui· opinion is it faii·er to the promoter to pay. a per-centage 01i the net than on :he: gross? 
It- would be fairer to the promoter on the net. . . . 

106~. And.you r~c9mmend that he pay on ilie net rather than on the g-ross? ); es, . _ .. 
. 1067, Do xou think it. would be more beneficial to the colimy to make· the: promoter pay, on, the net 

1;ather than on the gfr,ss,-would it be likely to discourage minirig. if' people, had to .1'>a:y- royalty where 
they wquld not get any profit? Yes, it might-to some extent; · . .. · 
. 1068. Then, for the purpose of encouraging mining, do you consider it ";ould-Jje better for tlie colony 

that the promoter should pay on- the net rather than on the gross?_ Yes, I think it-is fair to the State.- and 
reasonable to the promoter. I thi~k a pei·-ceutage oD'the, net is. fair. . . _ . . . . . 

. 1069, T.hen; as to the land between .Mole Creel,{ and the Western mining· division, is it of any value at 
tlie present time, ai1d' to what extent 1, .f,... very s1nall extenr of.' it. . _ . .. . , . 

1070. What per-centage of the·Iand do yoti' t1iink is of any value at.the ·present time.? ,I s1.,~u]d.think 
aboiii 5000 acres of it is occnpied by landed' proprietors at the p1·e~ent time. I am not snre0.-:..1 think it 
is something, like that. · . . ... . _ . . 

1071. By JI-fr . .Machenzie.--:--Yo,u•.mean 5000 ~c1'es of agricL1ltm;al la1id'? No, pastoral knd, . ' ' 
. . 1072: Ho,v fat; from Mole Creek, or ho"' far from this Western divisioll where tlie_company is fo-select 
its land-have you,been? Lhave been towards the head of the Mersey, a distance·of about 15 miles; and I 
have been oil the oilier side as fai- as Middlesex P1ains. 

1073 . .t\.nd the.pastoral coµnfr_y woulcl'.be about 5000 acres? ,_,Tliat bas.been occupieti. 
1074. Do yon know the altitude.f Yes, b,etween 2500 and-3000 feet . . . 
1075. Can thaUand be us~d-all the year through ,for pastora.i purpose~;- say iii the winter time? It, is 

merely used foi· cattle at that altitude, but there is nothing that should prevent its being. used for sheep also_ 
1076. In granting this land to the· company, how would you propose to_ give it to them~in· what 

shaped blocks T I should sny in i·ecfai1gular sliaped' blocks, and areRS of 10,000 acres.. . ' 
. 1077 .. 'Then,_ your ide~ of the pastoral and· agricultural lan.d in .. that dist1,ict is yery prnch l~ss than whai: 

tliej' ai·e asking for, about 5000 out oi 56,000 acres?' I don't think it is sufficient for any ,~oncessions. 
I don't thin~ 50,0QO acres. is a sufficient concess.ion, . . . . 
. . 1078. Tli~ Midland .Co1i1pariy are asi-:ing, for 49o;oob ,rlcres, a.ucl yon clan 't thi_11k there ai'e more than 

5000 .aci·es fiiJ<:ir pastoral purposes? I <lon't wa1it tci l!onvey the idea that the 5000 acres- occupied iir the 
only lm1d .. _There js country that might be occupied .besides. _ _ _ .. 

,1079. Wli~t I, want to Know ,is, wh~t. p)istoral'countrv there-is available that you.kriow of? '!'here· 
iii-'e frofri '20,000 io 30,000 acres, i should iliinlf; still' unoccupied: , · . , 

1080. Is there any good country on the western s.iJe beyond the fall of the central pfateati'-? 'i"he1'e is 
some good land, but it is no use for pastoral purposes in its present rough state. ...... . _ , . 

1081. The rn~jority of the country is about 2000 feet, is it not? Yes, Letwee'n · 2000 ant.l 3000 fee'. 
across the phtteau. • 

1082. By 1Jfr. Hall.-You stated that yon thought it would Le Letter for this company to pay royalty 
on the net rather than on the gi•qss.-. Can, you-·1larne any iri'stifnce ·in ~t1y part of the Australian colonie~ 
or any part of the-world where tl1ey pay royalty on ihe net? No, I don't know of any case. I have not 
looked up any case. It is the gene1iaFprirfrip_le0·l• go oh, . _ 
· 1083: Yes,- but-don't 5'.011 thi11lt a diffic'ultiy w.o'tild iit'ise in• ascei·tiiining tlie nef valtie of foe· ci1ie. that 

. would not \!rise if tHey p~id: 011 the gfoss· value=:it w,ould; be- n'ecei<saiJ; for instaniie,: t'o· get· the smelt.in/f 
1;efdr11s' and- tlie· retnrns of sliippii1g chiii·ges. W_otild• it not' he beHe1··fo1: the Govei'i:iment and the Colony tp 
accept a Joker royii)ty on· the g•i:ois i·ath'ej, tl,1au-2t pei· cent; cin the net·? Tlie point you raise· might be· !i. 
difficult one -wei-e the oi·e shipped aivay'. Qf course I doti:?t lodk on it' a:s important sd long as the average 
or per~centilge-iirmade 1\/msortabl~: It ,fonld be ·sbrne·advantage tci the counti·y and the promoters if- the 
per-centage were first regulated-. 
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1084. You are-aware that the Emu Bay Company, formerly known as the War:_itah-Zeehan Company, 
have agreed to pay on the gl'oss 2½ per cent. ? Yes. · 

1085. You are aware that this company or syndicate is app1ying for 490,000 acres of land: -do yott 
think that area is too large in t11at count?·y? Yes, it is rather large; I. think it is_ the same area 1s is 
granted to the Great Western Company, but of. course the cases are not analagous. 'fhe proposals arll on 
tlifferent lines altogetlier. I understand that these questions are generally answered in connection witL the 
proposals in the Bill. That is an important point. 

1086. By 11£1·. Si'.Jnmons.-You say tbe cases are different as bet,veen the Great Western Company and 
the proposals in this Bill. Why? In this case it is proposed to connect a large producing- part of the 
country with a mining centre. That is not the case in the Great Western Bill. This is a better country 
to pass through so far as production is concerned-better in every way. _ 

1087. Is there any diffe1·ence in the cost of the two lines? Yes, this one is shorter than the Great 
Western line, 40 miles shorter, I think. 

1088. Do you know the gauge of the Great Western Company? Yes, 3 feet (3 inches. 
1089. And of this one? Two feet, according to the Bill. 
1090. And do you think this a !in~ passing through a better class of country? Yes. 
lO!Jl. Do you know the country personally? I have been through a great deal of it. 
1092. Do you know what the gauge of the Emu Bay line is? Yes 3 feet 6 inches. 
1093. 'What concessions did they obtain, I mean what land? 3840 acres. 
1094. For what length of line? I suppose about 45 miles. That is what is estimated. 
1095. You have read, I suppose, the Tasmanian Great Central Bill now before the Honse? Yes. 
1096. And you have noticed the chief distinctions between the two lines? Yes, I think so. 
1097. Well, assuming that company can raise the capital to construct the line without difficulty, which 

of the two proposals would be the most favourable for the colony? I think the Central, if it can be done. 
1098. 'l'ha t would be the most beneficial for the colony? Yes, because it is to be constructed at a 

very much lower rate to the country. I don't waut to enter into expert conditions as to the construction 
of the line~, but there can be no question :is to which is the lower rate in point of concessions askec:'. for. 

1099. By the Chairman.-You said a few minu/es ago that you did not think 50,000 acres would 
be sufficient concession to float a corn pany upon ? Yes. - · 

llUO. Do you think it is practicable to get capitalists to put their capital into the construction of a 
railway from Mole Creek to the West Coast for a concession of 50,000 acres? No, I don't think so. 

1101. But you say if the Centrnl people can construct their line it wonltl be the most beneficial for the 
country? Yes, because it will be the least costly. · 

1102. Ent.you don't think it is nracticable? l don't think the concession sufficient for a line -of such 
magnitude. · ' 

1103. You think a fair conces,,ion is :-3500 acres per mile for a line of 3ft. Gin. gauge, and 2500 acres 
for every mile constrncted on the other gauge'/ Yes. 

1104. The line from vVaratah to Zeehan, they got 3840 acres for 45 miles of rail way, I believe. 
'iVhat kintl of country is that? It is mineral country nearly all the way. 

1105. :Mr. Back told us that when you leave Waratah you enter into the richest pa1·t of thsi whole 
colony for mineral country. Is that so ? Yes. < 

l l0fi. Then the land as granted, if that land passes through such well known and good mineral 
country, is land that would be much more valuable than a grant of country that is not known? Very 
much more valuable. 

l 107. Do you consider the grant of 3840 acres to ~he Emu Bay Company a reasonable one? Yes. 
1108. From the nature of the country pussed through? That is my opinion. 
110!:I. Is there anything else you wish to add? No, I tlon't think there is. In regard to the principle 

of constructing- these railways, I thi11k that in all cases a sm·vey should be prnduced, so that the country 
should see and the Par·liament should know where the line is, before any Bill is finally passed. 

11 l 0. Has that ever been done in Tasmania ? . No. 
1111.-By JJir. Smitli.-Was it not done in the case of the Main line? Yes, but that wa.3 q·.1ite 

different, there were no concessio11s. 
1112. Was it not done in the case of the Mount Lyell? Where there are concessions the survey 

should show where they are and where the land to be granted is. 
1113. By l11r. Ha(l.-In reference to the gauge of· these lines, y"ou are aware that the Emu Bay 

Company are constructing their line on the standard gauge of 3 fr. 6 in.; the Strahan line is the same, and 
all the lines except the tramway : in view of these facts do yon think it would be wise for this company to 
be confined to a gauge of 2 feet or 2 feet 6 inches, or anything under the standard gauge ?-you see they "·ill 
junction with a standard line at Mole Creek? I think the gauge should be uniform with the Government 
line, certainl_v at that end of it. ' 

1114. That is the standard gauge_ for all Tasmanian lines? Yes. 
The witness withdrew. 

ARTHUR HINMAN, called and examined. 

1115. B1J 1rir. Simmons.-vVhat is your name? Artlrnr l-Iinman. 
1116. Y~n are a merchant, and reside in Launceston, and you are also one of the prov.isional directors 

©f the company promoting the Tasmanian Central and West Coast Railway Bill? Ye~. 
1117. Are vou acquainted with the Bill now before the Committee promoted hy ]\fr. Sadler and 

known as the Gi·eat Midland and West Coast Railway Bill-I mean the provisions of it? Yes. 
1118. And also with the provisions of the Bill put forward by your own company? Yes. 
1110. Now, in ani ving at the (•oncessions inserted in the Central Company's Bill, I believe that was 

a matter which received very careful consideration from the directors? Yes. 
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1120. And did vou come to the conclusion that the concessions inserted in the. Bill were ample in 

order to .enable you to construct tlie line? It was considered advisable·to ask for as little as we· thought. 
consistent with our ability to ,Jonstruct the line; that was the minimum fixed on, and all the directors wei'e 
present. Stich of them that I have spoken to since are satisfied that these concessions are sufficiently large 
to enable the work to be done. . 

1121. And you are confident'that on these concessions you can get the necessary capital to ·construct 
the line~ Yes. · 

1122. Do vou know- a Mr. G. S. Potter? I have met him several times. 
1123. Doe·s he represent English capital? He has always been introduced to me as representing 

English capital. · · 
l 124. Do you remember being present at a meeting of directors at which he w~s pr~sent? Yes. . 
1125. Can you say how he came to be there? I understand he expressed a wish, m the event of tlus 

application to Parliament being successful, to have a hand in the flotation- of the company in England. · 
1126. Did he express any opinion with regard to the concessions in your Bill-the concessions you are 

asking for? Yes; he said h~ thought they were sufficient. He was told that the directors and their 
friends would in all probability be prepared to take up a portion of the capital of the company in shares. 
He expressed himself as very coufident indeed that if they <lid that, taking it in connection with the con­
cessions asked for, he could float the company. 

1127. Well, apart from Mr. Potter altogether, are the directors confident that they will be able to 
obtain the necessary capital on the Bill? Yes. · 

1128. Right apart from )1r. Potter entirely? Yes ; they are confident that they will· he able to 
obtain the capital. · 

1129. Can you say whether there is a generally expressed desire in the north of the Island by various 
.parties to subscribe some of the capital for this venture? I believe so. As late as yesterday I met a very" 
influential man who· is a sharehol<ler, and he said he would.be prepared to considerably increase the amount 
he has in it ifthe Bill passed. · 

· 1130. Then, assuming that you get your Bill, and assuming that the line will cost £200,000, can you 
give us auy idea as to what amc,unt, from the information you have, wciuld be subscribed locally? It was 
stated at the meeting that probably from £40,000 to £50,000 would be obtained locally. 

1131. Are you personally in communication with any English capitalist? Do you mean in• reference 
to tl1is matter? 

1132. In reference to Tasmanian matters generally? Yes. 
1133. A man who has a substantial interest in the Colony now? Yes, he has. 
1134. Can yon say whethe;• he is, in regard to business matters of this kind, liable to be gttided by 

yoor~v~e? Y~. · · 
1135. Assuming that he undertook the matter, do you think he would have any difficulty in financing 

it? Not in the way you put the question, certainly not. · 
1136. Would he in such a matter be liable to be guided by your advice? I think considerably. 
1137. In your opinion are the concessions asked_ for in the Central Company's Bill very reasonable? 

I think so. -
1138. Then. you -would be prepared to recommend him to take up the matter? Yes; I would be 

prepared t_o recommend him to do so.· _ 
· 1139. You know that the Emu Bay Company was floated lately? Yes. 

1140. You saw the prospectus, I suppose? Yes. 
1141. You know_ that they got a small land grant of 3840 acres ? Yes. 
1142. Was there any difficulty in floating their company? It appears not. 
1143. Did not the promoters receive a large amount of shares in-the flotation?· It looks so. From 

the prospectus it appears that £100,000 worth of shares was given away to some of them. · 
1144, With regard to the prospects of this line paying, apart from the concessions, is there anything 

along the line of route that indu,Jes you to think that a profitable thing will be done in the carriage of 
freight ? Yes; recent discoveries of coal and copper have been made ; there is a large outlet for coal at 
the West Coast, w_hich means a la::'ge amount of freightage, which, from what I can learn, would, I think, 
come beyond our expectations. · · 

1145. Has the land been taken up for coal? Yes, I know of 880 acres havirig been taken up ; there 
mav be more. ' 

· 1146. HaYe you had an opportunity of examining the coal ? Yes, and I gave evidence on that point 
at Launceston, before the Select Committee on the Central Co.'s Bill. · · 

1147. Then you_ have had an opportunity of examining the coal : is it good coking coal? I _have 
seen what appeared to be good coke made from it. · 

1148. Then, should that turn out a great success, it would help the railway ? Most decidedly. 
1149. You kuow a good deal of the country about Mole Creek? Not very much. 
n5o. Is it good agricultural and pastoral country ? It looks to be. I have been to Mole Creek. It 

looks good agricultural country about there. 
1151. Putting it shortly, Mr. Hinman, having given this matter careful consideration, and reckoned the 

prospects from the fact of important discoverie·s having been made along the line of route, and the practical 
matter of the coal discovery, your directors are of opinion that the concessions asked for in the Central 
Bill are very reasonable, and amply sufficient to enable you to get what capital you require? We_believe, 
with the terminal traffic at either end, and the local developments on the route, that we may regard the 
concessions as more of a speculative nature. We believe that there is sufficient inducement· in- connection 
with the concessions and the prospects of the line, especially as we propose to subscribe a certain amount . 
of the capital of th'e rail w·ay compan:, in the district. \-Ve believe that we shall have no difficulty in getting 
the balance of the capital in London. · 

1152. The coll!pany you represent at the present time is then only a preliminary company to enable 
you to get these rights ? Yes. '\-vhen this company have acquired the rights we seek, there- are a 
number of gentlemen who are prepared to take up a much larger interest than they have at present. 
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115_3. By tltc Chafrnian'.-When• was the first meeting held of the, provisional directors? I c::.n'L 
quite tell yqu.. 

ll54. Was it before or after? 
I think I do. 

:bo you reri1erriber wlien. Mr. Sadier's advertisement apprared? 

llp5. Did it appear before yours? I think so, That is well known. 
1156. How long before-Mr. Sadler's petition to Parliament also was sent in· a consit!erable time 

before yours, was it not? I really don't know, ,. . 
1157. Is yo,ur company-the Central and \Ye~t Coast Railway Company-is it conneeted with the 

Launceston and West Coast Direct Route Association-are they not both the same body? There were 
a number of members connected-with one as with the other. 

115.8. Is your company the same body under another name, or are they totally distinct bodies? In so 
far as I_ know, it is_ a different body. Many of the dirnctors of the association are also provisional directors 
of the_ Central Coippany. . 

1159. Then, the Direct Route_ Association_ are ~imply going for the track? As for as I know. 
1160. The_n,_ it was not unti_l after Mr. Sadl_er's it_d vertisement appeared that the Central and _West Coast 

Company's. people niet? No ; but before Mr. Sadler's adver,tisement appeared, a ci1·cular had been sent 
to a number of per~ons by Messrs. Hedley Button and F; Hales_ calling a meeting to consider the matter. 

116J. A_nd were any meetings held or qiinutes kept of that? I don't know, I was not present. 
1162. Were you present at any meeting? Yes, several;, but I was, not present at one meetirg at 

which a very large number of the_ promoters were present . 
1163. Now, I see you have formed a limi'ted liability company with a capital of _.£5000 in- 5000 

shares of 2.~. 6d. each payable on application : now. how many. of those shares were taken up? l
0 

uon't 
know exactly. I know there :in11st be something. close on. four thousand. taken up. 

1164. You h_av.e had canvassers.out trying to dispose of these shares, havn't you.? I have not been 
out personally. It is not my business. I can't say. 

1165. Has Mr. Archer b_~en canvassiµg in the connt1,y district~,, and Mr. Hedley Button in Laun­
ceston : j•ou, are a prov_isional direqtor, you kiiow? Yes, but I have. not attended the meetings. I know 
as to Mr. Button, but I. don't know as fo Mr. Archer. 

l should think. abo_nt a daJ' or a day nnd ·a half. 
taken up as a provisional director? I don'.t 

1166. How long was Mr. Hed!ily Button canvassing? 
1167. Do you object to say how inany shares you have 

see why I should, unless it is necessary. 
1168. Yon know you come before, us as a. provisional directo1: of this company, am1 you sny that yon 

want to do this for patriotic pur.poses? Excuse me, I have_8aid nothing, of the kind. . 
1169. But to build this railway for the public benefit would be patriotic, wouldn't it? I ne\'er said 

we wep~ going to_ build the railway for patriotic pnrpos,es. . . 
1170. Then, do you, as the Tasmanian Central and Wes.t Coast.Railway Company, Limitet!, want to 

make something o~t of it? Put yqur question, a- little m9re, clearl~•; please, and I will. tell. yon what we 
want. · . . . 

1171. Do the Central and' ·west Coast Railway Company, Limite<l, w:rnt to make something out 
of this for th,ems_elves,? T.heir premier obj~ct_is to,get.a railway through to. Zeehan ; they.don't want to 
make any pll1nder. . . 

1172. Yon should not use, that term : so far as. plunde!'. is co.ncerned,. :Mr. Sadle1, does. not want any 
either? Well, it is a term usirnlly applied. . 

1173. Well now, does the Central and.W:est Coast. Railway Company,. :Eimiteu, want to make any 
money out of this thing for themselves?_ So far as_ the flotation,goes,. they do not.. . . 

1174. Dq_they want to ma_ke anything out of.it fqr themselves.? No; not so far as the flotation is 
concerned. · . 
. 1175. Then, if yo_u_don.'t want to-make anything out of this company you.are forming; some of your 

'people: told us a,t Laun,ceston how many shares they held..,...have you any objection to- say how ma 11:, shares 
you hold_? Yes, I ol:lject, l,ecft\1~e. y.on: draw. very ii1direct. inforences. 

1176. Do vou hold more than five. shares ? Yes. 
1177. :M:~;.e than tEin? Yes. · 
1178. rwe_nty? Y cs-1 feel that l- ought no.t to_ be called., on ,to answe1; further .. 
1179. Do you hold twenty-five shares? The witness did not reply. 
1180. If yo.n. d,m't hold more than twenty-five shares yo\t have·paid twenty-five half-crowns-yon sec 

,vhy I ask you? 

(Witness appealed to M1\ Simmons, who. said he. saw. no reason, why he. should answc1· the 
question.) 

fVitness.--lf the Committee-Mm_t me-to answe1', l ,vill ans\,·cr. 
1181. The, reason __ I, ask. the q nestioh. is,. that, you coIIie bcfo_i·e us here representi11g; that you arc 

generous, and doing this for the public good? I do not : I com.c. here as· a proyisional directo1· of the 
corn pany, _an~. I am here to say w)1~ther in _my opinion th_e terms _asked- for al'e. sufficient. . 
· · 1182:_ Yon ate a provisi_onaJ: directoi·, and· you c9me: liere. and _say that.you. w:mt to Ui1ild tl1i:; raihrny 
for tlie public good; It would be_ intei·estingw kno1\" if you hold mo.1:e thim twenty-fiO\;e sliures, or. if ~•on 
have paid. n:ioi'e than £3' and half' a cr9wil ; but if you, have any o_bj~ction to _answer the qtiestion I won't 
press it? Witness did not answer. 

(lVIr. c:. J .. Mackenzi~ here remarked_.that. this was not.a fair question, .and so tlie matter drop1jed.) 
1183, Now, when your Centi,al Bi_ll was-di:awn had yoii Mr. Sa<llci''s Bill before ytmr Ccmrnittec? 

I don't know. · 
1184. Was Mr. Sadler's Bill in· print and circulated before you had decided whaL coi1ce8sions· to ask 

for? I was, p1'.esem aU!ie meeting when. the concessi01is.were decided on;. and I liud: no· knowledge of the 
Bill then. · 

Jl85; How.many. meetings,lmve: been held· since th,e Bill was framed? There l11ve been a few 
emergency meetings,-! don't know if you would call them directors' meetini;S, • 
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1186._ How many meetings? About ha,lfca-dozell. 
1187. And they were all meetings held by these promoters and by this company? Yes, bu~ ·this is 

not ~he company that-is going to build tl~e railway. 
1188. No, I know that. You call your~elves promoters? Yes; the compan,y is_in -promoters' shares. 
118\}. Then you ask the shareholdei·s to bear all the expenses ofgetting this Bill through Parliament? 

Yes. 
1190. Then, when the B.ill is .got through Parliament, yon ·are going- to f\oat it in England-you 

promise to 'float in England? I premise so. I should like to explain what I said regarding my associa,­
tion with a,u English capitalist._ I have never mentioned the fact at all at ll,llY meeting of the directors ; I 
would not do so until I had something to act upon. I intend ·to approach them when the Bill is through 
Parliament. 
· · 1191. Then the company, if it can get the Bill through Parliament, is going to try and fl.oi,tt it in 

England? Ye.s. . 
1192. Then, in trying to float it, would the company try to make any profit for themselvel!?. The 

intention, is that the promoters should not a,sk to make any profit from the flotation_ of the scheme. __ 
1193. So that a man ,purchasing-shares in the Central and West Coast Company, Limited, would be 

incurring all the risk and would get no direcL profit from the flotation of the company? No. He would 
get the equivalent of his shares in this company in the new co11;1pany-,an additional interest._ If this 
compa-ny expended £10,000 or £20,000 in seeking to get this Bill thrnngh, and in .preliminary work, they 
would h~ve the rightto get it qack again. 

1194. Then they would ge~ it repa,id from the q10ney paid into the new company ? The intention i_~ 
not to receive any repay~ent for it other than shares or money. _ 

1195. Then if you stipulate for .getting so many shares in the new corn,pany-,perhaps a large number~ 
tbat would not be an eqtiivalent?: 'rha~ wotild be more than an equivalent._ 

1196. Does this company intend to get anything out of the flotation ? The intention of the directors, 
and I Iwve heard it repeatedly expressed, is that they. don'L al'!k for anythin,~ bnt out-of-pocket expenses. 
_ 1197. Then, it is a fact that a_ person subsci·ibing for •shares .in this con1pany, the Centrai_ and West 
Coast ]:i.ailway Company, Limited, would have no benefit what.ever from the flot!!,tion of the coµipany in 
England, exce,pti_ng the indirect benefit .of having the railway ; he wou-ld only get the money back that he 
paid for his shares? Yes, he would get his money .back: and no more._ · . 

1198. Then, he would not be entitled to any shares, but would only get bis money back-he would 
get tl_-ia,t, no less and no more; i'f he wants to become a shareholde~ in the iie,v company he would h~ve to 
apply for shares like other people? Yes, lie would have to apply for shares. , 

1199. Who is Mr. Potter? I ~a,id just now that he was intro.ducod to TI)e as the representative QJ 
English capitalists. _ _ _ _ _ 

1200. How long have yo.q known M:1:. Potte,:? I know vei:y little_ of him. 
1201. Y_ou say he was introduced to you as thn r.epresen,tative of EP.-glish ca_pital? Yes. I ha.ve Leen 

given to understand, that he is heJ,"e ii:i connection wit,h t,he Ta"manian Explor!!,tion Company and others 
,vi10 have expended a large amount of money in the ~athinna dist1:ict. _ _ _ · . 

1202. Then, so far as the directors are concemed, they have the authority of Mr, !?otter that he caa 
float the line ? Yes. · 

1203. Have you had correspondence with ~ny English capitaiists concerning this· company? I 
have heard of none. 

· 1204. Then, at th_e p1:esent time the dii·ecto_rs ha".e made no arrangements "ihatever for providing the 
money? I don't know ; so far as I know I have told you. I have an intention myself of approaching 
the directors when I have something to act upon._ It is no use until the Bill is passed approaching 
anybody. _ _ 

120,5._ I see you are going to. Rosebery by the prospectus, antl you say the Jin~ will cost £200,000? 
I did not say so ; l\f r. Simmons made that remark. 

1206. But your company intend buikHng the line to. Rosebery? Yes. 
1207. You say you are in communication with Euglish capitalists in connection with Tasmanian 

ven.tures generally : are you i_n_ communica t_ion wit~ English capi_talists as to. this rail way?_ N:o. 
1208. Yot1_ say you are in rQJnmunication with an English capitalist who. would be. guid_ed in these 

matters by your advice. Have you had communication with tha~ capitalist about this_ railway? No.· 
1209._ You say ~1e is likely to be guided in these matters l?y. yom: advice: have you had any 

communication in regard to railways? No; you are playing on words., _ 
12}9. Then, as to whether he would be likely to be guided by your advice or not, in this case you can't 

say defini_tely._ · You see it i~ a subject which you have had no corrnnunication with him upon? .I s_aid 
that in matters of this kind, that is, speculative companies, he is likely to be- guided by my advice. lie has 
t_okl me that in his letters. 

Committee adjourned until 2·15 P.M. 

AFTERNOON SITTING. 

ARTH"Q"R HINMAN, f~rther examined. 

1211. By the Chairman.-! think you said that the shareholders in the Tasmanian Central and West 
Coast Railway Company would on flotation get repaid for what they may have expended, either i_n money 
or shares ? Yes, I believe that is the intention. · · · 

1212. They will either get 1:epaitl a]] they have expended in money, or they will get paid-up shar_es m 
the company to be floated in England? Really that has not been disct1s·~ed. It would be premature to 
discuss it until we know whether the company will get the rights asked for._ 
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1213. And the directors reserve that for themselves to decide afterwards? I presume so-who else is 

t·o decide? 
1214. And they reserve the right to make that one of' the terms of the flotation. Jn consideration 

of the money expended out of 'their pockets, they will be entitled to a certain number of paid-up shares, 
I presume, in the 1~ew company ? The point has not been discussed. You are putting it on a hypothetical 
basis. I could only gi,•e you my opinion as a provisional director. 

1215. Nothing has been decided? Nothing except what I 'have told you, if you desire to make 
anything out of that. 

1216. Have they come to any resolution to tliat effect-is it on the minutes? I don't know if any 
formal resolution is passed, but I l1ave heard it said by every member. 

1217. That they don't want_ to make anything out of it. Is it, you say, a local company? As far as 
-I know. · 

1218. Don't you see if the_v make it one of the terms for the flotation· of the company in England 
that the. shareholders in the Central and West Coast Railway Company shall get a certain number of 
shares in the company floated in England, they would have a right to insist on that, and there would be 
nothing to prevent them doing it? They would not go beyond what they agreed to for it. 

1219. But. I understood they were to be paid either in money or in shares? That would only be that 
they would get their money back again. 

1220. If it was in shares, how could you say that would be a 1·etum of their money? It would be the 
equivalent for thei1· money, and if they were to subsc1-ibe for shares to the amount of £30,000 01· £50,000 
additional in the company, that would be a pretty clear proof that they had confidence in the venture. 

_1221. Yo_u 8ay there are 4000 shares taken up to get the Bill through Parliament? Yes. 
1222. And on those.4000 shares 2.~. 6d. each has been paid? Yes. 
1223. On each of these shares 2s. 6d. has been paid,-tliat would be i!Omething like £500 assuoing 

that were it? Yes. · . ' · · · 
· · 1224. That i~, £500 has been contributed now by the public to pay the expenses of getting the Bill 
through the. House. Now then, you say that the shareholders in this company, in the local company, are 
to be repaid and to get back their money from the. company to be floated in England either''in money or in 
shares? The case is probably different from the Midland Co., and the present directors may if they like 
_spend £20,000 or £30,000 before approaching England at all. 

1225. Where would they get it? From the extension of the company. 
1226. Then you- say-that when they get the Bill, they may float another company for tlie purpoEe of 

making surveys and so on? That is probable. 
· · 1227. Yo1.fhave no idea whatever what will be done? No, except that I am pretty confident that the 
amount of money necessary will _be got whenever the Bill has passed the Parliament. · 

1228. There is not_hing in your regulations, or in any i·esolution resolved on by your directors, to 
-prevent this company when it goes to England, and when getting the money to builJ the railway, from 
making a stipulation that they will get the money to repay what they have spent? I tell you the 1,;pirit ofthr:i 
company is that they don't want to make anything out of it. · 

1229. Have they any resolution to that effect? I could not say. 
J 230. You have. µot heard it discussed _at meetings? . No. 
1231. 'l'hen, so far as you know they may make this one of their conditions?' 
1232. Then the thing is in a very uncertain condition at the present time, excepting that they waut to 

·p;et their Bill thl'ough· Parliament? Yes; how could we approach people, for instance, as to capital, 
unless we get the Bill through? . . , 

1233. Then you have no contract or arrangements with anyone for finding the money if you (1o 
get the Bill through? Not so far as I know at present. ·· 

1:234. The sharnholders in this company may get an interest i.n shares iu the new company? They 
may. 

. 12:35. Then yoi1 can't say what they will do when they get the Bill through ·Purliament? Their 
·chief object will Le to get the railway through as fast as possible. . 

1236.- And tlierc is no resolution on the minutes that would prevent thein from changing their minds? 
,No·; the thing is in an embryo stage, but success would be rncmed by getting the Bill through. . 

1237. Oh, it is in an embryo stage? Yes; so is your~. ' 
1238. I don't wish you to discuss the other one at present. So it is in an embryo stage? Of course it 

1s; there is no occasion to ask that. 
1239. Have you made any calculation as to the probability of 2½ per cent. on the gross· output of 

minerals-heing s'ufficicnt to pay you-you propose to pay the government 2l per cent. royalty on the 
gross? Yes, that is one of the conditions of the Bill. 

1240. Have you had any calculations made as to the probable outcome of that? How could anyLody 
make anv such calculations. . 

124i. Then you have ma,le no calculatious? No. 
1242. You know the Mount Bischoff Company? Yes. 
1243. Do you know that it took four or five years before they got anything to pay? Oh yes. 
1244. _,vould it have paid tliem to have paid 2½ per cent. royalty to the Government 011 the grn~s 

output of minerals during that time, do you think? I can't say that . 
. 1245. Do you know whether the Mount Bischoff Company could -have paid 2·h per cent. on the gr:iss 

output? No. I have no data to go on. · 
1246. And so yon ·say you know nothing about it, and your directors had no data to enable them to 

say or uot? No, nor anybody else. · 
1247. Then you made this proposal without having any data to go upon? I did• not formulate this 

proposal ; and I was not present when any data was considered: I 'ivas only present when it was agreed as 
zo the concessions to be asked fo1;. -
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1248. Then, so far as you know, the proposal to pay 2½ per cent. on the gross had no data to go on? 
They had, I presume, the same data as anybody else in making such a calculation. · 

1249. I ask, so far as your knowledge goes, had your directors any data as to what other companies 
wouid have done as to paying 2k per cent. on the gross ? I don't know. 

· 1250. So far as you know, had they any data to go on? I don't know. 
1251. In this Central and West Coast Railway Bill you propose that the land to be 11:ranted ~hould 

be freehold of 50,000 acres? Yes, I believe it is freehold that is asked for in the Bill. 
1252. Un.der the Bill, can you take the land in the Western Mining Division if you like, or are you 

excluded from doing that? I don't know. · 
1253. Then you don't know what the proposal in your Bill on that point is? I don't know anything 

about it, except that we apply for 50,000 acres of land. . 
1254. If I tell you that your Bill does not propose to exclude you from selecting your land in the 

Western Mining Division, what then? If you were taking up mineral land, would you not rather take it 
in such a well known mineral district as the West Coast than in a district that was not so well known ? I 
should send out prospectors before selecting to decide the point, to try and know ·whether there was 
anything in the land or not. 

1255. But in the Western Mining Division you would be more likely to tlnd something rich than 
round· about Mount Pelion? Not so far as I know. I think about East and West Mount Pelion, 
where the coal deposits lie, would be the most likely place to fincl something good. - . 

1256. Has anything been found there except coal? Yes, copper. I am in touch with the mining 
manager, Mr. Furmage, and also with Messrs. Aylett, Parsons, and Teesdale, who_ know the country. 

1257. Have you any idea as to the quantity of water wanted to work the railway: what does your 
Bill ask for ? 15,000 brake horse-power. _ · 

1258. Have you any idea whether that is enough or not? No; I don't know anything about the 
technicalities of it at all. 

1259. Are any of yonr directors experienced in that or not? I can't an_swer. I don't know. 
1260. Then you don't know whether 15,000 brake horse-power is needed ? No. 
1261. You are ·asking for 15,000 brake horse-power when apparently you don't know whether it is 

enough or not? Yes. 
1262. Has any technical evidence. been laid before the provisional directors to show that 15,000. brake 

horse-power is enough for your purposes? My attention has not been given to the matter. I was present, 
but I don't remember. 

1263. Was there any technical evidence before them at all? No; I don't think so. 
1264. Then no technical evidence was put. before your Jiret:tors? I don't know. Several of them 

may know more about that than I <lo. 
1265. By Mr . .1l1ackenzie.-Have you been on the route at all? ·No. 
1266., How far west of Chudleigh have you been? Only to Mole Creek. 

· 1267. Have yon been on the west side of the route at all? Only to Mr. Field's station at Middlesex 
Plains. 

1268. Have you any evidence as to the country? 1_ have been told by Mr. Innes, Mr. Ed. Innes, 
Mr. Aylett, and Mr. Parsons. . . . 

1269. Has your company had any expert report upon the country where you want to carry this 
railway? They have had Mr. Innes's reports furnished to the Direct Route Association. 

1270. You think that report is sufficient to justify you in building a railway through that country­
is it encouraging? It is sufficiently encouraging to induce us to a~k to get a Bill through Parliament. 

1271. Do you know any of the country to the west of Mole Creek? Yes, I have travelled about the 
country _a great deal, especially through the Western district. I have been as far. as Middlesex Plainfl on 
the south, and as far as Stanley on the west. 

1272. That is all a good producing country? Splendid. . 
1273. It would bi) an advantage, would it not, to have a railway from Mole_ Creek to the Western 

districts? Yes, I think from Devon port on the west side, Scottsdale to St. Mary's on the east side, and 
Campbell Town on the south side, all these portions of the colony would be immediately brought into 

-communication with markets if a line of railway existed between Mole Cr~ek and the West Coast. Take 
Devonport on the west, the whole of the Eastern districts and as far as ~ampbell Town in the Southern 
portion of the Island, all would be served by such a Jin!), as it would serve as a direct means of communi-
cation with the mineral fields in the west. · 

1274. Would this railway be of any benefit to the Government Railways? Yes, it woul<l be a large 
feeder to the Government railwavs, nnd of course to the :Mole Creek line. 

1275. Do yon know anythi~g abo11t the altitude of the country? Only from Mr. Innes's reports. I 
have read his reports on tlie route he cut, and he brings out the highest altitude at 3400 ft. I underatand 
Mr. Ayl,;tt knows of a route which wonld considerably reduce that altitucle. 

1276. Do vou consider that vou could successfullv cultivate the land at-3400 ft. altitude? I should 
think yon could not, not above.:?000 ft. altitude would° do for ct1ltivation, but for pastoral purposes the land 
would be rig-ht in the summer months. 

1277. Do you know the Great \Vestern Company's line? Yery little. 
1278. Have you any idea of the gauge? Yes, 3 ft. 6 in., for a length of 140 miles. 
1279. You know the area of tbe land granted to them? Yes, 400,000 acre~. 
1280, Do you know the length of the Waratah-Zeehan)ine? To Zeehan I think the line is 45 or 48 

mile~. 
1281. Do you know the land conccs~ion granted? Yes, 3840 acres . 

. 128;2. Any water concessions? No, not as far as I know. 
1283. You said the promoters had already made £100,000 out of the flotation of that company? No, 

I said, judging from the prospectus, £100',000 appears to have been made by some one. 
1284. Then, with such small concessions as that, if a railway were worth to the promoters £100,000, 

would not a railway with much larger concessions be worth a great deal more? Yes, that is what 
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influenced ·us p;·incipally in fram.ing our idea of the concessions necessary. We thought the concessions w.,. 
asked for would be ample, and that it would not·be fair.to ask for more. 

1285. Are there ·any greater difficulties on that line of country you go th1;ough than on the line of 
country you hear the Great Western railway will ·go through, or on the line of country the Emu Bay· 
Company has to go through ? Judging from what I can leant, I should say the difficulties are not 
greater. I have had practical conversations with Messrs . .Innes, Aylett, Parsons, and others, and they 
don't seem to think so. 

1286. I ask you whether you think the engineering difficulties of building a line of railway through 
the_.country you are asking for would be anything greater than those to be met with by the Great Western 
Railway Company or the Emu Bay Railway Company? I don't think so. The earlier part of the Emu 
Bay Company's line wo11ld be easy. When they apprnach the Pieman there would be difficulties ; so 
there will be on our line. ']'be part from Mole Creek to Mount Pelion will be comparatively easy ; past 
that point it is more difficult. 

1287. Do you regar.d the country through which this line will pass better mineral country than that 
the other lines will pass through ? I believe that at Mount Pelion West it is highly mineralised country, 
and_ from there east ,and south it is a good carboniferous co.untry. I_ have not heard of any extensive 
niin~ral deposits on the route of the Great Western Company .. We know t_hat in the south part of tlrn 
Pieman district it is mineral country tl1rotigh which the Emu Bay line will pass. 

1288 .. Do your co~pany expect to make a profit on the railway, or from other circumstances ? I 
think that is one of those companies that have to depend on the ele_ments associated,-a going concern 
mixed with a speculative mining venture. On that question it'is difficult to say which will give the profit. 
\,('e believe that the traffic from the terminals will be great, and we also believe that the traffic froip Mount 
Pelion westward will be extre_mely large. . 

1289. Suppose you carried the line to the coal mines, you expect to send a good deal _of coal to the 
mines? Our hop_e is that the Western field will be extensivelv worked, and we. are encomaged by that hope 
in developing the coal up th(!re. • 

J 290. Then you hope to touch. the mining field with the coal? · Yes. 
l 291. Y om· company is not formed yet? No,· ouly a preliminary company. 
1292. When do you think you could begin to constrnct the line?' lmme<lia(e action would be taken 

so soon as the Bill was passed. 
1203. Has there been any preliminary sm~ey of tlie line? Not as far as I .know. 
1294. B,1/ ilb·. Sniit_lt.-.It is umlerstood that when the Bill is passed _you would commence to take 

steps tr> get the capital to carry out iour original purpose? Decidedly. 
1295. The only object of your syndicate was to secure a railway line being provided? That is the 

intention. 
1296. And the only object y~u·have in opposing the Midland· Company ·is that yon think _the con­

cessions asked for _are too great? I real.ly won't speak for the whole of the directors; I can only give my 
o·wn opinion. 

1297. Well, give us your opinion? My opinion is that there were strong doubts as to whetlier the 
Midland Company would go on. 

1298. In whose mind? In the minds of ~ost of the people I have met. 
1299. You imaO"ine that if you get your l'oncessions you will be able to get sufficient capital to make 

the line. Did it not occur to you that under the much larger concessions asked for in the _Midland Bill it 
o'ould be done? We proposed to raise a certain amount of the required capital ourselves; that will be. a 
satisfactory inducement to help us to raise the capital in Londo1i. In addition to the concessions it will 
show that we have .confidence in the project. . . 

l3CO. You think that the London public would be influenced by the confidence of the local people?· 
Yes, and Mr. Potter is of the same opinion. · -

1301. Are you a ware that Mr. C. H. Grant has just told us that there i;; no possibility of your raising 
the cnpital on those conditions? I did not know· it, .but I hold my own opinion still. 

1302. Now, in regnrd to tl1e Emu Bay Company's concessions-in your opinion; would it make any 
difference the fact of the Emu Bay Company having an ocean port to start their line from? would not 
that be an ad van ta ere in lieu of concessions? They, ·having an ocean port to start from, don't you think 
they cquld make tl~eir line pay bette1· than if it started inland or from a Government line? That is a 
matter of opinion. . . . 

]303. 'Well, I will ask you as a busmess man. Say a large company runs a lme of steamers m 
connection with that line, would that not be ·a great advantage ?-a large company like the Emu Bay 
Company would rnn a line of large steamers to their ocean port, would that not be a great feeder ?-would 
it not be' better than Mole Creek itself? Mole Creek is not the terminus. · 

1304. What I want YOU to answer is this-whether a line having an ocean port would not btf lihly 
to do better. business than" a: line in the Midlands? Yes, but a line in the Midlands junctioning with the 
Goycrnment lines would have -the same ~dvantage. The internal development.s that would be created 
would more than counterbalance that tog-et.her with other advantages. 

Committee adjonmed until 6·45 o'clock. 

EVENING SITTING .. 

ARTHUR_ HINMAN, fm·tlwr examined. 
1305. By .Ll'fr. Hall . .:.....What is the proposed length of the line? It is stated at 90 mil~s. 
1306 . .And you ptit the expenditure down at £200,000; do you reckon that for 90 miles ~200,000 

would do that work? It is based upon l\fr. Back's estimate for the Du'ndas tramway, £2000 a ·1mle on an 
average._ 
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_ 1307. Is it true that your syndicate agreed to retire from the field if they were satisfied as to the bona 
ficles of the promoter of the Great Midland and West Coast Railway Company? I am not. perfectly clear 
on that. I believe certain overtures were made to. Mr. Sadler. 

1308. Certain overtures that if you ,,,ere satisfied with the bona fides of the correspondence he 
produced you would retire? I am not j:>ositi vely clear about the matter. Overtures were made some­
thing in that spirit, but that would be a very wholesale way of putting it. 

1309. In reply to a question from the Chairman, yon gave the· Committee to understand that the 
flotation of the. Emu Bay Company's railway gave a profit of £100,000 to some one, in the shape of shares? 
I don't think I gave the Committee to understand that. I said that was the way it appeared in ;he 
prospectns, which every gentleman of the Commitee saw equally with myself. _ 

1310. The conditions of the two lines were totally different. For in~tance, the Emu Bay Hai)way 
Company would take over a line already constructed for 47 miles; they would also take over a large frontEge 
on the harbour. Now, I think you will agree that injunctioning with the Government railways-and yot1 
will junction with two Government railways, one on the west and one on the east of your line-the 
conditions would be entirely different, no doubt of it. You follow me, do you n_ot. What I wish to conv-ey 
is this, that, admitting the promote1;s of the Emu Bay Company got £100;000 in the sl]ape of paid-up 
shares, for that the pmchasing company got a line of railway already constmcted, already running :;,ml 
bringing in a revenue, anrl also other valuable concessions, I suppose you admit that ·your syndicate is not 
in a position to offer the same inducements to London investors'! I, will admit we can't come to terms in 
regard to joining the Government lines in the same way as the Emu Bay Company dirl with the Yan 
Diemen's Land Company .. - : 

1311. You are aware that, notwithstanding these concessions weI"e included, the Bill known as the Great 
Northern Railway Bill, subsequently included in a Bill known as the Waratah-Zeehan Railway Bill, were 
both rejected in London. Each proposal was taken to London, and offered there and refused. After that, 
do you think it likely that you will have any possible chance of snccecding in London with this BJ!? 
There is a great difference between a concession of 5ll,000 acres of land and a concession of 3840 acres. 
Then we have tlie right to water for 15,000 brake horse-power, and the other Bill had no water concessions 
whateve1·. 

1312. I doubt if yon can float it; and I would point out to yon that, notwithstanding. that the 
Emu Bay Company and the previous company offered inducements in the shape of a railway already 
constructed, a line which passed through rich mineral country, and that the company had the first right to 
tap that couutry, they could not incjuce English capitalists to advance the money, a11rl they had to come to 
the Australian colonies for it : they could not raise a single shilling in England ; they had to bring t}ie 
proposal to the Australian colonies and finance it themselves. In your examination by the Chairman 
you stated that out of the £200,000 you propose to be raised, you calculated on getting from £40,000 to 
£50,000 in the colonies, and the balance of £150,000 in England-now, don't you think there would 
b~ a lot of difficulty in connection with that, in view of the fact that the Emu Bay-people were unable 
to float their line? In answer to that I may say that when the Mount Lyell Company offered theiI" 
debentures in London they ,Yere declined, arid when they afterwards offered their lir.e in London that was 
-declined, but since then a very different state of feeling has taken place in London in reference to Tasmaoian 
ventures, and, owing to recent successe~, I have an opinion that any proposal offered in Lon<lon now, 
with fairly liberal concessions, and bncked by the confidence of the colony, would receive bettenonsidcration 
than the London people were inclined to give to the ventures you speak of. 

1313. Can j·ou uame any railway or railways in the colonies that have been coristrncted with Eni;:lish 
capital notwithstanding· the inducements any railway may hold out? I am not very well up in it, but I 
believe there are such railways in New Zealand, a1id also in New South Wales-I don't know, but yon see 
this is something mc•re than a railway. 

1314. Under yonr Biil yon ask for 50,000 acres of land or more at a peppercom rent, or really 
freehold: suppose now tlrnt this is not granted by· Parliament, would it militate against the success of 
your flotation, do you think ?-supposing Parliament to say, wel_l, we have not given freehold land to any 
syndicate, and we ,rnn't to your;;, would that militate.against the flotation of yotir company?- Perhaps i it 
would depend in part on what the House would pl"Opose to substitute for it. · 

1315. Suppose if you were to have it leasehold instead of freehold? That ,vonld depend upon the 
character of. the leasehold. If the leasehold were subject to rene,i-al, as I believe is the custom, I think it 
would m~ke ve1;v little difference. 

1316. fly 1111·. Smith.-i observe that your Bill, Mr. Hinman, does not contain an;v _Fpecification of 
works? I came down here for one specftic purpose, all(l I am 1,ot as well acquainted with the detaEls of 
the Bill as manv of the other director~. ·· ' 

1317. Has· not the Bill been discu,;sed by the provisional direciors? I c:rnnot say. I have not been 
pre:,ent nt half the meetings, and I was sent for .to rebut specific evidence as to financial matters. 

1318. You have stated that any srheme that contains fairly liberal concessions nnd is backed up by 
local public s1ipport would be likely to suceeed in England? I said it would be more likely to succeed now 
than at the time the Einu Ba~· Company's proposals were before the E11glish public. 

1319. Thrn you rely t•n the ibflnence of the di1ectors to float the Bill? That weighs with me. 
lo20. Do you think this Launceston syndicate would Le more likely to siicceed thail those who tried to 

float 1he Emu Bny Company in London? I think that a proposition put Lefor'e the English JiubEc, and 
.backed up by such names as are found amongst the provis)ond di1ect.ors or by a specific number of sl:ares, 
would be more likelv to succeed. · 

1:321. Then, I "take it, that you think that the names of your Launceston directors would weigh more 
with London capi1ali,ts tlrnn 47 miles of r·ailway already conslrncted and a large and ,·aluable water fron­
_tage? That is not given in; it ,has to be paid for, oi· it-is not transfened w· the Emu Bay Company. 

1322. There are 47 m_iles of railway, equipped with rolling-$tock, tapping an important part o: ihe 
country, and having a trade established for a ve1·y large mine, and that company failed to float. Do you 
think that the names of Launceston capitalists would weigh more than that advantage with the English 
public? I have not pi.it forward the names of Launceston capitalists, but I have said they are to take up 

.shares ; that would ,·ieigh with the LonJon capitalists. 
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1323. How much of the capital would they take up? £40,000 or £50,000 worth, put it at one-six:h 
of the company. 

. 1324. Are you a_ware that Mr. Back saicl in his eviclence that every railway that was constructed and 
did not p_ay, whether It were worked by a private company or by the Government, was a loss to the StatG? 
No, I have not see~ his eviclence. 'l'hat would apply clearly to the rival syndicate; · 

_1325. You thmk that a local syndicate would be able to get larger volume of trade than an over-sea 
synchcate ?_ I have not brought that point forward at all. · 

1326. Practically the advantage of a local syndicate only exfends to the trade of the country? I have 
not thought out the matter; I dare say tliere is an advantage in local trade. 

1327. I want to know how far it -would bind the slrnreholders in the railway company were it to rro 
beyqnd flotation? Slightly, I should think. ~ 

1328: In what way? Well; any trade that members of the syndicates might have would be secured 
.to that r::nlwny. _ · ·· 
. . 1329. Well, if the Midland Company floated their company on their Bill and yours did not float, and 
if tl~ey offered the members of your Central Company facilities of traffic to the West Coast, they would 
avail the~selv~s of it, would they not? Decidedly they would avail themselves of it. Our syndicate is 
very anxious to see a railway- put there.•: I don't think they care much who makes it, so that it is pushed 
on without delay. , 
. 1_330. It is a fact that your syndicate- does not want to make money out of it-? That is the expresstd 
mtent1on. · 

1331. B,y t!te Clwirman.-Your estimate of £200,000 is simply· foi· ::i 2 f.t. gauge railway? Yes, or it 
could be for the other. -- · · · 

1332. How many miles could be constructed on the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge for £200,000? I can't say at 
all; I have not gone into the business. 

1333. Do you know the average cost per mile of the 3 ft. 6 in. gauge? No, I have been told tl:e 
Scottsdale line cost .£0000 a mile. . - - · 

133~. Do you propose to build any of this line on the 3ft. Gin. gauge? I can't say. 
~ 33v. Your prospectus said at a cost of £200,000. Can you give us information as to what gauge 

that 1s to be corn;tructed on? That would be the same as the line tlmt it goes to meet: that is 2ft. gauge. 
1336. Then you consider that it is to be a 2ft. g·auge the whole way? Unless at some parts it is 

_increased. _ _ . . . . _ _ 
1337. There is no provision in the prospectus 'for that'? But, as you- are aware, that is a· preliminary 

prospectus. · 
· 133R. Preliminary, is it? In this-prospectus it is• stated that people are asked to si1bscribe for shares-

_in ?- company with a capital of £5000? Yes ; . but -you are aware that is preliminary, and that for tl1e 
construction of the rnilway there will be a larger company. · · 

• 1339. Your prospectus speaks ofa line costing £120,000; Is tliat not for a 2ft. line all the way? 
·well, I suppose it must be; according -to that"; but you. know they -are including the right to construct a 

. 3ft. 6in. line, and under-certain contingencies they might build a 3ft. 6in. line. 
1340. Do you know whether any cleposit is-mentioned in the Bill or not? Yes, I suppose it will be 

mentioned.. _ . . - - • 
1341. Is it in the Bill? Yes. 
1342. H01v much?. £3000, I. believe. 

_ _ 1343, And your company is bound to construct not" less than five miles of the line in two years; and 
if not constructed then the £3000 can be forfeited ? · Exactly . 

. _ 1344 .. And i_fyou only .construct this five miles within two years; then you can take your time for the 
construction of the rest? If we get· ,five miles constructed, it won't be long· before we get the lot 
constructed. , · 

1345. Is there :my provision in the Act for securing eonstruction? If the Bill is not' a perfect one, it 
can be added when it.comes before Parliament. · · 

1346. Ai:e. you aware that there is no specification of works whatever in your Bill ?-were you aware 
ofthat? No, I was notaware. - - - . -- · . · 

1347. By_.JJ-fr. Simmon.•.-How long iR it since JOU discussed with Mr. Hedley Button the question 
of communication with the West Coast by rail? ·.I think it was about June 01; July 1895, soon after I 
returned from England;· · · · · 

1348. How long before Mr. Sadler's .advertisement appeared in the papers was it that a circular on 
the subject of railway communication with the west was issued? I think about three weeks . 

. 1349. Do you know if Mr. Sadler also 1·eceived a circulal'? I have been told so. 
1350 .. Do you believe _he did? _ I have been assured by those who sent them out that he did. 
1351. With regard to- _the concessions in the Bill, yon said that you represent one_ or more English 

capitalists? Yes, that I am connected with-; 
1352. Are you assured that the concessions· are sufficient,-that yo1_1 would yourself like to have the 

option -of floating the company if they get the BiII? If the Bill were passed and the concessions asked 
fo1· were granted, in connection with the fact that a certain amount of the capital were subscribed locally, I 
should be very pleased indeed w have the option of floating the company. · · _ 

1353. Now, this prospectus that has been referred to two or three times, I understand you to say tha~ 
this is merely a_ preliminary company formed_ for the purpose of carrying tl1e Act through Parliament, is 
that so 1 Yes, that is so. · 

1354. Assuming that you get the Bill which has been put forward, then a company will have to be 
extended or a new company formed to carry out_ the proposals? Yes. · 

1355. Can Jou tell us whether the question of the selection of the 50,000 acres has been discussed by 
the directors; .whether the land will be selected in one or more blocks, or how? No, I have not been 
pi·esflnL when that was discussed. 

1356. Yoµ have been asked as to whether certain negotiations took place between your company and 
Mr. Sadler "·ith a view to your withdrawing your scheme. Can you tell us whethe1· at that time the 
concessions.asked for by Mr. Sadler were known to you? They were not. I believe Mr. Sadler was 
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approached more than once, if my memory serves me right. 
not known. 

(No. 75.) 

On the first occasion the proposals were 

1357. You were asked by Mr. Smith whether the names of Launceston capitalists would have any 
weight in assisting the flotation of the company in England. Now, in ·answering that question were you 
having regard to the fact that you expected that a large amount of the capital would be subscribed locally? 
Yes, I said, in effect, that it was not so much the names as what the owners of the names were prepared to 
do. 

1358. Yes, you said that from £40,000 to .£50,000 would be subscribed locally, and that would have 
an effect? Yes, and I said :hat was Mr. Potter's opinion also when he heard of it. . 

1359. On the question of out-of-pocket expenses in connection with tlrn Bill, it has.always been one 
of the main features that the promoters would be quite satisfied with any indirect profit in connection with 
the construction of the line, and did not requirn any direct profit out of the flotation of the company? 
That has been the invariably expressed idea. . 

1360. But, may be that they would be·i·ecouped their expenses, either bv shares or the equal of them 
in cash? That is so; it is problematical, and was never discussed. I gave it as my idea from what I had 

· heard. . .. 
1361. Whether your company take it in shares or cash, all that you expect; all that you ·propose to 

ask for, is the return of the actual legal out-of-p·ocket expenses ? Yes, that is so. 
· 1362. Do you know how many shareholders there are in the company? . I have heard the secretary 

say there are ovef• three hundred. . 
1363. Fairly distributed over Tasmania? Yes. 
1364.-By Jlir. Smith.-There is one question T would like to put-it is a fairly test question, and 

was put to Mr. Sadler; I will put the same question to Mr. Hinman-you say you believe that English 
capitalists would take this up? Yes, under certain conditions. • 

1365. Have yott Jiad any comm_unication from English capitalists expressing their intention of puttir_g 
capital into the line? I haye ·never made any request, because I· would not waste anyone's time until I 
had something definite to put before them. · . 

1366. Is that because when the B_ill. is passed yoµ think they would do so? Yes.· · 
· 1367. You have never had a,ny communication with English capitalists excepting on mining matte!'s, 

not on this? No. . . · · 
1368. Have you ever had from any English capitalist any idea of the extent to which he would be 

prepared to embark in the venture?. How could 1 put any .proposition before them until the Bill was 
passeq and I had something definite to put before them. 

' 1369. What Mr. Sadlu was asked was this, whether any correspondence had passed between himself 
and his English _principals as to the extent they meant to go,-that is why I asked you? No. · 

. 1370. Jn selling sha1_:es to the people in these districts and Launceston, have you·told the people in all 
cases, not to expect to get any return for their money? The question has b_een- put, and the company 
have expressed their idea not to make any profit out of the flotation, not that they would not make a profit. 

1371. In selling- shares in Deloraine and other districts, have you made it-clear to purchasers that th1:y 
would get no profit? I really am not aware what has been done. . . . . · · · 

. 1372. Has it been ·represented that the money.paid for shares is only a lqan to•float the railway? I 
don't kno·w. . . . 

1373. By the Cltairman.~From your own knowledge do you kuow if Mr. Sadler had notice of that 
meeting you referred to? No, I don't know. : . . · · · 

1374. You say you d_iscussed the matter with Mr. Hedley Button: that was an ordinary chat? Ye3, 
.quite informal. · 

Co.mmittee adjourned until Wednesday, at 10 A.M. 
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APPENDIX. 

To the IIonomble the Spealie1· and Jfembers qf t!te Hou.~e of Ass<Jinbly of 
'l'asmania, in Parliament assembled. 

The Petition of Robert James Sadler, of Launceston, in Tasmania, Esquire, 

SHE".ETII : 
1.,- That, within three months previotis to the presentation of this Petitio·n·, notice of the intention of 

your :Petitioner to apply for a Private Bill was publi,,hed as follows; that is to say-
In the Hobart Gazette of Tuesday, the twenty-eighth day of ~eptember, 1897; in the klerc111·.1/, 

being ri 11ublic newspaper published in Hobart, on .Monday, the twenty-seventh day of September, 1897; in 
the Launce.~ton Examiner, being a publi~ newspaper published in Lau11ceston, in 'l'asmania, on J'lon<lay. 
the twen'ty~sevcnth <lay of September, 1897; in the Daily Telegi-aph, being a public newspaper published 
irt Launceston, in Tasmania, on J\,fondn.v, the twenty-seventh <lay of September, 1897; in the Zee'wn and 
Dundas Hemld, being_ a pnbJic newspaper published at Zeehan, in Tasmania, on Thur~rlay, the thirtieth 
day of September, 18!:J7; in the Nortlt-TVest Post, being a ptiblic newspaper published at West DEvonport, 
in Tasmania, on Tuesday, the 28th day of September, 1897; which said not.ice contained a trne statement 
of the general objects 'of the Bill as hereinafter set foith. 

2. 'fhat the general objects of the said Bill are : -

To _e1iable the said Robert Jaines Sadler to construct a railway froni some point at 01· near the 
l\fole C1;eek Station of the Clrndleigh branch of the Tasmanian Railway W estem J.inf. to some 
point in the mining districts of Zeehan, Dundas, Queenstown, or Gormanston, and also such 
extensions and branches of ai1d to such railway, or alterations, deviations, or variatiom thereof, as 
maf be authorised by the Parliament of Tasmania. 

To construct, work, maintain, and repair the said rail way and all s1ich extensions, branches, and 
~evia_tions, _ t?gether ':ith all_ p1;oper r~ils, crossings, bridges, culverts, tunnels,_ em?ankments, 
Jttnct10ns, s1dmgs, stat10ns, _bu1ldmgs, p1ei•s, telegraphs, and other work and convemer_ces con­
nectetl therewith or convenient for the purposes th_ereof. 

To work the said rail way by steam-power, or by use of electricity, oi• in any other manner. ' 
To -jrnrchase, lease, or otherwise acqtiirc any land, timber, stone, or other material for the purpose,­

of the said railway and the works and appurtenances thereof, and to provide for the iucorpc,ration of 
"The Lantis Clauses Act" (21 Viet. No. 11), or so much thereof as may be necessary for the 
~aid Bill, and otherwise for the acquisition of any such land, timber, :,tone, or other material. 

To coristruct a11,d work the said railway and the said extensions, branches, and deviations over 
public roads and streets. 

'l'o demand and t;rke tolls and charges for the carriage of passengers and goods upon such railway 
-- and the said extl'nsions, branches, and 1leviations. 
To provide for the due working arid mana()'ement of the said i·ailway and the sc1id extensions, 

branches, and de\·jations and works, and w"' rnake by-laws and rnles fo1· 'the regulation of the said 
railway am! the traffic and business thereof, aml to provide for the infliction of penalties upon 
persons infringing the provisions .of the said Bill, by-laws, or rules. 

To borrow money for the purposes of the said undertaki11g upon security of the assets of the said 
- im1lcrtaking, or otherwise. 

'.l'o give aud obtain running powers over other railways and tramways. 
To sell or lease the said railway and the said extensions, branches, and deviations, and the lands antl 

works connected therewith, or any of them, or any part thereof, as shall be deemed expe<1ient. 
To take water from the River :rifackintosh or any other source or sources of supply which may be 

available and capable of being- used in connection with or for the purpose of supplying tl1e towns, 
inhabitants, mines, and buildings in the Western and North-western Mining Divisions of the 
Colony of Tasmania and the sai"d railway with electrical and motive power, or water for motive 
power, or any other purpose whatsoever. 

To dive,t the course of any rivers, streams, or watercourses, rctuming the water to the original bed 
and com·.;;e of the said river, stream, or watercourse in as pure, unpolluted, and clean state and 
condition as the same was in when so taken and diverted from the original bet! or course of the 
sai,l river, stream, or watercourse, and_ to take and use the wuters of any lake or other source of 
watc1· supply whatsoever.· 

To use the said water so taken as aforesaid to work any machinery that may be erected by tl1e said 
Hobert James Sadler, or any person or persons, company, corporation, association, or E,yndicate, 
for the pmpose of genemting, tmnsmitting, or producing motive power, electrivity, or any other 
power, or for the working of any oth_er machinery whatsoever that may be ere.:!tct.l by the said 
Robert J ar.ie3 Sauler. . 

'l'o use the said water for any pn1·po~e whatsoever, provided that the same is not polluted, contami-
11ated, or soiled in any way. 

Tu constmct, maintain,- repair, ar.d work' a11y machine1·y or mechanical contrivance fo1· the purposes 
aforesaid. 

'l'o provitle for the construction of any waterworks,- dams, drains, deviations, races, flnm~s, sluicc­
heads, and other necessary works or machinery to carry out the purposes aforesaid, or any 
of thPm. 

To provide for the assessment of all lands, Luildinp;;;, or other property within the said vV Estern and 
North-western Mining District. 

'l'o sell, supply, hire, or -rent to any person or persons, company, corporation, association, or syndi­
cate, motive-power, water-power, electricity, or any other power, 
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To demand nnd take tolls and levy rates and charge3 for the use, snpply, sale, hire, or rental of any 
motive-power, water-powe1·, electricity, or any rights, privileges, and powers whatsoever. 

To make and constrnct c:nains, drains, conduit pipes, and run wires on poles or otherwise in, und<)r, 
along or across, through, over or upon any street, path, right-of-way, or other passage the property 
of any person, coriipany, corporation, a&sociation, syndicate, or municipal or other body, upon pay­
ing and giving them the proper compensation for the privileges aforesaid. 

To provide for the due working, protection, and management of the said machinery, works, 
deviations, races, flumes, sluices, and the making of by-laws and rules in connection or 1'elation 
thereto, or for the 1nfliction· of penalties on persons infringing the provisions of the said Bill. 

To give, let, hire, or sell powers, rights, am1 privileges to any com·pany, corporation, association, 
syndicate, or to any person or pe,'sons whatsoever upon any terms whatsoever. 

To provide for the sale, exchange, lease, or disposition of the said machinery, works, flumes, races, 
sluices, and lands, or any other asset or assets belonging to the said_ Robert James Sadler, 
or belonging to any company, corporation, association, person or persons, or any assignee thereof, 
either to any Government, company, corporation, association, or any person or persons whatsoever, 
and for any considera:ion whatsoever, at such time and upon such terms as may be determiued 
upon in the said ;Bill. · · 

'.!.'be said Bill will also contain all clauses usual in. Bills of a like nature, or d_eemed proper for 
enabling- the said Robert James Sadler to carry out the said works and undertaking·s, or any 
of them. ·· 

Your Petitioner, therefore, humlJly prays for leave to introduce the said Bill. 
And your Petitioner will ever pray, &c. 
Dated this thirtieth day of September, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-seven.· 

R. J. SADLER. 

To the Ifonorable tlie Spealwr ancl Jfernbe1·s oj flte I-Iouse 
of Assembly, in Parliament aesembled. 

The humble Petition of Charles Beaumont Bames Grubb, Charles You!, James Francis Oliver Barclay, 
Thomas Gunn, Thomas Bourke, and Stuart Eardley Wilmot. 

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH ; 

1. That a Private Bill, the short title of which is "The Tasmanian Central and West Coast Railway 
.Act," has during the present Session been introduced in your Honorabl~ -House on-behalf of y0ur 
Petitioners. '.!.'he o~jects of such Bill are to authorise your Petitioners to construct a railway from a point 
at or near the Mole Creek statio:'.l, on the Chudleigh Railway, to some point in the Western Mining pivision 
of Tasmania, and to grnnt to your Petitioners certain concessions therein set forth. . · · 

2. That another Private Bill, the short title of which is" The Great Midland and West-Coast Railway 
and Ore-reduction Company Act," has during the present Session been introduced in your Honorable·House 
on behalf of Robert James. Sader. '.!.'he objects of such Bill are to authorise the said Robert James 
Sadler to construct a railway between similar termini to those proposed in your Petitioners' Bill, and to 
grant to the said Robert James Sadler certain concessions in his said Bill set forth. · 

3. That your Petitioners are acting as trustees for a Company which has been formed for the purpose 
of promoting the first-mentioned Bill. The shareholders in such Company include a very large number of 
the most influential business men, agricultumlists, and pastoralists in Launceston and the districts chiefly 
affected b_v the passage of their said Bill. . 

4. '.!.'hat your Petitioners desire to oppose the passage of the said Bill promoted by the said Robert 
James Sadler, and to appear by Counsel before the Select Committee that lias been appointed to consider 
such Bill. 

5. That the grounds upon which your Petitioners intend to rely in their opposition to the BiH promot~d 
by the said Robert James Sadler are as follows:- ' · 

a. That ,vour Petitione~·s, and many of those for whom they are acting, have for a consideraLle 
time past contemplated asking Parliament to grant to them the right to construct the said raih~·ay, 
and were totally unaware that the said -Robert James Sadler or any other person or company 
contemplated asking for similar rights until the notice of the said Robert James Sadler <;>f"his 
intention to apply to Parlia'ment fer such rio-hts appeared in the public newspapers. 

b. That, from the assurances of suppgrt received by your Petitioners, they believe they will 
have no difficulty in obtaining the necessary capital to construct the said railway ; and they have 
no adequate. guarantee that the said Robert James Sadler or the persons whom he represents will, 
if granted the rights songht for by him, be prepared to immediately proceed with the undertaking. ·: 

c. That your Petitioners and those for 'whom they are acting desire, in the first place, to see 
the said railway constructed with as little delay. as possible, and are convinced that the advantages 
which will accrue to your Petitioners in common with the rest of the community from the 
establishment of an improved communication between the West Coast mineral fields and the rich 
pastoral and agricultural country and business centres between Launceston and Ulverstone, will 
afford a sufficient inducement for them and others similarly interested to subscribe capital for the 
coustructiou of the said railway,.quite independ~ntly of any profits that may be derived from tl1e 
flotation and working 9f the undertaking. On the other hand, your Petitioners are informed ancl 
believe that the said Robert James Sadler is acting in the matter of his said Bill merely as an 
agent for certain persons resident outside this colony, and that such persons have but little, if any, 
interest in the prosperity or otherwise of Tasmania, and that their object is rather the successful 
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£otation of a company to secure the rights that may be granted by your Honorable House, than 
the permanent benefit of that portion of Tasmania in which your Petitioners reside. 

d. 'l.'hat the concessions asked for in the Bill being promoted by your Petitioners are 
considerably less than those asked for in the Bill being promoted by the said Robert J amfs Sadler ; 
for instance, the said Robert James Sadler asks for control over 490,000 acres of land, while your 
Petitioners only ask for controi" over 50,000 acres ; the said Robert Ja mes Sadler asks fo1 sufficient 
water to develop an .aggreoate of 35,000 brake horse-power, while your Petitioners only ask for 
sufficient water to develop"' an aggregate of 15,000 brake horse-power; the said Robert James 
Sadler asks for a general power to generate and sell electricity, while youi· Petitioners only ask for 
power to generate such amount gf electricity as may be required for their railway and otl:er works, 
and for working the land which may be selected by them; the said Robert James Sadler undertakes 
to pay a rnyalty of 2~ per cent. on the net profits to be made by him upon the minerals and gold. 
obtained from the lands selected by him, while your Petitioners undertake to pay a royalty of2½ per 
cent. on the gross value thereof on the ground; and in other respects the said Robert James Sadler 
asks for larger concessions than those sought to be obtained by your Petitioners. 

Your Petitioners therefore pray that they may be heard by Counsel before the Select Committee OH 

the Bill promoted by the said Robert James Sadler in opposition to such Bill, and be acconled the right 
to be present Ly Counsel at the examination of all witnesses, and to cross-examine such witnesses, and to 
call and examine witnesses in opposition to the said Bill and in support of the allegations contained in this 
Petition. 

And your Petitioners will ever pray. 

23rd November, 1897. 

R. J. SADLER, Esq., Patterson-street. 
DEAR Srn, 

SIMMONS, CRISP, & SIM.MONS, 
rigentsfo1· .Martin 9· Hobltirlt, Sol-icitorsfor the PP-titioners~ 

St. John-street, Launce.5fon, Tasmania, 9tli Octoiler, 1897 .. 

IN reference to the conversation this moming as to the possibility of amalgamating the inte:'ests of the­
Company formed to carry throug-h the Mole Creek line with the interests of your syndicate, it is necessary 
to say that the conditions are different now from what they were when I first spoke to you. At that time the 
Company was in the preparatory stage, and the feeling on the Committee was unanimous that if 5atisfactory 
evidence were available to show that your syndicate was able to carry through the project to· construct the 
line, tht Committee would not only relinquish the field to you, but would also aid yon as far as possiLle, it 
being their wish, on public grounds, to see the line constructed, no matter by whom. That feeling still 
exists, but the Company having been floated, the Committee has no longer full power to act.- I have seen 
the Secretary and some members of the Committee since our conversation, and jutlge that any proposal you 
may make, or any general information you may give, will have to be submitted in some way to the Board. 
Yon can rely on its being dealt with in the same spirit as it would l1ave been when we first spoke on the 
matter. As .the time is short, it would be an advantage if your principals could give you full discretionary 
power, so tl!at no delay may occur in the event of negotiations being entered npon. 

Yon ,~·111 understand that although I feel fully wananted in saying what I have aLout the at_titude of 
the Committee, I write this entirely on my own authority, and without committing the Boal'll or Committee 
in any way. 

Yonrs truly, 
J. T. M'DONALD. 

R. J. SADLER, E.~q., Launceston. 
St. Jolin-street, Launceston, Tasmrmia, 22nd October, 1897. 

DEAR ,SIR, . 

Mole Creek and West Coast Railway. 
HEFERnING to the interview our Mr. l\fartin had with you on this subject on 19th instant at your 

office, we are now instructed by our clients ( i\Iessrs. C. B. Grubb and others) to submit to you tJ1e followiug 
proposal:-

If you wi_thdraw your Bill our clients will undertake, in the event of their Bill being pas,ecl, to girn 
you the first rig-ht to find the capital to build the railway and acquire the benefits souo-ht in the Bill, ancl 
the only conditions they impose are (1.) that all costs and expenses incurred by our clients in _securing the 
·rights, or. in connection therewith, be paid by you as soon as you succeed in raisiug· the capi:al; that is, 
tbese expenses to be a first charge on the capital. That in the event of your failing tu find the capital 
within, say 12 months of the passing of the Bill, the whole of the rights thereby conferred to revert to our 
clients free from any claim on your part. This proposal is made because our clients untlerstand that unless 
the two schemes are amalgamated the.re is a strong probability of Parliament rejecting both. 

Of course you would have to pay whatever depotiit Parliament might reqnii·e as evidence of bnna.fide.~; 
but in the event of yom foiling to find the capital within the time, and our clients aflerwade build the 
Railway so as to secure a refund of the deposit, the rnme would be paid to you, together with all interest 

_}laid thereon. 
Yours faithfully, 

MARTIN & HOBKIRK. 
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R. J. SADLER, Esq., Launceston. 
St. Joltn-sii'eet, Launce.•ton, Tasmania, 22nd October, 1897. 

_DEAR Srn, 
Moie Creek and West Coast ·Railway. 

IN writing our letter to you vesterdav, dated 22nd instant in error, we omitted to state that the offer 
to_ give you _12 months (or one year) to fi~d the capital was based on the supposition that Parliament would 
grant our clients not less th?n tw? years. If Parliament will not grant onr clients tw() year~, the period 
allowed yon to find the capital_ will of course have to be proportionately reduced. · 

Yours truly,_ 

MARTIN & HOBKIRK. 

Messrs. MARTIN &_ HoBKrnK, Solicit01·s, Launceston. 
Launceston, Tasmania, 23rd-Octobe1·, 1897. 

DEAR Sms, 
WITH regard to-your first letter, which is dated October 22, ancf which (as I have. inforrne_d you) I 

sent to Sydney, it seems more a matter for me to reply to than for those who have arral?ged to find the 
-money after the pnssage of my Bill, and therefore 1 write to yon at' once to, say that I cannot at all 
entertain your propo·sal.. _ · 

It puzzles. me to imagine why I should be asked to withdraw my Bill in favm~r of one which, amon(T 
other disadvantages as compared _with mine, is subsequent in point of time. 'I hav~ bestowed grea_t thou<Tlrt 
and spent a lot of time and money in making arrangements about the projected line. Furthermore, I ~as 
first in the field, and there is an absolute certainty of the flotation of my company ; and under all these 
circumstances ids strange that your clients should make such proposals to me as they have done. 

Your further letter of yesterday's dattJ, which I beg to acknowledge, makes it very clear that your 
clients do not know where·to find the necessary capital. Let me inform yon that I am too much of a 
business man to take the important step of petidoniug Parliam_ent for leave to construct a railway ,vithout 
feeling sure, as the result of careful negotiation, that if I got my Bill'throtigh the capital' woi1ld be· fotmd 
to_constmct the line, and since my petition has been presented I have received very satisfactory assurances 
fi;om those with whom I have been in communication for a considerable period. that there is no doubt what­
ever but thafthe necessary money will be provided. It is, therefore, too kind and generous of your clients 
to offer me as a· cond_ition of withdrawing my scheme that they will permit me to float theirs, and; as I 
cannot all.ow their _generosity ·to do them an injustice, I mu~t decline thei1· offer with becomin()' thanb. 

It is no doubt injurious to northern interests that yonr clients should follow me" with a ~-ival scheme, 
but if, as you ·say, one project should be_-withdrawn, why shoulcl it not be the second one? Your clients 
state in _their prospectus that they are "acting solely from public motives," and are "seeking no personal 
advantage to themselves" out of their project. If this is so, and if two rival applications to Parliament 
would, as they say, be likely to cause the defeat of both, why do they not, in the strength and sincerity of 
their public spirit, withdraw their Bill, and let mine, which is prior to theirs, pass into law, especially when 
I liave arranged everything satisfactorily, and the success ·of my undertaking is absolutel_v assured. · I notice 
also from the newspapers that those for -whom you are acting-claim support for their Bill as against mine 
on the ground that the company which will constrnct fheir line is to be a local one. and that the profits will 
go to local people. Is not this rather inconsistent ·with J'Our offer to· give me. the flotation of your pl'oject 
for twelve months, and presumably to let me float the company in London, China, Turkey, or elsewhe1:e. 

· '£here is not a word in your letter purporting to restrict me from selling shares outside of Tasmania, and 
- therefore your offer-contradicts the various paragraphs which haYe appeared from time to time in the press 
with the object of soliciting support for your scheme on the ground of patriotism, &c. · · -· 

Yom clients admit the for-::e of mv view that it is necessarv for the north to have railwav communi­
cation with the west i·ia Mole Creek, and if this is ·so, and if y~ur clients are "acting solely ·from public 
motives" and are "seeking no personal gain," and if it does not matter where the company to construct 
the line is floated, then surely there can be no reason whatever -iv hy tlie second scheme should riot be with­
drawn, at all events for the present, and if l do not comply with the terms and conditions which Parliament 
imposes on me, then your clients will have the field wholly to themselves. 

Yours truly, 
R. J. SADLER. 

St. Jolm-strnet, Launceston, Tasmania, 25t!i October, 1897. 
111essrs. MARTIN &_ HOBKIRK, Solicitor.<, Launceston. 

DEAR SIRS, -
. I BEG to p'\'otest against your action in writing direct to m_y client, :'.\fr. R. J. Sadler, in connection 

-with his Mole Creek railway ,,-:cheme, as a breach of professional etiquette. 
You know .that I am Mr. Sadler's solicitor in the matter of his application to Parliament, and it is 

.wrong on your part to commmricate with him otherwise than through me. 

Yours truly, 
WALTER CROFT,rer F. T. 
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St .. John-street, Launceston, 'Tasmania, 25tlt Octol~r, 1897. 

·w ALTER CR0F1', Esq., Solicito1', Lau~1Ceston. 
DEAR Sm, 

IN reply to your letter of this day, accusing us of a _breaqh of. professional etiquette, we bE<g to state 
that we should be the ];,lst to willingly do such a thi_ng, ai;id do not tl1ink our action in .the matter in question 
can be so regar(ied; · · · 

·The.circumstances are these :-As soon as our clients fou11d Mr. Sadler was applyinO' for a Bill, they 
felt it would be advisable that e_ither lie or they should withd_raw, and with _the object of coming to some 
understanding on the point, one of our clients personally -interviewed M-r. Sadler· on the subj~t. Othel' 
interviews took place between Mr. Sadler _and certa_in of our clients, which resulted in certain Members 
of Parliament waiting on Mr. Sadle'r and pointing out the advisability of the two parties amulgamating 
in some way. These same ·Members of Parliament also saw our clients, and mged the same point upon 
them, with the result that our clients instructed the writer to see Mr. Sadler and make certain p:-oposals to 
him. This was done, aml at the interview .Mr . . Sadler .requested us to pt1t the proposals in writing in the 
shape of a letter to him. 

· We were not a.ware that you were ac.ting as Mr. Sadler's solicitor any further than was necessary to 
g·et the Bill through Parliament, and the fact that at none of tlie .interv_iew_s mentioned did Mr. Sadler refer 
to the fact of your acting as his solicitor, or request that any correspondence should· go through you, con­
.fil'med us in that view of the rpatter. You are evidently not aware of the fac,t that the writer'& interv,iew 
with Mr. Sadler was the r_esul't of a volunta1'y ofler on the part of the latter to lay :his position ·before the 
writer in conficlence. 

If you look. a-t .the matter in an unbiassed light you must -see that -there ,has been no breach of pro­
fessional etiquette on our part, apd we trust that in future you will refrain from making .such an accusation 
against us before knowing what we _may have to ·say on the subject, for, as we ·have already stated, we should 
be the last ·to wil-lipg-ly ti·ia.t a member ·of the profession -with discom•tesy, 

You1:s truly, 
MARTIN _& HO.BKI:R.K._ 

Camm:on,street, Lau11cest.on, Tasmania, 25_th Octub.er, 18.97. 
J.1:lessrs._MARTI.N &' HOBKIRK, Splicit_01'S, Lii..unceston. 

-DEAR Srns, 
Youns of to-clay's .date to hand .. I willin,gly admit that y,our f.irm js in the front:1·?-n·k of tlwse w hic_h 

observe the etiquette ,of .the p~·ofe:;:sion, and that ,is why _I w'.as _so ,a~tonished _to _re;i.d _'in last Saturday's 
Paper ( October 2.3rd;) an e.x-trac.t .from a letter you w1:ote .direct to. o.ur 9lien,t. J aITI .sorry to hear that ·.there 
have been interviews betw.een yoµ nnd my client without my int!lrv_ention •. I _would. no.t ol:tiect in the 
slightest to interviews or lette1:s bebyeep. you:r clien.ts ,and .my. clients, but _3,s to ~ucih comrrinnicatiims befo•een 
your firm and my cliel).ts. I decidedly o.bject. · A.t die ,mine tim.e, l fe.el s_ure .that ycrn had no desire to 
commit1,1 breacl1 of pl'.Ofessjonal eJiquette, but. I ho.pe"thnt i1}_fntw·e, so lo_ng_as I contintie to ::ict for Mr. 
S_adler in tl_lis ma:tter, -=1,Jl c0111mtrnications u.pon the sJ1bject fr_om your firm· wi_ll be addressed to me. 

Yoms tmly, 
WALTER CROFT, per :F. T. 

Gameron-str~et, Launce.~t.o_n, Tasmanfo, ·6th ·No_i,er;iber, 1897. 
11/esm;. l\lAR1'.LN ~ Hpn~rnK, S9.licitors, LaulJ._cesto.n. 

DEAR Srns, 
Re Mole Creek Railway. 

I AM insfructeu by ·11fr'. Sadler to ,ask you if )'Olli' clients are willing to withdmw their Bill on any 
teJ"ms, nnd if so, what the terms are? · · · . · · 

l\ir. Sadler is absolut~ly certain .of surcess :with his .scheme,_and, as in_ your recent letters you think the 
presence of two Bills in the field will endanger botla', it is· evident that there will be a better chance of one 
passing if jt ])as no rival before the House. · . . 

.Yours trllly, 
WALTER CROFT, z1er F. 'r. 

Patterson-st1'eet, Launceston, Tasmania, 13th November, 1897. 
J.lfessrs. CLARKE & CROPT, Solicitors, Launce.~ton. 

DEAR Srns, 
Re Mole Creek Railway. 

YouR letter of the 6th instant, asking if our clients ure willing to withdraw their Bill on any terms, 
and if· so, what the terms are, came duly to hand, and we are now instructed .to reply th~reto. 

Our clients offered to withdraw their Bill on what must be acknowledged to be most fair and reason­
nble terms, and as Mr .. Sadler refused to entertain the proposal, our clients consider there is a:1 end of all 
ri uestion of their withdrawing their Bill. You say Mr. Sadler is absolutely certain of success witl1 his scheme, 
lmt ~ve take iL that is providing Parliament grants him all he asks for in his Bill. ·-Our clients feel convinced 
that Padiament will not gmnt your client the conce~sions he is asking foi·, and it ,vonld he foolish on their 
part to withdraw a Bill which they have every reason to believe would be passed by Parliiii11e1,t in favour of 
oue which our clients believe wot,1l_d be rejected. 

Yours trnlv . ' MARTIN & HOBKIRK. 
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Camerow-street·, .. Launceston·, Tasrnan'ia, 13th Novembe1·, 1897. 
Messr.~. l\fi.A'RTlN & HoiiKrnK, Solicit01•.~, Launceston. 

D'EAR Srn·s, 
Re Mol'e Creek Railway,. 

. 1 AM in receipt' of your letter _of to-d.ay's date, which you have. addressed' to my firm by mistake. I am· 
surprised to-read.yom' statement.that you·r clients-made an offer to-withdraw their Bi'll,,and- that M1•. Sadler 
refused to entertain it. To make the matter quite certain I have ascertained from, Mr.-Sadler personally tha:t 
no offer of any kind, whether on fair and r!')asonable. te·rms or otherwise, was ever made to him as suggested 
by, you. Yoµ, ce1•tainly· did·.offer to make terms with him on condition that he withdrew hi.s Bill, and wliat 
I asked you in my letter of the 6th instant was whether your clients ·were willing to withdraw their Bill 
on any terms, and if so, what? J f one Bill ought to be withdrawn on terms, there is more reason why it 
should be your Bill than Mr. Sadler's. You are· wrong-in· assuming that Mr. Sadler will not succeed with 
his scheme unless he gets every concession asked for in the Bill.; he only wants a fair thing, and so lo::ig as 
Parliament will concede that to him he will have no objection to the concessions being cut down in a 
reRsonabfe way. B'y' the· concessio1r'of fair rights· I mea1i sud1· grants as Parliament really thinks sufficient 
to induce c·apitalists to put their money into the scheme·;: but if Pa1,liament really wants to prevent the con­
struction of the line, one way of accomplishing its wishes would be to give a grant of, say 50,000 acres. I 
shall be glad to hear from you again, for_ J am told that the sole aim of your clients is to see a line 
constructed, and if so they sur~ly should be willing to withdraw their Bi!! on terms,-at all events for 3ome 
specified' time. · · 

Yours huJj,, 
WALTER CROFT'. 

_ St. J olm:street,. Launce,ston,, Tasmaiiia,.16t h Nove1nbei·, 1897. 
W . .\LTER-CubFT, Esq·., Solicitm-.,. Launce;~ton. 

DEAR Sm,· 
·- · Re Mole Creek ltailway. _ 

IN i·eply to yours i;if 13th' illstantl ':we were wrong iu saying. our cli'ents made . an offe1i to 'withdraw 
their Bill and tl1at Mr. Sadlei• refosecl'to' entertain it. What ,ve shoald' Ji.aye said was that our elients 
iru1de an offer to .~ir .. Sa~l.e1;. ,vliidi; in 1iieir opinion, gave hi'm af! the ad'vantages he could gain by the 
wiihdra,~ril of their Bill, and that ris };·e had not seen fft to ac'cept that offer, 'there was_ _an. end of_\lie 
matter . 

. Your re~arks as to the· concessions ll~ked for.iii the two Bills have no weight, because our client's see 
tlieir ,v.ay to construct the line it" t)ie con~!Js'sions tliey ask for a1;e granted. If is true .that our clients' s·oJe 
aim is to see the line constructed, but they want it consfriictecf a·t·once, and .in ma:k.ing .the offer to. your 
~lient above mentioned' t·hey ciicI so ',Yit-h vlffr grave misgivfogs, as t~ey feared'the acceptance of that offel' 
,voul_d' possibly lead to &)lay in the constr'ii'cifon of the line. (for ·client in tfie very fast instance offered to 
withd,raw and support your '.!lients' scliem1 .. if he woukr give them some satisfactory and tangible g,uararitee 
thafirtthe event of'his Bill beiiig passed''Uie construi:tion qf the line would lie gone on with at once, hut 
so far no such guarantee has Leen lorthcomj;z:ig. · 

. ; .:,., . 
Yours faithfully, 

MARTIN & HOBKIIlK. 

Ga'rneron-sti·eet, Launceston, 1'asm.ania, 17th November, 18!li'.. 
Me.~sr.•. 1\'1AnTIK J· H ouKIHK, Solicitors, Launceston. 

D'js".AR SIR$, \ 
Re l\Io_le Creek Rail~AY•. 

Youn letter of yesterday's date to 1and. Your admission that you were wrong in sa~·ing that yom 
clients made an offer to withdraw their Bill ,!1~4 that Mr. _Sadler refused to entertain it, makes it plain that 
while you ask Mr. Sadle1; to_ withdraw hfa Bill ·on certai'n terms, you are not willing to withdraw your Bill 
on a'.ny terms wlfafove1·. \Ve do not think tliii:i_'attiti1de·will ccim.mciid your clients to a large section of the 
community, ,\;ho saJ' tlie prom,otcrs· 6f both ·sdfoH1es shotild put'thefr ·heads together an'd ·come to a cdm­
Jfromise cir seftlen1ent so that otrly·,inie Bill 111:iy he proceeded with in Parlia:ment. Yott want j•our Bill 
at any price, and while ;rou. want Mr. 'Sa:d1e1"to agree· to terms· for the withdrawal of his scheme, yon are 
not willing to agtee fo· any tei;rris ·whate'ver for ·the 'withdrawa·-1. of' yonr own. · I think in all fairness you 
shdtild ,,;ay to Mr. ·Sadler'--"-" If yo11 withdi·a-w.-your 'Bi'll in'favonr of ours, we ";ill ·riioke such and such terri1s 
·withiou; 'an:cl, on ·the'other hand,if iou·agr'e'e'to such:·tenns as we n·ame, we ";ill w·ithdraw our Bi-11 in 
favoi11· of yours; rirt_d yoh ca'i1 ai.lopt what alternative 3·ou like'." -I do- not thirik it necessary to discuss the 
ptobabilities of surce$s with reg':frd to 'either·sch'eme-; ·suffice it to stry that Mr. Sadler'means business, and 
feels_ co1ifid'ertt , of s'ticc'ess. With regard to j<Hir statement that your clients n:in the very first ins:ance 
<iffered to withdraw ahd support l\fr. ·sadler's scheme if he ,rnuld give them some satisfactory and tangible­
gt1araritee that.in tlie et-ent of'his BiH bein'g·pa:ssed' the r.011.~t1·ucii'on ·df·the line ·would be gone on rtii/t ·01. 
once; but so far·rto suchgnafatit'ee Jia,i"been·fortltcomirrg," Twish to-say that yom:·Jetter is the first I hearu 
of it; but I h'ave seen Mr; Sadler, 'id-io states that he'offered' to place all his pripers· confi<leritially b::fore 
Mr. Martin, who is a promoter of the 1·ival'sdienie, and to abide by'his-opiriion that if Mr. Martin ,ms 
convinced that Mr. Sadler and thos_e beliiudhim were able to carrr through the project to constrnct the 
line, then the rival scheme was not to be ·proceeded with ; but if Mr. Mar-tin thought otherwise, then Mr. 
Sadler ,vould \vithdraw hi~. This offer wns not accepted. I may say that had I been consulted I would 
strongly have advised Mr. Sadler to consent to no such course, hut his action, it must be admitte<l, shows 
how convinced he is of the successful accomplishinent of' his sch_eme. Mr. M' Donal<l, who is one of yom 
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i!lients; "·rote to Mr. Sadler on October 9th, 1897, explaining that in consequence of a company being 
formed, the conditions we1·e alte!'ed from what they were at the <late of an earlier conversation ; that he 
could not bind the Boa!'d or the Company, but only speak for himself. Under these circumstances I cannot 
see any justification wliatever for the passage in your letter which I have quoted. Notwithstanding Mr. 
Sadler's offer your clients have gone on with their project;and it is presuming too much to expect that 
when yon declined to peruse Mr. Sadler's papers and correspondence under the seal of confidence and on 
the conditions named, he should go and lay them unreservedly before a board of gentlemen who are doing 
their best to promote a ·rival scheme. . · · 

Yours truly, 
w ALTER CROFT, w~·r A. T. W. 

Cameron-st?-eet, Launceston, 1rasmania, 18th JYovember, 1897. 
~Messrs. CLARKE & CROFT, Solicitors, Launceston. 

DEAR ·srns, 
Re Mole Creek Railway. 

WE have yours of yesterday's date, and the only pa.rt of it that calls for a reply is the part in which 
you say :M:r. Sadler's offer to place all his papers confidentially before on!' Mr. Martin and to abide by his 
opinion, and that if he were of opinion that Mr. Sadler and those behind him were able to carry through 
the project, onr client's Bill sl10nld he withdrawn, and that, on the other liand, if Mr. Martin were of 
opinion that Mr. Sadler and those behind him \\;ere not able to carry through the project, Mr. Sa1[er's 
Bill shonld be withdrawn, and that that <rifer rvas not accepted. Neid1er we nor our clients ever doubted 
the ability of Mr. Sadler and those behind him to carry ont the project, bnt what 0111· clients wanted was 
an assurance that ~lr. Sadler and those behind him mould carry it through . n,itlwut dela;IJ. To put it 
plainly, our clients took it for granted that Mr. Sadler and those behind him would naturally want to make 
as much money as possil}le by the disposal of the rights, and that thei·e was danger of serious delay whilst 
they were finding the best market ; whereas our clients, looked for nothing but the expenses involved in 
securing the rights, and would therefore be in a position to secure· the capital much more speedily than 
Mr. Sadle1· and his party. This position was confirmed by Mr. Sadler a<lmitt\ng he wanted to make 
money out of the rights. · 

As to your statement that the offer above referred to was not accepted you are right in a sense, because 
our clients declined to entel'tain the offer in tltatfo1·m, but, as a ·matter of fact, Mr .Martin was depnted by 
our clients to see Mr. Sadler and ascertain whether he could give any assurance 1hat wonld satisfy our 
clients. Mr. Martin saw Mr. Sadler and explained that our clients wanted not only proof of the ability 
of his party to find the capital;bnt that it would be fouri<l at once. This, Mr. Sadler stated, he was unable 
to do, and the interview closed .on the understanding that our clients were to submit the offer contained in 
our letter to Mr. Sadler dated 22nd ultimo, whi..:!1 was done, :au·d which offer he subseqnently refused to_ 
entertain. 

Yonrs faitlifully, 
MARTIN & HOBKIRK. 

Ca,meron-street,, Launceston, 'Ta.man.fa, 23rd l{ovember, 1897: 
Jie.~srs. MARTIN & HOBKIRK, Solicitors, Launce.~ton: . 

DEAn Sms, 
Re Mole Creek Railway. 

. Youns of the 18th instant to hand. I am glad to have your assnrance that "neither yon nor ?Onr 
clients ever doubted the ability of Mr. Sa~ler and those behind him to carry out l1is project," and in the face 
of such an admission I fail to understand your clients' attitude towards Mr. Sadler and his undertaking. ,Vith 
reference to what you say your clients "took for grantP.d," and as to their professional anxiety that they 
were apprel1ensive of "serious delay," let me say .that your clients were not justified in their assumption, 
nor do I think 1he circumstances, coupled with your assurance as to Mr. Sadler':;, ability and those behind 
him, warranted the assumption or the presumption. Yon will assn re your clients that they need not be 
apprehenfive that any delay will be caused by my client in carrying out his undertaking through want of 
capital, bnt, on the contrary, that he will, as soon as he obtains the necessary legislative authority, push 
matters on with expedition. With regard to the istntement in the latter part of your letter wherein you say 
that l\fr. Sadler stated he was unable to find the capital at on.ce,. my: client gives the statement a direct 
contradict.ion, and denies that he ever stated anything of the kind. I regret that the occasion should 3.rise 
for me to write in the latter strain, and had it not been for the irregular course adopted by a professional 
gentleman personally interviewing· our client, and which I have already cqmplained of (although .not 
attributing ri11y want of courte~y to your firm), would not have arisen. 

Yours faithfully, 
W AL'l'ER CROFT. 
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Cameron-street, Launceston, Ta.mwnia, 23rd November, 1897·. 
· WAL'rER CROFT, ·Esq., Solicitoi·; Launceston. 

_[)EAR Sm, 
Re Mole Cree_k Railway. 

WE have yours of this date in reply to ours of 18th instant, and from its tone are inclined to regret 
]iaving taken the trouble of extending to you the courtesy_ of replying to yours of the 17th instant, as you 
seem bent on placing a misinterpretation on what we write. In writing you on the 18th instant we sought 
to show that it was not so much the ability to carry out the project, as the 1vill to do so speedily, that oul"_ 
-clients desired proof of. As to the statement in our letter of 18th instant that l\lr. Sadler stated he was 
unable to give proof, not only of the ability of his party to find the capital, but that it would be found at 
once, we think any fair and unbiassed person taking that part of our letter with what goes before the 
statement referJ'ed to must see that, however you may seek to twist our wol'ds, the whole tenor of our letter is 
merely an attempt to put you right on a point you were taking- a wrong view of. In your letter of 17th 
instant you stated your client !Dade a certain offer which our clients did not accept, and we, in ours of 18th 
instant, sought to show you that the offe1· which om· clients refused to accept was not in the form w'hich you 
put {t. -
- At the interview between our Mr. Martin and :M;r. Sadler, the latter merely read extracts .from lett~rs 
sl10wing he was in correspondence with parties with a view to raising the capital if the rights should be 
secm·ed, and stated that if his Bill was passed he believed he could get the capital within six montl1s, which 
Mr. Martin took as an admission that the capital had not actually been secured. · 

We must protest against the closing paragraph of your letter, ,in which you again accuse our Mr. 
Martin . with adopting an irregular course in personally iqterviewing your client. Seeing we have 
already explained that the interview in question took place at tlte expn.~s invitation t/f your client, a fact 
that your letter of 17th shows you were perfectly aware of before you wrote your letter of this date, and as 
you have shown so much animus and so strong a desire to trip us in cori·espondence, and to twist and distort 
what we write, .we shall, in future, be very guarded in writing you on the subject. · · · . · . 

· Yours truly, 
MARTIN & HOBKIRK. 

:{ - .. 

Cameron-street, Launce.~ton, Tasmania, 29tlt No·vember, 1897. 
~Jllessrs. l\IARTIN & 1-IoDKIRK, Solicitors, Launceston. 

_,DEAR Srns, 
Re Mole Creef Railway. . ..,, - ... 

I HAVE yours of 23rd instant, which I have delay-ed i·eplying to until the return of my client from 
Hobart. · 

I do not think it is right for you to accuie me of seeking to twist your words. Nothing was further 
from my intention .. Howevei:, the correspondence speaks for itself, and whether the construction I put 
upon your letter is right or wrnng, it seems from yours of 18th instaut,that the only reason why you oppose 
Mr. Sadler's .Bill is because he could not give you a sufficient assurance t!tat tki.~ railmay would be carried 
through n·ithout delay. , . 

His ability to carry it through being admitt.ed by you, and the only question remaining being that of· 
securing expedition in the construction of the line, I beg to suggest that yott ought to be satisfied in ~his 
direction if Parliament imposes very strict conditions and penalties for non-compliance. 

Mr._ Sadler propose~ very stringent terms upon this point in his Bill. Do you want them made more 
stringent? I think you ought to withdraw the closing remarks in your letter. 

I have not shown any animus nor any desire to trip you nor to twist or distol't your letters that I am 
aware 0£ Surely these are grave charges, and you might be content to let the letters speak for themselves. 
· Mr. Sadler is willing to consider any reasonable terms for the withdrawal of your Bill, so _that only one 
may go before Parliament, and the line which your clients so much desire be constructed without delay . 

. Yours truly, 
WALTER C_R0FT. 

Cameron-street, Launr:eston, Tasmania, 30th November, _1897. 
W. CROFT, Esq., Solicitor, Launceston. 

DEAR Sm, 
Mole Creek Railway. 

WE are in receipt of your letter of 29th instant. Our Mr. Martin, who has the matter in liand_, 
present in Hobart, and your letter has been forwarded to him for reply. 

IS at 

Yours tn1ly, 
MARTIN & HOBKIRK~· 
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OF 

'3.-:lU:ILWAY EXTENSto·N. X:t/t> 1ntEA:k OF GAUGE. 

·By,:ALLAN STEW,UiT. 

SCIENCE,. 

TiiE subject ·of this sht>i•i p'aper nfay :very piojJeriy be coris1cle.red of mtich 'phbitc _a'nd ii'ational interest at 
the:present ,time, in view bf the 1iecessity existing for' op'ehing up the interior· and ·sea-boai'd of the vai•ious 
Austmlian colonies for genei_:al and strategic purposes, tn ap effectual way, and at the. low~st po~sib)e cost. 
'fli'e,::iu.bject_ has been under the consideration lai'E_lly',of the Tasmaniail Pai•li_amertt, which dul'ing last s_ession 
pass'ed an ~et emp:o:wering a· syndicate to coust!'tict ·an ·ehep'sion of_ the rn;irth-western system _of railways to 
the gi·eat mineral centres of Zeelian and 'Dtii:J'das i'm '~ 1·~ducecl' ga 'clge-, an'd · in 'Vi.~toria the matter is n_ow 
before Parliament, ancl the Sfan'ding C/nnmittee on tilihfoys, iJ1er~ and 'fhat Go,ernment is asking for 

-in~o1.·matio11 ·on.the subject in teference totlie e~tensfon i:if'the Gippslailcl system of railways; whilst no 
doubt othe1:· colonies ha,'.e the~ani~ thirig in view for the 'motintain:ous pcfrtio'rts of their vast tefritories. 
.. All au_thorities oi:1 l'aih,'~f matters;. both' t\ngineering ancrti·affic, ·are qilite alive t_o the dis:idvilntoges ·of 
any brea_~ of ·ga1.1ge on main t\·unk.cirtrans7co~ti_rienfal 1·:i.il~vays where'h~·av:y·~raffic'ha~ to be handled; or 
,,·hei•e speed·is an impoi•tant object:;· bin it lias become ·.a serjous 'question iit ·cbtinti'ies ,,•hich' are in ihe ea·rJy 
stages of development whetliedhe opehirig up 6f'tli'e courifry;rich iil land, mi.he1·als, ti1nber, and scenery 
cannot be obtained by simpler and less expensiv.e railways, and whether by a judicious treatment of the 
su~je_c~ tl~i-~ and the next generation m'ay, while thus realising all their requirements, leave a rich legacy to 
those who1foHow, who would have ample means and much more reason and necessity to return to the 
standard gauge. 

'l'he natural features of the country to be traveh;ed should in each case determine the gauge of the 
l'ailway projected, and in this way no doubt the standard gauge of the various main lines in these colonies, 
wl\ich vary s9.much,·lmvE_l bc<in arrived.at. . \''··· , . . 

. I shall inst:i"nce the Tasmanian 'main line, with ·ns_ gatwe of 3 feet 6. inches, and corresponding curves 
of five chain radius, by the application of which a'''cbi'npar~tiVely cl1eap'line liiis been consti·ncted to carrd 
a heavy traffic; and tl1e same rule applies throu,(J'hout the Tasmanian railway system. To have ... arJoptey 
curves of even six cha iris radius, the cost in· many ;c~1ses•i,voul1Mrnve. been don bled, and curves of seven or eight 
?.lH1ins.r~d,ins would ~m~e brought µp the cost of rra;sJp:inian railways to ~qual the_.most_ ~xpeiisiv':) railway 
rn the world. · , . . ... 

. , To apply. t_he, ·sam(l. PJ-inciple in the. oppos~te·~c.lixElction, and so still fnl'ther to re.duce the cost of 
tailway~, is th_e object of this papej;, .-. · ... ·,> ~,. . .. . . . . , ,. 
• In .flat country or. reasonabJy .. fla.t country it wouJp_;J>e \mwif:e. to depart from Jhe .standard gauge, .or 
even in country whe1:!) tlie sidlillg or sloping ground is~r~gular; _aJ!d.where gullies ~n,d spurs. are absellt,· there 
would stiH not be sufficient cause for constructin(J' feeders or branch lines on a narrow!)r gauge. Light lines 
in such c:,iscs ':oulµ effe!!t _the object' desi,·ed ; b~ft in co.~mtl'y. charncteri~e<l _by_ steep 11,1ountain spurs and 
gullies sue~ as Tasmania, G,i'ppslilnd in Yicto1:ia, · and theJ.1ill portions of the other colonies, the question of 
the gauge becomes the all~importai1t o_ne in the considera~ion 9f rail~vay•exte'Qsioni · . . 
. , The author of.:this pa.per has :withi,;t'the lasffew years laid qnt three railways .in Tasmania,.and. two in 
the hill country of Victoria, four of which, in.eluding the -Vict9_rian Ji,;i:es, could be constructed on a narrow 
_gauge at a materially reduced cost;. and these _four lines,,.i,nvolving the. ex.penditure _of enol'mous sums if 
(!Onstmctld on ~he.sta1idar,d gauge, may be considered _as re_pre:;;eriting.the chµrncter of the gl'eater portions 
of al_l futur~ extensi'on_s in 'l'asmaµia, portions. of G.ipps)anq, 1q1d proJ:rnbly .tl1E_l mo~ntai_11ous: portions of all 
!he ~th~r c~lonies.. The iluthor of this paper was called upon· l~tely by the !ion. 'the _M_in_is,ter of Railways 
m tin~ colony to report upon the comparntive cost of the sfai1darcl and narrow gauge in respect of one of 

· the railways named, viz., the rn·oposed Mole Creek-Zeehan Railway, which, although traversing as difficult 
coun,tl'y·as any:in(l'asmania or'the other colonies, and rising at the summit to 3300 feet high, can be con­
structed to the standard gauge at a cost certainly. not grea_tcr than some of the lines 3lrendy constructed; 
but when the narrow gauge p1-inciple is applied, the estimated cost is so va~tly reduced t!!at other colonial 
governm~nts 1~aJ'. ,1·e~Lp~use. to copsider, a~d follow th~ e?_ligh_tened ex~mple of 'l'asma_nia in reg~rd ~o 
1~ture 1u1h-rny exten:,10n m l11ll c·ountry. 1 he· prC'pamhon of reports bemg much more 111 the engmeer s 
lme than the preparation of papers for scientific societies, I. will :ventthe · to read .the ·neport named as 
giving a fairly approximate estimate of a line constmcted on the Tasmanian standard gauge and on tl,e 
~rop_osed narrow gauge in very diffict_1lt country .. The Report is included in Parliumeutnry Paper.No. 162, 
Session 1891, and i:s _as follows :-

MOLE CREEK-ZEEHAN PH.OPOSED RAILWAY. 
2-feet 6 inch Gauge. 

Jlobal't, 20tli October, 18)1. 
S1n, . 

· HAYING received instructions on the mornino- of the 16th instant to prepar~ a Report on tl1e saviug in con-
~truc~ion w~ich would be effected by a change ot'~·uling grade from 1 in 40 to 1 in 33, and of ruling curves fr_om 
:>-chum rudrns to 2§-c:lmin radius, I have'pre1>arc&an:ionfo1fr':r'rfan'·of·'a;portion of the line as laid out fron1 H miles 
~o 17 miles along the eastern slope of the River :Mersey, which 11robably contains the iargest quantity of earth-work 
m the same clistanr.e of any other portion of the line; also, -a section of the same showing in black the line us laid 
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•out, the ruling curves being 5-,ch~in radius, and in reel the section along the red line on p~an, the mling curves being 
:2'½ chain,s·, whi~h, together witµ the f91lowing remarks, I have 110w the honoi· to submit. · . ' 

Location qf Line.~The line for the first.~½ miles is a:lo.ng flat easy ground, for the next 37- · miles alo.ng slopircg 
ground, for the ,next 5 miles along. flat button-gr.ass. plains, for -the ·next ·30 mi:les along sloping ground; for· the next 
5. II!iles ,r,oun<l La.15:e ijolle_stop,.compa11atively flat ground, arid fo.r the remaining d_istance t9 Zeehan !).bout 2~)ni:les 
alqng sloping gr.ound. I meption .thi,s, be~;wse Qn -the point-as to whe_th(!r the ground i~ slo.ping or flf),t d,ep~nds tr.e 
-question <Jf comparative cost; !l.nd, so far as the question of curves is concerned, any -saving depends on .w,heth.Er 
mountain i;;p1,1rs an_<). g:ullie~ forqi. tJ1e g,round feat1,1_res. · · · · · · · 

I estimate that 60 miles of the ·line will b,e u:long hroJ_en sidling ground, that 28 miles will be along fairly even 
sidlmg ground, and that-12 m_il_es will pe on f:lat easy ground. · · · · · · · · . · 

The length, therefore, upon -which the greatest ·sa:ving would- be effected· by the adoption of ·2½-chain curves 
would be 60·miles. A m_uch less. sav_ing would be effected on 28 miles, 11;nd none at all.on 12 miles, excepting what 
will be d:ue to .t.he ,n!l,r.row .gaugi;. · 

Comparative. Quantities.-ThP. following s.tat~me.n_t of qu!Ln~ities o_n 1 ½ 1;niles _froqi. 14 miles to _Hi½ mi.les, wh\ch 
is as heavy as any other .part of the .l.ine will be, shows .the_.sf),v.ing .due "i_o 2~~ch,ain c_uryes over 5-chain cµrves :-

Cuttil_lgs on line as laid.out (5-chain radius) __ ........... , .................................. _. ........... . 
Ditto o_n red _line (2½-cliain, r~dius) .................. .- ... _. .... : ........ ": ............ : ............. . 

. Sav.ing_ on l½ mi:les ............ : ......................................................... .. 

Eml,mnkme,nt on lin,e _as lai.d out :(5-Ch!\iµ 1:adi1,1~) ......... _ .......................................... . 
Ditt.o on red line {2½ cl~iti.n$) .... ., .......... ..... _. ........ : ._ ............ _ ........................... . 

.Savi_~g 9n_l_½ mi_~es ............... _ .......................... '. ......................... : ... . 

Concre_te culverts ?n lin.e as laid 011t, lineal -ya1,ds ................................................ .. 
Ditto on :r.ed .lme ............................................................ _ ......... _._ ............... . 

_Cub. Yds. 
82·305 
)8·900 

63··405 

89·106 
22·509 

66·6_0,6 

$.aving.9_n It :miJ_es ........ , .... ,:.,._ .... , ...... •··· ......... _. ........... _ .. _. ......... , .... ,._.. 1~2.-

Thus in. the_mai_n).tems of eo1_1~t!ucti_on, ,by .t!1e i;clo)l.tip_n of Jh!J. n~rro.~ gip,1
1
gP:,._IJ. ~avi.n_g ,v9nld result injx:st _cq~t of 

e:x;cayat10n per mile, 42·2.70 cubic yards; embaiikments per mile, !4·404 cubic :yunls; culv:erts per mil~, 6.8 lineal 
yards. •. • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

A eav'ing woulcl also ·be effecte._d throughout-the whole length of-the line in ballast ancl o.ther uiinor details,·and, 
.exclusive .of permanent -way, it !llay ,be pstimateu that .the narrow gauge could be constructed for about oneatbird 
,( ¼) of. the c.o_s.t of ,t-h_e sta_nqjlfQ g!Wg~. . · . 

ln the .o,ne an!l ,a ,half milt?~ ·.qui:>tecl ~here w.oul(l b_o _nine ,curv:e~ qf. ;!½-cl\\J,ins :radi u~, the longest l!~ing i; chairn,, 
with ~~Y.ei:al curves of ,3cr.hB;ip.z:adiJJ$, .in ,lfe4 <Jf.tbe curves ~aicj .out ha:vipg r,ll.d~i of .5 ,cha_i~1s. · : 

G1:adients.-With re~rd to tb!c) pro_,pqs~d:alt~rµ,tion f1:oin the .~tancj\i_r~ gt11,~ienf _of 1 in 4_0 _to 1 jp. :;13, th.iS'.•Would 
only favojJrably affect several small cuttings and em,bank~nents on the flat ground, arid the cuttings on the various 
summits, which in all cases are light, and l -therefore do not ~ee any advantage to be obt11-ined -iri making any 
alteration in this respect,;but great•dis:i.dv.antuge in-the ·working o_f the _line, and• very great disadvantage wheri ih 
_the :(utur,e -it js found necessary to resume t;hc standard gauge. · I would therefore s'uggest, in the event of the p\l,ITOW 

gal)ge bejng determi11!.!d -upon, t!i.~ .th~ .li_ne•!J..S lii,j9 p_µt :be Jna9_e_ tlie ,ba.se fpr Jayiµg O\it ~he -narr,o~v gaµge line, an\l 
tllat the .lev.els and gra\lients fi)r the broad $/l!lge .)ipe P!l m_aiptained, s<J ~hap .in . .t,hqs,e .pl_aces where -the· line as _laid 
?ut will apply t<_> th~ narrow gauge lines (an~·this w)Jl cx~~rid.civ,e(IIlan"f f11iles) the woi·1c already d_one ,yill pe an 
important contr)but10n toward~ the .cpp~tr1,1ctlQJ?. of th .. e sfa_ndnrd g!l.l!g\J )me. · · · 

Another v:ery important cpnsidera.tion in the matter of levels· is the great advantages -iyhich would accrue 
towards the construction of"the substituted standard gauge •in the· deliv_e1:y ·of"inaterfals all 1tlong the line 1;1t the ., 
levels desired. In broken country suuh,as is-represented· on the.u;ccompanying .plan ·and section, tlfe 2½-chain curves 
appear to suit the spui·s and gullies, and thus the narrow gauge line will, throughout, be almost a surface line, 
therefore in many places the cuttings and embankments, and even culverts, would not be applicable to the standard 
gauge line when constructed ; newrtheless, an existing narrow gauge line nt the ·same level as the proposed standard 
gauge line would reduce enormously the cost of its construction. 

Another very important consideration in the comparative merits of the two gauires is, that the narrow gauge 
might be constructed in a third of the time which would be required for the construction of the standard gauge. 

Whilst in the present undeveloped state of the W esteru mineral fields the advisability of constructing the 
standard line of the colony might te matter of ,grave doubt, a narrow gauge line, constructed for 30 per cent. of 
the cost, and within 30 per cent. of the time of the former, even although traversing many miles of non-producing 
country, will no doubt in a few years make a handsome return to the promoters by the development of existing and 
new mineral fields, of which there is at present g-reat expectations, and also would develop the existing cattle "traffic 
and open the large tract of grazing land lying between the Forth and Mersey, and create a market for the 
prolific agricultural district of which Deloraine is the centre, and, further, open up scenery of the finest description, 
hitherto unknown to tourists and others. · 

I have, &c. 
ALLAN STEW ART. 

'l'he Engineer-in-Cldej-: 

:MOLE CREEK-ZEEHAN PROPOSED RAILWAY. 
Narrow Gauge. 

Sm, 
Hobai·t, October 20th, 1891. 

I HAYE the honor to supplement my previous report on a portion of the line from· 14 miles to 15}, by stating 
that, having gone into the next mile and a half in the same manner, I fiud that it will be affected even more 
favourably, not only as regards cuttings and embankments and culverts, but a tunnel 154 yards long on the line a 
set out "'ill be entirely avoided ·by the substitution of 2½-rhain curves for 5-chain curves. • 

I have, &c. 
ALLAN STEWAR'l'. 

The Engineer-in- Cltief. 
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It may be deemed desil'Uble here to emphasize two or three of the points iu the Report just read, viz.,. 
that in laying oi1t all projected narrow gauge railways, the setting out of the line (which indeed in every 
case is the most important part of the engineer's work) should in the first instance be laid out, as at. 
present, for the standard gauge railway, from which contour lines every ten feet in height would be 
co.nstmcted, and the surface g-rnde line laid down from these contours, upon which data the best 'possible· 
narrow gauge line would be determined. 

'l'his system of contours is illustrated, and the general effects seen, on the plans and section which 
accompanied my H.eport, and which the Engineer-in-Chief in 'fasmania has been good enough to lend fo1· 
the purposes of this paper, and which are now at hand ready to be explained if any gentleman so desires. 

By this system you have the survey for all time of a standard gauge railway, and the necessary data· 
fo1· laying down t~e narrow gauge line, at little more than the expe·nse of one• survey; and it would be 
difficult country indeed where curves of 2½ or 3 chains radius would not follow at the engineer's pleasure 
the surface. grade line, or at least entail only very shallow cuttings and embankments, and do a way with 
tunnels,: long culverts, and heavy viaducts. . . 

The other points to he emphasized are the great saving in cost and time in constructing the lines. 
Let. us take, for instance, three of the lines lately in course of being surveyed in 'I.'asmania, viz., the 
Derwent Valley Extension to Zeehan, the extension from Mole C1·eek to Zeehan, and the "\Yaratah­
Zeehan Railway, altogether about 280 miles. These .on the standard gauge, would cost the 
country say £ I ,680,000, and if clone simultaneously would take at least six years to complete, 
whilst, on the narrow gauge, the cost to the country woul<l be reduced to about £6Sn,ooo, and if 
done simultaneously the time would be reduced to about two years; so that there is a million of 
money to spare for another 400 miles of railway to still further open up the conntry, and the 
interest~ of the nation would be advanced by four years. • In this period of economy there .. jg no economy 
more required than in railway extension in countries where traffic is an unknown quantity, and which yet 
must be opened up; and if railways are conslructed on a .narrow gauge at small co~t which will carry all 
the possible traffic for the next 20 years or more, why should we spend tlie enormous amount required for a 
standard gauge line, which will carry no more traffic, because there is no mo1·e to. be carried'! The one 
would very probably yield some return, the other 11w.~t probably would have difficulty in paying its way. 

The immense reduction in the first cost, of time in construction, and the resulting more speedy opening 
up of the ·country, may be said to exha11st the advaptages of a break of gauge, yet these arn of sufficient 
importance to far outweigh the disadvantages aeeming, and ,vhich, summed up, amount to a somewhat 
reduced rate of speed, some delay in the delivery of goods and mineral traffic; and to a somewhat increased 
cost in transhipment-fatal, no doubt, in countries already largely developed-but a·s regards speed in such 
.a country as Tasmania, the travelling public liave necessarily been· already educated up to a very moderate 
rate, which they may be assured can never be mueh incrnased; while as regards delays to goods traffic 
consequent upon transhipment and the expense attending it, I think the utmost has not been done 
towards removing· these difficulties. I have given some little thought to this subject lately, an.d whilst 
having some delicacy in even hinting a theory, because ill' all railway matters no theory without experiment 
is of much value, it may just be said that it has.reference to the accommodation of the gauges on the frame 
of the trucks, the transhipment to be done entirely by the locomotive, which would be effected by a very 
slight increase to the ordinary labour at stations or junctions. . 

·where traffic is light, and speed not a very important matter, the maill objection to a break in gauge 
• sinks into insignificance when the question practically is narrow gauge at small cost or 110 railway extension 

at all; and where there is no progress there must necessarily be decay. 

WILLIA~! GR.UfA?t!E1 JUX., 

lHIVJ:RXllIENT PRINTER1 1'AS)IA:-iJA. 


