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REPORT from the Joint Committee appointed to continue the Enquiry commenced by 
the Select Committee of the House of Assembly in 1862, i1do the question of the 
Launceston and Delor.aine Railway. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

FRIDAY, 26 JUNE, 1863. 

Ordered', That a Join,t Committee be appointed, with power to send for persons and· papers, to. 
continue the Enquiry commenced by the Select Committee of the House of Assembly in 1862, into. 
the question of the Launceston and Deloraine Railway. · 

Then the following Members were nominated to be of the said Committee :-

THE HoN. Srn R. DRY. 
THE HoN. MR. WILSON. 
THE HoN, MR. CARTER, 
THE HON, MR. ARCHER. 

THE HoN. MR. LowEs. 
THE HoN. MR. CoRBETT,. 
THE HoN. MR. GrnsoN. 

HOUSE. OF ASSEMBLY. 

FRIDAY, 3 JULY. 

The House of Assembly having concurred in the appointment ofthe saidi Committee, nominated! 
the following Members to serve thereon :,- · 

MR. CLERKE. 
MR, DOUGLAS, 
MR .. D,,DERY, 
MR. w. SHARLAND,. 

l 
I· 

MR, c. GRANT. 
MR. BALFE. 
MR. SHERWIN~ 

EXP EN SES of 1Vitnesses .. 
·-

Name. Professirm. From whence• Number of Days 
summmed. absent from Home. 

~ 

W. T. Doyne, Esquire• ........ ·• ...••. Civil Engineer. Melbourne •. 22 
James Scott, Esquire ................ Surveyor. Launceston. -
Alexander Rose, Esquire, M.H.A ...... Landed Proprietor .. Hobart. -
Henry Dowling, Esquire ............ - Launceston -
Nigel Gresley, Esquire ..•.•...•.••. Banker. Hobart -
W. Giblin, Esquire ................. ditto .. ditto. -
A. Haig, Esquire .................. Marine :,urveyor. ditto. -
A. M'Naughtan, Esq ..........•.... Merchant. ditto. -

Expenses 
allowed. 

£ s. d. 
184 u 0 

7 7 0 
-

17 0 0 
-
-
-
-
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PROCEEDINGS OF COMMITTEE 

No. I. Thursday, O July, 1863. Members present.-Sir H. Dry, Mr. Corbett, Mr. Archer, Mr. Gibson, Mr, 
Sherwin, l\'Ir. Sharlnnd, Mr .. Dodery, Mr. Clerke. 

No. 2. Friday, 10 July, 1863. ll'lemberspresent.-Sir R. Dry, Mr. Corbett, Mr. Cm·ter, Mr. Lowes, Mr. 
Shurland, Mr. Dodery, Mr. Dougias, Mr. Sherwin. 

No. 3. Tuesday, 21 July. 1863 . .111le111berspresent.-Sir R. Dry, Mr. Gibson, Mr. Lowes, Mr .. Corbett, Mr, 
Dodery, Mr. Douglas, Mr. Slmrland. 

No. 4. Wednesrlay, 22 July, 1863. J,fembers.pl'esent.-Sir R. Dry, ~fr. Corbett, Mr. Gibson; Mr. Dodery, 
l\:lr. Douglas, Mr. Grant.·. . 

No. 5. Friday, 24 July. JJfembers present.-Sir R. Dry, Mr. Gibson, Mr. Cor.bett, Mr. Douglas, Mr. Grant, 
Mr. Sherwin, Mr. _Shurland, • . · · · 

No. 6. Tuesday, 28 July, 1863. 1l{embersprese:it.~Sir R. Dry, Mr. Curter, M•r. Lowes, Mr. Dodery, Mr. 
Sherwin, Mr. Sliarland. · · , · · · · 

No. 7. Wed11esday, 20 July, 1863. JJfembei·s p,.esent.-Sir ·n. Dr);,· Mr. ·cart.er, l\'Ir, Corbett, l\Ir; Gibson, 
Mr. Archer, Mr. Sharland, Mr. Dodery. Mr. Sherwin. 

No. 8. Friday, 31 July, 1863. llfember~ present.-Sil' R. Dry, Mr. Lowes, Mr. Carter, Mr. Wilson, Mr. Shar-
lnnd, Mr. Dodery, Mr. Grant, Mr. Sherwin, Mr, CJlerke: · . 

No. O, Wednesday, 5th Auisust, 1863. 11:Iembers pre.~ent;.-~ir R. Dry, Mr. Archer, l\fr. Gibson, l\:lr. Corbett, 
Mr. Lo~•es, Mr. Sharland, Mr. Dodery, Mr, Clerke, Mr. Sherwm. • 

No, 10. Thursday, 6 Augnst, 1863. Members prese11t.-Sir R, Dry, Mr. Archer, M:1·. Gibson, Mr. Lowes, l\Ir. 
Carter, .Mr, Corbett, Mr. Clerke, Mr, Dodery, Mr. Sherwin. 

No. II, Friday, 7 Aug-ust, 1863. Membel'spresent.-Sir R, Dry, Mr, Cor.bett; M1·. Gibson, Mr; Lowes, Mr.• 
Carter, Mr. Sherwin, i\'Ir. Clerke, Mr. Dodery. 

No. 12, Tuesday, 11 August, 1863. il'lembers present.-Sir R. Dry, Mr. Carter, Mr, Lowes, Mr. Podery, l\Ir, 
Sharland, Mr. Clerke. 

No. 13. Thursday, 13 August, 1863, .irleinbers present.-Sir R. Dry, llf.1•: Lowes, ;\fr. Carter, Mr. Clerke, Mr, 
Douglas, Mr, Grant, Mr. Sherwin. 

No. 14. Tuesday, 18 August, 1863. 11:lembers present.-Sir U,. Dry, Mr. Lowes, l\f r. Gibson, Mr, Carter, :Mr, 
Cprbett, Mr, Archer, Mr, Sharland, M:r. Podery, Mr, Douglns . 

.. _.c:.~ 
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REPORT. 

YouR Committee having· concluded the enquiry remitted to them, by the examination of additional 
'\<Vitnesses to tbose whose evidence is annexed· to the Progress. Report of the Select €ommittee 
of the House of Assembly of 1862 (Paper No.130), bave to-report as follows:'-

1. That it is essential to the Agriculturists, of the Western ,Districts that they be afforded 
Railway Commqnication wit~out forther delay. • •. , . • · 

2. That, by renewed Resolutions at Public Meetings, by larg·ely signed Petitions to the 
Goi.·e:t'hor in Council, and by the result of every election. contest, the people of those Districts 
have proved that the long period of six years,~durirrg which, they have had' this question under 
consideration,-=-has rendered them almost unanimous in their deterillination on this important 
subject 

3. That the opposition to the project has· not .only been limited to a very small number of 
the \iVestern Colonists, but is almost entirely confined to petitions against the introduction of 
the p·rinciple of Landowners of the Districts being called upo1i to guarantee interec;;t, and not 
1.1gainst the construction of a Railway, 

4. 'l'hat it has been proved that the country inteuded to be traversed by the Railway is 
peculiarly adapted to the economical construction and working of the proposed Line. 

5. That,from the Evidence before the Committee,it appears that a substantial and well-constructed 
Locomotive Railway from Launceston to Deloraine, through the Districts of Evandale, Perth, 
Longford, and ,vest bury, including all the necessary appliances, the maintenance of the Line 

. for one year after opening, ancl payment of interest during construction, may be made for the 
sum of £400,000; and that it may be effectively worked and maintained in good working order 
fo.r les.s than £26,000 per annum. 

6. That it has been Rhown that sufficient revenue will be obtained within a short period after 
:the opening of the Li.11.e to p.ay th,e .o_rdinary current expenses, am! the annual interest of £24,000 
,on capital i1~yested. · · · 

7. That the Committee therefore re.commend th.at the Government at once be moved to 
j11troduce a Bill providing for the construction and maintenan.ce of the said Railway; the said 
Bill comprising, besides the usual clauses of the Euglish Railway Act, (so far as applical>le to this 
Colony), the following provisions :- · 

(J .) That tb.e Town of Launceston, and the R.oad Districts of Patterso11's Plains, Breadal, 
bane, Evandale, Longford, Carrie¼:, °\!Vestbury, Eiton, Deloraine, Chucl.leigh, Upper 
Meander, a11d l\'Jidhurst, form the Railway District. 

(i.) That Commissioners may be elected by the Ratepayers of these sever.al Districts 

(3.) 

whose names appear on the Valuation Roll for the time being, (for the purposes of the 
A.et, thfl 'l'own of L.aunceston being taken to be .a Road District.) 

'l'.hat these Commissioners shall be subject to the approval of the Governor in Council, 
who shall then nominate Two other Commissioners, constituting together a Board 
of Commissioners; and that until sµch electi,011 .and p.omination Provisional 
Directors shall be n.a:med in said Bm. 

,(4.) That this Board may elect their own Chairman, who may be paid ap.y sum not 
e:iccee,ding £. per annum ; and that each other Commiss10ner may be paid 
· · for each meeting of th.e Bo.ard he IDJJ-y attencl. 

(l'j.) 'J'.b.at thjs Board s4all have all tqe powers of Railway Directors in England; and 
forth.er, the power, subject to such Regulations as may be approved by the Governor 
jI;J Council, to borrow th.e necessary funds on :Oebep.tµres ; and the· Governor in 
Council shall be eµipowered to guarantee payment of these Debentures at 35 years, 
an<l interest thereon not exceeding six per cent. per annum. 

<(6.) That, during the period of co:r:istruction1 th_e Coll).niis.sioners may disbµrse interest out 
of capital :moneys. 
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(7.) That after the opening of the Line, if there be any deficiency in the funds applicable­
for the payment of interest as aforesaid,. the Colonial Treasurer may advance the same. 
out of the Land Fund of the Colony. 

(8.) That, in the event of such deficiency arising, Commissioners shall be empowered to 
levy a rate upon the said several Districts for the repayment to. the Colonial Treasurer 
of one lialf any sum so advanced by him. · 

(9.) 

(10.) 

That, subject to the pleasure of the Governor in Council, the said Commissioners shall 
remain in office during the construction of the Line, and to. the end of one year after-
opening of the same for traffic, and that then of the elected Commissioners 
shall retire; and afterwards every Two years. such members shall retire; 

- but members so retiring shall be eligible for re-election. 

That the works shall not be commenced un1il the Governor in Council has been satis-. 
:fied that the work estimated for by Mr. Doyne can be performed in a substantial 
manner for a sum not exceeding £364,351 ; and that the whole cost will not exceed. 
£400,000. 

(l 1.) That if any, and whenever any, deficiency arises, the Governor in Council to appoint 
arbitrator to determine proportionabl~ rate, to be paid by each Road District. 

RICHARD DRY, Chairman:,. 
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P RO TES T. 

18 August, 1863-. 
J J>ROTEST against the Report of the Joint Committee to enquire into the desirability of constructing 
.a Railroad from Launceston to Deloraine, &c., on t):ie following grounds. 

lstly. I d.o not believe it positively essential to the agriculti1rists of the Western Districts, that 
they should be afforded railway communication withoqt delay. I admit it may be desirable that 
they should have the means of conveying their pFoduce to a shipping port by a quicker mode of 
t:r.a:r.isit than the preseµt road appears to afford. · 

A Tramway has been proposed1 and is, I understand, likely to be carried out,, (the preliminary 
survey and cost havjng been made) from Deloraine to Port Frederick, which would meet, I am told, 
nearly all the requil,'ements of the Settlers in those Districts, and which would be constructed ::it 
,about one-tenth tile cost of a RailrofJ,C!, be worl,.ed at probably about one-fifth the expense, and be 
,completed in 1+1uch less time. 

·f?qdly. I d.o not beljeve that the ref?olutions of pllblic meetings, or petitions to the Governor in 
Council, or the results of elections in those districts, are valid proof$ of the w:isdom or prudence of 
.entering upon such an undertaking. I can well understand the people of those Districts being 
,unanimous (sing,ularly .una11-i1Pous) op the subject, as those Districts (contained within an area of 44 
illliles) will alone derive all the advantages of' the work, the expenditure of the capital, and will 
µionopolise the _appointn;ie:z:its to all .offl.ces a:nd places to the amoun.t of SE;JWlral thousands per annum. 

3rdly. I can.1;1ot admit that the opposition has been limited to a very small number of the 
'XVestern .Colonists, wbep I am aware that many petitions have been presented to Parliament, 
,signed by .a .considerabJe nµrnb,er jn, those Districts, owners of many th,ousands of acres of Land. 

4thly. I do not believe that the evidence before the Committee c}oes satisfactorily prove that 
the Rajlw_ay, with _all its appliances andpther expenses, coµld be completed for the sum of £400,000. 

Mr. F.alconer's evidence, I thi:nk, shows that £/500,000 wo11-ld be reqqirecj.; and fro[)]. the 
.admitted fac.t, that all contracted works ever exceed the price originally agreed upon by from 10 to 
25 per ce:tit.; we can, therefore, hardly expect thijt tllis work is to )Je I!, solitary exception to the • 
;gen_eral rule. 

l¾:;iny IJecess_a;r,y works and e:irpep.ses Jl}ay hav_e beeµ forgotten; one for instance,-! see that 
;Mr. Gale, in his evidence, puts down a sum of upwards of £5000 for fencing,-an item nowhere 
included in Mr. Doyne's estin;iate. ~ :men.tiol). this as confirming my opinion that £400,000 should 
I].Ot be looke<;l upon .as the maximum for th.e entire completio;r,i. of the work. 

5thly. I cannot agree that it has been shown that sufficient Revenµe will be obtai~ed to pay 
,working expenses (£26,0.0.0), _and interest (£24,000 ;per ap.num). 

A careful perusal of the evidence has led me to form a contrary opiniol}. I believe that the 
,estimated revenues, inste_ad ,of .covering the e;,i:pe;ns.es 9pd jn,ter.est, will be barely sufficient to pay 
4 per cent. OI.J the l.at.ter. · 

Mr. Doyne in his Report estimates th_e amoup.t of r,evenue at ,t.'.42,000 a yea:r. This is the 
highest estimate the Com,mittee has rece~ved of the probable amo:uJ1t of revep.ue. He .calculates 
the working expenses £26,000, leaving to pay interest £ I 6,000, equal to 4 per cent, 

Mr. Gresley, Manager of the U nioI.J B.~nk, states that he has h,ad the subject tn;ider his consider~ 
ation for 4 years. From ·calculations made (he says) by a competept person, he estimates that the 
expenses and interest would be £50,000; the revenue ~37,000; leaving ,a defi.cie:ncy to pay interest 
of£ 13,000, or about Q per cent. 

Mr. Macnaughtan states that he has had· the subject up.der his consideration for the last six: 
years, bas made many calculations in reference to it, and has furnished the Government with various 
statistics upon the subject. He also estimates the annual expenditure and interest at £50,000, but 
the revenue at £38,000, leaving a deficiency of £ 12,0UO, or only providing sufficient to pay interest 
about 3 per cent. on capital. He also states his belief, (and Mr. l\f'N aughtan's opinion, as a long 
resident on the northern side, as a gentleman who has ever been actively engaged in mercantile 
pursuits, and who possesses considerable knowledge on statistical and scientific foatters, is worthy 
,ofmuch we,ight ai;id cons_ide_rat_ion )_, t);iat,, up.dE:Jr f<;tvoriJ,ple pircun;is~ances,. the t_raffic migl;tt ,iz:i,cre;:tse 
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in a few years very considerably, probably 10 or 20 per cent.; and that he considers l\fr. Doyne's 
opinion, in his report, that the probable increase would be from £42,000. to £70,000 a year, very 
far beyond what his most sang11ine idc·as could 'anticipate .. It therefore appears, upon evidence 
before your Commi1tee, that by lVlr. Doyne's sratement there would be onfy 4 per cent. for interest, 
by lVIr. M'.Naughtan's about 3¼ per cent., and by :Mr. Grrsley',,-: about 3 per cent. 

I draw a further conclusion, that the revenues.will not be sufficient to. pay expenses and interest, 
from the .fact that the rates chargeable by the Hailway Company would have to be ·very much 
reduced before they could successfully come into competition ·with the Carriers. From Mr. Scott's 
evidence, given before your Committee, anu a comparative calculatim;i he_ then submitted of the 
rates by Railway and by Carriers, it appears that a cart load of grain produce, &c. from Deloraine 
by Rail would be £4 18s. 6d, by Carrier £1 12s. Sd:; being about 200 per cent. more by Rail than· 
by Carrier~ .from Evandale by Hail £1 12s., 'by Carrier 16s., or 100 per cent more by Bail than by 
Carrier. It is, therefore, probable that the revenues may not·reach either of the estimated amounts 
of Messrs. Doyne, Macnaughtan, or Gresley. 

6thly. I cannot, foi: -the. foregoing and other reasons,recomm·end the Government to introduce 
a Bill for the construction of a Railroad from I.aunce,ton to· Deloraine as recommended by the 
Report of your Committee; contrariwise, I consider-the work undrsirable under the present depressed 
affairs of the Colony ; I believe it wrmld be a dangerous responsibility for the Government to incur; 
and that the enterprise would pro.vein the end (undertaken at this time) a great failure; and instead 
of benefiting the Western Districts it would entail disastrous effect's; not- only upon those districts, 
but u.pon the Colony general!y. 

I contend that no- security ·or p1:ecaution <'Ould prevent the··sum of £400,000 being exceeded. 
The, contract may,. it is true,. be limited to that sum, and security taken that the works should not 
exceed it;, but unforeseen accidents and contingencies may arise, and extra works be· absolutely 
necessary, for which the Contractor could legally claim payment, and which the Directors must allow. 

Government would, in my opinion, run- a criminal responsibility by issuing Debentures and 
guax;anteeing the interest upon. such an amount. All it could safely do, and all that reasonably could 
be asked for by the Promoters of such an undertaking wou.ld be, that the Government should 
guarantee 'the interest, or· the moiety of it. The raising the capital for the work itself should be left 
to individual enterprise or that of a Join.t Stock Company. If Government accede to-this proposition, 
oth.er Districts will assuredly call for like measures and upon_ the same conditions, with all of which,. 
I apprehend, it would be unable to comply. · 

For these reasons I protest against the Report of the Committee recommending the Govern-. 
m.er:i.t. at. once t.o introduce a Bill providing for the Construction. and Maintenance of a Railway, &c. 

WM. CARTER. 

I concur in this Protest. 

THOS. Y.. LOWES .. 



.ToINT CoMMITTE~, No. 10, appointed on the 3rd July, 1863, to enquire i~to the question 
of a proposed RAILWAY from DELORAINi-: to LAUNCESTON. • 

Legi.slative Council. 
The Hon. MR. ,v1LSO.!". 
'The Hon. MR. LOWES. 
The Hon. MR. CORBETT. 
The Hon. MR. ARCHER. 
The Hon. MR. CARTER. 
The Hon. MR. GrnsoN; 
The Hon. Srn R. DRY. 

MEMBERS. 
House of Assembly. 

MR. CLERKE. 
MR. DOUGLAS. 
MR. DonERY. 
MR. w. SHARLA.ND. 
MR. c. GRANT. 
MR. BALFE. 
MR. SHERWIN (Move1·.) 

No. 1.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

The Committee met at 11 ·35 A.M. on 

THURSDAY, 9 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry'. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 
The Hon. Mr. Archer. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 

PRESENT, 
Mr. Sherwin, 
Mr. Sharland. 
Mr. Dodery. · 
Mr. Clerke. 

1. Sir Richard Dry was moved to the Chair. 

2. Ordered, that Mr. Doyn~ be summoned to attend the Committee. 

3. Moved, that Sir R. Dry and :.\fr. Douglas be appointed to report to the C,~mmittee the conditions to 
be embodied in a Bill for the construction and maintenance of a Railway from Deloraine to Launceston. 
Question put and passed. 

4. The Committee adjourned at 12 to Thursday, the 16th instant, at 11 o'clock. 

THURSDAY, 16 JULY. 

[No quorum.] 
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No. 2.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

FRIDAY, 19 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
·The Hon. Mr. Corbt•tt. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr .. Lowes. 

The Committee met at 11 o'clock. 

Sir R. Dry moved to the Chair. 

PRESENT. 

Mr. Sharland. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr."Douglns. 
Mr. Sherwin. 

MR. T. W. FIELD, (Westbury) examined. 

11£1·. Sha1'land.-l. You are the possessor of 7205 acres and 22 houses in We5tbury, Deloraine, and 
round there; freehold,? Yes. 

2. Is the -proposed Railway· to pass through your land? Yes. 

3. In the Petition you presented to the House you objected to the Railway? Yes, I object to a 
reguarantee, in either interest or principal, over my property. 

4. Why? I have been to Melbourne and I have seen Railroads, and tliey are a very expensive 
machinery. The line of Geelong is £62,000 working expenses per annum. 

5. What do they realise? They were not paying their working expenses. 

6. Have you any means of letting us know the expense per mile? £660,000 and a Government vote 
of £300,000. 

7. Is it a Government Railway? Part by private capitalists, and part by the Government; lately, 
the Government has bought the whole of the Line, 

8. Do you think the Deloraine Railway will not pay? No, it will not pay. 

9. Your brothers' names are to that Petition? Yes. 

10. W. Field is the proprietor of 5583 acres and 6 houses? Yes. 

11. Your brother, John Field, is the possessor of 7798 acres and 11 houses? Yes, it is taken from the 
Valuation Roll. 

Si1' R. D1'y,-12. Is Mr. W. Field's signature in his handwriting? No. 

13. In whose handwriting is it? In my own. 

14. Do you hold any written authority to act in his behalf? No; I was at Carrick la·st Tuesday 
week, and he asked me to put ·his name to it. 

15. When he gave you that authority had he ever seen the Petition? Yes, in Launceston. 

16. And you signed under similar ci1·cumstances for :Mr. J. Field, he having seeu the Petition? Yes. 
:..i 

11£r. Sha1·land.-17. Do you know anything of the price of grain being carted from Deloraine to 
Launceston during the winter? My brother John told me he could get his carted at 5d. a bushel. 

18. What is it from Westbury 1 4d. 

19. Can any amount of grain be carted at that rate? Yes. 

20. By Carriers? Yes; and 2½d. from Carrick. 

21. Has most of the gra,in been cart~d or not up to this time? The greate~ part of it. 

22. Do you know any persons at Westbury who have sold their waggons lately? W. Dean, junior; 
he said he had no work for them; he was lending his horses to my tenants. , 

23. Do you know any at Deloraine who have done so? No. 

24. Do you know Smith? Yes. 

25. Have you any statement you would like to give yourself on the Railway in furtherance of your 
objection to the Railway? The compensation in the Melbourne and Geelong, through a sheep-walk, was 
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£42,000; and the compensation set down by Mr. Doyne is only £2000, through an agriclilturai country. 
My opinion is, that the Line will cost £50,000 compensation through. On my farm it cuts me off from 
water diagonally; and on the valuation the Line passes through the Townships of Perth aiid Westbury, 
where land is worth £50 an acre. 

26. Do you consider the land through which the Railway is proposed to go, in the Township of West­
bury, worth £50 an acre? It is worth from £40 to £50 an acre. 

27. What i_s the common practice when grain, is conveyed into Launceston? wpe:te do they take it? 
They take it to merchants' stores. · 

28. Would it answer for all grain coming down the Country to go right alongside, the ship ? No; it 
would ruin every farmer in the District. . · 

29. Do tiot the Carders store grain for the purpose of securing the carriage? Yes. · 

30. Do large quantities of grain go down to merchants in Launceston? to their stores? Yes. 

31. Carts always deliver to the merchants? Yes. 

32. Would it not be inconvenient supposing the steamer stopped at a certain station in town, and the 
carts then had to convey grain from the station to the different merchants? Yes; and it would be more 
expensive ; there would be the expense on the carting from the terminus to the stores. 

lJfr .. Lowes.-33. If we could import produce· cheaper than we could grow it, would the Settlers in the 
neighbourhood 'of the Railway continue to grow grain? No; I should think not. 

34. If the Settlers ceased to grow grain what produce would there be to send by the Railway to 
market? Only wool. , . , · 

35. What period in the year do you t11ink a Railway could be profitably employed? A very short 
time. At _present the waggons cart all the grain that is grown in two or three months. 

36. Can you tell me the amount of the population of the Districts through which the Railway is to pass ? 
No, I cannot. 

37. Do you think that the amount of passenger traffic, in addition to the carriage of grain,- would 
support a, Railway? :No. 

3ti. Do you _know Port Frederick? Yes. 

39. Is that a good Port for shipping grain from? Yes, very good. 

40. What sized vessels can come up to the Township of Latrobe on the Mersey ? Vessels of from 
200 to 300 tons. There is about 14§ feet water at high water. 

41. Would there be any difficulty in erecting a Wharf for shipping grain- there? No, hone at-all. 

42. How many miles is it from _Deloraine to Latrobe? •rwenty-nine. 

43. Are you aware of a line of road having been surveyed from Deloraine to Latrobe for the purpose of 
forming Tramways? Yes. 

44. You have a very good know ledge of that part of the Country ? Yes. 

45. Would there be any difficulty in forming a Tramroad from Deloraine io Latrobe? Yes, m conse­
quence of one hill. 

46. With the exception of that hill there is no difficulty? No, none. 

47. Is the difficulty of this hill insurmountable? No, a longer range of road fo the south o·vercomes 
the difficulty. 

48. Are you aware that a Company is about to be formed to make this Tramway, and to overcome the 
~ifficulty ?' So I have heard. Mr. Scott and Mr. Dooly were surveying it last week. 

49. Do you know the estimated cost of making that Tram road? I do not. I have not seen the 
estimate, but I believe there is an estimate. 

50. Would there be any difficulty in making a branch Line of Tramroad from Chudleigh to Latrobe ? 
,No. 

51. If this Tramroad were completed would it not convey a very large portion of the grain from Delo­
raine to Chudleigh? Yes, a very large portion. 
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52. Is 'there any coal in the neighbourhood of Port Frederick and the Mersey? Yes. 

53. Of what quality? Bituminous coal. 

54. Is there any lime found in that neighbourhood? Yes, there is lime within eight miles of Port 
Frederick. 

55. What would be the difference of the distance between Deloraine and Latrobe, ·and Deloraine and 
Launceston, taking the proposed Line of Railway? A b<;rnt 16 miles diffi:rence: 

Mr. TVilson.-56. If the Deloraine Railway were est:iblished, are you of opinion that there would be 
a larger amount of cultivation carried on than at presrnt? There would be more cultivation if a market 
could be obtained for the produce. ·. 

57. Do you conceive that the population would be augmented or diminished by the Raihvay? I think 
it would decrease in the centre part, but they might increase at the terminuses. 

58. Are you not awaro that, as a general rule, where Raih~ays are the population increases? No. 

59. You don't think that ingress and egress to and from a place by a Railway would augmen~ the popu­
lation ? No; unless· there was a better market than exists now for produce. 

GO. Are you not aware that produce conveyed by Rail can be brought to market cheaper than by carts? 
No, I don't think it can, 

61. Would not, in your opinion, the expeditious transit of grain by Rail benefit the large grain growers'! 
No. 

62. In your opinion would the Railway, if established, benefit Deloraine and Launceston? No, I don't 
think that it would benefit any rart of the Country. 

63. Would the existence of a Railway tend to increase the value of property through which it runs, or 
the reverse? Yes, it might enhance the value of some-parts of it. , 

1YI1·. Carter.-64. Yon have said that you object to your property being mortgaged or guaranteed for 
the purposes of the Railway? Yes. 

65. Supposing the land through which the Railway is proposed to go were not responsible for the prin­
cipal or the interest, do you think that it would be a safe. and profitable speculation? No, I think it would 
be a losing one. 

GG. If the whole of the grain in those Districts is now carted down in two or three months, have you 
any idea as to how soon it would be conveyed down by Rail? In a very few weeks. 

67. After the grain is brought down what would be likely to employ the Railways? I can't sec any­
thing. In my opinion, for about ten months in the year the Railway would be comparatively idle. 

Sir Riclim·d Dry.-68. Have you seen in Mr. Doyne's Report a return of the amount of produce 
and passengers passing through the Toll-gates? Y cs. 

69. Do you believe that Return to be incorrect? -Yes, very. 

70. In what particular ? In many things. 

71. Do you think it likely that the keepers of the Toll-gates would report a larger amount of produce 
passing through than is actually the case? I believe that that quantity mentioned in the Return never did 
pass through. 

72. Do you think the quantity of produce passing along that road has diminished since 1860 ? Y cs, 
considerably. 

73. From short crops and a less area in cultivation? From both tlrnse causes. 

74. Is the amount of toll charged now the same as that charged in 1860? Yes. 

75. Are you aware that those Toll-bars let now at a higher or lower rate than in 1860? The one at 
Exton is rather higher. 

76. Do you consider that 5d. a bushel, the present rate for wheat from Deloraine, would pay Carriers '/ 
Yef. 

77. Ho,~ many bushels docs a waggon and four horses usually, take from Deloraine to Launceston 7 

A.bout 150 bushels, 
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78. You have· stated that you are the ow,ner of 7300 acres, hut you occupy more land than that ? Yes. 

Mr, Lorves.-79. If the Tramroad were formed to Port F1,ederick from Deloraine and Chudleigh, would 
it not take away a large amount of the grain that would otherwise go by the Railway? Yes. 

80. What proportion? Three-fourths of that which is grown beyond Deloraine Bridge. 

81. What effect would that have upon the traffic of the Railway? Three-fourths of the grain that is 
grown would go into Devon. 

82. What description of country would the tramroad from Deloraine run through? Some very bad 
and some very good. 

83. What quan.tity of good agricultural land is on that road? 
I 

About one-half 1s bad land; and, of 
the good land, a considerable quantity is heavily timbered, 

84. On the proposed line of Railway is not timber very scarce.? No ·reply. 

Mr. Douglas.-85. Do you know how much of the £42,000 compensation on the Geelong and Mel­
bourne line went to Geelong for Town lands?- I don't know. 

86. What.was the price of labour at the period that the Geelong Railway cost £660,000? I don't 
know. , 

87. Could you obtain labour for the Railway now between 4s. and 5s. a day 1 At about 5s. a day. 

88. You have stated that the Geelong line does not pay working expenses '7 Yes. 

89. Is it not the competition of steamers with the rail against the latter? I believe it is so. The 
;;teamers charge less than the rail. . 

90. Would not 'the competition with the riiil here be left simply between the rail and the cart? Yes. 
. . 

91. The line of rail between Balaarat and Geelong you say is paying? I do not know whether it 
is paying its expenses or not. • .. 

92. If £300;ooo or £400,000 were spent in the Districts in which the Rail is to be made_. would it 
not improve their condit,ion? Yes, undoubtedly. 

93. Would_ it not give an impetus to agriculture and commerce in those Districts ? No doubt it 
would. 

/ 
94. As a return for the advantages which would be derived from the expenditure of .that sum of · 

money would not the inhabitants agree to an assessment as an equivalent for the money spent upon the 
I!istrict, and improvement to the property? No, I am sure they would not. 

I 

95. From the year 1841 to the present time has there not been a gradual improvement in the Dis• 
tricts of Deloraine and Westbury in tLe increase of population and produce? From 1841 to 1860 there 
has, 'but since then a slight decline in consequence of the blight. 

' 
96. · Are you aware what is the export of grain, wheat, and oats from the, Port of _Launceston? No. 

97. If 443,423 bushels represent the exports from Launceston of grain, would. not the larger portion 
of that be grown in the Districts through which the Railway passes? The greater portion of it. 

98. You think that the agriculture of the District would not be increased by the railway? I don't 
think so. 

99. Can you mention a single insta11ce where the Railway has been formed where the country has not 
been_ improved in development of resources? Can't say. 

100. The only Railway you have been on is the Geelong and Balaarat? Yes. 

101. Mr. Lorves.-You are aware that a large amount of grain is grown in Adelaide and Victoria, 
and is continually increasing? Yes. , 

102. If the grain can be produced cheaper in those places than here, would not that check · the cultiva-
tion of the grain here? Yes. . ' 

103. If agriculture ceased in the District, would it pay to grow wool upon your lands? Yes, on 
good land it would. · · • · 

104. What would be the average price of land right through from Launceston to Deloraine, leaving 
out the Townships? I cannot say. · 
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105. 1rlr. T-Vilson.-Do yon think that the proprietors, from the great advantage to be derived from the 

Railway pa~sing through their lunds, would give their land? Many would not. 

Committee adjourned at 11 o'clock to Tuesday, 21 July. 

No. ·a.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

TUESDAY, 21 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. (-iibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Cvrbett. 

The Committee met at 11·20 o'clock. 

PRESENT, 

Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Douglns. 
Mr. Sharland. 

Examination of MR. DOYNE, Civil Engineer. 

Sir Richard Dry.-1. Your name is William Thomas Doyne, and you are a Civil Engineer? Yes., 

2. Will you state your experience in the profession ? · Yes. 

[Printed Ev:i<lence put in from Railway Report, 1862,] 

"In 1839 I entered upon the practical study of Enzineering, by being bound apprentice to Mr. Ed,vard 
Dixon, the Resident Engineer of the London and SouVJ-Western Railway, Mr. Locke being Chief Engineer. 
In that rapacity, I was emrnged on the works of the Gosport Branch Railway till 1842, when I was given charge 
oftbe construction of tlie Permanent Way for the Hamburg and Bergedorf Railway, under Mr. Lindley. After 
its completion, I ,joined Sir John Macneill's Staff on the Irish Railways, upon which I w,1s engaged in various 
operations till 1845, when I was appointed to prepare the Plans for the West Flanders Railways, of ,.,hich 
~r. George Stephenson was the Con,ulting Engineer. After the completion of these, I joined thll Staff of the 
London and North-Westem Railway, early in 1846, under Mr. Robert Stephenson, and my old ma.qter, Mr. 
Dixon: under them I was engaged upon various wol'kR till the middle of 1847, when I was ap1,ointed to take 
active charge of the construction of the Rugby rmd Leamington Railway, which I completed in 1851. I then 
entered into general practice as a Civil Engineer, and was engaged in a variety of works, chiefly in the Minin~ 
Districts of Wales, till 1855, when I- was appointed to orgAnise the Army Works, Corps. I took commana 
of' it. early that year, and served with the Army in the Crimea till it~ return to Englund in 1856. In the 
following year I was appointed to the Ceylon Railway. I have been a Member of the Institution .of Civil 
Engineers for about ten or twelve years." 

Sinqe that period I have. had_ some Australian Colonial experience. I have constructed a difficult 
Mineral Railway in New Zealand, and I am now engaged in the construction of a large bridge at 
Launce~ton. I have examined all the Railways in Victoria and New South Wales, and made myself 
acquainted with their mode of construction, and the cost of labour and materials. Tlie Committee is 
~ware what I have done with regard to the Lauuceston and Western Railway. 

· 3. Will' you state, for the information of the Committee, the, nature of tl1e work you pc!'formed 
for the promoters of the Launceston and W es1ern Railway? I first came down here on the invitatio~ 
of th,e Chairman of the Committee of promott·rs in March, 1861. I spent a· month in the examination 
of ·the country. I then made them a Prelimina:ry Report, in which I pointed out that it would be 
impossible to make any reliable Estimatf>s without an accurate Survey,: and recommended that they 
should have one made. This I received instructions to undertake a• few wedcs after, and the Surveyors 
commenced operations in the following July. I soon followed them, and spent six months in superintending 
their work, and generally d"irecting, the route to be surveyed. ~ also made my~elf acquainted with all matters 
bearing upon Railway conHtruction in this country, and ultimately prepared a final report which is now 
before the Committee. · 

[Report handed in.] 

4. It has been said that you were neyer over the country on which the Western Line is laid. down ; can 
you give the Committee information as to your practice in this partic:ular? With the exception of a few miles 
of the verY, level_ co_untry lxing between the Liffey and Hagley, I have personally examined every portion of 
it at. least a dozen times•; and on all most difficult parts I have myself marked out on the ground for the 
Surveyors the position of the line. I have also, with instruments, personally chec:ked the levels and the 
directions of all the lines of the survey, and otherwise done everything, that is usual as a Directing Engineer 
on such occasions. · 

5. Did you ever make any exa~ination of any other line of country between Launceston and Deloraine 
besides the line adopted for survey; arid if so, please 'state the facts? I have examined every route which 
I conceived to be practicahle between Launceston and Deloraine; and I have made actual survey, by the 
level and theodolite, of two lines besides the one I have 1,ecommended, which on close examination I 
abandoned' in favour of the one now recommend'ed. The line now recommended has been frequently. 
revised and improved since the first survey of it was made. · 
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6. Have you read the evidence of Mr. James Srott on this and other poivts of the enquiry; and if so, 

have you any re1!1arks to make thereon? I have read Mr. James Scott's evidence as published in the report 
of the Select Committee of 1862, at 17 and following pages. I observe that Mr. James Scott criticises the 
engineering details containeJ in my plans and report, and that he states a better line might have been chosen 
by the direct western route, and that he is generally of opinion that the route I have rhosen is not the correct 
one, either as a commercial undertaking or an engineering work. I further observe that Mr. Scott states that 
he is not an engineer by profession, that he has never seen a railway, that he has never made any examination 
?f the routes chosen by either himself or me by means of instruments, anrl I think under these circumstances 
~t cannot be ,necessary for me to discuss the question with Mr. Scott,~ I having been en gagecl for above 20 years 
rn the construction of railways, and having formed my opinions in this instance upon the most carefully collected 
data. I am still of opinion that the recommendations contained in my Report will prove correct, and that 
no competent engineer would recommend any other than the line I propose. 

7. You state, generally, in your Report that your estimate for construction amounts to £364,351, or 
£8287 per mile, and includes all works, buildings, rails, rolling stock, stations, anJ terminal arrangements, 
~nd the engineering and management required to complete the Railway for traffic, and to maintain the works 
,m good repair for one year after the opening. Can you state the particulars of this estimate? 

[ Estimate put in.-Vide Appendix A.] 

From the plans and sections which the Committee have seen I have carefully calculated the quantities of 
earthwork contained in the cuttings and embankments, as well as the rock cutting which we may expect to 
meet with, and I have here given the numher of cubic yards, and the prices at which my estimates are made. 
I find that there are 496,561 cubic yards of excavation in clay, loam, marl, gravel, and sand, carried to form 
embankments, which at 2s. a cubic yard amounts to £49,656, There are 127,930 cubic yards of ditto, to be 
thrown to spoil, which at 2s. amounts to £12,793. 26,029 cubic yards of rock cutting, carried to form em­
bankments, at 5s., amounts to £6507. 140,409 cubic yards of side cutting to form embankments, at ls. 3d-, 
amounts to £8776. 'l'hese, with the other smaller items forming the estimate for earthwork, will be found 
i.n the paper put .in; In the same way I have calculated the quantity of brickwork necessary for culverts, 
and the iron and timber work for bridges. I have estimated culverts 6 feet in diameter at £10 per lineal 
yard, 3 feet in diameter 75s. per lineal yard, 18 inches in diameter 25s. per lineal yard, and cast-iron piping 
12 inches in diameter, for small water-ways, 20s. per lineal yard. Of these several sizes ·r have provided 
respectively for 93, 726, 322, and 144 lineal yards, under embankments. These have been decided upon 
after a careful examination of the drainage requirements of the District. I have provided for eight bridges to 
carry the Railway over rivers, which I have estimated respectively at the sums of £2000, £4000, £4000, 
£6000, £20,000, £450, £2250, and £1000. This I consider a most ample estimate, I have provided for 
seven turnpike road level crossings at £500 each, which is a very ample estimate, as there are only two cases 
in which Porter's Lodges will have to be built, the others being situated at Stations. I have provided for 
sixty public road and occupation level crossings, at £100 each, amounting to £6000, This £6000 may be 
viewed as a sum to be applied generally for the purposes of farm communication, either in the form of level 

. crossings or cattl~ ways, under or over the Railway, and may therefore be looked upori as a portion of the 
fund for compensation for severance, and inconveniences arising to properties by being cut through by the' 
:Jlailway. The length of the Line as shown upon my plans is 45 miles, but I have provided for 47 miles of 
permanent way, to allow for sidings at the Stations and ·warehouses, and platform roads at·the 'l'ermini. 
This will he sufficient at first, but will require additions as the traffic developes. To Station buildings I have 
applied £21,000, aml to Rolling stock £30,000: the same observation applies to these as to the quantity of 
Permanent way. Engineering and Management during construction I have put down at £22,661; and I 
have provided for 8undries, Road diversions, and side drains £2000, and £10,000 for Contingencies. Land 
compensation I have assumed at £2000, for the reasons stated in my Report. If landed proprietors demand 
high prices for their land, this of course will not be sufficient. All the other details and particulars will be 
found in the estimate put in ; and I feel confident that the total amount named will be found sufficient to 
construct a substantial and effective Railway. , 

8. Since you made these estimates have you seen any reason to alter or modify them? No. 

9, You state in your Report that the returns of the traffic for one year through the Turnpike gates into 
Launceston, as given you by the Promoters, amount to some 45,000 tons; why do you take so small a 
quantity,as 27,000 tons only as the probable goorls traffic by the Railroad? In every instance in framing 
my Report, I have endeavoured to put receipts at the lowest possible rate, and expenditure at the highest that 
.is probable. I, therefore, considerably reduced this item to allow for any errors in calculation. I appended 
to my traffic estimate (page 7), in the observations following it, some items that might have been included i1,1 the 
boqy of it. In doing so, I now perceive that I have led persons into error as to the conclusions that are fairly 
to be drawn from the actual figures and facts as supplied to me regarding the existing traffic of the Country ; 
and I should wish, therefore, to put in an ame~ed estimate, including in one view all the items:-

1. 21,000 tons of g-ootls for export carried 33 miles at 4d'. per ton per mile 
2. Half the excess of goods which pa,sed tbe Turnpike Gates above the 

quantity exported, exclusive of Wood. 6000 tons at 4d ..••• _ ...... . 
3. ,vood, 10,000 ton~, at 2s. 6d . .................•..........•....... 
4. Intermediate goods traffic, equal in tons to the through traffic, carried 

an average distance of 20 miles, 37,000 tons at 6s. Sd .....••..•..•.. 
5. 110,000 through passengers, travelling an avernge distance of 21 miles 

. at 2a............ . ................ , ......... • • ... •, • • • · • • • • · • 

£ 
11,550 

3300 
1250 

12,333 

19,250 

S.' .d. 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 



10 

6. 110,000 passengers between intermediate Stations, an average distance 
of 10 miles, at 2!d, .•. .....•.••................................ 

7. Cattle, horses, sheep, pigs, and other lh e stock, and meHt killed fur 
the butchers . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . .•............•..• 

. £ s. d. 

11,500 0 0 

1180 0 0 

£60,36:3 0 0 

Item l is nearly the same as my former estimate, page 7, except that I have f~creased the average mileage 
and reduced the rate to 4d., 'l:,oth of which will, I believe, he found more correct in practice. Item 2 
remains the same, except the reduction of the rate. Item 3 I have introduced. at 2s. 6d. a ton for wood. 
This rate will enable the Railway to carry firewood an average distance of 25 miles at a profit, by working 
the spare waggons and engines for this purpose during the slack seasons of the year. It is found a general 
rule-in Railway traffic that, where the population and goods arn spread tolerably equally ol'er the length 
of the line the through traffic between the termini is about the same as that between the intermediate 
stations them,elves and between the intermediate stations and the termini. I have therefore, in Item 4, 
t~ken the same tonnage for intermediate goods traffic, but reduced the average to 20 miles; and in Item 6 
I have put the intermediate· passenger traffic at the same numbPI" as the through traffic, but reduced the 
avera~e dietance to 10 miles,charging 2½d. a mile for these short distances. In Item 7 I have put down cattle, 
&c. at the same figme as in my former estimate, £ll80, because I find that a question has been raised in 
evid,mce whether live stock would be sent by the Railwa_v or not. My own opinion, however, being, 
judging from the expei·iences of agricultural Districts through which Railways have been made, that· this 
traffic will be found to give a large item of revenue. 

10. You give the probable intermediate traffic of goods and passengers (not shown in the turnpike­
gate returns) at £250 per week; do you see any rea'son to modify or alter this item? The estimate I have· 
just put in shows the same result in another form, and proves that that statement was based upon rhe 
actual figures furnished to me. · -

11. .Do yon see any reason for amending your former estimate of general passenger traffie, as based on 
the returns at the turnpike-gates? None, except the alteration in'form that I now put in. The more I 
examine the question, the more I am convinced that the tl'affic which may be expected is greatly under­
estimated. 

12. Will you state the principle on which you have ffxed the rates to be charged for transit, as set out 
llt pnge 7 of your Report? I originally-put the cost of goods at 6d. per ton per mile, that being a sum 
which I conceived it might be necessary to charge the first year, in order to make the Railway· self­
supporting; but I do not imagine that even the maximum of 4d., which I should propose,. would have to 
be charged after a few years. Passenger traffic I have assumed would be all carried in first and srcond class 
carriages, and I have put the rate at the same as the English. This I conceive to be very low for this 
Country. I have, therefore, in my present estimate chargetl the intermediate traffic at 2?!,d. 

13. Have you uny doubt respecting the working expenses of the line exceeding the limits named in 
your Report? None whatever; and since I made my former estimate, I perceive thnt that question has 
been very much canvassed, and that all the evidence collected on it proves clearly that my estimate is in 
excess. The information provided by the En!!ineer of the Hobson's Bay and St. Kilda Railway Company 
is most conclusive on this point; and I feel so confident in the accuracy of my estimate, that I should be quite 
prepared to join a company to lease the line, and secure the interest to the Government, paying it quarterly 
in advance. 

14. You will have observ:ed by the evidence taken befo1·e the Parliamentary Committee of last year, that 
a difference of opinion was elicited on the subject of " land compensation." . Will yon state your views on 
this subject? i only put down £2000 in niy estimate for land compensation, because, as I have stated in 
my Report, I look upon this as a landlords' railway; and I conceive that its funds should only be made 
chargeable for tenants' compensation. As I have said before, if high compensation is sought by landlords this 
sum will not be suffi,·ient. The question of severance, which I finrlMr. Scott raises in his evidence, is amply 
provided for in the £6000 put <lown for farm commtmications, when applied upon the principle followed in 
England, where the proprietors are given the option of having the communic:ation or the money which it 
would cost to make it, or the portion severed purchased at a reasonable rate : that £6000 may therefore 
be looked upon as an addition to the Compensation Fund. I see that it is supposed that great difficulties may 
arise to the occupation of farms by the introduction of level crossings. I have not gone into such minute 
details in· the Estimate, but the practice is to provide convenient cattle-ways unrlemeath the line wherever 
they are required; level crossings only to be used for cart purposes. " The Railway Clauses Consolidation 
Act," which I ·recommend to be incorporated with the Railway' Bill, most amply provides for the protection 
of lamlholders in all these respects. • 

15. Have you seen that in the ~ame evidence several questions were put with reference to your 
acquaintance with the geological features of thP country through which the Line passes, and the strata 
which may be met with in the cuttings; and that it is there stated by Jfr. Gale that in Parl_iamentary 
Surveys in England promoters ·are obliged to produce borings? What jg your experience and practice on 

·these poi~ts? I have been engaged for a large number of years in the prepararion of Parliamentary 
plans in Great Britain and Ireland, and I have never known of one instance in which an Engineer was 
expected to produce boriugs of the strata through which the Line_ passes. It is not reqqired by the Standing 
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Orders of the Houses of Parliament; and I can positively assert, of my own k,no.wledge, that .it is not the 
.practice in England. M1•. Gale must have been misinformed upon th_is point. I have, however, made 
-careful examination of the Country through which this Line passes, and I f~el as confident as any person 
can be, by mere geological examination, that I am perfectly well acquainted with the material which it will 
pass through; but, even if an error should arise in my eonclusio?s on this subject, we have abundance of room 
for deviation, and can, therefore, avoid any objectionable ma_te1·1al. A portion of rock cutting occurring at 
the back of the Cocked-hat Range would be an advantage mstead of a loss to the Contractor, as it would 
provide him with materials for building the large culverts under those embankments, instead of his 
having to cart bricks as included in my estimate: the objection, therefore, I consider, has no weig'ht,what­
ever. I perceive that Mr. Gale states, in Answer 11 of his evidence, that he considers the sum charo-ed by 
me to the promoters for the survey of the Railway to be enormous ; I wish, therefore, to put in th~ facts, 
I charged the promoters £200 for my preliminary examination and Report; this included my journey from 
Sydney to Tasmania and back, and one month's hotel expenses and car-hire while examining the Line: 
For my sub~equent Report, and the plans and books of reference, which have been laid before the Committee 
of 1862, I charged £2300, which, distributed over the total length of 45 miles, amounts to £53 per 
mile., When I was engaged on similar work for Sir John M'N eil, in Ireland, he, as Chief Encrineer, 
charged £50 per mile to Railway Companies for Parliamentary Surveys, exclusive of books of ref~rence, 
which it is the prnctice in England to have pr<".pared by the Solicitor. In Ireland he had the advantage 
of the large scalecl Ordnance Surveys, upon which the Line was laid down, and, t11erefore, no special survey 
required, He paid Surveyors £2 per week, and Chainmen ls. 6d. a day. I paid my Surveyor.sin Tas­
mania £50 to £60 a month, and laborers (ehainmen) 7s, per day. £100 per mile is by no means an 
·uncommon charge in England for the same work, 

16. Opinions have been expressed that the substitution of a Tramway for the Railway you recommend' 
would be sufficient for the necessities of the district, and would afford sufficient surplus, above 1nterest and 
working expenses, to form a large sinking fund, after payi11g excellent dividends to shareholders; what isi 
your opinion hereon ? I feel qnite confident that it would be a great mistake to construct a Tramway or 
-:i.ny Railway of less power and capacity than the one I propo9e, between Launceston and the West.' A 
Tramway or a horse Railway could not carry the mixed traffic that will pass over. this line. Tramways 
have never been found applieable except to a mineral traffic, and then only in exceptional cases. To con­
struct a Tramway for this purpose would be to ignore all the history of Railway progress, and to pay ,ig-ain 
in Tasmania for the experience ,vhich has been so dearly bought in England. I have watched the gradual . 
. conversion of Tramways into Railways over a -period of above 20 years; and I confidently state that under 
similar circumstances no experienced person in England would attempt to apply a Tramway. I h_ave, since 
I have come to these Colonies, constructed one narrow-guage horse-power Railway, which answers the 
purpose for which it was required perfectly well; and I have also, when consulted on the subject, recom. 
;mended a Tramway from Fingal to Perth, to be worked by horse-power in preference to a locomotive 
Railway; but these are just the cases in which .such roads work well, namely.,--one single mineral to be 
.conv_eyed over them,_ at very slow speeds, in a very ch~ap description of rolling stock. Sharp curves, steep 
gradients, and very lightly constructed works are applicable to these cases, but would be destructive to the 
,economical working of such a traffic as that which will pa:ss over the Western Railway, I believe that ~ 
1ramway in this case woul.d neither carry the good,; required nor be a _profitab-le undertaking • 

. '.I.'he Committee a~journed .to We£lnesday, 22nd July, 1863, 

·No. 4.-MINUTES OE COMMITTEE, 

WEDNESDAY, 22 JULY, 1863. 

·The Hon. Sir Richard Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 

·_The _Committee met at ll ·25 o'clock. 

PRESENT, 

Mr. Dodery, 
·Mr. Dougla,;, 
Mr. Grant. 

;Further e_rr;arninat,ion .of MR. DOYNE, 0,E. 

Sir R. Dry.-17. At page 8 of your Report you refer to Irish Railways, al).d .their effects ,on the 
.various interests .of .that Country. I.n a Paper by Mr. Stephens,. the Inspector .. of Schools, contained in the 
_Appendix to the Parliamentary Report of 1862, he protests against your comparison of Ireland and 
Northern Tasmania. )::lave you read the Paper a·elerred to, and if so, do you wish to make anv remarks 
,thereon? I have. Mr. ,Stephens rnys, ",Agreeing in the main with Mr, J)oyne's estimate of .the advan.­
,tag-eJ? resulting from the construction of Railways, I feel compelled to protest against the comparison drawn 
by that gentleman between Ireland an.d Northern Tasmania, believing that his remarks are likely to lead 
uninformed persons to most erroneous conclusions .. " On this paragraph I wish to observe that I have beeli. 
,intimately acquair1ted with Ireland all my life, that all my immediate family and. connPxions hold property 
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there ; _and . that, -having ~buµdant mean_s of forming · an opinion· on the subject~ I • still · contend that the• 
comparison I have drawn i,s just. · ~r. Step:hens next says, "-The statements made by the Royal .Commis-, 
sione.~·had reference to. a period of- unexampled poverty and general depression, when Railways were 
untlwugl?t of (J,nd impossfble," What Mr. Stephens means by this sentence I cannot imagine,. considering 
the quotation I have made is from " The Second Report of the Commissioners appointed to consider and 
r~commend a general system of Railways for Ireland." This Report was published in 1838,. when the Dublin. 
and Kingstown Railway had already been opened some years, and the Dublin and Drogheda Railway Company 
was already formed. He adds, "Mainly through the operation of the Encumbered Estates Act,_aided by the 
Land Improvement and Poor Law Acts, the condition of agriculture ih Ireland had advanced to 
such an extent that it will now, as a whole, bear comparison with the most flourishing districts of 
England. This is certainly a most exaggerated statement. Ireland has always been a rich, agricultural 
countiy, and the live stock has largely developed of late years; but to compare it with the most 
flourishing clistricts of England is only calculated to mislead. l\fr. Stephens proceeds : "· In 1841 the 
live stock of Ireland was valued at .£19,400,000. In 1855 it had reached 33 millions and a half." He adds, 
'' The fallacy lies in attributing to .the Irish railways that prosperity, of which they have been but the natural 
nnd inevitable consequences." I have not anywhere attributed to the railways solely,, the improvement in the 
state of Ireland. I am fully alive _to the immense importance of the Acts referred to by Mr. Stephens; but to 
assert that the railways had not largely contributed to the developement he mentions would be a very great 
error. The fourteen millions of pounds worth of live stock which he says have been introduced in fourteen 
years could not possibly have found a market without railways,_and as a proof of this statement I may give an 
instance within my own knowledge. A friend· of mine, who is a large cattle breeder in the neighbourhood of 
Dublin,_·saw the advantages that he could derive from railways,. and immediately on the commencement of 
the Great_ Southern. and Western Railway he purchased some large farms on the rich· grazing lands of· 
Tipperary; He now regularly sends his lean stock from the breeding grounds near Dublin by railway to, 
Tipperary,_ and brings them back by rai:lway through Dublin to the Liverpool market.. This is a fair illus­
tration of the manner in which, 1·ail ways have worked,, with, other concurrent circumstances,. to raise Ireland 
:6.·ol)l, a s4l,te Qf pov:erty .tQ i_ts pre~ent flourishing condition .. 

18; A statement was made in the evidence of Mr. Falconer, before-the Parliamentary Committee of' 
last year, that the Station at Launceston would have .been better if placed in the Town rather than on the 
site selected, "the Railro.ad being brought throngh the- streets," Have- you reconsidered this question?:' 
I have, It was one of the points which occupied my attention most particularly during the time I was 
,conducting the Surveys.. I had first imagined that a Town site would have been the most appropriate for 
the Terminus; but, .. on close examination,. I found that it would be quite impossible to place the Station any 
where in. the Town except:at an enormous cost~there is no open space in the Town possessing one-tenth 
of the necessary capacity.. Lands cov.ered with buildings would therefore have to be purchased, or the­
Station arrangements broke~ up and detached, .. which would involve great inconvenience and expense in 
man;igem,e_(lt._ I consider the recommendation to have the Station on the opposite side of the river, one of 
th~ strong poi~ts of the wl10!e plan,, P11ssengers and Town goods ~an b_e received and delivered at_the present· 
bridge, wluch 1s only 50 cbams from the Post Office, a very convement site, and not more than 3 mmutes walk 
beyond what it would be to a Station situated on the present Wharf. The general goods Station for export with 
all t4e necessary stores,.sheds,.machiner,v, carriage,_and engine-houses,.&c., can all be concentrated under one­
management on.the sites selected on the 'l'amar. I may say generally, in every respect, this will be as con­
venient an arrangement as the other would be inco.nvenient, and provides at a very small cost abundance of room-. 
for. the future development of the Railway,_ As regards the advantage to be derived from carrying the 
Railway to the existing stores in Launceston, branch:,horse-power railroads can easil,v be carried. to them at 
any time if thought necessary, without necessarily involving the construction ofa Station.in the Town. 

19. Do you.entertain the views you formerly held as to the Launceston and Western Railway being· 
likely to prove a self-supporting and profitable undertaking? I do ; I have not the least doubt of it, and the. 
more I consider the question the more I become confirmed in the belief that it will be one of the most: 
profitable railways that lu~s. ever been constructed, .. both:• directly and indirectly. Directly it would pay more • 
than the interest.and working expenses; and indirectly it wonld remunerate the district by the increased value­
of all property,. and the facilities it. would·.afford for ·car1ying on,all trades and business._ It cannot fail to. 
develope reso_urces hitherto unthought of. Itmust~economise an. immense quantity of waste material. It 
will reduce the road rates directly by diminishing the wear and tear of the roads, while it,will add laro-ely to 
the rateable powers of the District.- As au illustration .of the effect ofimproved communication upon the ~tes of 
the. distri~t, _lsl1~uld wish to puH~ a pal?er 'Yhich I ~-eceived from the Secretary ofthe·River Weevcr Navigation. 
when I: was last m England;_ Tlus navigation, ,whwh-,passes .. through the County of Chester, was. constructed 
some years. ago by a number of the owners of land through which the river passes, _the county guaranteeino­
to them-out of: th(;l rates interest on the expenditure, on the condition that if any, profits arose in future yem~ .. 
they should be added to the county rates for general purposes. The result has been, that for the last ten, 
:rears. the County of Chester has been entirely relieved from all 1·ates, _and .all its public works have been .con, 
s.tructed out of tl1(,l surplus funds of the W eever Navigation.. · 

T.hl;l t9Jlo:w.in,g is_ the paIJer.referred.to :-:---

,, ... ·. 
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STATEMENT . of the Receipts and Ewptinditure -qf. the RIVER·. 'WEEVER . 
. ·•N4vIGATION, in the County Palatine of Chester,. 

Year ending~ · Gross Tonnages. Improvements and .Paid to County 
Repairs. · Treasurer. 

---- --
£ s. d. £ s. d. £ . s. d. 

31 March, 1853 •.•....... 42,785 13 0 25,329 15 10 22,500 0 0 
1854 •.••..•••. 44,496 11 7 ., 28,224 10 11 14,000 0 0 
1855 ..••••.. :. 41,077 9 0 27,949 6 4 16,500- 0 0 
1856 ......••.. 50,016 11 0 29,772 16 2 11,000 0 0 
1857 .......... 57,123 16 11 21,948 0 2 21,000 0 0 
1858 ......•••. 41,251 4 0 36,764 10 8 18,000 0 0 
1859 •..••..... 41,709 1 3.1 30;517 12 9 21,000 0 0 2 

1860 .......... 42,866 7 11 35,532 3 3 8000 0 0 
1861 ......•••. 46,754 11 O½ 29, 20 0 7 15,000 0 0 
1862 ......•••• 42,998 9 5 35,644 17 10 9000 0 0 

I certify that the above statement was furnished to me by Mr. William Wood Blake, the Clerk to the Trustees 
of the Weever Navigation. ' 

I am personally acquainted with Mr. Hansbrow, have frequently 
i,een him write, and can certify that this· signature is in hi&. 
handwriting. 

H. DOWLING •. 
Launceston, 21st July,. 1863 .. 

ARTHUR HANSBROW,_ 

I feel quite confident that similar results would follow a similar course' witli regard to Railway con­
struction in Northern Tasmania. And I may mentio.n-another·instancewhich bears more directly upon the 
question, While in England a few months ago,. I again made myself acquainted with the circumstances of 
the system of guarantee adopted on the Athlone and 'Galway Railway. 'fhisLine was constructed through, 
certainly, the most miserable part of Ireland, and so little hopes were entertained of its being possible to 
maintain a Railway by its own i'eceipts through the· Districts, that, even during what was termed the Rail­
way mania, when Companies could be· formed to c.arry out almost any project,_however hopeless, it was 
found impossible· to ;g<;lt. any Company to-- undert[tke this Line without a guarantee of interest, The landed 
proprietors of the District anive& at the conclusion that they must be ruined without a Railway, when all 
their neighbors had them;_ and .they . volunteered to- have their -properties rated to secure interest to the 
Government ·on a loan for the construction of the Line: that Railway has now been-opened several years; and, 
on enquiries made by me when in ·Errgland, I find' that, with the exception of the.first few years, no rates have 
had to be levied on account of it, and' that ev~r since there has been a considerable surplus. I know, from 
relatives and friends possessing property in the District,. that since the construction-of.the Railway, property 
generally has more than doubled in value;. that is, estates that could not find purchasers at 10 years pur­
chase before the Railway was const1'.ucted, have, since•_its•completion, :been sold for 22 years' purchase, on a 
higher rental.' If the preposed Railway to the West was to cost'from £30;000 to £40,000 ·a mile, as-those 
in the adjoining ·Colony have, it might be very questionable whether it would be directly remunerative to 
invest in it; but, even at that· expenditure, I feel satisfied that, as a Line made for the purposes of increasing 
the value of property, it would prove a great success. I speak from my general .experience of the effects of 
Railways all-over the world; and more e~pecial!y from the wonderful results that have followed their con­
struction through the poor·and·-remote•agriculttual Districts of Great Britain, France, and Belgium, with 
all of which I am intimately acquainted. I feel .no doubt, therefore, ihat this Line, constructed at so very 
small cost, must ,prove snccessfol in every respect, unless the· otherwise universal experiences of Railways 
are to be disproved by th@ results in this ·one instance; ·On this one the passenger traffic alone will be found 
sufficient to support it.. We-have the fact, which would never have been believed had it not been proved, that 
in Great Britain and Ireland 7 times the whole population of the Kingdom travel annually over the Railways, 
while there are millions of persons who have never even sP.en a Railway, and the great masses of the English 
are a stay-at-home people. This enormous result, therefore,_ is the result of the 1,epeated travelling ofa small 
portion of the community •.. W.hat may therefore be expected from -the • population lying along the Western 
Railway, who are as essentially a locomotive people as the English are the contrary?. Again; we have the 
startling fact given in Mr •. Elsdon's evidence, that over the short Line of which he has charge, between 
Melbourne, St. Kilda, and Hobson's Bay, 20 times the entire population of Melbourne travel annually. 
With all the facts that are now before the Country on the question of probable traffic, .I cannot; understand 
even the most 1minformed objector doubting the results for a moment •. The only questions,Jherefore, .to be 
settled in order to secure the result desired are,_ to make such arrangements as to ensure. that, the expenditure 
on construction shall not exceed the amount that it is intended to apply to iL;. and this can .. be easily done by 
providing that the works shall not be commenced until the Executive be satisfied that •safe contracts have been· 
entered into; and to ascertain that the working expenses will not exceed the estimated amount.. On this latter 
point I think the evidence is perfectly conclusive; and I feel that there will not be the slightest difficulty in. 
organising a Company, dming the construction of the works, .who will agree to_ work the Railway from the 
day of its opening for a period of years, taking all the responsibility. . · 

20. In the event of the works being undertaken by a contractor what, security could be taken against· 
failure in their completion ? Great care should be taken in the first instance. only to let the contract to a 
contractor of such undoubted position and character as to give the best security for the undertaking. Also,, 
the English practice should be followed, of taking a lien upon the whole of the plant and materials used by 
the contractor_in the construction of.the works; ,p_ayrnents to be made monthly of 90 per cent. upon the value.., 
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of the works executed, to be,·estimated by the Engineer, by a Schedule of prices attached to· the contract in the 
first instance, the remaining 10 per cent. to be retained as an additional· security until the completion of the 
oontract. This system is considered in England quite satisfactory. 

The Chairman asked for leave to forward certain questions to Messrs. R. Douglas and Nichols, 

Leave granted. 

The Committee adjourned to Friday, 24th July, at Eleven o'clock, 

[A.] 

LAUNCESTON AND DELO RAINE RAILWAY. 

ITEMS 0 F ES '.l' IM ATE-

Length ef Line 44 .Miles 20 Chains. 

!321,930 superficial yarrls soil removed from base of embankments and 
surface of cuttings, and placed by the fences, at 2d ....•••.•..• 

3520 double chains of post and rail fence, at 50s. a chain ...•.... , ... 
496,561 cubic yards of excav!ltions in clny, loam, mad, gravei, sand, &c., 

carried to form embankment~, at 2s ..............•••....... 
127,930 cubic yards ditto, thrown to spoil, at 2s ...•..•.••.•....••••.. 
26,029 cubic yards of rock cutting, cal-ried to form embankments, at 5s. 

140,409 cubic yards of side cutting, to form embankments, atls. Sd ....• 
321,930 superficial yards laying soil upon slopes of cuttings and embank~ 

ments, and sowing ditto with grass seed, at ~.d._. ... • .......•.. 
93 lineal ya!·ds culvert, 6 feet diameter, at £10 ..•. _. .. _. ... ; ......• 

726 ditto 3 ditto, 75.$ .•..•••.•..••..•.. 
322 ditto l ½ ditto, 25s ... ~ ............ .". 
144 ditto cast iron pipe, 12 inches diameter, 1,mder embank~ 

ment, at 20s .••••.•..•.•••..............•..•..•.•••...... 
7 turnpike roacl level crossings, at £500, .......•...... · ..... . 

60 public road and occupation road level crossings, at £100 ......• 
J3riclges-No. l North Esk River, 20 bays, 10 feet span, 6 feet high ......•.... ,. 

2 d_itto iron, 1.50 fe.et span, 1~ feet high • _. ..... _. .•. ,. 
3 dittQ_ ditto _. .....• ; ............... . 
4 ditto 5 arches 45 feet span, 30 feet high •••• , •.•.... 
5 South ~sk and Lake Rivers, iron, 2 bays each, 250 feet span, 22 

feet high .........•........................•..•... ; ..... . 
6 ditto, wood, 6 bays, 10 -f~et span, 10 feet high 
7 River Liffey, wood, 30 bays, l O feet spa;n...... • .•...••..•..• 
8 Quam by ~iver ......... : ........•..•.•••.•..••••.•.......• 

47 miles of permanent way, at £2684 ....•.. : ..•.....•..•• '. •.... 
Ter~inal, and S_tatipn arrangements ....••. _: .... _: •• '.: · ••.. : _: ....... · ••.• 
Rollmg ::;tock. . • . . . • • . ..•.........•..••...••............•....... 
1;' • • . • . 
=ng1neermg .•....................•...•..•............•.••••..••.. 
Management .. · ... · ............•.............. , ........... · •••••.... 
Sundries, road diversions, side drains, &c .•.•• : : . · .•. ; . ·.; •.....•..••.• 
Lan~ and c?m pensation ... ,. .· ._ .......•.•...•.•..•..•.........•.... ,. .. 
Contmgenc1es ..... _ .•.••..•...•.•....... · ..••..• _ ..•. • •••..... · _. . ,• .... 

£ 

2682 
.8800 

f.9,656 
12,793 

6507 
8776 

1341 
930 

~723 
403 

144 
3500 
6000 
2000 
::moo 
4000 
6C!OO 

20,000 
450 

2250 
1000 

1~6,148 
21,000 
30,000 
17,611 

5000 
2000 
2000 

10,000 

s. 1-
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

() 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

£3,57,7i4 0 0 
Maintenance of Worlj:s one year, _at £150 ~ mile •..•. · .· .• ... _. .· . . . . . . . . . . · 6637 0 O 

£364,351 0 0 

Total cost per J1'1ile ..••.. _. _. . _. .•.. _. ,. .• ,. . _. .... _. • 
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No. 5.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

FRIDAY, 24 JULY. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 

The Committee met at 11·15 o'clock. 

PRESENT, 

Mr. Douglas. 
Mr. Grant. 
Mr. Sherwin. 
Mr. Sharland. 

Further examination of MR. DOYNE, C.E. 
21. From the information you have gained in England, can you give the Committee an opinion as to the 

practicability of successfully carrying out this undertaking by means of a Company? While in London I made 
particular enquiries on this point ; and I found the unanimous opinion of the best informed persons there to 
be, that this Railway could on!y be carried out by an Eno-lish Company, established upon the same principle 
as those formed for the construction of the Indian anrl Ca~ie of Good Hope Rail ways. In those the amou~t 
of money to which the Government guarantee applies is unlimitetl,-the Companies receive the stated rate of 
interest for the number of years namrd, upon whatever sum the Railways may cost. Any less advantageous 
terms than these would render the financial position of a Company extremely doubtful, and would require 
them to raise their capital on much worse terms. On consulting Mr. Brassey respecting his willingness to 
contract tor this Railway, he positively declined to have anything to do with it if he had to trust to-the 
financial arrangements of a Company. The Indian Government guarantee interest to the Railway Companies 
on unlimited sums for 99 years; and the large amount of their stocks that are on the London Market, and 
the facility with which they can be obtained by persons wishing to invest in such securities, make it 
extremely difficult to float stock of a more doubtful character. I may add, generally, that I believe the 
com:truction of this Railway by a London Company would be a most objectionable mode of proceeding, as 
it would involve great difficulties and expense in management, which may be saved by a local administration. 
I feel convinced that the only economical system to base the finance upon is the issue of Government Deben­
tures, of the same character as those issued by the adjoining Colonies. Any change in the usual practice 
creates a doubt in the mind of the English public as to the value of the documents. I was informed by the 
London Stockbrokers that any description of stock issued which differed in form from those which the public 
are accustomed to was difficult to sell, even though the security might be as good or better, I wish it to be 
understood that I don't mean to assert that this undertaking could not be carried out by means of a Company, 
but that there are great disadvantages attending its introcluction; it increases the expense in raising the 
capital, and produces a cumbrous and much more expensive system of management. 

22. Do you think that Debentures for the construction of this Railway would readily float on the 
London Market, and would the eflect of their issue be to raise or depress the value of Tasmanian securities 
generally? The answers that I received to my enquiries on those points were, that the only disadvantage 
Tasmania possessed in selling her Debentures was, that they were not sufficiently known in the English 
Market, but that an issue made for the purposes of Public Works in the usual Colonial form would meet 
with a ready sale at a good premium, and th<1t the larger the issue, within reasonable limitations, the more 
readily would they find a place in the Market ; and such an issue would, undoubtedly, increase the credit and 
the borrowing power;; of the Colony. I may add, that it was frequently mentioned to me that any Colony 
that was behind its neighbours in carrying out Public Works is not looked upon with the same credit at 
Horne . 

.iWr. Do,,glas.-23. Is it possible to make a Line of Railway from Launceston by Penquite, passipg 
over the hill by Wacldingham's, near the Westbury Road? It is possible, but at a very heavy cost. 

24. If a Line could be made in that direction would you consider it an improvement on the proposed 
Line? Certainly not. 

25. What do you assume as the gradient on this Line? From 1 iri 30 to I in 40 ; the curves 
would be very bad, and works very heavy. The gradients on the Line recommended in no case exceed 1 
in 70, and the greater part of the Line is almost level. 

26. Can you state what is the difference of expense of working a Line of I in 40 and 1 in 70? The 
difference is from 2 to 3 times. The locomotive power necessary to work the gradients over those hills 
would have to be double that upon the worst portion of my Line ; and the wear and tear to the rails and 
wheel~ of the rolling stock, as well as the machinery of the engines due to having to descend with powerful 
breaks applied, becomes a very serious item. I know of instances ot this sort where a set of breaks is worn 
out every journey, and the tires of the tenders and break carriages have to be renewed 5 times as often as 
upon lines with better gradients. 

27. Mr. Scott states that the Line 0ver the hill would be 15 miles shorter than the proposed Line,-in 
your opinion does not this outweigh the difference of wear and tear? No, it would still be a more costly 
Line to make, a most difficult one to work, and would exclude the traffi-c of about half the present district. 

28. Mr. Scott states in his evidence that he never saw a Locomotive Railway, that he is not an Engineer, 
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and that he never surveyed the Line over the hill with instruments, do you think the evidence of such a. 
person of any weight whatever as regards.the cost or formation of a Line of Railway? I cannot conceive 
it to be so. 

29. In your opinion would the Railway benefit the inhabitants of St. Leonarcl's and the immrdiate 
vicinity 7 I should think so, undoubtr.dly ; they would be within ten minutes walk of the St. Leonard's 

-station, ii' would be a very convenient way of coming into town. 

30. From your experience in Railways can you state decidedly that persons make use of so short a 
Line-for the purposes of goods and passenger traffic? Certainly they do; and in a short time after the 
construction of a Railway the experiPnce is that almost every other means of communication ceases. 

31. Would not also the proposed Line ~f Railway open up to these people the whole of the Longford 
and Westbury Districts for the purpose of traffic? Certainly. 

[Letter of W. Archer, Esquire, put in by Mr. Sharland and read.] 

32. How would the Longford and Perth Districts be affected hy Mr. Scott's Line as compared with 
-your Line? It would receive scarcely any benefit at all, as it receives the fullest accommodation by mine. 

33. In your calculations of income do you not estimate to derive a considerable amount from the 
Longford and Perth Districts? Certainly; it al;;o includes the whole of the Hobart Town traffic for 15 miles. 

34. Does not the proposed Line of the Railway afford great facilities for further extensions should it be 
found advisable to make them? It does, The position of the Line at Evandale, Perth, Longford, and 
Bishopsbourne, is most favorable for branches in any direction,-it may be considered as a portion of the 
Main Line to Hobart Town to the extent of 15 miles. 

35. From your experience in Railways do you find that the severance of properties is found to be any 
. practical inconvenience to landholders?· None whatever; they are perfectly protected by the provisions of 
. the Railway Clauses Consolidation Act. They are either fully compensated or communications provided 
for them. 

36. Is it not a well-known fact that, at this time, the agricultural districts throughout Great Britain 
are all clesirou,i of obtaining the benefit of Railway communication ? Yes, the landed proprietors are 

. now the great promoters; .md the majority of the Railroads in the agric1;1ltural Distriqts in .l:.ngland are 
· now being made by them at their own cost. I know of more than one instance where half the capital 
has been subscribed by a single proprietor. 

37. In advertising the sale of estates in England, is it not generally considered desirable to state the 
. proximity to Rail ways and Railway Stations, so as to iucreaHe the value of the estate to be sold? It is. 

38. Have you ascertained from any of the owners of land the value placed by them on their land at 
. per acre, and what is it? In the replies to interrogatories which I sent to most of the landed 
: proprietors along the Railway the value is stated at from £7 to £10 per acre; of course it would be 
somewhat more in the Townships. 

1lfr. Charles Grant.-39. Can you state some of the general advantages of Railway communication 
over that of the common roads, with reference to the line proposed by you from Launceston to Deloraine via 
White Hills, Perth, Longford, Cressy, Oak,i, Carrick, Quamby, Hagley, Westbury, and Exton, and 

· tl,e country beyond Deloraine? The cost of locomotion on a Railway is very small indeed as compared 
with that on a public road,-the power and capacity for increase of traffic are almost unlimited, while 
the friable surface of an ordinary road very soon limits the amount of traffic that can be economically 
carried, and the cost of its maintenance increases in a higher ratio than the quantity of the traffic. A 
Railway provides rapidity and regularity of communication and comfort to passengers, and security to goods, 
wholly unknown on ordinary roads. I may say generally that, as an instrument of communication in a 
-Country, it stands in about the same ratio to ordinary roads as a Dent's chronometer does to the old­
fashioned watches of some centuries ago. 

40. Is the question of re-guarantee a novel principle with reference to works of this character? It is 
the system by which most of the Irish Railways have been brought into existrnce, and has been found to 
work most satisfactorily there. It was stated by Mr. Hemans, in his paper on this subject read before the 
Institution of Civil Engineers, that there has not been one bad debt accruing out of it. 

[Mr. W. Archer's letter referred to Mr. Doyne for his observations.] 

Orde1·ed, that Mr,' Scott and Mr. Rose be summoned for eleven on T~esday. 

The Committee adjoumed to eleven o'clock on Tuesday. 
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No. _6 . .......:MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

TUESDAY, 28 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir Richard Dry. 
The Hon. Mr .. Carter ... 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 

The Committee met at 11 · 15 o1clock, 

PRESENT, 

Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Sherwin. 
Mr. Sharland. 

[Mr. Archer's letter read to the Committee. Mr. Doyne read his Memorandum thereon.] 

[Memo. put in.] 

Cheshunt, JJeloraine, 17th July, 1863. 
l\'.1 Y DEAR SHARLAND, 

I HAVE been thinking over the question of the Launceston and Delora.'ine Railway very carefu11y, and-have 
come to the conclusion that it ought to be made, and might be made without much risk of loss. With referenc? to 
my former estimate, I see no reason to alter it greatly, excepting· that I would allow a larger amount for intermediate 
traffic. . · · 

There are two points, however, on which I am quite at issue with the promoters of the Railway. In the first 
place, I don't think it just that persons living at a great distance from the line should contribute as largely towards the 
re-guarantee to the Government as those who live near the line, and are thus in a position to derive from the 
Railway immediately benefits which the former must wait many years to enjoy. 

In the second place, I object to the cost of the proposed Railway. 

'l'he gauge adopted by Mr. Doyne, 5 feet 6 inches, is unnecessarily wide, seeing that the large majority of 
railways, both in Great Britain and on the Continent of Europe, have a gauge of 4 feet 8½ inches. By the wider 
gauge additional expense is incurred, not only throughout the whole line, but for the engines, carriages, trucks, &c. 

: The weight of the rails, 70 lbs. to the yard, is too heavy for the. requirements of the District. Rails of 50 lbs. 
to the yard would be amply strong. · 

I asked Mr. La Tonche what great arlvantage was gained by the broad gauge? He said that we should be able to 
get engines from Victoria, where the gauge is 5 feet 6 inches, if we wanted any, and that the narrower gauge ( 4 feet 
8½ inches) would only save some £5u00. 

Now, I maintain that it is quite possible to construct a railway sufficient for the purpose required, between 
Launceston and Deloraine, for £6000 a mile, complete in all respects; and that greater expense ought not to be 
incurred. 

As this is a question of saving about £100,000, it is worthy of consideration; for no more money than is absolutely 
nece~sary ought to be expended in the wo:z:k, seeing that other undertakings of a similar character may be organised, 
the funds for which would have to be provided in a similar manner to that proposed by the promoters of this Railway, 
-a consideration of no mean importance in a colony with resources so limited, comparatively, as those of Tasmania. 

To bear mvs~lf out in the statemrnt which I have made, as to the possibility of constructing the Railway for a 
far less sum than the amount of Mr. Doyne's estimate, I will first refer to his "Report," page 6, where be teJls us, 
that "for about twenty miles the line will follow the natural surface of the ground so·nearly, that the works will be 
reduced to the very minimum, requiring only levelling and the laying of the permanent way;" and, previously, 
that "the earthworks here are in amount only about one-third of ·the av.,rage of those countries." (Australia and 
England.) "Indeed, with the exception of the few miles at the back of the Cocked-hat range of hills, where there 
are some heavy cuttings and embankments, the earthworks are unusually easy." 

· Now, if one couples these statements with a reduction of the width of gauge and the weight of rails, one can see 
one's way to a mnch lower estimate than that of Mr, Doyne. · ._ 

But I have the testimouy of an authority quite equal to Mr. Doyne, as he will, no doubt, admit, in support of my 
views; namely, .that of Mr. George Bruce, who was Chief Engineer of the Madras Railway, at a salary of £2000 a 
year, until his health failed, and he was obliged to q_uit India, 

Mr. Br~ce writes by the April mail, after considering Mr. Doyne's Report, whicj:i I sent to him, "I think it 
would not be wise to make the gauge greater than what is good enough for England and Europe, 4 feet 8½ inches. I 
am qaite satisfied that you should not look at a line costin"' more than £6000 a mile complete, considering the amount 
of population, &c., in the Island. The permanent way ~nd rolling stock are too heavy, in my judgment, for. the 
necessities of the case. I expect shortly to have instructions to begin a line in1Trinidad, where, by the use of h~ht 
rails and engines, the cost will not exceed £6000 a mile, with labour all imported, I would have rails not exceedmg 
50 lbs. a yard, and other things in pr0portion. 

"I would suggPst y()ur insisting on your Engineer laying oµt the best line he could, which, with everything 
complet(), would not cost more than £6000 a mile." !' We are beginning cheap lines in India." 

Now, let us suppose the line completed at £6000 a mile, and we shall have the following calculation:~ 
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Say Receipts ...•..••••...•••••..••.•••••..•••••••••••... £44,000 

Expenditure. 
Total cost of line .....•...•.•.••••••••••••••.....••.••.... 
Interest during construction ......................... : ... 
Sundries ..••••••..•••.•.....••...•••..•.........•...... 

£ 
265,500 
18,000 
16,500 

----
£300,000 

Interest of £300,000 •....••.....•••.......••.......•..... 
W or~ing expenses, renewals, &c ..... , .......••••...•••...• 
Repairs •.••..• · •••... ; .•••.••••• , ••..•••..•....•...••... 

18,000 
20,000 

3000 
£4l,00O 

Surplus for Sinking Fund, &c ..••.......••••......... , .... £3000 

= 
It must be admitted that every effort ought to be made by the promoters, not only to ensure the construction of 

the Railway for the lowest amount possible, but to take care that opportunities are not held out to contractors for 
sending in high tenders for the work. A contractqr, with no rival in the field, ,vould probably not tender below Mr. 
Doyne's "most ample" estimate; and therefore the only probability as to the cost of the undertaking is, that it 
would, with the extra works that invariably occur, exceed the amount which he has set down. 

Will you be good enough to place this letter in the hands of the Railway Committee? I send some testimonials 
of Mr. Bruce's reputation and competency. Be good enough to return foem to me. 

In conclusion, let me assure you that it is with sincere regret that I have found myself unable to go heartily with 
the Promoters of' the Railway, and with great reluctance that I express my opposition to their plans; but I am 
satisfied that I should not be doing my duty as a Colonist if I tacitly concurred in the proposals which they have 
submitted to Parliament. And I state my objections the more readily that Mr. Doyne is now in the Colony, and 
will have ev(lry opportunity of defending the course which he has recommended. . 

Balieve me, 
· My dear Sharland, 

Yours very truly, 
W. S. SHARLA.ND, Esq., llf.H.A. W. ARCHER. 

MEMORANDUJJf on a Letter fi·om lv.lr. W. Archer to llfr. Sliarland on the sllbject of the Launceston and 
Western Railway, dated July 17th, 1863. Handed by the Joint Committee of botlt Houses on the proposed 
Railway to Mr. Doyne for ltis observations. 

Hobart Town, July 25tli, 1863. 
I have carefully read and considered the contents of Mr. Archer's Letter; and I have to express my thanks 

to him for so soon placing Mr. Bruce's observations within my reach, and giving me nn opportunity of 
replying to them. 

I am not surprised that, with such statements in his possession from so high an authority as Mr. Bruce, 
Mr. Archer should hesitate in giving his support to the Railway us proposed, and that he should call the 
serious attention o_f the Committee to Mr. Bruce's opinion. · 

I am, however, much surprised to fiu:l an Engineer of Mr. Bruce's reputation and !urge experience 
venturing to ·offer so decidf1d an opinion uppn such an important question on tho imperfect data in his po~session. 

I should have the highest respect for any opiniou coming from Mr. Bruce on o. Railway qur>stion, upon 
which he possessi>d the means of forming accurate conclusions; but, in this case, I attach no weight whatever 
to his opmion,-and I conceive that Mr. Bruce would think it grPat presumption on my part to offer an adverse, 
or any, opinion on his propr>se~ ~ail way in Trinidad without my being in as good a position to form a just 
estimate, as I have no doubt he 1s m that case. 

Mr. Archer sti1tes that he sent Mr. Bruce a copy of my Report on the Launceston and ,vestern Railway: 
but I must remind the Committee that that Report does not contain the nece~sary data to enable any person 
to form an opinion on the value of my estimate of cost for construction. The details of that estimate were 
n11t appended, nor were ~he schedy.les of prices, or r3:tes for_ labour., on which it is Imsed. Thes~ were placed 
privarely i'.1 _the hands o! the Chairman o~ the Committee of Pro~oters, as, _for obvious reason_s, 1t would huve · 
been injud1c10us to pubh~h them at the time my Report was printed. '\-V1thout these particular~, and the 
plans a'nci sections which I have prepared for the Committee of Promoters, it would be impossible for any 
En"'ineer whatever his position, to form a correct opinion on this question; and I must further add, that Mr. 
Br,~ce ha', never seen this country, or I believe had a11y Australian experience; while I have had some years 
experiPnce in these Colonies, have constructed important works in them, ,md devoted seven months, on the 
gr<>und through which this line is to pass, to the careful consider11,tion of the whole question. 

I quite a"'ree with Mr. Archer in the opinion he expresses as to the imprudence of spending £400,000 on 
the proposed

0 
R~ilway,. if one_ adequate to the :equirli~e11ts of the District can be constructed for a Jes~ sum ; 

but the pos,ibiliry of doma so is the whole question at 1s,ne between us; and I have every ho;ie that, with the 
intellirrence and crrave th;ught that he applies to the question, I shall be able to show him thllt he ha.1 been 
misled by the ill-~onsidered conclusions or Mr. Bruce. 

~Ir. Bruce objects,-lst, that I lurv'~ .. !ldopted the 5 fr.et 6 _inch gauge of Victoria, instead of _tl!e 4 feet 8½ inch 
gauge of England. 2ncl, that "the permane11t way and rollmg stock a, e too hellYY for the necessities of the case." 

He states tlrnt the 4' SA' gau!!e is found "good enough for England and Europe." On this statement I 
rlistinctly join' issue with him. That g~uge was adopted arbitrarily in. the infancy of railways, to enahle the 
ordinary horse-waggous of the North of England to travel along the form of trarnplate then used, and was 



19 
from them i~ported into the railway system of England, and from these to Foreign Railways ; but further 
experience has brought nearly all Railway Engineers of later date to· the conviction that it is too narrow, 
and broader gauges have been introduced wherever it has been practicable to do so. Even in England, where 
an alteration of gauge could not be introduced without creating the great inconvenience of a "break of gauge," 
causing a transfer of all goods and passengers where the different gauges met, Mr. Brunel adopted the gauge 
of 7 feet. In Ireland, in India, and in Victoria, Lroader gauges than the 4' 8½" have been_ insisted upon; and 
I believe that almost every Engineer of standing in England wishes that an uniform gauge, broader than 
4' 8½', had been adopted in that ·country. · 

But even if I yielded this point, it would not affect my estimate : the difference between the gauge I ·propose 
and the narrower one is only 9½ inches. I have only provided for 18 feet width at the formation level of embank~ 
ments and cuttings, which would only be sufficient for the narrower gauge proposed; it does not therefore affect 
the cost of them, or the culverts or ways under or over them, and adds nothing to the cost of river bridges, 
permanent way, land, &c., unless it should be contended that 9½ inches should be added to the width of all these,and 
then that increase would not add £5000 to the whole cost of the line, and is, I consider, unnecessary in this climate.' 

A small additional expense will bf:l added to the engines and other rolling stock ; but this · will, to a great 
extent, be counterbalanced by their increased capacity, am! more than counterbalanced, in my opinion, by the: 
advantages that would be gained by being able to use the workshops, patterns, and stock of the Victorian Railways,: 
and thereby doing away with the necessity of providing large plant to meet unforeseen circumstances, and special 
tools for repairs. 

I attach much importance to local aid in such matters, considering the great distance by which this Colony is 
separated from the workshops of England. 

On the second objection raised by Mr. Bruce I have to observe that, in my opinion, (in which, from recent 
experience, I believe I should be supported by nine-tenths of the engineers of Englan~), the introduction of such 
light rails and engines would he destructive to the economiral working of the proposed Railway. They may lJe 
applicable to certain cases, but they are not to this; and I am convince<! that, if so light a rail as 50 lbs. to the yard, 
and the light engines which could travel over them, were introduced in this case, they would have to be abandoned 
in a few years; and what I propose, or something more powerful, be introduced in their stead, thus causing a recon­
struction of the line at an early date. But on these points "Doctors will differ;" and I should therefol'e add 
that, while I was in England this year, I consulted with Mr. Hemans (an engineer of higher standing in the 
profession than either Mr. Bruce or myself), and his opinion was that a heavier rail and greater locomotive 
power than I had estimated for would be desirable. Mr. Hemans paid much attention to the subject, and he was 
in possessioR of the necessary data for forming an opinion, which Mr. Bruce cannot possibly have been. I 
placed in Mr. Hemans' hands copies of the plans, sections, and estimates of the line, the details of my estimates, and 
the cost of labour, and schedules of prices on which they are founded. 

I am still of opinion that the system of Railway I have recommended is the one best adapted to the circum­
stances of the case, and that any half measure would be a great mistake. The District requires it, and can well 
afford it; and I repeat what I have stated in evidence before the Parliamentary Committee, that I am so confident of 
its success, that I shall be ready to join in a Company of a limited number of persons to undertake the working ofit, 
from the day it is opened for traffic, and pay quarterly in advance 6 per cent. interest upon a capital of £400,000. 

I would not undertake this responsibility if an il)ferior class of line is constructed# believing, as I do, that it 
must fail. 

I consid.er that it is a physical impossibi~ity to construct an ejf_ectipe Railway between Launceston and Deloraine 
for the sum of £300,000 at tli(l present price ot labour and materials, and they are not likely to be reduced materially 
for the next few years. · 

With these general 1'emarks I shall proceed to answer in detail the alterations proposed in my Estimate by Mr. 
Archer. 

Mr. Archer quotes from my Report to prove the very light nature of the earth-works, and considers that the 
Hne ought therefore to cost less than I have estimated. I have called attentimi to the light nature of these works, in 
order to show one of the reasons why this Railway could be constructed at a fourth or a fifth the cost of those in tlw 
adjoining Colonies; but I have already made all the allowance due to those considerations. The fact remains, that 
though the earth-works are light, there is a certain quantity which cannot be got rid of, and which J have estimatecl 
at the lowest prices ;tt which we are likely to be able to get contl'actors to execute them. There is no room for further 
reduction in this item without the introduction of much worse gradients and curves,-a course. which I cannot 
recommend. 

To reduce the weight of the rails to 50 lbs, to the yard would make a total difference in weight of 30 tons per 
:mile, which, at £11 per ton; amounts to £15,510 for the whole Hne. · 

The cost of the engines spoken of py Mr. Bruce would be about ~5000 less than those I have estimated for. 

The question arises-is it worth while to haye so inferior a line for so trifling a saving? 

If a contract is let with the condition that there are to be no extra charges, it will meet the objection raised 
by Mr. Archer on that point. . 

The objection to the !'ates being equally levied upon properties distant. from the Railway and those near to it 
may be met by introducing the provision contained in the Irish Railways Bills for the appointment by the Crown 
pf arpitrators from time to time, to award the relative proportions to be charged on the different Districts. 

. Assuming the estimate of traffic which Mr. Archer now produces to be correct, it completely proves the case of 
the Promoters. Taking the interest at £24,000, and •the working expenses at £26,000, he shows an annual loss of 
£6000; but if the traffic does not ·exceed in quantity the ~mount he puts down, then the details furnished by Mr. 
;Elsdoi;i shpw that t_he w.orking expenses will n,ot amount to.;£201000, 

I Shl/.U s~ncj. a COP,Y of this Memorapdum to Mr. Bruce, 
W. T. DOYNE, M.lmt.C.E, 
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MR, ROSE examined. 

llfr. Sharland.-1, Your name? Alexander Rose, of Corra Lynn. 

2. Ar~ you aware of the area of your property? Altogether about 4000 acres. 

3. Do you know how much you have in cnltivation? About 600 or 700 acres, 

4. You are aware 'that we are a Coinniittee enquiring into the Railway between Launceston and 
Deloraine ? Yes, I am. 

5. Do you consider that the proposed Railway from Launceston to Deloraine would be a paying un­
dertaking? I do not believe it would pay. 

6. Can yon state any reasons why you think so? When I look at Mr. Doyne's Report for 1862, I 
find that_ 1000 sheep carried by the proposed Railway from Deloraine to Launceston would cost £91 10s., 
and 100 l;iead of cattle, carried the same distance of 44 miles, would cost £58. 

7. Can you state what they would cost at present by the Main Road? 1000 sheep driven on the Main 
Road would cost £6 10s., and.100 head of cattle about £3, including toll charges, 

8. Have you any other reasons? My other reasons wonld be, that I don't consider that the present 
Line of Railway would be a general benefit to the agricultural Districts through which it passes, unless the 
Promoters of the Railway would keep the Bye-roads in repair. · 

9. Do. you mean.the Bye-roads branching off from the Railway?· Exactly. 

10. Then you think, unless that were done, carts would be unable to approach the Rail w~y? It would 
not relieve the proprietors from the present expense of ·keeping the roads iu order. 

11. Have you read Mr. Doyne's Report? I have. 

12. Have you found ·that ,expense provided for in the Report? 'No. 

13. \<Vould it be an advantage to yourself in conveying your grain to market? In some instances it 
would be of very little advantage to me, unless the ~ye-roads were kept in repair by the ·Promoters of the 
Railway. Perhaps I may mention an instance; for instance,. the land I have at Corra Lynn, it would be 
of very little advantage :to :put the produce on to a .Railway, being only a distance of six miles from 'l'own. 

14. Do you know whether your District is one of the Raill'oad Di8tricts? Yes,, it is in the District of 
Breadalbane,. and that is included in the Railway Districts, I believe. 

15. Have you made any calculation as to the comparative expense of sending your own cart with 
your produce, or of sending it by the Railwll.y? I have not. It is as. easy to send the cart into Town as 
to trouble the Railway with it. 

16. Are many of your neighbours in that respect in the same position as yourself? A good many of 
them in that neighbourhood, and most of the White Hills people would also be in that position, and ulso 
the Patterson's Plains people would be in that position. 

17~ Do you believe that many other persons- would prefer sending their· grain by Rail way? In the 
District to. which I have alluded,_ Corra Lynn, it would be difficult to get to the Railway. 

18. Why? The White Hills farmers or landed proprietors would have to cross property belonging to 
me,_ across which there isno road. 

19~ Then to enable them to g_et to the Railway a new road w:ould have- to be made? Yes. 

20. How far would that be from Town?. Seven or·eight milC's .. 

21. Then if a calcu-lation has been made by Mr. ·Doyne that all the grain in that neighborhood will 
pass along the Railway, it would be an. error?: Yes, it would. If any calculations have been made for the 
conveyance of produce from those parts. by the Railway, it would be an error.. If a Railway were to be 
established,. the farmers would still send their produce. by carts. 

22. Then you think that it would be within an area. of eigb.t miles.?: Yes,. you, may say from eight 
to twelve miles. 

23 •. You judge that they· would convey their· grain- by carts instead; of by train because it would be 
cheaper?. No doubt it would be cheaper to them,. as. it would· be impossible for them to get at the Railway. 
Tliere are no roads, in that direction at all that would lead them to the Railroad. 

24. Is there a good deal' of grain grow.n-in the parts to. whieh.-you. have now referred?. Yes; it is a 
!arge grain-growing country .. 
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. 26~ Is it yo~r ~pinion th~t the proposed Railw:~y comimr round by _Patterson'.s Pl1,1ins W()µld ~e a 
benefit to that D1strr.ct ? No; I don't belieye it woµld be ot any .bel).efi t. . 

. . 27, You have the whole .expense of cartage, horses, &(J. 1as .compared with that.of the Railway? :Yes; 
it ,would be cheaper for them:to go by the road that they have go,t th;m by: th,e Railway. 

28. You have some land at Longford? Yes, on the Cressy Estate. 

. 29. Do you wish to make any remarks upon that fact? Yes. Tl,iat land w:oul~ ._be .between 9 .and 1.0 
miles from the Railway. 

30. Do you know the expense of carting grain from Longford? I am not aware, but I think from 
4d, to 6d. I .have not carted any for somf:l years. . • · 

. · 31. J?o you object to having your land, or any part of it, as a guarantee for the Railway? I do 
ob~~ct to It; because if I were to give a guarantee, my land in that neighbourhood being so far from the 
Railroad would not relieve me from the extra expenses of making the road I am alluding to, so I should 
have two rates. 

Mr_. Wilson.-32. In your opinion, would not the land for 20 milei:l on either side throug]:i which it 
mns be improved in value by a Railway? I don't think it would be improved very much. 

. 33._ "'." ould not t?e money that would be spent in the construction of the Railway improve the imme­
diate D1str1ct? It might the towns of Launceston, Longford, Westbury, and Deloraine. · 

34. You know Port Frederick? I have never been beyond the Meander River. 

35. Are you. aw:are o.f any provision •that is likely to be made for bye-roads to communicate with the • 
;Railway? I believe there is none. 

Sir J:!· Dry.-36. You were one of the Promoters of the Railway.originally, were you,11ot? I was. 
not; I obJected to the Railway. I considered it would be too expensive. 

37. Did you never attend, as a Member of the Committee, any of the .Committee Meetings of the 
Prom.oters? I have.atter,ded ~ Committee Me_eting, but never ~ave them ~y suppoi;t. 

~8. After Mr. Doyne had surveyed the line did you make any objection to it? I objected that it did 
~o~ give that advantage to the agricultural district of Longford as I thought it would. It ,w<>_uld be .~etter 
if 1t had gone. by Bishopsbourne. 

. 39. Would that ·have· increased the length of the· Line?' Yes, it would very ne13,r_ 3 miies, but then 
it would have: been of great advantage to the Agriculttiral_'Disfricts,: taldn~ in abori._t 40,000 ~cr.es. 

40. Did you not say that you would withdraw-your support unless the Line were carried, round there? 
_The very same day that I spoke to Mr. Dowling l said I would withdraw ~ysupport from l;iav}ng,anything 
more to do with it. · · · · · · · · · · · 1. 

Mr. Lomes.-41. After you made yourself fully conversant with, the Railway scheme; yoll! declined 
further to support it 2 I did. . 

Mr. Dodery,.-42. ·In that calculation of sheep ·which you: quoted, do you, find it in the official Report 
before the Committee? No;. I find· it in the Report of Mr. Doyne for 1862.. · 

43. Would not the grain from your farm at Cressy have to cross the- line· of Railway to, get to Laun­
ceston? It must cross once in that direction 

Mr. Shermin.-44. .That also applies• to Corra Lynn ? Yes,.or by the other road, to, Franklin Village;. 
I would have to oross there again, 

· 1.Wr .. Sharland.-45. Am I to understand from your rema11k that you. would hav.e prefer,red ,a:'.I;'ramway ?: 
Yes, in consequence of its being cheaper. - · 

Examination of MR. J.AMES SCOTT:. 

· M'I', Sharland.-1. You are a Surveyor?" Yes. 

2. You also know the line of Railway. from Launceston to, Deloraine,. and liave read' the fh-st Report 0£· 
Mr. Doyne ? I know the line of Railway,. and have seen the Report, but have not looked it over much .. 

3. Haye you i:n any way changed your opinion from. that which you, g;tve at you1i last examination, 
with regard to the Railway ?. I have not. 
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4. Do you know the relative positions of Port Frederick and Deloraine? I do; it's about 28 miles. 

5; Did you lay down the line there? I surveyed the line in company with Messrs. Allan and Dooley, 
both Surveyors. Mr. Dooley is the District Surveyor of Devon. · 

6. Did you discover a practicable line for the Tramway? Yes, both for a Tramway or a Railway. 
They considered that it was most easy of construction, the ground being generally level and flat, with only 
two rises in the whole distance. 

7. Have you seen any Estimate as to the cost of that Tramway? I have Messrs. Dooley and Allan's 
Estimates that the whole line would cost about £40,000. 

8. What is the distance? 28 miles. 

9. ·would that be likely to inte1fere with the Railway from Deloraine to Launceston? It would inter­
fere most materially. 

10. In what way ? The whole of the produce grown beyond Deloraine, and in Deloraine itself, would· 
be sent to the Mersey as being easier of shipment. 

ll. Is thert> facility for a vessel taking grain from Port Frederick to Melbourne? There is. It is only 
fiyc miles from the open sea to the shipping-place. 

12. Have you ever seen vessels loading there ? I have ; I haYe frequently t>ecn them loading timber 
and potatoes. 

13. Do you know what sized vessel ? A vessel of about 150 tons could easily come in. 

14. Arc you aware of the relative position of Port Frederick and Melbourne? Yes, Port Frederick is 
much nearer to Melbourne than Launceston i;;, besides avoiding 40 miles of river navigation. 

15. Is there a Company formed for the purpose of carrying out the Tramway ? Yes, the Secretary, 
Mr. Samson, of Latrobe, wrote to me. 

16. I think I understood you to say that the Company had directed the Line to be marked out? Mr. 
Dooley wrote to me to say so. · 

17. Have you made any estimate of the comparative advantages or otherwise of the proposed Railway 
from Deloraine to Launceston, of conveying goods by it or by cart? Yes, I have. · 

18. Will you give the result ? 
Suppose from near Deloraine, by Railway-

Say 60 bushels wheat at 6d. per bushel.. •• '" ••••••..••••.••......• _ •.• 
75 ditto oats, at 4d .. •.•...•.•••.•.•.•••.••.• , .....••.•...•..... 

Cartage of ditto to and from Tt>rminus .... _ ••...•.••••.....•....••.... 
One fare for Master up and down per R.ailway, and costs ...........•...• 
Hay consumed by horses standing idle when the Master is absent .•... _ •••• 
Carriage of stores back .•.•.••••...••••••••..•....•• , •••••..•...•.• 

By Rail-being equal to 60 bushels at lOd . .••..•••......••••••..•..•.. 
75 ditto at 7!},d ••••• •••••.•••••.••••••••••••.• 

£ s. 

1 10 
1 5 
0 7 
1 0 
0 10 
0 6 

£4 18 

2 10 
2 8 

£4 18 

d. 

0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 

6 

0 
51. 

2 

5½ 

Or, by Carts-£1 12s. 8d. as below, equal to about 3~d. for wheat, and 2~d. for oats, 

Suppose the owner takes his own team for same, his costs are as foll<>ws-
l<'our bushels oats at 5s., and 4 bags chaff at 2s. each, for horses on road ... . 
Driver's breakfast at Westbury, ls. Gel ................................ . 
Driver's dinner, tea1 ale, bed, and breakfast, at Carrick ..............•..• 
Tolls by leaving and returning to Carrick same day ••...•....•......•..• 
Dinner and ale in Launceston. . ..•.......••••............•••.•.•.... 
At Carrick, tea, ale, bed, and breakfast .•••......•... : •..•..•......••.• 
Westbury, dinner and ale .•••..••......••••.•.•.........•.......... 
Wear and tear .•••••..•.••.•.•....••....••.• , ••.•.••.••..•..•.•••. 

1 8 0 
0 1 6 
0 6 6 
0 4 8 
0 ,2 0 
0 5 0 
0 2 0 
0 10 0 

£2 19 8 
Hay at home by horses when the Master is absent,,.,., •• ,, ••• ,.,...... 1 7 0 

£1 12 8 
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19. Will you give the result of those figures ? By rail, £4 18s. 6d.; by cart, £1 13s. 2d; loss by 
rail, £3 5s. 4d. 

20. Have you made any other calculations from any other part? From Mr. John Parsons, at 
Evandale, for carting about 4 tons. He can do it for 16s.; and by rail it would cost about £1 12s. 
according to the following figures:-

Toll ••....••••••......••..•..•....•.•.•..• · ••• • • • • · • • • • 
The man brings lunch with him-ale • • . • . • . ••.••.••.•...• 
Hay, grown by himself •..••.•.••.•••••.••••.••...•••••••• 

, Man's wages and· keep .•.•.•...••••••••••••••••••.•••..• 
Wear and tear ••••......•.. , •..•....•••••••••.••••..•••. 

The same by Railway would be as follows :-

,just double. 

Carting to Station, 2 miles .•••••.•••.•.•••••.••.•.•.••.... 
Carting to Town, ls. 6d. per ton •..•••••• , ••••.•••••.• , •.• 
4 tons, at 6d. per ton per mile, 11 miles .•....•.....•••••... 

£ s. d. 
0 I 0 
0 1 0 
0 5 0 
0 5 0 
0 4 0 

£0 16 0 or 4s. per tom 

£ s. d. 
0 4 0 
0 6 0 
1 2 0 

£1 12 0 or 8s. per ton, 

21. Have you made any others? I got a person to take an account of all the carriers, on the 7th of 
July, 1863, who have left off carting wheat during the last month. The person was Francis Cogdale, in 
charge of a weigh-bridge in Launceston leading in from the Westbury Road. He gave me a list of 19 
carriers who had left off carting in consequence of the grain being mostly in at that time (7 July) ; and one 
of these, named George Jones, had contracted to cart 1000 bushels of oats at 4jd. per bushel. He carts 
wheat out for about 6d., and he offered to cart any goods for £1 a ton; and I also got the same person~ 
Cogdale, to take a list of the wood-carters there were,-65 different individuals; the average number of 
times they went was 88. Supposing only one-tliird of these to be carting at a time, that would be about 
50 carts each day for 50 weeks only in the year, and would give 9000 loads of wood passing through the two 
toll-gates on the Main road toll and the Yf est bury toll ; and these loads of wood are sent from within a 
distance of 7 mile:3 of Launceston. Then, of course, these are calculated as so much income, when of 
course there would be no income from them, as they would come to Town irrespective of the raiL 

22. What is the cost of a load of wootl'in Launceston? '.fhey sell it at 6s., 7s., and 8s., according to 
the quality and· quantity. 

23. Is where they get the wood far off from the road? They get some from Mrs. Knight's, about two 
miles, some from about Franklin Village, some from near Hadspen, and Mr. Goodyer's at Muddy Plains. 

24. Is it.your opinion that it would be any saving in sending wood by the Railway? Not. from that 
part of the Country, for the Railway is quite away from that part. 

25. Would the supply of wood round about Launceston, within those·limits, lastlong? A great many 
years. 

Sir R. Dry.-26. Is that of a good description of wood? It is not very good, for burning. 

27. You know the land called Reibey's Forest:and Carrick Ford? Yes. 

28. Is there a very large supply of wood of a better quality there? It's peppermint and gum ; the -
tim_ber has not been so much picked, and there is a large proportion of white gum, and some wattle. 

29. The white gum is a better description of firewood than peppermint? Yes. 

Committee adjourned till Eleven to-morrow. 
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No. 7.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE, 

WEDNESDAY, 29 JULY, 1863. 

PRESENT, 
Legisl,ative Council. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr.'CorbPtt. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. J. Archer. 

The Committee met at 11 o'clock. 

House of Assembly. 
Mr. Shnrlnnd. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Sherwin. 

' 

Fu1·ther· examination of MR. J. SCOTT. 

J.lfr. Sharland,-30. Have you read Mr. Doyne's Traffic Return? Yes. 

31. What's the amount of tonnage? In his Report he gives 21,000 tons, at 4d. per mile per ton, as 
being exported from Launceston. 

32. That is an amended Return, altering it from 4id, to 4d, ? Yes. 

33. Do you perceive how he has calculated the 21,000 tons? I suppose he has taken it from 
Schedule K showing the exports of 1860-62, 

34. Then that is the whole amount in tonnage? Yes, in 1862. 

35. Do you believe that all those goods would come by the proposed Railway from Deloraine? No ; 
because they partly come from Emu Bay, Circular Head, the Mersey, Table Cape, and Port Sorell. 

36. Do you !mow, by the last Census, the number of persons living in the Island? 89,977. 

37. Can you give the population of tl1e Railway Districts? Leaving out Selby, the population of the 
Railway Districts amounts to 26,055, including men, women, and children. 

38. What do you find as the estimate of persons who will probably pass along the Railway according 
to Mr. Doyne? He estimates 110,000 for 21 miles, and other 110,000 between intermediate Stations; 
altogether 220,000. 

39. Considering the situation of Deloraine and other parts affected by the Railway, at the same time 
rrferring to the population of the Islam], do you believe that to be a probable and fai1· estimate of the 
numbers that will pass along the Railway ? It appears to me to be a great excess. 

40. Does that estimate differ, and in what respect, from his former Report? He has 108,000 passengers 
travelling 24 miles at l½rl, in his original Report for 1862, and in his subsequent examination the other day 
he gives it at 2d. and 2½d .. 

41. Have you compared the estimates in Mr. Doyne's Report and his snbsequent examination? Yes. 

42. Report what difference you find between them? He hns 21,000 tons of goods carried 21 miles at 
6d. per ton, and then he has 21,000 carried 34 miles at 4d., which comes to the same amoun(within £52-5. 

4.3. Is the gross amount increased? Yes, it is increased to £60,363 from £42,105, showing 
£18,198 increase. 

44. How near to the road can you tell the proposed Railway Line will pass? In some parts of the 
Westbury Road it passes quite close, and in some parts towards the South Esk and Evandale it is about 
eleven miles distant, 

45. Have you read in Mr. Doyne's examination the amount for the number of cros~ings? Yes, the 
amount is £6000. 

46. Is it your opinion, from knowing the country thoroughly, that £6000 for 60 public crossings 
would be sufficient for that purpose, and for compensation for severance? It woulu not. 

47. Can you give any estimate of what compensation would be required for land over which this 
Railway passes? Mr. George Stancombe, through whose land the Line is to pass, told me that they might 
just as well take the whole of his land, as it would deprive him of frontage; and Mr. Gleadow has claimed 
£700 per mile from the Road Trustees for eight acres at Break-o' Day, for a road passing through his sheep­
run. I made a copy of a plan to enable Mr. Gleadow to put in his claim for compensation, estimated by 
himself at that sum. 
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48. Are you aware yourself whether Mr. Stancombe would be injured by the proposed Railway? He 

would be injured by deprivi,ng the back land of access to the water in front. . -

49. Are you aware whether there would be many cases of that kind along the proposed Railway line? 
There would be several. · , 

50. You think that £2000 for compensation for land would be far too small? I consider many of the 
proprietors would demand higher prices than Mr.- Doyne has allowed for. 

fq. Have you any other remarks you wish to make upon Mr. Doyne's examination,? Taking 
Schedule K., upon which Mr. Doyne calculates, it includes all the grain, oats, wheat. barley, wool, and 
potatoes, butter, cheese, and fruit as exported from Launceston only, whereas that return includes coastwise 
and Hobarton, and is signed by R. H. Willis • 

.52. Have you anything else you wish to remark about the Railway? Mr, Dowling, in one of his 
Returns, gives 1,449,000 acres as contained in the Railway Districts. This, as a square figure, would 
extend to Ross, and about 20 miles west of Deloraine, thereby including a large amount of the Western 
Mountains, which could not give any traffic-to the proposed Railway. A portion of this country is not 
included in the Railway Districts . 

.53. Will you name the Railway Districts? Ringwood, Norfolk Plains, Morven, Launceston, West• 
. bury, and Deloraine • 

.54. Have you any other general remarks to make? The principal objection is the re-guarantee by the 
Districts, and not against the Railway as a Railway. 

55. From the estimates you have seen, do you think the Railway would pay? From the estimates 
before me I consider it very doubtful if the traffic returns are fo be relied on,-Schedule K-being an instance 
that this is not the case,-and that the returns require explanation. The present charges for carriage by 
waggons appear almost the same as proposed by the Railway, .and of course a great portion of the District 
which is included in the Railway Districts would not send the grain by the Railway; and also to ask the 
property that would derive no benefit from the Railway to be included in the re-guarantee would be unjust; 
and also several of the properties would be depreciated; for instance, ali the runs at Carrick, Hadspen, and 
even land at the White Hills, would have the westward properties coming into competition; and if the 
re-guarantee was in force, they would actually be paying an annual contribution to their injury to benefit 
the western farms. These are the great object.ions that are held against the Railway. 

Mr. Shermin.-'-56. Have you had any personal experience with regard to the operation of Railways 
in other Countries? No. 

57. Nor to what extent it has created improvement and progress? No, except from reading • 

.58, Are you aware that those who were once thought opposed t9 Railwayii became afterwards converts to-
the advantages of them ? Yes. · · 

59. And that might occur here ? It is possible, 

60, Yon do not object to the Railway on any grounds of physical difficulty? No. 

· 6i. Do yon not suppose that the formation of a Railway would lead to the intercpange of many natural 
products that are now perfectly worthless? Yes. 

62. Do you include limestone, sandstone, slate, and some timber ? Yes, I cannot speak so certainly of 
-slate. 

63. You are aware that lime is imported ip.to Launceston from Victoria? Yes. 

64. You are aware, that there is a great deficiency of building materials in the Districts of Longford and 
: Bishopsbourne? Yes, they have to go a long way for them, 

65. Timber for fencing is very m11-ch required? Yes, generally required, 

M1·. Dodery.-66. You have mentioned that 21,000 tons have .been assumed from Schedule K. ?­
:Yes; the average of the two ye!l,rs is 20,948 tons, 

67. In Mr. Doyne's RepOl't, page 7, yon will find the Traffic Returns through the Toll-gates,-what 
do you find them to be? 45,652 tons.- · 

68, What is the differe:nce between Mr. Doyne1s calculation and the amount carried through the Toll• 
bars ? 24,632. 

69. This amount is not calculated in the whole, only half the excess ? Yes. 

70. Have you seen a Petition, purporting to be a Petition from landowners in th~ vicinity of Laun­
ceston, lately presented to Parliament? I have. 
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71. Was not this Petitio~ drawn up by yo,ll.? ~ assisted with others. 

72. Will you look at the Petition and tell the Committee how far distant, in miles, Mr. Cox resides 
from Launceston? How far Mr. Dumaresq, Mr. G. Stancombe, Mr. Donald Cameron, Mr. Thomas 
Field, i\'Ir. James Ross, Mr. Thomas Dryden, Mr. John Gatenby, :Mr. John Pearson, Mr. R. Cameron, 
Mr. John Williatt, Mrs. E. Brumby, Mr. W. Brumby, Mr. C. Chilcott, Mr. John Dryden, Mr. W. 
Sidebottom, Mr. Fall, Mr. A. Banks, Mrs. Ann Hortle, Mr. Peter Brumby, Mr, S. Brumby, Mr, M. 
Brumby, Mr. Robert Thirkell, Mr. George Thirkell, Mr. H. SteveI:\SOn ?-Mr. Cox about, I think, 16 
miles, Mr. Stancombe about 11, Mr, D. Cameron about 18, Mr. J. Field about 21, Mr. James Ross about 
18, Mr. 'I'. Dryden about 7, M;r. J. Gatenby about 26, Mr. J. Pearson about 12, Mr. R. Cameron about 7, 
Mr. J. Williatt about 12, Mrs. E.·Brumby about 12, Mr. W. Brumby about 16, Mr. C. Chilcott about 4, 
Mr. J. Dryden a_bout 12, Mr. vV. Sidebottom about 12, Mr. Fall about 12, Mr. A. Banks about 12, 
Mrs. Hortle about 12, Mr. P. Brumby about 16, Mr. S. Brumby about 16, Mr. M. Brumby about 16, 
Mr. R. Thirkell about 16, Mr. G. Thirkell about 18, Mr. Stevenson about ll. 

73. Are uot the greater number of the 11,000 acres opposite the na_me of M_r. H. Stevenson held by him 
on lease? A good portion of it. The greater portion I believe. 

74. In your evidence before the Select Committee in 1862, you gave several distinct engineering 
opinions adverse to Mr. Doyne's Report; what qualification do you claim to possess as a Civil Engineer? 
I never. said that I was a Civil Engineer. I distinctly stated at that time that it was not as ·an Engineer that 
I gave these answers; and I am not aware that one of my answers is adverse to Mr. Doyne's Railway Line . 
as an Engineer, or even can be construed so. 

75. Supposing the Railroad to Deloraine, and the Tramroad to the Mersey, to be both made, would not 
great advantages result to passengers from the Coast towards Launceston, and also by traffic of stores, coal, 
lime, &c., from Launceston to the Coast? Yes, it would be an advantage, subject to th~ competition of water 
carriage between the Mersey and Launceston. 

76. Would it not be the means of opening up additional markets to the producers, and giving them a 
choice? Yes, such as hay, and produce generally. 

77. In the ev.cnt of the Railway being carried out from Launceston to Dcloraiue, would it be advan­
tageous then to continue the Railway or a Tramway? I think a Tramway w01.1ld be sufficient for the present. 

78. You are of opinion that there is great necessity for the proposed Tramway to the Mersey? It 
would be a great advantage. I do not know about its being an absolute necessity, as they can use carts in 
fine weather. 

79. Arc you aware of any difficulties having arisen in England where Tramways had been constructed 
and afterwards a desire to institute a Railway arisen? No, I have no personal knowledge. 

Mr. Gresley and Mr. Doyne to be summ~ned for Friday. 

The Committee adjourned at 2 o'clock to Friday, at 11. 



27 

. No. 8.-MINU'l'ES OF COMMITTEE.. 

FnrnAY, 31 JuLY, 1863 .. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Wilson. 

',!'he Committee met at 11·;20 o'clock, 

PRESENT. 

Mr. W. S. Sharland. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. C. Grant, 
Mr. Sherwin. 

• . Mr. Clerke. 

Moved and seconded, that Mr. Dowling be admitted to the Committee Room. (1v.lr. Sherwin.) 

·'rhe Committee divided on the Motion. 

AYES. 

Mr. Sherwin. 
Mi·. Dodery. 
Mr. Grant. 

NOES, 

Mr. Sharland, 
Mr. Carter. 
Mr:Lowes·. 

The Chairman gave his casting vote in favour of the Motion. 

Accordingly the Motion was passed . 

MR. NIGEL GRESLEY called in and exarnined, 

JJfr. Sliarland. 1. Your name is Nigel Gresley? It is. 

2. You are the Manager of the Union Bank of Australia?. I am. 

3. Are you aware that a Railway from Launceston to Deloraine is proposed? Yes, I have been aware 
. of it for the lasi 4 years. · . . 

4. Are you aware, supposing it is proposed that it shall cost £400,000, and that that amount shall 
be guaranteed with interest by the issue of Government Debentures, what effect that would have on the 
Debentures of this Colony? In my opinion it would have the effect of depreciating ·the ·value of the 
existing outstanding Tasmanian Debentures. 

5. To what extel).t do you think? It is impossible to say to what extent. The present debt is 
£400,000. If that were doubled, I think it would be a charge upon the public estate that would tend to 
put the Government into fillancial difficulties. 

6. Have you been a purchaser of Government Debentures? I have been a very· large purchaser; 
and I should continue to purchase so long as the public credit is good. I have an order from a party in 
England to purchase £10,000; but I defer buyino- until the result of the present Railway measure is made 
known. I was authorised to purchase at a premi~m. I have purchased for the same individual upwards 
of £60,000, for I could with every confidence recommend our Debentures ; and upon my recommendation 
he has bought largely : but if the N at:onal Debt of this Colony is increased to £800,000, I should feel it 
my duty to recommend the gentleman to realise. Mv own opinion is that the Railway project will 
not pay; and a correspondence has already sprung _up between me and the Agents of Sir Morton Peto, 
Brassey & Co., in which I have given every particular. If I reported favourably, the agent said he 
w.ould send over a practical man to treat with the Government, and would take the whole amount in 
DebentureJ in payment, if guaranteed by Act of Parliament; but in consequence of my not reporting 
favourably no further action was taken. This took place in May, 1859._ . 

6. Have you anything that you can add upon this subject of the Railway? L can add the data that I 
have obtained on the subject. English capitalists can be got to do it at the price the Government guarantee 
upon the principal and interest. In Great Britain about three hundred millions have been invested in Railways. 
The gross average return of late years has been about £18,0001000, or about 6 per C!)nt. per annum. The. 
working expenses have been about £10,000,000, or fully 3 per cent. on the capital; and the remainder, 
about £8,000,000, has gone to pay interest on borrowed capital, preferential shar!)s, leaving, perhaps, from 
l to 2 per cent .. to the Shareholders on the average. Some do not pay working expenses, and others fair 
dividends. Such is the result of Railways in the Unitl;)d Ki,ngdom. 'fhe Railway to Deloraine is est~ated 
to {)OSt £400,000, 

_Interest on this at 6 per cent. per annum ...•• , .• , •..••••.••...••.•••.• 
Working expenses at per mile, as in England1 £500 per mile for 48 miles ... 
,Pontingencies, repairs, &c. per annum ..•....•...................•.... 

Est~mated ,Annual E:xpenditure ..•.. , ..•.. , ......... , 

£24;000 
20,000 
6,000 

£50,000 
~ 
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The Exports from the Port of Launceston in 1856-57-58 were in grain, flour, and bran almost 13,000, 14,000, 
and 15,000 tons successively. Suppose all exported to be sent in by rail; and that which was grown near 
Launceston to supply the inhabitants and shipping is, I suppose, 16,000 tons of grain and flour,-that is. 
about an average of 8d. per bushel, about the current rates of cartage :-

Say 16,000 tons, at 25s.. . . . . • • • . . • . . . . • . . • • • • ............•....••.•. 
Our exports of wool, bark, hay, &c. amount to about 4000 tons more, at (say) 20s. 
Outward traffic of goods, estimated on 5000 tons, at 20s. • ....••..•••...• 
Passenger traffi·c, say the same as in Britain, 6s. 8d. a year for each man, 

woman, and child on the Northern side-Launceston, Evandale, Longford, 
Westbury, and Deloraine Districts; Population about 24,000 at 6s. 8d. each 

£20,000 
4000 
5000 

8000 

Total Revenue.................................... £37,000 

leaving a deficiency of £15,000 per annum. These. calculations we.re made by a gentleman who was folly 
competent to make tliem. 

7. Do you know the nature of the country between Launceston and Deloraine? No;. I never was 
beyond Carrick, but I know the direction in which it lies. 

8. Do you consider the Railway a local or a public undertaking ?· In some respects it is a public one,:­
but it ia for the benefit of those isolated' districts. It wou.1:l not be for the benefit of the Colony at large. It 
would not benefit the Southern side in the least. 

9. vVould it be reasonable that the charge for that Railway shoidd be secured on the Public Revenues. 
of the Colony ? I believe not. 

111-r. Wilson ....... 10. What effect, in your opinion,, would the issue of £400,.000 of Railway Debentures 
by the Government have upon the renewal of the existing Debentures now running with reference to the 
existing debt? To further charge or- to mortgage to the extent of £800,000 the Public Debt would have­
the effect of shaking public confidence. The tremendous responsibility of £800,000 would be too much for 
~ru~ . 

ll. What is the opinion of the bankers in the Colony upon the subject of the contemplated issue of the-
Railway Debentures? The- bankers have not,consulted together on the subject. · 

.i):fr. Dodery,-12. How long is it since you were in that country? Twenty years. 

13. You state. that the effect of increasing the· debt of the. Colony to. double the amount would he to 
injure the.credit of the Colony?· Yes; th,at is my candid opinion .. 

14. vVould it have the same effect pro.vided it was for any other plU'pose except that of the Railway? 
It. would. have th.e same effect,. Uildoubtedly. I think the. debt of tl1e. Colony is quite large enough to be 
grappled with, • 

15. Then you are- of opinion that to increase the debt of the Colony for reproductive works or public 
improvements would be detrimental to the credit· of the Country,? It would. be detrimental· to the credit of 
the Colony,_ having considerati.onto the existing debt. 

16 .. Are .you aware of the effect that the issue of a larg·e amount of Debentures of the other Colonies 
have upon the London market? The effect upon the London market is, that they are. favourably thought of 
in England. The effect in the Colony of the issue of these Debentures will be. attended witlt bad result<; 
hereafter, and that was the reason why I suggested to a constituent in England. that the Tasmanian· Deben­
tures were tb.e safest in Australia; and that gentleman, bought largely on my advice, 

17. Are you aware that the national debt has been found. any difficulty in. England? There is no 
comparison between a struggling Colony like Tasmania labouring under monetary difficulties and· England. 

18. Have you had any correspondence with the A.gent of Sir Morton Peto,. who is now in the Colony? 
No. I saw in the Launceston Examinm· lately that there.was a gentleman-as an agent of-Sir Morton Peto 
in the Colony, but he has not corresponded with me. I am not aware whether he has come ot his own 
accord or whether he has. been invited;. and l have had no correspondence upon the subject since 1859. 

lllr .. Slwrrvin_.~19. Do you think that a debt of £800,000 is an enormous charge upon.an area of. 
13,500,000.acres.of]and? I do, considering tha.t. the whole of the good land in Tasmania. lias been 
alienated, and .nothing bu.t bad land remaining .. 

20. A.re you aware that only one-fifth, of the land· has. been alienated? No.. I was not aware of the 
proportion; but all the good land has been alienated. 

21. You see by these Statistics that it is so?. Yes .. 

22. Are not the Tasmanian Debentures at a lower premium in London than the Victorian.? They are;. 
but that may perhaps be the -result of their not being placed upon Change,-that is.in the Official Catalogue. 
If they were so, they might fetch the same as the other Colonies. I apprehend that no effort has. been made· 
o.n the part of the CoJonial Government. to take the proper steps to. place them. upon, Chang~. 
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23. If thete>we1·e to' oe· a larger· issue they· worild command more attention i Undoubtedly. The 
i·eason the Debentures of Victoria being so high was, that five associafed banks undertook to dispose of 
them in the London Market, and that encouraged public confidence, and the issue was very large indeed. 

Mr •. Oa?'fer,---24. You have s•aid that _if ther_e were a larger issue they would command more 
a:ttention. Do you mean- by that that they ,vould be of more value? N'o. I mean that it would not lead to 
a greater sale, but it would bring them more into notoriety. 

25. By bringing them into notoriety, in your opinion, would tiiat increase or depreciate their value? 
It would depend upon the channel. If they were hawked about they would be depreciated in value, but 
if placed upon the market by respectable houses they might continue to command a premium • 

. lllr. Sliermin.-'-' 26. You are aware that as the issue of Victorian Debentures has become more krtown, 
they have commanded a higher premium? They have gone down about 2 per cent. When they were 
'first offered for sale by the five associate Banks they were at 13 per_ cent., but they now sell I believe 
at 10~ per cent.-

27. "\Vhat is the price of Tasmanian Debentures in London? Four per cent. premium. 

11:b·. Sharland.-28. Would the issue of Victorian Debentures have been so successful without their 
Gold-fields to fall back upon? No, decidedly not. 

29. Are you aware that a very large portion of the Crown Land in this Colony has no commercial 
value?· Fully aware of it; 

The ·witness withdrew. 

MR. THOMAS GIBLIN called in and examined. 

Sfr R. Dry.--1'. You are the Manager of the Bank of Van Diemen's Land? I am. 

2. In your opinion would the issue of £400,000 worth of Government Debentures for Public Works 
of-a ·reproductive charact'er depreciate the value of Colonial Securities in the London market?. Certainly 
not. 

3. G'enerally a·o you bclieve that borrowing of money for reproductive Works in the Colonies would 
injure· their credit on the Stock Exchange? Certainly not: It stands to common sense that it could not 
be so, either to an individu,al or a country. 

4. You have visited the North Coast of Tasmania ? I have, several times. 

5. How long is it since you last vi~ited it? I visited it in the middle oflast summer, January. 

6; In your opinion is any of the Crown Land in that District of good quality ? A very large por'tion of 
the Crown Land that I have seen there is of the best" quality for agricultural purposes that I have seen in 
the hland. . 

llfr. Lomes.-7'. ls this land that you speak of cleared:' or timbered? Heavily timbered: _that is why· 
I added fot·agricultural purposes.- It is not open pastoral" land. 

8. What wonld the cost per acre be to clear the land of the timber, to put it in a proper state for culti­
vation? I cannot say. It would be ,very expensive, 

11:lr. TFUsou.-9. What is the cost of bringing the land in that District under crop? You can get it 
cleared and the brush bnrnt off for 30s. per acre. I speak with certainty, as I have done it myself to the 
extent of 200 acr_es. 

10. Does the land in that condition produce good crops generally? It does produce good crops, but 
whether always or·not·I cannllt say. 

ll. Does land under cultivation in. the condition to which' you have referred give a profitable crop? I 
believe it does,. generally. 

12. Does the process of clearing land still continue to exist as formerly 7, or to diminish? I have been 
over there annually in the summer time during the last two or th11ee years, and have noticed a very large 
increase of clearing. 

13. What is your opinion of the productive capabilities· of that District generally? I think the 
quality of the land is the finest I have seen in the Island, by far. 

. J.11.r. Sharland,-Il. What part of that country are you speaking of?. I am speaking of the County 
of Devon; from the Mersey to the Forth. I have land on the Leven, the Forth, and the Penguin Creek. 

15. You were asked a question about Crown land. Where was that Crown land that you spoke of? 
Leaving the Mersey, crossing the Rivers Don and the Forth, to the Leven. Surveyors were with me 
pointing out what land was Crown land, and what was sold. 



16 . .A.re you capable of estimating what amount of Crown land there was of that quality? No, I 
could not form any idea as to _quantity. 

17. If Debentures were to issue for the purpose of constructing a Railway between Deloraine and 
Launceston to the cost of £400,000, • would it affect the debt of .this Colony? I am not sufficiently 
acquainted_ with the statistics, or the prospect of that Railway being rnproductive, to give .a decisive. 
answer. 

18. Then did your former answer, that the issue of £400,000 would not affect the sale of Debentmes, 
refer to the Deloraine Railway? I confine my opinion to reproductive works, I am not competent 
to give an opinion on the Railway. . 

19. Do you consider Mr. Gresley, of the Union Bank, a competent authority to give an opinion .on the 
sale of Debentures? I should think he was. 

20. If his opinion were adverse to yours would you be at all guided by it? CertairiJy not, but I 
should listen to his opinion ·with respect. 

21. Have you, as the Manager of the V. D. T,. Bank, dealt largely in Colonial Debentures? Not for 
the Bank, but for our customers I have. 

22. Then, if the amount were double, you would look upon them with the same favorable opinion? I 
should. To test the value of our Debentures on the London market, I sent some hom/;l to the London and 
\Vestminster Bank to sell at not less than 4 per cent. premium. The reply was th_11t, having only. five years 
to run, tlwy were not negotiable: had they been long dated they had no doubt that they would have been 
able to dispose of them at 5 per cent. 

· 23. You are not prepared to give an opinion, supposing the £400,000 were issued for the Deloraine 
Railway? No. . 

24. A;.e you favorab)e to the Delor.aine Railway? I have never e~presseg. an opinion, and have 
scarcely formed one upon it. · 

.11:fr: Lorves.-25. You speak from your own experienc'3 w4en yoq. speak of 30s. pe,r acre being the cost 
for clearing? · Yes. 

1117'. Grant.-26. Are you aware that there is a very large trade between Melboµ.rne and the North 
,vest Coast in timber? Yes, I am perfectly aware of the fact. Oq.r ~ank negoti:J.tes largeJy for timber 
shipped to the neighboring Colonies from the North-west Coast. 

Jlfr. Cartei·.-27. You have stated that a large .quantity of timber is sent from the North-west Coast. 
What Port is it shipped from? The Don and the Mersey: Cumming & Co. have four or five vessels ii). 
the trade. 

28. In the event of th~ Railway being established, in your 9piniop., woul4 the timber be brought to 
Launceston or still continue to be shipped from the Don apd tJ1e Mersey? It would still continue to be 
shipped from the Don and Mersey . 

.111"r. S!terrvin.-29 .. Do you think that if our Debentures were )Jetter known in the London markets 
they would realise a larger premium? If they were placed on the Stock Exchange undoubtedly they would. 
They are not a quoted security no,v, and therefore are unknown to the London market. 

Resolved-That Mr. Doy.Q.e be allowed to.insert an additiop.al paragraph iIJ. his Memorandum on Mr, 
Archer's letter. 

[Ansrvers to Committee's Que1·ies f1·om .111.essrs. Douglas 9· Nicholls pztt in.] 

Answer No. I. The rate of cartage on oats from Deloraine to Launcestqn during the past year has been 
5d. to 5½d, per bushel of 40 lbs.; on wheat 7d. to 7½cl, per bushel of 60 lbs.; barley, potatoes, and flour in 
the same proportion as 'Yheat i butter !).,TI.d woql, 2~s. per 2000 lbs.· FroII)- Wes,tbw'j/ tq Launeestoµ the 
charge is one-third less; and for goods out of Town (back carriage), 20s. to 25s. per to.Q., 

No. II. The price <?£cartage qs compared with the prior year has not been reduced. 

No. III. The toll-gates h~ve l:/een let at higher 1•.ents for 1863 than for l 862 or 1861. 

No. IV. About £4000 per annum has been spent for the maintenance of the road frqm Launceston to 
Deloraine ; and that sum can pev~r k~ep the roa4 in an efficient state. 

No. V. I am still of opinion that the construction of the proposed line of Railway is essential to the 
progress of the Western Districts. I believe the inhabitants to be generally in favour of the prl\jecr especially 
those who have had oppoitunities of observing the working of Railways in other countries. The few who do 
oppose it appear to be under misapprehension with regard to th~ proposed "i·e-guararitee." ' · 

IWPDAM l:I, DOUGLAS. 



INTERROGATORIES to be ansrveredfor tlie Information of the Joint Oomniittee on tlie Delorair.e 
Railrvay. 

. 1. What has been the average rate of cartage during the past year for grain and other agricultural 
produce, distinguishing the several items and including goods? 

2. If the price of cartage has been reduced as compared with the prior year, can you furnish any 
grounds for .such reduction ? 

3. Are you still of opinion that the construction of the proposed Line of Railway is essential to the 
progress of the Western Districts? and can you state what is the general t',· eeling, respecting the impo1·tance 
of the work, of the Inhabitants? 

REPLIES . 

. LONGFORD 'rO LAUNCESTON, 

Question No. 1. Wheat, above 500 bushels, 3d. per bushel (below that qllantity by agreement). 
Oats, 2½d, per bushel; Barley, very little grown, about 3d. per bushel; Flour, Bran, Potatoes, 10s. per 
ton; Bark, chopped, in bags, 20s. per ton ; Hay and Straw, 20s. per ton; Wool, 15s. per ton. 

LAUNCESTON TO LONGFORD, 

Sugar, Salt, Coal, and other heavy articles of Merchandise, 15s. per ton; Posts and Rails, 20s. per 
100; Sawn Timber, 3s. per 100 feet; Split Timber, 35s. per 1000; Shingles, 3s. per 1000; Lime, 1s. per 
bag; Light goods from 20s. to 25s. per ton, according to agreement; Lime from Deloraine, 2s. 6d, per 
bag. 

2. There has been no material reduction. The value of cartage to and from Launceston for all the 
leading articles has been maintained. With the present high rates of fodder these rates should be 
;increased. No reduction upon them can take place unless at positive loss to the carrier~ 

3. I will reply to the latter part of the question £rst. The feeling of the majority of the Inhabitants of 
this and the Districts to the Westward is, that the early construction of a Line of Rail way from Launceston · 
to Deloraine through these Districts is of paramount importance to their continued progress and prosperity. 

I have had_ oppo1-tunit)es of conversing with thinking men among them, and their opinions gather 
strength with years;· th_at unless some better means for th.e interchange of commodities between the towns 
and population of these districts is devised, agriculture must cease to be profitable, and trade to languish. 
My own observation entirely accords with the opinions thus expressed, and instances are daily occuring 
-where the difficulty and labour by present means of transport amount to a prohibition, The article bricks 
alone affords an illµstration. The clay about Deloraine is of inferior character, and good bricks command 
rates varying from 50s. to 60s. per 1000. Here, at Longford, good clay abounds, and they can be· 
manufactured at from 25s. to 30.s. per 1000. In the Jireseµt stHte of the road to Delorajne, I doubt if 
1000 bricks could be conveyed there in a whole condition; besides which, the cartage would make 
,the cost set down there at least £4 per 1000, 

In this very art.icle too a good export traq_e I)light be q.o:p.e with New Zealand. V ess.els would take 
:brick$ as ballast, if they could be delivered in Launceston at a price to leav!) freight; but they cannot 
;by present m,eans of transport. On a recent visit to the boundary. of_ this Municipality at the River 
Liffey, I was strucJr by the frequency and character of the freestone buildings used for the commonest 

.of purposes, and was told 'it abounded in the Tier under which we were standing. 

I fou11d h could be easily quarried, and conveyed to Bisbopsbourne at a moderate cost; hut that, in the 
absence of Railway communication, further carriage would be beyond its ultimate value. 'l'here can be no 
)_)!'ogress until easier and more rapid communication is establisµed within and throughout these districts to the 
port. There is no intei·nal frade, no exchange of commodities, simply because places are difficult of access, 
Hitherto the marJrets of tµ_e .A,ustralian Colonies have been open to the prodl).ctions of these districts; now 

that every Colony is striving to produce for itself it becomes essential that an internal trade and interchange 
between agriculturists, tradespeople, and the inhabitants generally, should be established to supply to some 
extent the loss of the Foreign market. Victoria, for example, is extending her internal means of communi­
cation and trade, by ~very possible·effort. By the last advices, I find the Government have reduced the 
rates upon return goods by the Railway, a;nd that the prige of fodder has declined at Melbourne in copse­
quence. Chaff pressed in·p~~ks is now brought_ from Ballaarat and otb.er places by these return trains to 
.Melbouri:ie. · · 

This would be' just the case were a line of Railway coI1structecl from Launceston to Deloraine. The 
productions of the strong fei,tile lands about the latter place would, by the easy carriage afforded by the 
Railway, cheapen the cost of those productions to the consumers along the line and at Launceston, as well as 
.form an article of export. · 

The lapse of years only confirms my opinion that Railway communication is absolutely necessary to th~ 
rrogress of the Colony, and the Western Districts in particular. From careful reading and observation l 
think the line Mr. Doyne has selected the best that can be chosen for the latter, 
!,ongford, ~3rd July, 1863, JI. !3, ;NICJ(OLLS. 



32 
The Chairman read a Letter from Mr. Button, 

l\foved and seconded, that the letter be received. 

[Letter handed in.] 

To Sir RICHARD Dnr, Knt., J.'l.L.C., 
C!iairman oftlte Launceston and Western Railway Committee, 

Launceston, 3C1th July~ 1863': 
Srn 

'A PETITION against the above Railway having been presented to, and printed by order of, the Legislative 
Council, ancj.· ·believing that- Petition calcu!:1ted to produce very erroneous im_pression~ as to the merits of the 
proposed ivork, and the state of'Iocal feeling respecting it, I have the honor to request that you will lie pleased to 
bring under the notice of the Committee the following statement of facts, for the correctness of which I hold myself 
responsible. 

The Petitioners allege "that the estimate and traffic returns, upon which the Railway calculations are based· 
are most questionable." To this objection I reply,-that those returns.have been compiler\, by ord·er of Government,. 
from the daily.records of the traffic taken by tbe lessees of the turnpike gates on the two lines of road communicating 
with the proposed Railway Districts; that they·have br.en verified by d'eclaration of the parties, and by evidence 
given before a. Committee of Pariiament; and, finally, that a comparison of those i;-eturns with the Customs. 
Returns of Colonial produce exported from Launceston confirms the general correctness of the traffic returns. 

With reference to· the opinions of the Petitioners. as to, the principle on which Railways should he provided, I 
shall not presume to obtrude my views upon the Committee, but proceed at once to show that the Launceston and 
Western Railway scheme has been well considered, and approved by a very large body of the owners of' land and 
other property throughout the District. 

I beg therefore to state that I have carefully compared the names of some of the Petitioners. to His Excellency 
the Governor in favour of the Railway with the extent and value- of their property on the Public Assessment Rolls 
of the Colony, taking such extracts only from those Districts that are included in the boundaries of the proposed 
Railway Distl'ict, and consequently would become liable to 'any assessment for re-guarantee; und the result 
of my examination shows that those Petitioners are the owners of 125~000 acres,. the unnual assessed value beinrr• 
£37,000; and that in L_aunceston. the property of other Petitioners amounts by assessment to £30,000, being gros~ 
value, £67,000 .. 

I have the honor to be,. 
Sir, 

Your obedient Servant,. 
W. S; BUTTON .. 

AN ABSTRACT of Forty-four. Names appearing in the Petition to His Excellency in Javou1· of the 
Launceston and Western Railrvay, rvith tlte Land· in Acres represented by them. 

Sir Richard Dry ...•......•..........•.•.. 
William Archer· • • . . • . . • • . . . . • . . . • . . .. . . 
Thos. C. Archer ...••••......•........... 
Harriet Brooke ..••..................••.. 
Alexander Clerke- ..................... . 
W. D. Grubb,. Gardiner's Estate ...•....... 

Ditto, Henry Reed's Estate ......•..• 
Ditto, for self .....••...•.............. 

J obn Atkinson .....•••.•.•..••.•....... 
J\1i!ligHn & Douglas . . . . . • . ........ . • • . • . 
Robert Gibson • . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • 
'\V. P. ,veRton •....•...............••.... 
J .. D. Toosey ....................... ; .. . 
William Dodery ....................... . 
William Saltmarsh ...•.•................. 
A. F. Rooke ...••..•. _ ...............•.. 
Samuel Henry ..........••.............. 
·wmiam Bonnily .........•..........•.•.. 
Charles Arthur ................. _ ....... . 
J.C. Groom .................•.•....... 
Arlye Douglas ...............••............. 
William Ritchie ....•..................•..... 
R. Brumby ••••••••....•.•.•••••••••••• 

ACRES,, 

12,056 
14,613, 
11,034 
16,787 

8740 
]523 
9757 

668, 
4201 
2693 
3700 
6712 
462.4 
1388, 
1300 
1105, 
1007 

940 
1'i35 
2560• 

930, 
2200 
1644 

NAM-E. 

Brougltt forward ......... . 

R·. Munce ..••..•........•.•..••••...... 
J .. Kirkby ................ ~ ..........•... 
John Fawns ...................... · ..•... 
Peter Brumby ..•.............•..........•.. 
John Crookes . . . • • . . .••••............. 
S. Montgomery ... ; ... ; ................ . 
James East ..•........................ 
€:. J. ,veedon ......................... . 
William Pitt ......................... . 
A. \Valker ..•.................•........ 
T. Bartlett .......••.....•........•.... 
J. L .. Smith •..•......•.•••......•...... 
Henry Edgecumbe ....•............ : ... 
- Winter............... • ••........ 
W. Cleveland ............................ . 
Henry Laird .......................... . 
Ed ward Weston, ••.................. _, ... . 
William Mason .•..•..•.....•...••...•.. 

·William Luck •.••...........•.••....... 
Samuel '\,Vright ....................... . 
William Brumby ...................... . 

ACRES, 

111,917 

815 
790 
640 
450 
456 
500 
5()7 
610 
877' 
541 
642 
42:2 
280 
383 
276 
300 
270 
235, 
219 
213 
150 

------, 
Carried'f01-ward... ... ... • . • • 111,917 ' 121,493 

I have examined the above statement, and. compared it with the Assessment Rolls,.and declare the same to be· 
correct .. 

W •. S .. BUTTON. 



LIST of Forty-four Names out ·qf tlie Ninety-seven· Person.i who ~tit-ioned the Parliament on tlie 
14th July, 1863. (Vide Legislative Council Paper, No. 24.) 

NAME. 

James Cox, Clarendon ..•.•...•.....•... 
Edward Dumaresq ..••.....•........... 
George Stancombe ........•....•...... 
Richard Saggers .............•.. 
D; Cameron .......................... . 
James Scott .......................•.. 
William Lawrence, by J. Scott, hi,s Attor-
' ney, by special authority . • . . ....... . 

James Keane ...•...............•...... 
Jesse Duckett ...•..••..........•••... 
A. Stewart ......................•. • ..•.. 
J as. Clayton. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . ..... 
'l'homas Peck ...••..................... 
James Goodger .......••.......•.•••.. 
Joshua Peck .............•............ 
Samuel Hurd ......••.•................ 
'fhomas l.Vloore ......••••..........•... 
James Ross •..•. ·• : • ...••..•.....••.... 
F. J. Houghton ....................•..• 
E. P. Tregurtha ...........••.•...••... 
.Alexander Hill ...•.•.•.........•.•••.. 
Thomas Dryden ..••.......•.......•... 
John Gatenby ..•••.••••...•••.••••..... 
John Pearson ......••••••..•.•...••...• 

Carriedforward .......... . 

ACRES. 

22,000 
3300 
2000 

]31 
12,200 

690 

10,800 
6810 

10 
4060 

50 
350 

2700 
225 
16 

150 
370 
140 
425-

1044 
1000 
6000 
1000 

7.4,471 

NAME. 

Brought forwai·d . ••••••..•. 

R. Cameron •........•....••....•..... 
George Cellsy ....•.....•.............. 
John Williatt ........................ . 
Elizabeth Brumby .........••.......... 
William Brumby ......••.............. 
C. Chilcott . , . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . • .•.. 
Josiah Pitcher ............•..•........ 
George Griffith ...•...•.•...........•. 
Joseph Briant. . • ••....•.......•...... 
John Drvden ......•...........••....• 
William 'Barnett ..................... . 
Thomas Fall ..................... : •.•. 
William Marshman ..........•......... 
Ann Hortle ..•..•...•••......•....• .- •• 
Peter A; Brumby ..•............•..... 
Samuel Brum by .....•................. 
Mansfielrl Brumby ............•....... 
Robert Thirkell ........•.••........... 
George Thirkell. .............•....••.. 
Henry Stephenson ..........•..••.•.... 
George· T. Scott, by his Attorney, 

J .. Scott ......•.....•........•....... 

Total; .....•••.•.........•• 

Mo:'ed, that the Committee meet on Satll!rday at 11. Motion withdrawn~ 

Moved, that the Committee adjourn to Tuesday at 11. Carried~ 

Mr. Doyn_e and Mr. Dowling to be summoned .. 

The Committee adj,ourned at 2·10 P.M. to Tuesday, 4th August •. 

TUESDAY,. 4 AUGUST •. 

[No Querum.] 

No. 9.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE~, 

WEDNESDAY, 5 AvausT. 
PRESENT. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
'l'he Hon. Mr. J. Archer. 
'fhe Hon .. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 

The Cemmittee met at Eleven o'clock. 

Mr. Sbarland •. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Clerke.. 
Mr .. Sherwin. 

MR. DOYNE eall'ed in and examined; 

ACRES. 

74,471 

6400 
3000 
8000 

150 
150 

1400 
1130 

130 
14 

250 
170 

73 
55 

150 
150 
150 
150 

2500 
6500 

ll,000 

30 

117,023 

M1·. Slwrland.-l. You have drawn a comparison in your Report between the D'eloraine Railway and: 
those in Ireland,. are you acquainted with the average rate of dividend paid by the Irish Railways? .Not 
exactly. 

2. In your Report in 1858) you say they paid from 4 to 8< per cent,;. I p11esume that was. the case then_? 
I have stated my authority in the Report. , 

3. I put before you Thoms' Irish Almanack for 1863~ will you look at it in that column and mention 
how many pay no dividend? Eleven;, they are represented as paying nothing; but I don't understand it, 
and am sure that it is not the case. These statements would require to be more carefully looked into, as they 
are directly in opposition to the statements made by Mr •. Hemans in his paper read before the Society of 
Civi:l Engineers •. 
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4. Supposii;ig Thoms' Almanack to be correct as to the state of the Irish Railways up to December, 
1861, thry must have considerably fallen off since 1858, of which you gave a statement? Yes, but I doubt 
tlie. accuracy of the Return in Thoms' Almanack. 

5. Can you produce any public authority of so late a date? I have none with me. 

6. Are you aware of the outlay of the Viqtorian Government on Railways? I believe when they are 
completed the expenditure will be £8,365,000; they are still in course of construction. · 

7. Do you know what interest they pay on their capital? I see in Mr. Mitchell's Report that when 
the Echuca Line was opened, their present receipts justified them in calculating that 'they would have a 
return of 3½ per cent. 

8. What loss would that be upon their invested capital, supposing the Debentures to be issued at 6 per 
cent.? 2½ per cent. · 

9. Do you know anything of the American Railways? I have no personal e~perience of them. 

10. Perhaps that paragraph would assist you? Yes, I have seen this .. 

11. What does that say? · I will read it., Paragraph 16 in Mr. Mitchell's Repo1t on the Victorian 
Railways of November, 1862.-Speaking of the American Railway system of charging very low prices, he ' 
says: "According to Returns supplied in August of last year, out of l20 Railways, 75, or more than half, 
did not afford any dividend whatever, 43 ranged from 2 to 4 per cent., 1 paid 4~ per cent .. lO paid 5 per 
cent., 2 paid 6 per cent., and 1 alone, of about 100 miles, paid 7 per cent.". · 

12. You state, in reply No. 13 in your evidence, that you consider your egtimate of working expenses 
i~ excess: would you now mention at what per-centage you calculate your working expenses on the proposed 
Railway? The proportion of the working expenses and receipts, as shown in my estimate, is from 40 to 
50 per cent. 

13. Do you arrive at that result from mere calculation~ or is it obtained from practical experience of the 
working of Railways i~ the Australian Colonies? I have c~lculated them in the manner explained in' 
paragraph.C, page 9, of my Report of 1862. My estimate is ,£26,000 a year for the working of the tine, 
l show how I arrive at that conclusion in that" paragraph. 1 have assumed that it will cost do11ble the rate 
to ·work this Line of what is found sufficient in Ireland. A line such as this in Ireland, it is proved by 
experience, would cost £300 per mile per annum, or £13,000 a year for working expenses. None of tlw 
Australian Railway Systems are yet complete, a:qd, conseqllently1 no reliable data 9an be obtained from 
them; but, as far as they have gone, Mr: Mitchell states they are worked at 47 ½ per cent. on the receipts • 

. 14. Can you state what are the working e:,.penses of the :J_lail wa;y-s in Soqth Australia ? I possess 
11o•information on ~he subject. 

15. Are yon aware of the working expen~es of the Melqourne and Williamstown Railway? I have 
no information on the subject of Viptorian Railways as regards working e~penses except tllat contained iq 
Mr. Mitchell's Report. I don't thin~ he separates the Williamstown Railway from tl~e system genC1rally, 

16. Are there not some of the Iris]J Railways that have their working expenses higll<'l' than wllat you 
have now stated? The working expenses of Railways in Ireland, as elspwhe1•e, depend upon the amoqnt 
of traffic,-some are· higher, and some lower, than what I have stated. • 

17. The Railways of England have cost 60 per cent. beyond the original estimates of the ~ngi:qeers, 
being for works not at first contemplated,. but after.wards found requisite and desirable to carry out, Such 
an increase having taken place; under the es1imates of the most eminent Engi11eers, and where there were 
far better opportunities of ascertaining the cnst of work than in a new country, !llay there not be a pro­
bability that, within ten years aftet the estnblishment of tlw Deloraine Railway, a large sum beyond the 
present estimate would be required for requisite adqitions apd :i.Iterations to tlie Railway, and could you 
state what you think would be the probable amount? If the Launceston an,! Deloraine Railway as now 
proposed requires in ten years as large extensions and alteration~ as the Eng)-ish Railwµys have required, 
there doubtless would be a proportionate increase; and I think it is probable the impetus given to trade by 
the construction of this Railway will in4uce -the count17 to µndertalrn fµrther extensions. 

18. ·what sum have you estimated for interest on expended capital dudng constmction of the Railway 1 
J: have not made any estimate of interest ; I have confined myself to the epgineering questions. 

19. Have you made any estimate for stores, warehouses, and buildings to recei'l"C grain, and stores at 
eaeh terminus and at Launc~sto11? I have p,ut in my estimate for the whole Line in· detail. And it will 
there bE! found that £21,000 is provided for stations at Launceston and elsewhere. lt- comes under the item 
of termini and station anangements. 

20. The populatinn of90,000 being wi,lely dispersed, will you explain how ypu estimate t.he pm•~enger 
traffic along the Railway at 220,000 per annum? That I have also explained in my Report, page 8, where. 
I have shown, that by Parliam_entary Returns it is stated that in Gre4t Britain and fr!lland seven times t)rn 
p~m~er of ~he whole popn}~tion pass l!-nn-q.all! ove1· th~ Railwars. It t4e1?e result;; were optaine4 here it 
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would produce at least the numbel' I have estimated; and it is reasonable to expect that in .a community of 
such locomotive tendencies, and where all classes receive higher wages than in England, much larger results 
will be arrived at. · 

21, Will that calculation apply equally well in a thinly scattered population like this· as in a densely 
settled c:;ountry like England, where there are large manufactories all over the Country? I think so; tlie· 
population that is spread along this Line will use it as their only means of conveyance, and · they are all 
µeople who tl'avel much. As a rule, them.asses of the population that dwell along the Railways in the 
country parts of England make little or µo use of them,-the peasantry, who ·form the masses, rarely ever 
leave home,-while here the peasantry are a nominal class, e\'erybocly is a farme1•, trader, or independent' 
proprietor. In England the Railways have to depend for their traffic upon the intercourse between the· 
great centres· of population, and consequently but a very small proportiol} of the inhabitants of the Kingdom·· 
use them; the enormous results just mentioned are obtained by the repeated travelling of a very small 
number of the community: here the whole population along the Line must use it a£ generally as that small 
s.ection in England. 

i2. In reply 20, do you allude to 7 times the number of the population of the Districts through which 
the Railway passes-you do not mean 7 times the whole population of the Country? In the Parliamentary· 
Returns I have referred to, it is stated that, in the year 1860, 163,435,678 persons trnvelled over the Rail­
,yays of the United Kingdom ; this is 7 ti).lles the population of the whole Kingdom. 

23, T;hat applies thep. not to any distjnct :Railway, but to all the Rajlways of the United Kingdom? 
Yes. 

24. I show you ;now aµ acc9unt ofa Railway in Ireland, the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford, one of the 
paying Railways, 44 miles; will you give _me, from Tl1-9Il}s' Almanack, the number of passengers per annum 
who travel along that line? Thoms' Almanack states that, in 1861, 1,088,533 passengers travelled over that 
:;Line; that is 4 times the number estimated for this. 

25. That is about one-fourtli of the population pf IrelaI).d? . About one-fifth now. 

_26. To make. the Deloraine Railway correspond with that according to the ·population of the country, 
say 90,000, one-fifth according to the rate of passengers by the Irish Railways, we should have 
18,000 for the Deloraine Railway? I imagine we have a right to expect .the multiple of the people of the 
District through which the Line passes that is found to obtain in Ireland. The Railway referred to passes 
:through a poor ,agricultural coup.try: it is the sa1I]e length as the I)eloraine Railway; and the passenger traffic 
js more than four times what I estimate for the Deloraine Railway, amounting to 1,088,000, 

27. What is the population of Dublin? I don't know, 

28. Do you mean to say tp.at a Rail pas,sing frpm Dublin, Wicklow, and W ex.ford does not pass 
through a populous country, including those three towl}s? 'fhe towns are populous ; the country parts are 
v;ery thinly populated. 

29. Do~s it not show according to Thoms' Almanack by far the larger number of passengers, ex­
cepting the one from Dublin to Kingstown? YesP except the one fr.am :Publi11- to Kingstown, which is only 
six miles in length, and carries 2,386,000 passengers per annum. . · 

30. That is to a port where all persons Jeaving I:reland start from? It is to one of the principal ports of 
Ireland. 

31. In yo~r answer 20, you believe that men engaged in agricultural and pastoral pursuits are more 
likely to travel by Rajlways than persons ip. ~ngland passing from one laFge city to another ? I think a 
greater proportion of the persons engaged in agricultural pursuits in this country will travel by Railway 
than in England, ancl a still greater proportion than in Ireland, While I was in the western district of Tas­
mania .durip.g tl;te harvest oflast_ year, I pbs,erved tl}at aU the reapers travelled on the coaches; I never saw 
one walking, whereas the Irish reaper's invariable habit is to put hjs shoes i+nde.r his arm and walk 50 miles· 
rather than pay a coach fare_. 

J.Wr. Lorves.-32. You say that the peasantry in England seldom travel, but that the Railways are 
principally supp,orted by c3 small portion of t}-ie comm,1inity , what does that S!llall portion consist of? '.l.'l:ie 
independent classes, professional people, merchants, and traders chiefly. 

\ 

3.3. Have we such a cla.ss in the neighbourh_oo<l of the proposed Deloraine Railway? Yes, I suppos~ so, 

34. Where do .this class .of people live? . ,Scattered over the country in the neighbourhood of the line, 
a.n4 at Launceston. 

35. Is business generally conducted in thi~ Colony by means .of mercantile travellers? As far as I .can 
judge, the people oftbe Western District appear to be aU travellers: i :mppose partly on their own aucl'. 
:partly on other people's business. 

36. Don't they generally consist of hawkers and pedlars more than any other people? I never saw 
,an1 l~aw.~erp or pedlars ,in the ,distri9t referre,d to. T4!c! people appear ~]I tq trayel br coaph, 4orsebaek, or 



36 
on their own conveyances. During seven months last year that I drove backwards and forwards on 
the Western Road I never saw one foot passenger walking a journey, while there were a large number of 
persons constantly moving by the public conveyances, on horseback, and in private carriages. 

37. After deducting the population of Launceston, and the cliildren under ten years of age, in the dis­
tricts which the Railway will embrace, what will be the number of souls remaining in those districts? An 
analysis of the details of the Census will show it. ' · 

Sir R. Dry.-38. You have stated that the interest paid by the Victorian Railways, as shown by the 
'·Report, to be about 3½ per cent., do you know whether this Return is in excess of the Government Esti­

mates or not? I believe very materially ; w:hen first the Victorian Railways were commenced I believe no 
interest whatever was expected for several years. 

39. Do you know the average cost of these Lines ? Yes, from £35,000 to £40,000 per mile. 

40. Then a proportionate amount derived from the Western Railway would yield 12 per cent. on 
capital? Yes, ifthe Victorian Railways had been made at one-fourth the cost, they would of course produce 
four times the interest on capital. 

41. If those Lines were now to be constructed, do you think that they could be constructed at a 
cheaper rate? Undoubtedly very much cheaper. Labour is not now more than one-third the cost that it 
was when the chief contracts were let; and the works upon them are of a much more expensive character 
than it is proposed to apply in the case of the Launcesfon and Western Line. 

42, What proportion of the estimated cost of construction do you think would be spent in the Colony ?. 
·Rather more than three-fourths would be paid away in the Colony. 

CAPTAIN HAIG called in and examined. 

Jib·. Lowes.-1. I believe you are Ma1·ine Surveyor to the Tasmanian Insurance Company? Y cs. 

2. You have been for many years of your life in the Merchant Service? Yes, nearly all my life. 

3. And you have visited many ports and harbours in different parts of the world? I have. 

4. Have you ever called in at Port Frederick, in Bass's Straits, the entrance to the Mersey?. Yes, in 
July, 1852, I was there. 

5. Had you the command of a vessel on that occasion? No, I was a passenger. 

6. Did you make any stay there? We ran in under stress of weather,. being bound for the Forth, and 
I think we only stayed two days there. I ·made this sketch of the harbour at the time. (Sketch handed in.} 

7. Did you take soundings w11ile you were there~ I did. I hove the lead myself all the way as. 
soon as we rounded the Mersey Bluff, 

8. Did you find it a safe harbour for vessels of a certain size? Very much so, 

9. ·what sized vessel were you in 1 A vessel of about 40 or 50 torn,. 

10. What sized vessel might go into this harbour and come out again, laden,. with safety ? Vessels of 
200 tons and under, with perfect safety, not drawing more than 12 feet. 

11. How many miles would it be from the shipping-place to the Bar? I think from the Bar the 
navigation does not extend over five miles, 

12. Have you ever been to the Poi·t of Sundedand, in En~land 7 Yes, often. 

13. Is that a port of great resort for shipping? Of amazing resort for shipping, ship-building, and all 
that. 

14. What comparison will that port bear with Port Fi'ederick here?· I should say that Port Frederick 
was infiniti.vely safer in every respect. I may say further, that there is no shelter at all at Sunderland Bar, 
while here you are sheltered twenty-four points of the compass. It is only open from N. to E. In turning 
in after we rounded the Bluff, as soon as we got into discoloured water I hove the lead immediately, and 
the first cast was 5 fathoms. We then decreased the water very gradually until we got on the Bar, on 
which we had 9 feet at last quartel' ebb; so that 7 to 8 feet may be calculated on as the water on the Bar at 
dead low water, the rise of tide being from 10 to 12 feet. · 

15. You know the River Tamar and the Port of Launceston;. have you ever been into that Port in a. 
-vessel?. Yes, frequently .. 
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16. Is Port Frederick better situated for a vessel to communicate with Port Phillip than the River 

Tamar? I should say decidedly so; you can get to sea in a quarter of an hour. 

17. That is on account of its being more to the westward? I don't think that is of any consequence; 
it is much nearer the sea. 

18. What are the prevailing winds ill: those waters? Take the year round, mostly westerly. 

19. Then if these westerly winds prevail vessels will sail a point or two of wind by sailing from Port 
Frederick? Yes, there is some advantage in that respect, but it is its proximity to the sea which is its great 
advantage. . . . 

20. Which, in your opinion, is the most desirable Port, Port Frede1ick or Launceston, as to entering? 
As to mere entering, I should think that the Tamar has the advantage. · 

21. If you had the option of taking in a cargo either at Port Frederick or at Launceston1 which Port 
,would you prefer ? The Mersey certainly. · 

·22. Do you know much of the country in that neighbourhood? I was there a month ti•ying io get a 
wreck off the Forth, and travelled it a good deal on foot. · -

Mr. Sharland.-23. Which would be the quickest passage to Melbourne, from the Mersey or from 
Launceston ? The Mersey certainly ; sometimes the detention in the River Tamar is very great indeed, 

24. Could you say how soon a vessel wc;mld pass from the Mersey to Melbourne ? A good sailing 
vessel, with a fair wind, would run over in 24 hours. 

25. Are you aware that a vessel of 800 tons can go up to Launceston? Yes, I think I am . 

.Sir R. Dry.-26. In entering Port Frederick have vessels of even 200 tons to wait for the tide? Yes, 
certainly. ' 

The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Macnaughtan and Mr. Dowling to be summoned for to-morrow. 

The Committee adjourned at 2·20 P.M. till to-morrow, Thursday, 6th August, at Eleven. 

SCHEDULE B. 

EXPORTS <if tfie Years ending 1860 and 1862 from the Port of Launceston, in Tons. 

Wheat •.. ; • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • 20,395 tons for 1860. 
Flour ••••....••.••••....••.•• _ .............. •., • } 

Oats ............. _. ...... •.• ...•.•••• • • • • • • • • • • • 

Barley ••..•.•..•.•••.•• • , •·• • • • · • • • • • • • • • • • • • l . 
. Bran •..•••••.••••..••••••. ,_ . , .••. •. •, • , • •.• • • I 
Bark .•.••...••••.......••..•••••.•.••••••••• 

vV ool • • · · • - · · · · • · · · · · • · · · · · • • · • • • • • • • • • • • · • • • L21,502 tons for 1862. Potatoes .•••.•.•......•.........•.•.• -~ ••• • •.•• I 
Hay ••..••••...••••••••.• ,_ ••.••• , ••.•. • • • • • • • • I 
Butter and Cheese .•.•••..•....•.•••.•••.•.••••••• 
Fruit, 50 lbs. to bushel •••••• - •••.•••••.••••••••• j 

Does the Return above referred to include Exports from the Ports on the North Coast and Hobart 
Town, or only those from Launceston to those and other places? 

RICHARD DRY, Chairman Railrvay Committee. 
The Collector of Customs, La·unc~ston. 

MEMo.-The Return referred to in this communication does not'include Exports from the North Coast 
:and Hobart Town, but simply from Launceston, including Removals of any such goods " Coastwise" to the 
Sub-ports, and to :!:Iobart 'l'ownfrom Launceston. 

R. H. WILLIS, Collector, 
31st July, 186-3. 
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N,o .. IQ.-M.INUTES OF. COMMITTEE.-

THURSDAY, 6 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir Richard Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Archer. . 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Tfon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. _Corbett. 

:I'he Committee met at 11·30 o'clock. 

PRESENT, 

Mr. Clerke. 
Mr. Dodery., 
Mr. Sherwin, 

H~ .DOWLING, Esq., .called in and ewaminfl(/. · 

SirR.Dry.-1. Are you acquainted with a Return of Exports; marked K,from Launceston,yearending 
July, 1862, printed .in App~ndix to Evidence before the Select Committee, 1862? Yes, 

. 2. Does the R_eturn comprise the Exports from the Sub-ports on the North Coast? No.· I have heard 
it stated that it did include the Exports from the Sub-ports 9f Entpy; and I lmve been much surprised at 
such a statement being IUade, because I presume that on application to the Collector of Customs at Laun-,, 
ceston, who signs the Return, any person would have ascertained the fact that the entries of those Ports·· 
were not included in the Retqrn :marked ~- I desjre to say that, had they beeµ included, they would have 
made no difference in the Statisti(\s of the Western Railway, ·It will be found that, out of 45,000 IOJJ.S 
which passed through the Gates in 1861, only 27,000 tons were assumed as traffic by the Railway, leaving 
18,000 tons. to be carried by the common road. I am now refel'l'ing to the approxii:µate. esfo;nate in Mr. 
Doyne's Report of 1862,-an estimate which this Committee will find, on refe1·ence to S. and T. iri the 
_,.\.ppendix, the Promoters consiclered to be too si:µall. I d9 not r~~e111ber tfiat it ,1as .ever been stated in any 
evidence taken before Committees of the Parliament that the traffic through a third gate near Launceston at 
Patterson's Plains was never taken into account by the• Promoters; whilst the rental of that gate being· 
£365 per a11nup:1. would seem to show a large amount of traffic, which it is belieye~ -woulp. come by.the Rail 
w/ien a bridge over the North Es~ poJJ.nects Patterson'~ flaiJJ.S with the RaiL 

3. Have you seen a comparative statement of cost of c~rtage by Railway or ordinary road given in 
evidence by Mr. James Scott; and, if so, will you say how far you agre!l witJ1 it 7 • I !Jave. lfthat Rf)turn 
means anything, it is that Mr. Scott wish.es to show that it would cost three times more to can-y grain by 
Railway than hy a bad common road. It is my opinion that such-a statement, in the present complete state 
of Railway Statistics, does violence to the judgment of any intelligent man to whom it is addressed, and is 
therefore of no value whatever in arriving at safe .conclusions on the question. 

4. Have you given any consideration to the effect which may· be produoed on the· credit qf the 
Colony by the issue of Debentures for the construction of the ·western Rail way ? I have. Believing as 
I do that the Western Railway woulq be a-reproductive-work, I have no doubt, precautions being taken 
to carry out the desire of the promoters that the expenditure be limited. to £400,000, including interest 
during construction, that the issue of such Debentures would have a most assuring tendency on the minds 
of English capitalists. I have been fully .confirmed in this view by the testimony of persons much more 
competent to decide on such questions than myself. •Mr. Doyne's evidence before this Committee embraces 
his experience during 6 months in London, ending April this -year, and I think claims great attention on 
the part of persons engaged in a financial enquiry- of this kind. The Committee will find under letter X.· 
of the Appendix of la.st year aµ ~mportant communication on this topic from a· leading City house on the 
Stock Exchange. 'l.'hey state, at page xvii., with reference to the fact of a Government requiring money 
to make a Railway, thaL this circumstance·" would have a very assuring tendency." I have recently 
received a communication from an old friend, Captain Gilmore, in which he speaks ?f·the increased vallJ.e 
in the London markets of Tasmanian Debentures; and he expresses his regret that the dissolution of the 
House of Assembly had delayed the progress of the Railway question; and more particularly, because, 
harl the Debentures fo1· the purpose of construction been in the hands of respectable hpuses at the beginning 
of the year, thel wouid hitve reali.sed from 6 ~o 7 per cent, 

5. ,vhat calculations of Interest during construction ha1re been made? The Committee will find at 
Appendix XXV. · an approximate estimate of ii1te1;est on a presumed period of 2k years' construction furnished 
by Mr, Doyne, that, by a careful arrangement of the expenditure, and l!l[}yipg a p[}yrp.eqt pf £19,000 to the 
Contractors at the end, £26,258 is put down as Interest du1·ing construction. In my opinion that would 
be very ample, si1pposi1Jg the wor¼s to be constructed by such -a •Contractor as Brassey, OJ' men of equal 
standing ii). Englal).q, . . 

6. At what price have Debe~tures been calcuJated? . , In the statement I have referred to the N orthcr.q 
Committee have adopted the same careful course as they pursued in all their estimate!>, )Jy adopting pa1· !1~ 
the value of the Debentures; so that any premium that sho~ld qe obtained on the sale of Debentures 
should go to Jessen the cost for Interest during construction. 

7. Have vou seen lists sent in bv Mr. W. S. Button comparing the number of acres held by the 
# lanq.o'l)'ners· who have petitiol).ed a,gail).St ~he Railway project with t4e ~cres qelol).ging to # perlion~ 



sel~~ted forcp. the \2PW ~~tit~iw,~_rs, in fay()~l~ tb,er!Jpf.} . J ~l J ~~-y ~t~t~ t~at M~:. P,1;1;t~?~ h~~ ?~,e:l~qke4 
a.n 1wportllnt e_s,t~te w g1s Ab~t~\l\!.~ frp,ip t~~ ~5¥,9 p~t,1~w11er~,:--;:tlfat ()f Mr, W: ,1-r9~er, ~f 9h_~-~~U_l,I:~'. . 

8. Can you give an opinion as to the relative value of those lands? Yes. Much the greater pro­
port~on of the land describ.e_d in Leg.is1ative .Co4nci~ Paper~,:,. 2~ is ~o t?\l ~a?tW~;'d Rf tJ?:~ :J.-',iffey. I ,s.~ould 
pon:s1der that the :value of tl10s.e P 7,000 acres woul_d :b,e _f~1rly repre~:8,Ilt(\d bt ~!1 :,v~r_~gii' .~f £~ pe1' ~?r.e; 
'1Vh1)<: the 121 ?493 acres atta,c_hed. to ~he llit!I!-~s qf t11:e 4-'1, gertleri-~n m~l4ded 1µ fhe ~f'!2q i;;rg~~:~We,s ~~ the 
Pet1t10n to His Exce\lepcy I :be.Jie.v~ 'fOU_l,d ,b~ as fall'ly r,ep1;eserited 'by an ayerage o.f·£e, per ~~re. · I speak 
from a very extensive experien·ce of the value of the lands ii those Districts. . ' ' ' " . · '' '"' . - · ,·o·,· 

9. Can you state how many petitioners out of the 2520 reside in the District of Deloraine? I can 
speak positively as to their _nu,m_~_eri1,1g 520, b~.~ my ~~pressJop. ~s tp.i::t t!1~r~ w_ere ,mor~. 

10. What, in your opinion, would be the effect on the Statistics of the Launceston and ·western Railway 
.of opening a 'l'ramway or Railroad from Defora1iie to-the Mersey·? I believe it would be very beneficial if 
brought to the proposed terminus of -the Western Rail'\Vay at peloraine, In an answer to an interrogatory 
put in by M_r, W, Archer before the Select Committee last year, that gentleman deducts from the revenue of 
the ]Jail~ay £4900 to the credit of the Mersey Tramway, Suppose the two to e)(ist, I l:>eli_eve that the 
Western -~ail way reven~~ would be i1:rnreasc_d :mucI~ more tha:1 thi_s by th~ existence o~ the ').'r~m1Vfl,Y, J,3_ut 
I am anx10us not to be misunderstood op this quest10n ; I bdieve that it 1s no_t ilPPreciate.d on the ~outhepi 
side of the Island, . It seems tb me that the -Mersey Tramv.rny is usua}ly r~ferr~~ t<?' 11.s ·~u/fi~,ier;it,. if 
.cor;istructed, to meet the exigencies of the northern agriculturists, Standing _alone ,it 'fO,uld in· n,o w~y tend 
to meet these exigencie~. By reference to the records of public meetings from 1857 to· the presen~ tirne·; 'it 
wil} be fo1.1nd th3:t _the id_ea of Railway communication with .the Port of Lauµce~ton did n'ot 01·igin.at~ in t~1~ 
spl.e idea of conveying the P,roduce of Delorai'ne and the Districts beyo:nd to i1 port of s~ipillent; oiit that i~ 
.contemplated givii;ig relief t_o the farmers of"the intermediate Dist,ricts, whose :;iggregate in_teresis ,exceed those 
,ot the per9omi whos_e resi_dence is lirriitecl to Deloraine 3:ncl its immediate _neighbo.url10od; - A. rr_a~,va'.y :§r 
~ailway from the _Port of the M_ersey, ·to save the agricmltural interest_s ~n the Irnpe,nd.ing c;iom'petitiori :wit4 
the ~ailways of the neighbouring Colonies, must be continued at least to the Tow~ship of Pei-th ;"for \10t 
.o.nly must 9m agric1.1lturists hav:e facilities to reach a port of expott and import, but it js' ';tb~o)~tely neces. 
sa.ry to create the means· .of internal commlJ.nicatiop. and porumercjal transac.ti911s betw,een the :r:rowll~qip~ -~.ri4 
;Districts the_mse~ves, · · · · · · .... · 

Mr. L_omes_. -:~ I, -ls not .Por.t Frederick _ayery conv:enknt p~~-t fo,r the_sh~p_ID:e;i:i,t 9f g:r'.1in fr,orp ;nelo~fl~I,Ie 
,and Calh

1
udle1~hprov1d,ecl a tra111way were 1nade,? J am nqt suffimently acq.u_au::itecl :f~t~ ~I?~ ,ci:iorn,1:n,?,d.~}.10,h 

gen er . y to _Judge_. · · · · · · 

12. Would that not be an esse;nti!,tl consideration in _the con.struction of ~he Western Rail.~ay? }n tl)e 
present condition of that qu~stion,_ and. the total absence of all _engine.ering ~~g_uir-i~s·, ~ dt?tj'.t th~nk i,t sh?ulil 
be allo_wed to become a con~1~erat10n as affecting the const~CllOI). of the _.Wes~er-l). ll,a1lw~y, W\t4 leff_re_nc~ 
-to.whrnh most careful enqu1r1es bave_now been concluded, · 

_13. If you were abo:ut to.form the W,estern Railw;ay :u,pcm your priv;ate _speculation, wc;ml{d you think 
it prudent so to do unless you had well informed yourself c,n this .matter of tlie .trl\,Ill'\Yay ~o Port Fr~deri~k, 
_as a ~an of bnsi;ness? lt is quite im,possible for.me ,to ~ay what l shoul_d do un.~~r t~~ pir~-q.m,stanc~s: 

lJir. Oarter.,,-14. You have said in your evidenc;e t~a.t you_ c?n~ider ~he average val.-q.e qf t~e 117,999 
,acres would be £3 per acre: on what,data do you. form -t:::ns op~mon ;? In ~he first place, a very .large 
extent of the land described is not agricultural, ·.but occ:upied and apparently s_u.itable. foi: ·sheep~:runs ; ancl I 
:have for some time observed that the_ price secured at sales of lanq.s of the description of t}j.ese warrarit · the 
,coriclusion at which I have aniv.ed. · · · · · 

15. Have any of those lands changed hands ,within your recolleption, and, if s9, at.:w.h~t pri_ce.? _I am 
n_ot aware. I speak of sales .of the same description of lands in those neigqbqurhoods :"'.~ere .,they, a~e 
.situate_. · 

· 16. Then none of thosel_ands hav:e been bro4ght.before the public, withip. yo-qr ~nowl{!dge, :for _sale 7 
I.don't remember that th~y have. · · 

17. Can yqu give the date of the. sale of any lands of that qescriptioi). in th,e lleighb,;mr]:iood, ~nd, ;if so, 
-~l1e price at.whi9h they ·~.ere sold 7 I canl!-ot w~th confidence. · 

18. Then can you now:. Vl;ith confidence, after reflec_tion, ~oJ).firm your (lvidence that these ],17,000.aci:es 
.of land are fairly averaged at £3 per acre 7 Yes. . My general knowledge of propeity in th~ , d~s~ricts 
referred to )ea_ds. me to_ helieve that, while some of t~e land_ wou}d fetch more, a very large proportion would 

J;ie esti,:nate_d at l~ss than that vl)-lue1 ,l!:nd that f;3 an acre, as a comparativ_e estimate with the Jancls to the 
, :westward, )S _a fair aye:r~ge. · · 

19, Do you know what th~ valu,ation of these lands is upon the. Valuation Roil? :From _what l 
remember of the niode of valuation adopted in Country Districts, my impr~ssion· is . that. the Valuatiqn ,Roll 
:would show a lo.wer value than an average of £3 an acre; but with the Assessment Ro11 "of .these particular 
J)istricts I alll n,ot sufficiently acquainte4 tQ spe,ak,positjv';)ly, J may st_ate, ]}ow.ever, l 1;1_m aware ihat t1' 
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the District of Longford the Warden l1as inserted in the p;·esent Assessment Roll the price at which these 
gentlemen have valued their own properties in the Petition prei;ented to Parliament as being much in . excess 
of the assessed value of previous years. 

20. To the same questions I put in reference to the 117,000 acres would your answers be the same if 
put' with reference to the 120,493 acres? Generally they wo1dd. I believe the average of £8 as a com­
parative statement is fail-. I could not have made the same reply with reference to the Assessment Rolls,. 
because the gentlemen owning the latte1· properties have put no value to their properties in the Petition, 

. . Resolved, that Mr. M'Naughtan be requested to attend to-morrow at Eleven, 

Further examination of MR. DOWLING. 

21. You have stated in answer to an interrogato1'Y put in by Mr. W . .Archer, that lie deducted 
£4900 from the revenue of the Railway to the credit of the Tramway, that it was your belief that the Delo­
raine Railway revenue would be increased much more than this by the existence of the Tramway: I ask 
you if vou believe that the revenue of the Railway, supposing that the Railway and Tramway were con~ 
structed, would be increased £9800 7 No, I did not say to that extent; I gave it as my general opinion 
that the Railway revenue would not suffer to the extent Mr. Archer had suggested, because I considered a 
traffic to more than that amount would spring up from the operations of the Tramway. I believe that the 
evidence taken before the Select Committee of last .vear authorises ~e to express with confidence the opinion. 
now expressed. It will be found at page 7,. Paper No. 120, 1862, that a similar question to that which 
Sir R. Dry put to me to-day was put to Mr. Button, then a Member of the Legislative Council, namely,­
" Do you think the construction of a 'l'ram way to the Mersey from Deloraine would affect injuriously the 
revenue of the Railway? I don't think so. I beliern the formation ofa Tramway to the Mersey would 
ultimately increase the traffic on the Railway; for, while a Tramway might take the bulk of agricultural 
produce from the country beyond Deloraine to the Mersey, it would bring many articles of traffic for transit 
along the Railroad and to .Launceston that now are not available from cost of transport;. it would open up 
to the Railway passenger traffic to and. from the North Coast. I don't mean that it would take the bulk 
of the present traffic on the Launceston Line, but that the increase of agricultural produce and agriculture 
there might go principally to the Mersey."' And at page 15 of the same evidence Sir R. Dry answers the 
question,-" How far ·would the construction of a Tramway to the Mersey from the. neighbourhood of 
Deloraine affect the calculations of traffic made by the promoters? I don't think that the construction of a 
Tramway from the Mersey to Deloraine would materiall'y affect the Railway traffic; it certainly will not 
reduce it. .A,_11 produce for shipment to the neighbouring Colonies raised: between Deloraine and the Mersey 
would be carried by the Tram way; but as scarcely any of this enters into the present calculations they 
cannot be much affected by it. On the other h:md, should other markets than those of Australia be opened, 
much ohhis produce would be sent by rail to Launceston, Port Frederick being available for small vessels 
only. The passenger traffic would· be. increased, as many of the proprietors of Devon reside. in the proposed 
Railway District and in Launcesto.n. Many . articles of local traffic would be carried by Tramway and 
Railway. On the whole, I consider that the benefits of the Tramway would be g!'eatly extended by the · 
construct.ion Qf the Railway, whilst those of the Railway would in a less degree b~ imreased by the con­
stl'llction of the Tramway." I heg to add that I regard those opinions aS: giv-ing full authority to the 
conclusions I have expressed. I believe that no one thoroughly acquainted with the Districts for whose 
interests th_e U,ailwa.y promoters are concerned can fairly al'l'ive at any other conclusion. 

22. If I understand you aright you liave founded your opinion, that the revenue of the Railway would 
be improved,. 1won t,he opinions given before the Committee by Sir R. Dry and Mr. Button? No; I had 
formed this opinio.n long before the examination of these gentlemen by the Select Com.mittee, and I believe 
it will be found consistent with all Railway statistics. 

23. Are. you awa1·e that there has already been made a survey of the Line from Deloraine to Port· 
Frederick for the purposes· of const.rncting a 'rrn,mway ?: Presuming tliat I am to. understand a survey by 
instruments, I am aware that on the appointment of a Select Committee on the Western, Railway last year,. 
and aJso on th.e appointment of the present Select Committee, reports have been circulated to thi~ effect, but 
I have never been able to learn that an. engineering enquiry has ever been. made: any other enquiry made by 
Surveyors could not be regarded as of any value with reference to the constmction of a Tramway through 
that or any othei: cou.ntry. I may add, that in the evidence of Mr. Scott, now before the Committee, he 
states that in company with, Messrs. Allen and Dooley, both Surveyors, he has surveyed a Line which he. 
terms the Line, I presume- by the prior question, between Port F1~ederick and Deloraine. 

24. Do-you consider that surv.eying the Line for the Tramway from Deloraine to Port Frederick by 
Messrs. Scott, Allen, and Dooley as valu.eless or useless? From the experience the Railway promoters 
have had of the requirements insisted on. by the Parliament and the Government with reference to the 
Western Railway, I say decidedly so,. if the. intention is to procure Parliamentary powers. Nothing short 
of a thorough engineering survey of any Ljne of the kind would,. I believe,. be acceptable to the Parliam.ent,, 
to contractors, or to capita.lists. · 

Mr. Dowling and Mr. Macnaughtan to be summoned:.· 

Qo.mm.ittee adjommed at 2 20, to.11 on Friday •. 
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No. Tl.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

FRIDAY, 7 AUGUST, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Co1·bett, 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 

The Committee met at ll·25 o'clock. 

PRESENT, 

Mr. Sherwio, 
Mr. Clerke. 
Mr. Dotlerr,. 

MR. DOWLING called· in and examined: 

Mr. Carter.-25. You were one of the first Promoters nfthe R~ilway? No, I was not. I.only became 
a Promoter after being elected to preside at a Pnblic Meeting of.the Northern Districts in Launceston in 1857 ; 
Meetings of Promoters previous to that having: taken place in Perth, Evandale, Westbury., and Longford. 
It was the proceedings of those Meetings which first called my attention to the importance of the question. 
They will be found recorded in .Appendix B to Evidence of last year. 

26. What form did the Promoters assume,-a Commission. or a Committee,7"'"or had they any appella~ 
tion at all? .At first they took the form of Local Committees ; but at the agg11egate Meeting of Colonists, 
held at Launceston in 1857, a Standing Committee was appointed, in the terms which will be found in 
Paper A in the .Appendix to the Evidence of last year,: and which Committee have continued to act up to 
the present time. 

27. A.re you the Secretary of that Committee 7, l am now; but for a long time I acted as. Permanent 
Chairman, which office I resigned on the arrival of Sir Richard Dry from England. 

28·. Is the office of Secretary honorary or paid?-' It is what is called honorary, but has been. a very 
expensive appointment to me, 

29. Have you been reimbursed· those expenses?· No; nor have I any expectation that way .. 

30. A.re you aware how many Stations there would be upon the projected Line,~I allude to the inter.­
mediate Stations, not to the Termini at. Deloraine and Launceston? I don't remember the number estimated 
for, but I presume these would be placed according to development of traffic ; but there would be one at 
Evandale, Perth, Longford, Bishopsbourne, and W estbmy. · 

31. Can you give the Committee any idea of the compensation that would be required for the land 
alone of these Stations? I cannot. I am aware that the Northern Committee consider that there will be 
.an ample margin in the £400,000:for.all land compensations. 

32. Do you know the land upon which the General Station is to be constructed ?· I knO\v the land 
·upon which the two stations. are pNposed to. be erected, th~ wh_ole 0£ which is public land,_ and a very large 
part of which has been specially reserved from sale for Railway purposes. 

33. In your evid'<•nce yesterday you spoke of 2 tracts of land of large extent-one of which you esti­
mated at £8 per acre, and one at £3. Will the proposed line run through any of that land? With reference 
to the land to the east of the Liffey, I think the only land that the proposed. Railway touches is that of Mr. 
G. Stancombe, Mr. A. Clerke, and a small portion of Mr. James Scott's. :( am not aware of anv other; 
but I think, to the west of the Liffey, it passes through. part of Sjr R.. ])ry's. • 

34. Do you know whether the Committee have ascertainea the compensation for the laml through 
which the line would pass by application. to the parties.? Generally they have not. 

35. Can you of your own knowledge state any cases in which they have; and, if so, the.compensation 
that has been demanded 7- I know of no official communic_ation between. the N orthcrn Committee and any 
landowner on the point. No communication would· have passed; ]; thi:ti.k,. excepting through; my hands as 
Secretary. 

36. Was this Report of Mr. Doyr1e's presented·to the Northern, Committee before it was presented to. 
Parliament? Certainly, and it was sent to the Government by the Northem Committee .. 

37. Did Mr. Doyne undergo al}y examination by the Northern Committee as to the mode or principle 
by which he arrived at those ~alculations in page 5 of his Report?. Certainly not. That statement is a 
comparative statement, the object of which was, I apprehend, quite clear to the Northem Committee. 

38. Then I infer that you have no knowledge how Mr. Doyne arrived at the estimate that £60 per­
mile would be sufficient for the land, and compensation, through which the projected line is to pass. llit1, 
explanation will be found in his Report at page 6, in the 5th paragraph from the top. 
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39. Do you believe that Mr, Doyne arrived at a just conclusion when he assumed that the land would 

be given, without making a: charge, for the Rail.way? I think that at that time he received encouragement 
to believe so; but the N ortliern Committee have thought it safer to expect a larger expenditure under that 
head, and they believe ample funds will be found within the £400,000. I desire.to add, that I know of 
one proprietor at least, whose land is very valuable, who has expressed his willingness to give sufficient land,, 
that is Mr. George Scott, of Hagley. I have heard of others; but these cases do not come within my ow11 
knowledge. I consider Mr. Doyne's conclusions to be just, on the data that were laid before him. 

40. In your opinion is £2200 a suHicient sum to compensate tenants and proprletors through whose 
lands the Line is proposed to pass? No. I conclude that a portion of the sum of £10,000 put dawn by 
Mr. Doyne as contingencies will have to be taken for ,this purpose. · 

41. What is your estimate of the sum that would be required for this purpose? I think that it would 
, be safer to calculate upon an expenditure under this head of between £6000 ·and £7000. I believe that, 

under the protection of Tlte Lands Olauses Act, this sum will be found sufficient. 

42. Is it not possible, Mr. Doyne differing so far in his estimate on that item with your~elf, that sonie 
of his other calculations mav be erroneous? I don't admit that his calculations are erroneous. with his 
explanations in ,his Report;. but even if otherwise it could not affect the case of the La1\nceston and W ester11 
Railway, the expenditure of which the Northern Committee insist .shoqld not .exceed ..£100,000. 

43. You have stated that you differ from Mr. Doyne in his calc,1latio11 with regard to land compensa, 
tion,-whilst he puts it down at £2200, you say yo1.1- believe it would cost from £6000 to £7000: such 
being ·the case, may not .... \fr. Doyne have llnder-estimated other ,items? .No, I..think not, be;muse the other. 
-items of his estimate are generally of an e11giµeering character, all the ,leading points having been confirmeU. 
·by the evidence of last year, 

· 1lfr. Clerlie.-44. In reference to Qt1estions N os, 14 and 20, where you have estimat.ed -the value 9f 
the land alluded to, have you been guided to your conclusions hy the pastoral and agricultural capabilities 
of those lands? I was only directed :by a ·very:general view .of the pqpular .appre.ciatiop. Qf th,e t~vo Districts 
indicated by the signatures on the two Petitions. . 

J.Wr. :Lowe~.-45. Was .not a pamphlet publisheµ in your name ;with .referen9e ~o tlie D1,Jloraine 
Railway ? Yes, I assented to the publication, 

46. Was that pamphlet ·compiled from commnnication you .had ;with interested :partie~, or your own 
knowledge of the facts 7 The compilation is generally made from parliawentary apd o*er docqµiertts; butl 
of (OUrse, erribraced-verr ,extens~v.ely ~y QWn Jmowleclge of facts, . . 

MR. MACNAUGHT,A.'N called-f,11,·and examined. 

Mr. Sharland.-I. You are a merchant who'has resided •both at Laµnceston and ip. this Town for. 
•many years? Yes, for µpwards of 23 y~ars. 

2. Jiave yo!l ever turned yoµr attention ·to the propo~e4 Railway betweell- 1aun9eston and Deloraine 1 
Yes. · 

'3. To what .extentliave·yoµ ·enquirecl into' the ·capabilities of that line·? I we11t into :the m~tter very 
fully upwards of-4 years ago,at the ·request-of 'the Executive. l obtained from the Colonial r.r.reasurer. 
the Government Statistics for the years ·1856, '1!857, 1858•; from ·~r. -Watt, ,Collector of Customs at Laun­
·ceston, Returns oft4e 'Exports of produce•from ··Launoestqn .during the same period; from M11, ·Dean, 
Mr. Harrup, Mr. Nichols, and others, the-rates oficartage•from the various places into Launce!lton: £luring 
those rears. I theq W!lP.t ip.to the ~atter, and put tp.is paper in as the res~lt of ~y enCJ.uiries. 

'CPaper pµt-in• a1ld•re:ul.:J 

l!A.UNOESTQN .A.ND ·:p:&I;ORA+N~ RAILWAY, 

ANNU4~ EXPE~D~TU}l,E, 

Cost of Railway, il}cltitling Land;:Rolling Stock, &c,;'£foo;ooo,•interest1 at 6:,per. cent •....•• ,, .... 
Working Expenses, as in the United Kingdom, taken from published Works, about ~500 per mile 

for 40 miles ...... , .• , ••.••••.•••••••..••..•.•.••••.....•...... , .......•.......•...... , 
Colltingeµci!;ls, !'].itto, ditto , , , .•.••••..•• , , , : . , , .•..•..........•..•...•.•.•......••......•• , . 

.£ s. d. 
21-,000 o O 

· 20,0,00 0 0 
60.00 0 0 

'!',ot(l' A.-nnual Expenditure: , : : : . , : . : , : • • • . • £50,000 . O , Q -,. -- -
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ANNUA.L INCOME. 

Estimated !'rom Customs_ Returns ~f Exports as below, 16,000 tons, at 25$ ....••.••.. , ... • ...•..... 
Assummg that sufficient supplies cam~ to.Launceston otherwise than by Rail to meet the Local 

£ · s. d. 
. 20,000 0 0 

demand for Town, Suburbs, and Sh1ppmg. · 
Other Exports: - Wool, about . . . . . . 1000 tons 

Potatoes, about. . . 2000 torui 
Hay, about .... .'.. 700 t,ms 
Bark, about....... 300 tons 

. . -. --- 4000 toT)e, say 20s. . ..•••.•.•. ; ••.•••..•••• 
But the bulk of which, 1f sent by Rail, would be from about ·Perth. 

Return 'fraffic, say 6000 tons, at 20s. . . . • . . . . . . . • . • . . . . ..•..............•......••••••••• 
Passenger Traffic, say for a Population of 24,000 in the Districts through which the Rail will pass 

at the average as in the United Kingdom for 25 000 000 persons-£8 000 000. an averag~ 
of 6s. 8d. each ' ' ' ' ' .............. " ................................................ ~ ..... . 

4000 0 0 

6000 0 0. 

8000 0 0 

£38,000 0 0 

Green Fruit, Wood, &c. to be added. 
My estimate of 25s. per ton was from Rates of Cartage given to me by Messrs. Dean and Douglass,-

5d. to Is. 3d. averaged about 8d. per bushel. 

EXPORTS from the Pnrt of LAUNCESTON for the Years 1856, 1857, and 1858. 

1855. 185'1. 1858. 
I 

Wheat, bushels (60 lbs.) •..••........... 49,737 159,911 226,240 
Oats, bushels (40 lbs.) •.•............. 337,985 285,099 282,863 
Barley, bushels (50 lbs.) ........... , .... 782 3868 1900 
Flour, tons (2000 lbs.) •.. , ...... , ....... 6027 5907 4486 
Bran, bushels (20 lbs.) .................. No Return 125,544 No Return 

-------
Equivalent in tons of 2240 lbs. to ........ 12,768 15,632 15;-203 
Add Bran, no Return, say as in 1857 ...... 1120 ' Included above. 1120 

---:---
' 13,888 15,632 16,323 

Customs' Returns must be correct. In merchants' offices great care is taken to have 
Manifests and Entries correct; Bills of Lading, Invoices, antl Policies of Insurance all checks. 

NoTE.-I was at a loss for Working Expense~ and Passenger Traffic, and merely p]!.t down those sums 
from averages in the United Kingdom. 

4. From the calculations you made at that time did you find the Deloraine Railway would be a profitable 
concern? It did not appear so ; but at the same time I formed a favorable opinion of its becoming so in the 
course of a few years, provided that the cost was kept within moderate bounds and well managed. I 
expressed a similar opinion in my comumnication to the Government, and to Mr. Gresley, a few days after 
20th M;ay; 1859. 

5. What deficiency did you find in your calculations at that time? Taking those high rates of cartage 
then current for Railway traffic, and the estimates generally as given, there appeared to me a deficiency of 
perhaps from £10,000 to £12,000 per. annum; but, at· the same time, this is merely an approximation. I 
put the returns as clearly as I possibly could, so that others could form their opinions on the subject. I may 
state that I never expressed any opinion further than that I believed the Rail way established as above would 
pay in the c.ourse of a few years. 

6. Did any person of an engineering character assist you in those calculations ? No. £400,000 was 
stated by the Promoters as the sum for the construction of the Line. I believe that this Railway will not 
pay for many years to come at that cost; and I am of opinion, from all I have read, that a Railway of speed 
sufficient for all our requirements can be constructed in a substantial manner for a much less sum. , 

7. The cartage of hay is mentioned in the estimate of traffic ; from your experience as a resident of 
Launceston, is the hay exported from that Port, or for the supply of the Town, conveyed from the direction of 
the Railway line? It comes· from the agricultural Districts generally, but the greater proportion, I believe, 
from Longord, Morven, and the vicinity of Launceston. Of course a good deal comes from the West, but I 
am not prepared to give any estimate as to the proportion which comes from the different Districts. 

_ 8. Are you prepared to give your opinion upon the effect on the Debentures of the Colony if £400,000 
were issued· for the Deloraine Railway? It appears to me that question hinges on :whether it .can be clearly 
shown that the Railway will be a reproductive work, or pretty nearly so. Capitalists in England seeking 
for ivvestments look to the Revenues from Public Works as well as the general Government Revenue. If 
the Railway paid expenses the issue of Debentures could, I think, in no possible way affect the Debenturei, 
now issued by the Government. · 
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9. Do you consider the Railway to Deloraine a local or public undertaking? It is both, I consider. 

10. Will you explain how it is a public one? I believe a Rail way in any District of the Colony, that 
can be constructed and maintained by its own profits, must be a general benefit, I may put in a Paper 
here to show the Returns for 1860, 1861, 1862. 

[Paper put in and read.] 

EXPORTS from the P01·t of Launceston, Tasmania. 

Years. lVheat, bushels, Oats, bushels, Barley, bushels, Bran, bushels, Flour, tons, 
60 lbs. 40 lbs. 50 lbs. 20 lbs. 2000 lbs. 

------ ------ -------
1860. 155,923 540,489 4290 48,225 1842 
1861. 255,195 467,271 1982 45,943 2413 
1862. 181,758 261,665 3200 56,015 3504 

---------------~---- --------------
592,876 1,269,425 9472 150,183 7759 

.. ------ -------
Averagefortlte 3 Years 197,625 423,141 3157 50,061 2586 

Add Coastwise to Hobart Town. 

Tlw above in Tons of 2240 lbs. 

Years. Wheat. Oats. Barley. Bran. Flour, T~tal Tons. 

--- --- --- -------
1860. 4176 9658 96 430 1606 15,906 
1861. 6835 8344 44 410 2154 17,787 
1862. 4868 4672 71 500 3129 13,240 

------ ------ ---- ------- ------
15,879 22,674 211 1340 6889 46,993 

- ----- ------
Average for the 3 Years 5293 7558 70 447 2296 15,664 

Add Coastwise to Hobart Town. 

1n compiling these Returns from the Government Returns I find the Exports of 1860 for cereal 
produce to be 15,956 tons of2240 lbs.; for 1861, 17,787 tons; for 1862, 13,240 tons. I found that all 
the wheat and flour sent round from Launceston to Hobart Town was not included in the Government 
Returns, being entered merely as Coastwise. I. have obtained from the Customs a Return which I put in, 
showing the export of grain from Launceston to Hobart Town, which I request to be added to the above 
Return. 

[Paper put in.] 

A RETURN shorving the Quantities of GRAIN and FLOUR that !tave arrived at the Port of Hobart 
Town, Coastrvise,.frorn Launceston, dm·ing tlte Years 1860, 1861, and 1862, but r,;liich !tave not 
appeared in t!te Retnrns of Expo1·tsfrorn that Port. 

1860. 1861. 186Z, 

------ ------------------
Grain 

Flour .......................•... 

Bags. 
22,899 

1587 

Custom House, Hobart Town, 7th August, 1863. 

Bags. 
8461 

565 

Bags. 
23,117 

2087 

T. E. HEWITT, p1·0 Collector. 

11. Have you changed your opinion in .any respect with regard to the revenue to be derived from the 
Railway ? No farther than that I believe if a Rail way was formed in the manner I have already stated 
that the revenue would steadily improve. 

12. You mean at a less cost? If it was done at a more moderate cost, and the rates red need under those 
cun-ent in 1858. 

13. The year 1858 was a very prosperous one, was it not, as regards the prices of grain? I don't 
remember the price of-grain during 1858 at present. What I mean is simply this: there is a large and fertile 
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District to the West which a Railway would open up, and double the amount of. produce could be taken 
along the Line at a moderate increase on the wor:king expense. 

14. Do you know anything of Port Frederick on the Mersey? Yes. 

15. Supposing a Tramway from Deloraine to Port Frederick on the Mersey, which is a distance of28 
miles, were constructed, is it not probable that it would interfere considerably with the Deloraine Railway? 
It must. 

16. Considering the probable variation in the price of grain and the uncertainty of a crop. does it not 
render the investment of a large capital for its construction rather precarious ? If it could be made to appear 
that the Railway would about cover expenses, I have no_ fear for the future of its continuing to do so. Of 
course there is an uncertainty in every investment; but I cannot remember of a single Line in the United 
Kingdom where the Revenue has fallen off, notwithstanding the many competing Lines. 

17. Are you aware that the Railways of England only pay upon an average 3 per cent? Yed. 

i8. Is there not a far greater amount of goods conveyed along an English Railway than could be 
possibly found in this country? We could have nothing on any Railway in this country equal to traffic on 
any English Line, bnt the rates per ton for traffic are very low there. 

Resolved, That Mr. Macnaughtan be summoned to attend the Committee on Tuesday, at eleven. 

The Committee adjourned at 2·20 P,M. to eleven o'clock on Tuesday, August ll. 

No. 12.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

TUESDAY, 11 AUGUST, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir Richard Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 

PRESENT. 

Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Sharland. 
Mr. Clerke. 

The Committee m~t at ll ·45 o'clock. 

MR. MACNAUGHTAN called in and 1·e-examined. 

19. Are you acquainted with Thoms' Almanack, and do you consider it a good commercial reference? 
I believe it is. 

20. I show you now under the head of Statistics of Ireland in 1862, will you tell me· from that the 
population of-

Dublin City ? •.•.•••••••.••.••..••••••• 
Suburbs? .•.• · ...•.•••...••.......•••••• 
County? ......••.•....•....... --• .••.. 
Wexford? •.......••••••..•..•.•.....•... 
Wicklow ? •.•..........•..•....•.....•••• 

249,733 
46,231 

106,058 
143,594 

86,093 

631,709 
= 

21. Do you see at pp. 124 and 125, the account of the Railway from Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford: 
will you give me the number of persons who have travelled along the line in the year 1861? 1,088,533. 

22. Can you give me, as nearly as possible, the proportion of passengers travelling by Railway, 
according to Thoms' Almanack, to the numbers contained, on the same authority, in the Counties and 
Towns through which the same is reported to pass? Rather more than one and a half. 

23. Will you state what dividend? One and a lialf. 

24. And the distance? 44 miles. 

25. I now put before you a Summary of the Revenue and Working Expenses of the Victorian Rail­
ways, made bv the Commissioner of Railways and Roads, for 1863: you will find here the working 
expenses. Will you give me the percentage to the Revenue of the Victorian Railways; the Murray Line; 
Wil!iamstown Line; Melbourne, Geelong, and Balaarat Line? For the Victorian Line, working 
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expenses; 58J per cent.;. Murray Line, ditto, 46 per cent.; Williamstown Line, ditto, 131 per cent. 
Melbourne, Geelong, and Balaarat Line, ditto, 59 per cent. 

26. Are you acquainted with the Districts of Sorell and Richmond ? Yes. 

27. Were they not formerly rich and productive land? Much more productive 20 years ago than 
they are now. 

28. Can you assign any reason for that? I believe it attributable to the incessant cropping with wheat 
and other descriptions of grain without manuring, or rotation of green crops. 

29. Are you aware whether in the Westbury and Deloraine Districts the farmers grow grain at present 
without manure ? I believe ve1'Y little manure is used in those Districts. 

30. Supposing the W estbmy and Deloraine Districts to fail, in the same manner as the Sorell and 
Richmond have, might it not materially affect the traffic of the Railway? It might, to some extent; on the 
other hand, so far as my observation has gone, there is a greater depth of soil in the districts to the west. 
More rain falls, and I believe that there is more good agricultural land to open up than in the Richmond and 
Sorell Districts. 

31. Does not your answer with regard to Richmond and Sorell Districts apply pretty generally to the · 
whole of the early cropped lands of the Colony? Yes. 

32. Have t11e farmers on this side of the country any other facility tlian the common roads of the Colony 
to convey their grain to market? Yes; the common roads on this side of the Colony afford but little 
comparative facility to the fa1mers to brin~ their produce into town. The facilities of water carriage being 
so great, aud much cheaper, are availed of instead; roads generally are used to bring produce to the water's 
edge. I may state that, about the tonnage of vessels registering under 50 tons, owned in this Port, and 
registered at the Custom Honse, including the sailing barges li<:ensed, they amount in aggregate to nearly 3000 
tons,-the cm'I'Jing capacity of which will be nearly 5000 tons. These vessels are constantly employed 
bringing produc(l from the coast, estuari<'s, and rivers into Hobart Town at much lower rates per ton than we 
pay in Launceston; and I believe, unless the steamers "Culloden" and "Monarch" brought into Town 
produce about equal to one-fi:fth of our exports from Launceston, that at the low rates they charge they could 
not continue to run. 

33. Will you explain to what parts of this side 9f the Island you allude in your last reply? The 
road leading to N cw Norfolk, Bridgewater, and shipping places generally. 

34. Are there any shipping places for grain at Richmond and Sorell ? A- great quantity of grain comes 
from Sorell and Pittwater by sailing vessels. 

35. Does not the grain grown at Richmond and Jerusalem, which are respectively 11 ·and 19 miles, 
come down to Risdon Ferry, and is then shipped on board a steamer? Yes; I believe the most ofit. 

3fi. You are not aware how far grain is carted before it arrives at water caniage? Not from the remote 
Districts. 

37. Are you aware of the distance grain is brought to the highest water carriage on the Derwent, which 
I believe is about 21 miles from Hobarton? No, I am not aware ot the greatest distance. 

38. Will you state the cost of freight of wheat per bushel from New Norfolk? 4d. 

J.l'Ir. Lomes.-39. You are aware, I presume, -that the lands cultivated on the southern side of the Island 
spread in patches in the valleys to a considerable extent : aJ!e not the -roads from these places very difficult 
to overcome before they reach water cania!;e? • Yes. • 

40. How many miles do some of them extt,nd? I am not aware of the greatest distance to which 
they Pxtend. 

J.11fr. Slw1·land.-4I_. Do not vessels convey grain from the North West Coast of this Island to Mel­
bourne? Yes, a considerably quantity, chiefly oats, and a large quantity of timber from the saw-mills and 
otherwise; and in 1862, ·as. near as I -can gather from information received, about 5000 tons of potatoes were 
exported direct from places on the North Coast between Sorell and Circular Head to the Australian Colonies. 

42. Was there not a steamer passing between Launceston and the West Coast about a year ago? The· 
-Titania traded between Launceston, Circular Head, Sorell, Mersey, Don, &c. 

43. Why did she discontinue to pass between those places? She could not pay expen~es ; so many 
vessels entered the trade with Melbourne and other places direet.. Several vessels loaded there for New 
Zealand. 

44. Then there ar.e facilities in the north as well as the south for water car.riage for gmin, &c.? It 
would be utterly impossible .to get the produce from north-west coast to LauncPston excepting by water; 
and, owing to the tedious navigation of the Tamar, produce can be taken about as expeditiously and cheaply 
to r,'.[clbourne as to Launceston. 
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.45. Do you know where the lime with which Launceston is supplied comes from? From the 

Tamar, from Geelong, and from Hobart Town. • · . 

46. At what cost is it delivered in Launceston? I am not aware; but the distance is 30 miles. 

47. Is lime used on the land at all on the other side of the Island? 1t is used about Deloraine. I 
have seen it used partially about Deloraine. 

48. If there were facilities for the settlers on the north-west coast to convey their grain to the coast, 
• would it not materially interfere with the Launceston trade as regards grain ? Yes ; I formerly stated that 
it a Tramway were made between Deloraine and the Mersey, it would affect the trade between Deloraine and. 
Launceston. 

49. And in like manner, I presume, along the coast to the westward where there are Ports of Entry, 
as you have mentioned? No; only the Mersey. On the other Ti.and, if a Tramway were constructed to 
the Mersey from Deloraine, a considerable quantity of produce would come by it to Deloraine, to be for­
warded to Launceston. 

50. When you came to the Colony, were not the Richmond and Sorell Districts looked upon as fine 
grain-producing Districts? Yes. 

· 51. In answer to a question (Np. 4) put to you, in your evidence you say it did not appear that the 
Railway would be a profitable speculation, but at the same time you had formed a favorable opinion of its 
becoming so in a few years, provided that the cost was kept within moderate bounds and well managed. 
Do yon believe that the estimated cost of £400,000 to be a moderate cost for the Railway? I think it is 
more than ought to be expended, looking at the £24,000 of interest it involves annually, in addition to 
working expenses and contingencies; in fact, from the careful investigation I have made, I could not see 
how it would pay for some time ; and stc1ted the calculations I made from Government Returns, showing an 
annual deficiency of about £10,000 or £12,000. 

52. Do you think the estimated cost of working expenses of £26,000 a year would be moderate or not? 
I do not think that it would be done for less. 

53. If the Custom Honse Returns for 1858-9-60 give 22,616 tons as the total exporls of grain and 
produce, do you believe it to be a correct assumption that 21,000 tons of that quanlity would be brought to 
town by the Rail from the Districts through which the Rail passes 7 Yes; my estimates work out nearly 
that. 

[Mr. Macnaughtan's Return No. 2. put in.] 

EXPORTS from the Port o/LAUNCESToN, TASMANIA,jor 1860, 1861, 1862.--Approxim,ate Estimate 
for Railway T1·ajfic. 

Wheat-Averag-e Export for the years 1860, 1861, 1862 ............................ . 
Ditto, Coastwise to Hobart Town, no.t included above ...•.... , •. , ..•.... 

Flour-Average Export for the above three years ... , ............................ .. 
Ditto, Coastwise to Hobart Town, to add ............................. . 

Bushels Tons of 
of 60lbs. 2240lbs, 
197,625 = 5293 
63,566 = 1701 

261,191 

Tons of 
2000!bs. 

2580 = 2296 
1413 = 1261 

3999 

Tons, 

6994 

3557 

Oats-Average Export for the above three years .................... 423,141 bushels of 40lbs. 7558 
Barley-Ditto • • • .. • . . . .. . . • . .. . • • .. . . .. .. • • • •• • . . . . . . . . . .. . 3157 bushels of 50lbs, 70 
Bran-Ditto ..••..••••..• , . , •••••••.•• , •••• , • • • • • • • • . . . • . . .. • . . . . 50,061 bushels of 20lbs. 447 

Total average number of Tons of 2240lbs. of Cereal Produce exported for the three years.. 18,626 

Taking the average quantities of Produce and rates of Cartage from the several Districts, without data to 
enable me to go minutely into calculations, the average appears to me about 4!d. p<:>r b~shel of 60lbs., 
or equivalent to, per ton of 2240lbs., 14s .............. · .........•......••....................... 

Green F1'Uit and Preserves.-! take the export for 1862 (as this is likely to increase), 60,937 bushels, 6d .. . 
Bark-Average for the three years, 700 tons, 20s ............................. , , , , . , .. , . , ....... , .. . 
Potatoes, Vegetables, and other Farm Produce-Say 1000 tons, 14s. ; ...... , . . . . . . . . . . .............. . 
Hay-Average for the three years, 217 tons, 20s .•... : . ........................................... . 
Wool-Very little will come by rail, and that mostly from Longford and Perth, say 2000 bales, 5s . .•..... 
Wood-I can express no opinion upon. 

Return Traffic-Say 5000 tons, 15s ........................................ , ...... •, ............... . 

-£ 

13,000 
]500 
700 
700 
200 
500 

16,600 
3750 

£20,350 
'~ 

NoTE.-I assume, as before, that the quantities of Produce that will go into Launceston otherwise than by rail will be adequate 
for the supply of the Town, Suburbs, and Shipping. 

The Wheat and Flour sent Coastwise to Hobart Town was not included in my statement of Exports for 1856,-1857, 1858. 
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54. In ·Mr. Doyne's Report, page 7, he enumerates the articles upon which a revenue of £29,105 

a year would be derived: have you seen that Report? No, I.have not. 

· 55. I will read the articles Mr. Doyne enumerates, and will ask you whether you know of any other 
source of revenue likely to be derived from the Railway,-wheat, .oats, barley, flour, potatoes, wool; bark, 
liay, straw,. bran, wood, cattle, horses, sheep, pigs, sundries, and passengers? I can't tell what is included 
in the word sundries. 

56. Supposing the revenues should produce the amount named in Mr. Doyne's Report, of £42,lOq, 
and that the working expenses should not exceed £26,000, would not the profit, £16,105, yield a qivide:iic1 
of only about 4 per cent.? Yes. . 

57. That would be a loss of 2 per cent. on the capital of £400,000? Yes. 

58. Do you believe that, under the most favorable circumstan{les, the traffic upon the Railway: would 
increase in a few years very considerably? Yes. 

59. To what extent per cent. do you imagine? Probably 10 to 20 per cent, Our e~ports hav13 
increased very little during the last 7 years. 

60. Mr. Doyne, in l1is R,eport, has given his opinion that the tr!)ffic on the Railway woµld probably 
increase from £42,000 to £70,000 a year : do you think tliat an improbable conclusion or not? It is very 
far beyond what my most sanguine ideas can anticipate. 

61. Can you form any idea of the probable traffic on the Line of Railway betwee:ii the intermediate. 
places ? That is of such produce of.goods as will neither go into nor come from Launcestoµ ? I l1ave never: 
gone into the question. ' 

Sir Richard Dry.-62. Are you aware of the relative value of Western lime and Tamar lime? { 
know the Western lime to be of very fine quality, as the quarries I have seen ·opened were marble q1ianic!i, 
The Western lime is superior to the Tamar lime. 

6a. In your estimate of traffic did you tal~e into acco~nt tl~e intermedi!\te traffip? No, I d!d n9t~ 

Resolved, that tl~e Committee m13et oµ 'f11qrscl;.i,,;y 11-t 11, 

'J_'he Co:p1mittee adjo»rned at ~•40. 

No. 13.-MINUTES OF COMMlTTEE, 

THURSDAY, 18 AUGUST, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 

The Committee met at ll·qO o'clock:. 

PRJ,S~NT. 

Mr. Clerke. , 
Mr. Douglas, 
Mr. Grant. 
-1\ir. SherwiH•. 

The Chairman brought up a draft Report; and laid before the Committee certain Coi·respondeµce betwaeq 
the Colonial Secretary and the Chairmen. of severa\ public meetiµgs wit4 reference to the Deloraine 
J_lailway. 

Resolved, That the said qraft R!l_p9rt, and- the saiq Corresponde~ce, be priµt~d. 

Resoliei!,, That the Committee adjourn till ~!even o'clock. on Tµ.esday, when they will co:iisi~er :Jleport1 

The Committee aqjoqrned at }l·50 A,M. 
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No. 14.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

TUESDAY, 18 AUGUST, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson, 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 

The Committee met at 11 A,M. 

PRESENT. 

Mr. Sharland. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Douglas. 

I. Letter read by Sir R. Dry from the Hon. W. Archer, and laid on the Table. (Vide Appendix D.) 

2. Mr. Sharland moveJi-That the names of Petitioners to the two Petitions presented by himself and 
Mr. f:Jorne to the House of Ai;:sembly jn July last against Railway be printed. 

Question put and passed. 

3. Moved by l\'.lr_. D_ouglas, secon.ded by l\!fr, Corbett-'.l'h~t the E,eport be considEii'e:1 paragraph by 
paragraph. 

Qµestjo,n put and passed. 

J?aragraph I read, 
Question J!Ut-That the 1st paragraph be agreed to, 
Pi vision called for, 

')Paragraph 2 reacL 

AYES. 
Mr. Gibson. 
Mr. Archer. 
·Mr. t)odery. 
Mr. Corbett. 
l.1:r. Dougl.11-s, 

Question that it be agr!)ed to. 
Pivision called for. Result as in No. 1, 

P;,r;;tgraph 3 read. 
,Question that it be agreed to. 
Division called fqr, Result as i:q. No, 1. 

Paragraph 4 read. 
Question that_it be agreed to, 
pjvisio~ ca~le4 for, 

Paragraph 5 read_. 

A¥ES. 
Mr. Gibson. 
Mr·. Archer. 
j.v.l:r. Dodery. 
Mr. Corbett. 
Mr. Douglas, 
Mr. Carter. 

,Question put-That it be agre~d to. 
:;Division ~ailed for •. R,esµlt, same as parll,grapl) 4, 

Paragraph 6 read, 
Question put-That it be agreed to. 
:;Division called for. 

AYES. 
Mr. Gibson. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr, Douglas. 
Mr, Corbett. 

Carried by casting vote of Chairman, 

Paragraph 7 read . 
.. Question put-That it be agreed to. 
Pivision calied for. Result as in p:1rag,,apl). 3: 
Protest rea,4. 

',1.'he Committee adjourn at 2 P.M. 

NOES. 
Mr. SharlPJJd, 
Mr. Lowes. 
Mr. Cvr~sr. 

NOES. 
Mr, Lowes. 
Mr. Sharland. 

' 
:i 

NOES. 
l\:Tr. Lowes. 
Mr. Sharland. 
Mr. Cm.er. 
Mr. Archer,. 



Sir R. Dry. 
W. S. Button. 
J. Crookes, 
I. Sherwin. 
A. Douglas. 
J. Robertson. 
J. Aikenhead. 
A. Rose. 

50 

APPENDIX. 

A. 

T!te Names of tlw Committee of PROMOTERS. 

W. Cleveland. 
C. G. Casey. 
H. Dowling. · 
C. J. Weedon. 
A. F. Rooke. 
W. Gibson. 
J. K. Archer. 
A. Clerke. 

B. 

J. Archer. 
1-V. Archer, senr. 
H. B. Nickolls. 
S. Henry. 
R.. H. Douglas. 
J. W. Gleadow. 
T. K. Archer. 
W. Dodery. 

J. P. Jones. 
W. P. Weston. 
A. l\'['N a ugh tan. 
Byron l\fille1·. 
H. E. Lette, 

To the Honourable t!te II02tse of Assembly; of Tasmania, in Pa1·liament assembled. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Freeholders reside°iit in the District of Westbury, in Tasmani~ 
aforesaid. 

RESPECTFULLY SHOW.ETH: 

1. THAT your Petitioners are Freeholders of and in the said District 0£ Westbury;holding property to the 
area and extent set opposite to their respective signatures hereto, and represent a large proportion of the value• 
of property in ihe said District. 

2. That proposals are now before the inhabitants of the Districts of Deloraine, Westbury, Longford,. 
and l\forven for the construction of a Line of Railway leading from Launceston to Deloraine through the 
said Districts. 

3. That some time since a Committee was appointed for the purpose of obtaining information as to the 
feasibility of the proposed Railway, as to its cost of constmction, the terms by which such outlay was to be 
regulated, and generally to take steps for bringing a Bill into your Honourable House sanctioning the 
construction and maintenance of the said Railway. 

4. That the said Committee pl'opose, amongst other things, that by the said Bill so to be brought. in, 
the Government of Tasmania should be authorised to issue Debentures to the extent of Four hundred 
thousand Pounds to be expended in the construction of the said Railway; and that the properties of those 
J)ersons in the said Districts through which the said Line of Railway is intended to pass shall be held 
chargeable by re-guaranteeing to the Government half of the interest to become due upon the said 
capital. 

5. That your Petitioners respectfully beg to protest against any measures being taken in your Honour­
able House which would have the effect of rendering the respective properties of your Petitioners liable to 
be charged with or become responsible for any such re-guarantee of half interest to the Government as pro-. 
})Osed by the said Committee. . 

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that, in any Bill which may be submitted to your Honourable 
House, authorising the construction and maintenance of the proposed Line of Railway from Launceston to. 
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i>eloraine, and embodying therein any conditions for re-guaranteeing to the Government half of any 
deficiency at any time arising in ]'layment of interest as hereinbefore set forth in that behalf, such conditions 
may not be allowed to pass into law. 

.And your Petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

SIGNATURES. 

-Thos. vV m. Field ......•......•................••.................... 
Thomas Reibey •..•.•........ _ ..............•..........•............. 
J. C. Whiteman, by his Attorney, Thomas Reibey .......•........•.•... 
"\Villiam Spearman ...••..........•..............................•... 
James Scott .....•..........•.....••.•..•.....•.....••••............ 
Richard Boutcher . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . .....•..•.............. 
John Best ................••.•••••..............•..•.............••..• 
William Dean, junior .....•.•.......•.........•.........•..........•.. 
C. H. Wright .........•••........•.........................•........ 

• William Dean, senior, per H. Gamble .............. , ••. : .. , . . . . ...... . 
James Keane, per H. Gamble .....................•....•.............• 
William Knight, per H. Gamble .................................. , .. .. 
Benjamin Garrett, per H. Gamble· ....••........•............•..•....•. 
John Taylor ....••..•..•..........•.....•........•••••.•..........•.. 
Robert Bryan ................•...•••.....•. ,_ ........................ . 
William Field, per T. W. Field ....................................... . 
,John Field, per T. W. Field .......................••...•.•............ 
F; J. Houghton per 'r. W. Field ...................................... . 
Charles Harris .......•.............................................•. 
Robert Lyall ................ · ............•..•................•. _ ..... . 
James Robertson •... , .•...•..•...•.................................. 
Edward Smith ........••........................................• , .• 
John Boindav ..••...•.........•.................•..................• 
Jonathan Trickett ............. , . . . . . . . . , .•...•.•.....•.............. 
John Donald, his x mark, witnessed by H. Gamble . . . • . . . .- . . . . . ..... . 
James Dean .......•............................................. · ... . 
1N. Motton ...•............... , .... •,••·••·•••••••••••••••·••··•····· 
George Best ................ ! ••••••••••••••.•..•.•.••••••••••.•.. , .•• 

, . 

AREA, &c., OF PROPERTY. 

Acres. 
7205 
3764 
5000 

42 
531 
347 
454 
609 
50 

1033, 
5246 
110 

32 

5583 
77,98 

15 
13 

7 
9 

Houses. 
22 
25 

1 
4 
l 
5 
6 
1 
5 
9 
1 
l 
1 

6 
31 

2 
28 

1 
3 
I 
I 
1 
1 
5 
7 

To tli"e Honorabl'e the House ()f Assembly of Tasmania, in Pa1·liarnent assembled. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Freeholders resident iii the Dis~rict of Deloraine, in Tasmania 
aforesaid. 

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 

1. THAT your Petitioners are Freeholders of and-in the said District of Deloraine,_ holding property to­
the area aml extent sr,t opposite to their respective Signatures hereto, and represent a large proportion 
of the value of property in the saic;l District. · 

2. That proposals are now before the Inhabitants of the Districts of Deloraine, Westbury, Longford, 
and Morven, for the construction of a Line of Railway leading from Launceston to Deloraine, through 
the said Districts. 

3. That some time since a Committee was appointed for the purpose· of obtaining information as 
to the feasibility of the proposed Railway, as to its cost of construction, the terms by which such 
outlay was to be regulated, and generaily to take steps for bringing a Bill into your Honorable 
House, sam:tioning the construction and maintenance of the said Railway. · 

4. That the said Committee propose, amongst other things, that, by the said Bill so to be bronght· 
in, the Government of Tasmania should be authorised to issue Debentures to the extent of Four hundred 
thousand Pounds,. to be expended in the construction_ of the said Railway; and· that the Properties. 
,,f those persons in the respective Districts through which the said Line of Railway is intended to 
pass shall be held chargrable by re-guaranteeing to the Government half of the Interest to become due 
upon the said Capital. . 

5. That your Petitioners respectfu1ly beg to protest against any measures being taken in your 
Honorable House which would have the effect of rendering the respective Properties of your Petitioners 
liable to be charged with, or become responsible for, any such re-guarantee of half Interest to the­
Government as proposed by the said Committee. 
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Your :Petitioners theref9re humbly pray that, in any Bill which may be .submitted to your Honorable 

House, authorising the construction and maintenan.ce of the .proposed Line of Rail way from Launceston 
to Deloraine, and embodying therein any conditions for re-guaranteeing to the Gov.ernment half of 
any deficiency at any time arising in payment of Interest as hereinbefore set forth in that behal~ such 
conditions may not be allowed to pass into law. 

And your Petitioners will.ever pray, &c. 

SIGNATURES. 

.John Bonney, per Thos. Wm. Field ....•............................... 
Thos. Wm. Field .......••..•....••.....•.............•.•• : •.... .,., .. ,. 
W. Shepherd ..•.••.........•.•...•....•.......•............••...... -
James Burnett ...•.........•...•.......................... ,., ....... , 
William Bramich{right of purchase from William .Archer) ...............• 
1Villiam Field .................•..•.••..............•••.•••..•. :. ..... 
John Field .......•...•......•...............•.......... , ....... , ...•.... · 
William Knight, his x mark, as witnessed by H. Gamble .............•.. 
James Keane, per Thos. Wm. Field ................................... . 
Patrick Gannon ............•.................. : .... .•.....•............. , . 
Ja mes Scott . . . . . . . . . ......•..........................•.............. 
Alexander Stewart ....•.......••....... , . . • . . . . . . . . . . , , .... , ....... . 
Francis Reynolds ............................ , ............. , ........... . 

C 
. ' 

SIR, 

.A,REA, &c, OP PROPERTY. 

.Ac,:es, 
499 

8864 
1 

774, 
812 

8422 
7455 

100 
1191 
110 

1021 
200 
~00 

Uo.uses . 
9 

1 
2 Public-hol!ses, 

1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

Quamby~ 5th June, 1863, 

I have the ·honor to -transmit, fur the information of His Excellency the Governor in Oouncil, copies 
· of Resolutions passed at a Public Meeting of the Northern Colonists, held in Launceston on the 29th 
ultimo, for the purpose of promoting the early constr~ction of the Launceston and Western Rail way. 

I have the honpr to add that the Meeting, which was held at noon, was one of the largest evei, 
assembled in the large hall of the Mechanics' Institute, and that it was principally composed of land-owners 
in the Districts. The Resolutions were adopted unanimously. 

I beg leave further to add, that the conviction is daily increasing in 1ntensity on the minds of the landed 
proprietary, and of the farming interests generally of these Districts, that it is absolutely essential that this 
Railway be constructed without further delay. 

The Colonists, to the present time, have steadily held to the opil\ions adopted in their public meeting1:1 
in the year 1857; and I respectfully subII1it to His Excellency's consideration the expression of my hope 
that measures may be taken, by His Exce1leµcy in Council, by which the desires of so large a body of 

· Oolonists may be speeqily realised, 

J have the hpnor to be, · 
!Sir, 

Your obedient Servant, 

:['lie Honorable tlte Colpnial Secretm·y, 
:ilff!HARD D.RY, Cltai?-man, 

R E S O L ll T I O N S. 

1. That this Meeting cordially r!)pognises tlie labors of the Parliamentary Committee of 1862, and 
receives and adopts ~ith satisfaption the Report of t4e Local ComII1ittee :qow read, 

2. That this Meetiµg is of opinion that Railway communicatiop. between Launceston and Deloraine, 
through the Districts of lVIorven, Longford, and Westbury, is more than ever ner.essary to enable the 
agriculturists to compete in the markets open for their products; and this Meeting fl!rther declares itij 
adherence to the former :&esolqtions of t4e people of tl~e N ort4er11 I)istricts in the~r fublic Meeting 
!!SSCIDQ!~d, . ' 
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3. That the Promoters are deserving of the thanks and continued confidence of the Northern Colonists; 
· and this Meeting hereby urges them to continue to press the question upon the .attention .of the Government 
and Parliament, with the view of secnring a Railway Bill during the ensuing Session; and tliat the 
Honorable the Chairman of this Meeting be hereby requested to transmit a copy of the proceedings of this 
Meetipg to the G-overnoi· in Council, · 

lr!CHARP DRY. 

REPORT. 

THE Committee propose chiefly to embmce in the Report a bFief 01J.tline of their proceedings sinoe the last 
;public Meeting held in this Hall. . 

The Petitions to Parliament, then in progress, were duly transwitted to the Government, apd were laid 
before Parliament d"Q.ring the last Session, prior to the dissolution. The general petitiori from the N ortherl). 
Districts, then only in progress, contained, 2260 names of landed proprietors and householders ; a petition from 
the Mersey and Port Sorell comprised 68 signatures ; and a special petition from the landholders of Patterson's 
Plains, l:4signattlres1-a total of2342 signatqres in favor of the Railway Bill. Only two adverse petitions 
were presented, one containing 37 names of landowners and tenants, scattered over the greateF part of the 
1)l'oposed Railway District; the other comprising 14 names of reside_nts at Patterson's Plains. Th_ese latteF 
petitioners can scarcely, however, be deemed opponents of the Railway, their prayer being simply that a 
pa,ticular road district may be left 011t of any responsibility hereafter to be incurred; b1J.t their memorial was 
folly replied to by 14 landholders of the same district, who not only prayed that the early construction of the 
Rai1way might be secured, but distinct]y annouµ.ced their willingness to subject theP.J,selves to an.y responsi­
bility which might ar~se from Parliament asking a re-guarantee to tl+e Government. 

Immediately on the opening of the last Session of the late Parliaµient, a Select Cop.u:~ittee was named 
by the House, with insfrtictions "to enq~ire into the question of the propo~ed Railway between Launcestoq 
and Deloraine, to report on the feasibility or otherwise of the project; and· if found feasible, the conditions 
which the Committee would recommend to be embodied in a Bill for the constniction and maintenance of 
such Railway/' · This Committee ·sat for business on twenty days, dming the peiiod from 30th July to 16th 
October ; they examined twelve witnesses, .and received writtEn replies to interrogatories from two witnesses. 
•rheir sittings were terminated by the a<ljomnment. and subsequent prorogation of the Parliap.ient, when 
the Committee agreed to the fol_lowing Progress Report, which' liaving bee!). priisel)ted to the House, was 
,ordered to be pr~nte<l ~ The fqllowing is the ~eport :--,-. · 

R E P O R T, 

Y ouR Committee have had under their careful consideration the s,:1bject remitted to them; and they haye arrived at 
,certain Resolutions, which they submit to your Honourable House, us follows:-

1. That the instruction contained in the Report of the Joint Committee of the Legislature of tq.is Colony in 1860, 
-that a careful Survey of this Line of Railway should be made by a competent Engineer-has been fully complied 
with by the Promoters, thmq.gh tq.e se~·vices of Mr. Doyne, a Member of the British Institute of Civil Engineers. 

2. That ~t has been proved that the Country intended to be traversed by the Railway is peculiarly adapted to 
the economical construction and working of the proposed Railway ; and, from the Evidence before the Committee, 
it appears that the sum of £,Jc00,000 will be sufficient to cover the outlay necessary to complete the Line, including 
!nterest at 6 per cent. dq.ring construction, 11,nd the payment of coII).pensatioIJ., · • 

3. 'l'hat, looking to the extension of Railways in Victoria, it is absolutely essential to the agricult!j.ral interests of 
the Western flistricts. that they mll,y be afforded Railway Commlj.nication as set out by them in tJ1e Resolutions 
_adopJed at their Public l\~eetings, and in tl).eir Petitiol).S to both Houses of Parliament. 

4. That, presuming tl)e outlay to be limit!ld to the said sum of £400,000, it appears from the Eyidence that the 
receipts after· the first three years' tra/:fic may be estimatecj. as sufij..Jient to cover the in,terest on capital at 6 per cent., 
,and the working expenses. · - · 

5. That the abrupt termiw1tion of the Session of the P_avliall)ent has prevented the Committee from giving 
sufficient consideration to the further·instructious of the House as to the conditions to l:)e eIIJ.bodied in any Bill for 
the construction and maintenance of the proposed RailwRy. 

Your Committee append the whole of the Evidence whtch they have taken during the Session, and Copies of 
_all Papers wh.ich have 'b.een laid before your Honourable House, and before your Committee, on the subject of the 
proposed Railway from L_aunceston to Peloraine; an<J your Committee recommei]d that they be prmted. 

HENRY ;BUTLER, Chairman, 
Cummittee Room, lGtli October, 1862. 

The consideration of the conditions which should be recommended for embodiment in any Bill for the 
.construction and maintenance ofthe Railway has, therefore, yet to be entered upon; and it is proposed on the 
_assembling of Parliament to revive the Select Committee. The Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Doyne, is expected 
to arrive from London <luring the month of June, and will be prepared to give evidence before a Parliamentary 
.Committee. He lias not failed during his visit to London t.o manifest conti11ued i11terest il). !he progress pf tlrn 



work you have in hand;. and he has kept the Committee fully advised on the SlJ.bject. His plans and reports, 
as might be expeoted, have met with the entire approval of some of the most eminent men of the engineering 
profession. . · . . • 

The Committee have received advice that during the next month an engineering agent, fully empowered 
as the attoi·ney of.the eminent firm of Sir Morton Peto, Brassey, and Betts; will visit this Colony, from 
Sydney, for the purpose of enquiri.ng into the whole project; and with the purpose of making a direct tendei; 
to the Promoters for the construction of the Line in a substantial and workmanlike manner. 

The :firm referred to ha1e, in New South Wales, a large staff of officers and men, and a. plant of great 
value ; and it is said, that if they can secure a contract here, before breaking up this establishment, they will 
be able to execute the work at a ve1;y moderate profit: providc;d, of cotfrse, they have safe financial arrange­
ments with this Government, on the autho!·isation of Parliament. 

The Committee of P1'0moters are as m~ch convinced of the great necessity for this work as when they 
were appointed by the great Northern Mr.eting held in Launceston in 1857. Ever,v day's experience, 
_indeed, gives strength to the fact, now on record in the Parliamentary Reports of 1858 and 1862, that it is 
absolutely essential to the agricultural interests of the western districts that they be afforded railway com-
munication. ' · 

Since your last pnblic meeting, the question of organising a Joint Stock Company has been renewed 
through the p1,ess; but the Committee, after having carefully considered the question, remain of opinion that 
they should adhere to the plan of constructin~ the Railway by oflice1·s appointed, in the first instance, by the• 
Crown, under the authority of Parliament~ tor, 

1st. To attempt to divert Tasmanmn capital fr0m its legitimate use in the agricultural and commercial 
business of the country, even were it practicable to find colonial capital, would be impolitic and unwise. 

2nd. If we promote the formation of a London Company, it has to be remembered that foreign 
capitalists will not take np the work on less advantageous terms than those paid by other countries. 
Railway Companies for India are guaranteed an interest of 5 per cent,, and the Cape of Good Hope 
guarantees. 6 per cent. on ve1,y large investments; and this guarantee is made for 50 years. 

3rd. The cost of floating a Company, and of maintaining a Board of Directors and their staff in 
London, would be very large, in proportion to the proposed capital of £400,000. 

4th. It would not only be cheaper to construct the Railway by a direct issue of Government deben­
tures, but the Colony would possess the Railway as its own property, at a less cost than it would incur by 
encouraging a British Company to construct aud work it, by a guarantee of inte1·est,. under which the 
Company would retain the property, and take the profit accruing above the 6 per cent.-a profit which 
would continue pr.rmanently tv go out of the Country into the pockets of the London shareholders, instead 
of being devoted to the reduction of rates of carriage, or tbe extension of the line. 

The Committee repeat, therefore,. that they are stiU of opinion th;it for tl1e construction of this important 
work our Government should be authorised to issue debentures, the districts re-guaranteeing half of any 
deficiency at any timt! arising in payment of interest. · 

Tim Committee sympathise with those objectors wl10 u1·ge that a paternal Government would take the 
entire responsibility; but successive Parliamentary Committees having asserted the principle of half-interest 
being re-guaranteed by the districts,. the• Committee• do. not see any alternati·ve but to.accept these te1·ms. 

I 

. The Committee do not hesitate to. reiterate th_eir conviction. that the construction of this Railway is• 
really essential to the agricultural and landed interests of the Northern Districts, ·and that the- work would 
be reproductive. It has been said that the depressed condition of the Country ma.y be regarded by .the 
Parliament as a reason for refusing the loan. The Committee on the contrary find, in this very depression, 
abundant argument against any further· delay in the construction of. a work, the prelimina11y enquiry respect­
ing which has. been so satisfactory, and occupying a p.eriocl of nearly six years, at the cost of considerable 
public and private funds. · 

The £100 Debentures of the Tasmanian Government have been recently sold iri London so liigh as 
£105. They are likely to maintain this price, an<l perhaps. reach higher quotations. 

It is certain that the placing of Tasmanian Rail.way Debentures would be regarded· with favour in the 
London money market Men thei:e will understand the permanent advantage of Railway communication. 
They know ho.w steam contributes to the development of the 1·esources of·a Country. Instead of deriressing 
the general credit of Tasmania, the proposed Railway Loan of £400,000, intended to be devoted· to annexing 
to the Colonial Estate a Railway in complete working order,. would have the immediate effect ofincreasing 
the value of all our·public securities. 

Again: since the last public· meeting in this hall the Victorian Government Railways have been more 
developed, and the results of their partial operation have been highly satisfactory. Thoug)1 the cost of 
these lines has been nearly fonr times that of the proposed Western Railway, and they have onl_v been 
J>artially opened, four per cent., it is said mithoritatively, will be realised the first year on the eight millions 
ot c.apital invested.. The cost of Victorian Railways has been something abo:v.e £.35,900 pe1· mile for a, 
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double line: ·here, a single line, with electric telegraph wire throughout the whole length, will cost nnder 
£10,000 per mile. The meeting will see that had the Victorian Railways been made at the lesser cost of 
{say) £17,000 _per mile, double line, the interest yielded might have been 8 per cent. instead of 4 per cent. 

In conclusion, the Committee of Promoters trust they shall be sustained, as lrnretofore, by the people of 
·the Northern Districts in their further prosecution of this all-important question of the constrn'.!tion of a Laun­
ceston and Deloraine Railway. They will add the expression of a hope that the present Ministry and 
Parliament will not allow the year to close ere the first sod is turned; and that they will add to this a .vote 
of public money for a careful engineering examination of the country, with a view to connecting Hobart 
Town with Launceston at Perth or Longford, This engineering enquiry could be made <luring the con­
struction of the Western Line, and if found practicable, could be continued from one of the stations referred 
to.' But the Committee re-assert that the Western Line will be a paying line, that its construction js 
first inorder of utility, and indeed ahsolutely indispensable for the Western far-merf: 7 who cannot wait the 
time necessary to make a thorough examination of the difficult country between Perth or Longford and the 

• Southern .M:etropolis-a work, however, which will assuredly follow the construction of the Western Line. 
RICHARD DRY. 

Quamby, 6 June, 186.3. 
Srn, 

I HAD the honour yesterday to transmit the Resolutions adopted by a Public Meeting of the Northern 
· Colonists held in Launceston on the 29th ultimo. 

I now beg to call your attention to the very important question of the early construction of the Laun­
ceston and Western Railway, that you may submit . to His Excellency the Governor in Council the earnest 
desire of the Promoters that this m"asure should receive from His Excellency's Government the attentio11 
which so important a s1,1bj1ect derp.ands. 

I had the honour, in my letter of yesterday,_ to state that this question bas been before the Government 
and Parliament since the year 1857 .. Throughout all sections of the N orthem community a deep, sense of 
disappointment exists that a question which AO seriously affects the interests of families, representing in 
numbers and in pro.perty so ve1·y large a proportion of the ,vhole population of the Colonv 7 has not received 
the earlier sanction of the Government. • 

By a reference to Parliamentary Papers you will find that the first Public Meeting fo1' the promotion 
of this Railway,-after the subject had for a long time agitated the public mind,- was held at Deloraine in 
July, 1857, and that this movement was seconded by Public Meetings in 1 Westbury, Carrick, Longford, 
Perth, Evandale, and Launcet:'ton; and, without referring to intermediate public movements·, I desire to call 
your attention to the Petitions of the Northern Districts of last year, which comprise the large number of 
two thousand three hundi·ed and forty-two signatures. To the prayer of these Petitions I desire especially 
to call your attention~ as it involves the full acquiescence of the people in the recommendation of the Joint 
Committee of 1860, that "the Districts should re-guarantee one-half of interest on any loan raised on the 
·security of the Government," · _ 

I also, desire to call yom· attention to the fact that the several Reports of Parliamentary Committees of 
1858, 1860, and 186.2 have adopted the views of the Promoters so far, at least, as to lmd to the expen­
diture of a large sum of money subscribed by the people, in addition to £1500 voted by the Legislatm·e 
and of a considerable amount of time, on the part of the Promoters, in obtaining reliable surveys and other 
data; and that the result of these enquiries is fully set forth in the printed evidence in Pape1· No. 130, 
Session of 1862. · • 

On the assembling of Parliament the Promoters will be prepared to submit to. a Committee the con­
ditions which, in their opinion, should be embodied in any Bill for the construction and maintenance of the 
proposed Railway; and I respectfully beg to express the hope of the Promoters that His Excellency's 
Gove~nment will be prepared, not only to give their sanction to the enqniry, but to _lend the weight of their 

'influence to the settlement of this very important question, during the forthcoming Session. 

. In conclusion, I beg to point you to the statement made by the Northern Petitioners in 1862, "that 
the recommendation contained in the Report of the Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament in 1860, 
has been now fully complied with, so far as _it is in the power of the people themselves to accom, ,lish this;" and to 
the Progress Report of the Select Committee of 1862, which fully confirms the Report of 186C, that Railway 
communication is essential to the Western District, and that, if the, work can be corn pleted for £400,000, 
the receipts IDHY be estimated, after the first three years'. traffic, as sufficient to co.ver t.he interest ancl 
working expenses. 

I have the honour to be, 
Sir, 

Your obedient Servant, 

RICHARD DRY, 

The Hon, tlte Colonial Secr,etary. 
Chai1·man of Oomrnittee of Laimceston and Delor.aine Rail·mau,. 
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Colonial Secretary'.s Office, .IOth June, 1863. 
Srn, 

· I HAVE the honor to acknowledge tl1e receipt of your letter of ·the 6th instant, .referring to your com­
munication of the previous day, also duly received, transmitting the Resolutions adopted by a Public Meeting 
of the N ortbern Colonists, held in Launceston on the 29th ult., on the· subject of the proposed Launcest-0n 
and ·w estem Railway. 'The Government fully appreciute the vast importance of the subject, and will be 
prepared to promote the proposed enquiry <luring the ·ensuing-Session, and trust that a satisfactory solution 
of the question may -finally be·attained. 

The Honomble Sir .R, DRY, Quamby. 

Srn, 

I have the honor tQ be, 
Sir1 

Yo~ir obedient Servant, 
J, WHYTE. 

Longfo1·d, 2,nd July, 1863, 

I HAVE the hono:r to·forwar<l, for the informa1ion of His Excellency the Governor,.copy of:Resolutions 
· of Meeting of proprietors and occupiers iµ Municipality of Longford, in support ot .measures in behalf of 
the Launceston and Western Railway. A J>etition, eprnnating from this Meeting, is now in course of being 
extensively signed, and will be forwarrk<l µt-same time·as Petition from other Pisti-icts . 

.l have the honor to be, 
Sjr, 

¥ oiir pbl'dieµt ~Prvapt, 

H, B. NJCKOLS. 

AT a Meeting of proprietors and occupiers i11 the Rural Municipality of Longford, duly convened by 
advertisement, held this 20th day of June, at the Coqrt House, Longford, for the purposes of taking 
further steps in support of the Launceston. and Deloraine Railway, Mr, B. :a. Nickols iµ the chair; , 

It was proposed by William Dodel'\·, Esquire,-" That this Meeting, reviewing the proceedings of the,. 
-colonists of the Northern and Western Districts of the Colony in the matter. of the Western, Railway during 
the long perio,l of six years, now renew their expression of their entire sympathy with tl}i~ great question," 
Seconded by l\'.l:r, J. L. Smit4, of Woolmer:s, Carried unanimously. · 

It was proposed by vV, P. Weston, Esq.,.of .Hythe,-" That the eavly construction of the Western 
Railway becomes every clay mere urgent. The question1 from its large iIJ'.lportance anq from the length of 
time it has now been under their notice, clairp.s .the earnest consideration and support of the Government 
and Legislature of the Colony; and this Meeting pled()"es itself to continue the exercise of all constitutional 
@fforts to secure this measure of justice to the settlers .of the Western Dii,trict." Seconded by Mr, Charles 
Burton, and supported by Mr. WilliaIJ'.l .l\faso:q, l\'.):r. Cl}arles ~ric~neJl, Mr. ,TQhn Tongs, and Mr. William 
Pitt. Car.ried µnanimousl1, 

lI, B. NICKOLS, Oliai1·ma11. 

J)elorainp, 2nd ;ruly, 1863. 
Srn, 

I HAD the honor, on the 19th instant, to preside at a Me.eting pf the. inhabitants lwld in this Town for. 
the promotion of the Western Railway, on which occasion the annexed Re~olution was uµanimously 
adopted. 

J have the honor to tr;msmit it for the information of f.[is Excellency the. Gov.e~nor in Council, 

I· haye the•hpnor to be, 
Sir, 

Yot~r obedient Servant, 
SAl\:11JE:i:i H~NR)'.. 

'l'o the El onoumble thfJ Colonial Spc1·etary. 
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COPY OF llESOLUTION. 
' That this Meeting desires emphatically to confirm the Resolutions in favour of the Launceston and Western 

Railway passed at various Public Meetings beld .at Deloraine, and plt•dges itself that by all constitutional iµeans the_ 
inhabitarits of the District will continue to urge the question on'the'Government and 'Parliament of this·Colony. 

SAMUEL HENRY, Chairman. 

. Ret1'eat, '/1,ear .Deloraine, 2nd July, :1863. 
s·r.R, . ' . 

· ON-the•26th instant, Lwas.called,to preside at-a Meeting of the inhabitantsof.the:District of Westbury, 
.convened ·for the ·promotion of the Western 'Railway , question, on. which occasion the annexed Resolutions 
-were passed, ,with-only two.or three <lissentient votes. · 

· In compliance with the direction .contained in. the ·second .Resolution, :I have :the honor to transmit 
.p,opies for the jnfof1Pf!.tiop of J!is Excellency the Governor in Council. 

•'.f'o the Honour.able- the Colonial Sec1·etar.y, 

I have the honor. to be, 
.Sir, 

COPY OF RESOLUTIONS. 

Yoiir obedient Servant, 

A. F. ROOKE. 

1. That this Meeting, .looking to the extension of Railways in Victoria during the lo.ng period _of she ,years since 
the first Railway Mef>ting was held in Westbury, now ~ec~rd an expression of de~p regret rhat, notwi.thstanding the 
,rf>peated Petitions of tl).~ inhabitants of_ the_ \V es1;er?, Districts? th~ Government has not yet taken steps in _Parliament 
for the promotion of Rmiway commumcat10n w1thm those··Districts. 

2. That renewed Petitions should· be at once-addressed to His Excrllency the Governor in• Council; and ,that the 
Chairman of this Mee,ting lie hereby !·,-que:;ted t_o transmit copies of these .Resolutions to His Exc~llency, and to 
,request,the ear11est support of t!ie,Railway qµest10µ.by t_h13 Members for the.Meander and Westbury,,m :Parliament, 

'f'o His Excellenr:1J Colonel THOJIIAS GoRE BROWNE, Commander of·the Most -Nob'le Order 
nf the Bath, Governor of Tasmania, g-c. 

•The humble Petjtion of the undersigned ;Reside~ts of the Northern Districts of Tasmania. 

;RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH ! 

THAT Your Excellency's P.etitjol)ers ar.e anxious for tµe early c.onstruction of the L~unceston and Western 
;Railway. 

That Petitions having this object in view have been presen,ted from Petitioners and others·to successfve Govern~ 
ments of this Colony in the y,ears 1857, 1860, and 1862. 

I 

That a Joint Committee ,of both Houses 'of Parliament, in 1860, reported very favourably of the project but 
recommended '·' that a careful SurVFy should be ~ade of the wh_ole.line by. a competept Engineer, aµd that a grant 
fr.om the Public Funds sho)lld be sanctioned in .aid of such work," · · 

That a v,ote of One tpous_apd five hundred Pounds, and local subscriptions to a similar amouµt, have since been 
expend~d accoruip.gly in perfectiµg the .engineerin_g and .other ,enqµiries, . 

That a S,elect Committee of the Honorable the Ho~se of ~ssembly, during the Session ,of 1862, -in .a Progress 
Report to tpe House, reported t~iat-the condition on which this vote J1ad.been recQmm,ended had.been satisfactorily 
i:ulfi!led _; and further, g_en,erally reported favourably .of the measure. 

That Petitioµers, in c.omm,on with a large µiajority of tp.e people of the W,estern Pistricts, believe that it is 
absolutely essential to the agricultural iµterests o'f these Districts that Railway comJnunication JTiay be afforded 
t_hem. 

T_hat Petitioners b,elieve t_hat the early constr.uctipn of this Rajlway will be followed by most advantageous results 
to the ,Colony crenera1ly, and that it is thernfore tpe duty of the Government to construct this important line of 
road; but th~t~ if J;h~ ~arliament ~ball_ de~m it necessary to p_rovide for a guarante~ ~~ the GovernJTient, your 
Petitioners will Le w1llmg that .their P1str1cts sµould bear t_he fair sgare of such-r,espons1b1lity. 

\' o_ur Petitioners there(ore humbly pray that Your Excellency win caus.e sµcp. µiea.sures to he ta)ten as will pro~ 
µiote the early comtrµction of the said Railway. 

Aµd, as-in duty bound, they will ever pray, &c. 

[ Here follow 2695 Signatures._) 
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D. 
REll:fARKS 14pon a Memorandum by· 11:lr. W. T, DoYNE on M1-. W, A1tcHER's Lettei· to .Mr. 

SHARLAND. ~ 

Clwsliu.nt, 15th August, 1863. 
THE effect of some of Mr. Doyne's observations respecting the opinion u,pon the construction of a Railway 
in Tasmania given by Mr. Br-uce, is to mis.lead the Select Committee as to the nature and value of that opinion. 

Mr. Bruce's ·opinion is a general one; and he possessed ample means of arriving at the conclusion 
which he states. He writes : '' I am quite satisfied that you should not look at a Line costing more than 
£6000 a mile complete, considering the amount of population,. ~o., in the Island." He then states, what 
would follow as a matter of course-that it will be necessary to use "light rails and engines." It is the 
amount of population and the extent of traffic by which Mr. Bruce is led to form his opinion, hut he has 
ample opportunities of acquiring as much information as l\fr .. Doyne possesses as to prices,. rates of labm,, 
&c., in Tasmania and Australia; for,, in addition to the information given to him by myself, there are 
publications in abundance which afford him. the information' he requires, and there are many intelligent 
colonists in Lonqon who woulcl gladly give him their assistance. 

It is not the first time that Mr. Ilruce has expressed the same opinion; for in April 1861 he wrote to 
me, in reply to my letter to him,. as follows,-" My opinion is, that you should not attempt to make a 
Railway at a cost of more than £50.00 to £6000 a mile,and upon the principle of' cutting your coat according 
to your cloth,' this, even with, your l1igh labor, ought to be feasible." He was at that time aware of the 
high rates of labor here, and had taken. :i;nuch interest in the question of Railways in Australia antl Tasmania. 

In the same letter he Qfi:'ered to come and si~rvey th.e Line; but, before his letter reached me, Mr. Doyne 
arrived in the ColQny,. awl \Vf/,S appli_ed to by th.e Promoters of the Railway for his professional assistance._ 
I was thus precluded from recommending Ml'. Bru.ce to. the not~ce of the Promoters,. as l otherwise should 
assuredly have done. In my correspondence with Mr. Bruce, from 1861 to the present time, I have 
constandy brought the subject of the Railway before him; and have sought his professional opinion, for my 
own protection from the results of .a plan which, I thought,. would entail a heavy encumbrance upon my 
property, and involve the Colony in debt. Mr. Bruce was amply justified i,n expressing the opinion which 
he gave,_ and, as an interested party, I was justified in placing that opinion before the Select Committee. 

Judging from the whole tenor of Mr. Bruce's statements to me, he would undoubtedly undertake the­
c;.onstr~ction of a R-ailway·on the Lin_e in. question w hieh would not "cost i;nore than £6000 a mile complete," 
and he is thoroughly competent to carry out whatever he undertakes. .I believe that such a Railway would 
afford sufficient means of transport for the next half of a century at least; if not for a longer period ; and could 
then, if nece;;sary, be replaced by a more costly one. And I quite agree with Mr. Bruce that the population 
and resources of the Colony render it absolutely necessary that the amount of £6000 a mile should not be 
e::,:ceeded. · 

All that Mr. Doyne writes about Mr. Brnce's want of Australian experience is beside the question, 
i:;eeing that Mr. Bruce kn_ows q.uHe su:ffi,ci_en,t abo.ut the population,. rates of labor,. &c.,. and can gather from 
Mr. Doyne's Report all the necessary informatiim as to the kinds and quantity o.f. work on, the Line proposed, 
to enable him to_. give the opinion which I have laid before the Select Committee. 

As to the gauge, Mr. Doyne seems to forget that the narrow gauge was deliberately adopt~d by 
English Engineers in Belgium, France, and other European Countries, where there was no question· of 
l).dapting the gal!ge to an ex.isting s:ystem of traffic._ 

If Mr. Doyne has only provided a sufficient width of the formation level for the narrow gauge, I 
can.not see how it will be sufficient for- the broader• gauge. It appears to, mo that the width of the works 
throughout could be reduced 9k inches, and that about £·16,000 w0uld thus be savecl,-taking Mr. 
Doyne's data. 

I_ thini tha_t we should. get oiir su!'plus_ ellgines, ~c., from. England· direct,_ through a consulting 
engineer, far cheaper than we should obtain them from Victoria. I am at a loss to know, looking bark to 
a year's study of Locomotives and other Steam-engines with Mr. Bruce, at Stephenson's Establishment at 
N e'l'fcastle, what special tools• for repairs would be required for engines adapted to the narrow gauge, _othr.r 
than for those used for, the broader gatige. 

The opinion given by Mr. Hemans~ in favour of" a heavier rail and .greater locomotive power" on the 
Western Rail.way,. sh.ows th.at he hiis. not given much attention. to the subject of the population and resources 
of the Colony. 

In conclui,ion,. I n:iay state that I believe Mr. Bruce'.s conclusions, to be well considered, and thoroughly 
r.eliable ;. and that Mr. Doyne has set down nothing in his. memorandum which i11duces me to abandon the 
opinion that. I have formed,-,,namely, that the Colony cannot afford the construction of a Railway, even 
{rom Launceston to Deloraine, upon the expensive scale proposed by Mr. Doyne;. and,.forther, that £6000 
~ mUe would gi~e us a Railway which would meet. our utmost: requirements. 

W. ARCHE.R. 
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E. 

Tv His Excellency Colonel THOMAS GoRE BROW-NE, Commander cif· the M·ost Noble Orde7' 
oj tlte Bath, Governor of Tasmania, /c. 

The humble Petition of the unde~signed Landholders resident in the Northern Division of Tasmania. 

RBSPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 

THAT your Petitioners have recently memoralised Your Excellency, praying for the early constmction 
of the Launceston and Western Railway. 

That Petitioners have since learned that a Petition with the names, number of acres of land, and 
assumed value of Town properties of Ninety-seven Petitioners attached, and intended to retard any legislation 
in favor of the said Railway, has been printed by order of the Legislative Council. . -

That such Petition unjustly impugns the motives of the large number of persons (2520) who have 
recently memorialised Your Excellency in support of said Railway; all of whom are prepared to take their 
due share of any responsibility that may attach to the proposed work. 

That Petitioners, ·while protesting against the principle that the circumstance of property represented by 
a few names should be regarded as giving a paramount claim to consideration, in preference to property of 
greater value in the poasession of a large number of land-owners, still .desire to show Your Excellency that a 
few names out of the large number of Petitioners for the Railway constniction are those of owners of land 
and houses of far greater aggregate value, yielding a much larger support to the public revenue by direct 
contributions, and to the general advancement of the Colony in its agricultural and commercial interests. 

That Petitioners, therefore, submit to Your Excellency's consideration the following fact (shown by 
examination of the Assessment Rolls), that 80 of Your Excellency's former Petitioners are owners -of land 
amounting to upwards of 125,000 acres, of the assessed annual value of £37,000 ; and that the property 
represented in Launceston by other Petitioners amounts in assessed annual value to £30,000. 

Your Petitioners therefore pray that Your Excellency will be pleased to regard the Petitions so 
numerously signed, and representing at the same time such a large amount of property, as _the fair expres8ion 
of the Districts immediately interested in such an important work as the Launceston and Western Railway. 

And, in duty bound, they will ever pray, &c. 

JL Gaunt. ·. 
J, Aikenhead. 
John Crookes. 
Robert De Little. 
W. Williams. 
Chas. Nichols. 
DuCroz & Co. 
William Cleveland. 
J. C. Irvine. 
C. Gavin Casey. 
Thomas C. Archer, W oolmers. 
R. J. Archer, Longfprd Hall. 
J olm L. Smith, Chats worth. 
W. P. Weston, Hythe. 

George Ritchie, Belmont. 
Thomas Ritchie, Longford. 
.Edward Weston, M arldon. 
William Archer, Brickendon. 
F. B. Watson, Longford. 
John Smith, Longford. 
William Mason, Longford. 
William Saltmarsh, Longford. 
John Wright, Longford. 
H. B. Nickolls, Longford. 
A. M. Milligan. 
John Fawns. 
Charles M'Arthur. · 

A dye Douglas. 

Charles Thomson, trnstee for 
Mrs. B. Brooker. 

John Atkinson. 
C. J. Weedon. 
Henry Dowling. 
Roddam H. Douglas. 
John Kinder Archer. 
-James Robertson. 
W. S. Button. 
W. Huttley. 
Richard Green. 
George Fisher. 
Alexander Webster. 
D. W. Murray. 
William Hart, J.Hayo1· of 

Launceston. 

To His Excellency· Colonel THOMAS GoRE BROWNE, Commander qf tlte JWost Noble 
Ord_er qf the Bath, Governor of Tasmania, g-c. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned residents of George Town and the Tamar. 

RESPECTFULLY SH0WETH: 

THAT Your Excellency's Petitioners are anxious for the early construction of the Launceston and 
Western Railway. 

That Petitioners, in common with a large majority of the people of the Launceston and W est~rn 
Districts, believe that it is not only absolutely essential to the Agricultural interests of those Districts 
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that Raihrny communication may be afforded tl1em, but they uelieve also that the early construction 
of this Railway will be followed hy most advantageous results to the Colony genernlly; and that it 
is therefore the duty of the Government to promote such an important work . 

. Your Petitioners therefore pray that Your Excellency will cause such measures to be taken as 
will promote the early construction of the said Rail way. 

And, in duty bound, they will ever pray, &c. 

C. S. Henty, Kelso, George Town. 
E. Whiting, Kelso, George Town. 
John Thomson, Cleghorn, WesL Tamar. 
·wm. Barnes, Tamar. 
Thos. N ettlefold, Tamar. 
Thos. Beauchamp Dodd, West Tamar. 
Robert Browne, Supply. 
Remy Pyke, '\\Test 'l'amar. 
George Dry"den, West Tamai'. 
,John Dixon, We,it Tamar. 
James Richal'dson, J.P., George Town. 
,Tohn E. Lawrence, J.P., Tamar. 
'.I.'hornas Jones, George Town. 
William Cragg, George Town. 
Catherine Barrett, George Town. 
Thos. Phillips, George Town. 
G. l\'I. Ruttley, George Town. 
William Lawton, George Town. 
Robt. Henry, jun., Tamar Heads. 
Robert Cotton, George Town. 
David Petire, George -To,vn. 
William Bishop, George Town. 
Charles Freestin, George •rown. 
Edwd. Pennefather, w·est Tamar. 
.James Hurst, Low Head. 
Benjn. Scott, Low Head. 
J. H. Waterland, Low Head. 
Benjamin Willis, George Town. 
Joseph Traill, Low Head. 
Edward Graham, Low Head, 
Thomas Edwards, Low Head. 
S. Gaunt, Gray"s Hill. 
John Wing, Craythorn. 
Thos, Newman, jun., Grange. 
Gregory Gardiner, Win<lermere. 
James J ollyi his x mark, witness A.D., Bridge­

north. 
William Connell, his x mark, witness A.D., 

Bridgenorth. 

'K, Pennefathc1·, Danbury Park. 
James Sculley, Danbury Park .. 
Daniel Mulvihill, Danbury Pal'k, 
Robert Britton, his x mark, witness A.D., Dan-

bury Park. 
W. Pickford, Silver Mines. 
Thomas Dutton, Chilton. 
vVm. Atkinson, his x roark, witness A.D., Cray-

thorn. . . · 
Edward Roseveare, Rose Lee. 
J olm Fereday, M.A., George Town. 
James Wilson, Geo1;ge Town. 
John Thomas, George 'l'own. 
John Cardell, George Town. 
Andrew Ward, Low Head Light-house. 
John Jone~, George '.!.'own. 
Thomas Figgis, George Town. 
William Barlow, George Town. 
Elizabeth Davies, George Town. 
Joshua Whitehead, Currie River, East Coast. 
Richard Richardson, George Town. 
Jolm Hemy, Low Reads. 
William Green, George T1nvn. 
George Foster, Low Head. 
Gustavus Hardy, Low Head . 
Thomas Fox, Low Head. 
Ralph Place, Low Head. 
John Hewitt, Low Head. 
James Long, Low Head. 
Mrs. Rae, Low Head. 
James Francis, Low Head. 

. Charles Wm. Kidd, Low Head. 
George Stacey, Windermere. 
Thomas Newman, Union Mills. 
Griffiths Lewis, Windermere. 
William Jones, Windermere, 

. JAMES BARNARD, 
GOVERNMENT PRINTER1 TASMANI.A., 

• 


