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SELECT COMMITTEE appointed on the 13th day of July, 1900, to consider 
and report upon '' The Great Western Ra,ilway and Electric Ore-reduction 
Company Bill, No . .4.". ( Private). 

MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE. 

MR. M!NISTER OF LANDS AND ·w 0RKS. 
MR. URQUHART. 
MR. GAFlfNEY. 
MR. LEATHAM. 

DAYS OF MEETING. 

MR. SADLER, 
MR. GUESDON. 
MR, P1toPsTiNG. ( 1lfover.) 

Wednesday, July 18; Thursday, July 19; Friday, July 20. 

WITNESSES EXAMiNED. 

Honourable Henry D9bson, one of the Solicitors for the Promotors; Mr. F. Back, General :Manager Tasmanian 
Government Railways ; Mr. Robert Charles Patterson, M.H.A. ; Honourable Charles Henry Grant, M.L.O.; 
Mr. George E. Moore, M.Inst.C.E.; Mr. Edward James Burgess. · 

REPORT. 

Yotrli Cotiimittee, having taken evidence in support of the allegations contained in tiie Preamble of 
the Bill, hav: the. honour to reporf that the said Preamble has been proved to their satisfaction. 

Your Committee having agrned that the Preamble should stand part of the Bill, then entered 
into consideration of the several Clauses, and have the honour to recommend certain Amendments 
'and additions. 

Your Committee have now. the honour of submitting the Bill, with the Amendments and 
additions, to the favourable consideration of your Honourable House. 

Committee Room, House of Assembly, 
20th July, 1900. 

"\Y". B. P ROPSTING, Chairman. 
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MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS. 

· WEDNESDAY, JULY 18, 1900 . 
. 'l'he Committee met at l 1 o'clock. · 
J.11embers present.-Mr. Propsting, l.\fr. Guesdon, Mr. Sadler, and Mr. Leatham. 
The Clerk read the Order of the House, appointing.the Committee. 
Mr. Propsting was appointed Chairman. 
The Committee deliberated. 
The Chairman laid upon the Table the Petition, praying for leave to bring in the Bill (Appendix A). 
Resolved, That the ,Petitioners be heard by Counsel, and that Mr. Henry Dobson be permitted to be present 

during the proceedings, on behalf of the Promoters. ( Mr. Guesdon.)• 
Ordered, That Mr. Frederick Back, General Manager of Tasmanian GovP-rnment Railways, be summoned to 

gi,e evidence at 11·45 A.~r. this morning. . · · 
Mr. Minister of Lands and Works took his seat. 
Mr. Vivian L. Butler appeal'ed as Counsel for the Petitioners. 
Mr. Henry Dobson, one of the Solicitors for the Promoters, was called and examined. 
Mr. Gaffney took his scat. · , 
Mr. Frederick Back, General Ma11ager of Tasmanian Governmc11t Railways, was called and examinml. 
.Mr. Back withdrew. · · 
The Committee deliberated:· 
At five minutes past 1 o'clock the Commit.te'! adjourned till 2'30 o'clock this afternoon. 
The Committee met again at 2·30 o'clock. 
J.VIembers present.-Mr. Propsting (Chairman)). Mr. Gaffocy, Mr. Leatham, and M1·. Sadler. 
Mr. Dobson was further examined before the uommittee. 
The Committee deliberated. 
Ordered, That Mr. Robert Charlfls Patterson, M.H.A., be summoned to give evidence at h0lf~1iast 10 

to-morrow. 
·At 3·15 the Committee adjourned till 10·80 o'clock to-morrow. 

THURSDAY, JULY 19, 1900. 

The Committee met at 10·30 o'clock. 
,.11.ember.• pre.•ent.-Mr. Guesdon, Mr. Gaffney, Mr. Sadler, and Mr. Minister of Lands.and ·works. 
Mr. Guesdon was appointed Chairman for tbe day's sitting1 in the temporary absence of Mr. Propsting. 

. l\fr. Butler requested that the Secretary of the Hobart Railway League (Mr. T. A. Okines), and Mr. E. J. 
Burgess, a member of the League, be permitted to be present during the examination of witnesses. 

'fhe 'application of Mr. Butler was refused. · . · 
Mr. Propsting took his seat. 
:Mr. Robert Charles Patterson, M.H.A., was called in and examined.· 
i\fr. Patterson withdrew. 
The Honourable Charles Henry Grant, M.L.C., was called by the Promoters, and was examined, on 

his expressing his willingness to give· evidence. 
Mr. Grant withdrew. 
Mr. Henry Dobson was further examined before tho Committee. 
Mr. Butler addressed the Committee in support of the Bill. 
The Minutes of the last Meeting' were read and confirmed. 
The Committee adjourned till 3·30 o'clock this afternoon. 
The Committee met again at 3·30 o'clock. · · . . 
1liembers present.-Mr. Propsting, Mr. Gaffney, Mr. Sadler, Mr. Urquhart., and Mr. Guesdon. 
Mr. Guesdon took the Chair. · 
The Committee considered the Prf'amble of' the Bill. 
The Question being put-That the Preamble be found proved. 
The Committee divided. 

AYES, 
Mr. Propsting. 
Mr. Urquhart.· 

NoEs. 
Mr. Gaffney. 
Mr. Sadler. 

The Acting Chairman, Mr. Guesdon, voted with the Ayes. 
So it was resolved in the Affirmative. , . . _ .. 
The Committee then entered upon the consideration of' the various Clauses of the Bill. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2. 

Amendments made (Mr. Propsting) :-
Page 2, line 14, after "expression," by striking out '.' the soid." Same line, after "Act," by inserting 

"No. L" 
Page 2, line 16, after "Act," by inserting "'l'he expression ' Act No. 2' shall mean 'The Great "' estern 

Hailway and Electric Ore~reduction Company Act Extension Act.' " 
"The expression ' Act No. 3' shall mean 'The Great W estem Railway and Electric Ore-red nction 

Company Act No. 3.' " . 
Page 2, line 24, after "Minister," by striking out "The expression 'The Government Railway shall 

mean the Derwent Valley Railway, and any extension thereof:'" 
Clausr, as amended, agreed to. · 
Clause 3. 

Amendments ~ade (Mr. Propsting) :-
Page 2, line 28, after '' of," uy striking out " the said." 
Same line, after "Act," by insertino- '' No. I." 
Same line, after·" to," by striking out "Section 83--In place of the word 'Two,' in the third line, 

the word ' Six ' is hereby inserted.'' . 
Page 2, line 31, alter "word," by striking"out "Two" and inserting "Four." 

Clause, as amended, agreed to . 
.At 4. o'clock tJ,t! Committee adjourned till 10·30 o'clock to-morrow. 
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FRIDAY, JULY 20·, 1900. 
The Committee met at 10·30 o'clock. 
Members p1·esent.-Mr. Propsting (Chairman), Mr. Guesdon, Mr. Urquhart, Mr._ Sadler, and Mr. Gaffney. 
The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confirmed. 
Ordei·ed, 'l'hat Mr. Henry Dobson be recalled to.give further evidence. (ilii·.Gaffney.) 
Mr. Dobson was called i1'i and. further examined before the Committee. · 
Mr. ·Dobson withdrew. 
Mr. Butler requested leave of the Committee to call further evidence on behalf of the Promoters. 
The application of Mr. Butler was granted. · 
'rhe Committee further considered the Clauses of the Bill. 
Clause 4. · 

Amendments made (Mr. Urquhart):-
Page 2, line 34, after "of'," by striking out "The Great w·estern Railway and Electric Ore-reduction Com

pany Act, No. 3," and inserting "Act No. l." 
.Page 2, line 35, after "to," by striking out-

. "Section 3-After the word 'hundred,' in the fourth, twelfth, and twenty-~ixth lines, the words 'and one' 
are inserted. · 

'' In place of the word 'August,' in the twelfth line, the word ' Fehr.nary-' is hereby substituted. 
" In place of the word '· Six,' in the last line of this Section, the words ' Seven years anrl six months' are 

hereby substituted," · · 
and inserting "Section 4-Af'ter the word 'hundred,' inserted by the 'rhird Section 9f Act No. 3, the 
words 'and one' are hereby inserted. . , · . 
"Section 5, Subsection v. (11)-In place of the word 'August, One thousand nine hundred,' inserted in 

the said Subsection by the Third Section of Act No-. 3, the words 'February, One thousand nine 
. hundred and one' are hereby substituted. · 
"Section ·5, Subsection v. ( c)--ln place of the :word ' Six,' inserted by the Thin! Section of Act No. 

. 2, the words ' Seven years and six months' are hereby inserted. . · 
"Section 171-ln place of the ·w9rd 'Six,' inserted in the twenty-seventh line of Ser.tion One hundred 

and seventy-one of Act No. 3, the words 'Seven years and Six months' are hereby inserted.'' 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. . . 
Clause 5. · · · 

Amendments made (Mr. Guesdon) :-
Page 2, line 42, after "in," by striking out " the said." 
Same line, after '' Act," by inserting "No. l." 
Page 2, line 45, after "in," by striking out "the said." 
Same line, after" Act," by inserting" No. l." 
Page 2, line 50, after "in," by striking out "the said." 
Same line, after "Act " by inserting "No. l." · . · 
Page 3, line 4, after .I to,'' by striking out "the said." 
Page 3, line 5, after "Act, by inserting "No. l ." . 
Page 3, line ll, after "sections," by striking out to the end of' the Clause, and inserting "If the 

Minister shall refuse to approve any working plan or section deposited with him under Section Seventeen 
of Act No. 1, because of such working plan or section showing a too-frequent use of the limit grades and 
curves mentioned in Section Fifteen of Act No. 1, then, in the event of any dispute arising as to t!-_e 
reasonableness of such refusal, such dispute shall be referred to an engineer to be appointed,· in writing, 
jointly by the Minister and the Promoters, and the decision of such engineer shall, in all cases, be final 
and conclusive." : 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. · 
Clause 6. 

Amendments made (Mr. Guesdon) :- . 
Page· 3, line 19, after '' of;" by striking out " the ~aid." 
Same line, after "A et," by inserting " No. l." 
Page,3, line 24, after" substituted," by striking out-

" Section 5 Subsection 1.-In place of the words' Derwent Valrey,' in the first and fourth lines, the 
word 'Government' is hereby substituted. . 

"Section 5 Subsection v. (c)-In JJlace of the words 'Five years,' in the third line, the words' Sev,m 
years and six months' are hereby substituted. · 

"Section 15-In place of the words 'Derwent Valley,' in the second line, the word 'Government' is 
. hereby substituted," · 

and inserting "Section 5 Subsection r.-After the word' Railway,' in the second and fourth lines, insert 
the words '·or any extension thereof.' . . 

"Section 15.-ln place of the words 'on the Derwent Valley Railway,' in the second line, the 
words 'distant about Thirty-five miles west of' Glenora' are hereby substituted.'' 

Clause, as amended, agreed tq. 
Clause 7.-

Amendments made (Mr. Guesdon) :-
Page 3, line 35~ after " of~" by striking out "the said." 
Same linr., after "Act," by inserting "No. l.'' 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 8. . 

Amendment made (Mr. Guesdon), page 3, line-41, after "in," by striking out '''rhe Great Western.Railway 
· and Electric Ore-reduction Company.'' · 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 9 agreed to. · 
Clause 10. 

Amendments made (Mr. Guesdon) :-
Page 3, line 52, after " ot," by striking· out "the said.'' 
Same line, after "Act," by inserting "No. l.'' . 

Clause, as· amended, agreed to. · 
Clause 11. 

Amendments made· (Mr. Guesdon) :-
Page 4, line 1, after "in," by striking out '' the said," 
Same line, after " Act," by inserting " No. L" · 
Page 4, line 3, after " by," by striking out "the said.'' 
Same line, after " A et," by inserting "No. l." . 
Page 4, line 5, after '' Promoters," by stl'iking out to the end of' the Clause, 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause i2. 

Amendments made (Mr, Guesdon) :-
Page 4, line 15, after '' by," by striking out "the said." 
Same liue, after" Act," Ly inserting" No. _l." 

Clau8e, i;,s amended, agreed to. 
Clause la Lli~agreed to. . . · . 
The Committee adjourned till 2·30 o'clock this afternoon. 
The Committee met again at 2 · 30 o'clock. 

..: 

111emherspresent.-Mr. Propsting (Chairmau), Mr. Guesdon, and Mr. Gaffoey. 
The Chairman laid upon the Table a letter dated 19th July, ti-om Mr. Back, General Manager Tasmanian 

Go·:ernnrnnt Hailways, on trial of Langloh coal by Rrrilway Department (Appendix B) . 
. Mr. Sadler took his seat. 
l\'Ir. George E. Moore, M.Inst.C.E., was called in and examined. 
Mr. Urquhart took his seat. 
1.\fr. Moore withdrew. 
Mr. Eel ward James ~urgess was called in, and examined. 
Mr. Burgess withdrew. 
Mr. Butler put in a Paper by Mr. John Monash, M.C.E., containing a criticism or" certain documents relating 

to f:rn Great W estr.rn Hail way ot Tasmania. . 
Ordered, That the document be printed (Appendix C). 
Clause 14. 

Amendments made (Mr. Guesdon) :- . 
Page 4, line 19, aft11r "and," by striking out "The Great Western Railway and ·Electric Ore-reduction 

Company." · 
Page 4, line 20, after" Act," _by inserting" No. l." 
Same line, µSter '' and," by striking out" The Great Western Railway and Electric Ore-reduction Company 

Act, No. 3," and inserting "the Acts amending the same." · 
Clause, us amended, agreed to. 
'fhe Committee adjourned till 6 · 5 o'clock, 
'!'he Committee met again at 6·5 o'clock. _ 
111embers present.-Mr. Propsting (Chairman), Mr. Minister of Lands and Works, Mr. Gaffney, Mr. Guesdon, 

Mr. Sadler, and Mr. Urquhart. · 
Draft Report brou~ht up and agreed to. 
'l'he Committee 1tdJourned sine die. . 

'-
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EVIDENCE. 

WEDNESDAY, 18TH JULY, _1900. 

MR, VIVIAN L. BUTLER, who appeared ·on behalf of the Promoters of the Bill, asked that he be 
allowed to reserve his address to the Committee until the conclusion of the evidence, 
which being granted, ne called-

HENRY DOBSON, e.-camined by Mr. But_ler. 

1. What is your narrie? Henry Dobson. 
2. Are yon one of the solicitors to the Great Western Railway and Electric Ore-reductioE 

Company ? Yes, in connection with Mr. Russell Young-. \,Ve a.re associated solicitm·s in Tasmani1;, 
for the Company, and we have been instructed by the Board in Sout.h Australia to introduce this 
Bill into Parliament. · 

3. Can yon state shortly the reas,rns for the Compauy coming to Parliament and asking for 
an extension of time as to the recommencement of the constrnction:__the_reasons, I take it, which 
are shown in the correspondence which has taken place between the Government and· the Com
pany? The reasons for which we ask for the time to commence and complete construction of the 
line are set forth in Parliamentary ·Paper No. 17, and in the evidence given before· the Select. 
Committee on No. 3 Bill of the Company. By these, it is shown that the whoie of the capital of 
the Company was as underwritten, according to the statement of Mr. Palmer, and that statement 
is confirmed by .the Agent-General, Sir Philip Fysh, and it is also practically confirmed by 
Messrs. Norton, Rose, and Norton, one of the first solicitorn' firms of Great Britain. The 
contract for the construction of the line was actually signed by Pauling and Co., bnt the absolute 
step of putting· the Company on the market was stopped, owing· to two or three telegrams sent 
to London by the then Premier. . 

4. Would you state what was the effect of these telegrams? These telegrams were sent, I 
believe, by the late Premier, in the interpsts of the Colony, that he was acting for the hest interests of 
the Colony, but they were misread, or misinterpret.Ad, at Home, and from circumstances, the. pur
port of which we have since gathered, it was the natural effect that wonld be created in the minds 
of the promoters and Eng·lish financiers by those telegrams, that the Government ~f Tasmania was 
hostile to the undertaking. The refusal of the Government to allow Sir Philip Fysh to join the 
board of directors of this Company, as pointed out in the correspondence, when it was remembered 
that Sir Edward Braddon, when Premier, had joined the board of directors of the .Emu Bay 
Railway Company, had a most·prejudicial effect. All these facts created an impression in London 
that the Government was hostile to the scheme, and that there were some disadvantag·eous facts in 
connection with the Company and its concessions known to the Government, but which had been 
withheld from the English people. All these facts are found in the Appendices to the- Report 
of the Select Committee 011 No. 3 Bill, and caused the Company to stay its hand when, in the words 
of Messrs. Norton, Rose, & Norton, they had no doubt that the Company's capital would have been 
subscribed. · 

5. Was anything said about the New Zealand Midland Ra.ilway? Yes, the correspondence 
points out that in New Zealand and \Vest Australia two Colonial Governments had, in the opinio11 
of t.he London Stock Exchange and English -investors, acted in such a way as to raise suspicions of 
Colonial Governments. It was pointed out that the Gnvernments named in the first instance were 
favourable, and that difficulties were not raised or hostility shown until the works in question were 
in course of. construction ; whereas, in Tasmania, the Oovernment raised o~jections and showed 
hostility before the undertaking· was commenced. I mi;!:ht also say tlu1t the telegrams sent' by the 
late -Premier to E!]gland, dealing with the lap~ing· of conces:oions, was quite uni1Helligible to the 
Company's solicitors and to the Promoters' Agents in London, because they were told at the very 
same time that the· Govemment was prneeediug in the matter of treating the concessions as a living 
concern-that i~, the Company was led to believe that the concessions were alive, and whilst so 
negotiating were suddenly informed by telegram that their concessions had lapsed months previously. 
Under all these circumstances it was quite natural that the Promoters and English investors should 
arrive at the conclusion that the Government was hostile to the undertaking·, and did not wish to 
f;ee the project carried out. Further information on the subject of the position of the Company 
at that time is given in the letters of the Agent-General and others, of the quoted correspondence, 
all leading· the people in London to believe that the Government was hostile, and did not wish 
them to proceed with the undertaking. Admitting that they werP. kd to this belief by misreading 
or misinterpreting the telegrams of tlrn late Premier, yet the fact remains that under the circum
stances the Pr~h1oters were unable to proceed with the flotation. Mr. Brunlees distinctly 
points out one reasou why they had cause to fear the hostility of the Government, was 
the fact of Sir Philip Fysh being refnsed pern1ission to join the board of directors, 

. whereas Sir Edward Braddon, whilst Premier, was allowe~l to ::.et as a ])irector fo1· the Emu Ba1 



(No. 38.) 

8 

Company. All these show reasonable grounds for misconstrnction, and caused the application of 
some £200,000 of the underwritten debent11rns to Le withdrawn. The pHople at Home lost all con
fidHnce, and the whole matter came to a standstill. Then, when the la::;t Seleet Committee sat, it 
was shown that nothing would restore confidence in. the minds of the English investors. in the 
undertaking, unless sorue guarantee was given by the Government. During the recent negotiations 
between the Promoters and the Government, the Promoters at the outset asked the Government 
for finaneial aid, but the Govenrnient could not see their way to mix themselves up with the P1:o
moters, or with the Cornp!1ny. Now, it is proposed that the Government build 35 miles of the 
railway, starting from Glenora, leaving the Company to construct the remainder. 

6. Is the object of the Company fo obtain :financial aid, or merely to have confidence restored 
in the minds of investors as to the position of the Government? I understand that the great 
object is to restore confidence, to remove the idea that the Government is hostile to the undertaking. 
I learn that no one in England will touch the undertaking unless it is definitely shown that the 
Govemment desire to see the work constructed. Now £200,000 of the amount underwritten has 
been· withdrawn. · 

7. Is it not a fact that it is not so much that monetary aid is wanted as that assurance or 
guarantee should be given of the rein oval of the believed hostility on the part of the Government? 
I have said that this is the first reason; hut, of course, all Promoters are g·la<l to get money in tliis 
way, as it helps them to obtain other capital. · 

8. With your considerable knowledge of the political, industrial, and commercial interests of 
the Colony, do you think that it would be an advantage to the Colony to have this railway bui.lt by 
the C_ompany? With my knowledge of.the financial and indnstrial position of the Colony I am 
confident that hardly any other railway has been built in this Island on such advantageous terms to 
the Country as the terms proposed for this railway. 'fake the Scottsdale line, for instance; it ha,i 
co,;t the taxpayers, ever since it was constructed, twelve years ago, between £13,000 and £14,000 
per year. This sum, the taxpayers of the whole Colony have had to contribnte annually to provide 
.the people of Lannceston·and of the North-East.em districts with milway communication. That 
railway has cost the Colony more than double tlrn sum annually which it is now proposed to 
contribute for this railway, and if you compared the interest Ht :J½ per cent., the total loss is over a 
quarter of a million. Moreover, the Great Western Hail way will _rent from the Colony tlie 
£200,000 worth of railway constructed by the Government at a re11tal of £7000 per year,· and if 
a11y part of that .rent be not paid, then the whole of the Company's line, rig·ht on to the \Vest 
Coast, is to be forfeited to the Government. 

9. Are you acq nainted with the West Coa~t? Yes. 
10. Is the population there large ? Yes; and as the mine~ are developed the population 

mcreases. 
11. Are there many mines in the Western district lying p1•actically idle for the want of railway 

communi?ation? It is said so, but I do not know that any material mineral discoveries have been 
. made along the route of this proposed railway. 

12. Will not the·Great Western Railway, when constr"ncted, serve the outlying portions of the 
Zeehan and Dundas fields"? I do not know sufficient of' the country to g·ive an opinion on that 
question. . 
· · ):3. Do you think, then, that by assisting thi, Comp:tny to construct the railway the Colony is 
getting a g·ood bargain? I do, certainly. As before stated, I do not know of any railway built on 
such advantageous terms to the Colony. These terms Hre that the Colony shall Pnly contribute 
one-fifth, or at most one-fourth, of the whole of the cost of construction, and if you applied that 
principle to all the railways of the Colony the country would to-day be in an enormously better 
position. For instance, take.J;he propose;] Wilmot Railway; if yon could get that line built on such 
terms, I make bold to say that we would get more favournble terms for the country than under the 
proposal that the Government shall const.ruct the line an<l accept the whole of the responsibilities. 
The same applies to the Ulverstone-Burriie and proposed Flowerdale lines. I believe that if 
you could get syndicates· to build three-fourths of those_ lines you would make better terms 
for the Colony than Ly the Government accepting· the entire liability. 'l'he cost to the Colony 
in constructing those lines- will be gTeater to tlie taxpayers than would be even the whole of the 
interest on the £200,00(J for the Great W esteru line, even -without the ren ta! to be paid· by the 
Compauy. The real quest.ion is as to the risk of £6000 a· year, and the very gTeat advantag:es 
that will accrue from the Great Western line against, for instance, the Scottsdale, with an ausolute 
loss of nearly £1_4,000 a year. ·vvhen we conside1; the splendid land in the Florentine Valley, 
and· the mineral country along the· route, the advantag·es of opening· up this country must be of' 
enormous benefit _to the Colony. · · 

.14. Is it. the. opinion of Sir Philip Fysh tha,t the proposed bargain would be a g·ood one for -
the Colony? Yes, that is the opinion of Sir Philip Fysh as set forth in his letters, and no man 
knows more about 'l'asmania and its financial condition than does Sir Philip Fysh. In his letter 
published in the Appendices to the report of the last Sel~ct .Committee, Sir Philip, I take it, is 
decidedly of opinion that it would be well worth the while of the Colony to accept the risk of 
loss of £6000 a year to obtain this railway. , · 

15. Is there anything more you -would like to say? Of course, the Company 1·equires further 
time to construct. the line, and I really think that, under the circumstances, the Committee should l,e 
liberal in this respect at least, and give the Colli pa ny reasonable time. All the amendments in the 
Bill now before the Committee are consequential upon the policy of the G(Jvernment in the -Bill 
·which they intend to introduce, and which is based upon the compromise arrived at, Thr, l3ill, 
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has been submitted to Ministers, an<l I believe that the Crown Law Officer:,; have 110 objection 
excepting in the way of· making a few verbal alterations. -

16. The objections of the Crnwn Law Officers, I think, are merely verbal amendments to 
bring the Company's Bill into co11formity with the prop·.,sals of the Government? Yes, exactly. 

17. Take the correspondence published i11 Parliamentary Paper No. 17.-You are aware that 
the Government, before granti11g any assistance, insist on the Company ;.:urrendering· certain 
privileges? Yes; in that correspondence the Government have refused to assist the Company 
under the original terms of the Act; lmt. under certain conditions they propose to continue the 
Derwent Valley railway 35 miles along· the route of the Great Western line. 'l'his 35 miles will 
carry the G,ivernment railway through the Florentine Valley. 

18. Are the present Government favour.able to au extension of time being granted to the 
C~mpany? Yes, I believe so. In fact, it is necessary to do so to carry out the proposed compro
mise, ,because, before the compromise is given effect to, the time to recommence construction will 
have transpired. · 

19. By t!te Chairman.-Your Bill can be divided into two parts-the first part providing for 
an-extension-of time, and the second part providiug for an alternative line? Yes. 

:LO. Can you suggest to the Company any verual alterations which appear to be necessary in 
the Draft Bill? I understand it is proposed by Mr. Butler to deal with that at a later stage of 
the inquiry. 

, 21. By Mr. Guesdon.-From facts within yoqr kuowledge, and correspondence receiyed, do 
you feel satisfied that if the Government proposals are ratified by Parliament that the Company 
will be successfully floated ? I am of opinion, from letters received from the Company's officers, and 
also from the Agent-General, that the required capital would have undoubtedly been found haci it 
not been for the telegrams sent by the, then Premier, but I am not prepared to say what the effect 
will be if the Governme11t now insist ou taking· away from the Company the privilege already 
given them, as to the use of the curves and grades. Mr. Pauling- is very emphatic in insisting that 
this concession shall be retaizwd, and Nor ton, Hose, & Norton declare that the contractors will build 
nothing if you place the control of the limitation of the curves and grades in the hands of the Govern
ment. The Government; however, insist un that concession bei11g·- surrendered, and I cannot say 
what the eflect of that will be. 

22. Have you a knowledge of the character of the country through which the line will pass? 
I have not much personal knowledg·e of the couutry. . . 

23. Do you consider that it would be reasonable if the Government were to provide by 
special legislation that the revenue from the alternate blocks along the li11e should be set aside as a 
sinking fn11d to liquidate, say in 25 years, the £200,000 proposed to be expended by the Govern 111e:1t 
on the railway that the sinking fund should am,,nnt in that period to sufficient to ·cover the cost of 
constrnction? I could not answer that; l have not given it any consideration. 

24. The land to be traversed is quite useless now'/ Yes, and will be, until it is opeue<l np. 
25. vV ould this railway not give a value to the lau( retained by the Government? Yes, 

undoubtedly. 
26. If you were now a Minister of 'the Crown would you collsider it as very probable that y(Ju 

would· receive a co1,siderable reveuue from these alteruate blocks? If the reports of experts are 
borne out there should be a considerable revenue received by the Government from the alternate 
blocks. All these phase$ of the case have beeu considered by the people at Home, and Sir Philip 
Fysh distinctly says that he did not acc,~pr a seat on the board of directors until the board were 
seized of aU the facts, and were iu full possession of the true prospects of thfl Compa_ny. . 

27. By Mr. _Sadler -Do the Company propose tu go on with the Ore-reduct10n and Elec~ric 
Works? Mr. Palmer states that a separate company, with a capital of £200,000, was bemg; 
formed for the ore-red nction works, and to supply electricity. 

28. You state that if the Government sub:,;cribe £200,000 for the construction of 35 miles, and 
t.he Great Western Railway Company guarantee the interest, and, in the event of their failing· to 
pay the rent, that the whole line shall revert to the Government? · If the Compauy do not pay 
£7000 rental for that portiou of the line constructed by the Government the whole line will be 
forfeited. I take it for g·ranted this term will be imposed. 

2Y. Of course you know that Mr. Palrner, in his evidence on the first Bill, said that there 
would be a "loss of about £40,000 a year in working the railway i That was considerably qualified: 
that estimate was based on the line costing £10,000 a mile. . 

30. But at any rate it would not be a good thing for the Government to take over the line ? 
Not if it is a losing concern. 

31. Are you aware that the g-ross earnings of the Main Line Railway are· only between 
£60,000 and £70,000 per year ? I believe that is so. ' _ 

32. You think that the Company would have been floated if those telegrams had not been 
sent Home ? Yes, I have every reason to believe so. 

33. I suppose that. the Promoters had the Bill bef'01:e them showing the provision in reg·ard 
to the curves aud grades? Yes, and Sir Philip Fysh pointed out tu them that one clau~e was 
specially put into the Bill to give the contractors the control of the curves and grades, but it was 
interpreted by the Government to read hostilely to the Promoters. 

34. 1:',upposing that when the Goverurnent propose (o constrnct this 35 miles of railway that 
Parliament refuses to vote the £200,000-will the G1·eat Western people go on with the work,_and 
commence construction within the six 1uouths asked for? If Parliament will not vote thE 
£200,000 I · do not see much hope for the Company, Certainly! in sL1ch case1 si~ 



(No. 38.) 

10 
months will not be sufficient. It is so hard to take up what is called on the London market 
a" fl5,-bluwn" proposal, that I \'ery much doubt a successful flotation being obtained, but !~ey 
c;ertair1ly will rPqnire more time. If 1he·developu1ents on the West Coast increa~e, anJ electncny 
c11mes more i11to use, they may manage it, but l have serious doubts on the ~ubject. 

35. By Jvlr. G"JlnPy.-Do you not thiuk that t11e fact of the Prnmoters asking for so _large a 
slice when the capital of the Compa11y at present is only £4:4,000? I think•you are confn,rng ~lie 
old co111pany in Adelaide, with tlte new ('0111pany- in London. In the old compa11y the capital 
was £40,00U. . . 

36. In your evidence you have said that you do not think the Company will go on with the 
undertaking if the Government do not build 35 mile;; of the line-is that so? I do not think that 
the Company can float the whole undertakiug-an undertaking which has been hawked about
succPssfully, without some-assistance fr;>m the GovPrnmeut. 

37. 'I'he Governmeut can only aff.,rd thi,, a~sistance by the consent of Parliament-what 
p0Eitio11 will the Company be in if Parliament does not vote the lllOlley '( All we can do i11 that 
ca,;e is to ask Parliament tu extend ti111e, for say I :2 mouths lunger, otherwise the whole thii1g would 
lapse perma11e11tly. 

38. If thP money were not voted, yoµ would have to ask for further exten,-ion of time? I 
do pot think that if tlrny had to com111e11ce the whole thing· over again without any help ~i·om the 
Government that they could possibly float the Company in six mouths. I doubt if they could 
float it at all. · 

3~1. Seeing that the Great \Vestern Comf>any have been asking· fur further concessions and 
alterations in their Bill ever since 1896, and do not sP,e111 to be a11y more forward, I would like to 
get something satisfactory and definite-if we 110w exreud t.heii- time for only six months, will we 
be any further forward than we al'e now-what reasun have you to believe that if Parliament 
does not. vote the £200,000 the Company will be in any better position than it is now? I have 
already explained that, on the receipt of the telegrams sent to London by the late Premier, the 
greatest distrust was CJ'eated in the minds of the English people. The opinion created was that 
the Government had some information in its possession which had not been given to the peop!fi in 
Loudon. The capital was underwritten, but the undertaking bad to be stopped on accouut of those 
cablei-, and if the Government will nut build 35 miles, then the Company will be in a much :worse 
position than before, because the people in England will thiuk that the _Government or Parliament 
do not wish the railway to be built. 

40. Do _you 1101 think that the fact of the Promoters asking· so ·much out of the flotation had 
sr11:,ethmg to do with the difficulties in floatiug '! I do 110t think so, and I am sorry that this 
irnpre1>s1m1 ha!-' g·a.ined ground. The ordinary shares which the Promoters are to take are a mere 
11- •thmg. I challeng-e anyone of the Committee to instance another company which has been so 
uwderate i11 the flotation as this Company.. If you deal with the cash to be distributed, .Messrs. 
Pauling· will take, in ordinary shares, half the cost of construction, and I doubt if the ordinary 
shares are worth much now on the London marlrnt. · 

41. The Promoters are asking £60,000 cash, whilst the share capital is only £44,000? The 
£60,000 is to pay for everything-all the expenses incurred by the Company since 1896. You ar.e 
quoting the capital of the,Adelaide Compauy, £40,000. 

42. They are also asking 200,000 ordinary shares? Suppose the Company said they would 
sell those shares-now what would they be worth? You are i-praking of the old prospectus. 

43. Have not the shares to ·be held by the Promoters the first call 011 the profits? No, the 
last. call. The debentures have the first call; then the preferential shares. The or<lin_ary shai·es 
only co111e in after these share;; have been provided for. 

44. Aftpr these shares and_ cash are taken by the Promotel's, will there remain sufficient 
money to build a railway to the West Coast? Yes. Messrs. Pauling & Co., the coutmctors, are 
responsible for underwriting the £500,000 worth of preferential shares; and I do not_ thi11k tba.t 
the Colony cau possibly complaiu that anyone is gettiug too much " buntz" out of it. 

45. Only 20 miles of the construction survey have been made. Are Pauling & Co. prepared 
to tiign a coutmct for the coustructiou of the whole line without a s·urvey? Yes, they have sigued 
the contract. They have sufficient information to enable them to make .up t.heir minds; and the 
contrnct was actually ~igued and the capital subscribed wheu the telegrams sent by the late Premier 
were received· in Loiidon. 

. 4o. In the event of the Govemment not building· these 35 miles of the line, will not the 
Company have at once to ask for further time? . l ~lwnld advise the Company to ask for another 
,ix 111ontbs. I anticipate that if the Government do 11ot grant this as:;;istance there will be such 
disappoi11t111ent in the minds of the English inve~tors that they would withdraw from the concern, 
and the ,vhole tliing would have to be done over again. · 

. 47. Do you 1hiuk. it wise to only ask for six months' time, when if the money ask.eel for is not 
rnted, the Compa11y will have to come to Parliament immediately for a further exteusion of tirne? 
I think that your i-ug·gestion .is a g·ood one, aud that. the furtlrnr exte11sion of time should beg-ranted 
uow ... The Company is uow asking for six mouths becausH we were led to believe, by·lVJinisters, 
tlrn.t we would not get any further. time. 

48. I do not want to put any obstacles in the way, but I think that tl.iis Company has had 
very fair time to decide whet.her they will go on with tile, undertaking, especially as they have such 
lnrge concessions-what further time would you want? I should say that a further six 1nonths 
would be sufficieut for the alternativ? _railway, aud twelve mouths for the orig-inal railway. 
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FREDERICK BACK, called arid examined. 
' . 

49; By the Minister of .Railways.- 'What is your name, and position? Frederick Back; I 
am General Manager of Railways iu Tasmallia. . 

50. HavP you read the proposed Bill now before the Committee? Yes. 
51. You know the purport of it? I thillk so. 
52. The Company is asking for Ax tension of time? Yes. 
53. You had something to do with the preparation of the specifications of the original Act ? Yes. 
54. They were, I think, prepared by the Government Engineer-were those specifications much 

better for the Colony than tho;;e wf1ich Wtl passed in the amending Bill ld.st Se,-sion? I think ;;o .. 
55. Have you noticpd the amendments in this Bill with regard to construction? Yes. " 
56. And the provision for the supervision of the work by the Governmerit Engineed Yes. 
57. That gives the control of the limitation of the curves and grades to the Government 

Engineer ? Yes. , . . 
58. Are such provisions more satisfactory than the existing ones? Yes; I thillk so, decidedly. 

Sub-section 4 of :,ectio11 5 requires an altE>ration to bring it into line with .the original Act. 
,59. What alteration would you sug~est? Why nut adhere tu the wording· of the original 

Act? The original Act, Clause 19 provides :-:-" The Governor in Council may, at the cust, of 
the Promoters, from time to time appoint one or. more officers to inspect the mid r::tilway during 
the constmcrion thereof, and it shall be law.fol for every officer sq appointed for the pnrpose afore
said from tir11e to time to enter upou the said railway during the constrnction thereof and to inspect 
the manner in which the same is being constructed, and the condition and state of repair thereot: 
and the Minister, up1J11 the report of any such officer as aforesaid, uiay require the Promoters to 
make such additions or repairs to the said railway as rmiy be necessary .to make the said 
railway comply with the plans, sections, and specifications thereof approv~µ of by the Minister or 
to e11sure the safety of the said railway ; and the Promoters shall, within such time as the Minister 
shall require, make all such ad1iitions or repairs to the said railway as the Minister shall so require 
as aforesaid." But here i11 the amending ll,11 you import a fresh conditiuu _by. placing the control 
in an engineer appuinred by tbe Minister. l fail to see any advantage by such change, and 
would suggest that you adhere to the wording uf the original Act, aud to make it quite clear, I 
suggest that the clause read in this form--" The lllinim urn curves aml maxim um grades shall o·uly 
be used within such reaso11able j,uits as will meet with tile approval of the Goverurneut Inspecting 
Officer whose appointment is provided for in ::,ection 19 of the original Act." 

60. lu other woi·ds, you want the conditions · of the original Act adhered to ? I think. so. 
I have gone into this matcer with sollle little care-that is. the subject of curves and 
grades- and I repeat ·now what I said when the matter wa~ pla,'.ed in my hands to report on, tliat the 
indiscriminate use of the 111inimum curves and maximum gTadt;JS would give you a cheap surface 
lin!;l, and iny conti=mtion has si11ce been borne out. 'l'lle Promoters asserted that unless they had 
absolute power to use tbe minimum curves aud maximum grades as often as they deemed tit, the 
coutractor would not take up the work. Now, it is asserted, that if the Government makes·35 
miles of the line, then the Pi•o1noters are prepared to waive their right to indi~criminate use. of 
minimum curves and gradients; but if the Government will nut wake the 35 miles, they still 

. wish to re1ai11 their rights. What differeuce can the constructiou of 35 mile:; by the Guvernment make 
in this ma_t.ter? And why should not the (J:overrnneut r.etain the right to say what curves and 
grades shuuld .be used, as origiually, in the Bill? 

6 L You think it desirable that the p!'ovisions re curves and g1'.ades should be iJ,ltered back .t,, 
the terms of the original Act? I think so. I think the alteration in the original Act should never 
have been made, and if further concessions are now to be given by the Government, l think 
those reasonable precautions against a cheap and light line should be maintained. . 

62. You think that the concessions previously given by the Government should now be taken 
from the Cumpauy? Yes; a quid pro q,w bei11g given in the shape of fresh concessions. I think it 
only reaso11able to revert to the provisions of the original Act, which should, in my opinion, never 
have been departed. frorn. · 
· 63. ln any case, is it not exceedingly desirable that the Government should obtain an amend
ment of the provision in the amending Act dealing with the control of the curves and grades? I 
think it is all-importaut. 

64. \Vithout asking y_ou for any exact figures, can you give .us any idea whether the construc
tion t,f the line under the conditions of the original Act would be very much higher than it would be 
under the amending· Act? If the Company were allowed the uulimited use of these curves and 
grades they could make a very cheap line, a11d not such a line as woulrJ be typical of the standard 
lines-of Ta~mauia. They could, under such circumstances, make a cheap line, because they could 
make .an indifferent one. 

65. So that if we impose these conditions upon them, it means a considerable increase in ~he 
cost of the line to the Cou1 pany ? Not if they -carry out their first intention of building a st'."ndar~ line ; 
but the Act, as it stands at present, will give them power to make the cheapest possible. hue, by 
reducing earthworks and other expenditure. . . 

66. Will the change in weig-ht in rails from 4;3 lbs. to 61J lbs •. per, yard be au ad.vantage? 
Yes, both to the Colony a11d to the Prnmoters: to the Colony, giving them a better line, and to the 
Company, in that they vvill be enabled to use heavier engines, and thus be_able to.draw heavie_r loads. 
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67. But it. will increasP the cost. of c,mstructiun? Yes. 
68. And the incl'ease in the ba1!ast? Yes, the incl'ease in the ballasting, and heavier rails, 

will give yon a stronl!·er and better line; a11d if the standal'd is kept up, as it should be, it will give 
you a very much better line. You will then have the same line as tlrnt portion of the lVIain Line 
from Colebrook to Hobart, where we have the 60-lb. raik The advantage would be that they 
would be able to nse heavier engi11es, and draw bigger loads. 

6IJ. Have you considered the question of the exte11sion of the Derwent \'alley Line? Yes, 
12 or 14 years ago, undel' instrnctions from the Government, l spent some time on both banks 
of the river, examining· the country; and the result of my investigatio11s is to be found m a 
.Parliame11ta ry Paper. 

70. Did you make any recommendation at that time? Yes. 
71. ,vas that recomrnendation in the direction ofan extension? Yes, the matte!' on which I 

wa,- directed to report was as to which was the better ronte to leave Glenora-by the river bank or 
via Ellendale-the latter being- 1 ~ or 2 miles tlrn longer. I favoured the Ellendale route. 

72. That is practically the route adopted by the Great W e!-tem Hail way? Yes, but my 
recommP.ndation_was as to one of two given routes, not. the best route. 

73. vVas the object of the extension; then, on to the West Coast? No; from Hobart to the 
Onse was the object at that time. I think that. was the intention. 

74. Apart from t.he construction of the Great Western Railway, would you be prepared to 
recommend the Government to nrnke an extensio11 of the Derwent Valley Line now? I would be 
di,-posed to recommend the extension of that line to the Ouse, b1,1t before giving auy definite recom
u1endation I would want. to make myself much lllOre acquainted with thP. country. . 

75. You know that in the Florentine Valley there is a large area of really first-class :1and? 
I have heard snch very contradictory reports of that conntr.y that really I <lo not know. 

76. VI' e have reliable reports, an<l granted that there are 20,000 acres of first-class land in the 
Florentine Valley, will it, in your opinion, be only a matter of time before a railway is constructed to 
that k,cality-would there be any possibility of developing· that country without a railway, and 
utilising the land for agricultural purposes? Probably not. I du not see how the land could be 
utilised for agriculture without a railway. 

. 77. Under the Bill now before the Committee the Company are asking for an extension of 
time, giving them t<> 1.904 to complete the line-is that a reasonable time to ask? Yes; certaiuly 
not too long-. I would not undertake to build the line under five years. It will take at least a 
year foi· the construction survey. 

'."'8. The Bill before the Committee imposes on the Promoters the work of commencing· from 
Gormanst.on, or th.e western terminus ~imultaneously with a commencement at the Glenora end
woulci the construction from the two e11~s as prop .. sed pr11ve more expen~ive than if all the work 
were done from one end ? Yes ; .there would be additional plant, engines, &c. 

7!J. ,v ou ld that add runch to the co,-t? Considerably; there would be extra plaut and super
v1s10n. 

· 80 By ,llr. Sadler.-What is your opinion of the U-overnm!:)nt building· 35 miles of this line? 
My_ opinion is that the GovernmPnt should keep the Company to their original Act. 
· 81. Supposing there are 20,UO0 acres of good agricultural land in the .Florentine Valley, would 

you recommend the Government building a railway at a cost of £20(),000, to opeu up 20,000 acres 
of g .. ud land? No, not for that alone, it would not yield sufficient traffic. From a purely com-
mercial poiut of view-that is purely from a Hailway Mauager's point of vie\\·-no. · 

82. By J.vlr Guesdon.-Have you ronsidned clause 26 ot the original Act, which reads
" No part of the said railway shall be opened for public traffic until such officer as the Governor in 
Council may appoint has certified that. such part of the said railway ha~ been efficiently coustrncted 
in accordance with the provisious of this Act, and all t.he rolling stock to be used thereon is in good 
and Ffficient condition an<l l'PJ>air, and may be safely used for public traffic thereon. Should the 
Promoters work the said railway by steam locomotives, then they shall adopt such types of loco
motives, rolli11g stock, brakes, couplings, and other appliances as may be .approved by the officer 
appointed by the Governor in Council for such purpose."-Does uot _this clause ensure the con
struction of a good, safe railway? I think that. Mr. GuesJon has fallen iuto a mistake. Clause 
26 in the original Act provides that the officer appointed by the Government shall see that. 
the line is constructed in accordance with the provi,-io11s of the Act. It provides that the 
curvature shall not be sharper than 5 chains or the gra<lieuts steeper thau I in 40, but the 
original Act does not provide that these eurves a11d gTades can be used as frequeutly as the 
Promoter,; choose-a reasonable restriction was provided. \Vitlwut this restriction yon would 
probably g·et a ,·ery much iuferior line. tlectio11 15, original Act, says-" The said railway 
shall be constructed and woi·ke<l from a terminus to be approved by t.he Minister 011 · the 
Derwent Valley Rail way, to a terminus to be approved by the M iuister within the Western 
Mining· Division, and shall have a gauge of three feet six inches, with curves of not less than five 
chain,- radiu~, anJ ,-tee! rails of not less than forty-three pounds to the yard, and gradients not 
steeper than I in 40 adhesive, 11r ~tee per than I in 12 where the ,\ bt, FPll, or other approved system 
may lie sanctioned by the Minister. Theline shall be constructed in terms of the specifieati9ns set 
forth in the Sclwdule hereto: Provided that after survey such deviations in the matter of grades and 
of minor details may be so modified as the General Manager of Railways may recommend the Minister 
to adopt." With all these provisions,.to which Mr. Guesdon has called my attention, it iii possible to 
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co11struct a line under tht~ A lllf'ndin/:!; Act. of au i11fo1·io1·, because cheape1·, character. • It would be 
possible to maintain the specified speed, and carry out other c<in_ditions· on a grade of I in 30, only 
you would not be able to draw such a heavy load; therefore the l in 40 grade is the more eco·nomical 
line. Cla u~e I 5, q uott>d fl hove, provide~ for the limitation in extent of curves of grades. The 
foll,,wing Clause 16 says:--" The said railway shall be coustructed in a substantial manner fit for 
the caniage of vehicles at a rate of not less than fifteen tl'iles per hour with H load of not less than 
eight tons upon each axle of every vehiclt>, and shall be maintained and worked by the Promoters, 
in arcordance with the provisions of this Act and subject thereto, to the satisfaction of the Governol' 
in Council or such officer as the Govp1•11or in Council may appoint." Therefore, in calli1i°g· my atten
tion to Clause 15, I think Mr. GnRsdon· will have to consider that this Clause provides only for 
supervision under the original Act To my mind. it is quite clear that Clause 15 should be read with 
Clauses 16 and 26. The provisi(Jns in Clause ] 5 are decidedly the provisions of the Act which 
govern these two Section,:. lf 1Vlr. Guesdon asks, :«"Would the provisions under Clauses 16 and 
26 prnve sufficient to guarantee you a good ·and proper line ? " l say no ; because, without 
provision to control the limitation of the use of the minimum curves and maximum grades, 
you could make a eheap and inferior line, and the stipulations in Clauses 16 and 2q could be got on 
a line with grades of l in 30. 

!'.i3. If the curves and grades arP. used at the discretion of the Company's engineer, would no.t 
the Colony be pr .. tected nnder the other Clauses, when the Government officer could step in and 
refuse to g·ive his certificate because the line was not safe? It would never reach that j.ioint, for 
the plans would be handed over to t11e officer of the Government before the work of construction 
was commenced. 

84. W ot1ld not safety and a proper line be g·uaranteed under Clause 26, as the Government 
officer may refuse to certify.to the line being- opened? No; you abandon all control if _you allow 
the 5-chain curves and maiimnm grades to be utilised at the mercy of the Company's e·11gi11eer 
without the GovPrument po~sessing· any power to limit their use, and you will get an i11forior line. 

85. B_11 Mr. Bntlr,r,-c You know that it is proposed to substitute 60-lb. rails for 43-lb.? Yes. 
86. ·Has not the cost of 1;ai1s increased lately? Yes, very considerably, within the last two or 

three years; 
87. Does not one of the conditions provide that the line, before being opened, shall be passed 

by a ·GovPrHrnPnt iuspector, to certify that it is safe for traffic? Yes; that is one of the 
conditions. 

88. [n Sub-section 5 of Clau,:e 5, it is provided among·st the conditions of fo_rfeiture-" .If the 
said railway is not completed, fully equipped and ready for traffic, to the satisfac1ion of the 
Governor iu Council," &c.-Is there not in this condition another sate-guard that the railway shell 
be built to the satisfaction of the Govern111ent, ·who, I presume, would be guided by their expert 
officers? Ye~, that. ~houlcl provide for the ~afoty of the line. 

89. You have expressed the fear of a merely surface ·line being built, unless the GovernmPnt 
retain power to limit the curves a11d grade,.;-could a surface line be built when the m_inimum 
curves and maximum grades are directly specified? Certainly not; a contour line could. 

• 90. What standard of line do you expect the Company to give to the Government? The 
standard that the Pnm10tPrs in their evidenre said they would give, aud under the conditions of 
the original Art. The evidence 011 whieh the Bill was gTanted by Parliament was -that the liue 
should be typiral of the ordinary standard of the Colony, and the Scottsdale line, being· regarded 
as typical, it was acr·epted as the stanciard. 

g1. You would be cr,ntent with a line llf _,he Scottsdale line type? 1 would_ not give an 
opinion. 

9'.2. The Scott~dale line has 5-eliai11 curves, and grades of 1 in 40? Yes; but they were 
used to advantag-,•, and wel'e not i'ut in without any control in their limit. 

93. ViThat is the speed 011 the Scottsdale line? It averages 18 miles per hour, but is capah.ie 
of a mueii higher speed. The speed i;; regulated (f:,r economical purposes) to carry a load. 

94. The Great \Vestern Railvray provides for a low speed.of 15 miles per hour? According 
to their Act-yes · . 

95. By thP Jlfrnister of Railwa.lJs.-A similai· prnvision, limitiug. the use of curves and grades, 
is in other railway sy11dic,1.te Acts, is it not? I think so. 

96. Has 1 hem been any corn plaint ot arbitrary acts on the part of the Government engineers 
in regard to this limitatiou t I hare not heard of any complaints. 

97. I would like your opinion as to whether the construction of a railway from Hobart to the 
West Coast. i~ likely to be a benefit to the Colony, apart from its strictly commercial aspect? That 
depends very much 011 what the Colony's liability is in the matter. 

98. Would it be advantageou~, apart altogether from the question of the Colony's liability? 
If the li11e were built to-u101Tow, it would not pay wages. . 

99. I din 11ot ask that- -would it be advantag·eous 1 I can only repeat my answer. 
100. The Scottsdale line· does uot pav? No. 
IOI. Is that line a bene:ryt to the ('ol~ny"? Yes, I suppose so, indirectly. 
102. Y om· Main Line dues not pay-is that line a benefit to the Colony? I suppose so; it pays 

one per qent. over working expenses If you pnr away from your consideration every financial 
~onsideration, and every ot.her risk, you ca11 say that a line to the West Coa~t would be a 
convenience. 
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103. By·Mr. Sadler.-If the line were built by an English syndicate, and the Government. had 
t,) find no money, would it not be an advantage? Not necessarily an advantage-it would be a 
c-rn venience. 

104. By the J1inister of 0'ailways.-W ill the line from Emu Bay to the "' est Coast be 
nothing more than a convenience? Yes, for they have an assured traffic. 

105. Has not that line already proved aµ a·dvan·tage, by causing the development of mines
North Farrell, to wit? I do not know if the railway had anything to do with that. 

106. Would not a line running through the heart of the country, much of which is mineral 
land, be an ad vautag-e ? You have n0thing to send from Hobart t.o the \Vest. Coast.. \Ve arn 
bringing in here everything· we eat. People will nut send stuff tu Hoba1-t to send it from here t.u 
the \Vest Coast. I do not see that the line would be anything more than a convenience fo1· a vt~ry 
considerable time tu come. · 

I 07. Then, with the knowledge of what it has done, and is doing, you think that r he railway 
communication given by the Emu _Bay-West Coast line, is only a convenience? No, I do 11ut 
say that. There is a certain amount of traffic assured on t.hat line; there is producH to ue sent from 
Emu Bay to the West Coast. You h<tve no produce to send from Hobart. I du not see what we 
have to carry. · 

108. You think it would be of no advantage to have a railw:iy constrncterl throngh what is 
known to be mineral country? Under existing condition", I do not think that the ad vantages 
would be vp.1•y great. If you found another Mt. Lyell it would be different.. 

109. By .1vI1-. Guesdon.-Have yon any knowledge of the· qua.utity of stock travelling overland 
from the Derwent Valley to the West Coast? I have an idea. 

110. Can you give us any figures on that point? No; only from what owners and drovers tell 
me. 

111. Did you give any opinion on t.he S1rahan-Zeehan line before it was coustrnctud '/ 1 was 
not asked for an opinion. 

112. By Mr. Butler.-When the Gov.ernment constrnct railways do they adopt the principle 
-that the railways shall pay before they undertake to· constrnct them? • I am afraid not, but the 
conditions are not the same; quite different principles guide a Government and a private company 
in the construction of railways. A company builds a railway for one object-only to make m1>111~y 
and pay dividends. A Government has a very much hig·her objP.ct-to open up and develop their 
country. If we had only private railways in Australia, not one-half the co4ntry would have been 
opened up. 

113 Do private railways always pay? .No; at least one-quarter of the private rnilways of the 
world do not pay dividends. 

114 Do you know a11ything· about the coal in the Derwent Valley country? Yes. 
115. Griwted that this coal is good-would it uot be a great advantage to the Zeehan fields to 

have connection by railway?, It. depends on the price at which it ca11 be lauded. 
116. Can they not put. it on the market at a cheaper rate 1han the S_ydney_anrl. other coals? I 

doubt it.- The coal in the Derwent. Valley is 011 private property, and it is not clean, like the 
Newcastle coal. , • 

117. Iu South Australia and New South Wales tlrny carry coal very cheaply to Broken Hill? 
Yes; the distance is about 266 miles, but the line is very level. They ca.J"ry coal on the ,:;ilvert.on 
tram, about 34 or 35 111iles, for 3s. 3d. per ton, and to Broken Hill for, I think, 12s. 3d. 

11 ~- Do you know the price of coal at Zeehan at present? At Zeehan it should be about 25s. 
1 ID. B.IJ the Minister of Railways.-Du you k110w that t.hey arn charging . :35s. a to11 for 

Newcastle coal at Zeehan by the truck?. I am not surprised. The railage is 5s. a ton. The coal 
can be lauded here at about J 7s. · 

120. By J.vlr. Sadler.-Wbat is the quality of the Hamilton coal? Somewhat similar to Mount. 
Nicholas coal in value: It. has not had a fair trial. What we had wa~ from the surface, and 
water-logged. , 

121. \Vould it do for steam purposes? You could use it, but it has not, however, had a fair 
trial. 

THURSDAY, 19TH . .fuLY, 1900. 

The Committee 111et at 1(1·45 A.ll! . 

.1vfr. Butler.-I h,\ve been asked by the Secretary of the Hobart Hailway .League if he 
mig·ht be present during· the proceedings, and also l\iir. Burgess, who is a Member of the Hohart 
Railway League, It is a very reasonable request to make This is a matter that i,,t.erest,; the 
League considerably, and the Committee ha.ve power to allow- _ 

J.llr. Sadler.-I do 11ot think it is a reasonable request. a.t all-the most n1111s1ial thiug- I 
ever heard of. 

Tlte Chairman (.i11r. Gue.~don).-It is entirely in the hands of the Committee. 
The 1.viinister ril Lands.-! have no personal objection, but of a.II the Committe011s I have 

ever sat on here I fail to know of one in which those interested were permitted to attend. 
Mr. B-utle1·.-I have seen other members preseut durmg the sittings. 
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The Mini,ster of Lands-You have not seen strangers present unless they have been 
~pecially interested and admitted -witnesses concerned may occasionally remain sometime. As a. 
matter of fact, everything tliat takes place in select committee is regarded as strictly confidential, 
and the member who divu!"ges anything outside is guilty of a _breach of privilege. That being the 
case, obviously, the meeting is not open to outsiders. 

Mi:. Butle1·.:--I make the application, that's all. Of course I abide by your ruling. 
The Chairman.-You have heard the expression of opinion. Personally, I do not like to 

depart from what is regarded as the practice, 

ROBERT CHARLES PATTERSON, called and examined. 

122. By the Minister of Railwa1;s.-What is you1· name ? Robert Charles Patterson. 
123. You are a Civil E,,gineer? I am. 
124. You have had a good deal of experience in railway construction? Yes . 
. 125. Are you acquainted with the specifications under which the Great Western Railway 

Company might construct a line from Gleuora to Zeehan ? Yes. 
126. I )o those specifications permit of a cheap and unserviceable line being· made? Are you 

referring to the original Act or the amended Act? 
127. The Act as ameuded ? The law as it stands, .pennits the Company to construct a surface 

li11e, using the mi1~imum curves and the maximum grndes as often as they please. 
. 128. vVhat won Id probably happen to a firm of contractors under such specifications? What 

would happen would .be exactly what has happened in this Colony before, in the case ,of 
the Main Line Railway Cornµany. That company, also, was allowed the indiscriminate use of 
minimum C'urves and maximum grndes. The result is that we have almost an absolutely surface 
line from Hobart to Evandale, with the exception of the tuvnel ; and for tradlic puposes, that line 
is crippled fur all time;- Ly tbe freque11t use of these minimum curves and maximum grades. 

129. If the condition allowing· the contractors to use as frequently as they please the maximum 
grade and the minimum curve was amended, and that use placed under the control of the Govern
ment or the Engineer of the Government, would that involve the Company in constructing a line 
at an inC'reased expense? Certainly. 

130. Increased to a very gTeat extent'? Possibly to a very great extent. Mess!'s. Pauling 
and ·son estimated that concession of the right to put in maximum grades and minimum .curves at 
their pleasure as being worth £200,000. 

131. Are you in a position yourself to give any apprnximate estimate of the differeuce in cost ? 
Well, I don't think I am; although, in the case of the Main Line Hailway, I oould give you i,.n 
approximate estimate. You yourself, in 'the House the other night, said that to ·make certain 
alterations in reduciug curves and g-rades at a point in the Main Line would cost £70,000. Possibly, 
the refusal of the concession as to curves aud grades would cost the Great Western contfactots 
more than £200,000. Without going over the country and seeing the survey, one could not say 
precisely; but it certainly would make a very large difference in enhancing· the cost of construction. 

132. You think-that, in the case of the construction of a line of that character, it would be desir
able fur the Government to resume the right of control over these matters of curves and gTadeE? 
Certainly. ·, 

133. You. have offered to construct the line yourself 011 the existing specifications for £600,000 ? 
Yes, for £600,000. . ' 

134. Was that a serious offer? A serious offer, whicli ::;till holds good. I s~10uld have to resig-n 
my seat, but I am still in a position to complete a11 arrnugement tu put-.£20,000 in the hands of the 
Government as guarantee at any time up to the eud of this year. That is a serious arrangement 
made with the bank. 

135. You think, then, that if the Company are asked to· give up the right they already hold to 
use the maximum grades and t.he minimum curves as freqneutly as they please, that will be asking 
them to do a thing that will involve a great inerease of cost in coustruction? No question about it. 

136. By J.lllr. Butler.-In Paper No. 17, Mr. Patterson, which of cour,;e you have read-it is 
the negotiations with the Government-you notice there that the Company has to commence. at 
Gorrnanston and the \\' estern terminus? Yes. 

137. Will that very much increase the cost of.constrnction? Well, I do not know; it is liabl~ 
to. To get .a line like this constructed from both ends, it would increase the cost, I suppose ; 
because you would have-

138. Two sets of plants'? Yes. 
139. Two sets of overseers-and men-two working parties? Yes, it would increase the cost 

certainly. . 
140. Is it not -the .usual practice i11 lines of this sort to cuunnence the construction from the 

lllost accessible end? Certainly. 
141. ~o that the Government, by imposing these terms upun the Promoters, are putting- them 

to further expense? U11doulnedly, but if the railway is to be constructed within a reasonable 
period, operations should be started from both ends. 
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142. Well, we know that the survey has been made fo1· a distance-when [ say the survey, 1 

mean the perma!1fmt way snrvey-for a distance of about five-and-twenty miles 't \Vell, l lrn.ve. 
seen twenty miles of it. 

· 143. That is from the Glenora end Yes. 
144. I will ask you first what definition you would give to the corn1Dfmcement of constrnction-· 

does it mean that construction commences when you conimence to make your c11ttings and tunnels, 
and so forth ; or does it mean when you commence to clear the line after your survey is made? 
If you follow the work up, that is the beginning of constrnction. · 

145. That is a question on which I wish to know your opinion-you will see my reason in a 
minute-accordi11g· to the Act., we have to commence construction within a certain time--six 
months ? Yes. · · 

146. vVPII, we ask now to have that time extended to the ffrst of Febrnary-the survey is 
made at present for twenty miles from this -end-- we shall have to commence the survey from 
G 11rmanston and the We'>tern terminus-we have to make this permanent survey ; and, if con
struction means earthworks and tunnels, and so forth, we would have to commence construction
now, how long, in your opinion, would it take to make a penuaneut survey and clear the country, 
in order to allow you to commence on earthworks and tun11els at the Gormanston and the Zeehan 
end?. Well if you. started the ~urvey, you could commence construction as soon as you had got 
the survex_three or four miles ahead. You have the survey for 20 miles ali·eady. 

147. And would yon start construction straight away with such a short amount of line 
surveyed ? I have. Yes; I have started construction with only two miles of survey before me. 
The survey ought to keep well ahead. 

14:-:. How long· should the survey take? It all depends 011 the number of men. The perma
nent survey would probably take twelve months, and the construction of the line would probably 
take three years; so that yon could always keep your survey well ahead· of your line under con• 
struction. 

l 49. That would be the detailed survey of the line? That is the working· survey-the line 
pegg·ed out with all the cros---sections, and so forth. 

150. Now, you know 1\-Iessrs. Pauling and S011 's coutract? Yes. 
J.51. Have you seen the coutract itself? I have seen extrncts from it. 
152. The price is £ J ,019,500 ? Yes: 
153. The length of the line is 160 miles-is that so? That is what is stated. That is wliat 

the contractors say. 
154. You offered to bui Id the liue for £600,000? Yes. 
15{). Do you include in that offer the rolling-stock, i-ails aud fastenings, sleepers, &c.'( 

Everything·. · 
156. That includes everything·? Everything. 
157. T'he11 what rails <lo you put in, and what ballast? I put in the rails that are specified. 
158 Forty-three-pound rails, and one thousand three hundred and thirty yards ballast? l 

carry out the specification in all respects. 
159. And what curves and grades-do you construct on Section 15 as passed iu the original 

Act, or on the Section as amended by the Act No. 3? On the Act as amended. 
160. Giving· you the opportunity of putting in minimum curves and maximum grades when 

and where and how you like ? As often as I please. 
161. Can you tf•ll me the length of the line that vou propose to build? I propose to build 

the railway whatever length it may be. • 
162. How long? F1·om information I got from surveyors it is under 140 miles in length. 
163. Can you tell me how mnch you have calculated per mile for the construction of the 

railway? Yes; if you will divide £600,000 by 140 you will get it exactly. · 
164. vV ould it be about £4000? · Between £4000 and £5000. I will tell yo11 ex,wtly iu a 

rnoment-roughly about £4300 per mile. 
165. Have you been thrnugh tlrn country through which the line passes? :Ko. 
166. Have you got any survey of it? I have seen the surveyors, and receive<l information 

from them; and I have_ also seen people who have gone through-Mr. Howard \Vright, and 1 

many other people. 
167. Theu, have you seen any survey or plans? I have seen the survey of the first 20 miles . 

.. 168. Then, is your estimate made on information received from other people? Yes; but 
r-rincipally from the fact that I am now allowed the nse of 5-chain curves and 1 in 40 grades, 
which in almost any country will give a surface line. 

169. \Vhat do you mean by a surface line? A line that adhe1·es closely to the naturnl sudaue, 
and follows the contour of the country. 

170. Does not every line do that? Certainly not. 
171. Within these limits of cnrves and o-r:-tdes? Certainly not. lf you allow a. coutracto1·, 

c,f almost any country in the world, to follow. th~ co11tour of the country, aud use such minimum 
cnrves and maximum g-rades whenever he likes, yon can have a continuous grade of I in 40 and 
continuous 5-chain curve,-, and so get a surface li11e, so long as there is no limit to the length. 

172. And could you g-et up to the Hpeed regulated by the Act'? Certaiuly. 
173. But would you have to put on heavier engines?. You would have to put. on the same 

engines as you have on the Main Line here. It. would be an inferior line for commercial and traffic 
purposes, of course. 
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174. You know the survey of the first _20 miles?. Yes. . 
175. Do yo1i see any ol::jection to that? I see two or· three verv objectionable curves·; but I 

could not say until I saw the ground whether they are necessary ~r not. One is about thrtJe 
parts of a circle. · . · . · .· . · . 

176. Do you knPw that these plans and surveys wern approved by the Government engineer? 
I know that they pl!ssed through his hands. . · 
. _ I 77. I may tell you that he stated t0 the Committee, when giving ev-idence here last year; that 

hE'l found no objection to the snrveys-do you know that? i'he objection I lrn,ve named is the oqly. 
objection I have to find, and that may bA inevitable. 

17H. Do you know the Scottsdale Railway? Very well. . . . . 
179. Ca11 that be taken as a guide to the construction of a •rail way to the West Coast? Th 

specifications and drawings can be taken as a guide. You cannot take the actual works as a guide, 
because they vary a g-ood deal on rliff<-'rent railways. . . . ·. · . . , 

180. As regards the carves aqd grade~, , particularly_, I would ask you . the quei,tion-Do 
not such curves and grades occur pretty frequently on that line?_ .\ot pretty frequently. They 
do occur. 

· 18l. These maximum and minimum curves? Yes; but they have not sac~ificed the utility 
lin1:1 to _them. . 

182. The speed is 18 miles an hour, is it not? I do not know They can travel fast0r than . 
tli.at. . . . . . ·.. • _ 

I 83. Would there be any objection to taking that line as a standard for a ._line to the- West 
Coast? _ You u:iean_ the curves and g-rades ~s employed there ?-yes. I do not thi11k there would 
be any ohjPction. One would like to know the c.ou11try; but I do not see that prima faci.e tliere is 
any objection. 

lt-<-1. You say you know the Scottsdale line ? - Yes. . 
185. You built- part of it? No ; . I estimated for it, and tendered for it. 
l "16 .. Now, is this country the Great Western will go through <liffir.ult co_untry? I believe that 

with thfl use of 5-chain curves and I in 40 grades it would be an extremely light li11e to make. 
187_. Putting that aside, is it rough country? Some of it is rough, and some of it very easy. 
188 .. You built the So_rell line? Yes. . _ 
189. 1~ the country the GrAat Western Railway will g·o through more difficult than the_ 

country from here to Sornll ? Much morn expP.nsive works : no comparison. . -
190. Muell easier to build a •·ailway from Glenora to the Western terminus than from Hobart 

to Sorel_!? 0.h. there is. no cDmparison whatever .. The railway to t,orell was much more costly, 
per mile than this line would bA. · . . 

191. The Sorell country is more difficult than the country this line would traver'.se? Oh, much 
more .. There is no coll!parison at all. . . • . . ._ . 

l!:ll. Do you know the country between Gormanston and Zeehan? No. Oh, I beg your 
pardon, I know some of the country. I misunder,;tood. I was thinking· of the country from 
this end. · 

19:.f I~ that country between Gormanston a,id Zeehan as easy as any of the S.orell line .' Oh, 
some of the Sorell country is extremely easy. - . : . . .- , 

1H4, Is it as easy-the country between Gorman-~ton and Zeehan, I mean-as the worst of. the 
country on the Sorell line? I had sooner put it another way : we are getting a_ little ,bit a.t cru,:s • 
purposPs. The Sorell line is a short line of 14 milPs, having in the middle of it a long and costly 
tunnel, lined with masonry and concrete. _A little further on there is a bridge, the construetion 
of which involved thP. use of piles 9U feet long; and this bridge is three-quarters of a_ mile in length. 
Then there is a jetty at this end, having its piles sunk in blue-stone rock. Iu short, we had in th at 
14 miles of r-ailway all the di:fficultie;; in a short length of line, whi_ch in this line would be extended_ 
fo1· a great leugth, and would so tend grPatly to reduce the cost pAr mile. _ The· Sorell. line wa,; a:1 
extraordinary costly line to. build,· as all the difficulties I. have named had to be dealt with and 
overcome. The line differs entirely from the line it is proposed to make to .the West Coast Y 011 

cannot compare the two at all. Besides. all that, on this proposed Great Western Railway t!B 
culverts, which on the Sorell line are built of solid concrete and masonry, ar~· to be built of log·s
round-logs simply, with the bark taken off-got in the country the line has to rµn through. The 
two things are not comparable at all. . 

19_5. Could you describe the country, then, from Gormanstou to Zeehan, as anything but 
most .difficult country?· lt is difficult country; but the indiscriminate use of these minimum 
curves and maximum grades which is provided in the Act, enables almost a surface line to ba 
built. .. . . . _. 

196. If yo.u are told by a competent authority that that _is the most difficult country in _ 
Tasmania of all the country through wllieh, up .to the present, railways ha.ve been made, would you say 
that is an exairgeration ? No, I should not say so. - · · 

_. 197. What did the Derwent Valley Railway cost per niile? I do not know what the Der~en~ 
Valley Railway-cost. · .. 

198. If I told you that the cost was £9100 per mile, what would you say? I am not surprised. 
199. What did the cost of the· Scottsdale Railway come to per mile? I also only k_no1v what 

the 'contractor got there; I don't kuow what the actual cost was i11 foll. · 
200. If I say that it wa,;; about £8:,oo per. mile? - L should thi1ik it would be about that, 
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201. Do you know what is the average cost p,•1· mile of the GovPrnment. Railways in Tasmania? 

1 could tell you by looking it np; I don't know for the m0ment. · 
202. If I told yon it was £8150 per mile? Very likely, I should think. 
203. Including, that is, the cost of the purchase of the Main Line Railway, which cost 

£ i0,000 per mile? Yes. . 
204. Including· also the cost of the °\,Vest.em Railways? Y, s. 
205. B.1J the 111inister <~f Railw11ys.-M ay I ask you, would it. be a safe specification to make a 

comparison of the Scottsdale line with the line that is to be constructed through to tlHi West Coa~t? 
No comparison can be instituted at all. _ 

206. But yon said it would be a fair thing to expect the curves and ~-ra<les--? Oh ! you mean 
curves and grades? vV Pll as I said before, one must go over the co,•ntry before one can say. The 
Scottsdale line is constructed through extremely· difficult. country, including· one V!3ry heavy and 
expen!-ive ;-unnel ; through cou11try that could not be got over without. . . 

207. flw only safe way, then, is that Government should have sole control? As to the ·use of 
t.hr.se minimum cm-vr.s and maximum grades-yes. 

208. Do you think that the provision, as ,et forth in thi;:; Bill 01· in the specifications, that the 
c·urves a11d grades should be used as they have been used on the Scottsdale li1Je-do you think that 
that will protect the Government? It might, and it mig-ht. not. It woulJ be much simpler, and 
infinitely more safe, t.o leave it to the di~cretio11 of the Government altogether. 

209. You know that t.hP Company has agrePd to <lo that? I know that somebody has agreed 
to it; I don't know anything about. a company. . . . 

210. By Mr. Butler.-You did not bmld the Scottsdale Railway, then, Mr. Patterson? No, 
I did not Lnild the Scdt!'dale Railway; I tendered for it., and settled with the Governrnfint OH 

behalf of tlrn contractm·s four years afterwards. 
211. You know the c_haracter of the line'! Intimately. 
212. Are there a uy reverse curves there without a straight? I d,, not think so. 
213. What straight do you r.hiuk it necessary to put in between reverse curves? It is advisable 

to have at least. a chain. · 
214. N othi11g less than a chain? l would not ha.ve less than ii chitin if I could help it. 
215. Speaking as a contractor now, and 11ot as a Government inspect.or, would not half a 

chain between re,·erse curves do? A& far as that goes, you ca11 lmve a reverse curve 5 chains 
across without a straight; out it. i.s extremely objectionable. 

216. Of course there is wPar and tear? 
0

Yes; and the ~uperelevation of the rail on reverse 5-chai.n 
nurve is such that yon have to slow down to pass it; and that is always a. thing to be avoided when 
possible. · 

217. If there is a straight, does that minimise the danger, or only the wear and tear'? Both. 
218. And you think a chain of distance should be between the reverse curves? Yes, at least a 

chain. · 
219. Now, what is the danger of having curve,; close togethei·? \Veil. the danger of having 

1·i>verse curves close together is, ~rst of all, that it greatly increase., friction in w,,rking the line.· 
2:20. That. is to say, it causPs more wear and tear? Speed has to be slackened ; and altogether,. 

it limits the useful11es,; of the work-cripples it, so to speak. · 
221. These o~jections you have advanced-are they 11ot more detriment.al to the owner of the 

line than to the Government? Certainly. 
222. And is not t.lie maintenance very much lieavier on a line of' that descriptio11 · than on a· 

line where the minimum curves and the 1{1aximum grades occur le,;s frequently? Yes. 
22'.3. You know that wages are higber now than tlwy were when the UovPrnment railways· 

w2re built-wlien the pl'ineipal ones were built, that i~? I can only ,;peak of my own experience 
of building railways, and that is they a.re very much ]own now. 

224. Lower ? Yes .. 
2:25. :Mr. Back says they are higher now? I ca11 only give the facts "f my ow11 expr.rience. 

I hnilt. certai11 railway,; in this colony-a }JOrtion of the Derwent Valley line, and the Sorell line
and my wages paicl to labourers were 7s a day. The wages paid here now by the g-asw01·ks people 
are 4s. 9d. per day; and up at. the waterworks they pay 5s. a day. · 

226. \iV1111ld you pay navvies at the same r-at/as ti1PSP. other' labourers? These are navvies. 
People wm·king at. the waterworks, and others employed i11 ope11i.ng 11p roa~ls and laying ga,;;pipes, 
and so forth, are navvies. 

227. If I put it to you that )ir. Back ha,-· told this Committee that t.he wages paid now
within the Ja,-t ypar, tha

0

t is•: ".\II I can ,;ay is that the wages are considerably lower tha1t 
they were I O yea_rs ago, when rhe principal rnilways were built," wliat ·do you s,ty °? Th; 
g-nes beyond my experience. My r~xperience began here 11 or 12 years ago. .-\11 I can Hay is, 
that the wages paid by me iu 1889, 1890, 1891, aild ] 892. as compared with the wages paid now, 
are as seven to five - 5s. to day. 7 s. then. A11other illustration I ca11 give you of' that is, t.ha t on . 
the Derwent Valley Railway I paid for hor-e, cart, and driver, 11s. a clay. The price of a horse, 
cart, an<l drive,· to-day is less than half that. \Vagr>s are much lower in Hobart now t.ha11 they• 
were some yeai·s ago. . 

2'28. Yon ~aid that your eontract price for this railway would be £4;300 per mile'~ _Yes. . 
. 229. And you admit that. a portion of the c11untry, round Gonuans,ton and Lyell, for mstance, 1s 

some of the most difficult in Tasmania? Yes· vet it is countrv that would allow for the con-
struction of" a surface liiie. ' · • 
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~30. I bav~ also asked you if the Sr~ottsdale Hailway could be taken as a guide for the ~on

structlon of a railway to the West Coast? Yes; I would reply to that, that specifications and 
drawings could be taken. . 

2:~ I. The Scottsdale Railway, with the grades at I in 40, and curves of 5 chains radius? Yes. 
232. Aud you are willing to complete this railway for £4300 per mile'? Y~s, on the basi3 of 

the law as it stands. · 
233. And you know that the average cost of constrnction of Government. railways throtwhout 

Tasmania is £1'\ 150 per mile ? Y e:o ; but that does not apply in the slightest degree to this"' case. 
You are comparing things that differ entirely. 
· ~:-14. If I tell you that the cost ,1f any of the railways that have ever been built in Tasmania
any !;Ingle railway-is over £5000 per mile, would that alter your opinion as to how you could 

. build this one? That would not be an accurate statement. 
· 235. I n~ay bP. w_rong,,Mr. PattP.rsou--1 will not say that I am absolutely right? You will 

find that.the !me to B1scl10:!I, tlu·.,ugh extre1qely difficult country, cost.much less than that. 
236. I 111eant Government railways? There, again, you see, you are compa1·ing things that differ. 

The Gove1·11ment railways are built f;,r Government requirements, in a substantial and perrnaneut. 
manner, under the close snpervi,-.ion u( Government en~ineers, while this is a line of a totally 
different description, with culverts, fo1· instancP,, that will not last more than ten years. 

237. But this specification ha,-, bePn prepared by the Government engineers-you know that? 
Exactly. · · . 

238. And passed by Parliament as sufficient and suitable for this class of ~ountry? That does 
not afli>ct the question that you are corn paring thin :;s that differ. 

239. Du you know what the cost of the Zeehan line was? Oh, I have known, but I have 
forgotten. · I know that it was a costlv line. 

- 240. £9000 per mile? I dare s~y. 
241. Do you know that. the We~tern line c-ost £9093 per mile'? Yes. 
242. The Sorell line £812:3 per mile? Yes. 
243. And the Derwent Valley line £9100 per mile? Yes. 
2-14. And yet, in the face of tLat, you wo1uld build your railway, 011 the specifications prepared 

in the Government office, for £4300 per mile? I w,1uld build it on this specification for the amount_ 
stated; a surface line, with culverts and so forth of perishable materials, as prescr.ibed. 

:245. Have you pel'llsed the Act under which these concessions are g-rauted? Yes; I ltn-">w 
it pretty well by heart, I think. 

246. D-0 you kn ow the Clauses as to the inspection by the Government officers ? Yes. The 
Government officer has no power to refose to alltiw the construction 1,f any bridge or culvert that the 
Promoters niay make ·of rcund logs, with the bark taken off, and nailed t.,igether, so long as they 
are nailed efficieutlv. 

247. That is y
0

our reading? That is a. fact. 
248. Then look at Se-ctio11 5, Sub-section v., Clause c. These are -rhe c,inting·1•11cies under 

which the railway has to be forfeited to the Government:-" If the said railway is not completed, 
fully equipped, and ready for traffic, to the satisfacti,m of the Governor in Council, within five year,; 
from the date of this Act.," and so on-you know that? Yes. 

249. Now, what would that meau, Mr. Patterson; supposing you were the Minister of Rail
ways, advising the Governor iu Council as to the completio11 and construction of this railway? I do 
not see what you mean. . . 

250. Does it not mean that, unless the railway was sufficiently substantial and solidly con
structed, you would advif>e the Governor in Conncil to forfeit the lease? I should say it means this: 
That if the said railway is not completed in accordance with specificatio:is that form the subject of 
the Act, I should advise forfeiture. 

251. Do you see that it is provided in Section 16-" The said railway shall be constructed in a 
substantial manner, fit for the carriage of vehicles at a rate of not less than Fifteen miles per hour, 
with a l.iad not less than •Eight tons upon each axle of every vehicle, and shall lie maintained and 
worked by the Promoters, in accordance with the provisions of this Act, and subject thereto, to the 
satisfaction of ,the Gover11,1r in Counril or such officer as the Governor in Council may appoint.''
Now, bearing in mind what you ha,'.e said with regard to the specifications, could a line be built. by 
them which would carry vehicles of eig·ht tons at a rate of not. less than 15 miles per hour? 
Certainly. 

252. Then the specification under the Act is fit for the conditions prescribed in this Section? 
Oh, yes ; certainly. · . .. · 

.253. Now, look at Section 26: "No part of the said railway shall be°'c>pened for public traffic 
until such officer as the Governor in Council may appoint has ,certified that such part of the said 
railway has been efficiently constructed in accordance with the provisions of this Act, and all the 
rolling stock to be used thereon is in good and efficient. condition and repair, and may be safely 
used for public trnffic thereon."-N ow, is not that a safeguard to the public-an assnrance that 
before the liue is opened the railway shall be properly and efficiently con~tructed? Taken in c,m
juilction with the other provisions of the Act, and according to specifications, I p1·esume it is. 

254. Well, all these Sections, Mr. Patterson, go to protect the public, do they not? 'rhey <lo. 
2r,5_ And if you were an officer of the Gornrnment Department, drawiug a specification, you 

w.ould draw such a spP.cifi.cation as would enable a good "and ~ubstanti~l lin~ to be built? When 
-y:@co.me to \>U-bst.ijnti;1J, that.is another question. 
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256. But does it not say here. that it shall. be built in a substantial-manner-" The 1·ailway shall 
he con,.,tructed in a substantial n1anner '.'? That-is as to the specifications t._hat form the subject of 
this Act. 

257. And do you consider the ;;µe<"ification a bad and foolish one, such as should not have been 
pa.s~ed out of a Gpvernment 11ffice? Certainly not. I should object to sud1 a specification, if it 
was in the ha11ds of tlie Government, providing for a Governme11t rnilway. In the 8chedule of 
this Act tl1Pre are certain altemat1ve,,; provided. For iusta11cc, there is a specification for" co11crete," 
,vhich will 11ever be used, because the contractor,- have the option in every instance of building the:-e 
culverts with rou11d timlier. No GoreJ'llnient cnnl<l afford to l;>nild a line which would- have to be 
re,~on:-tructed within ten years. With regard ·to a company, that is a different thing. The 
G11vernme11t has allowed a Schedule to be attached to thi,; Act, co11tai11iug specifications which give 
alternatives at the discretion of the cont1:actors. Of course, you can use timber for culverts aud 
other such works, and make them strong enough for the time, uu·t they are not e11during. 

258. Bearing in mind, Nlr. Patter,;on, that there is a Clause in this Act providing that after the 
expiration of 25 year,; the Government shall have power to take over the milway, would you not 
cousider that in drafting the specifications, the Government officers would pay special attention for 
the ~afoguards to be put in-you _told me just now, yuu k.qow, that you consider that the line •yill 
not last ten years 011 that specification? I am talking about the cu'lverts, and so forth. 

. 259; Are they vital parts of it...:,,...could. they not be renewed-wvuld they necessitate the 
1·eco11struction of the whole line-01· is it a matter that could be easily remedied? Well, it could 11ot 
be-easily remedied, in some instauces On a heavy embanknwnt, for iustance, if you have a log 
eulvert that you wish to renew, you have to can·y the ,vhole mass of the superincumbent earth, and 
put in a tunnel, in order to make a new culvert. 

260. On whom would that expense fall? On the Company, naturally. 
261. vVell, I would like you to consider that, Mi-. Patterson-under this Section -42, it is 

provided that at the expiration of 25 years the Government may resume this railway, is it not? 
Yes. 

26'2. Then, if you had been in the Government office, or if you had been the Government 
inspector concerned, you would not have allowed such specifications to go out? For the Govern
·ment? 

263. No, for the Company ? For the Company-I ce1·tainly did not say so. 
264. For the G,>vernment, then? I would not advise the G"vernme11t to put in log culverts 

for that line-certainlv not. 
'265. You say yo·u would not allow that specification to go out for a Government railway; 

but for a company it is sufficient-is that so? You rnisundPrstand me. What I said was this:
lr" the Government were building a railway from lwre to the West Coast, they would not take 
t.he altematives which this Company is allowed to take here, of putting in their structures from the 
timber of the country. . 

266. The specification would not have that altemative, then? The specifications would not 
have that alternative in-no. 

267. Cannot these culverts be renewPd at a trifling- cost? Certainly, some wooden culverts 
ca11 be renewed at a trifling cost. But i11 a hPavy emlia11k111ent it would be ab,mrd to put in a 
wooden culvert which would have to be taken out in ten years. 

268. vVould you, knowing- that the Government may take the railway over in 25 ye1trs, have 
taken _out a. speeification in that form?. I do not know what the question is, exactly. 

269. ,Veil, you see that under the Act the Guvernme11t may take this railway over at the 
expiration of: 25 years-acco1·ding- to your evidence, given to me just now, the railway built on 
that specification would require to be very much repaired in ten years-is that not so? The 
cul\'ert~-the wooden culverts-would, certainly. 

270. Then, at the expirntion of another ten years, that would require to be done again? Yes. 
271 Aud the ~ame at the eud of a1wther ten ? Yes. . 
272. :-io that i11 five-aud-tweuty years the lite of 1he culverts then existiug would be just. half 

spent?, Ye~. . . 
'273. \,Vpl], bearing that in miud, would you.have allowed the alternative providiugfor wood or 

c:011crete culverts tu be put in? Yes, certainly. It does uut 111atter to the Government-the thing 
bas to be maintained at:a hi:d1 state of efficiency, and kept in that state of efficiency all through. 
As l understand, this specification was not drawn up in the Goveniment offices; ft was drawn up 
by the ·Company, and approved by the Government. 

274. No; that specification- -was drafted in the Government offices, without assistance or 
suggestion froni the Co.rnpany-Mr. M·Cormack drafted these specifications; and the Company 
never<saw them until they were brought here and amended, at the instance of the General 
.Manager-and· what _I wanted to g·et from yuu was, whether these specifications really provide 
for the buildi11g· of a substantial line? They du. 

275. And then you said that ifit had been a Govemment railway you would not have allowed 
•,voodei1 culverts to have been put in for heavy embankments? I did. 

276. 'l'he11, that would mean that, as the Government way take this line over in 25 years, that 
alternative should have beeu taken out, because it may fall into the Governrnent's hands? I suppose 
it may fall into the Governmeut's hands for what is w·orth then. 

277. -There, is auotber question, Mr. Patterson, that I would-like to ask you-supposing that 
the Government object to the curves and grades being u~der the. co11tro~ of tile con_tra,ctors, ancl. 
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the ·contractors object to the curves and grades being under the control of the Governme~t, ·can you 
suggest some middle course which would suit both parties and be fair to both parties? To my 
mind, the provision in the original Act i~ amply sufficien1 to prorect both the contractors and- the 
Government. From my k.nowledge of the Chief E11ginee1·, I am perfectly certain that · he would 
not--

278 t\ h, but we might have another engineer to deal with some time? I do not think that 
any vexatious interference with the contractors in the nse of these curves aud grades would be 
allowed·by the Government of the day-I mean a.n unreasonable and harsh interpretation of the 
Clause in the original Act / . 

2_79'. Could you suggest any course which would be acceptable to both-supposing, Mr. 
Patterson, that you were a contractor i11 England who did.not know the Tasmanian Government,, 
and did not know anything· about the Government. engineers-what course would you suggesd 
It is·extremly hard to define any other cnnrse. I do not know bow you could do. You must 
lP-ave it to the discretion of somebody, because the question _of these curves and grades constantly 
arises on the ground. It might, perhaps, be left to a Board of Engi1rners; for instance,· the 
General Manag·er of Railways, the Chief Engineer, and some other engineer who might be 
nominated by the contractors. · · · · 

280. That would be two Government engineers and only one a ppninted by the contractors_:__ 
would it not be fair to have an arrangement whereby the Scptt.sdale Railway could be taken· as a 
standard for the curves and grades 011 this railway? I do not see how you could do that;_ the· 
country-is so widely different; the couditions are so different. · · _ 

281. Well, put it this way, Mr. Patterson-put it that supposing that the country is similar w 
the Scottsdale Railway country ( 1 will tell you why I suggest this afterwards) would that do,t hen? 
If the conditions were similar, of com•3e it would do. · , · ;, 

282. "'iVell, Mr. Back, in reply to a question I asked him last year, said that, were he ·to take 
a standard· for 1 he cu-ustraction of a rnilway to the West Coast, he would take the Scottsda;e 
Railway-under these conditions, do you think it would be safe to take the Scottsdale line as ·a. 
standard ? I thiuk that the condition;; are so va1·ied as between the two lines, that if such an 
arrangfnnent was made, it would be likely to lead to litigation. · 

. 283. Then is not Section 15 likely to lead to litigation as it stands: "The said railway sha2I · 
be construeted and worked from a terminus to be approved by the Ministe1· on the Derwent Valley 
Railway to a terminus to be approved by the Minister within the Western Mining· Division, and -
shall have a gauge of Threa feet six inches, with curva;; of not less than Five chain-. radius, and _steel 
rails of not le.:;s than Forty-three pound;; to the yard, and gradients not steeper than one in forty·· 
adhesive or steeper than one in twelve where the Abt, Fell, or· other approved §yste·m may be 
sanctioned by the Mini:::ter. The· line shall be constructed in terms of the specifications set fortl1 
in the Schedule hereto : Provided that after survey such deviations in the matter of g-rades and o: 
minor details may be so modifit•d as the General· Manag·er of Railways may recommend the·· 
Minister to adopt."-Is not that Clause likely to cause litig·ation? I think that this whole 
question about these curves and grades has been l'aised unne<;essal'ily. I am quite satisfied that rro 
engineer of standing would vexatiously interfere with the u,e of minimum curves and maximum 
grades by any company. 

284. But look at it this way, Mr. Pattel'son~ta_ke this Section-now you know the con
struction the Promoters put upon that; they say that they can put.in these curves and grades w~ere 
they like, and the 0-overnmeut say they cannut-now is there not an element of doubt about that 
which should be removed, and which, if not removed, might lead to litigation? I understood 
that the question had been settled. 

285. Oh, 110? Well, if it is not, it should certainly be cleared up. 
Jv.lr. Propsting.-Has it not been settled by the amending Act? _ 
Mr Butler: That has been eliminated; the presfmt Bill puts us back to the same Section. 
The Witness: That provision in the Amending Act clearly defines the position. 
286. By Mr; Butler.-But we arn now asked by the Governme11t to g·ive that up; and we 

therefore come back to this as it is in the Act; and I asked you whether there is not an element 
of doubt here which should be l'emuved, and whether it.is not unwise for us to give that concession 
up-now, I am readi11g from a letter written by Mr. Henry Dobson and Mr. Russell Young, on 
the 26th of April, 190() lPaper No. 17, page 11, paragraphs 3 and 4J :-" From letters received-· 
by Mr. Palmer from London by to.day's mail we notice that the contractors are relying upon the· 
Act passed last Session iu reference to curves and grades. If, therefore, the benefit of this Act is to 
be g·iven up, it can only be done upon the terms offorecl by M,·. Palmer, namely-that the Scotts
dale Railway be taken as the standard f ,r curves and grades to be- used in the construction _ 
of this railway. Sh,,uld a:1y dispute uise b~twee11 tha C<>lony's eng·ineer and the contractor's 
engineer in reference thereto, the same Cdn very easily be dispo3ed of by appointing an engineer 
beforehand to settle all such disputes." -Now, do you think that is a fair propusal? No, I do not; · 
not fair to the Government of the Country. The thing is too vague. Disputes will arise constantly 
between the contractors and the Government, a11d you must have one authority to .d_ecide them, 

287. But there he is-an engineer is to be appointed beforehand by Government and the, 
contractors-it is not to be an engineer na.med b_v the contractors alone_-you understand that? 
Well, I_ must_ say that I sliould prefer that the Government should keep the matter of curve_s and 
grades m their own hands. -



(No. 3&.) 

22 
288. That is looking at it from the Government's standpoint-would not that be a fair 

proposal from the g·enei·al standpoint? I should prefer that the Chief' Engineer of the Government 
should decide. 

289. Supposing you were a contractor concerned? Oh, it' I were a contractor, I should 
prefer this; but what I should prefer as a contractor, and what I think should be done b_i• the 
Government of the Country, are different things alt11get.her. · 

9YO. Is this proposal fair to the contractur? To the co11t.ractor-oh, certainly. 
291. ls it safe fo1· the colony? Not so safe as the other. 
2!:!2. Supposing the whole thing- was going to fall thrnugh altngether, would it not be mnre to 

· the advantage of the Colony to 1;ccPpt this than to let the whole thing go? Certainly-it would be 
more to the advantag·e of the Colony to accP.pt it. I was g·oing· to illustmte what 1 m.eautjust. now 
by referring· t.o this: supposing there was a dispute between the eng·ineer, the Gov(-m1111e11t. En~ine,~1·, 
and the contractor-u11de1· this proposal, that dispute has to be refef"11ed to an e11gineer app11i11ted 

• by both the Govel'llment and the contract.ors. lf that proposal wern adopted, ,ee what lmdless 
difficulties would arise. Suppose that fr was extended--

293. It is not pruposed to exteud it-it is only to apply as to these uurves and g1·ade,; -we do 
not ask it for anything else-what do you say to that? At present it may seem to be a mere 
matter of detail; bnt it is a very vital matter, iu my -opinion. 

2Y4. By LY.fr. Sadler.-Mr. Patterson, would you be prepared to bnild a prnperly-equipped 
and safe line, such, as the pre5e11t Com pa uy propose;;, under the arneuded Bill, for £600,0t iO? Yes. 

295. And you are prepared to put up a sum of £20,000 st.rnig·ht away, to prove your bona. 
fidP.~ ? Yes. 

296. Now, with regard to the Scottsdale line-there is a lot of rock-cutting 011 that liue, I 
think? Yes, a lot of very heavy rock-cutting. 

297. And other very extensive works? Yes. 
298. And, of course, there is 110 comparison wlrntever betweeu the t.wu° li11e,:;? 'No; 011e 1s a 

surface line and the other a solid, enduring work. 
299. Last for ever? Yes. 
300. And I suppose, i11 fact, that the Scottsdale liue was u11e of the most dittictdt. lines in the 

country to build? Yes; a.nd 0110 of the best in the country wheu it was bnilt. . 
JYir. Butler.-It did 11ot cost so much ifs some others. The Derwent Vallev line cost £9100 

per mile ; a11d the vVestern £9023. " 
.Llfr. Sadler.-Of course, the Western Railway was built in the early days, and it, was a broad

g·uage line. 
Th,, Witness -I II thPir estimates, the contractors were ab:mt £60,000 too low for the Scottsdale 

line. 
301. By l1r. Sadler.- You do uot know whether they cleared their expe11ses or uot? I know 

what they t·ild me. I k.uow that they did not; they lost four or five years of their time. 
302. By .11r. Butler.-! want to ask you, Mr. Patterson, what the cost of the 1Vlou11t Lyell 

Railway was pel' mile? I do uot know. 
303. I am iuformed that it was £6700'? Possibly. That is very difficult country, too. 
304. Was that a long line ? No, it was not; 23 miles, I think. 
305. Is the Zeehan line a long· line? Difficult country, that, a,nd different coustrnctiou agai11. 
306. By .1lfr. Sadler.-Do you know what ballast is proposed to be u_sed 011 this Great West,~rn 

line? Yes. 
307. vVhat is it-sand, or metal, or gravel, or what? You can use anything. 
308. And on the Scottsdale line? It was all blue stoue and gravel. 
309. And all the work is concrete work? Yes. 
310. And on this line there i~ 110 concrete? No concrete at all. 
311. And there is no doubt about the sa.foty of this line? Oh, this line will he quite safe; 

certainly. 
312. At a speed of nut less than 15 mile:-;? Yes. 
313. By ,lfr. Gajfnt>y.-You have already stated, I thi11k, that you are prepared to build the 

line according· to these plans aud specifications for £600,000 ? Yes. 
314. How do yon get at your estimates-there is only a small portiou of the permanent 

survey done, 25 miles I think'? I have seen surveyors. But I go priucipally by the fact that I am 
able to use 5-chain CLfrves as often as I please, a11d continuous grade at my option. That involves 
practically a surface line. 

315. You estimate the distance at l 40 miles? Yes. 
316. ,Yell, making a surface line-that enables you to run round when you ciome to a difficult 

part., and you would lengthen your line very much? Yes; lengthen the line, of course. 
317. And you w0t1ld be prepared to build a railway according· to thei;e plans, without a.ny 

extras, for £600,000? I would like to have the chauce ; that is, according to the amended Act, 
not the original Act. 

31R. B.11 The Acting Chairmun ( Mr. G-uesdou).-You know the terms of the contract that 
was entered into between Messrs: Pauliug & Co. and t.he Company? Yes. 

31!:l. And you know that thP engineer of the Company, acting on behalf of the shareholders, 
1vas to exercise his discretion as to the use of these cu rv!;ls and grades? Yes. 
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· · :320. vVell, d .. you think he w"uld be acting in the i11terests of these-shareholders if he allowed 
the~e cur.ves and grades to be- used in such a way as tu enormously increase the cost of maintenance 
of the line after it was constructed i It all depends on the objects of the Company ; whether it was 
intended to sell to somebody eh,e. · · 

3'21. \Yell, yon saw the prospectus the Company was floated on, and the undertaking entered 
into b)' Mes~rs. Pauling & Co., in resped of the conside1·Htion they got in shares-sup posing you 
were aciiug as engineer in that Cornpa11y, would you consider it right ·to allow a use of curves and 
grades in such a way as to i11crease the cost of maintenance, and f;O deprive your Company of a 
reas1111able profit on the working· of the li11e--do you think you would be working· honestly if you 
did? It depends upon my circumstances. lf my instructions were to g·et the cheapest line I could, 
l would use the curv.es and grades wherever it was possible. If economy was not -to be regarded.· 
so much as the cost of future maintenance, I should limit them. · 

· 322. Are you aware that i11 the drawing of that contract. all through it, the engineer of the 
Co111pany was allowed to approve first of tlrn use of the curves and grades in the tem1s of the Act? 
Yes. 

323. But it was .dis1inct ly provided that after he had approved of all snch curves and grades, 
each decision must subsequently be approved by the Minister of La.nds? Yes. 

3'24. Would you not allow that that is a great and suffici('lnt protection to the Colony--would 
not you regard that as a fair contract? The eng;ineer of'the railway, although he has the 
di,;cretion, says to the contracto1·, '' Before you are entitled to act on m.y decisions, they must be 
submitted to the Minister of Land1:-; and npon his approval the whole thing hangs." Don't you 
consider that a fair contract? I do. " 

·325. Well, that, as you know, is the contract that. was drawn up between l\!Iessrs. Pauling and 
Co and the shareholders? Yes; but that does not give absolute control to the Government. 

· :326. The Gover11me11t always have the eventual right of approval-you know the Act 
provides, in Section 17 : '' Pn,vided fo1·ther. that all detailed plans of any of the works, together 
with specifications under which the same are to be executed, shall also be lodged with the Minister· 
as the con,;truction of the said railway proceeds-and the _Promoters shall construct the railway 
in accnrdance with the p!am, ,;ectiuns, and specifications so deposited with the Minister, and there
after approved of by him, with such alterati011s tlierein as he may have approved or required to be 
rnade."-The approval o/ the iHinister is paramoLJnt all through these sections.:.._you see that? I 
think thf'se. contentions have been raised needlessly. The Company had every protection· under 
the original Act._ . · . 
· :327. Bnt the Section I have just read to you is clear: "And the Promoters shall __ construct 

the rail way in accordance with t.he plans, sections, and specifications so deposited with the Minister, 
and thereafte1· approved by him, with such alte1=atio11s therein as he may have approved or required 
to be made." -The paramount power in these_ Sections is the approval of the Minister-in this 
contract that was drawn up,· that pammount power was recognised right through-therefore, 
there is no evidence there of a desire on the part of the Company to build, what you call, a surface 
line, unless the Minister was prepared to approve of a surface line? He cannot help himself. 

32H. Not with these power~ in his hands? It.would be unreasonable. The object of this thing 
is to obtain a surface line 

:329. But if the Minister ~ays, '' l decline to approve of these plans"? I do 11<.t think he is 
likPly to do that. I do not think, a,, I lrnve said before, that there is any neerl to raise this question 
at all; ·there would. J1Pvr1· have been any bother a.bout it. 

33(1. I al!ree that there has bee11 no difficulty in this Colony a,; to the curves and gTades; 
but, yon see, from the evidenC<-\ that there is a feeling in England, with reference to the affairs of 
this Company, that the Government of Tasmania is hostile to the construction of this line-with. 
that feeling of distrust at Homr, would you consider it an unreasonable thing for the contractor to 
ask that this ·question of curves and grades should be submitted to the joi11t discretion of a represen
tative of the Company and a repret;eutative of the-Goverumerit, with a third to decide in the event 
·,f any diffe1·ence arising·, only i11 the matter ofwlwn these curves and grades are to be used? I think 
the Govern111e11r should be the supreme judge. · 

:331. ,,roulrl ytm regard that as an unreasonable request? No, certainly nut. 
332. \Vould _, uu consider the Colony woulrl be fairly safe-guarded with such a tribunal as that 

to deal with i It 111ighr i.,e; I do not like these mixed tribunals. · · 
;3;33_ Ynn k11uw what the ~pecifieatio11s of the Emu Bay line are? Yes, I have seen them. 
:ll-1-. Do t.l1ey vary in any particular re,;pect from these? Well, they vary in this way: that on 

the Elllu Bay line they a.re put.ting up Vt>ry endurmg _structures-iron spans to the bridges, and so 
fort,h: 

335. A re you awill"e that in the eontract entered into by the Company provision was made by 
!\ir. Brunlee::; that the l,ridges sl1011ld be spanned with iron;? I do not know about that; I am 
going· by the Aet. . 

8:36. Y 011 kuow the specifications of the Emu Bay Railway? Yes, I have been through them. 
337. Do they difft•r materially from these'? They are much more detailed than these, as far as 

I remember. · 
· :338. Du you know the specifil'ations of the :Mount Lyell ot· the North Lyell Railways? No,· 

I ha.ve not-seen them. 
: 339. B.1/ 1lfr: Gajfiwy. - ·1 heu 1 would uuder,-tancl that the offer yo1_1 propose as to making .. 

this Gi-eat Western Railway .ft,1· £600,000 i., owing to the cheapness of the 1uaterial you wonld bave 
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It is because the conditions of the amended Act. to use-that enables von t.o make stwh an offer? 
would enable me t.u get a surface line. 

:. ·340. You_ remark as to cnlverts--,-they would be built of timber you would get along the line? 
Exactly : yes. · 

341. Yon would not be compelled to bring· blne gum? Oh, certainly not. As t.o my offer, I 
would ·point out that the contracto1·s, Messrs. Pauling & C0., themselves ouly get £559,000 ; the 
!"est.of their payment is to be in scrip. My price is really more than theirs if the value of the scrip is 
such as has been represented. 

342. In a well constJ"ucted rnilway, then, yon would have coucrete or brick wol"k in embank
rn,ents? Yes. 

343. Therefore, by being allowed to use the material of the country, yon could complete the 
1·aihvay cheaper? Yes, ·and much more expeditiously. 

344 _ You would not be able to build the Emu Bay Railway on such terms? No; tlrn things 
do not come together at all. · · 
· 345. By iv.fr. Propstiug.-One quest.ion, lVIr. Patterson-you say that the Company can use 

any ballast that they choose? Yes. 
346. Sand, I think you said? Yes. 
:347_ What reason have you fo1· saying that the Company could use sand as ballast ?
Mr. Sadler.-Mr. lVl'Cormick says in bis letter that sand ballast is specified. 
T!te Witness.-lt is not in the Act, but I have seen it somewhere. It is in the contract of 

M essr~ Pauling & Co. · . 
: . . 348. By Mr. Butler.-Y~ desc1'ibe the Main Line Railway as a.surface line? Yes. 

349. Do you know what ,;peed they run over that line? 23 miles an hour. 
350. Do you know if there have been anj• serious accidents on that line-with reference, I 

mean,. to the curves and grades? I know that an engine went over one of the curves and turned. 
upon us back. . · , . 

· _·;351. Do you know that the cont.met for ~he Main Line Railway allowed the Company to use 
4-chain curves? I do. . · · 

·352_ And do you know if they did use them? I believe there is one. 
363. One in 122 miles? Yes. 
354. Is it there now ? I believe it has been taken out; I am not snre . 

. 355. And could you improve upon that line 't - Very much, if you gave me the money. · The 
Minister of Lands, in the House the other day, pointed out that £70,000 would he necessary to 
cov_e_r the cost of taking off, reducing- a grade, and enlarging the radii of some curves. 

· Mr. Patterson withdrew. · . · 

CHARLES HENRY GRANT, called and e:r:amined . 

. ·356. B.1/ Mr. Butler.-c Your 11ame is Charles He11ry Grant? Yes. 
:357. Yon have bad considerable experience of railways? I have. . 
358. You were the Manager of the Tasmanian Main Line Ra.ii way for many years? I was. 

·359. You know Sedion 15 of the Great Western Railway Act., which provides that the 
maximum of grades shall be I in 40, and the minimum of curves, 5-chain? I do ·not know it 
positively; but if yon say so, I accept the statement . 
. · 360. That is so-yon also know, I think, that there has been a .different co11strnction put 

upon that Section by the Government officers and uy the contractors? I know there is a difference 
between· them on this subject. · 
. 361. The contractors claim the right to u:-e the curves and grades wherever they think 11ecessary, 

and the Government say that is not so? I know that the Oovemment have been insisting upon 
their having the right ·to dictate what the curves a11d- grades shall be, and. that the contractors 
very naturally object to the sole control of the curves and grades being in the hands of the 
Government, without. appeal. · . · 

36'2. You think that is the onl_v thing for the contract.ors to <lo? I certainly think so. 
363. 1' ow, I will jn~t read you a portion of this letter which ha~ been written by Mr. Dobson 

and l\'Ir .. Young to the Premier-(Paper No. 17, page l I. para.graph 4) :-'' From letters received 
by .:Mr. Palmer from London by to-day\; mail we ·notice that the contractors are relying upon the 
Act passed last.Sessicm in reference to cnrves and grades.''_:_'fhat Ar.t gave us the r·ight to nse the 
minimum curves a11d uiaximum grndes wherever the contractors though it. necessary.-" If, 
therefore, the-benefit of this Act is to be given up; it can. only ·be· do11e upon the terms offered by 
iYfr. Palmer, namely, that. the Scottsdale Railway ·be taken ·as the $tanda.rd for curves and g-rades to 
be used in the construct.ion of this railway."-Tha.t is the poi11t I want your opinion on.--:-" Should 
any--di•pute arise between the Colony's eugin~er and the contractors' engineer· in reference thereto, 
the same can -very easily be disposed of by-appointing an e11gi11eer beforehand to settle all such 
di~putes."-Now, do you think that, in the event of the contradors refusing to con,-truct this 
J"aihvay, rather than lose the benefit of the railway to 1'asrnania, the Government could fairly agree 

-to that last Clause, namely, that should any dispute arise with reference to the curves ~nd 
g-r~des it _could easily be se_ttled · by the Government and the contra<'tors agreeing to appoint. an 
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umpire? I thiuk it is a very equitable and necessary Clause. I might say, with :M"r. Patterson,, 
that perhaps t.he contention over the~e curves and grades is somewhat unnecessai·y, because the, 
contract., I believe, provide.s that the plans and sections shonld be subject to the approval of the 
Government. I ilavl~ bee11 concerned in 111any railways acting for co11traeto1·s as against Govet·u~ 
ments. Mr. Patterso11 has mostly been a Government enginee1·. In all rny contracts it was 
prescribed that the plans and sections should be subject to the approval of the Government; 
in the construction of the Main Line that was so. I think that is a sufficient safeguard for 
the G(1vernment, and therefore there n.eed not have been any question uow about this matter of 
curves and gradierits, because, as a rnle, the engineer for the contract01· 1wver unnecessarily uses 
curves and gradients to tl,e prejudice of the line, unless it is to save monl-'y iu very substantial 
amounts indeed. Because -it must be remembered that the use of mau y curves in the making of 
a surface line involves the le11gthe11ing of that line very considerably, an :I an engineer always 
endeavours to get the shortest possible line between two places. That is the cardinal uiaxirn of 
railway engfoeers. No engineer would nse more curves than could reasonably be helped. Gradient 
are determined by thA nature of the country. I think that reference to the ::3cott~dale line is mi3. 
ll-'ading, for the reason that you cannot adduce one pa1·t of the c"untry or one desor·iption of country 
as against another part or description in the matter of curves and gradients; each must sta11d on i~s 
own bottom, / 

364. Then vou think a mutual referee would· safeguard_ the Colony and- protect the 
contractors? 1 "think it is only -reasonable that the contrnctors should have that safeguard. 
A lthoug-h the contractors would be perfor,tly safe with the preseu t staff, still another Government 
engineer might come in who lllight have fads, a11d be ulll'easonable. ln making a line, a difference 
of a few feet in the centre line may mean a 111atter of thousauds of yards of earth-work, and the 
contractors are naturally jealous of placing themsrdvns eatirely in· the hands of a mau of whom 
they have no knowledge. 

365. This is a letter from Messrs Norton, Hose, & Co., to Mr. Bakewell, dated 5th June, 
l 899-1 will read an extract:-'· Taking the principal points that occur to us in order, it 
must be. borne in mind that when a doubt was raised by the proposed contractors as to tlta real 
construetion of Section 15 of t.lie Act, the Governrrn~n t i nsisl.ed upon the construct_ion least liberal 
to the Company, and claimed chat the maximum grade a7.d minimum curves specially authorised by 
the Act should uot be used as a matter of right., but must be in each case at- the discretion of the 
Gover11111ent engineer. If this construction were to be maintained as a general principle in such 
contraets, it would render calculations by contr;,i,ctors impossible, because, instead of being able to 
make their own calculations upon the basis of the limits authni•iserl, they would have to make 
allowance for the possible or probable rwculiar opinions of> the Government engineers-in other 
words, they would be. entirely in the hands of the Government engineel's; aud, a~ the natural 
result, in accordance with the practice of contractors, who are naturally obli.ged to protect them
selves against all dangers of the kind, they assurne a more t.hau reasonable stringency on the part of 
the Government engineer,-, and add a very large margin to the contract price. This actually arose 
in the present case. The contractors ret1uired terms which necessitated providing for the-creation of 
another £:200,000 of debentures, and indemnifying the contractor,; against any special demands by 
the Government engineers in respect of curves and grades."-Do you thiuk that is a reasonable 
opinion? Perfectly so. It is reasonable i11 the interests of t.lie contractol's who take the c_ontract for a 
line without knowing the officials they will have to deal with. They might have to deal with an 
eng-ineer strongly. prPjudiced in favour of an absolute straight line, who wouid have a nearly 
l<traight line at all costs, even when it involves a question of millions of money, wlwre thousands 
only mig·ht be ~pent if da,iations were made. A. reasonable character should be given to all 
contracts; and, as tu this particuhir matter, in casH ot dispute there should be a referee. 

366. Iu examining Mr. Patterson just now, l\fr. Grant, in answer to a question, and having 
the ,-pecifications bP.fore him, he said that the object of this thing is to obtai11 a :;urf'ace lirre-now, 
you have read this specification ? I have not had time; I have not seen it, as a matter of fact. 

367. Here it is-would· nllt that be the !'pecification for an-ordinary g·ood rai1way? Of course, 
without reading it, I could not say ; but at the-tim9 wheu the Bill was passed it wt~rrt through my 
ha n<ls, and I thought the specificatiou was quite safe enough for the character and prospects of 
the line to go through that country. 

368. Just to go back to the amending of these contraets, Mr. Grant-I want to put it to you 
this way : these contra<·tors being in England, and the Tasmanian Government being out here, is 
this a natural position for the con tracto1·s to take n µ? Certainly I would not advise the contractors 
to take a contract· without some safeg·uard of this kirid, although, with the present staff, T i.hould 
thi11k they were quite in the right hands. 

369. But they not being on the spot? They not being- on the sµot and not knowing per 
soually the controlfo1g powers, they are, of CDurse, quite justified. 

a70. You heard Mr. Patterson, I think, state that the Main Line Rail way is merely a snrface· 
line-.,...is that not an exaggeration? 1 t wa:; made on a stringent specific:ttion of curve:; and gradients, 
the same as this is-only not so generally ~tringeut. It provided for a light Hne. A surface line is 
scarcely the right 11arne to use. The object was to save earthwork as much as could reasonably be done. 
Practically, the surveyors of the Mai11 Line Hailway were uncontrolled; they made their curves 
and gradients as they pleased, and the saviug of expeuse was thought a very importaut considera
t~on wjtl\ them ; especially as the price agr·eed upon bi the Colony and the Companl for fh() 
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·c~;1str11ction of the line indicn,ted in itself that it should be a light line, and could not have any other 
interpretation. But the fact in this, as in all surveys, would be that the best. was done that was 
reasonably possible. You saw that lately a quest.ion was asked about the alteration of g,'adients at two 
important points. These matters were thoroughly investigated; and although the gradients are 
ve1·y objectionable, it. was proved by Mr. Back's own surveys, and by the advice of the professional 
ad,;isers that. tile Government had over at. the time of construction, that practically the surveys of 
the contractor,; could not be improved upon. The contractors, I am quite ce1·tain, in a matter of 
this kind, would eh justice to the Colony, and there is no occa~ion for any extra severity of specifica-
tion a!3,"ainst them. . 

371. By J.111-. Sadler.-W ould t.hi~ line compare favourably with the Main Line? 1 rlo not 
know the country; bnt t.he specifications a.re certainly st.i"ict enough to make it comi1arn favourably 
wit\1 the 'Main Line . 

. 37'2. By ·.J.iir. Propsting.-Then do we understand, Mr. Grant, that you consider that if the 
original Act were adhered to, it would impose a hardship upon the contractors? I say it might: 
that is, having reference only to the particular point I have been nuder examination upon. 

373. I mean as to curves and grades? I thiuk that tlrn matter can very. well be left with the 
provisions that the pl11ns and specifications should be approved ·by the Government, and I do not 
think there should be any special reference to cmves and grades in the Bill. The g·eneral specifica
tion that the curves should 11ot exceed five chains or the gradients one in forty, and that the plans 
should be subject to approval is ample for the protection of the Colony. 

374. And do you think that the1;e is required, in addition to t1rnt for the protection of the 
Contractors, a provision that a referree should be appointed? No, not without ·that Clause giving 
the Government absolute C1J11trol. over the curves and grades is kept in. l do not think that th(:! 
contractors, Mess,·s. Pauling & Co., would object to the general Clause that the jJlans and specifica
tions have to· be approved by the Government engineer, if that part making the curves and gTades 
absolute1y at the discretion of the Government engineer were eliminated. 

375. There are three positions really under consideration.-There is the Clau.'ie iu the 
original Bil_l a~ to cnrves and grades, Clause 15 ?-That is a resonable Clause, I think. Is that 
objected. to ? 
. The Chairman.--::-That is amended in this Act. It takes the discretionary power out of the 
hands of the Govemment, and places it in the hands of the engineer of the Promoters. 

376. By llfr. Propsting.-Then the1·e is the clause now proposed, to give the whole of the 
discretionary power over to the Government,-it i_s really a worse position than the original one-it says, 
in plain language, that the GovernmeJ1t shall have sole control-what do you say to 'that, lVIr. 
Grant? I do. not think any difficulty would arise under the original Clause .. 
. . . 377. Do not you think, Mr. Grant, that in the event of the contractors objecting to the clause 
now proposep, the country would be fully safeguarded and the contractors satisfied if a referee 
wr.re appointed? . Yes, I think so-mutually·appointed. 

378. By the Clwfrman.-I would like to put the point to you in another way-you see, here 
is the amended Act, which puts the discretion in the hands of the engineer of the Promoters;· and 
here is the original Act which provides that the discretion should be in the hands of the General 
Manager of Rail ways? ,v ell, I take it that, personally, I shou le! have no object.ion to adopt that 
Clause; but then there is a special Clause placing the discretion entirely in the hands of the 
Government engineer; it puts an entirely different complexion on t.he matter. 

. . 379. But taking into consideration that the whole plans and specifica t.ions are to be deposited 
with t.l~e Minister, anc1 nut: to_ be act_ed upon until th~y are approved by him, is the1·e any necessity 
at all for the latter part of this Sect1011? No. I thmk that Clause should be in the orio·inal Act, 
becaurn it specifies what is only in g·eneral terms elsewhere. "' 

· 380. But is it necessary to have this latter provision at all-the power of approval rests 
ultimately with the Minister OJ'. his officers, does it not? I think that was intended to be rather i11 
favor of t.l1e contractors; but it is 3:n awkward wording·, certainly.· The,re is no uccasi01i' for it; 
certainly not. . . . . 

;111r. ~Henry Dobson,-:-It was held to be in the contrnctors favour in England; hut in 
'l'asmania the Law Officers of the Crown held that it was dead against them. _ 

381. By tfie Clw.irman.(to witness).-! wonld like to ask you this question-Mr. Patterson 
said that there was a 4-chain curve on the Main Line-is that correct? No; there is not one on the 
whole-running line. The curves and grades \Vere inspected by ]\fr. Green, the emineut engineer 
from Victoria., who could not nnd any fault with them. It has been frequently said that the 
gradients were false; but it has been proved that that is absolutely inaccurate. 

l\'l:r. Grant withdrew. · 

HENRY DOBSON, r·e-examinecl. 

'l'he Honourable Henry Dobson was recalled. 
382. By the Acting Chairman ( il1r. Guesdon).-You know that under the original Act, if 

the concessions made to the Company expired, it was on the '26th November, 1898? Yes. 
' 383. The Bill was passed on the 26th November, 1896? Yes. 

384. And two years afterw~rds, if th~ c;oncessions did lapse, thel lapsed on the 26th ·N ovembe1·1 189$r .. Yes, ' : . · ' · 
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385. You are aware that Sir Philip Fysh, who was a member of the Government at 'that time, 
continued to be a member of the Government for some time afterwards, before he went Home to 
take up the position of Ag·ent-General? Yes. 

386. But you know that under date of London, 20th April, 1899, (page 2 of the Appendix, 
par. 2), Sir Philip Fysh says:-" I hope their local expenditure is continued to your satisfaction, 
thus keeping alive their rig·hts under the Act."-You are aware of that? Yes. 

,, 387. V\Tell, certainly, when· Sir Philip Fysh left ·here he could not have been aware that the 
Government had decided that these concessions were forfeited'? No; he wrote as if the concessions 
were all alive. . . 

388. Did he leave here subseq nent to tl~e 10th December, 1898? I think he left early in 
January, 1899. _ 

389. Then, it seems that he was here on the 10th December, when Mr . .A)fred Dobson ga".e 
his opinion ( page 5 of the Appendix) that the concessions had lapsed ? Sir · Philip Fysh wrote 
months afterwards, as though the concessions were alive. That is what the people at Home ·could 

· not understand, and they naturally thoug·ht that there was some rooted objection on the part of the 
Government to the thing going on at all. _ 

390. Then I will draw your attention to another thing-Mr. Moore's letter, on pag·e 5-" I 
have the honour to inform yon that under the Great Western Railway and Electric Ore-reduction 
Company Act, I, as Minister of Lands, have elected tu retain the most eastern block north of the 
proposed Great VVestern Railway, and westerly alternate blocks coloured blue on the plan attached 

. to the Company's application deposited in the office of the Surveyor-General, leaving the alternate 
blocks coloured red on the said plan available to be acquired by the G:·eat W estem Railway 
Company in pursuance of any Act authorising such acquisition.''-That is dated ·3Qth December? 
Yes. · 

391. In that letter, Mr. Moore, as a Minister, practically admits that the concessio;1s are. still 
alive? Quite so, and that information was given to them in England ; and they had that informa. 
tion when the Government cabled tbat the concessions bad lapsed. The people at l;[o1ne could 119t 
understand that inconsistent position. . . 

. 392. By .lYir SadlPr.-Yesterday yon told us that the ore-reduction works were to be a 
distinct company? I have only Mr. Palmer's statement as to that, and you will find it in the . 
evidence. · 

Mr. Butler: Question 339, Parliamentary Paper No. 71, i899, pag·e 16, reads:-"339. That 
is, the Bill would not touch them at all? No. We have pra.ctically made arrangement's for a sub-
sidiary company of £200,000 to work the electric power." . 

:393 .. By Mr. Sadler: lf that is the case, and·that was the project by which he propo,sed raising 
the funds to cover the anticipated loss on the working·, of this railway, would it not b~ better to. 
start the ore-reduction works fir~t? No; I think the railway is absolutely necessary first, to open· 
up the country and to find more mines. . .. 

Mr Butler: We could riot put our machinery up until we got our raihvay to take·_ it th<_'Jre. 
· 394. By Mr. Sadler.-:-! suppose there is some prospect of that being carried out? J believe 
that arrangements were made for that to some extent. · . '. 

39,'l. As far as we know now, the capital is not already subscribed? No, it was suqscribed j 

but now they have to commence de novo. That does not mean that they will have to get entirely 
new and different financiers; but it mean~ that you cannot ask financiers to lay down £4QO,OOO to 
buy debentures with until they see the Act setting forth the terms of the altered concession§_. 

396. Then this Preamble is premature, i,, it not-" vVhereas by an Act of the Parliament of 
· Tasmania, intituled 'The Great Western Railwa:y a:nd Electric O1·e-rednction Compariy Act,''

1 

certain rights, powers, and authorities and privileges were vested in certain persons, in the ··said Act, 
called' The Promoters,' for the ;~onst.ruction, maintenance, and working of a line of railwaf from a· 
point on the Derwent Valley Railway to some point within the Western Mining· Division, u'jljn the 
terms and conditions in the said Act mentioned: And wherea.s it has become necessary t6,'.extend 
the times limited and fixed by the said Act for the commencement and completion of the cons'(i·uction 
of the said railway: And whernas the Promoters may desire to construct only a portion offhe said 
railway, commencing· at a point distant about Thirty-five miles west of Glenora to be approve1,t by the 
Minister, and extending· to some point within the \VestP-ru Mining· Division, to be approve~:-'by the 
Minister ; and in such case the Promoters offer to c0nstruc£ such portion of the said raih/ly in a 
more substantial manner," a11d so on-Of course, until this is accepted by Parliament, would :r:ot this 
Preamble be premai;ure? You may_ say that every Bill is premature, until it is passed by J':arlia
ment. They say they m11;y desire to complete the alternative railway; and they ofler to do_\t in a 
more substantial manner than is provided in the Act. It is an offer to the Ministry, who ·J1te the 
servants of Parliament. 11

; •• · 

. 397. 'l'hen tl,is is conditional 011 P,trliament g·iviug £200,000, and the other monei/being· 
found at Horne? Quite so. . · · 

398. By the Cliairrnan.--As a matter of fact, it was originally understood by the Proh
1
iote:1:s 

and the Govrrnrnent that the two Bills wrre to nm through Parliament cuncurreutly-tl{e .Bill 
giving effect to the expenditnre of £200,000, and this Bill; but the Govemme.!lt insisted thaf this 
Bill ~hould take precede11ce? Our Bill is to go first; but I uuderstand that the Governme~{•Bil! 
is to come close on its heels. ' · 

.}V!r. Dobson withdrew. · :·; · 
: =d 
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/11r. Butler: I would like to point a few things in the last Hep01-t, because, going 011 thi,-; 

last Report, we have ample reason to come to the Government and ask for an extension of ti11,e, and, 
;i.lso, for the assistance of the Government i II the way that i'l being done, by building a portion of the 
line, and so removing· in the minds of the London financiers that idea of hostility on the part of the 
Government whieh is abundantly prnved by reference to these letters. I wish that the new 
members of t.bis Committee would pernse the last year's Hepnrt, because yon really cannot 
take one without the othe1·. ,The present proceedings are not so full, and these letters are n<Jt 
repeated, as they really shonld be. I should like the Committe,.., if they would do so, to 
peruse, if .it were only the Appendices of last year's Heport: If you will bear with me 
for 11 minute, I will just shortly i11forrn tile members how it was that this Company got 
into this position. ln 1896 the original Bill was passr.d. vVithin two months the 
Company bad to put down a ,:um of £2500. That was done. Sir ,villiam Clarke found that 
money. In March, 1897, oir vVilliam Clarke eame over to Tasmania, and was intervieWtid 
by a iliercur.1/ ·i:eporter, to whom he stated that the prospects of the line were very favourable. 
I 11 the May following, Sir vVilliam died, and his executt1rs asked for the return of the £2500 
lent. Before the 26th May, the Company had to pay £10,000 in order to comply with the 
,conditions of the Act. The Company in lVIelbourne went into liquidation. The assets of the 
Company were sold. The purchasers went to Adelaide; and on the eve of the expiration of 
the time, £ I 0,000 was telegraphed to Tasmania. [ want. to show yon, gentlemen, the 
trouble an<I the difficulties we have had to contend with in putting this matter before the 
public. Since that was done, ;\fr. Pal Iller, the Company's representative, . set to work to 
g·at.her information tog-t->ther to take to Eng·la.11d, i11 order to put this matter before the financiers. 
He collerted a heap of information in a pamphlet, which was produced to the Committee last year. 
He started for Eng·land, and had got as far a,- Adelaide when the branch-line quest.ion arose. That· 
brought him back again to Tasmania, and be was hPre four or five months. That important 
matter of the branch-lines was disposed. of, a11d he again started for England, and arrived 
there in the early part of 1898. \Vhen he was in England, Messrs. Horne & Bakewell had 
the flotation of this matter in their hands. TheJkept it for some time, and · the matter was not 
floated. The Fashoda incident came up, war between France and England was seriously talked of-
talked of, indeed, was considered inevitable; and as every financier knows, that sort. of thing delays 
the flotation of a scheme like this; in fact in the evidence it is stated that that did.delav it.. Messrs. 
Horne & Bakewell f'i~iled to float the matter, and handed it to Mr. Palmer, and he, o"r his people, 
telegraphed some £500 to keep the rights u11der the Act going by continuing- the con1itructi611 that 
had already been commenced. The matt.er was then put in good trim, and a strong Board of 
Directors was formed. Sir Philip Fysh wrote out here and stated that a very good Board had 
been formed. Matters were going on satisfactorily, and tl,e contract would have been signed, when 
Sir Philip Fysh sent a cable message asking for the interpretation of the section dealing· 
with curves and grades. Mr. Pallller has stated in his evidence, that the contractor 
desired to test the question of whether the Government was hostile to _the project m· not, and so 
wished that question to be put. A reply came, that these curves and :;rades could not be used, 
As a result of that, Mr. Palmer had to get £200,000 extra, to cover any loss that might be incurred 
by the Company through tl1e enforcing· of the stringent provision re curves and grades.
Agai11, matters were going 011 swimmingly, when a telegram came from Tasmania 
that the rights bad lapsed. :Mr. Treviss Moore's evidence-and he is an entirely <lisinterested 
witness, and puts it very mildly-is, that the telegram did not a;;sist the flotation. 
Mr. Paluier says that it co,npletely stopped it.. They took Sir. Edward Clarke's opinion on that 
questi11n, and be advised them that rig·hts had not: lapsed ; and on that another telegram came from 
this side, ~aying that. a new Bill would Le introduced, g·iving· them the rights again. On that, 
Sir Pl}ilip Fysh writes out, saying that he hopes the Bill will remove the " burning 
fear" that the Government were hostile. He himself, the Uovernment represent.ati,,e 
in London, could not. but admit that there was a fear in the minds of the financiers 
that. the Government were hostile. \-Yell, Sir Philip Fysh was asked .to take a seat on 
the Bua1:d of Dire<"tors. He was not asked to take a seat on the Board of Directors until the 
l 'ompanj, had been floated. His name <lid not appear on the prospectus like Sir Edward 
Bracldon',; did 011 the prospectus of the Emu Bay H.ailway Company, so that nobody could say 
that the _Compauy had been floated on the rp1)1'esentat.ion that the Agent-General was ,1 director of 
the Conipi:ny. Ht~ prn1J1ised to take a seat 011 1he Board, a11d he received instrnctions from this 
end to ,i·ithdraw,.and he did :;u-althongh a~ he statPS in his letters, the Promoters asked him to 
reconsid,;fr his decision to wi1hdraw, and he wrote to the Government here to ask to be allowed 
to remain. After he had withdrawn a telegram appeared in the Tiou·s, the leading paper of 
London, to the effect_ that he bad withdrawn from the Board; tb us making public pr11pe1·ty what had 
merely lieen knnw11 to a fow of the leading·fi11a11ciers in the scheme. That pi•etty well settled the whole 
concern, a11d ]Hr. Palmer. cciulcl not then induce the fi11a11ciers to advance any money until, as 
they pnt i1, a guarantee was obtai11ed from the Government-not. to assist them with 111oney, but 
to remoYe the fear that they were dealing with a hostile Governmrut. And they point out in these 
letters here that, in the case of the Midland Railway of New Zealand, the Government were at 
first friendly; while here, as they point out, the Government is already hostile; and they say, 
" How ea n c:,ntractors _put themselves in the hands of a Gover11111ent which has already sholVn the 
cloven hoof, and ... does not intend to treat them with the liberality they could reasonably expect"?" 
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.Mr. Palmer then eame out to Tismahlll,, in orde;. to gpt some sort of gthi.l;ahtee from, the Go,vern~ 
ment to satisfy the London finanriers. Mr. Palmer, when the Se!Pct Committee met last year, was 
told that if the Government amended the Act, tha.t ,:hould be sufficient for us to ·re~float the 
Company on. The amended Act was sent to Engl.and, and Messrs. Bakewell and Brunlees have 
informed the Adelaide Board that they were unable to float without some guarantee from the Govern~ 
ment that they were not hostile. Then these negotiations were entered into by the solicitors of the 
Railway here and the Government of Tasmania. During the time of these negotiations, some four 
or five months, no work could be done, and our rights will lapse on the 1st August next if ·we do 
not get an extension of time. That is absolutely in order to keep the rights alive. I think 
members of this Committee will agree with me that we have not shown laehes in dealing wit.h the 
matter. There is ample evidence of bond .fides in this correspondence with the Government; 
ample evidenre that we intend to carry out the line if we can only convince the Eng'lish people that 
the Government is not hostile, and that they will be treated in a liberal spirit. I might say, as to 
the question of curves and grades, that the Great Midland Railway Company has th~se apparently 
objectionable Clauses in its Bill, and nooody objects t'o them; and what it is fair to give· oue. rail• 
way it is surely fair to give ·another. Mr. Grant's suggestion seems to be a very fair one, and 
should guide Members as to the treatment we should receive. I hope, gentlemen of this 
Committee, that before you come to any conclusion, yon will read the correspondence in the 
Appendices of last year's Report. I do not think it is necessa1·y to g·o through' that myself, although I 
have ma1·ked it up, and had tbe time been longer I should have asked you to do so. I think that . 
Mr. Gaffney's suggestion that we should get 12 months, in case this alternative railway 
is not built, is a very fair one, particularly when we come to take into consideration Mr. 
Patterson's statement as to the survey. I understand that the Minister has promised to take 
survey work as construction, so that the question I asked of Mr. Patterson need not be 
]pressed; although, otherwise, it might be necessary to press it. Mr. Back says' the railway will 
take five years to build, and Mr. Patterson says it will take. three. Anyhow, we leave the case in 
your hands, to give ·us such fair treatment as will enable us to obtain for the Colony a railway 
which everybody- will admit lllust be an advantage to Tasmania. Looking at the evidence given 
by my le11rned friend, Mr. Dobson, as to the cost of the railways to tlie Colony, surely this railway, 

. which will bring them in three per cent. on the £200,000 they are a~ked to spend upon it, should 
be passed without hesitation. ls there any other railway that is doing so well? I do not think 
that there is ; indeed, I am sure that there is not. · 

FtUDAY, 20TH JuLY, 1900. 

HENRY DOBt,ON, re-called a'f},d examined, 

399. By 1111- Gajfney.~From the printed correspoudence I find that Messrs. bobson & Young 
wrote on 9th May that £400,000 was underwritten by some of the most substantial capitalists in 
London-is that corre.ct? It was correct at one time ; but the situation has been altogether altered 
during the last year, as 1 have already shown.· You have the letter from the Agent-General, 
printed in the correspondence, stating that Mr. Palmer had allied himself with some of the most 
substantial and well-known financial men in England. 

400. A cableg-ram from the Agent-General repeated by Dobson, 15th ::.\fay (p. 4, No. 17), 
says" Important alterations necessitate de novo underwriting "-how do you explain that, if the 
capital or a large part of it had been already subscribed? Th.e meaning is what it says, or rather 
what has been explained. The debentures were underwritten, but the flotation was stopped for the· 
reasons given. The Premier pressed us to show that the underwriting still held good under the 

. altered conditions. The underwriters ve1·y naturally wa ntecl to know what these altered conditions
are. '\Ve cannot say that the underwriting still holds good. How can you expect men, when they 
have underwritten under certain spec,fied conditions, to say that they will allow tbeir underwriting 
to remain good when the conditions are entirely altered, and when they have to depend entirely on 
the terms which may be passed by a Parliament 12,000 miles away. They say very properly that 
they eannot now- be bound to their agreement until they sPe the new Act. Although the Promoters 
have to eommence with the flotation de novo, they have to go to the old underwriters and ask them 
to renew their agreement. When the Government asked that the uuderwriters who had agreed to 
underwrite the concem under the existing Act, should allow their underwriting to hold g·ood under 
a new Act which had not yet been introduP-ecl into Parliament, they were asking the impossible, 
When the statement was made that the amount had been underwritten it was perlectly correct; but 
now, all the conditions are altered, and the Promoters have to commence de n01,o under. the new 

. Act, with its altered conditions. 
401. Was Mr. Law<ler eorrectly described, in the issued prospectus of the Company, as a 

Royal Commissioner of Tasmanian Hail ways? 1 had nothing to do with th'3 prospectus; that was 
prepared in England. . 

402. By J.11r. Sadle,·.-Had not Mr. Lawder been engaged as a Royal Commissioner on 
Tasmanian Railways? I think he was one of the Royal Commission on railways, being associated 
with Messrs. Stanley, of Queensland, and Zox, of Melbourne. 
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403. By J.111·. Ga:.ffney.-Was Mr. Lawder's estimate of prnfit to be earned by the railway 

sufficient _to pay intere,-;t on debentures, share capibtl, a.1JCI leave a margin for other purpose,-;, as 
stated in the G1·eat We,-;tem Railway prospectus, 'ju,;tifiecl by facts, in the opinions expressed by 
:Major,Officer am! 1\f r. Palmer beforn the Select Committee on the original-Great vVestern Railway 
Bill? · r did:not_ g·o into that; I a111 not competent to g·ive a11 opinion. 

·. 404: 'Did the Agent-General :-ee and appron' of the prospectus I have referretl to; or, if not, 
whitt prosp'ectus_ "'as it to which he was ready to give his name as a directo1'? On that question, 
tlie Agent-General says, in his letter to the Premier, <.lated 19th May, 1899, published in the 
Appem.lii.ies to the last Company's Report,-·" The prospectus, for the contents of which, as a 
Director, I might" have· been responsible, is not being published for the· purpose of obtaining 
stil;iscriptions fo1' share capital. Before I was asked to join, a 11 the share capital, preferent and 
ordinary, had .oeen. und_erwritten as to· which, therefore, I have absolutely no responsibility. 
Therefore, as Mr.· Hansen agreetl with me, tha:t respomibility was to be mea~ured by the trust 
imposed by investors in the £600,000 debenture capital, I may not l:>e able to enclose with thts 
the prospectmi; as the drnft has yet to undergo, at my sugg·estion, certain 111odifications. This gives 
me the oppci1tu·uity_ to say I have found all concerned to be sternly critical of all statements claiming 
dociuneutary si.ipport before accepting· them, and that t.he names of all the firms associated in the 
·prospect.us are._exceptionally reliaule. Messrs. Bircham & C1J., solicitors to the trustees of debenture 
holders, is the same firm who had charge of the Government case v. the Tasmanian :Main Line 
Railwtty Company, and with them, a11d every" one associated, I· have had the fullest intercourse; 
mid from· them been enable to gather all the details of the negotiatio11s. 'l'he capital formed by 
preference. shares µ11d debentures is a first charge on net earnings, and any further profit, as a 
dividend on the ·original share capital. All risk, therefore, lies with the holders of share capital, who, 
if the v_eu tu1:e·be a s·ucces;;, g·et paid; if a failure, nothing." 'l'he Agent-General evitlently thoroughly 
satisfied himself as._to the reliability of the prospectus. He had the services of the solicitor to some 
of the_ 11nderwfiters, and went carefolly into the matter. But, as a matter of fact, the prospectus 
W?S_ nut _issue 1, The letter _of the Agent-General, which r have just quoted, r th-ink, covers all the 
objection~ _that,conld reasonably be raised. . . 

405. JVJ r. Patterson has offered to co11~truct the line fo1; £600,000-in view (If this offer, are 
noi the ve1·y much large1· sums p1·oposed to be g·iven in cash anJ ·shares greatly in excess of what 
should be_ paid, unless the shares are recognised as being valueless? The cash that the Promoters 
are to receive will be to a. very great extent swallowed up in the cost, which the _Company has had 
to meet up to the present. Besides, you are dealing· with a prospectus which never was· and neve1· 
will be issued. The prospectus which the Promoters now propose to issue will provide that the 
ordinary share capital of the Company will be largely reduced. 'l'he issue of first mortgag·e 
deben tmes of £ l UO at 5 per cent. interest is to be reduced from £600,000 to £400,000. The 
-contractor has underwritten the £500,000 worth of preferential shares himself, therefore taking 
upon himself an enormous risk, thus showing tlmt Messrs. Pauling have confidence in the venture. 
This finn, of large experience, are also prepared to take half payment for construction in the 
preferential shares of the Company. So far as the ordinary shares go, I do not place much value 
on them at present. . . 

· - 401:.>. Out of a Company of 2k millions the Promoters are asking £895,000 in shares and cash? 
1'he cash ·asked for is very moderate compared with other flotations, and 'as stated before, you are 
quoting from a prospect.us that will 11ever be issued. 

. 407. •No ,value at all is then plaeed on the ordinary shares? They only come in after the 
debentures and pretereutial shares have ·been paid ·their interest in full. · 

408. ls it not often found that shares are worth more before the raihvay is built than they are 
after"•ards-the Emu Bay Railway shares were worth more before the work was commenced than 
they are now?, "Shares fluctuate in price. · . . 

, 409. --Diel yon not say in the House of Assern bly last Session, that this line would run through a 
barren waste, except for minerals? I did not mean that the whole of the country \\'.US valueless. 
I was thinking of the button-grass plains, which are valueless, .except for minerals. I was pointing 
out that the value plaeed npon the concessions gra utcd to the Company by some people, both in and 
out'•Of Pwrliame11t., was excessive aud sometimes ridiculous; the concessio11s have been so hedged 
round :by condition,; that in any discovery of minerals made on t!rn Company's land the Colony will 
reap a, la1·ger revenue from it than if it were found on Government laud. In audition, were a 
rich mi1ie tound on one of the blocks of the Company, on top of the 2½ per cent. royalty, the 
Colouy reaps all the benefit from the increase of population, expenditurn of wages, receipts from 
customs, &c.; the colony has made a g·ood bargain. . 

. • 410 .. vVill not t.he contribution of £200,000 by the Governme11t for the construction of part of 
this line· be ,naturally regarded by British investors as an act by which the Uovernment and 
Colony become associated with the Promoters?' No; l think that a scheme has now been tlevised 
which absolutely keeps the colony free from the Company. The Government refused to subscribe 
to the debenture capital of the Curnpany; they refused to guanwtee any portion of the capital-in 
short, told us plaiuly that the Government and the Culouy must not be rnixetl up with the prospectus 
or -with the-Company in auy way. The Government is now propo~ing- simply to exteud their own 
railway- a t.listance of 35 miles into what is known to be very fine country in the Florentine Valley . 
.No one can fairly draw a connection between the Government and the Company under tl1e 
conditions uf the present proposal. · 

· 411. You said that this land was of no value now? I have not said so. The statement to 
which you refer was in reference to the button-grass plains along the Linda track, over which I had 
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travelled and which is a barren waste, unless minerals are discovered thei·e, but there is :really good 
land in tlrn Florentine Y alley. . . 

412. Are you aware of the fact that there ha·s been for ma11y years a.gor>d macadamised road 
into the Florentine Valley ? , I do not think that there is a maeadamis,ed road there; a road .w,as 
made very many years ago. . , . .. . · . .. . · · · ' 

413. I have been informed that there is. a good macadamised road? You me_a11,'Ts_upp_o~:i, · 
the road that was made in Governor, Denison's tirile. . . . , 

414. If the land is good would it not littve been taken up seeing that there was a good road? 
Do you not fii1d that the good larnl b;wk from the Cuast,even on the North-\Vest Coa_stj i·equir~s 
railway commm1ication before it ca1i be pl'Ofitably worked. That is the case in the Wilmot Valley 
the people there are asking f0r a railway becans(;) the land is too far back for road h'affic. : .... 

415. But those people went b1:1ck ai:id took.up the laud fir,;t, and now very properly; when 
they have made their homes, they are ji.1stifiAd in asking for a railway-if the la.ncl in the Flor:e_ntine 
Valley is good, why have not _tlie people gune in there and taken it up? Settlement is increasing 
in that locality. I know of many persons :wJ10 are_ taking up land at Tyenna. 

416. By 11:lr. U1·quhart.-There seems to be some confusion- about the 800,000 ordinary shares
I understand that in the original prospectu,; there were 500,000 preferential shares, and a certain 
amount of capital in debentures which was to construct' the railway-is that so? Yes, pmcisely 
so. . 

• 417. The other, or ordinar_y shares, are taken up by the sywlicate ifor what they are wortb? 
Yes. _ . 

418. If, then, they took only 100,000 -ordinary shares they would get no n1ore -than if they 
made them into 8OO,OUO? At the pre,;ent mouient,-1 think the ordinary ;shares are of no .value,.,:" 

41 SI. The preferential shares and debentures are the first charge, itncl aftei• tbat is met the 
ordinary shares take all the profits, is it not so? Yes, that is , so. . . · · ·· . · . 

420. Then, what does it matter whether th·e remaining- profit is divided among 800,000 shares 
or 100,000 sba)'es, if the Promoters take them all? That appears to be'correc_t. · · · 

421. By Mr. Sadler.-How rnanv shllres are. there altogether? I· cannot say:- 'The oi·iginal 
prospectus was never issued and I do 1{ut know how nnwy shares there will be in the new p1:ospecfog 
which is not yet, I understand, prepared. · ' · · 
. 422. Under the original prospectus I uuderstand that the Cornpan_y was to con~ist ·of 2;25U,OO1

) 

shares, out of which the Promoters were to take 8OU,OOO-practically One-third? .· Yes, . ·-but th::i 
shares to be taken by the Pron1oters are only third-degTee shares and did not share. in' ·tpe }Ji•ofi~s 
until all the other shares had received their in1erest. That was in the original' .. prospectus, 
but uow the Corn pany will be floated· on totally- difforen_t lilies. , · · · 

423. By.thP Clurirman.-b tliis Colony concurned in a11) degTeeJ as,far as: t!1is.:ndhvay is 
.under the prospectus of this Company? It is not concerned in any way, and eaunot'be. ''-,, ;,: · ·, ·: 

. 424. Is this· Colony conceding· certain- water and _land concessions in· exc!lange ·-for the 
construction _of this railway? Yes, that is so. .:\ • .1 

4-25. Is this Colony concerned in any way in the profits or losses of the Co1~pany.?·:,,_No, .not 
in any .way. . .,:, ·, ✓ · 

· 426. -By ll!fr; -Urquhart -Are not the land and water cnncessions 1:estricte·d,?' •. Yes;: on·_all 
minerals found on its l_and the Company has -to paf a royalty of· 2! per cent::;· ,and if any,·.Jarge 
discoveries,_are n1ade on the Company's properties the Colony will be 1uuch hetter o:ff:t,han,'iLsimilar 
discoveries were made on ordinary Crown land~. . : · --:.-·:·:•:,_ '_ · ··· 

427.. Dues not the sa1ue apply to the·water'? · Yes, the Uompany·hasto,1)ay,so m·uch per 
sluice-head fur all the water it uiies, and 1'eturn it back iii to the s_tream frl)m, which it ·,vas taken. • , 

428. As a matter of -fi.iet, this la'nd is second~dass land? Exce_pt the 201000 acres'1n the 
Florentin·e Valley,-as far as we know. · i - • ",·;,,' 

429. Then it could be bought for 1Os; per acre·?. Yes.·· · - . ·' ,, .. '' ,. 
4:30. By .llr. Bntl,•r.-In ·the event of the Company's blocks. proving•.; valuable; wo·ul<l no;; 

-that increase the value of the Government land? Yes, undoubtedly.•. · 
- 431. Is it not just as likely._tha.t discoveries will be uulde on the Government ".block~-'a:s ·on the 

Compa11y'sblocks? Yes,ce1tainly,itisallchance. . ;, .. ·'····i.,,: '· 
432. Can any of this lai1d become valuable. with,Jut-a ra-ilway? N o:;.it, inust·alwa:ys .remaiq a~ 

it i,; now, unprodu·ctive, until it- has railwi1y ·communicati_on. . ·u _ ·. · '. · . · ·,." . · ·, 
433. Has not Mr. Frodsham reported that thern is a larg·e area of good land in·t.he:FJoi'entine 

Valley ? Yes. _ . . . . . _ _· .• · 
434. Has not some prospecting been d011e in this country since 1896; .whe!l:you.described· it as 

barren land? Yes, prospectors have reported that there are. promising mineralsh0w.s: the1'e.. . 
43.5. Has not a man named Ten'y given evidP,Uce stating that he dms-be?il'p1-ospecting, with 

satisfactory results, in that district? Yes, I have heard of seve1·al prospectors·who \say''that_ they 
have made good finds there: · · · · · · · 

436. Ha~ Mr. M'Lean made·a favourable report ofa discovery there? Yes .. 
437 Is it a fact t'hat the Derwent Valley Railway is now worked at a lossJ ':<:Yes, that it. 

shown by the Report of the General Ma,nager of ){ ail ways._ • ~. : . ,. ; . 

438. ff the Great Western line were constructed, is there not a provision in the Company'E 
A,ct that they have obtained running powers over the line frolll; Glenora to fioqa.rt ?- Yes, . 

I • 



(No. 38.) 

32 
439. Will the Company not have to pay for that? Ye;;, for every passenger or parcel they 

carry. 
440. \-Viii not that traffic go to make the Derwent Vallt•y li.1:' a profitable 011e, or rather to 

reduce tbe presl-'llt lo~s'? lt. is bou11d to reduce the loss: it ·rnnst add considerably to the profits 
of the line, and would pi·olnibly 1Hake it a profit.able line. 

44 l . .-\,; to l\'Ir. Patterso11's offer to construct the Great \\' estern Railway for £600,000-you 
heard it i-tated by him that the distarioe was 140 11Jile~-has not the dii;tance _been ascertained by 
survey to be 160 miles ? Yes ; 160 and some odd mili>s. · 

442 . . :Mr. P~tterson states that his estimate was b_a,;ed on only hearsay evidence? Yes; from 
Mr, Howard \V r1g·ht and others, · . 

443. Do yon know if Howard W rig-ht was 1wgot.iating with the Government to build a 
rnilway from Hobart to the West Coast? Yes, 

444. Can he not be looked upon as a rival comµeiitor? He is out of it now, l suppose, but 
he and l\lr, H. ,J011es wer~ the first to propose the i·ailway, I think. 

MR. GEORGE E. MOORE, called and examined, 

445. By 1111-. Butler.-What. is your name? George E. Moore. 
446. You are an engineer? Yes; I am a M. I nst.C.E. 
447. vVere you engaged in railway matters?. Yes. . 
448. YVill you tell us where, and in what capacity? l was until recently in the rmploy of the 

India11 Government, where for·rnany yPars I was employed as railway engi11eer. 1 was also 
Government Inspector of Hail.way~, at Calcutta, for the last fi\'e years. Altogether, I was '25 
years in the employ of the India11 Governme11t, 

449. All that time as a railway engineer? Yes, almost e11tirely. 
450. Then you have had large experience in railway:::? I think I may fairly say so. 
451. "\Vhat is the character of the country there? The character 9f' t.he country through 

which the railways pass is various, from very ea~y to very rough. 
452. ls thffe a11y difficult ,~ountry? Yes, there is the Himalaya country. 
453. Have you been at out· West Goast? Yes. 
454. Do you know the :Mount Lyell and N orrh Lyell Hail ways? Yes. I went 01•01· the 

~ orth Lyell Rail way six weeks ago. . 
455. What is the nature of the country throug·h which it passes? It is very ·rough country for 

15 miles from Kelly's Basin; then it is fairly easy country to the Linda Valley. 
456. Can you give us an estimate of the average cost of that li11e? It would cost a little over 

£6000 per mile. 
457. Do you know_the Mount Lyell and Emu Bay Railways? I have passed over the lines. 
458. Have you ever seen wooden culve1·ts in the \-Vest Coast railways? I have never seen 

any others. 
459. Would you consider wooden culverts good enough to put in on those railways? · It 

depe11ds on what money you have. No one will deny that stone is better tlup1 wood, In new 
rountries, however, the prnctice is• to .Ji : ~-·e, 1den culverts, and whe11 the country becomes more 
·settled, then stone is put in or brick. It is diili::::.tlt, sometimes impossible, wheu constructi11g a rail
way in such difficult country to get brick or proper stone. 

460. vVould it be very costly to afterwa1·ds replace the wooden culverts with masonry or·con
crete culverts? It is the proper thing to du when the traffic justifies the expenditure. 

461. You have heard of the Great Western Railway and its route? Yes. 
462. Oue of the conditious which the Government are imposing· is that the contractors shall 

commence work simultaneonsly at the Gle11ora end, at Gormanston, and at the \Vestern terminus
would that iucrease the cost of construction? I should think so, very largely. 

463. In what way? The contractors should get. the material at one end and carry the work 
right through. If the1·e are any large tunnels or other worki;: likely to cause delay, they would go 
on with the work there-carrying the work on from one eud would be the more economical and 
proper way under ordinary circumstances in such a work as this. .If the contractors can get ea~y 
access fr,Jm on~ end they will do so, but to start platelayiug· at both ends is not desirable. 

464 Is that the general practice ( Yes, the economical practice; you must have the men 
together as far as possible, and unde1· oue suµervision, to <lo g·ood and economical work. 

46,5. The average cost of the Government railways in this Colony is about £8159 per mile, 
including the purr base of the Main Line and the construction of' the North-Western line, which is a 
broad-gaug·e railway-I asked the question to a witne:,;s, how it was that a private company could 
build a railway so much cheaper tha11 the Government could-can you explain anything· as to that? 
I cannot explain that; I do not see how it can be if the same specifications are given to be worked 
to. 

466. For instance, the Derwent Valley line cost £9100 per mile; would you think it a low 
e'>timate to continue that line from Glenora on to the West Coast at a cost of £4:300 per mile? 
The conditions are not quite equal. 'l'he Derwent Valley line has masonry bridges, but, nuder 
equal specifications, it would be much more expensive to build a line fro111 Gleuura to the ~ ~si 
()µl\st tl\an from Brid~ewater to Glenor\~: · · · 
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467. Why should· a private compai1y build a line cheaper than the Government? I cannot 
understand why, unless it would be that they would look better after their own interests. . 

468. If you were goi11g to give an estimate for the construction of a railway ·from Glenura to 
the Wrst Coast, what would be your first step? I should-first have a survey made. 

469. Suppose no survey we1·e made, would you not want to go over the· country ? Yes, I 
sh?u.ld go ove_r the ?ountry gathering· information, and, by the aid i>f an aneroid, form a.s g11od an 
opunon of the country as I could g·et. · 

· 470. You would ascertain the length of railway? Yes, as far as I possibly could. 
471. \\'hat value would yon place on an estimate based on purely hear~ay? I should pro-

bably add 50 per cent. to the estimate. . 
472. lf it were a low estimate, would you place much reliance on it? Certainly not. 
473. lfthat rstimate were nearly less by half than the average cust ofrailways in. Ta~mania, what 

then? I shduld disregard it entirely; but, if pDssible, I should get a similar line in sirnilm· country, 
and add, 50 per cent. to the cost of the hearsay estimate for co11tingencies 

474. Section 15 of the Act »ays :-" The said railway shall be con,.;tr11cted and worked from a 
terminus, to be approved by the Minister, 011 the Derwent Valley Railway to a terminus, to be 
approved by the Mi11ister, wir hin the Western Mi11ing· Divi~inn, and shall have a gaug·e of thi-ee 
foet six i11chPs, with curves of nor le"s tha11 five chai11;; radius, and steel rails of not less than forty
three pounds to the yard, and gradiPnts uot steeper than 1 in 40 adhesive, or steeper than 
1 . in 12 where the Abt., Fell, 01· othPr approved system, may be sanctionrd by the Minister. 
The line shall be constructed in terms of the specifil'.ations set for1 h in the Schedule hereto : 
provided that, after survey, such deviations iu the matter of grades and of minor details 11iay 

be so modified as the Ge11eral Manager of Railways may recommend the Minister to adopt.,_ 
under that Section would yon claim to use the minimum curves and maximum grades, at yot1r 
discretion, if you were the contractor? If no restrictions were placed· upon me I would use 
them as often as necessary to do ~o. 

475. Do you think that by so·doing· you would rendei· the line less· substantial? How could 
that bP so. If there is n,1 danger in one curve, could you increase the danger by multiplying them? 

476. If the Government put a different _construction 011 that Sectio11, would you, as a 
contra<'t.or, have to submit to it? If it were a material difference I would contest it in a court of 
law; if not material, I would ,-ubmit'it to an umpire. 

477. You would have a limit to the cnrves? Yes; it is C!Ustomary to do so. In the case of 
reverse curves, a certain amount of straight should be put in fur i·easous -of econom:cal worki.ng, 
and of cour~e this would be long·er in easy country, but in rough country a lesser amunnt of straight 
would be used. · As regards the I in 40 grades, it. ha,; b!_len the practice for the last 20 years to com
pensate the ruling or limit grnde where it is used in couj u riction with shal'p CLirvea a,; the same load 
cannot he carried on l i11 -1-0 rounct curves as can be earrie<l on the straight. .\Vhere the 5-chain 
cures ai-e used, a gradi,mt of a bunt I in 44 should be_ used. If you do not du this, y,1ur limit g-rade 
is practically reduced to 1 in 35, which mean,.; less load and moi-e expensive working But it does 
not matter huw frequently you use the li111it grade, excepting in the cost of working·. It ,means 
mure coal, and consequently it would be against the intere~t of the Company; but the interest of 
the Govern111e11t i11 the niatter-,--as they will n,>t have the working of t.be railway-is extremely 
remote. . 

478. Last session an Act was pas;;ed amending Clause 15, by allowing the rni11imum curve,
aud maximum grades to be used whe11 the engineer uf the Company deemed it 11ecessa1·y. · The 
Goverumeut have now asked the Company to give up that amending- :,ection. D,1 yun think 
that wis is a fair request to make on behalf of the Government? I think that it is very probable 
that differences wil I arise. 

47R It is suggested that when such differences arise the difference shall be referred ttJ a ·M. Inst. 
C.E., mutually agreed upon by the GovPrnment and by the Company. Do you think that this is a 
reasonable request? Yes, certainly, I thiuk it fair to both sides to have an umpire. 

41'0. Does it not relllove the chance of litigation ? To a certain extent ; but it is always 
irritating to_a couti·actor to be bound to the opinion of 011e man, and that engineer may be replaced 
by auother who may hold quite different opinions; _and contractors do not wat1t to be always going 
to arbitration. They prefer to have the conditions distinctly specified in black and white in the 
specifications. , 

481. Looking at it fr~m all standpoints, if the Government desire to limit the US() of the curves 
and g!'ades, you do not think tirnt there is anything unreasonable or unfair in the request to have 
any difference on that subject settled by an umpire? No; I think it very fair. 

482. Considering that tbe promoters in Loudon fear that there has been a ce1·tain amount of 
hostility to the undertaking 011 the part of the Government, do you think that this ~ug-g-estion should 
l.,e accepted by the Govermnen t ? Yes; 1 consider it very fair and rnasona ble. 

· 48J. Is it a vital question? It is very vital to the contractors; it is against the interests of 
the Company to unduly make use of them, but tu the Government their inte1·e,-.t seem,, .very remote. 

484. Du you think. that this line, if constructed, ·would pay? At the first L du not see how it 
would pay, but eventually l think it should pay as well as any line in the conntry. It would have 
to make its uwn traffic; but lines like this one always make their own traffic 

485. Are such lines an advantage to the Country? Yes; a very great advantage. 
486. You were in England some short time time ago? Yes; this timii last year, 
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487. What do you think of the Board of Directors of the Great \Vestern Co111pany? It 1,; a 
i,jfrong working Board; not an ornamental one. 

488. DI) yon know Mr. Tennant, onP, of the Directors? I knew him well 35 years ago. He 
was then Trnffic Manug·er 011 the North-Eastern (Eng-land) Ruilway. He was a fi:erwards Genera I 
Manager of that Railway, but is now retired. He is a first-cla,;s man. 

.4R9. Do you know VVilliam Frederick Pepper, another Director? Yes, he is a rnilway man 
irnd Director in some of.the Arge11tine 1·ailways, I believe. 

490. Is he of repute in the railway world? Yes; he is a good mau. . 
491. Do you know Mr Robt. Miller, another of the Directors? Yes, he belongs to a larg-e 

London and Calcutta firm. I I e is managing· directol' .of one of the largest lines i11 India, and is on 
the Board of other railways. 

492. l<'rom yonr personal knowledge you think that the Board is a good one'? Yes, it is a 
very strong Board. . 

493. Would those men put their names to a false or i1i1proper company? No, most certainly 
not. Their rnpntation is all-important to tlrnm. 

494. Do you know Mr. Bru11lees? Yef:; I know him. 
495. Do you know Me~srs . .\orton, Rose, & Norton? I know them by repute. They ar1! a 

leading firm of solicitors in the City of London. 
496. Do you know Barclay & Co.? They are financiers and bankers. 
497. Do yon know Pauling & Co.'( I liave heard very largely of them. 
498. \Vhat is their elm;,; of bu~iness ! They are very sub~tantial railway contractors; there 

can be no doubt of that. 
499. Would Panling & Co. lend tlwir name to a11 undertaking- which they did not intend to 

carry out'? :\fost certainly n9t. 
500 Have they 11ot done large railway works in South Africa? I believe they have clone 

most of the railway work in South Africa. 
50 I. Have those rail-ways been built to the satisfaction of the country? You may be sure of 

that; I ha Ye never heard anything agiiinst Pauling· & Co. whatever. 
502. ,ve have heard a great deal about a surface line being constructed, if the use 111' 

minimum curves and maximum grades is unrestricted,--what is the objection to a surface line? :My 
idea has always beeu to get a.;; near the surfaC'e its po~sible, and every en1£i11eer wonlJ do the satue. 
It is far better to have your line on the surface than to have it 50 feet npon a bank or down in a 
cutting. . 

503. If you have a limit to the cunes and grades - that is if the A.et provides for a minimmn 
curve and maximum gradient-can a surface liue be constructed? You can stick to the cont1111r 
of the country much more closely if you li"ave a free ha.qcl. No engineer will put in· a sharp curve 
for the fun of the thing. A perfectly level and 0 traig·ht line is the ideal line of the engineer. 

504. I-I ave you read the evidence given by Mr. Back at this enquiry'( Yes. 
505. See Question 41.-Mr. Buck there admirs that a surface line C'anuot- lie built where the 

minimum curves and maximum grades an! directly specifir.d-do you agree with that? I do not 
q11ite understa11d what he mea11s by a surface li11e. I do not follow the question quite. [t would 
be easier, of conrse, to build such a Ji1w on 5-chain curves and I i11 40 gTade, t ban 011 I 0-chain curv·Ps 
and 1 in I 00 grade; but the engiueer has to look at economy; and there i,- no reaso1i ivhy a line, 
because.it is cheap, must neces~arily bB iuferior: it all depends 1>11 t.he couutry. · 

50fi. You would, then, hiwe 110 oldectio11 to a surface line? I repeat I do not know what you 
mea11 by u surface line in this connect.ion. If you 11Jean a contour liue, of conrse you follow rhe 
contour of the co11ntry. You may have to make the line so much longer to obtain a certain heig-ht 
or grade. · 

507. ffaving J"ead the specifications, ca.11 you say that this line would be a smface line? That 
is all a matter of estimate; in this case it is all conjecture. · 

508. Is it not a sweeping· assertion to say that this line would be a sudace inferior line u11rlpr 
those specifications'( It is a sweeping asserti(ln, of course. 

509. By Mr. Uuesdon.-Have JOli reud the specifications? Yes. 
510. You know the Mou11t Lyell, and :\orth Lyell, and other West Coast. railways? Y<0 s, 1 

have been over t hen'1 
511. ,,1ould you regaJ"d these specifications as fair? Yes; I should regard them as eqirnl, at 

least, to the standard 11f those lines They all have timber culverts, I bel:,eve. · · 
512. ls the Emn Bay line superior to what this line would be according- to the specificatio11° '~ 

I cannot say. . 
513 You have had, I believe, a good de.al of experience in 'controlling contracts'( Yes, I lia\'P. 

.514. As to the nse of the expre~sion .. "the earthworks should be as light as possible with 
efficiency "-won Id you regard that as unusual? i\ot necessarily so in a line of t.his kind. Yo11 
speci(y that it shall carry a:· certaiu weighf per axle, a11d rn11 a( a certain speed, and if the engineer 
carries out those conditions I do not see .;vhat else you want. · 

515. If the engineer were to give more than i~ necessary, w·ould he not be committing· t.l1e 
contractor to unnecessary expense? Cer1ai1ily ; the safety of a li11e does not depend on the earth
works-it is on the weight of the rails an'd the ballast. 

516. Haye you seen the contract betwee11 Pa 11liug a11d the Co111pany, in London, for the co11-
~tr11ction oft his line ? No. 



(No. 38.) 

35 

517. If I tell yoµ that the contmct provides that tlrn curves and grades shall be as specified 
nuder the Act, and the engineer in charge of the construction of thR line on the part uf the con
tractors specifies that the work shall first be subject to the approval of the Company's rng-ineer, but 
befoi·e he can act on these ;;pecifications they have to be submitted to the Minister of Railways of 
Tasmania for his approval, wollld you re;;ard that as taking every necessary precaution to safegnard 
the interests of the Dolony? Yes; but I do not see where the contractors' specification comes in. 
It is the Government specifications which have to be worked up to. · 

5-18. Under the contract the engineer provides that the plans and sections shall be submitted to 
him, and also to the Minister-would you regard that as safeguarding· the interests of the Colony ? 
I -;hould think that it provides a complete safeg-nard to the conntrY. 

519. By Mr. Sadler.-You refer to a surface line, and prefer it to a well-const!'llcted line with 
· curves and grades, so long· as it is well built? You seem to connect an inferior line with a 
surface line. I do not see where the connection comes in. If you can keep to the surface all the 
better, earthworks certainly do not improve a line. I should amid earthworks as far as po$sible. 
Earthworks afford no safeguard to a railway. 

520. You would not build a surface line for the Government? l do not understand that. In
open country you keep to the surfa_ce, in difficult c<>untry you keep to the surface as far as you can, 
but necessarily you have to put in curves and grades ro amid 11s·e]es~, heavy earthworks .. 

521. In the difficult country you would prefer to use curves and grades, but in no other country? 
I should say, where they can, the engineers will keep a perfe,·tly lev,el and straight line, only using· 
curves and grades where they are necessary to avoid unjustifiable expenditure 

522. No concrete is to be used in culverts-would that make urnch diflerence? Wooden 
culverts are perfectly good for a certa.in number of years, if the design is good. 

523. What would be the life of wooden culvert~? That depends on the country and on the 
timber. 

524. You think that this line would pay i11 future'? I think that jJl'obahly it would pay 111 

time as well as any line in tliis country. 
, 62,5. If Mr. Back says that the line would not pay would you set up your opinion against his? 

No, I would not, but the1·e are nu figurPs to go on. I ba;.P my opinion on the fact that a line fro111 
Hobart to the West Coast, with a large and increasing population, should pay. 

526. By ,lfr. Ga.ffney.-1 understand that yon only travelled over the Mt ~Lyell, North Lyell, 
and Emu Bay lines? Yes. The North Lyell, I went oyer that with t.he contractors and engineer. 

527. You are not then in a position to say whether on the other linesvthey have or .have not 
wooden culve1·ts? ]Yo. exr.epting from observation in traYelling. 

528. _Are you aware that there is a certain kind of wood on the West Coast, that is, Huon 
Pine, which is much more lasting than other timbP.r, hut on the Emn Bay line they use concrete
in building large earthworks, is it usual to put in wood ? ,vood is only used when it is much more 
expensive to use better material. 

529. You say you do not think that the Board of Directors and the contractors of this Com
. pany would lend their names to an undertaking when they did not mean to carry out the work? 

Yes, I am confident of that 
530. Is it, then, not usual for men to get mixed up with contracts befo1·e they know whethe1· 

they are genuine? They can only depend on the reports of the officers of the company and on the 
reports received. · 

531. Is it usual for a firm of contractors, such as Pauling & Co., to give a price or sign a 
contract for a large railway work without a permanent. survey having been made? No, I should 
say that was not. usual. 

532. You would hardly expect to hear of a firm such at- that named signiug a contract for this 
railway over such rough country, whic 1t they have never seen, without a survey having· been made'! 
Unless tlu~y had a report fr.1m someone they could trust.. 

533 If you had.a contract to coustruct a railway-overland to the West Coast, and .Y"u had 
the right to alter your grades tu suit the country, would y,iu build a ~urface railway-run the rajl
way to save the cuttings? As an engineer, I would do that as far as possible. 

534. You said, I understand, that it wunld not matter whether you had one or more grades
could you run your line as quickly, 01· as cl1eaply, if you had many of such grades? The limit 
grades and curves limit the load and the speed, the multiplying the number of such grades and 
curves only. increases the cost of working by necessita,ting increased consumption of coal, and greater 
wear and .tear on the permanent way and rolling-stock. 

535. Mr. Patterson says that he would build such a line as that for £600,000. No doubt he 
would run over the country with a cheap line, is that not so? I doubt if he could do so on the 
Government specification. If he made a cheap, inferior line, it would matt.er very r.onsiderably to 
the company that had to work the line. · · . 

536. lf he had the right to µut in the curves and gmdei, as ofte1, as he liked he could make, a 
cheap line? Yes, more cheaply ; it is a vital matter to the contractor. · 

537. By Mr. Guesdon.-Is it unusual for a contract.or to undertake work of this sort without 
his having seen the country ? He would send one of his staff, or obtain information from someone 
011 whom he could depend. 

538. In Tasmania then~ are works of the same character under similar conditions to this 
i\lilway, and in practically the same country,' _aud in t_he ~ame 1feighbourh9od, in ~ome degree-;-
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under these circumstances wnuld it bP unusual for a contractor to ba!':e ·a re:1sonable estimate-o·n such 
information? That would be valuable i11formati1111, certai11ly; but I w11nld add a considerable sum 
for conting-eucies. . 

53D. The Railway League and newspaper iigencies ha,•e obt11ined information which has bePn 
tabulatPd and sent. Home-that. would iill be at the disposal of the contractor? You can generally 
leave the contractor to look after hi,. own interPsts. • 

MO. B.11 th<' Clurirman.-Wa-s it ever your duty to supervise the construction of railways for 
tlw Indian GovernmPnt? Yes; I have done so. 

541. Yon am acqm1i11ted with the plans and spccification'S of such riiilways? Certainly. 
542. Do you notice any marked difference between the specification,; of this railway -and 

those provi<lP<l for the contractors in India? N o·cornparison. ciin be made. The railw:iy:- are not 
g-ennally built by contractors in India, and the Government would never bnild railways of this 
description at all. I know one private line in the hills.· U11<ler their specifications they build 
permanent li11es from the start. · 

543. Did you ever overlook the construction on any lines in India for the GO\ernment? 
Yes. · 

544. Did you ever see the curves and-g1·ades limited'? Yes, but the conditions were all quite 
different. The Oovernment never allowed a line to be commenct-d until the plans were all prepared, 
estimates made out, a 11d a 11 information given in dPtail. • 

545. Do you think it ·possible to build a line from Glenora to the \Vest Coast, and utilise the 
minimum curves and maxim um_ grades -as frrquently as you like, and construct such a line without 
any cuttings whatever? No; I do not think it would be possible. 

546. We are told that the contractor by using these, curves and g-rades as often a1,, he liked 
could avoid cuttings? Not at all. In· some places it would be found impossible to get through 
without a cutting. 

047 In the event of a difference arising between the Govprnment and the contractor, would 
it be reasonable for both parties to leave the decision to an umpire? 1 certainly t.hink so, and that 
this would he the best. way for both parties. 

548. Do you think that the joint.appointment of a MI .C.E.- would suit, practically, both parties 
to the difference? I slfould think so. 

5-19. By il1r. Guesdon.-Have you·any speL·ial reason for not usin~ wood in the earthworks 
of railways in India? For one reason-the white ant would soon destroy it. In that climate it· 
would be impossible to u,.<,e timber . . 

550. By .Mr. Butler.-The original specifications provide for the use of 43-lb. rails to the yard, 
and that the ballast shall be 1330 cubic yards to tl1e mile-the Company propose to use 60-lb. 
rails, and to put in l'i60 cubic yards ba·ilast to the mile-in your opinion, is not that evidence 
of their intent.ion to build a more substantial line than was provided for in the speci.fications? My 
idea is that. light rails and lesser quantity of ballast are only used to save money. The use by the 
Company of the heavier rails and greater quantity of ballast will certainly give you a better and 
n~H~ · · · 

· 551. Is the1·e not an eng·ineer appointed cm behalf of the Company as well as the Government? 
'fhere rn ust be. . 

5f>2. Presuming that you were the engineer for the Company, would you allow the contractor 
to put in curves and µrarles as frequently as he. liked? Certainly not; that would mean to increase 
the cost of working. I sl1ould rr.st.rict. their nse as far as possible, and only pt>rmit them when the 
necessities of' the line actually required thPir use. 

EDWARD JA~. BURGE~S, called and Pxamined. 

553. By Mr. Butler-What is your name? Edward James Burgess. 
554. You are a merchant in Hobart ? Yes. 
550. Were you a surveyor ? Yes, fur over 20 years. 
556. Ha\'e you had any experience in railway surveys? Yes, I was engaged m railway work 

in Ta1-mania, and also in l\ew South Wales. 
l>57. Do you know the country between Zeehan and Gormanston? Yes, VPry well. 
·55t,1_ Is th.., co11n1ry in that locality not so111e of t.he roughest in Tat<mauia? Yes, it is rough 

country, and the route that this Jim, would take from ZPPha.11 to Gorma11ston \\ ould be some of the 
roug-hest ct,untTy in 1'iisma11ia. The di~ta11ce being- about. 16 miles;as the crow flies, whereas the 
railway route would be at !Past 40 miles. · 

55~. Do you. know the proposPd route of the Great W e,-;tern Railway? Yes, fairly well. 
560. W!rnt is the leng·th of the line ? It will be 110 ;:niles from Glenora to Gormanstou, and 

about 40 miles further to ZPehan. 
5G l. Would the cunrractors be fairly correct in. calling the total length 160 miles ? Yes, I 

~bould t.h_ink so. They had snrveyors.eugag·Pd on the work 'for some months. · . 
· · .. · 562. Can the niilway· works be carried out on tlrn vY Pst Coast 011 as advantageous terms·to the 

ccrntractor as they ~Hu be i11 otlier parts of Tasma11ia? No; tlie coudit.ions are entirely different. 
You c,mnot approach it from different points, owing to the "peaty" and boggy character of the 
counfry. You would have tu constrnct it from one end ·tor the actual heavy work, 
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. 563. By the construction of this railway, would Hobart obtain any advantage in trading with 

Zeehan as compared with Melbourne? Undoubtedly, it would. At pre~ent we are altogether 
isolated. Under existing conditions Ho hart h·as no advantage over Melbourne-indeed, the 
contrary-afrhough part of Tasmani11. Freights regulate the trade, and the freights from Melbonme 
to Strahan are 16s. per ton against 12s. 6d. from Melbourne to Hobart; and as the goods from 
England can be landed cheapPr at M1·lbourne thall at Hobart it will be seen that Hobart is at a 
disadvantage. If we wish .to travel by railway to the West Coast we have to do about 3fl0 miles of 
railway travelling and the t1me occupied on the journey would run into three clays. 

5R4. What is the populatio11 of the \!Vest Coast? Zeehan, 9000; Strahan, 2000; Qneens
town, 7000; Gormanston, a.hunt 3000; and (>ther outlying districts, about 5000; total, about 26,000. 

565. With the rompletinn of the Emu Bay railway, and connection with Gormanston, what 
mileage of railway construction would be required. to encircle the whole Colony? The 110 
miles between Glenora and Gormanston. 

566. If th.is raflway was constructed, what traffic would pass over it? Just at present, not 
much mineral traffic ; but it is always impossible to say what traffic will be created by a railway. 
The Union S.S. Company bas just entered into a coutract with the Emu Bay Railway Company 
to carry 30,000 tons of coal and coke over their railway lf anyone had said before the railway 
was commenred that such a contract would ha re been made, he would have been laughed at; the 
same applies to the traffic 011 a line from Hobart to Gormanston. . 

567. What would the pai,;seng·er-traffic be? There would be, im111ediately, a very considerable 
passenger-traffic. The present number of passengers carried by steamer between Strahan and 
·Hobart :lias ~teadily increased, and now averng·es ] 20 per week each way, and it is a reasonable 
assumption that, with direct railway service, the passeng·er-traffic would be at least qnodrupled, 
which, at a re_tnrn fare of £3 I Os., would t11tal £87,000 per year. 

568. What about the freight on g-09ds goinJ:1,· that way? It all depends on what part of the 
coast they we11t to. lf' they went to the Lyell field, I believe that t.he railway would carry a fair 
amount of goods, and certa:nly a large number of passengers. There would also be,from the very 
first, a larg<~ quantity of produce from the Dei·went Valley and adjacent country, including sheep 
and cattle, which would be earried over this railway to the West Coast. 

569. It is understood, Mr. Burgess, that your firm does a very larg·e business with the West 
Coast? We have been as,-;ociated with the ,vest Coast since the first inception of 1ts trade. 

570. You should then be competent to form a good knowledge of the probable goods-traffic? 
I think I have a very fa.ii- knowleclge, a11d I believe the traffic wonld be considerable, and mm,t 
rapidly develop. ' 

q7 l, It has bee11 shown that the Denvent Valley Line does not pay, \-Vould not the passengers 
and goods carried over the Derwent Valley Line on to the West Coao,t help to make it pay ? 
Undoubtedly, iu my opinion, it would. A la.i·ge amount of traffic. would come to the mineral fields .. · 
It is also a fact, that the people 011 those fields travel by railway more than the average. 
This is especially the case at Lyell, where the men generally take a holiday trip every year; and I 
belie1•e that it will be founci that the ,people ou the West Coa~t, with ,a smaller population, travel 
fourfold more by railway than do t.he people of Hoba1't or I .a11nceston. I am satisfied that if we 
had railway communication the amount of travelling- between Hobart and the \Vest Coast wonld 
surprise people. Before five years I am convinced this railway would carry more passeng·ers than 
is carried by the Main Line Railway. 

572. Would there be ,:Jther adrnntag·es to be derived from the construction of this railway? 
Yes, several. It would op~n up the country in the Florentine Valley. By official reports to be 
had .in the Lands Depa!'tment it is shown there a1·e 18,000 acres, of which 12,000 acres are some of 
the-finest agricultural land in the Colony, there being 6000 acret, to 8000 acres of land not quite so 
good. There are also other tracts of goud land. Passing up the Gordon you travel through the 
Rassc>las Valley, where there are 80,000 ac1·es of pastoral land including good areas suitable for 
agriculture. The land in both these valleys-Florentine and Rasselas-have up to the present 
remained undeveloped owing to the want of cornmunication. They will never be developed until 

we ha1'e a railway through this country. There are also indications of copper, silver, and gold. 
5'/3. Have not Messrs. Moore and party reported a good minnal find in that cotP1try recently? 

It was rep:,rted so, but this country has for a very long time been known to be mineral-bearing. 
The late Mr. Chas. Gould, F.RS., Geological Surveyor, said in one of his report!<, which. can be 
found in your official records:.--" If we regard the limestone as the highest number of the series,· 
it follows that the line of coun_try between the 'Great Bend' of the Gordon and the West Coast 
.presents every member of the series from perhaps the upper Silurian down to the Metamorphic 
mica schists and quartzite. It is reasonable to suppose that all of tbis may be auriferous, 
and that more valuable track~ will be found to lie in zones running in accordance with the 
previ.ilent 1,trike in the direction from 10 degrees to 20 degTees west of n~rth, and east of south." 
Mr. Gould's report is, I take it, of gTeat value, and he expresses the opinion that this. part of the 
country is second to none in the Colony fo1· its mineral-bearing qualities. · -

574. Coming to the question c,f railway co11struction~in the matte1· of cun·es and grades, 
is it .desirable that the Cov<~rnment should agree to the appointment of an umpire to settle any 
differences that may arise between thA engineer of the Governme11t and the engineer of the 
contractors? I think that the Promoters a11d the Government should both agree to that prop•J&aJ 
It:.seems to me to be a ve1·y reasonable a.nd fair one. 
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· 575. When it is so well known that the Railway Department of this Colony has sho\\'n !So 
much hostility to the construct.ion of private railways, and, I may add, to this line in pal"ticnlar, 
w::mld not the appointment of an umpire to settle differences be a fair proposal"? Yes, 1 think 
it would be fair. 

576. In your opinion, why should the Government be asked to build the first ;35 miles of t.hi,;; 
line? I take it that the object of the Promoters is undonbtealy to rest.ore confidence III the 
undertaking· in Englnnd--a confidence that was so seriously shaken some fow months back. 

577. \Vhat governs what might be termed a light-grade railway-.is it curves and gratles? It 
is not only goverru=id by curves and grades, and earthworks, but by tlrn weight of the rails and the 
ballast. l understand that the. Company intend to use 60-lb. 1·ails, which would be a superio1· rail 
to any rail used throughout on any railway in this Colony. Tlre heavier rail and increased ballast 
w,Juld make a very substantial line. 

578. Have you seen wooden cuh-erts used on the railways on the West Coast? I hav,J :;een 
nothing else that I am aware of. It would be very difficult to obtain the proper kind of stone to 
use. 

579. "\Vhat would be the efl:ect of the Government compelling the contractors to commence 
work at both ends of the line simultaneously? It would be intel'fering with the work of con
st:snction in such a way -intel'fere with the general carrying ont of the work by the contractors
as to entail an enormous increase in the cost 11f the work. So much so, that I believe at 1he 
Zeehan end the cost of work would be at least 25 per cent. extra, and at the Gormanston end in a 
similar degree. . · · 

580. "\Vhy is that so? Because ti1e whole conditions of the work would be quite different, and 
yc,u would have in addition the unnecessary cost of two extra plants and staff supenision. 

081. Does the fact of constructing this railway with I in 40 grndes make the line a better one, 
and more expensive, than if C'nnstmcted on a grade of I in 30? U ndouhtedly, th1~ I in 40 grade 
will give you a better line. On the steepPr grnde you would have to reducP your load for all time. 
lr: New South Wales, the Govnnment aJ'e reducing the grades on theil' lines to inc1·ease the drawing 
capacity of the engines. This is being- done at great expense, but is comriensated for by the more 
ec:momical working of the railways. , , 

582. ln your opinion, how does this line, fror11 a traffic point_ of view, compare with the Emu 
Bay Railway? I think it would compare morP. than favourably. In my opinion, it would have many 
advantages over the Emu Bay Railway-the Emu Bay line, taking it fro111 the "\Vest Coast, teri"l1inates 
at an open roadstead, whereas the Great Western line terminates actually (with its running powers 
over the Government railways) at the only port at present in Tasmania where steamers of all sizes 
can enter the harbour, either by day or nig;ht, without risk of any description, and be1·th a.long. 
side the wharves. · " ' ·7 
· 583. Do you know of any (at present) through traffic on the Emn Bay line that it won Id be 

reasonable to expect on the Great \-\' estern Railway? Only the fact that a contract bas been 
enter~d into by the Union Steamship Company with the Emu Bay Railway, to car~y a large 
quantity of coke from Burnie to the West Coast. If such a proposal had been made with regard 
to the possibilities of the Great Western Railway, it would have been "pooh poohed." 

5R4. Is public opinion on the West Coast in favour of the construction of this liue? Yes, 
g·enerally ; that is, speaking for that portion or portions of the West Coast more g-enerally affected 
by the construction of the railway. 

585. What would be the advantag·es of building this line-that is, would it be more than a 
convenience? Yes, undoubtedly so; because it would bring about "closer settlement" on the 
land, and provide a profitable market for producers, bringing them within a distauce of, say, 60 to 
80 miles with one handling, as agai11st 65 miles rnil and '2!0 of water, with four handlings. · \Vith
out railway communication, it must remain as it is at prese11t, undeveloped and uuproductive for 
all time. 

586. In view. of the fact that the 0-overnment caunot see its way to make this !'ail way, and so 
opan up the cou11try, what is you opiuion as to the Company doing so? I think that it would be a 
very great advantag·e to the Colony, and that they should receive every encouragement. 

587. How is the West Coast si1uated respecting fuel and light, and what is likely to be its 
requirements in the near future? I am per,;onally aw&re of the fact that every few months the 
difficulty of obtaining fuel on the settled parts of the \I\' est Coast is rapidly increasing. This is 
be:!oming· a serious question, for in the very near future tile \\ Pst Coast will be practically dependent 
on coal, which will have to be conveyed there. _ 

588. Would the co11struction of this i·ailway lead to the developmen1 of this mineral country? 
It is the only possible means of doing so. . 

589. ,v ould not any discovery made on the blocks of land leased to the Company incl'ease the 
va:ue of the Government la.nd i11 the locality-say the alternate blocks? Yes; and it. has be~n 
proved that roads aJ"e usele!'s on the West Coast, because the cost of Cllllveying· rninearls over the 
roads is prohibitive, despi1e tlu~ fact that the roads have been constructed at enormous cost. Fol' 
example, although there was keen competition, some 40 or 50 teams being on the road, it cosr £5 a 
ton to cart ore from Mount Lyell to Strahan-a distance of :25 miles. 

590. By JHr Guesdon.-Do you know the Derwent Valley? Yes, very well. . 
391. If yon know the productive industries of that valley, won Id you regard the Derwent 

Velley area and that of the Florentine Valley, taking the land acre for acre, as an ag1·icultural 
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c;ettlement, as productive as the land of the N orth-VV est Coast? Yes, undoubtedly I would. It 
would be more productive, as the North-West Coast cannot grow crops which. cau be grown in the 
Derwent Valley; such, esperially, as hops, which require peculiar warn1th and more genial climate. 

592. As to area? I say, without hesitation, that the conditions of the country are such as to 
mak~ it most favourable for production. It produces highly remunerative crops, such as respond to 
irrigation, and having the natural warmth with moisture, the Derwent Valley is land capable of a 
very large production. It will grow and produce acre fo1· acre more in value than will the land of 
the 1\ orth-\\7 est Coast. 

59~1. Do you know the country thJ"Ough which the proposed \Vilmot Rail~ay will pass? Yes. 
-b9-l. W Oltld the area of this count1·y equal that? There can be no disputing the fact that it is 

very much larger. 
595. By Mr. Gajfney.-You say that it will be very expensive to carry this line on from 

Gormanston and Zeehan-how do you expect_ to have it- constructed within five years unless you 
do so? The contractor would naturally employ men all along the line. He would have thirty or 
forty parties or gangs of men employed to advantage in doing the lig;ht work, so that when he 
came to the heav_,· work he would push it through with his plant and appliances. · . 

596. Messrs. Baxter and Sadler, contractors for the North Lyell Railway are ad 111ittedly good 
rnPn-they did not attempt to build that. railway from one· end? They proceede<l just as I 
exphiined-from Kelly's Basin their heavy work, and distributed their men for the lighter work all 
alon/;/: the line. That is the way that any practical contractcrs would ·carry out their work. 

597. You say that there are 12,000 acres of good land in the Florentine Valley that would be 
opened up t1y this railway--are you aware that the1·e, has been a good maca<lamised road into that 
country for the 111st f>O or 60 years? A road was made to the Great Gordon Bend in the early 
davs. 

· 598. And that land has been allowed to. remain there without being taken up ever flince? Yes, 
for·w.antof access, and having no market. · ·. 

599. You have compared the land at Glenora with that of the North-West Coast-have you 
· ever been over the land on the North-West Coast ? Yes, several times. 

600 And ha\'e you compared what they produce? Yes, I have made the comparison you 
speak of. 

. 601. What,' for instance, is g-rowu in the Derwent Valley that is not grown on the North
West Coast? Hop,;, for instance, which require a vt->ry fertile soil aud certain. climatic conditions 
which are only met with in the Derwent Valley count1·y. . 

602. You state that I 20 persons travel each way every week, at present, between Hobart and 
Strahan-if the railway were built-, d11 you think that all these people would travel liy the railway? 
Yes; I believe there would be mure than that considerably, for railways, especially such a line as 
t.hi,-, always increase and develop the traffic. lf yon give facilities for traveiling, the experiencs:i of 
the world is, tha~ people will trav·eJ; and givP11 a· railwa)'. fror11 Hobart to the vVest Coast there is 
every reason to believe tlrnt the p·assengPr traffic would enormously increase. 

·60:3. Your firm does a good deal of business with the \Vest Coast, I believe? Yes. 
60~. If this railway were built to-morrow, \Voul·d you send you merchandise to Gorrnamtou 

. fom1 Hobart by the railway? It would simply be a matter of cost of frnight. It certainly is. not 
very _cheap now-take the water-carriage to -Strahan, 1'2s. 6d. per ton, then the charge called .a 
wharfag-e rate of ls. 6d. per to11, then on the railway from Strahan to Queenstown, abont 25s. per 
ton, ,md theu another£] per ton to Go1·manston. _ I think, you will agTee, that these charg-es total 
np a ,very con~iderable item, just. on £:3 per ton. 
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APPENDIX A. 

To the Honourable the Speal1e1· and Memhel's c1f the llou.~e of A.s.~embl,11 
of Tam1.an:ja., ·in Porliament ossemMed; 

'l'he humble Petition of The Tasmanian Great Western Railway and Electric Power Company, 
Limited, 

SHOWETH: 

That, by an Act of the Parliament of'l'asmania, iutitulerl "The Great Westem Railway and Electric 
Ore-reduction Company Act," certain ri~hts, powel's, authol'ities, prjvilei{es, a11d concessions were vested in 
cert:i.in perso11s,in the said Act called " The Promoters," for the construction, maintenance, and working 
of a line of railway from a point on the Derwent Valley Railway, to be approved by the Minister, to some 
point within the Western Minin~ Division, to be approver! by the Mini,;ter, and for the construction of 
certain works and for other purposes in the said Act mentioned. Aud by the 1:mid Act the Governor was 
auttorised, subject to the provisions of the said Act, to. is~ue to the Promotet·s lea~es of pieces of- Crown 
land, not exceeding one chain wirle, for the con"truction thereon of the s:iirl railway, and also leases of ce1tain 
blocks of land as in the said Act mentioned. · 

_ That, by virtue of certain ueeds and ussumnces, the 'Yhole of the rights, power.~, authol'ities, privileges, 
and concessions granted .to the Promoters became vested in an,! are now p~ssessed by your Petilione1·e1. · 

That the Promoters desire to constrnct only a portion. of the ,mid railway, commencing at a poi11t 
distant about thirty-five miles w_est of Glenora, to be approved by the Minister, and extendi11g to some 
point within the Western Mining Division, to be approved by the Mini~ter, and to construct such portion 
of toe said railway in u more suhstantial manner than is provided for with respect to the said railway 
me11tioned in the said Act, upon condition that they are allowerl ·to t·ttain all the co11cessio11s, rights, powers,. 
authorities, and privileges conferred upon them by the said Act. 

• J •· 

That your Petitioners desire to introduce a Bill into your H ononrable House to amen1I the said Act 
and The Great Western Railway and Electric Ore-i·eduction Company Act, No. 3. 

That the proposal mentioned abov_e has only recently been formulated and agreed to, ancl your 
Petitioners have not had sufficie11t time to enable them to comply with the Standing Orders of your 
Honourable House with reference to the introouction of Private Bills, and it would be inost detrimental to 
the interests of your Petitioners, and also to the people of Tasmania, if the introduction of such Rill should 
be postponed until the next Session of Parliame11t, 

That the notice of intention ofyour Petitioners to apply for leave to i11troduce such Private Bill has 
been published in the Hobart Gazette of the fifth, twelfth, 11i11et.ee11th, and twenty-sixth days of June last 
pa:5-t; and in the .llercnry, being a public paper published •ju Hobart, on the seventh, fourteenth, twenty
firs1, and t1venty-eighth days of June last past; and in the ilfmmt Lyell· Standard of the eleventh, twelfi h, 
fom-teenth, fifteenth, nineteenth, twentieth, twenty-second, twenty-tliird, twenty-sixth, twenty-eighth, 1md 
twenty-ninth days of June last past, heing a public newspaper published in OJ' nearest to the district 
affected by the said Bill. 

That the general objects of the said Bill at·e :-

1. To amend Part II., Section 4, of" The Great Westem Railway and Electric O1·e-reduction 
Company Act," by stt·iki111~ out the words "a point 011 tlie Derwent Valley Railway to be 
approved by the Minister," in the sevent-h and_ eiµ;hth lines, and inse1ting in place thereof 
the words" the terminus of the Derwent Valley Railway Extension." -

2. To a_mend Section 5, Subsection.I of the said Act, by i11serting the wor1l "Extension"_ aft.er 
the word "Railway,'' in the second lin·e. 

:3. To amend Section 15, hy in~erting the word" Exten;iion" after the word " Railway," in the 
second line, and by striking out the words "Forty-three," in the s_ixth line, and substituting 
the word "Sixty '' in place thereof. 

-!. 'l'o amend the Schedule of the said Act 1,y i11serting· the wol'ds '' Railway Extension" after 
the \V.ord "Viilley," in the first li11e of. paragraph ·one, and hy f,ltl'iking out the figures 
"1330," in the third line of the paragraph dealing with hallasr, on page 4, and substituting 
the figures "1760 '' in place thereof. 

5. To amend Section 3 of " The Great Western Railway and Electric Ure-reduction Compan~• 
Act, No. 3," by inserting- the word~ "and one" after the word "hundred," in the fourth, 
twelfth, and twenty-,..ixth · lines thereo-f, and by striking out the words "the siiid minimum 
curves and maxim um grades may he used by the Promoters w hereve1•, i11 the opinion of the 
Chief Engineer of the Promoters, such curves and grades shall lie justified,'' in the 
fifteenth, sixteenth, and seventeenth lines there·of, and by striking out the word 1' Six," in 
the last -line thereof, ancl «ubstituting the word "Seven" in place thereof: 
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6. To amend the said Acts in such manner and form as may be necessary for the purpo~e of· 
carrying into effect the proposals of the Government to constmct a portion of the line 
authorised by the said Acts to be constrncted by the Promoters, or any of the. purposes of 
the said Acts. · 

Your Petitioners therefore pray for leave to introduce the said Bill. 

And your Petitioners will ever pray. 

Dated this day of , One 0 thousand nine hundred. 

THE TASMANIAN GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY AND 
ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY, LIMITED, 

DEAR SIR,_ 

By their Solicitors, 

APPENDIX B. 

HENRY DOBSON, 
RussELL Youiw.: 

General Ilf anage1·' s Qffice, 
Raibvay Department, Hobart, 19th July, 1900. 

SrncE giving evidence before your Committee yesterday, I have looked up my notes on the trial of 
the Langloh coal, and find that the result of a ve1-y small trial led to the belief that the coal was equal in 
quality for Olll' purposes to the Fingal coal. 

I may say that at the time J"had reflson to believe that the small quantity of coal sent us for trial was 
accidentally mixed with other. coal, and before giving any decided opinion on the matter I should like to 
have another trial. 

~ ours faithfully, 

T!te Ghaii·man, Gieat TYestern Goin111ittee, Parliament House. 
FRED. BACK, General ilfanager. 

APPENDIX c. 

MONASH &·ANDERSON, Cornmlting Civil, Hydraulic, and Mechanical 
Engineers and Surveyors, Australian Buildings, 5th Floor, 49, 
Elizabeth-street, Melbourne. June 18th, 1900. 

MEMORANDUM for the GREAT WESTERN (oF TASMANIA) RAILWAY COMPANY, LTD. 
I HAVE had submitted to me certain documents relating to the Great w;estern Railway of Tasmania, and 
have been asked to express ari opinion on them, particularly as to the criticisms of the General Mannger 
ancJ the Engineer-in-Chief. · . 

The documents under review are :-The Enabling .Act 60 Victoria, and its 1899 A mending Act ; 
the \Vor1-s Contract between the Company and Messrs. Pauling & Co., the contractors; the Schedule to 
the _Act 60 Victoria, being what is rEfened to in the papers as " The Government specification"; the 
Memorandum from the General Manager (F. Back, Esq.) to the Hon. the Ministel' of Railways, of .April 

· 11 th, 1900; the Memorandum of the Engineer-in-Chief (J. M'Cormick, Esq.) to the -Minister, of April 
20th, 1900. 

I have also been informed of the leading objects of the amending Bill about to_ be submitted to the 
Tasmanian Parliament . 

.At the time the memoranda of the General Manager and the Engineer-in-Chief were written, tl::ere 
was a proposal before the Government that the financial assistance of £200,000 then under discus,ion 
should take the form of an investment in the debentures of the C9mpany. , Since then, however, the 
Company has agreed to the altemative proposal that this sum should be expended by the Government in 
coustructing, as principals, a portion o:( the line (about 35 miles), the Government, of course, thus having 
in its immediate and exclusive power to see that this section of the line is constructed in every respect up to 

. its requirements. This altemative proposal is embodied in the Bill at present before the House. 
So far, therefore, as the criticisms of Mr. Back and Mr. M'Cormick were directed against the 

proposal for an investment by the Government in debentures, it is no longer of any practical intere,;t to 
. traverse them. It will be seen that in Mr. Back's memorandum the whole of the latter portion (namely, 
· the criticisms of Messrs. Dobson & Yo~g's letter of March 16th), falls under this head, and it is now only 
necessa1;y to deal with the first half of Mr. Back's memorandum. . . 

Nevertheless, both memoranda must be read ·with a regard to the point of view of the writers at that 
Jime, and it is due to these gentlemen to say that theii: views as to the Company's "works contra_ct" 

: must necessarily have been tinged with the bias created by the objections which they felt to the question of 
; policy then involved,-and wh_ich has since been definitely abandoned, viz., that the, Govemment should, so 
to say, become a partrier to the contract with Messrs. Pauling & Co. 



(No. 38.) 

42 

J'_he Government is not now asked to do so in any shape or form, and the question now no longer is : 
'\Is tlus 'Works Contract' such as the Government can safely become a party to?" but the mud1 simpler 
and dearer issue : " Is this ' Works Con tract' a fair and proper interpretation of the euabiing- Acts and 
Government specifications? " 

After a careful pernsal and compai·ison of the statutory requirements and the contract with :Messrs. 
Pauling, I venture to say that, npon the issue now presented, neither wonld Mr. Back have indulge<l in his 
sweeping condemnation, nor would Mr. M'Cormiek have pressed into prominence the very few and ve1y 
minc,r variations. 

Always having regard to the fact that the enterprise is only in its initial stages, that it is quite impossible 
at this stage to indicate or specify the works in minute detail, anrl that it is absolutely necessary to. draw a 
contract at such sfage on broad lines, with p\•ovision for filling in the detail afterwards, I hold the opinion 
strongly that the Works Contmct, and the specification attached, are a very faithful interpretation of the 
requirements of the Acts and of the Government specification. 

I propose to trayerse the criticisms of Mr. Back and Mr. M'Cormick (so far as they are directed to 
~bowing that the contract is not in terms with the Act) in the order in which these criticism& appear in their 
memoranda. 

- But, I should like to say, first of all, that in many important respects the specification drawn by the 
Company's Chief Engineer, Mr. ,J. Brunlees, M.I.C.E., stipulates for be.tter work a,,d more substantial 
corn::trnction than can be· said to be strictly covered by the Government specification ; also, that the whole 
tenor of the contract specification is to make everything that is done subject to Govemment approval, and 
the Company's Engineer is therein armed with the fullest power to insist that the work shall be to Govern
ment approval. If it had not been inconsistent with Mr. Back's sweeping condemnation of the contract, he 
would, no doubt, have pointed out these facts in his Report. · 

The first point taken is, that Section 6 of the contract involves two objectionable provisions-

( a) That the Government specification is to be "varied" by the coutrnct specification. 
(b) 'l'hat the ea1·thworks ancl·rnasonry shall be small in quantity and light in charactei·. 

Mr. Back says these provisions are ultm. vire.s. He lrns overlooked the speciai application in this 
rlirection of Section 18 of the original Act : "The· Promoters may make alterations in the specifications 
deposited as the Minister may approve." No doubt the ".specifications" referred to in this Section are 
not the "specifications" scheduled in the Act; but the operation of the Clause is precisely the same as if 
the:, were; for, assume that the "specifications depo~ited" were, in the first instance, in the exact terms of 
the '' specifications scheduled," and were afterwards amended by the Minister's approval, then the !'esulting 
specification would be perfectly in order. How, then, can a proposed specification, avowedly embodying 
variations (to which, at some future stage, .the Minister's approval must, of course, be obtained); be said to 
be .ilt1·a i:ire.~? 'l'he practical re:rnlt is, merely, that· if the "variations" propounded do not ultimately 
meet with the Minister's approval, then they cannot be carried into effect, and that is a matter entirely 
between the Company and its contractor,,, and one with whir.h public interests have nothing to do. 

As to the seeond objection, "earthworks and masonry as small and light as possible," no special com
ment•is made, but the provision is quoted in extenso in two separate places for the pnrpose, no doubt, of 
supvorting the statement that it is the intention of the Promoters to give 1.he country '' simply a cheap sul'
face line . . from a traffic point of view, of an inferior character;" that, also, being something lesis 
than tpe Act provides for. 

I propose to show that such a conclu:,ion is unwarrantable. 
'l'he Legislature has clearly definecl what the character ot the line is to be. 

60 Viet. Section 15 fixes minimum curves to be 5 chains radius, maximum grades, 1 in 40; 
- gange, 3 ft. 6 in. ; rails, 43 l~s. per yard. · 
Ibid. Section 16 directs that the Rail wav shall be constl'ucted in a substantial manner, for 

a speed of H\ miles per hour. • 

Each one of these stipulations is em bodied and carefully emphasised in the "work,1 cnntriict," and not in 
on-3 place merely, t,ut repeatedly. 

It is these stipulations, and these only, that can cont1:ol the question of q nantity of earthwork and 
masonry. :;;o long- as they are faithfully observed, it is not only the undoubted right of tl1e Company, but 
it 1s also the duty of its Eng-ineer to pI'ovide that. the wOJ·ks shall be as light as possible. As soon as the 
mjing gradient for a railway has been fixed, it is the Engineer's business to select such a route as will make 
the earthworks, &c., "as light as possible." It is in this very matte~· that skill in railway location is dis
played. So long as 1 iu 40 grade i;i adopted as a ruling grade, what purpose could possibly be served by 
using instead, say, a 1 in 50 grade, thereby rendering necessary deeper cuttings or taller bridges? 

From the Engineer's standpoint, the instruction to make the earthworks, &c. as light as possible (with 
given grades and curvc>s) is the perfectly proper expression of the principles of economic design, and from 
the Contractor's standpoint it is an equally proper protection to him that he shall not be required to do more 
than the standard set legitimately requires. . . 

But from no point of view can the phrase objected to mean that the Contractor will be allowed to do 
one whit less than that standard requires.. . 

Mr. Back objects that the railway will be a "cheap surface line." If it were so, that would be the 
fault of the Legislature in setting the standard. Indeed, Mr. Back plainly implies that if the Government 
lines are of a superior character, they are so not hy reason of having· a higher standard as to grades and 
curves, but by reason of having more lavish eal'thworks, &c., than were really necessary to ~·ealise those 
g:-ades. .I feel sure the General Manager did not intend to lay such a charge upon his Engineers. 
. 'l'he General. Ma_nager next critises Section 9 of the W urks Contract, and by quotations from Section 
17 and 18 of the Act attempts ·to show that these proposals are also not it1 accordance with the Act. This 
is a conclusion which was only possible to a hostile critic. Briefly paraphrased, the mattth stands thu<'-

_By 60 Viet. Sects. 17, lt!, the Minister must approve of the original plans or alterations in same 
proposed by the Promoters, or may himself alter them; 'l'his affects, inte1· alia, the iocation 
of the railway. 
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By the contract, Sect. 9, the Contraetors may locate the line in a particular way, with the 
. approval ofthe Chief Engineer (ofthe Company). . 

'l'hus, the Company must act under the approval of the :Minister, and the Contractor must act under 
·,the approval of the Company-where is the conflict here? Is .not the contract the only possible busiuess
:,mrn interpretation of the Act? How can the Minister and the contractor b~ brought into legal relationship, 

• -or into business contact? Would Ml'. Back l'equire that the contractol's should take their proposals 
direct to the Minister for approval without the Company having any voice in the question submitted? 

Clearly, the normal coUJ·se of the business will be that the contractors, having. made their -surveys, 
. -submit their plans to the Company's Engineer, who, after reviewing them in the interests of his Company, 

deposits them with the Minister. If the Minister approves, there is an end of the matter; but if the 
Minister does not appl"Ove, the Company's Engineer has the fullest power to withhold hi~ approval also. 

· This machinery is expressly provided in Section 9 of the contract. 
In this connection I may again point out that the country is not in any way interested in disputes 

. between the Company and its contractors ; therefore, in the improbable event of the Company's 'Engineer 
giving his approval to a certain location of the railway in defiance of the Minister's disapproval, anci. ol 

• such location having to be subsequently altered and brought into accord with the Minister's approval, the 
settlement of any claim which the Contractor might make for breach of his contract, would fall entirely 
upon the Company, and is no business of anyone else. 

The next matter cl'iticised by Mr. Back is the conformity of Section 15 of the contract with Section 
· 26 of the Act. He is not only very tentative on this point, bnt ,Mr. M'Cormick expres$es himself on the 

same point in the following words :- _ 
"Clause 15 .. This Clause is not in accordance with the Act, which only permits of permanent opening, 

whether in sections or final." 
Thi$ is, indeed, an ultra-refinement. 

According to the Act, the Compa11y may "open" for public traffic on such parts of the railway as 
have been "efficiently constructed.'' 

/ Accorchng to the coutract, the Contractors may open for traffic on such parts as have been completed. 
Any business .man would say that the two provisions mean exactly the same thing. In the cont1·act, 

· Section 15, there is used the phrase "before permanent opening," meaning, no doubt, before the working 
of the public traffic is taken over permanently by the Company. Mr. M•Cormick objects that there are 
not to he two openings, the one "permanent," and the other "not permanent." Is this rtot a mere quibble? 
When once the line is opened, at all, it matters ve1·y little to the public whether it is being run by ;;he 
Contractors or by the Company; and, so far as the ·public are concemed, the first "opening" will be the 

. only "_opening." Mr. Back now leaps to a sweeping conclusion, which need only be read in the light of 
what precedes it, to show that the conclusion is entirely illogical, if read strictly, and is, in any aspect, 
grossly exaggerated. 

In view of the small differences in verbiage already pointed out, it is a distinct exaggeration to say 
that the contract is not iu terms with the Act. • On the contrary, it can be claimed that the very few and 
very academic matte1·s which Mr. Back has been able to select for criticism are an excellent warranty that 
the spirit of the Act, in its really essential operations, has been very faithfully interpreted. It is quite true 
that the contract specifications are not the specifications in the Act, but it has been already pointed out 
that the two specifications sel've a totally different purpose, the former embodying the latter in all essential 
particulars, and containing, as· well, provisions necessary as between the Company and their Contractors. 

Turning bl'iefly to Mr. M'Cormick's memorandum, so far as he covers pract.ically the same ground as 
Mr. Back, my remarj(s as above will, of course, apply equally. 

· Mr. M'Cormick mentions only two other matters which call for any serious comment. He points out 
that Mr. Bnmlees has specified sancl-ballnst (thongh, be it noted, only as an alternative to gravel and broken 
stone). This is, doubtless, contrary to the· Act, and doubtless, also, an unwise variation. BL1t I am sure 
that Mr. Bm11lees would be the first to concede the withdrawal of this alternative when the time comes to 
seriously challenge the use of sand as ballast. 
. , As to rails and fastenings-" These are to be designed by tjie Company's Engineer," says the contract. 

·· "This is contrary to the Act," says Mr. M'Cormick. Did ever an illogical conclusion more signally 
betray a desire to foresee the worst? Mr. 1\'l'Cormick is surely not entitled to assume that the engineer, 
in designing the rails and fastenings, deliberately intends to adopt any other than the Government pattern. 
If he did so, it would, of course, be contrary to the Act. But why assume that the engineer intends all 
along· the line to exercise his powers in derogation of the Act? 

The criticisms above dealt with are plainly, all of them, valt1·y in the ext1·eme. Not one of the 
matters is in any respect really vital to the success of'. the· enterprise, and I am of opinion, that judging 
from the able and comprehensive contract entered into with Pauling & Co., no hesitation, whatever, need 
be felt by the Tasmanian Legislature, as to the bona fide.~ of the Company in the carrying out of their 

.:: statutory obligations. , 

JOHN MONASH, M.C.E., L.L.B., Assoc.M.Inst.C.E., 
Late Constmcting Enginee1·, Onte1; Circle Railway, Victoria; &c. 
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A 

B I L L 
TO 

. Further amend "The Great vVestern Railwav A.n. rnoo. 
and Electric Ore-:-reduction. Co1npany · Act,~' 
and_ " The Great W esterri Railway and 
Electric 01~e-r~ductio11 Con1pany A.et, No. 
3 " '- . 

WHEREAS by an Act of the Parliam·ent of Tasmania intituled PREAMBLE. -

" The Great Western Railway and Electric Ore-reduction Company 
Act" certain rights, powers, and authorities and privileges were vested 
in certain persons, in the said Act called " The Pmmoters," for the 

5 construction, maintenance, and working of _a line of railway from a 
point on the Derwent Valley Railway to some point within the 
Western Mining Division, upon the terms and conditions in the said 
Act mentioned : · · 

And whereas it has become necessary to extend the times limited 
10 and fixed by the said Act for the commencement and completion of the 

construction of the said railway: · 
And w her<;as the Promoters may desire to construct only a portion 

of the said railway, commencing at a point distant. about Thirty-five 
miles west of Glenora to be app·roved by the Minister, and extending 

J 5 to some point within the \Vestern Mining Division, to be .approved by 
the Minister; and in such case the Promoters offer to construct such 

[ Private.] ' · 

si: ,:. "' The words propowd to be struck out are enclosed in brackets [ ] ; those to be inserted~ 
· in parentheses ( ). 
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portion of the said rail way in a more substantial manner than is 
provided for with respect t.o the said railway mentioned in the said 
Act, upon condition that they are allowed to retain all the concessions, 
rights, powers, authorities, and privileges conferred upon them by the 
said Act: 5 

And whereas it is expedient to amend "The Great vVestern Railway 
and Electric Ore-reduction Company Act, No. 3," in the manner 
hereinaft~r mentioned. 

Be it therefore enacted by His Excellency the Govemor of Tasmania, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Legislative Council and House 10 
of Assembly, in Parliament assembled, as followR :-

1 This Act may be cited as "The Great Western Railway and 
Electric Ore-reduction Company Act, No. 4." 

2 In this Act-
The expression " Gthe · said Act] (Act No. 1)" shall mean 15 

"The Great vVestern Railway and Electric Ore-reduction 
Company Act " : 

(The expression " Act No. 2 " shall mean " The Great vVestern 
. Railway and Electric Ore-reduction Company Act Ex-
tension Act " : 20 

The expression " Act No. 3 " shall mean " The Great Western 
Railway and Electric Ore-reduction Company Act, No. 3" :) 

The expression " the said railway " shall mean the rail way 
which the Promoters are authorised· by the said Act to 
construct and maintain : _ 25 

The expression " the alternative railway" shali mean " the said 
rail way " constructed from a point distant about Thirty
five miles west of Glenora Railway Station to be approved 
by the Minister, and extending to some point within the 
Western Mining Di vision to be approved by the Minister: 30 

[The expression "the Government Raihvay" shall mean the 
Derwent.Valley Railway and any extension thereof.] 

3 The following Amendments are . hereby. made in ·the several 
Sections of [the said] Act (No. 1) in this· Section referred to.: -

[Section 83-In place of the word " Two,:' in the third line, the 35 
word " Six " is hereby inserted.] · 

Section 170-ln place of the word "[Two] (Four)," in the third 
line, the word " Six, " is hereby inserted. 

4 The following Amendments are he1;eby made in the several 
Sections of [" The Great Western Railway and Electric Ore-reduction 40 
Compan-y Act, No. 3,"] (Act No. I) in,this Section referred to:-

[Section 3-After the word" hundred" in the fourth, twelfth, and 
twenty-sixth lines the words " and One " are hereby inserted. 

In place of the word "August," in the twelfth line, the word 
" February" is hereby substituted. 46 

In place of the word " Six," in the last line of this Section,' the 
words " Seven years and six months" are hereby substituted.] 

(Section. 4-After the word '' hundred " inserted by the Third 
Section of Act No. 3, the words "and one" are hereby inserted. 

Section 5 Sub-section v. (b)-In place of the words "August, 50 
One thousand nine hundred" inserted in the said Sub-section 
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by the Third Section of Act No. 3, the words "February, One A.D. 1900 .. 
thousand nine hundred and one" are hereby substituted. 

Section 5 Snb-sectiun v. (c)-In place of the word "Six" inserted 
by the Third Section of Act No. 2: the words " Seven years 

---5 and Six months" are hereby in!"erted. · 
Section 171- In place of the word "Six" inserted in the Twenty- aft. 

seventh line of Section One hundred and seventy-one by Act 
No. 3, the words "Seven years anc;l Six months" are hereby 
inserted.) 

Jl0 5 Nothwithstanding anything in [the said] Act (No. 1) contained 
it shall be lawful for the Promoters, upon giving the notice hereinafter 
mentioned, to construct, maintain, and work "the alternative railway " 
instead of "the said railway" mentioned in [the said] Act (No. 1), 
upon the terms and conditions following; tha_t is to say-

. . ] 5 I. That the rails used in the construction of the alternative 
railway shall he steel rails of not less than Sixty poulids to 
the yard instead of Forty-three pounds to the yard, as 
mentioned in [the said] Act (No. 1) : 

n. That the quantity of ·ballast to be used shall be not less than 
: 20 One thousand seven hundred and sixty cubic yards per 

mile, instead of One thousand three hundred and thirty 
cubic yards per mile, as mentioned in the Schedule to [the 

· said] Act (No. ]) ; · . 
m. That the Promoters shall commence the construction of the 

·· 25 alternative railway at the western terminus, and 2.lso at 
a point to be approved by the Minister near Gormanston 
simultaneously, and continue such construction with reason
able diligence to the satisfaction of the Minister propor
tionately on each of such sections . 

.. 30 [1v. That the use of the minimum curves and maximum grades 
mentioned in Section Fifteen of the said Act, on .the 
alternative railway shall be under the control of an 
Engineer appointed by the Minister.] 

(If the Minister shall refuse to approve any working plan or secrion 
. 35 deposited with him under Section Seventeen of Act No. 1 because of 
· such working plan or section showing a too frequent use of the limit 

grades and curves mentioned in Section Fifteen of Act No .. 1 ~ then, in 
the event of any dispute arising as to the reasonableness of such 
refusal, such dispute shall be referred to an engineer to be appointed 

. 40 in writing jointly by the Minister and the Promoters; and the decision 
of such engineer shall, in all cases, be final and conclusive.) 

6 For the purpose of enabling the Promoters to construct the 
alternative railway, upon giving the notice hereinafter mentioned, ·on 
the terms and conditions named in Seetion Five, the following 

.. 45 Amendments are hereby made in the several Sections of [the said] Act 
(No. 1) in this Section referred to :- _ 

Section 4-ln place of the words" a point on the Derwent 
Valley Railway" in the seventh and eighth lines, the words 
"a point distant about Thirty-five miles west of Glenora," are 

. 50 hereby substituted. 
[Section 5 Sub-section i.-In place of the words "Derwent 

Valley" in the first and fourth lines, the word "Government" 
is hereby substituted. 

Section 5 Sub-section v. (c)-In place of the words "Five years" . 
. 55 in the third line, the words " Seven years and six months " are 

hereby substituted. 
Section 15--:-ln place of the words " Derwent Valley " in the 

second line, the word " Government" is hereby substituted.] 
(Section 5 Sub-section 1._:_After the word "railw~y" in the second 

• 60 and fourth lines, insert the words "or any extension thereof." 

Amendments • 
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Section 15-In place of the words " on the Dm·went Valley 
Railway" in the second line, the words "distant about Thirty
five miles ·west of Glenora" are hereby substituted.) 

7 In case the Promoters shall give the notice hereinafter mentioned 
of their intention to construct the alternative railway the following 5-
Amendments are made in the Schedule of [the said] Act (No. 1):-

In place of the words "Derwent Valley" in the first line of the 
first. parag-raph of page One of the Schedule, the wol'd "Govern-

. ment" is hereby substituted. 

8 In case the Promoters shall give the notice hereinafter mentioned 10 · 
of their iutention to construct the alternative rail way, the following 
Amendment is hereby made in [" The Great Western Railway and 
Electric Ore-reduction Company] Act No 3," 8ection Three, viz.-. - . 

The paragraph commencing with the word~ '' Section Fifteen" 
and ending with the word "inserted" is hereby rep·ealed. 15 · 

9 At any time before the First day of Februa1·y, One thousand nine 
hundred and one, it shall be lawful for the Promotel's to give to the 
Minister One calendar month's prior notice in writin;-2: of their intention 
to construct the alternative railway upon the term,; and conditions in 
this Act mentioned. '2,0 , 

10 The said alternative rail way shall be constructed, main taiued, 
and worked by the said Promoters upon the terms and conditions and 
in accordance with the provisions of [the said] Act (No. 1) and the 
Specification thereof, save and except as amended by this Act. 

11 Notwithstanding anything contained in [the said] Act, (No. 1) 25 
or in any of the Acts amending the same, all rights, privileges, powers, 
and concessions conferred upon oi· granted to the Promoters by [the said] 
Act (No. 1), and the Acts amending the same, shall remain, conti11ue, 
and belong to the Promoters, [and the .Seven blocks of laud. already 
marked out· and selected by the Promoters, and approved of by the 30 . 
Minister, shall be leased to them upon the completion of the altemative 
railway as in the said Act and the Acts amending the same is 
providecl.] 

12 It is hereby declared that Sections Five, Six, Seven, and Eight 
of this Act have been passed for the express pmpose of enabling the 35 . 
Promoters to construct and maintain the said alternative rail way ; and 
if, from any cause whatever; the said alternative. railway shall not be 
constructed, the amendments made by the said Sections shail not affect 
the said several Acts mentioned therein, or the rights, privileges, or 
concessions conferred on the Promoters by [the said] Act (No. 1) and 40. 
the Acts amending· the same. 

[13 ''The· Great ,,1estern Railway and Electric Ore-reduction 
[Repeal.] ik'1f Company Act Extension Act" is hereby repealed.] 

Acts to be read 
together. 

[14] (13) This Act and [" The Great Wester~1 Railway and 
Electric Ore-reduction Company] Act," (No. 1) and [" The Great 45. 
Western Railway and Electric Ore-reduction Company .Lt\ct, No. 3,"J 
(the Acts amending the same,) shall be read and construed together 
as one and the same Act 

JOHJ',T VAIL, 
GOVF.RNMF.NT PRINTJm, TASl\IANIA. 


