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REPORT.

YOUR Committee have the honor to report to your Honorable House that they have given their
most careful consideration to the questions referred to them for investigation, and that, having duly
weighed the evidence of Experts, they are of opinion that—

Hobart Railway Station.

lst. Regarding the Railway Station at Hobart, the construction of a substantlal bulldmcr
.~sh0uld be proceeded with, for the following reasons :—

a. The existing arrangements, for goods traffic especially, are so 1mperfect that the -
trading pubhc suffer delay, and the Railway Department suffers loss.

b. The present traffic is carried on at the risk of men’s lives, and should not be cantinued
unaltered a day longer than can be avoided.

c. To effect these absolutely necessary improvements the whole station yards 'must be ¢
re-arranged, which will necessitate the pulling’down of certain buildings and the
re-erection of others requisite for station work.

d. Temporary buildings for station, which will be required in addition to tho*e that may
be left untouched by new plam could be built, and made to serve al the actual
requirements of the traffic for some years, at a con51clemble saving; but the ultimate
loss would be greater, as temporary cheap structures would, in the course of a few
years, have inevitably to come down, and should only be erected if the Government
find it impossible to borrow the money undér debentures for a more costly and
permanent structure such as is recommended by your Committee.

Railway Workshops.

. 2nd. Your Committee recommend that the Macquarie-stréet approach to the Doinain should
be closed, and all vehicular traffic stopped, providing for passenger traffic by a foot-bridge over
the line. This will serve the double purpose of—

a. Removing a risk of accidents which is incurred by the present crissing:

b. Giving such increased &cconiinodation as would enable the engineers under new
plans to provide room at the Railway Station, Hobart, for a runmnO‘-shed and
repairing workshop, which are all that are requxred at this juncture.

If the portion of Macquarie-street referred to cannot be closed, then the removal of the
repairing-shops to Claremont is recommended.

Your Committee have the honor to submit the result-of their deliberations for the favourable
-consideration of your Honorable House.
- JOHN HENRY, Chairman.

Lommittee Room, 30th Ociober, 1891,




AprpenDIX D.

Fvandale, 24th October, 1891.
My DEar Sir,

I reareT that, through the investigations of the Committes occupying a more lengthened period than
anticipated, I will be unable to take part in your final deliberations, as I leave for Victoria on Monday next;
but I deem it right to the Committee, and in accordance with my own feelings, that I should address a few
words to you setting forth my impressions from the evidence adduced.

I regard the statements made by Messrs. Fincham, Patterson, Batchelor, and M‘Cormick as traversing
the whole question in all its surroundings; and although there is naturally a conflict ofopinion, I am deeply.
impressed with the wisdom of making some practical compromise in a few of their leading ideas. It
appears to me, in the face of the many financial warnings which have been cabled to these colonies during
the last few months, of urgent moment that the greatest economy should be exercised in all directions, and
that all public works that are not of a pressing nature should be postponed at least until the next Session of
Parliament. Under these circumstances I am favourably inclined towards the firmly expressed opinions of
the Engineer-in-Chief that the Hobart station could easily be made suitable to meet all the vequirements of
the travelling public by the expenditure of a much lesser sum than that contemplated by the Government,
but that greater conveniences are absolutely required so far as the goods traffic is concerned, and that a
sufficient sum should be at once sanctioned 1o relay the yard upon a better principle with interlocking safe-
guards ; and as the Engineer-in-Chief is the most competent authority under the control of the Government,
I am of opinion that that gentleman, in conjunction with Mr. M‘Cormick, should be called upon to carry
out the most perfect scheme that is practicable under a modified form. Now I must pass on to the vexed
question of the erection of workshops at Claremont. I am clezrly of opinion that any ideas in that direction
should be at once abandoned. The most reliable evidence is very distinet that at the present time the
machinery and tools at Launceston are fully equal to all the requirements of this Colony {or some years to
come. Taking into account the gradual extension of our railways, the position is certainly all that can be
desired, being in the most central part of the railway system of this Colony ; and further, as ships of over 4000
tons burden can land the heaviest railway material on the whaif, which, during next year, will be connected
by rail with the workshops, every possible convenience will be afforded for expedition and cheapnessin landing
all materials direct into the workshops ; and, as the Locomotive Superintendent affirms, that a considerable
saving would be effected by having them under one control razher than perpetnate the divided supervision
which exists at present, this is the course which should be pursued if the public interest is alone considered,
of course retaining in Hobart running and repairing shops sufficiently commodious to fully meet the wants
of the growing importance of that city. However, being convinced that the opinions of Members of the
Committee are so varied that it will be impossible to come to anything approaching an unanimousagreement
without mutual compromises, and being influenced by an earnest desire that a report should eminate from
the Committee that each Member will be able to give it such support that will have an effective influence
upon the decision of the House, with this wish guiding my judgment I will leave it entirely in your
hands to sign the Report in my bebalf. If Members holding views in favour of the erection of workshops
at Claremont, to which I am strongly averse, will relinquish their purpose, I will be prepured to assent to
such permanent improvements in the station and yard at Hobart as the majority may deem advisable.
Hoping that the result of your deliberations will evolve a Report satisfactory alike to the Committee and
the country, :

I am, my dear Sir,
Yours faithfully,
‘WILLIAM HHARTNOLL.

Joanx HENRY, Hsq., Acting.Chairman of the Hobart Station
and Railway Workshops Select Committee.




EVIDENCE.

Wepnespay, OcroBer 7, 1891.

JAMES FINCHAM, called and examined.

1. By the Chairman.—What is your name? James Fincham.,

2. This Committee has been appointed for the purpose of obtaining the fullest information in regard
to the proposed enlargement of the railway station at Hobart, and the proposal to move the railway work-
shops from the city to Claremont, and we think that in your position as Engineer-in-Chief you can give us
a great deal of valuable information. Will you give us your opinion on the subject? In regard to the
proposed extension of passenger accommodation, my opinion is that it would be better to defer any
expense in the immediate present. I think that the accommodation now provided, including the recent
additions, and with the provisions of siding for spare stock, ought to be sufficient for some time to come.
The Main Line Railway, as purchased by the Colony, has cost a very considerable sum per mile, and by
the time that the various improvements and additions are made, it seems to me that the cost of the road
will average something like £10,000 per mile, a sum which is considerably more than 50 per cent. above
the average cost of all the railways that have been constructed directly by the Government under the
Public Works Department. It has never appeared to me that there has been anything to justify any
great expense in consequence of occasional crowds that may go into the station. These crowds, in pro--
portion, are nothing Iike what occur at the termini of railways in other places, and their occurrence does.
not lead to-a proposal for practically duplicating a station. All railway men would at once admit that the
Hobart Railway-yard was ill-designed and inconvenient to work ; yet, on the other hand, they will admit
also that the spending of a large sum of money for the sake of better appearances and minimising these
inconveniences would not have the effect of increasing the returns or the number of people that would
travel by the line. With regard to the shops, my advice would be, seeing that they are substantial stone

-buildings, and the new ones would probably be wood or galvanised iron, to leave them as they are for a
while 3 but, if it is absolutely necessary that they should be removed from the present site, I can see no
reason whatever why they should be taken away from town. There is ample room on the land between the:
Slaughter-yards and the Rifle Butts at Macquarie Point, not only for the proposed running shed which,
T understand, is to be erected there, but also for more shop accommodation than exists within the present
buildings. Under this plan there would be no necessity for any interference with the slaughter-yards.
The utilization of the space referred to for running-sheds and workshops would, of course, involve a siding,
which would run down from the main line from about the footbridge leading to the baths; but this line
must, in any case, be made in the near future, and ought not to be regarded as a special charge against the
provision for running-shed or shops, because it is the only way of getting down to the wharves, and the
only way by which connection can be made with the proposed Huon line. One objection to the site I have
mentioned 1s that, in order to provide proper grades, the rail level of the sidings, and consequently the floor
of these shops, would have to be some 7 or 8 feet above the present surface of the ground. I see myself
no valid objection in that respect, as the present shops are raised in the same way, as can be seen from
Park-street. A secure foundation for any machines that may be placed in the shops can be readily secured
without much expense by simply making the base of the building of stone walls, and then filling in
between them. As vegards the proposal to remove the sheds to Claremont, supposing that it is decided
that the sheds shall be taken out of town, I consider that the Claremont site is as good as any other. A
matter of three or four miles either way is of no consequence, though I certainly think that the expense of
providing the requisite shed and shop accommodation would be far more in Claremont than in town. As
to the question of the supply of water at Claremont, that, as far as the sheds are concerned, is one of little
moment ; 800 to 1000 gallons a day ought to suffice for all shop purposes ; but, in the event of a town being
built there for the workmen, a very much larger supply would be necessary. There is, perhaps, another plan
by which extended passenger accommodation can be given, sufficient for years to come, without interfering
with the present shops at all, and that would be by utilising the present goods-yard for the purposes of
passenger traffic, and constructing a goods depdt in connection with the shipping, where bonded stores
could also be built, on the New Wharf. I see no objection to the very common practice of having the
passenger and goods stations separated by a short distance. A goods station on the New Wharf would be
very convenienily situated for the business people in town, and would also come in very well for the pro-
jected Huon trafic. There is also another plan by which accommodation may be given in the present
yard, and that is by utilising the whole space originally leased to the Main Line Company. The objections
to that, however, would be that the present Macquarie-street approach to the Domain would have to be
closed for vehicular traffic, and that there would be large excavations necessitated, which would, however,
have a distinct value in themselves, as the stone from them could be sold for road metal purposes. Going,
back to the site for the sheds on the beach by the slaughter-yards, there are other reasons for commending
that site, as it would be readily connected with sidings, which in the future will no doubt’ be laid down
over the space which will be reclaimed by the piling now being constructed by the Marine Board. This
reclamation has an extent of quite six acres, and in addition to that there is the present space between the
railway, the slaughter-yards, and high-water mark, which would make, I dare say, some two acres more..
Without going beyond the high-water line, I think there would be ample room for what certainly seems 1o
me to be chiefly necessary, that is, room for coal sidings and the lower classes of goods, such as bark, chaff,
&e.

[Railway Workshops.]
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3. I suppose it is absolutely necessary that further shelter accommodation should be given for engines
and carriages? More shelter accommodation is no doubt required but cannot be provided for the whole of
the stock.

4. And do you think that it is quite within the range of possibility to get more extensive shelter
accommodation and other conveniences required in connection with the present station at Hobart? I
think so. '

5. By Mr. Barrett.—Would you consider traffic on the Main Line and its branches has doubled

within the last 10 years? Speaking generally, and solely from casual observation, I should say it certainly
had not doubled. -

6. Supposing the present running-sheds were removed, would it not be possible to pul in an extra
passenger platform on their site? I dare say it would be quite possible to do that; but the road from
the shops would be running into the passenger platform.

7. In Launceston, with a far larger passenger traffic, the accommodation is satisfactory to the public,
and there are no complaints. Supposing the present space is utilised to the best advantage, and the work-
shops allowed to remain in their present position, would it not be sufficient for the next 10 years? I do
not think that it is necessary to go to the large expense proposed to meet the traffic now existing or likely
to exist for 4 or 5 years to come. In the best designed station there are days where there are special
crowhds, but no one considers it necessary to duplicate or triplicate the accommodation for one or two days’
crush.

8. If the sheds are removed, would it not be necessary to have a staff in the running-sheds here, to
meet any requirements likely to arise? One or two men, no doubt, would be required.

9. If the workshops were at Claremont, would it not necessitate all the material being carried out
there at considerable expenses, and in the event of repairs being required, would it not lead to delay in
taking the injured stock out there? No doubt there would be minor inconveniences of that kind, but in
any case the stores, coals, and so on would all have to be received in the Hobart Station and carried to
Claremont by rail, and I don’t suppose that vessels bringing out locomotives and machinery and so forth
would go up to Claremont to deliver them. It would all have to be Janded here and taken out by rail.

10. By the Chairman.—Could a vessel get up to Claremont? I am not prepared to say.

11. T have seem a statement made that if the workshops are removed, it will cost 1s, per man per
day more for labour than in the City ? I should say not.

12. It ought not to cost any more? Not with Government emplofyees. Of course in a private
contract the men would charge for going out of Town.

13. By Mr. Fenton.—You say the coal would have to be received in Hobart, and taken out to
Claremont by rail. Does not the coal come from the North? I am thinking of Syduey coal.

14. TIs not nearly all the coal used local coal ? Yes.
15. So the argument is the other way ? In regard to the local coal.

16. Do you think that the work required can be done in the railway workshops in Hobart with the
present accommodation? Yes ; but I think that a decision will have to be made sooner or later as to
where the centre of the system shall be. T imagine that the best course to adopt, if the sheds are to remain
in Hobart, would be to keep them at their present strength and use them as repairing-shops, and let the
erection and construction of the stock take place in Launceston. There is no question but that it would be
to the advantage of the railway pure and simple to have but one shop, and that at the centre of the system,
which will be Launceston, when the extension to Table Cape is completed.

17. Has not a certain amount of work to be sent to Launceston to be done, owing to the want of
accommodation here ? I know nothing about that.

18. You have nothing to do with the actual working of the railway ? No.

19. So you really do not know whether there is any inconvenience in the working of the present
system or not? No, I do not.

20. You have only examined the Claremont site casually, and not officially ? That is all.

91. By the Chairman.—Have you made an official examination of any of the sites submitted to the
Government? T know nothing of the various sites, except what I see in the newspapers,

22. By Mr. Crisp.—Are you not aware that owing to the want of room at the Hobart Railway
Station the Government have had to rent an extra building for the offices? I am not aware of that; but
I believe they are preparing the old Engineer’s Office for their accommodation.

23. Would it not be better to have all the officers in the one building? Not necessarily ; the Trafic
Department, the Engineers of Permanent Way, and Locomotive and other branches can be just as well in
different offices.  All the officers of the Traffic Department should be together.

24. Do you really think that the present building is sufficient for all purposes? I think it is sufficient
for all purposes of trafic. 'The present building, facing on Liverpool-street, is not large enough to take all
the staff. -

25. Have you seen the plans and specifications for the new station buildings? No, except casnally in
the Parliamentary Refreshment Rooms.

26. I suppose you are not prepared to say whether tenders should be invited for their erection? T am
not prepared to give any opinion.

27. By the Chairman.—Were those plans ever submitted to you for your approval or criticism? No.
X first heard of them by seeing some reference to them in the newspapers ; but I only saw them casually in
the refreshment room. I cannot give any opinion in regard to them.
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28. By Mr. Fenton.—I suppose the work of the railways, after they are constructed, comes very little

under your observation? T have nothing whatever to do with their maintenance,—that is the Traffic
Manager’s business. :

~29. So you can hardly say whether any further accommodation is needed, ‘except from casual obser-
vation? I have made for very many years constant and periodical examinations of the Main Line, and
I am competent to speak more fairly as to what is required than any outside persons.

30. Ifit is stated that the increased accommodation proposed will save £1000 a year in working
expenses, would you think it possible? I should like to see it in figures. In the beginning of my
evidence I stated that it appeared to me that the cost of the Main Line to the Colony would be £10,080
per mile, and I think it would be better to put up with little inconveniences in the working at first, and
defer any large expenditure until the traffic had largely increased.

31. And that is 50 per cent. above the cost of the railways built by the Government? It is more
than 50 per cent. above the average cost of the whole of the Tasmanian Railways built by the Govern-
ment, including every addition up to date: '

32. But the actual cost of a railway has very little to do with the providing of sufficient accommoda-

tion in the matter of stations? No; but it has a good deal to do with the rate of interest you are able to
earn.

83. By the Chairman.—Is there any greater inconvenience sustained by persons using the Hobart
station than that sustained by travellers in other communities? Certainly not.

34. By Mr. Crisp.—Do you think there is sufficient accommodation now for the traffic for the next
three or four years? I do.

35. TIs not our river second to none, and cannot the largest ships come right up to the wharves? Yes.

36. Do you think it a desirable thing that the locomotives should be landed here, and sent to Laun-
ceston to be put together? I see no reason why the locomotives should not be landedat Launceston, or
as many at Launceston as at Hobart. Before the Main Line was purchased by the Government all the
Government engines used to be landed at Y.aunceston. ' :

37. Don’t you think that workshops should be erected so that the work could be done here, instead of
sending them 1383 miles away to be put together? If it is a necessity that the engines should be erected
in Hobart, it would be unwise, of course, to carry them 133 miles.

38. Ought there not be shops in Hobart to do necessary repairs, as in the case of a breakdown? No
doubt shops are required for repairs,

39. Do you think that the shops in Hobart are in every way large enough, or that we have the
necessary machinery to carry out all that is required in the way of repairs? For the purposes of such
repairs as could be legitimately forwarded to Hobart, yes.

40. Do you think we have the accommodation or the land sufficient to carry on extra works in
connection with the workshops? Yes; I have said so at the commencement.

41, Are you in favour of the removal of the shops to Claremont, or otherwise? I see no necessity for
removing the shops from town. If it is decided to remove them out of town, a matter of two or three
miles one way or the other is of very little moment. It is a matter of indifference whether they go to
Claremont, Glenorchy, or South Bridgewater. S

42. Tt has been stated that there is not sufficient solid foundation for the erection of machinery on the
site you suggest? I don’t think there need be any difficulty about that. You have sand there, and as long
as you confine that you can have no better foundation.

43. Do you know anything particularly about the water at Claremont? " No.

44. Are you aware that a previous Government would have purchased that site but for the insufficient
supply of water? I thought you referred to the depth of water for vessels. The supply of water is a very
small matter indeed, so far as the shops themselves are concerned ; but it is one of very large moment if
you are going to build a town there.

45. Do you know if there is a sufficient depth of water for vessels to go alongside at Claremont? I
know nothing about that; I never examined it.

46. Do you think that, so far as workshops in connection with the railways of the Colony are con-
cerned, Hobart and Launceston should be both served in the same way? Speaking as a railway engineer,
Y say that if you consider the interests of the railway service alone, and ignore all possibly just local claims,
in a small system like ours the shops ought to be put in the centre of the system, if proper and convenient
working and economy is desired.

47. You say the Main Line cost 50 per cent. per mile more than the railways constructed by the
Government? More than that.

48. Do you imply that the Colony has given too much for the Main Line? I malke the statement for
what it is worth. There is no doubt that its great cost, compared with the cheaper railways constructed by
the Government, makes it more difficult to earn an adequate return upon it.

49. By Mr. Henry.—Your knowledge as a constructing engineer enables you to say what the reasonable
requirements would be for workshops? Yes.

-80. You are competent, then, to form a sound opinion as to what should be provided? Decidedly ;
because all over the world, or nearly so, it is the constructing engineer that makes the design for this
particalar kind of work. It is so in England. :

51. Have you a sufficient knowledge of the whole of our railway system to say whether the present
workshops are sufficient for the next four or five years to come? That may be admitted from my inspection
of the whole of the railways, extending over so many years.
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52. You are quite satisfied, that with the workshops here and at Launceston, there is no immediate
need for extension? I am.

53. And especially with the fact that the Main Line cost so'much that it would not be judicious to
incur any unnecessary expense if the railway is to have fair play ? All expenses should be cut down to
the lowest possible point until the railway pays some little better interest. !

54. T understood you to say that in your judgment the workshops should be retained in Hobart?
If T had to choose between Claremont and the City, I should say in every way let the shops be in the
City. They can then most readily be connected with any extension of wharves or jettles for ocean
steamers.

55. Have you considered the difference in the outlay between the various sites proposed? There is
no means of doing so, unless you judge in this way,—In Hobart, to provide the same accommodation as
would have to be provided at Claremont, I have merely got a question of a little extra foundation and
filling to deal with. At Claremont there is a good deal more than that to be done,—such as junction
sidings, protecting signals, and a whole host of expenses,—which enable me to say confidently that there is

~no doubt that the site here would be the cheaper.

56. The ultimate expense would be greater at Claremont than at Hobart? Yes, so far as providing
shop accommodation is concerned.

57. Do you include the cost of the land? T do not consider that, as I understand that the sum to be
paid is merely nominal.

58. And you consider the ultimate expense at Claremont would be greater than at Hobart?
Decidedly, and I can put it clearly before you. In Hobart we have only buildings to erect, and at Clare-
mont we would have to put up buildings, sidings, yards, protection signals, and so forth.

59. Have you given the subject suflicient study to say that that is a correct opinion? That is my
-opinion, and my opinion is strengthened by the fact that the sidings from the Main Line to the shops on
the site I approve of is part of a work that cannot properly be charged to the shops, because it will be
-eventually the approach to the wharves, and part of the future Huon Line. There are also coal sidings,
which will be constructed there.

60. By the Chairman.—It appears to me, from an inspection T made, that shops on the reclaimed
portion near the slanghter-yards would be in 2 most convenient situation when the Sorell Railway is opened,
as a pier could be very easily run out? Yes, there is some advantage in the point you have raised. Itis
proposed to do small repairs at Bellerive, where a very small shop 1s provided; but there is no doubt that
sometimes stock from there will have to go to Hobart for more important repairs, and it will be a disadvan-
tageous thing to have to load it up again to take it to Claremont.

61. By Mr. Henry.—Are you satisfied, from a purely railway point of view, that you would select
Launceston as the centre of the railway system? Decidedly, if I could ignore everything but the best
interests of the railway pure and simple; and most railway men would do so too. I think it would be
unwise to set about making two head establishments, as it were, one at Launceston and one at Hobart, as
every piece of expensive machinery has to be duplicated, and there is no end of time lost in supervising and
running backwards and forwards between the two centres.

62. Is it a serious difficulty if the rolling-stock is landed here and taken to Launceston to be set up?
Tt would be more convenient to erect it here 1f it is landed here.

63. By Mr. Barrett.—Admitting that the engines are landed here, at which place can they be most
economically put together? Any engineer would answer that by saying Launceston, after he had examined
both shops.

64. Do you think that there is sufficient plant there to construct all the rolling-stock required for our
system of railways for the next dozen years? Yes, if it is not all rushed together, in my opinion it should
be ample.

65. Mr. Crisp has mentioned the case of a break-down. Did you ever know a locomotive superin-
tendent that allowed an engine to break down on its journey? There are certain cases where a break-
down would be inexcusable, but I can imagine accidents quite beyond the control of a locomotive superin-
tendent.

66. Is not the stock from the Derwent Valley Line repaired quite as cheaply in Launceston as in
Hobart? Certainly, so far as the actual repairs go, and perhaps a little cheaper, on account of the better
machinery and appliances.

67. By Mr. Crisp.—Must not Hobart be the centre of traffic for the Derwent Valley, Apsley, Sorell,
and Huon Lines? Taking the system as a whole, and the certainty of the line being extended to Wynyard,
I consider Launceston to be nearer the fair centre of the whole system.

68. But why should all these repairs be sent 133 miles away, when they can be done in Hobart?
Repairs can be done in Hobart. Tf one set of shops is enough to do all the work required on the system,
why construct two sets.

69. By the Chairman—One set is efficient for many years to come, without the Government being
called on for any further expense in Launceston? 1 think so, and any impartial engineer will say the same.

70. By Mr. Barrett.—It will not be wise to duplicate all the officers by having two workshops on
the same scale? Decidedly not; and if you don’t duplicate the officers, they will lose their time in
travelling backwards and forwards,

71. By Mr. Hiddlestone.—At which port is most of the rolling-stock landed now? At Launceston ;
but now that the Main Line is the property of the Government, it may cause the rolling-stock to be landed
at Hobart.

72. That includes locomotives as well? Yes.
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73. Do you think that ample accommodation can be provided for the workshops here without inter-
fering with the slaughter-yards ? The plans can be arranged to give ample accommodation for running-
sheds, shops, coal-sidings, &c., without nterfering in the slightest degree with the slaughter-yards.

74. If a jetty were run out, could steamers come alongside it? Yes, the largest ocean steamers.

75. Have you any idea of how many men connected with the workshops in Hobart are property
owners? I have no idea,

76. By Mr. Henry.—Have you any idea as to the difference in the rates. of freight to Hobart or
Launceston for rolling-stock ? I cannot.speak from memory.

771. By Col. St. Hill—Are you aware that the old Engineers’ Office was given by the Imperial
Government under the reservation that in case of war it should be at once resumed for defence purposes?
I was not aware of that; I merely siated that the building was being prepared for occupation. In case of
war, it would be easy to hire another place.

78. Are you aware that the Government is hiring buildings all over the Town ?—there is one where
Mr. Hedberg used to be? That is a building belonging to the Government. My remarks only apply to
office accommodation for the Officers of the Department, and I take no cognizance of private dwellings
for Stationmasters, and so on. ' ’ '

79. There would be no actual outlay at Claremont so far as the actual land is concerned? I under~
stand that the land is to be sold at a nominal figure.

80. Is not the reclamation near the slaughter-yards costing a lot of money? The Government
arranged with the Marine Board that when they want it for railway purposes they are to take it on the
mere payment of the contract for piling.

81. Have not five newly arrived locomotives been sent to Launceston to be fitted? It is quite likely.

'82. Then, how can the accommodation here be sufficient? They have better appliances for doing the
work well and cheaply at Launceston.

83. Then, these workshops are not sufficient for present requirements? The stock is sent to Launceston
because the work can be done cheaper with the better appliances there.

84, What is the practice in other places to keep the workshops in Town, or out of Town? I do not
know what the practice is in the other Colonies.

85. What is the practice in England? In England the workshops are built in the centre of the system

86. In 1840 were not the workshops sent to Swindon and Crewe? Yes; but you don’t hear of two
Swindons or two Crewes.

87. 1 suppose you are a good many days in the year in your Office—perhaps half the year? I dare
say so. I am in a good position to see what goes on at the station, as I live close to it, and pass it several
times a day. B

88. But you don’t travel on the line half a dozen times a day, like some suburban residents? There
is nothing to take me on if.

89. If any resident of the Suburbs was to complain of inconvenience, on Saturdays and Wednesdays
especially, would you be prepared to gainsay him? Possibly there may be a small crowd.

90. You also spoke about a siding near the footbridge leading to the baths? Yes.

91. Are you aware that that is part of the Domain, and that the people would object to parting with
any of it? The land required would be chiefly on the land originally leased to the Main Line Company
near the River, and would not get on to the Domain until between Macquarie Point and the slanghter-
yards. That is an unsavoury part of the Domain no one would grieve much about parting with. This
siding must be made in any case to get to the projected running sheds that are to be built.

92. But it will infringe on the Domain? To a very small extent, but the difficulty may be disposed of
by giving back to the people the land that was leased to the Main Line Company and never used for rail-
way purposes,—that portion on the right-hand side leading up to the battery. It was parted with for Main
Line purposes, and may be taken as an offset to any piece of land required between the bridge to the baths
and the slaughter-yards.

93. You also spoke about the traffic in Macquarie-street being stopped : would that stoppage be
temporary or permanent? Under the circumstances stated, the stoppage of vehicular traffic would be per-
manent, but it would not be stopped for foot-passengers.

94. Do you think the people would stand that? I don't know; it isjust as near from the centre of the
Town to the Domain whether you go on one side of the station or the other.

95. Do you think the citizens would stand Macquarie-street being closed ? I don’t think they would
like it. - ;

96. Have you had experience elsewhere before coming to Tasmania? My experience dates back very
nearly 35 years in England before I came here, where I had ample opportunities of becoming thoroughly
acquainted with all the details of construction and working of railways from having been thrown into con-
tact with the Board of Trade Inspectors, whose examination of a railway is most rigid. T also was duly
articled.

97. By Mvr. Crisp.—Would it be necessary to put down additional rails to run stock to Claremont,
or would the present line do? Of course the present line would do.

98. By Colonel St. Hill.—The water supply to the workshops would be only a matter of 1000 or 2000
gallons a day? That is all.

Y9. By Mr. Crisp.—What about the sanitary condition of workshops near the slaughter-house? The
men work under the same conditions now, with the addition of the soap works.
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100..By Colonel St. Hill—Then you are not at one with Dr. Crowther when he stated that if the site
near the slaughter-yards were adopted there would not only be typhoid ad #ib., but a regular plague?
The men work under the same conditions now.

101. You say that the reclamation being carried out, with the two additional acres on the beach, would
be ample for workshops? More than ample for workshops, coal roads, and extended sidings. The present
shops occupy a very small portion of an acre.

102. When the railway authorities ask for 27 acres you don’t agree with them? I don’t know what.
they want it for.

Trurspay, OcroBer 8, 1891.

FREDERICK BAC‘K, called and examined.

103. By the Chairman.—You are aware of the nature of this Committee, Mr. Back. It is for tie
purpose of taking evidence in regard to the proposed new railway station at Hobart, and the advisableness
or otherwise of removing the workshops to Claremont. We wanted to ascertain the views that influenced
you in recommending to the Minister the desirableness.of a large increase in the accommodation at the
Hobart Railway Station? The arrangements at the station at the present time really consist of the crudest
method of dealing with traffic, and I may call it a system of patchwork. The consequence is that there is
absolutely insufficient accommodation in the station yard, and I would like to suggest that the Committee
visit the station and see for themselves what things are like. At present we have not sufficient accommo--
dation in the yard for a day’s traffic, and the consequence is that in busy seasons trucks of freight have to
be left on the line at any place where there may be room to stow the trucks, and often there is a delay of a
week or 10 days before we can get them into the yard, thus causing loss to the public. If you ask Mr.
Webster, or Roberts & Co., or any of the principal people doing business here, they will tell you that in a
busy season they often have to wait a week ora fortnight for their goods. We have no “ through” sidings also,
.and the consequence is that sometimes when we want to get out a truck fora train we have 30 or40 trucks to-
move. The working expenses are from £700 to £1000 a year more than they would be if we had proper
station accommodation. We are hemmed in by Macquarie-street, Park-street, the Domain, and Liverpool--
street, and the available space we have is circumseribed to that extent. As regards the passenger accom-
modation, it is utterly inadequate for the traffic, and any train that goes in or out incurs a risk that would
not be permitted by the Board of Trade, but which we could easily prevent if we had the appliances. The-
only way I can see to obtain a change is to utilise the ground near Park-street, where the coal is stacked
and the workshops are, for the new passenger station, and that wounld give us the site of the present
passenger station to add to the goods yards. If such were done I believe that we would save nearly the
interest in the working alone, besides getting over the dangers we are now running and the inconveriences.
we labour under. [t would also enable us to have all the officers in the one building, instead of having
them scattered about all over the place. I am so satisfied that these improvements are necessary, that I
think it only a question of time when the whole thing will be forced on the Government. We have had two-
accidents, though not of a severe kind, while I have been in charge, and one of these came from a man at
the points having a fit. The suburban traffic is increasing, and I don’t think that we are justified in
running risks the Board of Trade would not allow.

104. But that accident might have occurred even if we had spent half a million on the place? We
would have had what there is in Launceston, interlocking apparatus, which would have prevented it.

105. Could you not get sufficient accommodation for all that you deem necessary without the very
expensive plans submitted to members ? We have no room for our carriages and wagons ; and the only
way I can see in which to increase our accommodation is by shifting the passenger station.

106. We understand that some six acres of land will be reclaimed on the beach. Could not they be
utilised for all the necessary goods traffic, and the workshops left where they are at present? I do not see-
how we could use that land for traffic arrangements. The whole of the railway traffic in Hobart at present
is carried through a congested gut,—the narrow piece of land between the sea and the domain, over which
all trains have to pass. To take that traffic on the reclamation would lead to very great expemse. It
might have been possible to have made the station where the present dock is being excavated. To my
mind a grave error was committed. We have taken one of the most valuable sites in the city to use it as a
dock, and the soil or spoil from it is being taken to fill up the sea-shore. You might have had the dock
excavated within the piling on that six acres that is being reclaimed. You have thrown away a piece of
land of great value, which would have done for a station, so far as shipping is concerned, and you are
taking the soil to fill in the sea-shore. I may be allowed to say that I think it is an error that no one
should fall into. ~ The whole history of wharf construction in the old -country tends to show that engineers
and men connected with wharves have arrived at the conclusion that digging holes in towns is a mistake..
In regard to the shops, the responsible officers of the Government have gone into the matter, and have come
to the conclusion that for £3000 or £4000 we can make arrangements to do all that we require. All we
want is a siding and shed accommodation to do our work in, and we elected to recommend the piece of
land which appears to be most suitable, being low in price, easily drained, easily reached, and having a
station upon it. The proposal to occupy the land at the lower level on the reclamation means an expenditure
of £20,000 or £30,000. If it is desirable to move the slaughter yards, by all means let them be removed ;.
but don’t tack their removal on to the railways, and ask us to earn the interest upon it. They should be
dealt with as a separate subject. We are asking for £3000 or £4000, which would give necessary sheds
to carry on the worlk which the policy of the Government has decided should be done here.

107. By Mr. Barrett.—At the present juncture, seeing that the Government is short of money and
objects to undertaking any work of magnitude, i it an absolute necessity that any expense should be
incurred at all beyond temporary measures? It is absolutely necessary to clear those workshops out of the:
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yards, for the simple carrying on of the business of the railway. We have no standing room for the
wagons and carriages we use. I have no doubt that if the members of the Committee go down and see for
themselves, they will see how strong a case there is in favour of the view that I take.

* 108. Is it not more economical to have the shops in close connection with the present station? When
-once you move the workshops, I do not think it matters at all. We will have to move the workshops
because there is no other piece of ground except that upon which they stand. We could not get another
piece in Hobart unless we bought up streets and houses.

109. You would have to have a running-shed here? Yes.

110. And employ men in connection with it? A couple of men would do all that you want. Mr.
Baxter would be able to give you far more information on that subject than I can.

111. Won't it be very expensive to take the sheds so far away ? It will not be much different to what
itis. We get the coal from the north and have iron to send up, so that one will balance the other. In
the old country, there is not a line leading to London that has its workshops near London, and the same is
the case in the other Colonies.

112. Are you satisfied that there is plenty of water on the site you recommend? I am so satisfied
that we are discussing the question of erecting a water-station there. 7

118. T am told that that water was granted to the Glenorchy Water Commission? It is on private
property. Mr. Brent told me that in the driest summer, when there is no water anywhere else, he used to
go up this creek to bathe. A neighbour of mine has known it for forty years, and has never seen it dry.
I rode up the creek myself, and I don’t think there is any doubt about the matter.

114. We have been told that 1000 gallons a day would be sufficient? We would want more than
that—about 6000 gallons, which there would be no difficulty in getting. I believe we could supply
Glenorchy township from that stream. I had a man working for me In my garden who has lived in that
district for 60 years, and he told me that people made a great mistake in judging of the extent of the stream
by looking at the place where it crosses the road, as there is a shingle bed there through which the water
percolates. The road is just at the mouth of the stream, some 40 or 50 yards from the River Derwent,

115. By Mvr. Henry.—You have stated that the saving would be from £700 to £1000 a year. Can
you give us any idea of how you arrive at that conclusion ? ~We often have to knock off all hands from
loading or unloading trucks while a truck is being drawn out. The men are often idle for from twenty to
thirty minutes at a time.

116. Have you gone carefully into the details? Most carefully.

117. Have you the figures? No. I have them in my head. I think I am well within the mark.
Half the time of the shunting engines, shunters, and men is wasted.

118. How many yvears did the Main Line Railway Company carry on? 16 years.

119. Youn have stated that there is considerable risk under existing arrangements., Are not the
-arrangements now in force the same as when the Main Line Company had the line? Yes.

120. Are you aware of any accident during the sixteen years the Main Line Company had the line?
No, but there was a good deal of stock smashed up.

~ 121. Do you know of any accidents arising from fanlty arrangements? We have had £300 or £400
worth of damage to stock while I have beenhere. One job cost us £150. The Locomotive Superintendent
will tell you about that.

122. Would it be possible to introduce interlocking without a new station? It would be expensive
-and unsatisfactory in its working if you did. You could not do it without an additional line.

123. Have you any idea of the probable cost? You could not apply the interlocking woriking with
economy and efficiency to the present system of sidings. I could not give the cost off-hand, but I may say
that if the interlocking ‘working was introduced with the present station it_would cost a Jarge sum of money—
-thousands—and could be only used for two or three years.

124. How many thousands would it cost? I cannot tell you. You would have to duplicate the line
for a portion of the way.

125. You say a new station is absolutely necessary. 'What is the rate of increase in the traffic? I
have it in my Office; but that is not the only factor that T take into consideration; Mr. Grant was aware
:that there were all the difficulties I have mentioned. Mr. Grant said the Directors of the Main Line
-Company were aware of it, and had undertaken to protect him in the event of accident. e said we
-would have to go in for a lot of new appliances. I pointed out that if I had an accident I had no one to
protect me; and on that ground made a recommendation to the Government. I take it that if that recom-
mendation 1s not adopted I am absolved from’ responsibility in case of accident. An accident will occur
sooner or later in a bad form.

126. Is it within your knowledge that any accident has occurred? As a matter of fact I purposely
-closed my ears to what went on in the Main Line Railway.

127. Why does an increase in the traffic render a new station absolutely necessary at this juncture ?
It would be necessary whether the traffic increased or whether it did not.

128. Then the Main Line Railway worked at a disadvantage? Yes.

129. Why? For the sake of economy. I am right, I take it, in assuming that private persons may
take a risk that the Government would not be justified in running.

130. Do you know of any railway system where they have two centres for the workshops? Yes, there
are plenty in the Colonies, such as in-New Zealand, where there are workshops at Dunedin and Christ~
«church, two hundred and thirty miles apart, and on the same line.
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131. Supposing you had entire control of the Railways, and all political considerations were removed,
would you have two centres for the workshops? Possibly I should be satisfied with one.

132. Supposing you had control of the system as your private property, would you have two centres?
I would probably have one main workshop and another one for small repairs.

133. But, looking at the question from a purely railway point of view ? It is impossible to give a very
positive answer to such a hypothetical question. It is the policy of the Government to have two work-
shops, but as a railway man I should be satisfied with one. It would be necessary to have some repairing-
place here, and to a great extent that is what we ask for this £3000 for. :

134, Would there be any difficulty in duplicating the officers, or moving them about between the two
centres ? I would never do it under any circumstances.

135. But you must have two sets of men, or else move them backwards and forwards? In a small
business like ours it depends on local considerations. I cannot answer your question directly. Itis not
the policy of the Government that the thing should be otherwise.

136. With the workshops now at Launceston, you would not advise the removal of the Launceston
workshops, or the erection of extensive shops here? I would have to adopt the policy laid down for me.

137. As a railway man, what would you advise? I obey orders. My position is this:—At the time
the Main Line was bought the Government assured the country that the shops should not be removed. T
believe that assurance was made in good faith, and 1 understand that it is the policy of the Government
that a certain amount of work should be kept down here. I mustmake arrangements accordingly, and the
most satisfactory way to carry out that policy is to spend meney upon Claremont. The Government says
that there shall be certain work done in Hobart, and it is my duty to point out how that can best be carried
out.

188. By the Chairman.—Is it the official way of doing business for the actual head of a working
department, the Engineer in Chiefin these matters, not to be consulted? Mur. Fincham is utterly irrespon-
sible for anything connected with the railways once they are constructed. Mr. M‘Cormack is the
Engineer in charge of these works.

139. By Myr. Henry.—Can you give the Committee any idea as’ to the probable ultimate outlay in
connection with the removal of the shops? If the traffic progresses in the same way that it has done for
the last few years, the total cost will be £5000. There is a general misconception as to what we require.
All we want is a piece of land upon which to place some galvanised iron sheds. Mr. Batchelor tells me
that the present tools are quite sufficient to go on with, We will want sidings to these sheds to enable us to
run the rolling stock in.

140. They will be really repairing-shops and nothing more? That is a question I cannot answer.
That is a matter of detail which must be left to the discretion of the proper officer, who forms his opinion
as the time comes on.

141. Do you contemplate putting down plant for construction work? We may do so.

142. Can you do construction works with the present plant?” I think so. In dealing with 2 rail-
way like ours, you must remember that we are dealing with a small concern. We employ certain trades-
men to make repairs and keep the rolling-stock in order, and when there is a Iull they are employed in
small construction works. For instance, when there is a lull in the work the carpenters engaged in
Tepairing may start to build a carriage, and work upon it at slack intervals.

143. By Mr. Crisp.—Would you be surprised to hear that an eminent engineer states that the
accommodation at the station is ample for years to come? I am never surprised at anything. The
eminent engineer is irresponsible, and may never have had anything to do with railway management in
his life.

144. Would you be surprised to hear that it was the Engineer-in-Chief? No, not at all.

145. Don’t you think it will be necessary to have something more than mere repairing-shops at
Hobart to meet the requirements of the Sorell line, the proposed Huon line, the Derwent Valley line, the
Apsley line, and the Oatlands line? I have no doubt that when the time arrives we will find it necessary
to increase our workshop accommodation.

146. Is there any depth of water at Claremont so that ships could go alongside? I think we can
land all the timber there.

147. Is there anything you can suggest to the Committee that they have not yet learnt? I think the
Committee have pretty fairly travelled over the whole ground. The station at Hobart is not sufficient to
hold rolling-stock for a day’s traffic. If you look at the superficial area of the platform you will find that

- there is not standing_room for a full train of people. There is more room on the Launceston platform.

148. Why do you recommend the erection of the shops at Claremont, instead of on the land that is
being reclaimed ? I don’t see why we should spend ten times the money to achieve the same result. Mr,
M<‘Cormack calculates that it will cost from £20,000 to £30,000 to occupy that site on the reclamation,
whereas the other site can be occupied for £3000 or £4000.

149. Do you want a duplicate line out to the Claremont site? Oh no; it can be worked on the
Main Line. "

150. By the Chairman.—It has been suggested by Mr. Fincham that workshops should be put on the
reclaimed land, and increased accommodation given there for goods traffic, and it would not then be found
necessary to move the workshops? Such a proposal is ridiculous, as it would mean duplicating the station.
The things which Mr. Fincham may have seen answer very well for large railways, but I have
found that under such system it would cost one-third for shunting a truck with a ton of flour
in it on to a train of the amount charged for taking it from Hobart to New Norfolk. You would require
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an engine, a shunter, and pointsman, and signalmen. In a large system, where the goods and passenger
traffic were totally separated, it might answer. Mr. Fincham 1s irresponsible, and has not gone into such
details as I have given you.

151. Are you aware that Dr. Benjafield. offered the Government Derwent Park, at a low price?
Yes. '

152. Was it not suitable? If Dr. Benjafield had given the Government the land and £10,000 or
£20,000 as well, it would have been much dearer than Claremont. It would require a branch line to it,
and who is going to pay for that? It would not pay the Government to work that branch line, In looking
over land I saw a piece which I thought was Bond’s. I asked him if he would sell it to the Government,
and he said he had sold it for £150 per acre, and there was an end of the matter. We called for tenders,
and then Mr. Bond asked me what I thought of a piece of his land on the opposite side of the line to the
piece which we had spoken about before. I replied that we had called for tenders. Dr. Benjafield offered
his piece of land, but I found in draining it we would have to drain the whole of Glenorchy, as the water
would be up to the rails in flood time. He afterwards made a second offer in connection with Mr. Riddoch,
but the land was inaccessible. Mr. Butler offered a fairly good piece, but it was one that would have cost
a great deal to drain. Mr. Wright did not offer a piece of land at Glenorchy, which was suitable, and so
we came to Claremont as the best piece, and recommended it accordingly. It was the only place that was
suitable in every way.

153. By Mr. Hiddlestone.—Can accommodation be provided for the new workshops withont inter-
fering with the present slaughter-yards? We do not propose to interfere with the slaughter-yards.

154. If that piece of land that is being reclaimed was handed over to the railway authorities, would it
then be necessary to remove the workshops? Supposing that it was worth while to throw away so valuable
a piece of land, we could not get down to it at any reasonable cost. It would cost more thousands to get
down to it and fill into levels than we proposed to include in the whole of our expenditure for everything.

155. Did Mr. James report upon the Claremont property ? 1 do not know.
156. Is it not a fact that he recommended the construction of a reservoir? Not to my knowledge.

157. Isitafact that men cannot be got to work out there unless ata shilling per day more than they are
paid in town? They would be glad to go out there for the present good wages. We could fill all the
places now from the applications now in my office.

158. By Ool. St. Hill.—If an eminent engineer said that there was a greater traffic at Launceston
than Hobart, would that be the case? He could only go by the returns in my Report.

159. Would Claremont make any material difference in the carriage of anything that may be landed
here? No; the_carriage in one direction would compensate for the carriage in the other.

160. Is it the case that most of the rolling-stock is landed in Launceston? It has been, but since the
purchase of the Main Line Railway such is not the case. Since the Main Line has been Government
property we have landed our rolling-stock in Hobart and taken it up to Launceston to put it together.

161. Is it not a fact that there have been numerous accidents on the Main Line which have been kept
quiet? Well, you know as much aboutit as I do.

162. Is it not within your knowledge that not only this Government, but the preceding one, gave
assurances that the workshops should not be removed from Hobart? T have always understood that.

163. Is there land available, in the event of their being retained in Hobart, for the erection of the work-
shops you propose to put up? We require the land for our traffic purposes.

164. What do you think is the necessary area of land to obtain for workshops? I have had an oppor-
tunity of discussing that question with one or two eminent railway men. I took one of them up to Clare-
mont and all over the place, and his last words were, “ Don’t forget to look to the future. You have done
quite right ; nothing less than 20 acres.” This man has had more to do with the erection of railway work-
shops than any man in the colonies. We should be warned by the other colonies.

165. Considering the possibility of such extensions as the Huon Line, and what is termed the Great
Western Line, what do you think would be the best centre for your workshops here,—in Launceston, or both
places? I will answer that when the good time comes.

166. And you don’t.think that a matter of from two to eight miles is of much moment? No,and any
railway man would give you the same reply. The modern system is to have the workshops out of town
for the sake of elbow-room. ]

167. By Mr. Fenton.—Is the excessive cost of the Main Line an argument against spending any
more money upon it? T think the answer to that is this—the Scottsdale Railway cost nearly £9000 a
milé, and the Main Line nearly £10,000 a mile. The Scottsdale Railway necessitated the purchase of
little or no land, and has no stations upon it, except one at Scottsdale. If you work out the whole, I' don’t
.think you will find that the Main Line cost as much as the Scottsdale Line. \

168. Is the cost of a line an argument against spending money for the economical working of the line
afterwards? No, certainly not. It is a case of spoiling the ship for a ha’porth of paint.

169. Why are these railway materials taken from Hobart to Launceston to be put together? Because -
we have not room to stand them on their wheels in the Hobart Station. It would be more economical to
put them together here if we had the appliances and the room to do it in. If you want to get any place
adjacent to the station for that purpose, you will have to spend a great deal more money than we
propose to.

170. By M». Barrett.—Is it necessary that you should have a brick building? No.

171. If you got yard accommodation only, would that do? We cannot do without astation building.

172. And that would cost £25,0007 Probably.

[Railway Workshops.]
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178. By M. Fenton.—If the sheds are 1'ernoveci, it would give you more room, would it not? We
will have to move the station over to the site of the sheds. :

174. By M»r. Hiddlestone.—Have you any idea of the number of men employed in the workshops
who own the houses they live in? They are very few. T could count them on the fingers of one hand.

Fripay, Ocroser 16, 1891.

J. M. M‘'CORMACK, Engiheer of existing Lines, called and examined.

175. By the Chatrman.—We have asked you, Mr. M¢Cormack, to give evidence from your knowledge
and experience with regard to the accommodation you consider required at the Hobart Railway Station,
and also to give us any information you can with regard to the workshops. In the first place, the better
way would be to ask you, with your experience to guide you, if you see any way by which the present
railway yard at Hobart could be improved, without removing the workshops, and keeping the station as it
is at present? The only way is by closing up Macquarie-street, which is just like the neck of a bottle to
the station-yard. In that way many of the difficulties would be overcome.

176. Is that really the only way out of the difficulty—to close the street up? If that cannot be done,
then remove the workshops.

177. From an engineer’s point of view, and with every desire to study the best interests of the Colony,
presuming you were working the railway, say on your own account, and apart from any political considera-
tion at all, would you keep the present station as it is, and could you give all the accommodation necessary
for some years to come, interlocking accommodation and all the appliances required for the safety of
passengers, without absolutely removing the workshops? I think it might be enlarged the full width, and
do that way for some years to come.

178. With interlocking apparatus and all?  Yes.

179. Do you think the present station buildings are sufficient? It is possible for them to be retained
there and altered. I do not say it would be satisfactory ; but rather than put the Colony to large expense
they might be retained and altered. If we had the whole ground, by closing up Macquarie-street and the
full space of that yard, then it is possible that for some time to come, to see what progress the Colony may
make, that the sheds might be adjusted, and better accommodation given. ‘

180. Do you think really anything of a substantial benefit could be given without the closing of Mac-
quarie-street? T think not. That is really the great trouble to working that yard. As regards the goods
traffic, it is perfectly unworkable.

_ 181. Now, with regard to the station itself, do you think a considerable enlargement of the station is
necessary to give the travelling public that convenience they are entitled to? I think so. Under present
circumstances we might work for a few years, but in any case it would be two or three years before a new
station could be erected. One reason why we should have a new station is that we must relay the whole
of that yard on a proper scheme, and that scheme must necessarily deal with the new station, otherwise
we shall have to pull up the yard again when the new station is required. We must have a proper scheme,
and the present station buildings are not sufficient for that scheme.

182. T am perfectly convineed you will be perfectly familiar with the plans and everything we have

here. Now, in your judgment, being aware that it would take something like £25,000 to erect the pro-

- posed new station, is such a sum as that absolutely necessary to give the travelling public the accommoda-

tion that they need ?—could not anything of a more modified form be provided? I do not think it would

be wise to curtail the travelling public accommodation. As far as the plans could be modified it would be

- to do away with the accommodation in the upper story ; but that accommodation would thoroughly repay

itself. At present we have to rent offices. The cost of the works might be modified in some respects,
but I don’t think that would be advisable. '

183. With regard to that reclaimed portion, there are 6} acres of land you know which is now being
reclaimed by the Marine Board. Could that be utilised for the goods traffic, and brought into your
station ?—with that additional accommodation, could the workshops De retained and give all the facilities
youneed? T don’t think that would be an economical way of working ; it would cost too much money.

184. By My. Barrett—TXt appears to me that by the plans submitted here for the new arrangements
for the yard we will have three passenger platforms: do you think that absolutely necessary for the
passenger traffic? Not if any of them could be omitted ; but it is best to have a complete design. You
could leave one out if it were absolutely necessary—for instance, the outside one, which is for the excursions.
We don’t necessarily proceed with the whole design. ‘

185. If it can be proved that the present station is sufficient for the passenger traffic for yeats to come,
would you still say the new station is necessary? It will be several years before we have a new station.

186. We have intimation that a vote is to be submitted to the House for :£50,000 for alterations and
new buildings : do you think that is necessary,—do you think the present buildings might be utilised? It
is true the present station might be utilised for some few years to come, but that is a question for the
general manager—that is not in my department.

187. You contemplate removing the present engine sheds, and asking for new engine sheds? Yes.

188: Would that not give a lot more room for the station-yard. Yes; we are looking to that. That
is an absolute necessity for present requirements.

189. Are the present workshops in the way of providing this? They are considerably in the way of
the trafic. Of course they can be retained, but we would have to work under difficulties.
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190. Are you aware that the railway department have a right to two or three acres of land adjoining the
station-yard near the battery? Yes, I am aware of that; but I: do not see how we can utilise it unless
Macquarie-street is closed. :

191. Do you think that street might as well be closed at once? Ido. I thinkit ought to be closed.
192. Do you think the traffic will compel it to be closed? Yes.

193. Do you think it is dangerous to have a level crossing there—dangerous not only for passengers,
but also for the shunting? Yes; it is very dangerous indeed.

194. Could you give us the run of passenger traffic into Launceston station and into Hobart station?
I can’t.

195. Which do you think is the greatest? I should say it is the greatest in Hobart, although I do
not know.

196. What do you think is the difference? I am not prepared to say what is the difference ; that is
scarcely a question necessary to ask me.

197. I want to show we have no complaints of insuficient accommodation at Launceston, while I
contend the station aecommodation required is greater than at Hobart. We are perfectly satisfied with the
accommodation we are getting here? I think there is a greater congestion of traffic at Hobart than at
Launceston. There may be a fair average traflic in Launceston, but there is no congestion with passengers
such as we have in Hobart occasionally.

198. Why ?—don’t all the passengers come through the Launceston station? Oh, no! Many of
them only come to Hobart from stations along the line ; besides, we have this advantage : at Launceston
we have an arrival and departure platform, and the luggage is out of the way; now the luggage and
passengers are all together here in Hobart.

199, I have been down at that station all hours of the day and I think it has good enough accommo-
dation. Do you think it would not be the better plan here, if the workshops have to be removed, that it -
would be as well to remove them to the terminus as to Claremont? Where would you remove them to?

200. Can’t you get a piece of ground near to the engine sheds? What about the reclaimed ground?
I think the reclaimed ground would involve us in a costly scheme. To begin with, I have gone inte
figures with regard to that ground, and find that it would cost about £20,000 for a scheme which we don’t
know yet we are wanting. If this port makes the progress we hope, it will be a very short time before we
want to extend the frontages for our wharves. If we took this reclaimed ground for railway purposes  we
would be taking up very valuable frontages.

201. What would be made of that reclaimed ground? Wharves, The port cannot extend the other
way, and supposing the port extends you must have deep proper walls for the frontages. You must look-
to the future ; rather than see that I would see the sheds stay where they are. :

~202. Have you seen the Chief Engineer’s evidence or plans in connection with the Huon Railway ?
No ; I have never seen' them, though I am aware what they are.

208. Supposing you should remove the workshops up the line, do you think it is necessary to expend '
£20,000 in brick and freestone buildings for the new station? If you don’t consider that necessary you
can have any material you like, but if you are going to have a permanent station it is best to do so.

204. Have you seen the evidence giveu by the Engineer-in-Chief? No.
205. By Myr. Henry.—Have you any experience as a traffic manager of railways? None whatever.
206. Your experience is confined to the constructive branch of railways? Yes.

207. From your knowledge as constructing engineer, you can give this Committee information as to
the workshops required in connection with a system of railways such as ours? Yes.

208. Your knowledge enables you to do that? Yes.

209. I mean, in laying out a railway, you would be able to form an opinion as to the extent of the
workshops and the position: what would be the best working position and the extent? The extent I could
not form an opinion of, as that would vary with the requirements of the tratffic.

210. If you were called upon to design a railway for a particular piece of country, your knowledge is
sufficient to enable you to determine the extent of the workshops? Yes.

211. You have a good knowledge of our system of railways here? Yes.
_ 212. As a railway man, supposing you had entire conirol of our railway system, with the knowledge
that a number of workshops are at present located in Launceston, would you move these shops? No,
213. Where do you think would be the best centre for the constructing part of a plant—the principal
workshops ? T think Launceston.
214. Do you think repairing shops at Hobart would be sufficient? I think so.

215. Are the shops at present at Hobart, with that idea clearly in your mind, as a railway man
having control of these railways, and desiring to work them in the most economical fashion, would you at
this juncture proceed to extend these repairing shops at Hobart? Certainly not.

216. In the event of any future extension being determined on by the Government for workshops,
would you consider Claremont, rather than down in the cantre of Hobart here, the best position for these
workshops? I think Claremont the best position of the sites offered, but there are other sites possibly
that have not been under offer.

. 217. What, in your judgment, would he the best position for workshops? Cluremont is the best of
those sites offered, but I think the only other ground suitable is at Glenorchy. '
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* 218. What position would you advise? I think a better site than Claremont is at Glenorchy Station
on the right. 1 am not aware it is under offer. ‘

219, Ts there any absolute danger with the present arrangements at the station here? T think it is
constantly dangerously worked. -

220. Could this interlocking system be introduced without great cost? Noj it is always a great cost.

221. Could you give an idea of the cost? I don’t know what it would cost. It is so variable with
the extent of the yard. I have not considered that question. The Locomotive Superintendent could tell
you. )

222. Of course, you have said you really don’t know the extent of the traffic. The Traffic Manager is
better able to give an idea of the traffic; still, you have said there is considerable congestion at the Hobart
station? I was referring to the passenger traffic; as to the goods traffic, I would say it is almost
unworkable. The goods yard is insufficient, and, even with the additional siding I am putting down, would
not properly meet the traffic of last summer. I am aware there are always complaints along the line
throngh want of accommodation.

223. Have you any idea what the probable saving would amount to through the construction of the
new station, carrying out the whole plans? 1 can’t say.

224. You have never gone into figures on the subject ? No.
225. You have no idea? No.

226. What are your grounds for advising that a new station would be necessary at this juncture?
One of my principal grounds is that we have to velay the yard.

227. Is that your principal reason? That is the principal reason from my department’s point of view,
and of course the station accommodation is another.

228. Can you give an idea of the probable cost of pﬁlling up and altering the yard plans in the event
of the construction of the new station being deferred? I think it would alter the whole system. In the
event of the new station being deferred the goods traffic would have to be split.

229. Could you lay down such a comprehensive plan and work on it, and yet defer this station for a
few years? Not without future operations. .

230. Could you give any idea of the cost of the alterations you name ? Several thousand pounds.

231. By Mr. Crisp.—You are aware that the General Manager of Railways has recommended this
new station? Yes.

232. In touching upon the question of the station, you have told us it ought to be relaid, and said
that it is dangerous at the present time for trafic.  This report will go forth to the public, and if an
accident does happen and some one killed, the Government would be liable for damages, and heavy damages
would be given, more especially as the general superintendent has stated that the yard 1s positively dangerous,

Mr. Henry : 1 want to raise this question, as to whether it is desirable in examining the witness to
state that Mr. Back has said so and so.

The Chairman : I think not.

My, Crisp : If you wish to snuff me out I will go. T have been ﬁsked to act as a member of Com-
mittee, and should be allowed to put any questions I like. If I am not allowed to do so I shall go out.

The Chairman: T don’t say so; but I think it would be just as well to keep out of sight what any
other witness has said. You want Mr. M‘Cormack’s evidence uninfluenced by what anyone Tas said. I
think it would be better evidence to keep that out of your mind for the present time.

My, Crisp: 1T don’t think I have had fair play in this Select Committee, and I shall retire unless that
is accorded me. »

The Chairman: I don’t think there is any desire at all in the Committee to prevent your asking, to
the fullest possible extent, any question thought proper. :

Col. St. Hill: With regard .to Mr. Crisp asking questions about what other witnesses have said, if
you look back you will see Mr. Barrett did so in Mr. Back’s evidence.

The Chairnian: Perhaps so; but no other member of the Committee appealed to me. Now I have
been asked my opinion, and I gave it. However, Mr. Crisp, you had better proceed with your examination,

233. By Mr. Crisp.—If Mr. Back has recommended to the Government that a new station should be
constructed with a view to doing away with a patchwork system, would you say that his recommendation
should be carried into effect? T think so. ’

234. Touching on the land which is being reclaimed near the slaughter-house, do you think that land
will be in the near future altogether too valuable to take over for workshops? Yes, considering how the
prospects of the Colony are improving.

285. And having-water frontage, you don’t think it right to erect workshops there? No.

2386. Do you think Claremont site is in every way suitable for the erection of workshops? I do.

237. You are aware that for some time past there have been locomotives landed here in Hobart
ordered by the Government, and have had to be taken to Launceston to be completed; do you think that is
a desirable state of affairs?—do you think some workshops should be in or near Hobart? I domnot. I
think our railway traffic centralises more in Launceston. It is practically the terminus of all our lines.
At this end we have only the Derwent Valley and the Apsley lines.

238. Considering we will have QOatlands, Derwent Valley, Apsley, and Sorell lines,-and perhaps the
Huon line here very shortly, don’t you think it desirable to have workshops in Hobart? 1 cannot speak
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with regard to the future requirements of the colony—they can be met when the time comes; I am
speaking with regard to the present.

239. The largest ocean-going steamers can come up closé to our wharves now, and if this colony can
be saved £10,000 a year spent in dredging the River Tamar, don’t you think that :£10,000 ought to be
taken into consideration ? Certainly, I think money has to be, but I think previous experience is against
duplicate workshops.

240. T was going to point ont that large ships cannot get up to the wharves at Launceston—

My, Barrett : The railway material is all landed at the Railway Wharf, Launceston.

M. Crisp : It costs £10,000 a year to dredge the river there. :

Mr. Barreit : Do you know we have as large ships coming to Launceston as you have at Hobart?
Col. 8t. Hill: Ohno! The Pakeha could not go up the Tamar.

The Chairman : Are you aware that all the railway material, locomotives, and carriages, -and all
material requisite for building our railways, except a few engines landed here, are landed at Lauuceston ?

Mr. Crisp : 1 am aware of that.
Mr. Barrett : Vessels of 4000 tons register are berthed beside the wharf at Lauuceston.

241. By Col. St. Hill.—You are of opinion that to continue the present workshop arrangements is
possible, but not in any way satisfactory? Not in any way satisfactory. You are working under great
difficulty as they at present are.

242. And you say it is not in the interests of economy, and of the colony, that you would approve
of some makeshift alterations which would do only for a few years. With these interests at heart, could
you see your way to get on with a certain outlay, hut not any considerable outlay, for several years to come?
Yes.

243. Do you consider the arrangements at the station at the present time at all commensurate with
the traffic which takes place there? No.

244. Do you think designating the arrangements as they now exist as “patchwork” is too strong a
term? Certainly not.

245. Is it true that some firms, such as Mr. Webster and Roberts & Co., were a fortnight waiting for
their goods to be delivered? That I cannot say. I don’t know the names of the people, but I know there
is a great demurrage. )

246. Do you think the passenger accommodation at all adequate for the trafic? No, I don’t think it
is, It is worked under difficulties, and is not at all suitable for the traffic. :

247. The only way out of the difficulty, you say, is to utilise the ground where the present workshops
are for the new passenger station? The rails would go over the workshops’ site, and the passenger station
would be down at Liverpool-street. The passenger station would not reach to the workshops. The roads
and the yards of the present passenger station would be affected by the position of the workshops, which I
:think could be altered by taking in the whole of our ground, and closing up Macquarie-street.

248. With regard to the closing of Macquarie-street, do you think the people of Hobart would permit
a street like that to be closed? That is not a question I can answer. I don’tsee that there is any difficulty
in it. I think the vehicle traffic there is very slight, sometimes only four or five vehicles passing in a
day. A foot-bridge could he made for passengers, and the vehicles would simply require to go round by
Park-street. _

249. Do you think it is absolutely necessary that these workshops' should be cleared out of the yard
for the simple reason of carrying on the business of the railway in a proper manner? I think I have
-already said the cheapest way is to remove them to Claremont as the yard at present stands. As regards
the scheme for the workshops down at the river frontage, I would be prepared to work with that in their
present congested state. . ) :

250. Do you think risks are run by the traflic part of the work in the manner it is now carried on?
Yes, great risks. ' .

251. Are there such risks as the Board of Trade would permit to be run in England? The risks
would certainly not be permitted by the Board of Trade.

252, Ifa site for the workshops could not be obtained close to the present terminus, does it make any
material difference whether they go four, six, or eight miles out of town? I think not.

253. If the Government take over the reclaimed ground from the Marine Board for railway purposes,
would it not involve a large outlay? It would.

254. They would have to pay for the piling if they take it over? I believe so.
255, What is your experience elsewhere in regard to keeping railway workshops in the town ? - Tn the
other colonies all the workshops I am aware of are out of the town.

256. Modern ideas go in that direction? I only know they are outside the town ; I am nzi vrepared
to state reasons.

257. Mr. Barrett said there were two or three acres near the battery which is supposed to be included
in the lease of the Main Line Railway. [M». Barrett : Between the battery and the slaughter-yards.]
Have youn any idea what the extent of that is? I have not taken the area, but we have a plan.

258. About how much do you think it is? About an acre and a half.

259. Are you aware the reserve all round that battery eannot be interfered with ? I think Mr. Barrett
was-referring to our boundary fence. '
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- 260. He went beyond our boundary fence ? I understood you to mean what is already enclosed. I
2 aware of a small portion that has not been enclosed adjoining Macquarie-street crossing. 1 understood
you to mean the ground we should widen out to. )

. 261. Mr. Back has expressed an opinion that if the present limited accommodation is retained an
accident will occur sooner or later in a bad form : are you of that opinion? I cannot say what sort of
accident will occur, but it is open to accident.

262. In the event of the Claremont site being obtained, do you know anything about the water
supply? Not personally, but from the evidence I believe it is sufficient for all purposes.

263. In other respects do you believe it is a good site? Yes. We have already a station there, which
would lessen the expense very considerably, and the shops can be pat there very cheaply.

264. If there is to be a move made in spending a few thousands on the workshops, do you think
Claremont is-the best site of any ? Yes, T think Claremont is the best.

265, By the Chairman.—Do you know of any station in the world that under pressure of traffic-
would not feel inconvenience just as much as they do at Hobart : take, for instance, Melbourne station at
Cup time, or the Sydney stations, are there not certain occasions when they feel they want additional
accommodation ?  Yes, certainly.

. 266. Would Hobart station ever be strained as much as the strain at Launceston station must have:
been last Wednesday in coping with the traffic for Longford Show ? I can’t say.

267. Do you think the ordinary general traffic at Hobart wants additional accommodation apart from:
any holiday ? * We cannot provide accommodation at present to satisfy the traffic.

. 268. I have come down-frequently with a full train of passengers and I have really never found any’
Inconvenience any more than I have at Launceston ? T have it largely in view with regard to the laying:
out of the yard, and in the interests of the goods traffic.

_ 269. In speaking of workshops throughout have you always got in your mind’s eye repairing sheds
or constructing workshops ? Workshops is a general term. When I use the word workshops I refer to-
the constructing sheds.

.. 270. Is it not a principle in all modern matters, so far as getting accommodation is ci.mc_erned,‘ that
railway companies have the workshops in the centre of their system? Not necessarily, but it is desirable-
they should be about the centre of the system ; but there are departures from that for other reasons.

271. By Mr. Henry.—Do you think it is absolutely necessary that you should have new repairing
sheds constructed at this time at Hobart? Additional, do you mean, to the present ones?

272. You are removing them to Claremont. In other words, for the repairs to be carried on at
present, is it imperative that you should have additional shops at Hobart? No, I don’t think so; but I
think it is better they should be removed.

273. Isitimperative, in your judgment, that they should be removed ? I would not say it is absolutely
imperative, but it is dangerous that the yard should remain as it is, and rather than proceed to any
expensive scheme at this juncture I would work with them as we have been doing.

274. By Mr. Hartnoll.—What Mr. Henry has asked leads up to another question. Of course you
are perfectly familiar with the Launceston shops? Yes.

275. Have we or have we not sufficient machinery there of every kind-to meet all our constructive
wants for-some years to come? If I am to express an opinion, I think we have. This is a mattér on-
which the head of the locomotive department should decide; but so far as I am concerned, we have
sufficient,

. 276. By Myr. Barreit.—We have had it pointed out here that the Government in the colonies of’
Melbourne, Sydney, and Adelaide have of choice gone 4, 5, 6, or 7 miles outside the cities for their railway
workshops, and it has been represented that it is cheaper to go away from the city with them; is that so?
I am not aware of their reasons for so doing, and I am only aware that they are so. :

277. You are aware, as well as I am, that it cost an enormous sum of money to establish workshops at
Melbourne, and you are aware when they started the shops first at Williamstown it was entirely outside the:
railway system. Is it ot the case that they found their mistake, and had now taken them out to Newport,.
and they have found out their error? T think that is very probable,

278. With reference to repairs : supposing an engine here has been running six or seven months,
could it not be repaired quite as cheaply, or cheaper, in Launceston than it could be at the Hobart shops?
I think so ; but repairing-shops would be required in Hobart to cope with any accidents that might occur.

279." Exactly ; but just for emergencies? They could be attended to equally well in Hobart.
280. An engine is not specially brought to the shops in H obart? Not exactly.

281. Does it cost anything .to send an-engine up to Launceston ? Certainly not ; it could go up with
a train.

282: By-Col. St: Hill.—You approve of Launceston as the centre for the railway workshops of the
Colony because of its position? Yes.

. .283. The Government propose spending :£3000 in connection with the Claremoat site. Do you not
think, even retaining the view that Launceston should be the central point, that that would be a judicious
expenditure down- here ? I think that is a .question of policy, not a question as to necessary expenditure ;
and I don’t admit, from an engineer's point of view, that new workshops are needed at all.

284. They propose to remove the workshops and spend £3000. Do you not think that is a judicious
expenditure, seeing you want the ground where the present workshops are for increasing trafic? No, I
don’t think so. The repairing-shops would meet all the requirements in Hobart.
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285. Do you think the proposition to spend £3000 down at this end on workshops is a desirable
expenditure, and, according to what has been said, they have to be removed ? I say it is not necessary to
remove the workshops. I think the Launceston shops supply all requirements. -

286. You railway authorities are all agreed that these shops must be removed out of the yard if you
are to conduct the traffic in a proper manner and with safety to the public. I don’t say repairing-shops or
workshops —1I don’t understand the difference ; but Government proposes spending £3000 on that work :
do you think it is desirable ? I say if they consider it desirable to have these additional workshops down
here in addition to those at Launceston, then the spending of £3000 may be quite judicious. :

287. Would not the repairing-shops require to be removed ? No, you would find the repairs would
be done in Hobart.

288. That is what I want to get at. The present repairing-shops must go out of that yard? T think
that is advisable.

289. That being the case, do you think it is a good expenditure for the Government to make in
spending £3000 in the removal of these repairing-shops ? They are distinct from workshops, and it would
not do to remove them to Claremont. There must be repairing shops in connection with the ruhning-shed
which must be at the terminus at Hobart. It was proposed to put them down near the slaughter-yards.

290. By Mr. Hartnoll.—I gather from what you are now saying in answer to Col. St. Hill all you
think necssary is to have repairing-shops 'in Hobart and constructing-sheds in Launceston : that is the
proper way to work the system, having all the machinery you already require in Launceston? I don’t
think it is necessary to erect machinery and works at Claremont.

291. And as to repairing-shops, Claremont is unsuitable ? The repairing-shops must be at Hobart.

202. Then it is not necessary to have the repaiving-shops, one at Hobart and one at Claremont?
No,—1I refer to running repairs.

298. Do they construct at Hobart as well as do repairs? Oh, yes! That could be done at Clare-
mont,

204. If you remove the existing shops to Claremont, how many men would jyou require to keep in
Hobart for repairs? That is a question you must leave to the Locomotive Superintendent. B

W. E. BATCHELOR, Locomotive Superintendent, called and examined.

295. By the Chairman.—We have asked you to come here and give us, as a Select Committee, the
benefit of your experience and knowledge with regard to matters connected with the improvements in the
station buildings at Hobart, and also the removal of the railway workshops to Claremont. In the first
instance, I would like to ask if you think that a complete, or fairly complete, interlocking system at Hobart
station would give them larger accommodation for goods and passenger traffic than at the present time,
without the removal of the present workshops in the yard? Interlocking has nothing at all to do with it.
It has to do with the laying out of the yard. ‘

296. But interlocking is a necessary system for the prevention of accidents? It is a safeguard, but it
“has nothing whatever to do with accommeodation.

207. But still, in having a large railway yard and providing the necessary safety, an interlocking
system is required ? If there is very much tratlic it is required.

298. Is an interlocking system required at Hobart yard ? It depends on the traffic and how the yard
is laid out.

299. Could you lay outthe Hobart yard, retaining the workshops in their present position, and give
the people of Hobart all the accommodation required? I think the crossing at Macquarie-street is the
difficulty. If that street were closed there could be accommodation provided, but with that street it is
impossible.

300. With the closing of Macquarie-street, do you think, without interfering with the present work-
shops, all the accommodation necessary could be given for Hobart? If that street were closed you would
only require to remove one part of the shops.

301. With regard to the removal of the workshops to Claremont, do you know that site? Yes.

302. Is it in every way suitable for workshops? 'O, yes,in that respect.

303. Is it necessary the workshops in Hobart should be removed ? It depends on how they are going
to lay out the yard. T have not seen the plans. ’ '

304. In working the railway, would it be better to have the workshops in Hobart or at Claremont ?
There is no doubt you must have some shops in Hobart.

305. There is a difference between repairing-shops and constructing-shops? Yes. There must
absolutely be a shop in Hobart for what we call running repairs.

306. In the constructive department are your workshops, as they at present exist in Launceston, with
the machinery you now have, all that this Colony requires? Oh, yes! ample.

307. If the workshops were removed to Claremont they need not of necessity be anything but repair-
ing-shops? No. 1f you remove the shops at all, you may as well go a hundred miles as one mile.

808. As -Locomotive Superintendent, if you had the whole matter in your own hands-to.do.as you

thought proper, what system would you adopt so far as the construction-workshops are concerned? 1
would have them all in one place. '
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309. Where would that be ? In the centre.
310. What do you call the centre? Launceston is the centre.

311. You think we should retain the workshops in Launceston as at present, and have the necessary
repairing-shops in Hobart? Yes.
_ 312. By Col. St. Hill—According to your replies, you would have no workshops in Hobart at all ?
Oh, yes! we must have shops for running repairs.

313. Do you think it would be advisable to have no workshops in Hobart? If it is the policy of the
Government it is all one to me.

314. Would you have any workshops in Hobart at all? No doubt it is better to have them all under
one eye.

315. Would you have any workshops in Hobart at all? No constructive workshops.

316. Would you break up the present workshops in Hobart, and take them up to Launceston? No,
certainly not; we have got enough in Launceston without breaking this up.

317. Then, would you continue the present workshops in Hobart or near Hobart? We must have a
runuing-shed in Hobart.

318. I am not talking about running repairs, I am talking about workshops? I don’t think you
should have two workshops of the same capacity, because I consider the workshops ought to be in the
centre, and that is Launceston,

319. Apart from that, would you have no workshops-at all in Hobart? No, unless you want to have
a duplicate. At present in Launceston you have the foremen blacksmith, carpenter, and engineer, and you
have a duplicate of them in Hobart; whereas if the workshops were all in Hobart or all in Launceston
you would only require one set of foremen.

- 320. Mr. Back has said it is necessary to clear out these workshops for the sake of carrying on the
traffic on the railway properly : do you think so? I don’t know anything about that.

321. Mr. Back has stated that if the present site of the workshops is retained an accident will occur
sooner or later : what is your opinion? I can’t say as to that. There have been no accidents up to the
present time.

. 322. Do you think by continuing the present arrangement of workshops you are not running certain
risks in the way of danger to life and limb? That is merely a traffic question, and has nothing to do with
me.

823. That is a point you don’t feel competent to give an opinion upon? It is a point I have nothing
to do with.

324. According to your view, you would retain the workshops in their present position? 1t depends.
on how they lay out the yard whether the workshops would have to be removed.

325. If they are to be removed, do you think Claremont is a good site?  Claremont is as good a site
as any. :

326. If the workshops are to be removed, does it make any difference whether they are taken four,
five, six, or seven miles out of the town? None whatever.

327. 1 understand you are of opinion, supposing the whole thing was under your control, you would
break up the present Hobart works and take the whole thing to Launceston? I would keep the repairing-
shops in Hobart.

828. Are you aware that not only the present Government but the Government that preceded it gave
the assurance that the present works should not be removed out of Hobart? No. -

329, Do you think retaining the workshops in Hobart adds very materially to the expense? No doubt.

330. Don’t you think the expense compensated for by enabling you to have the work done at both
ends? It is divided into two systems, and a half of my time is spent travelling backwards and forwards.

331. Then, it either means you should have them altogether or get an assistant: is it the practice in
the other colonies and in other countries to have the workshops out of town or at the terminus? Itis
usual to have them as near as possible to the centre of the system.

3832. Is it not the practice in South Australia, Victoria, and Sydney to have the ﬁvorkshops out of
town? Yes.

%?3 Is that not the practice of modern days? The practice is to get them as near the centre as
possible, .

334. Does it not strike you as strange that in these three capitals they have them out of town? Not
at all. In Victoria they are at Newport, which is a junction where all the trains pass. At Sydney it is
the same—they have concentrated them all in one spot. The proper place is to have them as near the
centre as you can to prevent dead haulage. '

335. Is not that a matter more for the Trafic Department than yours? What, the workshops ?

336. No, as regards the centre? Ifan engine broke down at Ulverstone, say, you would not drag it .
all the way to Hobart for repairs when you could have it put right at the centre of your system. :

337. If :che General Manager stated it is the modern practice to have all railway workshops out of
towns for various reasons, you would not agree with that?” It does not matter where you have them so
long as they are at the centre, the same as at Crewe, in England, where they are near the centre of the
system and the centre of a manufacturing district.

338. Yon only speak from a workshops’ point of view, and dor’t give an opinion on the traffic
requirements and that sort of thing ? No. :



17

339 By r. Crisp~What position do you occupy at the Railway? I am Locomotive Super-
intendent,

340. Are you aware that M1 Back has reported io us that Hobart Station should be rebuilt? I
believe there i3 something like- that on the -boards.

341. Do yo_u,t.h;lpk that. desnable ? I ecan 't say.s jugll depends on the _pohcy of ;the, Giovernment.

342. Have you seen the plans and specifications of the new station? No.

:343. ‘Do-you think,as far.as the present statmn-houseus4cop¢e1ned,‘thele,1s sufficient ;accommodation
for some years to come ? 7" T have not sufficient knowledge of the traffic in Hobart to say. :

344 .If Mr. Back states the railway :at-the.stationis . dangerous :to -the travelling spublic, wonld you
endorse that-epinion? :Inwhal way?-

345. Mr. Back says an accident will occur sooner -or later ina had form, and recommengs, certain
;alterations: would you mot .endgrse what he says? I .consider ithat .crossing at .Macquarie-street
Jis very:dangerqus. o

346. Do you think the passenger accommodation at the Station is adequate for the traffic? I have
.)pnl}}r] oge year's.experience, here,.and 1. have never seen any. great 1pconvemencerq;gpeuenced by passengers
at the Station. S ’

347. Do you know evely train that goes out,rnns a.rigk that quld not. bekpe{l;;mtted by :the -Board of
Trade ? I am yot aware of that,

348. Do you ‘think that ground.off ;Park-street at,the slaughter-house would, make a suitaple plage for
workshops ? Plenty of. room thele

349 W.ould Lthere be .any dlﬂiqqlty m,llmmnw a.Jine,down there? Tt all depends.where you woyld
take 1tﬁom : e you wom

.880. Have you,seen the groundthey are r@claunmg( Y es.

351. Would you recommend the workshops to be erected there in,preference.to Glalemont" We must
‘have, some workshops. ’

352. You have stated just now that the constructive work should all be done at Launceston: Ave.you ~
.aware that avhen.the Main Line Railway.was under,Mr..Grant’s management, the railway, carriages were

(i,_lle(iped in Hopart at. .chegper 1atea than Lhey conld be; 1mpo;ted_’7 JLam, aware phat they. welenelectgd at
obart.

853. With the present, maghinery. and.appliances.? Lam not, prepared. to, answer that question.

354. If that is true, do you think they should be disturbed and sent:tovLauncestons? /Fhat: is.a mafter
.of poligy.

855. If it.eanibe shownithat these earriages, cansbe constructed. cheaper:in Heobart:than in Launcesj;qn,
or.as.cheap; would yon thep say:these.workshops shonld e done, awgy. with, or would yon recommend their
removal to Launcesion? If the work can be done as cheap or cheapqn n Hobalt there is no reason why
"it should not*be done there.

356 You don’t believe jn & patchwmk sybtem as fal as the construgtion of a station-houge and station-
jyard Is.concer ned For “instance, " 1f. the ‘General Managex looking ahead .a few years, comes down with
"plans for a new station and yard, would it:be. the better cotirse-to adopt that rather thari a’ patchwork- system?

I don’t know what you mean by a putchwork system.

357. That instead of putting* down rails one year and pulling them .up another, it ‘is “better to: have a8

~good- system: and: worksuponcit’? - «I think.you eught to-have.a. plan and work.upon ;that.

'358. The station=house does not, come under your depa1 tment in any way:? No.

359. What does? Rolling-stock, 111achlne1y, 51gnals, and all the mechanical appliances, of; the, line.

:360. , Nothjng: to, do,with, the laying out.of :xails?  No, just the mechanical part.

1861. “You.ean-only give evidence;in coemnection-with your -own department. Have .you .seen. any

superfluous work, or any waste, or anythmg you could suggest for improvements ay fax; as,the. Hobart work-

shops.are, qoncemed ;Do,you think there arejtoo many or. t,oo few men employed,; theLe 7 Quite, qqough

362. Hawve.you.seen:the: Claremont.site? «Yes. '

363. Douyowthink that.asvery, good.siterfor.the exection.of . workshops? -Ygs.

“864. “Does it require very expensive machinery for-the railway workshops-as-a-rule? Some .of .the
machines are very expensive.

~865.For instance, if the'Government decided to, construct carriages-at Claremont, could -they -not be
constructed.as cheaply there as any\yhele else"’ - Just as well; if they' had the: apphances and,- machines,

366. Supposing the present appliances were, removed to, Cla,lemont would that do? « If _you took all
“the appliances from Launceston apd-Hobart as, well, you would: have: good apphances N

367. Knowing that we have the Sorell Rallway so close, ¢ and’ the Derwent Valley Line, and the

‘Qgtlands and Apsley'Lme, and the prospect of thé “Huon-line, ‘don’t you ‘think we should have work-
ghops at Hobart? “You might as well Have shops at every station.

368. You would think it desirable to send every little break to Launceston for 1epa11s * No, thatis -
what you, have, ’the 1epa1r1ng-shed at*Hobart for.

369 By Mr. Henry.—You have said that there are cer tain foremen under present arrangements
which’I understand might be* dlspensedMq’th “They alelduphcated under your present system.” - Could
you give the Committee any idea of the probable unnecessary cost that is ineurred through this. duphcate

-system :sinithe first place; how many: foremen, alexduphcated" ~Three.

[Railway Workshops.]
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370. . Thiee megnsyou. might.dispense with? - Yes.:

371. What are their wages? About 50s. a day for the three, and they are paid overtime besides.
Then: there. is,the: duplication;of topls:.. Fou: matzmce, ifiyou wanted.a block: cast you might have it at
one end and the foreman at the other would never ask for it;- You .could:mot.be- bendmtr tools. from one
end to, the other backwards and.forwards;.

372. In these three menalone that would..be.roundly: £730 a,vear, you might. save practically ?
Exactlv

" 873. If the raxlways were wmked Aag 4, busmess congern- you.would at,onge: dlspense Avith, these three.
men if you had control of that portion of the work? Yes, if all the works were in one place.

374. And that, you say, is merely one portion? ~ Yes.

875.. Could youdndicate: to the Committee, any other, way, a saving;could ,be effected.? There would
be a saving, by, conéentratmg the staff.. Ifa job'came jn in a2 hwry you ‘Could concentrate the, whole of the,
hands on it.-

376. Could you mdxcate as.to_ how many.-men you could dispense. with,if, you . were: -acting under, these

economic conditions.? I cannot.say exactly, but.they, m1ght be cut.down: conmdemblv

377. That is, the men in addition. to these foremen ? Yes.

378. T suppose.it;is;only fair.; to,say tlie;men and.foremen:engaged; here-do.constructive -work 7~ Very
little of late. It takes them all their time to keep the rolling-stock in repairi;.

379., What I wart to; peint,outiis. thls, that, this. would.net,be-altogatherssaved ;mongy-—that.these men,
‘including the foxemen do some work here which you would have to do attle other. end..if. the workshops.
here were closed? Exactly S0, but1you see.one foremari. could look .after-100.men. as well as 10.,

380. The foremen would be all saved : do they do any work with their own hands? The. blacksmithé
and carpenter do, but not the other.

381. Do I understand that- pxactlcallv you could save most,of these:three menls wages: at.-all cvents 7
Exactly so.

. 882. You are not.prepared to say what amount could .be saved : I would like. you to .furnish informa-
tion; stamped with . your authori ity, what amount.in your Judgment could be saved undér proper.organisation ;
you could get ‘the assistance. of the_accountant, : could you, do'that?” Oh, yes, . T’ could | give:an estimate.

The Chairman : The accountant can give Mr. Batchelor what it has cost, but it would be for hlm o,
say what items_could, be really saved,

883. .By Ar. Baryett—With 1eference to_the: cost: of receiving. plant for engines and. carriages, do
you think Taiinceston i in' any way inferior to Hobart in that respect 2" No ; it is handier. ]

384. Tt costs less to.land material into the workshops at Launceston;than, Hobart? - Much-the same.

. 885.. When: the:néy-wharfyis;built-at, Launceston:and put-in:connection _with your: roads;. the .cost. of,

landing-goods into.the. yard.will be comparatively.small% . Practically:so:

386. What are the largest ships you have seen along51de the Launceston wharf ‘from*which ‘railway -
{)lant -has been; brought-off? = The.Gulf of.Carpentaria, Gulf.of. Mewico; Iissew;:and .all;the..other Gulf

1mers.

387 Do yow everheai-of any: difficulty in: ‘getting alongside:the wharf? - No. -

388. It has been put forward by members of the Committee that the Government “in other, countries
find it more écononiical, and frém-choice take- theii>woikshops five: or-six: milss: out of town:; what is- your
opinion on that matter?- My .opinion-is-that. they hiave- -been- compelled. to go-; there-is-no -room -in the-
town for them.

- 889. If the.-present; workshops: are-.removed, ,what- kind;avould: . you-establish? what  would you
recommend to be put up there at Claremont? I presume. they would put up;the present. shops Af they
decided to remove them.

~ 890. You haye a lot of machines_down here that, .mlght be employed solely. in_ construction and not,
repairs: it would be adyisable. to take that_plant to the new. workshops at Claremont? Yes.

391. As regards the capabilities of the machinery you:have at Launceston, .do. you. think .t is quite

equal to the work of constructing all the rolling stock that might be required for the ‘next ten or twelve
years? ? I should think so:-

892.~You hid engines-landed here and-sent to- Launceston for the -purpose of ‘being -put together and
Eut in running order : would you inform the Committee why that plan was adopted ? ° Slmply Because we-
ad-inore.room;.and better appliances;-cranes; &e: for liffing: them. at-Launceston.-

398. Thie-mére fuctof aving these,appliaiices would: enable’ you: to--put-them chéaper on- the mxls
than you ¢ould at Hobart:? - Oh,yyes,r I did one heve;-and dt..cost-riearly:double.,

394, Perhaps you ‘will Amform the ' Cominittee what fax-it pats-on your: time- havmg this dual system?

I generally-lose about thiee days:a Wweek.. I-come down-on:Tuesday;. remain:orie: day. in::Hobart, and go
back. the next ‘day..

395. Then, agam, supposing the bulk'of the plant hére:ivas- ‘faken-and put in-new shops at Claremont,
you would still requize-a staff-of woikmen, hére in:toniiection with:the;running-sheds? * Most decidedly.

396. For instance, if an engme came in with a broken spring, you- could: not riiti hei‘ to- Clarémont’ fox‘*
répairs?  No.

397. As 1ega1ds the -erigines and carriages'in regular use, you kéep-a . 1egxste1 -of the niumber of miles
run,-and you think it necessary on thé completlon of-a certain numbel of ‘miles to take them into: the shéd.

’
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and.give themr.an-overhaul : does it cost anything-to-take that-engine to' Launceston ? ~Mothing ; it-could
take a train. ) )
898. It is.really-no benéfit to extend the:workshops:here on thataccount? No.
399. 'You-have had-agood'deal"of experience’ here-and in*-Queensland and other ‘countries; and we
_may a3’ well:have your'opinion hite. : You-are aware that at:the crossing™ of ] ’\[*flcquane-stleet the traflic-is.
congested ? ¢ It-is just likeé thesnéek-of a.bottle,:and:if ‘the -Corporation : sivould "congentiito close ‘that street

the present-workshopsiwonld-not refjuiresto be’ 1emoved Half+of ‘thiem could ‘be -put’up another way ‘to
give the necessary-accomuirodation.

400. Could:you advise that any additional machinery ‘should-be put in the’ Hobart workshops with -a
view of going into constiuctiord ? - *1 don’t thiik so.

-401. Could you give the Committee an estimate of the cost of removing the workshops to Clalemont”
To remove the pr esent: sstatf it wonld require aigood sum.

402. Would-you-find:enough waterat Claremont to run- condensmd engines? - Oh; yes ; it is an easy
distance:to the aiver.

403. Tt hasbeen said that 1000 gallons a! ‘day would be sufficient for these workshops: do ybu think
so? Yes, there-is not rmuchireguired,-only fort Hilling -the boiler.

404. And then, I suppose, you would not recommend the workshops to be:built-of stone and that sort

of thing, but just of galvanised iron ? Exactlv so. The foundations for the boilers and clnmneya would
‘require to beof stone.

405. Don’t you think it would be:necessary ‘to have a bigger water supply to keep bomethmg in the
way of a fire-extinguisliing apparatus and have the works in a state -of safety, rather than only = small
supply and leave them at the mercy of any fire that might take place? You could get a ﬁle-engme that
would take the water from the river. :

406. That would not be so good as a gravitation scheme? - Ohyno.,
407. "By M. Crisp=—Where are your-head quarters? -Launceston, just new.

408. Don’t you 'think it'would be as-good for you to -come ' déwn here-if the “Govérnment desired ‘it ?
If you brought all the mén down here. T ought to be where the bulk of the mien are. :

409. Asfar as-shipping is concerned; I was ‘desirous of showing that vessels of larger capamty could
come up the river at Hobart than up the Tamar ; ; that is to say, the Ialgebt ship afloat could come up and .
discharge close to our wharves. ~‘Could it do that in Launceston? Not the Great Eastern.

410. With the exception of the Great Easter n, T-would ask you whether the like of the Pakeha
could come up? Yes.

411. Shipping people -here say she could not get up? I asked the captain when he was at Hdba}'t,
and he said his steamer conld be taken up the Tamar,

Col. St. Hill : Why didn’t thev take her there, then, to land the engines: mbtead of to Hobart., Bad
management that, surely? No the vessel was chartered for Hobart.

412. By ‘the Chairinan, —To sum-up : do I-understand:that,in your judgment, the removal of the
-shops-to Claremont would really be the- evection -of -one : ‘additional establishment wlnch is unnecessary ?
Exactly so.

Col. St. Hill : - Remember they are-already-in existence.

413.: By the Chécirman.~=Ts it absolutely mecessary, -under any circuinstances; that there’ should be
shops still in Hobart even if you have them at Claremont? For running repairs, of course. Even if you
erect them at Claremont you must-have shops here. '

414. : By Col. St.- Hill.-—Havitig'regard to this being the capital, -and the assurance given by two
successive Giovernments that: the-works' should not be removed from’ Hobart, you still think they should be
removed to Launceston ? -1f it is the policy:of the Government to remove them, that is all right.

The Chairman :-If the policy of the Governrent comes into collision with his judgment he cannot
help that.

Alr. Henry : So much.the worse for the policy.
Col. St. Hill : It.might be .so much the -worse the-other way.

415. By Mr. Barrett—What is your status in the engineering world? You have already told us
of your experience in connection with" Queenbland railways-and Tasmanian railways: were you ever in any
other country ? T have nearly 40 years™ experience of railway work at Home and other countries. 1 was
selected out of 100 applicants to come out to the Queensland railways. I came out with the first engines to
Queensland, assisted to erect them, and remained there for five years. I had a long experience in
England, Spain, and Portugal besides that.

‘TrUursDAY, OcTOBER 22, L18'91.

WILLI. AM CUNDY, called: (md éxanvined.

416. By the Chairman—~We thought that you, from your long experience of the ‘Main Line Rallway
and railway matters generally, could give us valuable information in régard to what the Commiittee desires
‘to ascertain. In the firstiplace, T would-ask you whether, in the interests of the travelling public, greater

.accommodation should be given in the present station at Hobart? I think so.
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417. You think that greater accommodation should be given? Yes, certainly; there is iic doubt
about it. . _ o :
418: Have you seen the plans of the néw riilway station?” No, [ hive rever séen them.

419. Do.you think that the station-yard can be so altered that the -requirements’ of the goods traffic
can-be met without removing the, present-workshops? I do not think that sich 4 thing’ is practicable. I
dare say it is possible, but, considering the large amount of excavation that woild be necessary, and the
obstacles that would have to_be encountered from the Domain Committee, I do not think you could extend
the station sufficiently for all requirémerits’ without removing; the wérkshops: It fact, during the tite that
the line was in the hands of the Main Line Company, M. Grant dnd I often’ talked' over thie matter of
rémoving' the worlslhiops; aiid o' one’ occasion we:approached M. MfGregor onl the' subjédt; thinking: that
his ship-yard would be a suitable site. Long before'tlie Main Line’ was. purchased we had this' questiow
before our minds, but we came to the conclusion, from the Company’s point of view; that it would cost too
- much money. After the line was purchased, Messrs. Back and Batchelor, and Mr. Grant and myself,
visited the ship-yard- with a view of seeing whether it would be suitable for the workshops. I believe that
M. Batchelor was of the samé opinioti as' M Grint, thdf it would cost too il fiiofiey, and then' would
not be large enough. The present railway-crossing'in Matquirie-stieet is very dingersus, and we tried all
that We' possibly could togef the! Government to allow ws money to put a«bridge over there, just where that
old sliuntifg’ hut sed t6° be, anid where the’ presént painting” shop’ is nowy, but Mr. Fincham never would
allow it. We wanted the bridge to give us more room on the crossing. o

420 By Myr: Barrett.~<Was it only & fovt-bridge you wanted * Noya bridge for vehicular traffic as
well: The road would have to have beén: divertedy and go round by ther present-police: quarters; I think
you will-fild it refétred- fo in! the Parlidmeéntary” Papers. M. Fincham would not- give M. Grant the
money for it, and so it was never done. The-workshops ought to be removed, there is: not the slightest
doubt, because there is not nearly room enough to do the necessary shunting, and. there. can be- no station
accommodation so long as they are there. We fully intended, if the line had remained in the Company’s
hands, to move them olrseélves to some moré suitable place.

421. By the Chairmiin.—Now, dssuming’that it is desirable to move the workshops, would it ot be
desirable, to have theni erected in soni€ place closer to Hobdrt than Clarémont? Froiti what I krow of it
at the preseiit tinde, I think that Claremont  would be about the bést placer. I am:notispeaking intérestedly,
becalise it' would absolitely pay e’ better; frém o private point of view, if the shops were nearer the Town.
I hold freehold propetty at Clarémbont on whiclt I designi to' put & private iésidence. Speaking disinterestedly,
Cldremont'is about the: most suitable place that I know of'; and a few miles more or less in the establish-
ment of permament workshops make very little difference.

422. T suppose that the interest you-have at Claremont would not biag yowr judgement in any way?
No ; because I hold freehold property of far more benefit to me at New Town.

423, Have you & thoréugh knowledge of the Luaunceston workshops? Yes.

424. Do you consider that there is'theveall the iidchiiiery and-dppliarces; and everything (hat is necessary
to meet- the wants of our railway systém-for the next 9 of 10 years; in regard.-to the construction of stock?
I don’t think there is suflicierit ¥oom: in the Launceston workshop, that.is if you are going to manufacture
your own rolling stock, and I should not think that it was a suitable place for heavy machinery, such as
steam-hammers and things of that sort. 1 don’t know very much about it, only that I have seen that it is
a swampy place, and that the foundations are hot 6 sécure as they dte down here.

. 495. To work the lines as ecoriomically ds possible, ought théis o bé riinniig, iepaiiing and conistructing
shops both in Hobart and Launceston? In this Colony yoi Wwait rufining’ and repairing sliops at hoth
places. - o _ : ' o ,

496, You must have some constructing shop, wheré this balk of the constiiiction is caivied on. It is
not proper to have that constructing shop in the centre of the systemi? It is 6ot the generdl system ; the
principal railway company that do their 6wn coiistructing;, that I kadw ¢f; is the London and Noith Western
Railway. They ake everything, fioin' tlieli' owil wiié nails up to loconiotive engines ; but in Victoria and
New South  Wales they go in more for doing repairs, giving the construction work out to contrictors, I
think, with the large amount of new rolling-stock that you hdve now, that a repairing-shop at each: end of
the line would certainly meet all your requirements, until you go in for new rolling-stock.

427. And then give the work of construction out by contract? That is a matter that should be left
to the discretion of the management. Certainly you will have a largé amount of Wwork t6 be done at this
énd of the line if all the:lines now proposed down lere are made; and it-is stuicidal, in fact you iun great
risk of accident, in sending. ““dead” engines or dead stock ever the Iine.

428 T want to kiiew whether you think there ought to be two sets 6f workshops? I think one work-
shop for construction is quite sufficient for the Colony ; and I think it should be situated.at the centre that
has the greatest mileage running into it.

429. Should there be running-shops at the termination of the system ? “Yes. T think myself if the
colony is going to encourage local industry, that tenders for rolling-stock should be called as a test before
you think of building new workshops. I don’t think Mr. Batchelor has any more room in the Launceston
sheds now than he requires for repairs; and if he went into new work lie would require more shed room.
1 should certainly try to let all the work by tender before I built any extensive workshops.

430. By Myr. Orisp.—How iiany years were you 6n the Main Litie Railway? 15 years.

431: In whit capacity? T was locomotive superintendent and general manager of rolling-stock.

. 482, Havé joi read the reports of public ineétings in Hobart i régard to the iilwdy workshops?
Yes. I atisnded one of the nieetifigs.

433. And was not the general feel
mear the slaughter-yards? The genera
Hobart, on the site of the slaughter-yards,

’

'nfg' that they should be pitt on the piece of land now bei.ng reclaimed
1 feeling of the meeting I attended was that they should remain in
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- 434, What' do’ you think of that piece.of land ‘now being reclaimed as a site?” T’ tth you will watitt
all the room there for station. purposes.

435. What'd6 you think of Claremont 'y a site?! I'think if i§ a:very suifablé place.. 'THe land now
being reclaimed should be kept for station pur poses; as a jetty could Be runout tordeep water for very: Iltt]e
" woney, and large ships could come alongside of it.

486. Do you think that the:Hobart station is large enough: for present requirements?¢ Noj, it is
cerfainly- not large enough. :

437. Yooa have not'seen the plans-of the new: station 7' * No..

438. And you think some improvement is necessary?  Yes. The very quéstion you are gomrr ints
now ‘occupied theattentiorn-of Mi: Grant‘and'myself-for some considerablé time: We:fully intended; if the
line had not been sold, to move the workshops out somewhere. The site.would:have been- selected by Mh
Grant.

439:. If thie. Government decide to erect permamnent.constr uctxon,ahops, do you.think. Cldl‘@mOﬂt is the
the proper place to put them? I think so. It would be better than Launceston on account. of. the
foundations, and would be more central, looking at. the extension of the Derwent Valley and. the. Sorell
lines. It would be also neaver to the xlnppmor p01t for Straltan.  Being narrow-gauge railivays, the traffic
will be be pretty severe on them, and'the less tlavelhng of'stock you can get the.move beneficial it wdl bé
to the system. .

440. You- are aware, no.doubt;. that .a:large quantity of. rolling-stock, .engines,,&e..is landed. here: and-
taken to- Launceston to: be put together.. Is that desirable?. No,. certamly not:. KEveryone: knows that
that is against all economy..

441. T understood. Mr..Batchelot- to. say: that the engines. could.be. better put tog ethen in- Launceaton
than in Hobart? The reason for that, to. beom with,.is-that.there is.miot. room. enouovh in.Hobart to lift.the
present running engines, and at.the same. tlme put new ones together. Mr. Batchelor was. right in.sending
those engines to Tiatnceston considering all things, becausé' I’ think that sendmo them to Lflunceston,would
more than pay for the freight there, on “account of there being no room for them in Hobart,

442, Are you of opinion that the workshops must’ be  removed before anything can be done to the
Hobart station? Yes, most demdedly There- is more injury from breakages done in the Hobalt yard in
shunting 'than by the whole wearand tear of the line put togetlier.

443. Do you think that the improvement of the station is a work of urgency and importance ? Yes;
it should have been’ done long-ago.

444. And'you concur with Mr. Back that Claremont. is a suitable site 7" VYes, I think it is a suitable
place.-

445. Are you aware that Dr. Benjafield offered a site'to the Government? I have:oat.considered its
merits. I faney that Dr. Benjafield’s site is on an incline ;. and I.think that the Claremont site is a.better
one,

446. Is there anything you think the Committee ouoht 10 be in po~bessmn‘ ofl that.you have. net.yet
disclosed? 1f T was the general manager, and in a posmon to direct matters in. conunection with our
railways, I should celtamly erect, in the first place,.a repair ing-shop, wherever it miglit Be, and I should
then secure enough land to put up permanent workslops, with a view of makmfr new lolhm stock, if"it
dould not’ be obtained in the colony as cheaply as we could make it ourselves. 1 think we wonld be quite
safe in selecting a site where we could erect large workshops, but I would not go to the expense of erecting
them until T had tested the capabilities of the colony in regard to the manufacture:of the' stock by contract,
I am in a position to know that.if: tenders were called for; certain. people would come here from' Victoria
and other places and erect workshops if thev were bllCC@bbfultlll tendering. I should-advise you to. put. up
repairing-shops in the first place, with-a view of extending them to per manent workshops afterwards, and
to select a site where you can extend them.

447. You recommend Claremont in prefelence to Launceston? Yes, I do. I had: to:extend the
present Hobart w orkshops w1th iron rails and sheet-iron roof to keep the men under cover when they were
repairing waggons.

448. Would you recommend the erection of a proper station-louse at Hobart? Certainly. IfI had
my way I should do as we intended to do—that is, to wipe out the present workshops and running-shed,
and extend the present 1a11way station on the Park-street side. It is @ very neceacarv work; as‘it'is not
possible to work the yard as it is much longer.

449. Do you think that the present passenger  accommodation is adequate for the traffic? No, it is
not sufficient for the traffic there is now. _

450. Do you think that every train that goes out of that station incurs a xisk that would not be
permitted. by the Board.of. Frade % T am sure: that the: Board: of Trade would not. allow you to. work the
station as it is now worked. There should he a bridge-crossing, and, in:any case,. Macquazie-street should
be carried over the line.

451. You would recommend a bridge? Yes; to’ go:round. by’ the police quarters. This road: was: laid

" out once, and I think plans were made Tor the. bridge. Mr. Grant asked. to.be allowed to. do this, in. order
to get more room in the yard. 'The crossing in Macqua.l ie-street is very dangerous now, especially in the
night-time, and it costs a “lot of money for signalmen and for men to look out when ahlmtma at night 1s,
going on.

452. You endorse Mr. Back’s opinion that a new station should be erected? Yes.

453. And that there should be new railway premises for the ereetion of workshops 7 Yes,. .

454. And in your opinion Claremont is the most desirable site? Yes, I think so.

\
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4885, By the Chairman.—Were'not the Main Line Company in a different position 7—Was it not
Jjudicious on their part to spend their earnings on additional accommodation, that the Government should
not: get anything back from them and pay them full interest? Well, we had to-work as well as possible.

-456. Would all this have been done:supposing the Company was:going-to make further profit out of
the line ? I think so. It would be better for the travelling public. :

457. Was it absolutely required ? Yes.
458. You know that such a factor as I have mentioned came in? Yes.

" 459. By Mr. Henry.—Can you tell'us the probable saving-that the ercction of a new station will
.effect in the working of .the traffic? T cannot tell you that:right off,- hut with «-little consideration I could
‘tell you approximately.

460. Have you any idea'of tlre amount that would have to'be expended’? About £25,000 or £30,000
would be required to do the whole.

461. You say the station accommodation is insuflicient for:the present traffic? Yes.

462. Has not the present station served all the traffic while the line was in the hands of the Maiu Line
‘Company? Yes. , ,

463. Do you:think there has been any increase in the traffic? There is'no deubt about it. The very
first week that the Derwent Valley Railway opened anyone accustomed to the thing could seec a great
«difference in the yard. There was only one read where drays could back up to the trucks and take delivery
of firewood or whatever came down ; and the moment the Derwent Valley stock, fruit, firewood, &e.
"began to come in you would frequently sce the drays standing there half loaded, while a train was pulled
out and trucks shunted off. The almost indescribable amount of time was lost through want of proper
:station-accommodation for'goods traflic, and every line opened increased the difliculty.

464. What opportunities have you of observing the traffic working since you left the railway? I
-used to be constantly onthe spot, and all’ heavy trdffic was handled by my men,

465. Used it to'be part of your duty to-superintend the traffic? ~ Only us regards the loading and
anloading of things the porters could not handle.

466. You do not think it would he.prudent-to.manage with the station as it is? Oh, fio! it must be
altered. )

467. Could the traffic he.carried on profitably with the.present station?  No, it is not possible to do
s0.

468. You don’t know what saving would be effected by the crection of the new station? No. I
know that when the Company had the line we were under a penalty to return the Government trucks at a
certain time ; and we had to pull out trucks half unloaded and put them on to a train going throush the
country. "We used to see trucks of hark partially-unloaded, in which the bark used to roll off, block the
road, and eause the trucks coniing’in to overturn.

469. I want you to tell the Committee, if you can, what the probable saving would be as against the
amount ountgoing in interest? T don’t think you can ask me to answer that question without caleulation.
T would not attemnt to do so. :

470. You simply state there would be a -suving’." I can-only speak feelingly as a locomotive
superintendent, and from having to keep the rolling-stock in vepair. I used to suffer more ‘than anvone
from this yard being too small.  Its working -expenses are greater than the whole of the x'ail\\'a}" put
together. ' .

471. You say it is dangerous to'work it? Yes.

472. Is the present system the same as the system while you were there?
knowing we were running a risk of killing someone every moment.

473. Did you ever kill anyone? No, fortunately. We knocked down two or three people. The
‘traffic is now more than double what it was ihen. :

Yes, we worked it

474. TIs that within your own knowledge? It is, from what I have seen when going by.

475. Cannot some system of interlocking be introduced which would obviate the dangers vou refer
to at a less cost than these elahorate plans? _All the.interlocking systems you can bring to hear won’t oive
you new roads. : >

470. Will you confine yourself to the question of danger? You can obviate the danger by means of
interlocking, but you would lose time. ) ’

. 4717. You say you can obviate the danger by means of the interlocking system ? There is no doubt
about that, . .

478. What would.it cost ? That I cannot tell.

479. Have you not said that in your judgment one construction workshop is all that is necessary with
our present railway system ? Yes, that is my opinion. : .

480. You have said that Claremont is the right site for repairing-shops, will you requir
runaing repairs in Claremont and another in Hobart? You require a stable in Hobart.

. 481. You would have to employ men there? Only cleaners and fitters, and there is always.a fitting
bench'in a running-shed. ’ : S

¢ a shop for

482. Experts have informed us that a running-shed is required in Hobart—what is a running-shed ?
A running-shed is a stable.

483. Do you mean to say that in addition to a stable you would require repairing-shops at Claremont ?
Yes, because when youlift an engine for repairs it sometimes takes 2 or 3 months, if you have extensive
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repairs-to do, such-as taking .out sheels, fitting tives, fire- box; &c. You want a shop: apart from a running-
shed to do that kind of work. In the.best, 1a11wavvb) stems there are:running:sheds;. repairing-shopsy and:.
workshiops for construction:

484. And you think Claremont is the best site for-construction works in the colony? Yes.

485. Would the whole of the Launcestori plant have (o be taken to Claremont? No, all the Launceston
sliops are required for-running repaifs. :

486. Have you suﬁiment plant here for the shops at Claremont? N, there is not sufficient, but very
nearly so.

487. Then you would, require-additional plant? Yes, a little.

488. And Yyou wou]d have to duplicate the hands and departments? It would tiot be so any more than
it is now.

489. If the line-was_vour own, and you:wanted to.work it as economically as po»1ble, would. you, as
a practical man, duplicate” your staffs? Vs ; ; it would be better than running the stock over the line and
back again.

490. You haye said that there should be only one construction work shop for: the whole of the system ?

Yoes.,

491. Where should it be? At the centre which has the greatest mileage running into it, and that iss
Hobart. There is the Derwent. Valley, Brighton, Sorcll, and ‘other lines, as well as the Strahan lie. If
you were going to send a railway carviage to. Strahan, you would-not think'of sending.it to Launceston
first,

492. You base your answer on the 1mleaoe ? Yes, on the miléage, both existing and in prospective.
In building these workshops you: must-have-an- e;e to-the future~ When the extension of ‘the Derwent
Valley line is completed, as well as other proposed- extensions, I'’think-Claremont will be found the most-
suitable plice for-permanent shops.:

493. Do not the extensions from Mole Creek:to Zeehan and Wdratah to-Zeehan-affect your judgment
in that matter? Speaking as a practical man, I-don’t think.those lines ought to be:made. However, an
answer I gave befoie will meet that—viz.; at present I would advise~ the Government only to put up:
repairing-shops, and buy suflicient land to do for extensive workshops-in the futive.

494. You only recommend repairing-shops at present? Yes.

495., But, why buy.additional plant for construction ? Beécause the every-day requirements need more
space and more tools 1o ‘do the repairs with. '

496. Your principal objection to Launceston.is owing to the bad foundation for steam-hammers? That
is one thing; but I thipk that Claremont would be a more central site.

497. Looking at the question from a mileage point.of view, do you really think that Hobart is more
central than Launceston ? . I think.thére is more nnleage running_into Hobart than into Launceston.

498. By ..My Barr eff.—«.Is not Lauceston just as much a-terminus of the Main Line Railway as
Hobart? Yes.

499.. We will take the question of’ repairs on the main line. Cannot they be executed just as cheaply
in Launceston as in Hobart? Cer tainly not. If an engine is running into Hobart it ought to be repaired
in Hobart. You,would not think of running an engine to Launceston to lift it.

500.. When an engine runs between Launceston and Hebart, s it not just as easy to repair it in one
place as in the other? Each end of thé line has its own engines, which are.stabled there. Where the
engines are stabled the repairs ought to be done.

501. When the Main Line was a private line you had no workshop in Launceston? We always kept
a fitter there.

502. Does it cost anything more to send one of the Derwent Valley engines to Launceston than
to Hobart? Not if she takes a load with her.

503. There is no mileage run by an engine without something behind her? Well, of course; you are
going into a question of expenditnre:: 'The . Launceston: shops’ at -the present time I do not consider are
eq ual to the repairs of the whole island without additional expenditure upon them, therefore if you have to
bmld a shop I should say build one where the engines-are at-work.

504. Coming  to the question of mileage, can you tell us the mileage of the branch lines running into
the Main Line on the Hobart side of Paxattah ? I cannot;say exactly.

505." There-is the..Derwent Valley .line; 30 .miles long, the:-Green- Ponds. line, 80. miles, and the
the Parattah line, 10 miles, or 70 miles: of- Ime running into the Main Line on the Hobartside of Parattah. On.
the other side there is the Scottadale line, 49 miles, and the Fingal line, 49 miles, or nearly 100 miles from
these two lines alone, . Then there is the Western Ra1lway extension to. the Leven, 94 miles,—and you say
'the mileage running .into” Hobart js -the greatest? There is the Sorell line running into Hobalt and the

.proposed extenswn of the Derwent Valley fine to Strahan.

506. Are you aware that they are preparing for repairing-shops on the Sox ell line on the other side of'
the river 7 You know you cannot get over facts. In Victoria this thing-has been thrashed out, and you
are_beginning to do it here. In. Victoria there are extensive shops at Maryborough, Sandhurst and
Ballarat, so that they ean repair the engines running into these stations. If the system here were my own
I should certainly have shops both here and at- TLaunceston.

507. By M. Henry.—And at Ulverstone and Scottsdale ? Ceriainly, if the engines required it.

508. By Mr.- Barrett.—Avre there any constructing works at these places in Victoria? Only the
necessary repairs are done. They can lift engines and repair the wheels. The wheels are sent from New-
port, where the construction works are
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509. We have been informed by witnesses that the Launceston workshops are equal to the require-
-ments of- the system for, the next.10.or 12,years withoyt.any, extensive additions in the way of plant? 1
tdon’t think they.are. Htdsall very well to.speak while everything:is new, as it'is_at presenf, but the ‘day
will come when your rolling-stock will require extensive repairs, and I can say, from what I know of
Launceston,.that the workshops there will not be sufficient when that day comes. - .

. .510. Have yowany practical-knowledge of what the foundations at Launceston are' like? T have only
“felt them as the trdins ran over them, ~The ground was all-on-the wotk.

.511. Have you ever observed.those large factories close to the river. ~There is an 6ld mill there 40
years old, built right out'into the river? ‘I have rot noticéd it. *If youhad-to-put ‘in‘ foundations for a
steam-hammer they could be put in much more cheaply in Hobart than in Launceston.

512. Why? Because you would have to have extensive piling 1o put in:to get'a/fouridation- for a
‘steamthammer of any size'in Launceston. InHobart.you can get-on:to.the rock. in:a; few-feet.

513, What sort of foundation js there at the Woolwich Arsenal? That I cannot say. ,

"514. The large engineeting shops. around London' have no, better- foundations. ‘Tt-appears to-me that
"it is a very small objection? "1 admit that it'is a small objection ; but still, if ‘I-was-going: to do'the work
mysclf, T would prefer Claremont or some place near Hobart sooner than Launceston. One-of :my

- reasons would ‘be'thatin Hobart the¥foundations.could bebetter-.and -easiergot: Itis.a;small:matter after
all, : : : . B

“515: ‘Woild mot-the proposal 40 build amewstation’ necessitate a retaining: wall:12 or.15/feet high the
“wholé:length6f Park-streét ? -It-might necessitate one 10 feetshigh.

"516. Do you know the land in course of reclamation behind the gaswoiks? Yes. ]

.517. What sized embankment would it take to get, up to.the level of the railway line? It would take
a good- bit_;- but’I-would not think of putting workshops there. '

-518. 7T make mere room in,the . stationsyard, don’t . you, think that:that would he a good place for
woot_l and coal, and all the rough traffic? I would not go so far down as that. . Al,ogg ‘the _embankment
there is a very suitable place for coal-drops, and when the Fingal. Railway was started, 1t was our intention
.to put.coal:drops there, but -the "Corporation ébjectéd to-us making-a rodd - round-by-the -slaughter-yards,
"We.intended to keep the place.at its. present”level, -arid make a -road- for eirts-round by ithe present
“slaughter-ya¥ds. ' , . .

519. Don’t you think if that part of the Domain that was leased to the Main “Line ‘Company, and
never used, were utilized now, that it would give siflicient room-? ‘It is-all:bluestone -rock, -and ~will cost

- more toexcavate thaw the station would: to:build. , : .

520. Would you rot have to quarry there to build a retaining wall'in* Park-street'? ' No.

521."Do you think it would pay.'the’Corporation to excavate that stonie“for nothing at &l for tle sake
of the road metal? We should want ‘addifional ‘lines’ intothe" station-yard, and:to get them:in:with

- sufficient-grade there-would-be quite enough bluestone taken:out to.build:this retaining wall. _

522. If that were ‘done, would it give amplesaccommodation' for wotkshops on-the-grourd:? ~ Idon’t
~*thifik so ; ‘T 'thihk yow will find:alk this-will-be required for-yard-room. :

.523. Supposing you took the Engineers’ Barracks and the Drill-yard, would it not give ample rooui ?
“No,'there must he roomr‘for-engine-shéds. o . .

524. As Launceston is to be shortly connectéd with' Zeehan, doi’t-you think it-will~then'be-the. ohly
centre from which all the rililway traflic rddiates? I'don’t think so. ' If'I-was going to do it-myself} T
“would bufild shops-at-both places. .

"525. Axid duplicate the staff and machinery'? * You will have to do ‘that in any case.

..526._ And duplicate the officers and superintendents ? ' It is the same all over the world.

Er1pay, .QcToBER .23, .1891.
~ROBERT. C..PATTERSON,..called and: cxamined.

~ 52¢. By the Chairman.—We have calleéd you here, M1 Patterson, to give-.us -information to:gtide-us
*in our‘deliberations in-regard tothe - Hobart Ra‘il-way"uStation:.andl»the::1'em0vvaLxof-;.woxksbop,s. (The first

question upon which we will ask your-opinion is:in. réference : to; the s Hobart:*Station. .1Do:you: think it is
tinecessary:itheresshould be further accommodation there ? : Certainly, I.do.

- '528." Do-yow think ‘the station-yard-can-he arranged to:‘meét.»-:ille-ithexa;equinemen:ts. oftithe. goods, traffic
- tithout interfering -withthe present repairing-shops 7 . I'don’t'think it.is-exactly..necessary< to. remova:the
- existing' repairing-shop for a-year or twopbut-if anything is done-at all it:should'sbe .done: on: zome settled
- plan. "A- comprchensive plan-should be drawn:out to includc the: requirements.ofithe: futnre, and, any addi-

tions should be made on that. ’ : . ] ‘

: 529. 'Looking at‘the“financial state of-things all over theworld -at -present, would: you :carry-out those
‘ddditions-immaédiately; supposing the whole lire was-in your-hands? . 1ftheline: was-in my; hands- I.shonld
“close ‘the shop:in: Hobart aid pullit-down. -In Launceston you-have workshops which cost,over =£10,000,

and are right in the centre-of the railway system, and ¥-should:-have that: set: of-sworkshopsr alone, and;one
management. If I was Commissioner of Railways: I should close:thé.workshops at. Hobart:.altogether, and
haveithe whole-system at Launceston. I should keep.a small shop.for repairs in, Hobaxt, but.I should have
1no.large tools.in it. : Co - . :
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530. What is your opinion so far as the travelling public and the goods traffic is. concerned ? In that
connection I should immediately pult down the present paint-shop, which blocks the approach to the yards,
and renders the traffic most unsafe. It is a great marvel to me that there has been no serious accident, with
the express train especially. You will find that the present goods traffic arrangements are very unsatis-
factory. I have seen a whole train of 30 trucks shunted outside the station yard to get rid of one truck.
The goods and passenger traffic should be separated, and the repairing-shed blocks the way of getting into
the yards. I think the proposed new station would effect a saving of a couple of thousand pounds a yearin
the working of the goods traffic alone.

581. In regard to the Macquarie-street crossing, do you think it is absolutely necessary that it should
be closed? It is a standing menace to all the traffic that goes past. We had a crossing like that in the City

of ?ﬁdelaide, and we could not close it, so we made a bridge across at a cost of £40,000. Here there is no
tratiic,

532. Do you think that a foot-bridge is all that is needed ? Yes.

_ £33. By Mr. Fenton.—I think you say it is necessary that the shops should be removed ? T think so.
It is not absolutely indispensable, but it is highly necessary.

534. Tor the proper working of the station-yard? Yes. A man has now to walk out half-a-mile to
meet each train. It is not safe otherwise.

533. Are you acquainted with the slaughter-yards here? Yes.

536. Do you think that it is a suitable site for workshops? No, certainly not. The ground there is
saturated with the drainage from the upper levels. You get water two feet down anywhere there.

537. Do you know that piece of ground that is being reclaimed near there? Yes.

538. Would that be a sunitable site? No; there would be no foundation, as it would be all made
ground.

539. Are you acquainted with the Claremont site? No.

540. With regard to the new station, I think you said that it was desirable, but not absolutely
necessary, to erect new station buildings? That is a matter for the management. If you have the money
T think you ought to build a new station. You must certainly have a new station-yard.

541. Can yard accommodation be given without removing the present station? No.

542. Whether they build a new station or not the present one must be removed? Yes, the platforms
must he got out of the way. Mr. Grant intended to make some alterations if the line had kept in the
hands of his company.

1

543. Ts it desirable that the points and signals leading into the Hobart station-yard should be inter-
locked ?  Yes, it should have been done long ago.

544. Do you think that interlocking could be efficiently applied under the present system? No.
There must be a double line of rails going in to interlock properly. In England this line would have
Leen stopped altogether. I was connected with-interlocking in South Australia for 15 years, and I think
that it is impossible in the present station here.. The yard must be entirely-altered and remodelled, and.the
paint-shop taken away. _

545. I understand that you are of opinion that the Hobart passenger station is altogether inadequate
for all requirements? There is no doubt about that.

546. By Mr. Crisp.—Haye you seen the plans recommended by the Manager of Railways for a new
station? Yes.

547. Do you not think, in view of the rapid growth of our railway sysiem, that while we are erecting
a station we should erect one that will meet the requirements of many years to come? I think so,
certainly. ’ :

548. And that being the case, would you recommend that the plan of the Manager of the Railways
be carried out? I should like to see it carried out in its entirety ; and if it is not done at once the plen
should be adopted, and the roads laid in, While doing a thing of that sort, it should be done once for all.

549. You say you would not recommend that piece of ground now being reclaimed as a site on account
of bad foundations? Yes. If you had to build workshops in Hobart you should have proper foundations
for heavy machinery. .

550. Is that an important thing? Yes.

551. Have you seen the site at Claremont? No, I don’t know where it is.

552. Do you know Derwent Park, the site that Dr. Benjafield offered to the Government? No, I
don’t know the district at all,

553. You say you would recommend the workshops being established in Launceston? Yes, because
they are there already. ' ’ '

554. You have already stated that it is most important to have good foundations? Yes.

555. If it could be shown that there were no good foundations in .Launceston, would you still recom-
mend that place? I have seen the machinery in Launceston for over 20 years.

556, It was.stated here that the foundations in the Launceston -workshops were not sound? I must
- say that I can contradict that very flatly. There are turn-tables there which carry the new heavy engines
without difficulty, and the heavy machinery in the building runs without any vibration.

557. Considering the Oatlands Line, the Derwent Valley Line, the Sorell Line, and, in the near future,
the Huon Line, don’t you think that there should be something more than ordinary repairing-shops in
Hobart? No,Idonot. '

[Railway Workshops.]



55é. If the £10,000 = year that is spent in dredging the Tamar could be saved by that means, would
you bring the sheds to Hobart? Certainly, if we could save that amount, and if the saving of that amount
turns on the workshops being brought to Hobart. In the meantime, if the dredging is to be stopped,

irrespective of the workshops, I would sooner send them to Launceston. The expenditure of taking up the
four engines landed in Hobart was at the outside only £10, and it only happens once a year.

559."'You are aware, of course, that engines and other heavy machinery is landed here and sent to
Launceston to be put together. Do you think that is desirable? I do, with the workshops at Launceston,
which is the centre of the railway system. In South Australia we have workshops about 200 miles apart,
with the main shops in the centre of the system.

560. Is there any other information you think the Commiittee should be in possession of that you have
not already given them? Well, I think if the Government of the country or Parliament, for other than
railway reasons—political reasons, for instance—made up their minds to have workshops at the Southern
end of the Island, I think they ought to be out of town. In South Australia, where we have a very large
station yard, we have had fo move our shops out of town.

561. Is eight or nine miles a fair distance to move them? If it is the nearest site. 1 would not go
more than three or four miles if I could help it, although when steam-is once up in an engine the cost of
running three or four miles extra is nothing. .

562. By My. Barrett.—Supposing the navigation of the Tamar was closed altogether, what would
the Main Line be worth? Not very much.

563. Do you think that it is necessary in the interests of Hobart as well as of Launceston that the navi-
gation should be kept open and improved? Certainly so; it is the direct route to Melbourne.

564. Do you know that vessels of 4000 tons can- come right up to the Launceston wharves? Yes.
565. Do you know that a new railway wharfis being built on the north side of the river in close
proximity to the bridge? No. ' :

566. Don't you think that when that wharf is finished, and lines laid to the workshops, that it will
reduce the cost of landing rolling-stock to a mere nothing? It should be so. I recommended that to be
done some years ago.

567. Do you think it would cost more to send an engine from the Derwent Valley or Apsley Line to
Launceston than to Hobart? The cost would be a mere bagatelle. .
568. Does not an engine going for its overhaul always take a train with it? Certainly.

569. By AMr. Henry.—Supposing you had control of the Railway system, do you think you would
be warranted at this particular juncture, from a purely railway point of view, in spending £25,000 or
£30,0007 I don’t suppose, if the venture was a private one, that 1 should do that ; but I don’t think you

.can Jook on a colony in the same light. We want to attract visitors. Asa resident of Hobart, I should

like to sée this new station built. The Railway Commissioners in Victoria have built most palatial offices,
‘and they are worse off than you are. In our case, the General Manager should have his staff all together
in some building, if possible. Where they are all scattered up and down, there is no proper gupervision,

‘and they cannot be checked. It must come to this eventually'; there must be some sort of building.
670. Do you think the colony can reasonably do for a year or two with the present system? Yes.

571. What do you think is the most prudent thing to do?  The most prudent thing to do is to relay
the station-yard, and interlock it. . Of course, a station building is not, an absolute necessity, but there must
be ‘some accommodation for the staff. If interlocking is not gone in for, there will be an accident.

. 872. But we will be compelled to erect a new station? . Yes; and if you cannot spend £25,000 on it,
spend £10,000. While about it, I should put up something that will answer for ‘the future. You can do
away with architectural features, and get the same room, no doubt, for half the money.

873. By the Chairman.—With the full knowledge you have of the machinery and tools in the Laun-
ceston workshops at'the present time, do you think there is sufficient accommodation to meet the growth of
our’ whole Railway system for the next seven or eight years ? Yes, I think so.

874, With that in view, I understand that all that you think necessary is a repairing-shed in some

‘other part of our system ? Exactly.

575. And you consider that there is no necessity for additional workshops at Claremont or anywhere
else? Yes, that is my opinion. ' '

§76. By Mr. Barrett.—One of our witnesses thought that it would be better, instead of having con-
struction shops of our own, to let out the work of construction by contract, and encourage people to come
here and establish workshops. Do you thirik that would be advisable? I certainly object strongly to it.
It was done in Victoria and South Australia, but only for political reasons. The engines were made at a
cost of 33 per cent. more than they could be imported for, and it was done simply with the view of estab-
lishing new industries in the country. They were certainly not more economically served. -

577. Do you think, with our native woods, we could build trucks and carriages as cheaply as we

. could import them, the springs and wheels being imported? You can build trucks as cheaply as you can

import them, but I am not sure about carriages. These latter require highly skilled labour, which costs
2% times as much out here as in England.

578. Have you seen the carriages on the Main Line? Yes, they are very good carriages. )

579. Don’t you think it would be better to pay a little more for locally manufactured carriages than
to import them ? My experience of carriage building is not worth anything. It is a thing T don’t know
‘much about. The building of trucks and locomotives is a thing I understand thoroughly. .

580. We have itin evidence that the machinery at Launceston is sufficient for the next 10 or 12 years,
provided time is taken by the forelock in ordering stock? I think it will be sufficient if you are not going
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on with railway construction. If you are going on with the Huon Railway, and going to extend the
system generally, it would not be sufficient.” For existing lines, I think it would be good enough for the
next 10 or 12 years. i

581. By Mr. Henry.—You have spoken of repairing and running sheds. What do you mean by a
running-shed? A running-shed is a stable for engines, containing a few small tools for ordinary repairs.

582, There would be ample room in the re-arrangement of the Hobart station for such a shed? Yes.

I would like to state that all these answers I have given are what I would do if I was manager on my
own account. If I was a Government Officer I would have to carry out the policy of the Government.

JAMES EMERSON HUGHES, called and examined.

583. By the Chairman.—You are Stationmaster at Hobart ? Yes.

584. Can you give us some information in regard to the inconveniences suffered by the travelling
public, and in regulating the goods traffic at the station? I can tell you more about the passenger traffic
than about the goods traffic, though I have seen enough difficulty in the latter. 1In the first place, we have
not nearly enough passenger platform accommodation ; and the way the yard is now, we cannot lengthen
the present passenger platforms at all. We have only one way to bring the passengers from the street into
the station. The present station was built to sell, I think. We have only one door about six feet wide to
get passengers, luggage, and everything else into the station. If we have heavy traffic we won’t be able to
check the tickets ; and on a wet day we cannot keep people dry when they go for their luggage. We
cannot possibly alter that the way things are at present. On holidays, you have to sit down and work the
whole of the traffic out the night before, and explain it to every porter in the place. Only this morning
the mail train arrived with somo sheep for sale. There was a light engine following the mail in; and it
was just upon 8 o’clock before I could get those sheep down to the cattle-yards. 1 don’t think you will
find another place anywhere where the cattle-yards are on the main road as you run out of the stution. If
we had cattle arrive on a busy day we could not unload them. This morning auctioneers were singing ouf
because they could not gét their stock, and we could not let them have it. The Hobart station is only
protected by two semaphores, and when the express or any other train comes in, we have only the bare
locking of the points to know that she is safe. It is only since the Government has had the line that we
have had the points locked at all. At present we have an engine employed all day long in shunting.
If the yard was laid out as it should be, this engine would only be employed half a day, which would
mean a large saving. :

585. By Mr. Crisp.—Do you think that the Hobart passenger station is large enough? I am sure
it is not.

586. Have you seen the plans of the new station as proposed by Mr. Back? No, I have not.

587. Are you of opinion that a new station-house should. be erected? Yes. There must be some-
thing done this summer, or we will be in a mess with the traffic. ‘

588. Do you think that such a station as the Hobart one is at present would be allowed by the Board
of Trade? T don’t think you will find a station anywhere situated as we are in Hobart. Xven when I
was in Launceston, in the old Main Line time, I had a better station to work, and could get more pas-
gengers through. In the Hobart station there is no guarantee that a bag taken from a passenger will
reach the luggage van ; we cannot watch it at all.’

589. Do you know that the Government are renting premises away from the station for ofices? Yes.

590. Do you think, so far as the station-yard is concerned, that it is necessary that immediate atten-
tion should be given to it? Yes. There is no doubt that unless we have something done this year the
fruit trade will suffer very much. Last year.-we managed to get the fruit in, but this year I cannot say
what we will do. If we have a few extra carriages coming in we will have no place to put them in, as
every available piece of ground is covered now. '

591. TIs there any further information you can give the Committee? I should like to say that the
sooner the workshops are taken away from the Hobart yard the better for us.

592. Do you think that the workshops are in the road and should be moved ? Yes; it would give us
more room for passenger traffic, and the goods traffic could use the building we are using now. We have
only two roads upon which to run trains out of the yard.

593. Is there not a great risk incurred at present? Yes. There is no guarantee that a train will run
all right in.  There are no starting signals, and I have to start the trains and trust to the men. )

594. Have you pointed that out to the Geeneral Manager? Yes, but he canuot help me. We have a
paint-shop directly in our road. We also have Macquarie-street directly in our road, and if that were shut
up it would help us a lot. : -

Webnespay, OcroBer 28, 1891.

MR. ROBERT C. PATTERSON, recalled and emﬁmined.

595. By Mr. Henry.—The Committee are desirous of knowing, Mr,- Patterson, the distinction, in
your mind, between a running-shop and repairing-shop? A running-shop means a stable for the engines,
that is, a resting-place for an engine ; when'it has done its day’s work it is then run into the running-shed
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und remains there. A repairing-shop is simply a shop with a few tools in it to execute the ordinary repairs
of the traffic, and is not a shop for putting together locomotives or doing any serious or heavy repairs.

596. We also want to know -whether, in your judgment, there is room enough at the Hobart station,
under a re-arrangement of yard, for the erection of a repairing-sliop and a stable or running-shop? Yes, if
you get an Act empowering you to close the crossing.

597. By Colonel St. Hill.—That is, if you close the Macquarie-stieéet crossing?  Yes.

- 898. By Mr. Henry.—Bat, without closing the Macquarie-street crossing there will be no room ?
I think not; it would be very awkward. I pointed out the last time that I contemplated that that crossing
would have to be closed within at least 18 months’ time, and I can see no valid reason why it should not be
closed at once.

599. How many men do you consider should be employed in the repairing shop you referred to,—yon
did mention a2 number of men? Did I? )

600. Well, in a loose sort of a way you did. Yoit mean for ordinary purposes ?

. 601. No, for running repairs; what number do you consider would be necessary in the working of
this station? Oh, from 14 to 16 men,

602. From 14 to 16 men would be ample, in your judgment? Yes, more than ample ; as a fact, at
the present moment there are engaged at those workshops 69 men and boys, of whom 50 per cént. are boys ;
that is the entire strength of the workshops at the present moment. This does not count the people engaged
in the running-shed who are ¢leaners, engine-drivers, and firemen, who nuinber 60 or 70 more ; but they
would remain in any case, and the total number affected by removal would be from 15 to 69.

603. They may be dispensed with, then? Yes.
604. They are men and hoys that could be dispensed with? Yes.

605. You said at your last examination that, in your judgment, it would be wiser to pension off these
men? Yes, I did say so. I consider it would be wiser to do this rather than increase the number of
workshops.

606. Rather than keep up the two different shops, you think it would be wiser in the interest of the
Colony to pension these men off? Yes ; there are 45 men and boys.

607. Now, in the event of this Macquarie-street crossing not being able to be shut up, how should this
matter be dealt with, in your opinion. Do you think there would be room for 2 running-shed even then in
the station-yard under the new arrangement? ' The running-shop would have to be put there, the repairing-
shop would have to be outside somewhere. '

608. But where outside? If you could get an acre and a half of the domain, that would be the place.
609. Should that repairing-shop be close to the station ? It should be, certainly.

610. Would it be convenient, in the iiterest of traffic and the discharge of the work of repairs, to have
it eight miles away? No, not for that number of men, certainly.

611. Then the repairing-shop you refer to should be near to the runhing station in your judgment?
It should be.

612. By Myr. Fenton.—What are the men engaged in the shops doing at present : are they engaged in
repairs, or what? They are engaged in doing running repairs, in reconstructing engines, renovating them,
and doing new work ; they are also there to do general brass work ; they have a large humbeér of smiths, and
in fact, they are doing general work. '

613. Geneial repairs? Not only géneral repairs, but heavy repairs, and all the brasses necessary, in
fact, for Hobartand I.aunceston.

614. There is no construction going on? Reconstruction.

615. Construction, but not reconstruction? ~ Well, reconstruction would be necessary repairs, that is,
actnal repairs that you make.

616. Then you recommend tbat the reconstruction should be done in Launceston, and that only running
or traffic repairs should be done in Hobart? Yes, just sufficient to keep the engine going—to keep it
travelling from one end to the other; that is, of course, taking it from a railway point of view, and not
from a point of view of Members of Parliament.

617. Then you are of opinion that all the men you would require in what you call a repairing-shop in
this end of the island would be 15 or 16? Yes; of course in addition to that, there are 50 or 60 men
who must stop here. :

618. What would they be doing? O, they are engine-drivers, cleaners, &c.

619. Of course the engine-drivers and those you mentioned would not be affected by this arrangement ?
No; there are 69 men and boys in the workshops at present.

620. You think that number could be reduced to 15 or 16 and still carry on the necessary repairs?
Yes.

621. By Mr. Crisp.—You consider the workshops should be in Launceston. Now I don’t know if
you are aware, but suppose we take the different li{ailways—say the Oatlands Railway, the Apsley

Railway, and the Derwent Valley’ Railway, and, in the near perspective, the Huon line, and also the West

Coast line to Zeehan—seeing these are all so close to Hobart, the Capital of Tasmania, and seeing also that
we have a river frontage and a harbour which can be come up to by day or by night, would you not advise

that the workshops be retained in Hobart? No; I take it that the Oatlands Railway has a very small

trafic, the Apsley and Sorell Railways will also have small traffic, and as for the West Coast line that will

be connected with Launceston by railway. The Coast line, of course, would be the only long one,

but there would be a connection from Waratah to Zeehan, and you would never bring engines round here

for repairs.
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622. Seeing the advantages are superior that vessels can come up here by day or by night, I should
like to know why you recommend Launceston? Because Launceston is the centre of the Railway system;
we have 2 line from Emu Bay, I doo’t know how many miles it is. 1207 '

The Chairman.—About that. :

Witness.—There is a very heavy line to Scottsdale 50 miles Jong, and then we have the Main Line
Railway; these three have all their termini in Launceston. “ Hobart is at the extreme end of one of the
lines, and if you have the workshops in Hobart you would have to biing your engines from Ulverstone,
a distance of 250 miles, to be repaired; the same is the case with Scottsdale—you. would have to bring
them 180 miles. I consider Launceston is the best place from a railway point of view. Thatis what I would
do if I were manager and had absolute control, and wanted to work them to get a profit for the public
money invested. There is no doubt Hobart has great advantages. I would not, as a manager, take my
engines from Launceston to Hobart for repairs. '

623. But, considering that these locomotives consist of heavy massive pieces of machinery, do you still
think it desirable that they should be taken from Hobart to Launceston to be put together? Well, there
would be disadvantages on all sides; but if you have shops at each end there is the expense for dupli-
cation of machinery. If you must have workshops have them either in one place or another—don’t have
two sites. It is a matter of indifference to me, but there should be one centre under one manager, and let
everything go there. To build workshops at Claremont or elsewhere and keep the two—that one and the
one at Launceston—open is a thing that could be only done under a government institution and where rival
interests have to be consulted—north and south, for instance. Certainly one of the shops should be closed,

624. Well, compare the two rivers: seeing the advantages the ships have of coming up to Hobart,
and the disadvantages of going up the Tamar, and seeing that vessels of a much larger size can be brought
here and land their goods much easier here than in Launceston, would you then recommend that the shops
be shifted ? What 1s the difference in freight ?

M. Fenton—Nothing. , :

Witness.—That is the point. If these pieces of machinery can be landed at Launceston for the same
rate as they can be brought to Hobart, I would. The engines for the Launceston and Western Railway
came out from England, and were much heavier than those on the Main Line, and if the freight is the
same the objection ceases. ‘

625. I understand that the locomotives and heavy machinery, when once placed on the track, it makes
very little difference in the matter of a few miles where it goes? Very little.

626. Very well : seeing that a ship can come up the Derwent under far more favourable circumstances
than the Tamar, and considering this fact about its making little diference once they are placed on the
track, why do you recommend Launceston? I thought you referred just now to distance of two or three
miles out of Hobart for workshops. It makes no difference for two or three miles, but it makes a big
difference for a hundred and fifty miles. Launceston is at the present moment the centre of the railway
system ‘of Tasmania, and there is no doubt the workshops which are there are sufficiently complete to serve
this country for ten years or more to come ; but if a public necessity or otherwise demands that these
should be at the capital, then I would close these shops in Launceston.

627. You would close those at Launceston? Certainly ; if you start workshops at Claremont I would
«close those at Launceston. You could not keep them both open. '

628. By Col. St. Hill—Mr. Patterson, I cannot help thinking that you do not altogether take in tlie
present situation in regard to these workshops., The Government propose to spend a sum of £3000, not
in duplicating any system of workshops, but simply to remove the present existing workshops out of the
yard into a more convenient place? Yes; I understand that.

629. Keeping the Launceston workshops as they now are, with all their machinery and plant; but the
only object the Government have, according to the way the vote was 'put to the House, that a sum of
£3000 he spent on Claremont to get the shops out of the yard where Mr. Back desires to remove them
from. It is not a question of rivalry with Launceston, but oue of getting rid of these shops? That is,
unfortunately, the rivalry. I say if you remove them; remove them by all means ; but all you want here
is a workshop capable of doing repairs for 135 miles of railway.

630. At this end? At this end, but at the other end you have the workshops capable of doing anything.

631. It appears that there is among you civil engineers, like doctors, differences of opinion? Oh, yes.

632. You are not, then, of opinion, as an eminent engineer has told us, thiat to work a line as economically
“as possible theie ought to be running and repairing sheds at both ends? Yes, I am, certainly ; running and
repairing shops. -

633. Then you are of opinion in this colony you want running and repairing shops at both places ?
I am.

634. Then it seems we are coming to the old stariing-place? There is a confusion about the terms, I
think ; a running and repairing shop is simply a shop with 14 or 15 men to carry out casual repairs. At
Launceston the shop will also serve the purpose of repairs; you could eliminate one workshop and ledye
the one in Hobart with a fourth of the number of men it has at present, but you must have a running and
repairing shop here if the workshops are in Launceston. i ‘

635. The difficulty still remains that, supposing that one of the present shops can be closed, which of
these twois to go? Well, I should close the Macquarie-street crossing. :

636. That is another point, and would reguire an Act of Parliament, and it is a question whether the
citizens would stand it? Yes, I know it is a difficulty. We had the same thing to contend with in
Adelaide. : . j

“637. But would it make any difference if these workshops went five or six, or even eight miles out of
town? It would not make much difference to the repairing-shop so long as the running-shed was not



30

there,—say for instance, it would never do for the express engine to come in after its long journey, discharge
its passengers, and then make it go eight miles to its resting-place. ~You must have the running-shed 1n
Hobart.

638. That would be simply a stable, then? Yes, it would be a simple thing; if you cannot get the land
and close the crossing, well,-you must put the- workshops at Claremont.

639. But in your opinion, does it make much difference, once you go out of Town, whether the distance
is4, 5,6,0or 8 miles? Not much; if you had to go 5 miles out of Town you could go the other 3 or 4 miles
in 5 or 6 minutes.

640. Here is another question which was asked of a witness— If the line was your own and you
wanted to work it as econemically as possible, would you as a practical man duplicate your staffs?” What
staffs.

641, In the workshops? No.
642. You are at issue, you see, with your confréres on that? T am.

643. Is it not the case in Victoria that extensive shops exist at Melbourne, Sandhurst, and Ballarat?
Yes, at Ballarat, Melbourne, and Sandhurst, but not very large.

644. Should we not have a similar system when it is considered the Derwent Valley and West Coast
lines are within measurable distance? I don’t know whether it is within measurable distance; I know it
is projected.

645. What T want to arrive at is, if you think, under the facts of this colony being practically in its
infaney, whether it would be a wise thing to put all our eggs in one basket, and whether, seeing thatif these
things take place land may go to a ficticious value—that is, go to a big price—and that you have already
to go somewhere for your running-shop, and you can secure your land at a reasonable price now and start
your running and repairing shods, do you not think as these railways are going to extend—that it is time to
atart our workshops now——that is, I should like to ask you if you don’t think it is a politic plan to make
certain purchases now than bide your time? I do, certainly. I don’t know anything about the site.

646. No, No ! but irrespective of any sites, and speaking generally ? You have to get a site, and I
would get that site large enough to put these on.

647. You have your land, then, and if the colony makes such strides you are ready, and if it doesn’t
you have your Jand? Yes.

648. By M». Henry—Do I understand you recommend acquiring this land at Claremont only if we
cannot get sufficient room for a repairing-shop at Hobart? Certainly.

649. Then, if you were able to secure sufficient room you are of opinion the repairing-shop should be
in the station yard ? Yes, but that depends upon getting an A.ct of Parliament to close tlie crossing.

650. You are clearly of opinion that is the wisest course—that is, simply to have a running-shop and
repairing-shop, and not to go out of town in the meantime? No, not if you can close that crossing; of
course I know that is the difficulty. -

651. And failing our being able to arrange that, to go out of Town? Yes. Of couse I am under a
great disadvantage, I do not even know where Claremont is, but that is a mere matter of detail so long as
you go out of Town.

652. If an experienced man saw that this duplication of the workshops was costing the country at

the present time £1200 a year, would it be your opinion such was the case? Yes, I would say it was more
likely £6000 or £7000.

653. The Glovernment cost ? Yes.

654, Then £1200 would be a very safe amount to set down as utter waste? Yes, he is well within
the amount, whoever he is.

JOHN CHEW, called and emamined.

655. By the Chairman.—What is your name? John Chew

656. I understand, Mr. Chew, you are desirous of giving evidence hefore this Select Committee on the
removal of the workshops, I do not know if you understand anything about this removal or the
alteration of the station? ~Yes, anything I have to give is of a practical nature.

657. In the first place, it would be-desirable we should know what you are by profession, and what
experience your have had ? My present business

658. Have you had any experience as an expert ? That of a working man who helped to work both
in the present management and who was here in connection with Mr. Reynolds and other people at the
Gas works, I know the site well and all its capability.

659. But are you a railway man? A railway engineer?
660. Yes, a railway engineer? No.
661. Or in railway management? No.

662. Or in the construction of railway sheds? No; my object in wishing to give evidence is to set a
statement right, that is, a misrepresentation to the Minister of Lands and Works by an official. Ithas been
said, and you will perhaps remember, that Dr. Giblin asked what was the reason of the removal in his
place in the House, and the Minister of Lands, I think, (I quote from the report of the Mercury, which, if
not the Hansard, will bear me out) answered that they could not get a foundation for the heavy machinery,

and on being pressed for a further reason he said scientific men do not descend to details. I think that
was the answer of the Minister of Lands. ’
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663. Well, what was the statement you want to correct? That the place is unsuited for the erection:
that the site '

664. What site? The site of the railway and the shops.

665. Claremont, do you mean? No, Hobart. I argue as to the fitness of the site for railway work-
shops. :

666. Which site? The present site where tliey are now. It was of this site he said he couldn’t get a
foundation,” I think it was Mr. Batchelor’s statement he was quoting.

667. Do you know that Mr. Batchelor made that statement? I think if we had the files of the
Mercury here you would find in that discussion that it was Mr. Batchelor. I would not be certain, but
that was the answer to Dr. Giblin, that they could not get a site for heavy machinery.

668. By Colonel St. Hill.—That was on the reclaimed land adjoinining the slaughter-yards. Justso,
but that is the whole of the land for acres round, and the land round the railway has had to be blasted with
powder to prepare it for gas-works, anddll of it is a continuation of a heavy ironstone reef. The retortand
gas-house Is built of bluestone rock, which I was the first to get out before Mr. Falkiner came here, or
before Canning or Scoles’ time. I am very certain it would carry the machinery of the world.” Itisa
continuation of the same reef you can see where the buoy was, a distance out in the water; it shows at low
tide. Besides getting a good foundation you could get a good quantity of stone, which could be cast into the
water at random and form a jetty for the landing of heavy machinery. This, I state, is against the site at
Claremont. Vessels can come up here, for itis one of the best places, but if you go up the river you would
have to engage lighters, and I don’t know what difficulties you would not have to meet. I consider it
would be a waste of money to remove them to Claremont. There has been no mnecessity shown for the
removal to Launceston. You have skilled mechanics in town who can do all the work requisite, and you

could have had evidence of this but that there were only two persons to be summoned.
The Chairman : There was no limit from this Committee ?

Witness: You could have had Sexton Chew’s evidence; he is certificated as a driver-by Mr. Clarke,
andis a good engineer earning his £4 a week, and getting as much work as he can do, and he would have
said there would have been room-for many years to come; he could make and fit this railway plant; he is a
practical and skilled mechanical engineer. That is mainly all I have to say. I know it to be false ; it is'a
mistatement, and I attribute it to the ignorance of the official placed there, and that he is a new man. T
have resided here forty years, and I have erected premises, and I know what the land is like. My friend
Mr. Bandaret, who is an architect by profession, has drawn a plan, and I think will be able to show you there
will be plenty of room on the present site for 50 years to come. I think the removal of the shops from the
southern side would be a most unjust thing and against the interests of the Southern Electorate. I do know
there will be a movement against it. The northern men have had all the outlay for eight or ten years of
railway expenditure, and now they covet this, and if the Southern Electorate allow it they deserve to have
an iron collar on their necks. I trust the men elected to represent us, especially in Town, will see to this :
you may depend upon it people will move in the matter. We don’t expect to get redress because I under-
stand we are outvoted by a Member for the North, and if you have the number you can carry anything for
the North. I don’t know how true this is, but I am told so. Mr. Bandaret will, I think, prove the site is
large enough. My son said all the-turning could be done in an upper story, and much better than it is
now.

669. What we desire is evidence of what you know? I simply wish to show that it is misrepresentation
by the Minister ; that he represents a country constituency, but that does nnt make him competent, and 1
den’t allow him to be the judge. .

The Chairman : We won’t go into a political discussion. I don’t think this is the place for it.

670. By Mr. Crisp.—1I need hardly remind you, Mr. Chew, that the Select Commitiee aré enquiring
into three distinct things. First of all, the erection of a new passenger station for Hobart, also the relaying
of the station-yard at Hobart, and the question of removing the workshops from Hobart. That is what
the Select Committee is sitting for, and 1 understand you bave written to ask to be allowed to come here
to-day and give evidence on this question. I want, first of all, before I put any particular questions to you,
I should like to ask you if you have any information, or can give any information, on these three proposed
schemes? You have a full opportunity. If you can give us anything about that the Committee will be
very glad to receive it? I don’t put forward my own judgment only, but also that of my son, who is an
engineer, with regard to the railway and fitness of the site for the work, and its adequacy without removing
. the slaughter-yards or anything whatever. ' '

671. If I understand you, you would not recommend the removal of the premises in the station-yard
at present?  Certainly not. o ;

672. If T tell you that several witnesses have said it is very desirable to have these removed in order
to carry out plans for the relaying of the Hobart station-yards, would you then say it ought not to be
removed? T am convinced I am correct from Mr. Bandaret’s plans, and the way be has explained it.
He is a practical man, well acquainted with railway construction in Fngland. I am quite convinced there
would be room enough by removing the goods-shed down to the water.

" 673. It is pointed out that the station-yard is now very dangerous ; the trains coming in and out now
incurr very great risk indeed, which will not be permitted to continue by the Board of Trade, and experts
“have stated 1t is necessary to have these removed in order to have the yard relaid. Now, we want to
known whether these workshops should be removed? Down near the water to the slaughter-yards?

674. To the slaughter-yards? Yes.
* 675. That'is'your opinion? Yes. : S o
676. And you think it is far and away before Claremont? Yes, for health and everything. I have
been at Launceston, when the station-yards were very crowded, and I do not.think you will ever find a

more convenient place either at Launceston or elscwhere than- there is here. At Launceston there is a
swamp on one side of the sheds, and the land is under water for three months.
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677. Witnesses have stated beré,that it is necessary to look at il from a monetary point of view,
to save as much money as possible in the carrying out the railway system of Tasmania, and that it is
necessary to have these shops as near the centre as possible, and Launceston has been pointed out as that
centre, and 1t has been recommended as the place for the construction of permanent workshops? There is
a day coming, I hope, when we shall have a line from here to Zeehan, and Launceston will not by any
meuns be the centre of the network of railways. As to the saving, I see there is a proposal to save £800 a
year—only think of that, the magnificient sum of £800 !—by discharging two or three overseers. That is
the large 1dea of Mr. Back or Mr. Batchelor. Where we are speaking of the general good, what is £800 ?
It is a mistake to think Launceston will be the centre of the railway system. The Railways of Victoria
could be bought to-morrow—

The Chairman : I think that is entirely outside the scope of this enquiry.

Witness: 1 came with the firm intention that the site would carry the machinery of the world, and I
think Mr. Bandaret will prove that there is plenty of room.

678. By M. Crisp.—In consequence of the West Coast being rapidly developed, and the improve-
ment of things, it bas been pointed out that the land you refer to would be far and away too valuable to be
used as a workshop site, and therefore Claremont is recommended? The same material would come in.
I speak now as 2 working man who has been regarded as of fair average intelligence. I have had jobs and
. employed men to do the part I could not do, and depend upon it you would bave to provide the same

material at Claremont which you would here have at your hand, and I tell you it is good material.

679. Considering that so far as the south is concerned, there is the Derwent Valley, the Oatlands,
the Sorell, and Huon Railways, together with the West Coast Line down through Strahan to Zeehan, and
also that we have a river second to none in the world—with all these facts staring you in the face, would

you recommend the workshops being put in Launceston or Hobart? 1In Hobart.

680. Then, if the other witnesses have stated, notwithstanding that, Launceston should be the present
centre of the railway system, you would recommend Hobart as the place for constructing workshops? I
certainly would, outside of all engineering considerations.

681. By Col. St. Hill—You must understand we have a consensus of opinion that these railway
workshops are to go out of the yard—there is a perfect concensus of opinion on that point? Although you
have room? .

682. No, there is not room at all. The only thing to allow the workshops remaining there will be the
closing of Macquarie street ; if you cannot get that, then there is a consensus of opinion as to the removal 7
What is to prevent you closing Macquarie-street? Looking further than that, why, if you have the

_construction workshops, you have the men here who can make these locomotives.

683. But it is recommended these ought all to be discharged? That is a great mistake; it is like that
man who has assured you that the expense for the last 10 years is less.

The Chairman.—That is apart from the question, I think.

684. By Col. St. Hill—Yes, that is apart from the point:-what I want you to grasp is this—you
must bear this in mind clearly—there is a perfect consensus of opinion that unless Macquarie-street is
closed these workshops must be cleared out ; now it is for you to consider, taking it for granted that they
are taken out, where is the best place to go to? The nearest available place. The most suitable place
would not by any means be 7 or 8 miles out of town. I have heard that there is land at Cornelian Bay,
but I should like the site near the water if there is water available; then I should like to see the engineer-
ing industry developed on this side of the [sland. ' :

685. By Mr. Henry.—1 ask you one question : would you, as a Hobart citizen, recommend that

- Macquarie-street be shut up so as to secure the workshops here? Most decidedly I would.

686. You would? Yes, most decidedly ; there is very little traffic there.

JOHN BANDARET, called and examined.

687. By the Chairman.—Your name is John Bandaret? Yes.

688. What are you by profession? Architect.

689. Have you had any experience of railway works? Not exactly in the engineering. I have had
three months’ employment in connection with the refreshment department on one of the Jeading London
railways. It was only as travelling manager, but it gave me great insight into the working of railways,
and in addition to that I have taken great interest in the construction of all railways out of London. I
have watched the construction, and have a thorough practical knowledge, ot the working and construction
of railways, that is, merely from an amateur pomnt of view. I am not an engineer. My business in
London was that of architect and builder, and of course that brings you into connection with these things
very largely.

690. You know that the Committee have met to enquire into two subjects—first, if it is desirable to
build a new passenger station here, and second, whether there could be new workshops where they are at
present. I ask you do you consider yourself sufficiently competent to guide the Committee on this
matter? T can tell you a great deal concerning what has been done in London.

691. In what—in building stations? Yes, in building stations.

692. But it is in building stations in Hobart, and not in London. Have you a sufficient knowledge of
the requirements to advise the Committee ? I think I can.

693. What is your judgment? My judgment?
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694. Yes. What are your opinions of the station requirements of Hobart ?—that the goods station
should be removed, or that they should be both together? No such thing is done as a rule; the rule at
Home is to keep the two stations distinet. '

695. And in your opinion the new station ought to be built there? I would build at present
temporarily, for the traffic is uncertain. My experience, as a rule, has been that the stations are put up
only to be pulled down again. ' :

696. What, in your judgment, should be done about that station now ?—what would you advise the
Committee should be done? I should increase the passenger station on the side near the present goods
station ; I should move the goods station down to the sands ; and I should connect the junction between the
railway itself and the goods station, not where it is at present, but take it well on to the land opposite the
baths. If you will allow me I have prepared a plan, which I will show you. (Plan put in.)

697. And what do you recommend ? I recommend that the present goods station marked A be removed
to the present sands marked B and the ground now being reclaimed from the river ; that the station—the
present passenger station C—Dbe enlarged on the A side ; and I recommend whatever is done here should be

. done in wood. There should be no permanent station put up, for this reason, that the curve entering the
station is excessively dangerous, and is bound to lead to a serious accident sooner or later, and the line will
have to be altered to go up Park-street valley.

698. By Col. St. FHill.~—But you will want a station all the same? Yes; I will show you this on
map of Hobart. The new station I propose to put in Liverpool-street, opposite Park-street, and the line
will start from beyond Risdon Viaduct, and follow the rivulet down to the new station, and turn on to
Liverpool-street, and also turn into Park-street; and Park-street would be raised to allow of its passing
under that raised road, and a curve made through the present station-yard and back again to the station,
so that all incoming trains could run around without any difficulty, and the same engine that brought a
train in would take it out again, or the same loop could be made over the site of Wapping, which arrange-
ment would not interfere with the present workshops, and would allow room for extension. Such a loop as
I speak of is shown on the map of the Chicago Exhibition Grounds; it is not a new idea, and was
proposed many years ago in relation to a London station. With reference to the present site of the railway-
yard, with one exception—the Waterloo Station in London—the area, taking all the strip of land, and also
with Park-street, is sufficient accommodation for everything, and is equal to any London metropolitan
passenger station. I would therefore suggest the high-ground railway-yard next the Domain, and a high-
level station should be created. -

699. By Col. St. Hill-——~On the Domain? Not on the Domain; on the Domain side the ground is
very high, and the lire should shunt thee, and go over that and take the creek, and follow the line of the
creek until it gets opposite Molle-street, and a high-level line built over the creek ; and when it gets past
Molle-street it should creep up the hollow and eventually go bethind Knocklofty and, if necessary, skirt the
lower slopes of Blount Wellington and thus find its way to the Huon. As far as my knowledge is concerned,
railway repairing workshops are almost invariably near the terminus. Large Railway workshops are almost
always put somewhere half way between the two ends of the line ; for instance, there is Derby and several
other places.

WILLIAM THOMAS STRUTT,
GOVERNMENT PRINTER, TASMANIA.



