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REPORT. 

Y ouR Committee have . the ho nor to report to your Honorabl~ House that they have gi veh 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. 
. . ls.t. Regarding the Railway Station at Hobart, the construction of a substantial building 

.-should·be proceeded with, for the following·reasons :-

a. The ex:istil).g arrangements, for goods traffic especially, are so imperfect that the 
.trading public 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 co11tiriued 
unaltered a day longer than can be avoided·. 

c. To effect these absolutely necessary improvements the whole station yards '1nust lie I 
re-arranged, which will necessita.,te the pulling down of certain buildings and the 
re-erection of others requisite for station work. 

d. 'l'emporary buildings for station, which will be required iri addition fo tho~e that may 
be left untouched by new plans, could be built, and made to serv·e a:l the actual 
requirements of the traffic for some year.,;, at a considerable saving/ but t~f ultimate 
loss would be greatrr, as temporary cheap structmes would, in .the,conrse of-~ _faw 
years, have inevitably to come <lown, and should only be erected if the Goverhµient 
find it impossible to borrow the money under debentures for a more costly and 
permanent structure such as is recommended by your Committee: 

Railway Worlrsltops. 
2nd. Your Committee recommend that the Macquarie-street approach to the Doi.n.ain should 

be closed, and all vehicular traffic stopped, provi<ling for passenrrer trnffic by a foot-bridge over 
the· line. This will serve the double purpose of-

0 

. 

a. Removing a risk of accidents which is incurred by the present m•;issi11g·: 

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

If the portion of Macquarie-street referred to cannot be closed, then the reihoval 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. 
,Committee Room, 30th October, 1891. 
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APPENDIX D. 
Evanclale, 24th Octobe,·, 1891. 

MY DEAR Srn, 
I REGRET that, through the investigations of the Committee occupyiug 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 feeling,-;, that I should address a few 
words to you setting forth my impressions from the evidence adduced. 

I regard the statements made by Me,-srs. 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 eco1iomy 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 in~lined towards the firmly expressed opinions of 
the En~ineer-in-Chief that the Hobart station could easily be made suitable to meet all the 1·equirements 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 to 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 Govemment, 
I am of opinion that that gentleman, in conjunction with Mr. M'Cormick, should be called upon to carry 
out the most p_erfect 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 clei:.rly of opinion that any ideas in that direction 
should be at once abandoned. The most reliable evidence is very distinct that at the present time the 
machine1-y and tools at Launceston are fully equal to all the requirements of this Colony for 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 whatf, which, during next year, will be connected 
b_v rail with the workshops, every possible convenience will he afforded for expedition and che3pness in 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 ra:her than perpetuate the divided supervision 
which exists at present, this is the comse which should be pmrnecl if the public interest is alone considered, 
of course retaining in Hobart running and repairing shops sufficiently commodious to folly 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 unanimou, agreement 
without mutual compromises, and being influenced by an earnest desire that a report should em mate 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 behal£ If Members holding views in favour of the erection of workshops 
at Claremont, to which I am strongly averse, will relinquish their purporn, I will be prepared 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 t.o the Committee and 
the country, 

I am, my dear Sir, 
Yours faithfully, 

JOHN HENRY, Esq., Acting Chai?·man of the Hobart Station 
and Railway W orkshop,5 Select Committee. 

WILLIAM HARTNOLL. 



EVIDENCE. 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 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 ~tation 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 u11-
a great deal of valuable information. Will you give us your opinion on the suqject? 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 like 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 waf:1 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 w~mld probably be wood or galvanised iron, to leave them as they are for a 
while ; 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, 
I understand, is to be erected there, but also for more shop accommodation than exists within the present 
buildings. Under this plan there wonld 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 clown 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 is 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 myeelf 
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 regards 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 gooda depot in connection with the shipping, where bonded stores 
could also be built, on the New Whar£ 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 conveniently situated for the business people in town, and would also come in very well for the pro­
jected Huon traffic. There is aleo another plan by which accommodation may be given in the present 

0

yard, and that is by utilising the whole space originally leased to th& 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 i;idings, 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. Thisi 
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 to 
me to be chiefly necessary, that is, room for coal sidings and the lower classes of goods, such as bark, chaff, 
&c. 

[Rail way 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 accommod11tion 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 .11fr. Bm·rett.-W ould 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 put in an extra 
passenger platform on their site ? I dare say it would be quite pos~ible 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 t1·affic 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 
crowds, 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 we.re 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 wquld 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 landed here and taken out by rail. 

10. By tlte Chairman.-Could a vessel get up to Claremont? I am not prepared to say. 
ll. I have seem a statement made that if the workshops are removed, it will cost ls. 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 employees. Of course in a private 

contract the men would charge for going out of Town. 
13. By JJ.fr. Fenton.-You say the coal would have to be received in Hobart, and taken out to 

Claremont by rail. Doee not the coal come from the North? I am thinking of Sydney coal. 
14. Is 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. I 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 rep11iring-shops, and let the 
erection and construction of the stock take place in Launceston. 'l'here 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. 
21. By the Cltairman.-Have you made an official examination of any of the sites submitted to the 

Government? I know nothing of the various sites, except what I see in the newspapers. 
22. By .llfr. 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 Traffic 
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 traffic. 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 casually in 
the Parliamentary Refreshment Rooms. · 

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

27. By the Chairman.-Were those plans ever submitted to you for your approval or criticism? No. 
I first heard of them by seeing some reference to them in the newspapers; but I only saw them casually in 
th') refreshment room. I cannot give any opinion in regard to them. 
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28. By 1"1r. F~nton.-I suppose the work of the railways, after they are constructed, comes very little 
under your observation? I 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 £10,000 
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 inc1'eased. . 

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 (lre able to 
earn. 

33. By tlte Ohairman.-Is there any g·reater inconvenience sustained by persons using the Hobart 
station than that sustained by travellers in other communities? Certainly not. 

34. By J.l'lr. Crisp.-Do you think there is sufficient accommodation now for the traffic for the next 
three or four years? I do. . 

35. Is not oU:r river second to none, and.cannot the largest sl1ips 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 w by the locomotives should not be landed at 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 Launceston. • 

37. Don't you think that workshops should be erected so that the work could be done here, instead of 
sending them 133 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. Ougl1t 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 yon think we have the accommodation or the land sufficient to carry on extra work:! 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. 

42. 1t has been stated that there is not sufficient solid founrlation for the erection of machinery on the 
_site you suggest? I don't think there need be an:y: difficulty about that. You have sand there, and as long 
as you confine that you can have no better foundat10n. 

43. Do you know anything particularly about the water at Claremont? No. 
44. Are you aware that a previous Govemment 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 vebsels 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, 
I 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 make 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 J.lfr. Henry.-Your knowledge as a constructing engineer enabies you to.say what the reasonable 
requirements ,vould be for workshops? Yes. 

·50. 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 
particular 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 satiefied, 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. I understood you to say that in your judgment the workshops should be retained in Hobart? 
If I 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 jetties 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 gTeater at Claremont than at HoLart? Yes, so far as providing 
shop accommodation is concerned. 

57. Do you include the cost of the land? I 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 sufficient 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 char"'ed 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 tlte Clwi-rrnan.-It appears to me, from an inspection I made, that shops on the reclaimed 
portion near the slaughter-yards would be in a 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. It is 
proposed to do small 1·epai1·s at Bellerive, where a very small shop is provided; but there is no douLt that 
sometimea 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 .L1fr. 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 sim pie ; 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? 
It would be more convenient to erect it here ifit is landed here. 

63. By M1·. Ban·ett.-Admitting that the engines are landed here, at which place can they be most 
economically put together? Any engineer wouW 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 togethe1·, 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 inexcusaLle, but I can imagine accidents quite beyond the control of a locomotive superin-
1endent. 

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 .Llfr. C1'isp.-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. 

6t:!. But why should all these repairs be sent 133 miles away, when they can be done in Hobart? 
Repairs can be done in Hobart. If one set of shops is enough to do all the work required on the system, 
why construct two sets. 

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

70. By JIIr. Ba1ntt.-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 1·olling-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 interfering in the slightest degree with ~he 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. Hen1:1J.-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. 

77. 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 stated 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 b_elonging 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 ca_n be done cheaper with the better appliances there. 
fi4. 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. I suppose you are a good many days in the year in your Office-perhaps half the year? J 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. 

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 it. 

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 yon a ware 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 MacquaJ"ie Point and the slaughter­
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 is just 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. I also was duly 
articled. 

97. By Mr. Crisp.-Wou1d 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. · 
• !:)9. By .1.Wr. Cri.~p.-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 lib., but a regular plague? 
The men work under the same co·nditions now. 

101. You say that the reclamation being car:ried 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 rail wily authol'ities ask for 27 acres you don't agree with them? I don't know what. 
they want it for. 

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1891. 

. FREDERICK BACK, called and examined. 

103. By the Cliairman.-You are aware of the nature of this Committee, Mr. Back. It is for rlie 
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 presenL 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 Cocnmittee 
visit the station and see for themselves what things al'e 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 or a fortnight for their goods. We have no "through" sidings also, 

-.and the consequence is thatsol_l'letimes 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 circumscribed 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 chang-e is to utilise the ground near Park-street, where the coal is stacked 
and the workshops are, for the new passenger station, and that would 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 arid the inconveniences. 
we labour under. It 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 expense. 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 constmction in the old ·country tends to show that eng-iueers 
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 occtipy 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 ear11 the interest upon it. They should be 
dealt with as a separate subject. We are asking for £3000 or £4000, which would give neces·sary sheds 
to carry on the work which the policy of the Government has decided should be done here. 

107. By J.Wr. Barrett.-At the present juncture, seeing that the Government is short of money and 
objects to undertaking any work of magnitude, is 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 aU 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 

it is. We get the coal from the north and have iron to s_end 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. · / 

113. I 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 tlie creek myself, and I don't think there is any doubt about the matter. 

114. We have been told that 1000 gallons a 
O

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 ia 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 .Llfr. Henrv.-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 cone! us ion ? 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 years did the Main Line Railway Company cany on? 16 years. 
119. You 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 a ware 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 faulty arrangements? '1Ve have had £300 or £400 

worth of damage to stock while I have been here. 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 wol'king 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 large 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 I take into consideration; l\'I.r. 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. He 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 is 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. 'l'hen 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 considerat10ns were removed, 
would yon 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 br,tween the two 
centres ? I would never do it under any circum~tances. 

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. It is 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. J 
believe that assurance was made in good faith, and I understand that it is the policy of the Government 
that a certain amount of work should be kept down here. I must make arrangements accordingly, and the 
most satisfactory way to carry out that policy is to spend money 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. 

138. By t!te Chai?-man.-Is it the official way of doing business for the actual head of a working 
department, the Engineer in Chiefin these matters, not io be consulted? Mr. 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 .111lr. 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 a rail~ 

way like ours, yon must remember that we are dealing with a small concem. We employ certain trade?­
men to make repairs and keep the rolling-stock in order, and when there is a lull they are employed in 
small construction works. For instance, when there is a lull in the work the carpenters engaged in 
repairing may start to build a carriage, and work upon it at slack intervals. 

143. By .1r.fr. Crisp.-W ould 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 wiil be necessary to have something more than mere i·epairing-shops at 

Hobart to meet the requirements of the Sorell line, the proposed H uon 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 Chafrman.-It has been suggested by Mr. l<'i11cham 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 ridiculons, 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 wonld require 
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an engine, a shunter, and pointsman, and signalmen. In a large system, where the goods and passenge1· 
traffic were totally separated, it might answer. Mr. Fincham is irresponsible, and has not g·one into such 
details as I have given you. · 

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

152. Was it not suitable 7 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 mi end of the matter. We called foi: 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 waR the only place that was 
suitable in every way. 

153. Bv .1.lb·. Hiddlestone.-Can ace:ommodation be provided for the new workshops without 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. Is it a fact that men cannot be got to work out there unless at a 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. Bv Col. St. Hill.-If an eminent engineer said that there was a greater traffic at Launceston 
than Hobart,. would tl1at be the case? He could only go by the returns in my Report. 

159. ""r ould 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 om· 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 about it as I do. 

162. Is it not within your knowledge that not only this Govemment, but the preceding one, gave 
assurances that the workshops should not be removed from Hobart? I 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 wqrkshops? I have had an oppo_r­
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 clone 
quite rig·ht; nothing less than 20 acres." This man has had more to do with the erection ofrailway work­
shops than any man in the colonies. We shoulcl 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. 'fhe modern system is to have the workshops out of town 
for the sake of elbow-room. 

167. By lib·. Fenton.-Is the excessive cost of the Main Line an argument against spending any 
more money upon it? I think the answer to that is this-the Scottsdale Railway cost nearly £9000 a 
mile, 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 h~re if we had the appliances an~ the room to do it in. If you want to get any ·place 
adjacent to the stat10n for that purpose, you will have to spend a great deal more money __ than we 
propose to .. 

170. B.11 .Mr. Ba1ntt.-Is it necessary that you should have a brick building 7 No. 
171. If you got yard accommodation only, would that do? We cannot do without a station building. 
172. And that would cost £25,000? Probably. 

[Railway Workshops.] 
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173. By J.l:fr. Fe?!,ton.-lf the sheds are removed, 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 J.111·. Hiddlestone.-Havr. you any idea of the number of men employed in the workshops 

who own the houses they live in? They are very few. I could count them on the fingers of one hand. 

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1891. 

J. M. M'CORMACK, Engi'.neer of existing Lines, called and examined. 

l 75. By the Cltai?-man.-W e 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 clone, 
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 necessai;y 
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 enlarg·ed 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? I think not. That is really the great trouble to working that yard. As reg·ards 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 
nece6sary to g·ive the travelling public that convenience they are entitled to? I think so. Under present 
circumstnnces 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 sufficie11t for that scheme. 

I 82. I am perfectly convinced 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 p1·esent we have to rent offices. The rost of the works might be modified in some respects, 
but I don't think that would be advisable. 

183. With reg·ard to that reclaimed portion, there are 6½ acres of land you know which is now being 
reclaimed by the Marine Board. Could that he utilised for the goods traffic, and brought into your 
station ?-with that additional accommodation, could the workshops be retained and g·ive all the facilities 
you need? I don't think that would be an economical way of working ; it would cost too much money. 

184. By Jl:fr. Ba·l'1'ett.-It appears to rile 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 yeai·s 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 Honse 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. Yon contemplate removing the present engine sheds, and asking for new engine sheds? 
188~ Would that not give a lot more room for the station-yard. Yes;- we are looking to that. 

is an absolute necessity for present requirements. · 

Yes. 
That 

189. Are the present workshops in the way of providing this ? They are considerably in the way _of 
the traffic. Of course they can be retained, but we wo.uld have to work under difficulties. 
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190. Are you aware that the railway department have a right to two or three acre;; of land adjoining the 
station-yard near the battery? Yes, I am a,v.are of that ; but l 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'? I do. I think it ought to be closed. 
192. Do you think the traffic will corn pel 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 7 

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 1s 

scarcely a question necessa1-y' to ask me. 
197. I want to show we have no complaints of ins1.ifficient accommodation at Launceston, while I 

contend the station a·ccommodation 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 traffic in Launceston, bnt 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 departme platform, and the luggage is out of the way ; now the lng1rage 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 heTe, 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 grouncl 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 into 
figures with regard to that grqund, 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 thi,, reclaimed ground for railway purposes· we 
would be taking up very valuable frontages. 

201. What would be made of that reclaimed gmnnd? ·wharves. 'l'he 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 whtre they are. 

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

203. 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 given by the Engineer-in-Chief? No. 
205. By Jlir. Hmwy.-Have you any experience as a traffic manager of railways? None whatever. 
206. Your experience is confined to the constructive branch of rail ways'! Yes. 
207. From your knowledge as constmcting· 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 yon 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? 1'he extent I could 
not form an opinion of, as that would vary with the req nirements of the traffic. 

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 control of our railway system, with the knowledge 

that a number of workshops are at present locate.cl 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 prin~ipal 

workshops? I think Launceston. 
214. Do you thinl( repairing shops at Hobart woulcl 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 yon 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 centre of Hobart here, the best position for these 
workshops? I think ClaTemont the best position of the sites offered, but there are other site,: possibly 
that have not been under offer. 

, 217. What, i,n yourjudgment, would he the best position for workshops? Cl11remont is tlw 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 Glenorehy Station 
on the right. I am not aware it is under offer. 

219_- Is tliere any absolute danger with the present arrangements at tlie station here? 1 think it is 
constantly dangerously worked. · . 

220. Could this interlocking system be introduced without great cost? No; 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 <lon'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 attheHobart 
station ? I was referring to the passenger traffic ; as to the goods traffic, I would sax 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 snmmer. I am aware there are always complaints along the line 
through want of accommodation. 

223. Have you any idea what the probable saving would amount to through the construction of the 
new station, canying out the whole plans? I 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 relay 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 pulling up q.n<l 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 clown 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. B.1J 11:fr. Crisp.-You are aware that the General Manager of Railways has recommended this 
new station? Yes. 

232. In touching upon tlie question of the station, you have told us it ought to be relaid, and said 
that it is dangerous at tlie pl'esent time for traffic. This report will go forth to the public, and if an 
accident does happen and some one killed, the Govemment would be liable for damages, and heavy damages 
would be g·iven, more especially as the general superintendent has stated that the yard is positively dangerous. 

Jllr. Hen·1'.1J : I 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, · 

T!te Chairman : I think not . 
.1lfr. Crisp: If yon wish to snuff me out I will go. I liave been asked 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 Cltairman: I don't say so; but I think it would be just as well to keep out of siO'ht what any 

other witness has said. Yot1 want Mr. M'Cormack's evidence uninfluenced by what anyone !ms said. I 
think it would be better evidence to keep that out of your mind for the present time. 

1lf1·. C1·isp: I don't think I have had fair play in this Sel!lct Committee, and I shall retire unless that 
is accorded me. -

Tlte Oltai1·11wn: 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. H-ill: With regard. to Mr. Crisp asking questions about what other witnesses have said, if 
yon look back you will see Mr. Barrett did so in Mr. Back's evidence. 

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

233. By Jlfr. 01·isp.-If Mr. Back has recommended to the Govemment that a new station should be 
constructed with a view to doing away with a patchwork system, would yot1 say that his recommendation 
should be carried into effect? I 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. 

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

236. 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 Govemment, and have had to be taken to Launceston to be com11letecl; do you think that is 
a desirable state of affairs ?-do yon think some workshops should be in or near Hobart? I do not. I 
think our railway traffic centralises more in Launceston. It is practically the terminus of all om· lines. 
At this end we have only the Derwent Valley and the Apsley lines. 

238. Considering we will have Oatlands, 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? I 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 
'.opeaking with regard to the present. 

239. The largest ocean-going steamers can come up clo_se 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. I was going to point 011t that large ships cannot get up to the wharves at Launceston­
..11:fr. Barrett: The railway material is all landed at the Railway Wharf, Launceston. 
.1111•. Crisp: It costs £10,000 a year to dredge the river there. 
llfl·. Bcwi·ett: Do you know we have as large ships coming to Launce~ton as you have at Hobart? 
Col. St. Hill: Oh no! The Pakeha could not go up the Tamar. 
The Chafrman: Are you aware that all the railway material, locomotives, and carriages, ·and all 

material requisit~ for building our rail ways, except a few engines landed here; are landed at Lauuceston? 
.iWr. Crisp: I am aware of that. 
..1111·. Bai·rett: Vessels of 4000 tons reg·ister are berthed beside the whaif at Launceston. _ 
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 
yon see your wny to get on with a certain outlay, bi1t 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 commensmate with 
the traffic which takes place there? No. 

244. Do yon think designating the arrangements as they now exist as "patchwork" is too strong a 
;tei·m? 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 traffic? No, I don't think it 
1s. 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 th_e present workshops 
are for the new passenger station? Tlie 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't see 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 be 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 
ihe scheme for the workshops clown 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 traffic part of the work in the manner jt 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 
woulu certainly not be permitted by the Board of 'l'rade. 

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. '\Vhat is yom experience elsewhere in regard to keeping railway worksl1ops in the town? · In the 

other colonies all the workshops I am aware of are out of the town . 
256. Modern ideas go in that direction? 1 only know they are outside the town ; I am nc:i urepared 

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. [111'1·. Barrett: Between the battery and the slaughter-yards.] 
Have yoL1 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 cannot be interfered with? I think Mr. Barrett 

was-referring to our boundary fence. 
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. 260. He went beyond our boundary fenc~? I under'!tood you to mean what is already enclosed. I 

am aware of a small portion that has not been enclosed adjoining Macquarie-street crossing. I understood 
you to !Dean the ground we should widen out to . 

. . 261. Mr. Back has expressed an ~pinion that if the present limited accommodation is retained an 
acc~dent will occur soonei· 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 put 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, I think Claremont is the best. 
. 2n5. By tlte Cltairman.-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 mu~h as the strain at Launceston station must have, 
been last Wednesday in coping· with the traffic for Longford Show ? I can't say. 

26?, Do you think the ordinary general traffic at Hobart wants additional accommodation apart from: 
any hohday? We cannot provide accommodation at present to satisfy the traffic. 
. 268 .. I have come down -frequently with a full train of p_assengers _and_ I hav:e really never found ~ny­
rnconvemence any more than I have at Launceston ? I have 1t largely m view w1th regard to the laymg: 
out of the yard, and in the interests of the goods traffic. 

. 269. I~ speaking of wm·kshops throughout have you always got in your mind's eye repairing sheds 
or co·nstructmg workshops ? Workshops is a general term. When I use the word workshops I 1·efer to­
the constrncting sheds. 

270. Is it not a principle in all modern matters, so far as getting accommodation is concerned, 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 J.1£r. 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; bnt I 
think it is better they should be removed. 

273. Is it imperative, 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 w01·k with them as we have been doing. 

274. By .L1!fr. 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 constrnctive 
wants for-some years to come? If I am to express an opinion, I think we have. This is a matter on· 
which the head of the locomotive department should decide ; but so far as I am concerned, we have 
imfficient. 

. 276. By J.1:fr. Ba1--rett~-w e 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 fo1· so doing, and I am only aware that they are so. · 

277. You are aware, ·as wel_l 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 Ii.ot the case that they found their mistake, and had now taken them out to Newport,. 
and they have found out their error? I think that is very probable. 

278. With reference to repairs : supposing an engine here has been running six or seven months7 

could it not he repaired q11ite 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 Hobart_? 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 or' Launceston as the cen:tre for the railway workshops of the 
Colony because of its position? Yes. 

. 283. The Government propose spending £3000 in connection with the Claremont site. D:> you not 
think, even retaining the view that Launceston ~hould be the central p·oint, that that woul<l be a judicious· 
expenditure down here? I think that is a .qu:estion of policy, not a question as to necessary expenditure ; 
and I <lon't admit, from an engineer's point of view, that new workshops are needed at all. 

284. They propose to remov:e the workshops ancl spend £3000. Do you not think that is a j udici_ous 
ex·penditure, seeing you want the ground where the present workshops are for increasing-traffic? No, I 
don't think so. The repairing-shops would meet all the requirements in Hobart. 
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285. Do you thmk the proposition to spend £3000 down at this end on ,vorkshops 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 requi~·ements. 

286. Yon 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-I don't understand the difference; but Government proposes spenrling £3000 on that work: 
do you think it is desirable ? I say if they consider it desirable to have these additioI1al workshops ~owh 
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? I think 
that is advisable. 

289. That being the case, do you think it is a good expenditme 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 running-shed 
which must be at the terminus at Hobart. It was proposed to put them down near the slaughter-yards. 

290. By J"Jlfr. Ha.1·tnoll.-I gather from what yon 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 
pr?per_ ~ay to work the system, having all the machinery yon already require in Launceston? I don't 
thmk 1t 1s necessary to erect machinery and works at Claremont. 

291. And as to repairing-shops, Claremont is unsuitable? The repairing·-shops must be at Hobart. 
. 292. Then it is not necessary to have the repairinD"-shops, one at Hobart and one at Claremont? 

No,-I refer to running repairs. 
0 

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

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

W. E. BATCHELOR, Locomotive Superintendent, cal'led and examined. 

295. By the Ghairman.-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 
lrns nothing whatever to do with accommodation. 

297. But still, in having a large railway yard and providing the necessary safety, an interlocking 
system is required? If there is very much traffic 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 out the Hobart yard, retaining the workshops in their present position, and give 
the people of Hobart all the accommodation requ-ired? 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? 'Oh, 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. I 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. If you remove the shops at all, you may as well go a hundr~d miles as one mile. 
308. As · Locomotive Superintendent, if you had the whole matter in your ,own_hands tp.do:as yo!). 

thought proper, what system w.ould 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 

1·epairing-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 bre11k 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 

running-shed in Hobart. 
318. I am not talking· about running repairs, I am talking about workshops? I don't think yott 

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 woJ"kshops-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 wel'e all in Hobart or all in Launceston 
you would only require one set of foremen. 

320. l\fr. Back lias said it is necessary to clear out these workshops for the sake of canying on the 
traffic on the railway p1;operly : do you think so? I don't know anything about that. 

321. M1·. Back has stated that if the present site of the workshops is retained an accident will occtu· 
sooner o~ later: what is your opinion? I can't say as to that. '!'here have been no accidents up to the 
present time. 

322. Do you tl1ink 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. 

323. That is a point you don't feel competent to give an opinion upo11? It is a point I have nothing­
to do with. 

324. According to your view, you would retain the workshops in their present position? lt 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 auy difference whether thev are taken four, 
five, six, or seven miles out of the town? None ,v-Imtever. · 

327. I 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. 

328. 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 fonrards. 
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? It is-
usual to have them as near as possible to the centre of the system. . 

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

333. Is that not the practice of modem days ? The practice is to get them as near the centre as-
possible. . 

334. Do~s it not strike you ·as strange that in these three capitals tliey have tl;em 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 Traffic Department than yours? What, the workshops? 
336. No, as regards the centre? Ifan eng-ine 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 the General Manager stated it is the modem pmctice 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. You only speak from a workshops' point of view, and don't give an opinion on the traffic 
requirements and that sort of thing? No. 
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339. By .Llf?·. Crisp.~ What position do you occupy at the Railway? I am Locomotive Super-
intendent. -

_. 340. Ar~_you aw~re tl~at M~·. Back Jias reported ,to us ._that J;Iobart Statioµ f,hould 9!J ,reb~jlt? I 
·bel1eve there 1s somethmg 1ii,e·that qn the board~. - . 

34_1. P,o 1yo_µ ;thi.n} :tJ1 a_t__~l~~~rnkl,e ? ): can'.t .s31,; _ jt_ :il_l __ c1el/!=l:t;l4!l qµ _:th_e ,pql\cy, o,f J!,~-Gp:v~1:m11ent-
342. Have you seen the plans and specification:, of the ne~ st1ttjpnr?' J~P.- ., -

:3~3. P.o·yim :think,:,a,5, fa,r . .is the ;p1;~11en.t ilt~ti.on~4ot1se,ill, c<m.~er~/lcJ,,th~r/l,is ,sµ,flici~n..t 1ag~pll!Jl1.rdati'on 
for some years to come? I have not sufficient knowfodge of the traffic in Hobart to say. · · 

344. ,If :Af:r.iHacj.{,_ states ,the rail,~vay ,aMhe,station:is . dangerous Jo ,-the .-ti•av.lllling .,pµb}ic, w_ogld you 
endorse that-opu\101v? ,In ,what: Miav7•! · · · 

3~5. Mr. Back says an accident will occur _,sooneJ· ,or ,later i,n,!L ,bad f.o~·ni,,aµd . .1;!)9Qrnm.enµs,certain 
1,~lt~rat_1_od.!!iS·: wu_u,!(:I. )Y.RU 1nqt )~ncJm:s.e ,'\v_b~t ,hf:) ,~ays.? _J ,qoI,J#ip,er ill~,t ,<?m~l'itng .nt ,)\l!j,CflU,ai:~e-street 
,1s very: .!P}g~rqu~. · 

346. Do you think the passenger accommodation a_t the Station is adequate for· the traffic? I ,ha,.ye 
J;>n!Yh OJ1

8
. e: y._e;p·'.s .. _\l,xp~riew,e ,he1·~,, aptl J )11w.e, J+f:1VJ;Jr, ~\lJ~n :J'flY- g1:\liit)i;t.c;q.µv._~n_it11-,ce &3r.er~yAC\l,d ._by I?~-;S,s_engers 

at t e tat10n. · · · · 

347. Do you know every train that g_Q,e.s out,rJms,,a,rj_s_k,tJia,t mmld1H,ot.:be,p,\Jrwitt~d ,b_y,phe:~oard of 
T1:a<le? I am lj0t aware of that. _ · ' · • 

348 .. Do you 'tbinkth;t grm1p,d.,9ff ;P,a:1:k-,;st1!~~t st, thec.s]a,i;igb.~\lr-lgjp.,s.~ 1}".0P,-lp.1 JA!\-~Afl-,~Uita,p~e P!~<;.e ,fpr 
worksho_ps ? Plenty of, room th.~re. _ · - - · 

. µ~9. W,ouM it~_f}re )e 'any 4J:f;ij:<,qlty ,,ip 1rn@iI]g,,a.li11e, aqw;n tne!·.el .l,t,f!.ltc1en,~nAs . .Y{]l\/f;e YO!,l,;w'!))ll, d 
take it frow. · · · _· - · · · · · .,T 

-;35,Q. R.ave yop,/le:\'\llrthe, gr~mnp., they "jll'ft i:-\Jqla,i1ningr? :Jes. _ 
351. Would you recommend· the workshops to be erected there in,p1:eforence .. fo (i]Jarflmo11t? ,Wem..u,st 

, l:i!J;v.e, som,e wp1~k,sh.o.ps. · 

. 352. You have stated Just now that the constructive work should all be done at Launcesto.n; ,A!.'e.y9u 
.,llrW,lH'.0 ,tl:mt -;i,,hen, tp._e .. M~~;ll ,M.IJ.e ~ai\w,~y, -ivi~ ,t.rn,4er 1:/Yf-r--.Gl'ilcJ'!t'!! I}l,~i:wge_Ip,\l!),t, the,x~il;1¥.~y,mrri~g~s were 
e~•j31;ted 1n J-~qJ?a1:t a t-,!<l1e~p.\lr , 1~t~s 1.tl)an. 1they ,;l)pnl.d,,bei i~porte,d:? ,I ~J+L}m'":lH',e fl).,::i-t t)l,~y. ,~:~re,,er~ct,~,d,,at 
.H;q'q:u;-t. · · · · · · · 

, i35_q. }Vit:11 ,tl;\e1p~·~~ent,i;o.a.9J1tll;tlry,,:p;1,d.;~.PI1fi~I_)..~s ? I,.:;i.p.1 .I).,qt>P1'.,rP!lre,µ,.to, a;q.,~~ver Y;\l}t.f]H~~tiQN• 
354. If that is true, do you think they should be disturbed· and simt,,tM~a;i.u;i.aest_on,? ,Tb..at- is,.a ,mat~er 

,,:if,p9Ji.cy. . _ 
355. If it. earn he sh0wn, that the&e1 carriages, cambe ,oDnstruete:d,,cb,ea.per,ip.fllo b.a,r-Mhs1,.njµ La,l~!Hl(l!l,l;O?,, 

qr .. ~s,,clrn~p; ,w;qµld ;yoµ th~P ~~y c tl1~.~e:,,Y,<;)J;~~hqps ,~_i10pLd..J;i,e _,,q,ori,e111-;w1ry .J\:W.i., R1' ,}''<?R,lµ.,J]o}l ,J;il-~'?¥111!~~-~ their 
re.moval, to l,a~mcesto!-1? If'the work c:;,:n, be done as· cheap qr _ch~!tp~r jiI H,obart; the,re is N.o re_~~Qn why 

· it §ho ul'd not· be 'done there. . . ·. · ' · ·· · · • · 

_356. You doµ't believe fan a pat~lrw:ork system as far as tjie constr,u,oti<;m of a sfation-hou,~_e,anA~.tation­
iY::tr:d js con<;erge·4. ·For ·in~tance, 'tL tlie 'Gen(;'lral ·M,anage1:,_ l~okjµg __ ahe~p.-.a feyV Y\l~rs, qomes, clo,yn with 
· plans ·for a new station an·d yard, woul-d it: be. the- better coi.irse· to .adopt that rather than. a· patehwork-syste:i:t!-1 
I don't know what you mean by a patchwork system. 

357. That instead of putting·down rails one year arrd pnll.ingthem,up another,it·is·-hetter to•have a 
"goocl,system,and,w,erk,,upon,•itl? · d 1.h~nk.-you,,eug,ht to.,ha:ve,a,plan;.a1!d :w.01ik,upo:n,that. 

:35~. "The station•lwuse 'does 110t, come und~r your ,<leprp-tpi~nt" _in ~ny way;~ ~ o. 
359. What does? Roliing-stock, machi~ery, signals, and all the -~~ech;nical appliances,,<;>fr..t~el l~.~~­
;~~Q., N;9thj,ng, t,o, qo,~yith.,~h.e \~YMJ,g o.,1t;9f 1t~is? _ N,?,,,fa,st .tl~e P:WHha_l),l~:;i.l p~rt. 
1361. ·,You,,ean, qnly, gi,ye ev.ii;lence, in «;!<iUl.IlSction. ,1Yith yqm· . •_Qw,n .,depal'tw.e.nj:. 1 H,(!:v;e , y91u ,,§!Je.n,~~z.i.y 

superfhrnus work, or any w&ste, 01· anything you could suggest for improvements a,~.f:p; (!S,,t.he)I9pl,lrt.~Q~k-
,-~p.qps,,a1,e-. qq~~c;e.n;i.~.<;l. ; .Q.o3y.~u :tl.i-1~k. tp.<;)re, ai;e1 tRO, n:t!!-BY ,<;JI\ ~oo ,,f~;w I,l:11),ll ,!W]-J?JC/Y,edJ~.ei;e;? 19'u,-ite ,~~mgh. 

362. H a-v;e.you,sean,ilie:. Clarffi1tont,Bi.te"? ·.Yes.. , 
0363. Do,,you, think ~aLa,v,ery,.goo,d,site1.forcthe_ ,eJ:ectio.n-of.,:w_orl~sJwp~? ,"Y !l!S· 

··364. 'Does'it require very expensive machinery for-1:he raHway workshops-as;a-_ru:le.·? _S~me .ofJhe 
machines are very expensive. 

··365.:··F<;n' in!'ltan~~, ff tlie··Goveri:pn~nt, _dec.ided· to. const!:uc_t carri\l,ges a!' G!are~_ont,:could-the.:y -1;1ot be 
constructed.as cheaply-there as any,yhe.re el~e•? ; ,J\1st .(ls w~ll; 1f. they• nad-.~he appha1!C!3S· and,.machmes. 

366. Supposing the present:~ppliancEs wei;e, removed to, Clar~m9nt, wou;tci that"do? 'If_you ,!_~ok all 
'the applian<{esrfrorii Launqe~ton av-o:'Hobart l,lS well, yqu wo1,1\d,4ave good~pplianc~s. ., 

367. l(nq'\}"ing _that we.have the Sorell Railw~y so _plose, .. antf the __ :b.er~ent Valley Line,_3:nd the 
'.0.atlands ~nd:Apsley:Line, an'd·'the pr9spept of the :Huon')jne, ·.don't you:thiilk we -,&hould·. ~~ave wo!k-
·shops arHobart·? "-.You might as welHiave shops at every station. -·· 

3(?$. _Y ot1 w;ould thi:p.k it p.esirable _to send eyery J.ittle. break. t~ L~unceston for i'epairs? .. N?, __ that· is 
what y.oU; hll.ve/(;he ,·epairing-shed af"~()bart for. ' _ · 

0

369 . . BY ]Jfr. Henry:-x OU have sa,id that th~re ,a.re certain foi:emen l!IJ.der pres~nt 11tr~~gements 
which'l unctersta11d might be ·dispensed.,wi'th. ··Tliey aTe'dnplicated under your .present sy~tem.' :. Could 
you give the Committee any idea of the probable unnecessary cost that is _incurred through rthis- duplicate 

-· sy.stem : ,,ill'lthe fust ,place,, how ,illflllJ'i fo1·e_men, are iq~plicam4·? .. rrhr.ee. 

[Railway Workshops.] 
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370 .. 1'h:r!le .m.en.\you .. mi"ght,disp.ense .. with? ,· Yes,, 
371. What are their wages? About 50s. a day for the 

Then· the1:e is;;tl1e,.i;l~1;plica:ti,Qil';iOf to:ols;s,. Foi:; in:sta-1).ce,e if; )'OU 
one end and the foreman at the other would-never ask for jt> 
end to, the. othei;:pac:Jt:wai;d~.!lnA.fo~w?,r,µJ!.;;_. 

three, and they are paid overtime besides. 
wan"tccl. a block: cast vot1- -rni'd1t have it at 
Yotl,,~oulc"hnot ,·.be , .. sending. tools, from one 

372. In these three me11:_,,alon~ )h~, wouW .. _be r_l"Ot,lll~\ly1 , £JR0,, a ,.yea,i:, ,yon: might. sa "e · practjcn lly ? 
Exactly. · · · · · · · 

· 373. if the ra1l_w:;i.y:$, we,i:~-.woi;~e.4:;!l-1!:a)msi,1;10;;§,CQll:IJ!l.V!l· Y9lJ..wot1J9,~(lt,9n,9!l· disp,emie .with ,these three 
_men if_you hacl control.of that pqrtion of the work:? Yes, if_ all the works were in one pince_. 

374. Arid that, you say, is ~erely one portion? . Yes. 
. 3~5 .... CC?.~W. y.911 1in.~iq;i,te; ,to, the_ JJom.w~ttee_.;ins:_1)t_h_el'., ;way a 1sa,:ving;:pml.d ,be effe~ted.-.? There .would 
be_i,t.,iiav_i11g ___ by_-i::onc;!)n~ratjr;ig,t:he.~ta:ff..,. If:,i.job·came)n:5n,;;t h1t1iry yot1.,c'qt1~d cqncentratecthe, whole of the,, 
hands on it, - ., 

376. CquJ~.-Y0.~:.1n.rJ;~1;mt,e,;i~.to.J1~ m~p.y.-,nen_ yqq,.c;O\\L9,,(:'ii~p,~n~!l:"with,.,i£,.y~u,wc.~~•acting irnder. these 
eco_noID_i_c_ con_cl,itioR'.s.J . I .c;:aI].ll.9.t!lax, _ex,11-ptly,,

1 
\)uqh_~)l,_In_jg~1t, l:>e cntdo~n.con,M:embly--:, 

3i7. That is, the men in addition to these foreme~? Yes. 
37~; r _!!U}J_p·q~~.Jitdsion:fy:-fajr ,to.,,say ,th~i rri.en. ·fl.n_qc.,fo,rl;lm,en-.,:e1~gag:ccl_-,Jrere-.do.·!eonsll'licVi ,,,c -work ? · Y cry 

little of late. It takes them all their time to keep the rolling-stock in repai,r;;,_ 
· · 379., W.l)at J wan,tto, pQin.tou~tis,-thi~;Jl~!!-t1thi~· .. w~mJgv1wt·,!.>e·:alt◊gE!the1:,s~ve.d:,money'-,-,-that.thcse men, 
·including the foremen, do some work here whic11 you would have to do at-,tl1c .pth'er- -end.,jf, the workshops, 
here_ ~vere clo~edJ. Egpt1J:1~o,,,but_1yQl! ;i;;e~-:-<?!!e forel)).l!J!:,\!<>ttld lopk.,ilft1w-:IUO,,m,en ,as well a::\JO. 1 

380. The foremen would be all saved : do they do any work with thei1· own hands? The. blacksmith i 
and carpenter do, bnt not the other. 

381.. Do I .un1,e1~t11µ,dJh.~tpra~tic;ally_ you CQ_n.i.rJ ~l!ve mqi,t1 o(_th.e~e.ithree l.Ilgn,'.~ ~ag'.es·. ,at. all events'! 
~xactly so. · 
.. . 382. Yqu. a1:e :l1Qt,p1;ep_are.d to 1my;wl1at all}.on_nt cQ_uld .. \:Je ~aved- : . .I wo~lcl ._\il,rn_you .. to. fnpi;i)_;;h informa­
tiqrl.,J!taµip~4. -~i th _:y<?,_~1; ;i.u_t_h,q,1:it)'.,_. wl~~t_aUip_u:cyt,iri,yqm; J11,Q.gl,!:1,/l!.J.t,c;o_J~ld;.l:ie. saved :nl) c,ler ,p1;0.v~ !:,01:g~p \sa tio_q. ,; 
y~u CQt~ld. g~t th~_9s,;11\3tflrJ.0~-:.9f tli_~ __ aqcounJ(ll!t :_ coulµ .y9-u, ,do· th!!-t 1 Oh, .. y~s, . I could_ g1y_e, .(111 est_tmate .. 

T!te Cltainnan: The accountant can. give Mr. Batchelor what it has cost, but it would be for him-.to .. 
say W h;i t i teµi,s_po1;1ld,. be. re,a,Jly t3ayeq, " . 

_ 383. By_ .1.i{r., B_tf.1:rett,-:-:-Witµ_ r~fe1~epc~. to,th.~;c;o_s_t, o-t',re!-')eiving. pl,ai:it fo~· _eng-i~.e:i anct carriage_s, do 
you think Launceston is in• any way_ infei·ior to Hobart in that respect? .. No ; it is' handier. _ 

38_4_ .. It. CO!lt§Jetis.to,.la~d .. ,;n,lJ.t!l~'!~Lin~.Q, .. the. }VOi:ks.µop~ .a(_J..1,1!l-n.<l!3S.top.;,tha,p.:,H.Qbart? · M,qch •the· same. 
. 38.'k. W.,h\Jp.\,t.h~:n.e~v:-,~haefifsi!:n~i1t~lJ.t,J,~tpi,ceston,_~rnf ,pu,t,in, J!onnec_tfon _ wjth .,you1•, .roads,,-the . cost of, 

la_,riµing,-g'?osl-s-.,in:tp.Jh,e; iY~JJP/IY.il.~ l;>e co~p_3,1~a-tively, sm~ll} : P1·actic1,1lly! ,so. 
386. What are tl1e · largest ships you have seen. alongside the Launceston· whai-f -'fron!"·whi'ch ;railway• 

~lari.tJias 'be~n; :bi;9uglj_tqff,? Tli~;'P,¥lf _oj.-;Ca)pep.tirflia, G-;ulf:-·-ef, _llf_e__rp"i'c().; · BsseiC,i•.and .all, the,,other Gulf 
lil):ers.' ' 

387. Do•.you: ever.'-heai•-ofanf diffi.qulty ir(getting .alongsid~·,the wliarf? - No. -
388. It has been put forward by members oft_he Ciimmittee_ that"_ the Govern,;nent ·in other_ co~mtries 

find" it mci're economical,. aiid.'from,cll.oice-fake·their'WOfkshops -five•ol''si':,c:ftlfles'.6Uf'of -.town·; -what -is· vour­
opinion on that matter;?.• My.opinion.!is,that.they<have- been-- compelled -to go·; th·ere-- is ··no ·room iu· the-, 
town for them. . 

. 389; .If. th!;l,,pr~~en.:t1 work,r!um.l:!.: a1:e, .. re~pved, . .-. what-· kiijqJ,-:,:W'()U!g.•,:,Y()Ul'-'establisil :? what. would: you 
recommend to be put up__th,!lr~. at .. Oil.lI'.E)Jl}Qnt J I presu1~HL.they, woul4 .. put up.; the . present. shops . if they 
9-ecided to remove thl'lm. · · · . · · 

390. You ~aye ~ !ot_ ()f rn!!_Qh{Ile;;_J.Q'Yn- J1e)·Lthat_ ,mi'gl1t be. employ:ed _sofely. in .. constrµction .. ,md not, 
repa.ir.s: jt woqlcl be adi~~abJ(fJ0Ja){e3h!lt_plant to the.new. 'wor~slJqps. at_Clar_emont? Y'~s. 

· 391. As regards the capabilities of the machinery you-,-,hav.e .a~ ,L!!-1moe~ton,.,.do .. you;,.think,:it ·is_ quite 
equal to the work ofconstru_c_ting all the rolling stock that might be required for the '.next ten or twelve 
years ? I should think 1fo1 - ·-· · 

' 392.--You had engiries-iaiideci here and.-sent 'to-Launceston for• the ·purpose of'being :put together and 
put. _in mnning order: w.oul.d_.yo .. u. inform th.e Commi.tte~ ~~hy that p. Jan was adopt'ed? ·· Simply because we· 
had-·m()re .room;:cancl· "!Jetter,-apphance~,:cran_e;s,··iScc.;-. fol'.J1:f_t1pg.,them, at-,:L!!-unceston.,- . 

3'93_r Th:e-·mei:e· fifof:o:f-"11aving th·ese,appHarices· would: enabfo, J6u-· to- -put ·:them ci1ea:per on- the rails­
tht11l yo.u- could ~t 1l:cibar.t::?-. ·.- Oli;1-'yes:.:r.: I did, p:iJ.e h:~te;,and !it.:cost »aatly:,doubla;,, 

394. Perhaps you :will 1iiifonn··:fhe 'C'o'mfui'ttee iv hat .tax-if puts···on· your -time- having this d tial s-ystem -? 
I ·generally: los_e_ aoput ,thte:~ 1days: a·_week-.,, I ,9ome dowtHini-TuesrJay,-. remain:,oiie, day.. in ,I-Iobart, and go­
back th:e;t1ext ·dai:•·-' · 

395. _Then, again, supposing the bulk'·of·fl1e plant ·hete;:-ivad0;ke11-·and ·put :in-new shops at Claremont, 
you would still :requii:e •!l staff ,of woi•.k.men:he:i-e,in,boniieclion ,with ,'.the,runningcsheds? · -'Most decidedly. 
_ 396. For instance, ifan engine came in with a broken spring,you·coulci•not·riiri hei'to· Claremont· fot 
repairs-? No. _ 
· 397. As "i-egai:d_s the engines an,d- carriages· "in i·egular use, you· keep- a Cregjster of the ·nui:J;Ibe1'. of miles 
run,-and you think it•necessar-y- ori. the completion-of:a·ce1·tairi ·nuinber ofmiles to take tl"iem into· the -shed-. 
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an<l give them.an-ovei'haul: <loes ,it cost anything··to·take rhaJ engine to' Lun11ceston? ·Nothing; it-could 
take a train. 

398. It is.really-no ben•efit to ex:ten<l the 0,vork,:;hops·here·on thatacco.imt? No. 
399. ·You-have ha1l-a·goo<l-''<leai--·of-expeiience' here·· and in' •Queen'slan<l and other 'cotmtries; and we 

may .a,r.well: have yoi.u•'opinion liei·e. : Yb1i-a1·e- aware that a.t ,the ·cro~sing" of ·Mra·cqua'rie~st-Jieet .the traffi_c iit 
· congested ? 'It ·is jtist like ,the1ileek0of a-.bottle,,,art.drj,f 'the-Corpo1,ation ·,,i;oi\ld ·,consenti-,to ·:close 'that st1·eet 
the 1)1'ese11t•\vo1:ksliopst,to.uld•,1iot ·.retJhfre•Jto-.be·.rerno.ved. 'I-lalf•of 'th'em c·ould ·be •.put''up ·another· -way 'to 
gi-ve the rrece;:sa1•y,:acciolinifodation. · 

400. Confdsou ad Vise that any additional 1nichinery 'should ·1be p'nt in the' lfo'biut woi'l,shops with -a 
view of goi11g into consfructiori? •'I don't ·thii1k •so. 

. 401. · Could you givii 'tlrn Com,mittee an estimate of the cost _of re1poving the worl~shops to Claremoni? 
To remove the present,:statl: it -wo.uld-reHl~ire a;good sum. ' . 

402. ,vtmld-you:Cfind•eno.ilg,h:w\J.tei•'nt Gla:rernont to 'nn1-coudensin:g ·engines? · Oh; yes; it is an easy 
distance <to tlie ;riv,er. ' . 

403. · 1dias · b'eeIT said that1000'gallons- alday would 'be sufficiei1t' for these ,vorkshops: do you think 
-so? Yes, there-is ·not 1imch'!l·equired,, only frn"frlling -the --boiler. • 

404. And then, I suppose, you would not 'recommencl'the·workshops to be, built .of stone and that so,rt 
of thing·, but just of galv;mised iron? Exactly so. The foundalions'for the boilers and chimneys would 
require to pe·of stone. · _ 

405. Don't_you think it would be,11ecessary to have a bigger water supply to_ keep something in t11e 
way of a fire-extinguishing a.pparatus- antl 'Iiave the 'woi'ks in a stat~ ·of safety, rather than only a small 
supply and _leave the1p:-at the mer_cy of any fire that might ta_ke place? You could get· a· fire-engine that 
would take the water from -the river. · 

406. That would not be so good as a gravitation ·scheme? ·.Oh;--no. 

407. 'By M1•; Orisp:.c...,-W•here a,reyour ·head quarters? · Launce~ton; just now. 
408. · Don't you ;think it'wohld ·be as good for you ·to ·come·dovJn 'here if the ·•Govel'nnient desired :if.? 

If you brought· all .the men down'."'here. 'l ohght to be where the biilk of the nien· are. 

409. As' far as shipping is concemed; I ,ms 'desirous of 'showi11g that v'e'ssels of larger capacity ~ould 
come up the river at' Hobart tha11 up the 'l'arnar; that is to say, th~ largest ship afloat could come up and 
.discharge close to om· wharves. · Could it do that in Launceston? · N 9t the G1·eat Eastern. 

410. ·wit1_1 the exception of the G1·eat Eastern, I· would ask you whether the like of the Pahelta 
could come up? Yes. 

411. Shipping people -,here say she c<:ml~ not get up? I asked lhe captain when lrn was at H obatt, 
.and he said his steamer coi1Hl be ta'lrnn up the Tamar. 

Col. St. 'Hill:· Why dicln:'t they take her there, then, to l;nid ·the engines'instead of to Hobart. Bad 
management that,- surely? No;· the vessel wg,s chal'tered for Hobart. 

412. 1)y · the Clu!,frinan;~'JJo sum ,qp : do l understand' -that,-in your jddgment, the removal of tl~e 
--shops ·to ClaTemont w.:mlcl ;re.ally be the· ei,ection •of ·one ,additional establishment which is unnecessary'? 
Exactly so. 

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

413. 'By tlte' C!tidrman.--'-'e'-fa,ib1bsolutely •necessary, ·u:nder any circumstances, 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. ·ny·coz.: 8t.·.FI,ill.-=--Havin)(regard to this ·beii1g the capit!!l, and the assurance given by two 
successive Gm,e-mrnentti that· the·works shoi1ld -not :be .removed from· Hobai·t, yon still think they should be 
removed to Launceston? If it is .the policy',of'the Go"vernment.to remove· them, that is all right. 

.The Chairman : : If the policy of the Government comes into collision with his judgment he cannot 
Jielp that. 

11fr. I-Ienry: So much.the worse for the policy . 

Col. St. Hill: ·Jt-.mi_ght be.so much the-worse the-other way . 
. 415. B;i; JJ:fr. Bar-rett.-'--What is your status in t'he engineering world? You have already told us 
-0f your experience in connection witll"·Queeusland railways ·and Tasmanian railways.: were you ever in any 
-ot.her rountry? I have .neai:ly 40 years'- experience of railway work ·at ·Home and other countries. I was 
·selected out of 100 applicants· to com!) out to tlie ,Qt1eensland railways, I_ came out with_ the first eugines to 
Queensland, assisted to erect them, and remaiued · there for five years. I had a ·long experience in 

. England, Spain, and Portugal besides that. 

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 22, ·1891. 

WILLIAM CUNDY, ca.lled'ctiid·exani,ined. 

410. By' tlte Cltai·rman.__::_We thought that you,· from your' 'long expel'ience of the Main Line Railway 
~nd railway matters generally, could give us valuable information in l'egard to what tlie Connnittee desires 
:to ascertain. In the firsqJlace, I would-ask yotnvliether, in the interests of the travelling p11blic, greater 
-.accommodation should be .give11 in the present station at Hobart? l think so. 
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417. You think that greater accommodation should be given? Yes, certainly; there iii rio doubt' 
about it. 

418; Have· i0ti iie'e·n tlie' pfan'!(oftfoi new 1'ailway stati<.Yiir No; r liavii rievei.· seen: tlicm·. 
419. Do. you tliinl~ tliat uhe sfatron~yartl' ~ai:i be so a.~t~_red' tliat, ~he . requii~ment,( of _tlie goods frafilc. 

c;m be met withou.~ renwving th.e, pr~s.ent·worl~shops? . I. d<> not thi11k that slicli a: thing• i~ practicable; ,I 
dare· say it is possible, but, considering the large amount' of excavation tl1a( ,:,:-oulcl \iif 1ie·cessary,, and the_ 
obstacles that _would have to be encountered from the Domain Committee, I do nottliir& you could extend· 
the ~tatibn s'ufficiently'foi all' 1'eqiiiremeii'ts•witl\.out reriiovhlg: the .. ivi.h'kslibtls'. fo fact, dti1'ing' tlie tfme that 
the line was in the hands of the Main Line Company, Mi~ Grant !l.n'cl' I offeli' fa'lked' ov'e1; tl\'e' iiiatte1'· of 
1•ein0Ving: the· \vo1•lrs-Ifops; aiid Oii' oh~' occasion we• approached Ml\ M!'Greg01i Olli the: swbjeot;, thinking, that 
his ship-yard would be a suitable site. Long before•uhe· M~in -Ji,inw w'as:- pmcha'sed we- had 1Jhis· questioti' 
before- our 1i1inds,· but we· came to the coµclusion, from tlJ!) Comp~nJ".s point of view; that i{ would cost too 
much money. After the line was purchased, Messr<1. Back and Batchelo·r, and Mr. Granf an_d mys~lf, 
~i~ited the s11ip-yard-,ri91 a view o~ ~eeing "'.1ietl_ier it would_ be suitable for the workshops. I believe that 
l\fr: Batchelor was of the sam'e' opinioit as· Mr: Q-rlint; tJui.f it ivotild cost'_foo miicli· ri10'1iey; a'dd theii' ,vould 
not oe large enough. The present railway-ci'ossing' in Macqtfarie--sfre·ei if ve1-y dltrigei·ous, and1 ,ve· t1fod all 
tlfat wei•possil/lf coultl fo·get-the,1 Govierrr~ehMo allow llS money to' put a• bridge :~Ver the1'e,,j:t1sti Where that 
old sliuntin'g h'tit ll.'se'd to' he:· ari'dt ,vlie1;e· the' p1'esent· painting: shop• is now,, Thnt Mr: Finclrnm neve1• would 
allow it. We :wanted the bridge to give us more room on the crossing. · 

420:- By .Ll1·1•;-Bci_1·fet{ • ..:..:..;.Was if only a fot:it0 b1•idge you:-wa11ted ?· No;,a: bridge-for vehicuTar fraffic a_s 
well'. ',rlie io~ff ,votil'cl _have· fo'~ave beeri' dive1ted:,. a'rl'cl go· 1•ourtd by tll'e' present-p'olice• quarters;- l think 
you ,viWfirld' it tefefred- to fo! th'e Pal'liamei:Ytai·j Pa1'Je1;s. Mr:, Fin'cham would not give l\'Lr .. Grant, the 
money for it, und so it was never done. The-workshops ought to be removed,, trhere· ·is, not the- slightest 
doubt, because there is not nearly room- enouigl1• t<;> .clo the- necess_ary sh~mting, and- the1·~- ~an- be· 110 c'tation 
accommodation so long a.s they are there. We (ully intended, if the line had remained in the Company's 
hands, to move them ours-elv'es· to some· rh<fre suitable place: 

42f. By tlte Chairman.-N·ow; assu111ing' that i't is __ d~sfrable to 1\fove· tlie worksl'iops,- ,vould it 1iot be 
desirable, to have them e1;ecfod in some· place cl'osei; fo Hotatfthan 'Chn'enio'nt'? Froili w'l'i'at I kno,v· of' it 
at the p1;e:se11t' tiilie~ I tlii:illt fh'a't Clllremo·!'i:t-,voWld- be· abbti1i fhe' bei:ft: phtce\, I am, not:speaking interestedly, 
be'ca\i.s'e if ,vould abs6lu'telf p'iry :me! bette1·; from a: prh;-a'te 1foint· of view,. if the shops1 were-neu1rer· the Town. 
I hold freehold 1_'iro)'ie11ty at' Cl'a'rem'oiit 011 ,v!Wcli1 l ifosign to1p'1l.'t a.' pi'ivil.1te i·esidenee. Speaking. disinterestedly, 
Clare'mont; is a bout-the· inost su•rtable· place that· I know of.;- and• a few mi,les- more or less, in the establish­
ment of permament workshops make very little difference·. 

422.· I suppose tliat the' h.1terest y'ou·have at Cla-re11lon.-t would not bia~- yonl" j,udgement in any way? 
No ; because I hold freehold property of far more ben(lfit, to m'e at New Town. . 

423;- Have y'ou a• thorough knowledge M the Launceston ,vo.11kshops-?- Yes. 
424. Do you consider that there i~'th'e're'-alHlie 11fachiiiery and,a:JYj>li:fnces-,. and everything (hat is necessary 

t<'>"meet-t-he wants·of on-riiaihvay system-for the next-9 oi' 10 yea-rs;,in regard-to tlre construction of stock? 
I don't think thei'e is· suffieierit foom iri the' Launceston workshop, that: is if y_ou __ a:re 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. I don't know very m1~ch about_ it, only that I have seen that it is 
a swampy place, and that the foundations are 11ot so sefofo as they ai'e d·o,vn hei'e. 
. ~5. To w<;>r~ the li'ne~ as, eco~omfcalfy as pos~_ibje, o·tight tliei'e fo he 1·tjnni11g;, i·epai\·i·~g· an-a' coiistfoc~ing 

shops both in Hobart and Latiilceston? In this Colony yoti: wa1it riiiiniilg· and re-paiifo'g sliops· at both 
places. 

426; You must iiave some constru6ti11g, sl1op, where tlie bul'i..: of° t:fie qoilstfocti'o1J is cafried on. It is 
not proper·.tq ha:ve that constru?fi,ng sl~op.in the cenfr~ of the syiitem.? If is riot tl~e· gen~rµl systelll; the 
principal raifway company that do tteir 6-ivri constructing-; that I knq,v of, is• the London and N'oith W e$terh 
Raihfay. They malfo' ev'e1Jthing; froin' tlieii' ciw'ii wfre nail's np to· locoffiotive· e'ngines ;· bt'tt in' Victoi'ia and 
New South. Wales they go in more for doing repairs, giving the constmction work out to contractors. I 
think, with the large amount of new rolling-stock tha-t -you have now,· that a repairing-shop a't each: end of 
the line would certainly meet all your i:equirements, until you go in for new rolling-stock.-

427, An~ thei:i give the work of coµstru.ct_ion out by, c,ontract,? That- is a ~atter that should be left 
to. the discr(!tion_ 9f the m11nagement. Certai~ly you will have \1 large ,amount _of_ "'.'01:k (6 be· <lone at this 
end of the li,ne· if_ all the: lines 11-ow propo~ed <lowµ. f1!)re are made·;, a!i.d it- is si1foidal, in fact yon i'tin great 
1·isk of accident,, in sending. "dead" engines or dead stock 0ve1· the Iiiie. 

428.- I wa·ut fo lufow whether you, think there otig.lit to· be two s_ets· of w<•>rkshops? I think one work­
shop for construction is quite sufficient for the Colony; and I think it shoul~ be situated.at tho centre that 
has the greatest mileage running into it. 

429. Should there be running-shops at the termination of the system? ·Yes. I think myself if the 
colony is going to encomage local industry, that tenders for rolling·-stock should be called as a test before 
you think of building new workshops. I don't think M;r. Batchelor has any more room in the Launceston 
sheds now than he requires for repail's--;: ap.'d if he· 'ivent intq new work lie would require more shed room. 
I should certainly try to let all the work by tender before I built any extensive wo_rkshops. 

430. By 1.lfr. Orisp.-H6w inany J"e'lu's· ,ve1;e you oil the Main Lhie' Railway? 15 years. 
431. ln ivl1af caj_:iaeity?, I was· locomotive su1ierintendent- and g:ene'l'al- manager of. rolling-sto·ck. 

. 432. Hav)i yoii i•e'acl: the· re·po1:ts' of public m'eetings in: Ro·bait iii i'ega.r'd fo ihe i'aihvay ivoi·kshops? 
Yes. I attended one of the riiee'tifigs'. . . 

433. And was not the general reeling that ii1ey should be pitt on the piece of'lanci now being reclaimed 
near the slaughter-yards? The general feeling of the meeting I attended was that they should remain in 
Hobart, on the site of the slaughter-yards. 
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· 434'. Wha_t do _yon th_ihk of' that' j~iece. of h1n·d 'no,v being 1·eclaiined 'as a site·?') I1 tWnk' yotnviII-\vant• 

all the room there for station. purposes. 
435·_ What; do yon thi:nl(of Cfaremont·as a· site ? 1 I' thinldi iii a: very sn.iiahle place. The' larnfnow 

being reclaimed should be kept for station· purposes,· as a j~tty ·cotrld · ]je n1n•·out to·: deep ·water for very- Htt]~· 
woney, and large ships could come alongside of it. · 

436. Doyon think that the:Hubart station is•:lal'ge e1nmgh-:for,·present·-reqnii-ements-?r No, it 1s 
certainly- not large enough. . _ 

437. Yon·have'not'see11 the'plarts-of tlienew,station 7, · No ... 

438. -:lnd you think some improvement is necessary? Yes. The very questio1fyoicare going iiltb' 
rrb'w ·occupied the:attentio1t-of Ml•; Gl'ant:a:nchnyself.for some conside,·able 1imeJ. "Ve--fiilly intended'; ·if tlie 
line had not been sold, to move the workshops out somewhere. The site·.woulct,have been selected,by·Mri 
Grant. 

_ 4391. If the Government decide to erect: permanent .cOni;truction,shops,- do y,on. think. Claremont 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 ext_ension of the Derwent Valley and the. Sorell 
lttrns. It wol1ld 'be also nearer to the shippii1g porffor S"tralran. _ Being narrow-gauge raihvays, the traffic 
will _ be be pretty severe on them, and' the less ti-a velling of' stocli y<;>ti can g-et· the more beneficial it wilt be 
to' the sy,stem. -

440. You- are-aware, no.doubt; that-a: large-qnaritity of. rollingcstock, .eugines,,&c., is landed. here. anf 
taken to-LauncestOn to-be purtogether, Is that. desi1'able .. ?. No, certainly· notl. E.v.er.y:onei knows that 
that is against all e~onomy:;, 

441. I understood, Mr .. Batcheloi•, to. say-, that the engines could .be. better put together iu-. Launceston 
than in Hobart? The reason.for,that,-tq.-begin:with,.is,that there is.not.11oorn.enong11 iii.Hobart to lift,the 
present running engines, and at. the same. time put new ones together. Mr. -Blltchelor was 1:ight in.sending 
those·engines to Latinceston c_onsidering all things, because• r thinlt that sending them to Launceston,,vould 
more than pay for the freight there, on account of there being no room for them 1n HooarL 

442. Are you of opinion that the workshops musf be· removed before anything can be done to the 
Hobart station? Yes, most decidedly. There· is more injury from breakages clone in the Hobart yard iii 
shunting 'thail by the whole wear antl' tem··of the line put' together. 

443. Do you think that the improvement of the station is a work of urg'ency and importance? Yes; 
it should ha:ve' been· clone'lbng·ago. 

444. And'3iou· concur with :M:r. Back that Claremont. is a suitable site?' Yes, I think it is a suitable 
place·.-

445. Are you aware that Dr. Benjafield offered a site-'fo the Government? Ihave,not.consiclered its 
merits. I fancy that Dr. Benjafield's site is on an illcline ;• and !._think that the Claremont site is a, better 
one. . . 

446. Is there anything you think the Committee ought to be in possession! 0£ that. Y':lll have. not. yet 
dis_closed? If I was the general manager, aml in a position to direct_ matters in. connection with our 
railways, I should ce1tainly, erect, in the first place,. a repairing7sl10p, wherever it miglit be,. aml I' should 
then s·eco_r~ enot1~h l~~1d to put up permanent ,vorksliops, with a __ view of making'.~iew rollihg7stock, if_'it 
could· not be obtained m the colony as cheaply as we con]d· make 1t ourselves. I thmk we wonlJ be q~ute 
safe in selecting a site where we could ere<:t large workshops, but I would not go to the expense of ereetino­
them until I had tested the capabilities of the colony in tegard to the manufacture· of the' stock by contract. 
I am in a position to know that.if tenders' were called for; ce1:tain. people wot1lcl come here. from Victoria 
and other places and erect w:orkshops if they were successful, in tendel'ing. I should- ad v.ise you to. put. up 
repairing-shops in the first place, with· a view of extending them to permanent_- workshops afterwards, and 
to select a site where you can extend' them. 

447. You recommend Clarem™1t in preference to Launceston? Yes,. I do. I had, to, extend the· 
present Hobart workshops -with iron rail_s and sheet-iron roof fo keep the men under cover wlien they were 
iepairing waggons. 

4'48'. Wouli:J.' you recomme1icl tlie erection of a· proper station-house at Ho hart 1· Certainly,. If r had 
my way I should do as we_ intended to do-that is, to wipe out the present workshops 3nd niuni'ng-slied~ 
and e">:fend thE'.i" present railway station on the Park-street· sitle. It is a:· very ne·cessai'y worK; as·it' is not 
possible to work the yard as it is much longer. 

449. Do· you: think that' the present passenger accommodatibn is adeqnate· for·the fraflfo·? No, it is 
not sufficient for the traffic there is now. 

450. Do you think that every train tbat goes out' of tliat sfatfon incurs· a risk that woul'cl not be 
permitted- by.: the Board of. 'Ftade ?, I am snre; that the: Board, of Trade would not. allow you to. w.ork the 
station as it is now worked. There should be a bridge-crossing,. and,. in'. any case,.JY[acqmn:ie 0 st1:eet. should 
be carried over the line. 

451. Yon would 1,ecommend a· bridge'/, Yes; to· go' round. by'the police· quarte!'s;, 'rhis-road; was, laid 
' out once, and I thinli,: plans were made for the. bridge. M1: .. Grant asked. to- be allowed to do this, in. order 

fo get more room in the yard. The crossing in Macquarie-street is very danger,rns now, especially in ~ 
night-time, and it co:;ts a lot of money for signalmen and for men to look out when· shunting at night is, 
going on. · 

452. You endorse Mr. Back's opinion that a new station should be erected r Yes. 
453'. .And· that there should be new rail waJ premises for. the erection of' wor.kshops f Yes,. 

454. And in your opinion Claremont is_ 1he most desirable site? Yes, I think so. 
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,455, Bythe'C'hafrnia-n.-Were'notthe_MainLiue·-Compm1y in a cliflercnt position?~,vas it not 

judicious on their part to spend their earnings on additional accommodation, that the Governme11t ~hould 
not: get aqything back from them and pay them full interest? ·well, we had !o·work as well ns pomblc. 

·456. Would all this have been <lone;supposing thc.-Compa~y was:goi•ng,to mnkc fnrther profit out of 
·the line'! I think so. It would be better for the travelling pt\hlic. · 

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

· 459. By J1'fr. ·Hem·.1J.-Can yon telh1s the probable saving' that the ercetion of a new station will 
,effect in the working of the traffic! I cannot teH you· that,right off,. hut with •a· little cons:dcration I could 
:tell you approximately. 

4B0. Have you any idea•of the amount tlrnt wmild have to· be expen'ded'? About ·:£25,000 or £30,000 
would be required to do the whole. 

461. You say the station accommodation is insufficien~·for:the present traffic''! Yes. 
462. Has not the present station serve'd 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 doubt about it. The very 

first week that the Derwent Valley Railway opened anyone accustomed to the thing could sec a great 
,difference in the yard. There was only one road where dr.).ys .could back up to the truck;; and take ileliverv 
of firewood or whatever came·down; and the moment the Derwent Valley stock, fruit, fil'ewootl, &c. 
· began to come in yon would frequently sec the drays standing there half loaded, w hilc a train "·ns pulled 
out and trncks shunted off. The almost indescribable amount of time was lost through want of proper 

·station-accommodation for·goods traffic, and every line opened increased the difiieulty. 
464. ·what opportunities ha~,e rnu of observing the traffic working since you left the rnihrnv? I 

used to be constantly on the spot, a11<l ail'heavy traffic was handled l)y my men. • 

· 465. Used it to·he part of yom duty to superintend the traffic.? Only :1s regards the loading and 
_,unloading of things the porters could not handle. 

466. Yoi1 do not think it would be,prndenUo manage with the·station as it is? Oh, 1io ! it must he· 
altered. 

467. Conld the traffic be. canied on profitably with the pre,;cnt station? No, it is not possiule to do 
so. 

468. Yon don't know what saving would be eflected by the cr0ction of the new station? ;1[0 _ I 
know that when the Company had the line we were under a penalty to return the Govcmment trncb at a. 
certain time ; and we had to pull out tmcks half unloaded and. put them on to a train goi1JO" th1·oug-h the 
country. 'vVe used to see trncks of bark partial)y,unloade<l, in which the bark used to roll ~ff; blo

0ck the 
roa·d, anti cause the trucks coming' in to overturn. 

469. I want yon to tell the Committee, if yon can, what the_probable saving would be as :JO'ainst ihe 
amount outgoing in interest? I don:t. think you can ask me to answer that. question without c7'lcnlntion. 
I would not at.tempt to do so. 

470. You simply state there would be a saving? I can OJ1ly speak feelingly as a locomotive 
superintendent, aml from having to keep the rolling-stock in ,repair. l used to suffer more t,ian aiJYonc 
from this yard being too small. Its working -expenses are greater than the whole of the rnilwav' put 
together. · 

"171. You say it is tlangerou8 to·work it? Yes. 

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

473. Did you ever kill anyone? No,_fortnnately. vVe knocked clown two or three people. 'l'lic 
·traffic is 110w more than double what it was then. · 

474. Is that within your own knowledge? It is, from what I have seen when going by. 
475. Cannot some system of interlocking be introduced ,vhich would ob'iriatc the dangers 'rnn refer 

to at a less cost than these elaborate ,plans? -All the interlocking sy~tems yon can bring to benr ,;on't give 
you new roads. ' 

470. Will you confine yourself to the question of danger? You can obviate the danger bv means of 
interlocking, but you would lose time. · • 

477. You say yon can obviate the danger by means of the interlocking sy8tem ? There is no doubt 
~bout that. 

478. vVhat would,it cost? That I cannot tell. 

479. Have yon not said that in your judgment one construction "orkshop is all that is necessary with 
our present railway system? Yes, that is my opinion. • 

·. ~80. Yo_u h_ave saicl'that Claremont is_ the right site for repai_ring-shops, _will you require a shop for 
rnnnmg repa1rs rn Claremont and another m Hobart? You rcq111re a stable m Hobart. 

·. ·481. You would have to employ men there? Only cleaners and fitters, and there is always_ a fittino· 
bench· in a mnning-shed. · · 0 

482. Experts have informed us that a running·-shed is required in Hobart-what is a runninO'-shed? 
A running-shed is a: stable. . . 0 

483. Do you mean !o say tha~ in additio1: to_ a stabl~ you would require repairing-11hops at Claremont? 
Yes, because wlien yon-hft·an engme for repairs 1t som·et1mes takes 2 or 3 months, if you lrnve extensive 
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rcpai1:s·-to do,, such,,as ,taking-_,,out1-wheels, fht•inp;,_ti1,e:,;;, fil'e-box; &c. You want a shop .. apart from a running­
shed to do that -kind of work. In the,-best.-railway,systcms there a1,e-, rnnning:,-sheds; .. repairing-shops,, and:,. 
workshops -for construction, 

484. And )'on -think Claremont is th·e best site for-constl'llction_ works -in the ·colony? Yes. 

485. Would the whole of the Launceston plant have lo be taken to Clareniont? No, all the Launceston 
shops are required foi·-rurtning repaii's. 

486. Have yoi1 sufficient plant here for the shops at Claremont? No, there is not suffi'cient, but very 
nearly so. ' 

487. Then you would. req\1it:e additional plant? Ye&,a little. 
488. And .y_ou would- have to dup)icate the hand:s and dep~rtments '! It would ~1ot be so any more than 

it is now. 
489. If the line-:was _.your _o~vn, and you,wanted to.work it as economically_ as pps;ible, would. you, as 

a practic_al man, dup)ica te your staffs'? _Yes ; it would be better than running the stock over the line and 
back agam. 

Yes., 
490. Yon ha.ve sai.d. that tlwre shou Id .be onlf one constniction workshop_ fo1· the ,,v.liole of the system ? 

491. Where should it be? At the centre which has the gl'eatest mileage nrnni11g into it, and that .is" 
Hobart_. There is the Derwent..Yalley_, Brighton, .Rorell, and ot<her lines, as well as the Strnhan litie. If 
yon were going to send a railway caniage to. Strahan, you would.:riot think--of sending jt to Launceston 
first. 

492. You base your answer on the mileage? Yes, on the mili:iage, both existing and in prospective. 
In buildi11g these w61,kshops you· must·have•an,·eye·ro,the fu'ture:, W'hen the extension of'-the Derwent 
Valley line is completed, as well as other proposed-'·extensiotJS,. I 'think-Claremont will be found the most­
suitable -p),1ce Jor.,-permanent shop;i., 

493. Do not -the extensions from Mole Creek to Zeehan and Writt\tah-to,Zeehan·affect your judgment 
in that matter? Speaking as a practical 'man, I -don't think. those Hi1es ought· to be ,made, However, an 
answer- I gave befofo will ·meet that-viz.; at present I ·would-advise· the Govemtnent only to put. up' 
repairing-shops, and· buy sufficient land to do foi· extensive workshops-in the futhre. 

494. You only recommend rep\l,.iring-shops at present? Yes. 
495., But, why buy.additionat p)ant for construction? B'ecause the every-day req[!irements need more 

space and mo1·e tools to 'do the repairs with. · 

496. Your. principal. obj~ction to Lauµceston_is owing· to the bad foundation for steam-hammers? That 
is one thing; but I thiµk' that Claremont would be a more centl'al site. 

497 .. ; L~qking at. the. question from a.mileage_ ppint.of vie\v, do you really_think' that Hobart is more 
central than Launceston? . I _think Jh~re is more mileage running-)nto Hobart than into Lhuncestou. 

498. Bw .. 1l'b·. Bm:rett.-Is not Lances.ton 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'! Certainly not. If an engine is running into Hobart it ought to be repaired 
in .Hobart. You,wot1ld not thiuk of mnning· an engine to Launceston to lift it. 

50,0 .. W,hen an engi_ne rmu:1. between Launceston and Hobart, is .it not just as easy to repair it in one 
place as in the other? Each end of the line has its own engines, whicli' a1·e.stablec~ there. ·where the 
engines are stabled the repairs oug·h t to be done. 

501. When the Main Line. was a private line yon had no workshop in Launceston? \-Ve 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 mn by an engine without somethi:'lg behind her? Well, of course; you are 
goino· into a question of expenditure,-, '.The .Launceston: shops at ·the present time I do not consider are 
equal to the repairs of the whole island without additional expenditure upon them, therefore if you have to 
build a shop I should say build.one -where -the engines-are at-work. 

504,. Qqllljng. to the qlJes.tion of mileage, can you tell us the mileage of the branch lines running into 
th_e Mai1~, Line. on.the.,Hobart si(;k of Pa:ratt~h? I .cannot;say exactly. 

505. · Ther~·is the:':D.erwent Yalley .line; .30 .miles long,_ the -Green• Ponds, line, 30 miles, and the 
the Parattah line, 10 miles, or 70 miles: of-line running into.the -Main Line on the Hobart side of Parattah. On 
the other side th_ere is the Scottsdale line, 49 miles, and the Fingal line, 49 miles, or nearly 100 miles from 
the~e two lines alone. __ Then .there is the _Western Railway extension to the Leven, 94 miles,-and you say 
the mileage rn1;ning, ,into,· Hobart .is· -the ~'!'ea test-? There is the Sorell line running into Hobart, and the 

.pmposed,extenswn.o±:th.e.Denyent'\'alley lme to Strahan. , · 

506. Are you aware that they are preparing· for repairing-shops on the Sorell line on the other side of. 
the,river? You know you cannot get ovel' facts. In Victoria this thing ,has been thrashed out, and you 
are .. beginning to do it here. Iii. Victoria there are extensive shops at Maryborough, Sandhurst, and 
Ballara.t, so that they- can repair the engines running into these stations. If the system here were my own 
I shoµld certainly have shops both here and at·Launceston. · 

507; By 1.v.b:. I:Ie1wy.-And at Ulverstone and Sc.ottsdale? Certainly, if the engines required it. 

508. · By M1·. -Barrett.-Are there any constructing· works at these places in Victoria? Only the 
necessary repairs are done. They can lift engines and repai1· 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 11yste~ for, the uext .. 10.or 12,,years.w,ithoQ.t.,a~y, extensiv,e a.dditions . .in. the ;w_ay _of p,lal).t? . .I 
1.d0n't think.they-are. !lt,is,alLv,e~·y we.II .to.-~peak.-wh.ile.,ev.erythingtis.new, as .ifjs_ 1!,t pre~en,t;_b_ut the :d4y 
will come when your rolling-stock will require extensive' repairs, and I can.say, fr_o_m lfhatT Jcl).ow.·_of 
Launceston,. that .the worklll1ops there. will_ not _be sufficient wl;ien that day come~. · 
. 510. Have,you,'any,pr_actical-knowle~ge of what the foundations a(L,aunce!lt~p. are'like? l have only 

'felt them as the trains ran over them. ··The groun·d was all ·on .. the woi·k . 
. 511 . .I-Ia~e. you ever obse1,vcd, those la~,ge factories close. to the river. · There is an old mill there 40 

years 0Id;bi1ilt i·ight out'into the river? Tl1ave Iiot•noticed it. "Tf·you·11utd-·to·put :fo.'.foundations for a 
Rteam-hammer they could he put in much more che~ply in Hobart than in Launceston. · 

512. Why? Because you woulcl · hav·e to have extensive piling to··puf in'to get·a1fomidation · for a 
steamLhammer dfany size·in Launceston. ,In'.Hobar.t,you ·can get•om:to,the •,1•ockA.n:,a,fe,w-rfee.t. 

513. What sort of foundation is there at the Woolwi_ch Arsenal? That I cannot say. 
·.514. ·.The' lagge.~n,ginlieE:µg .sh9ps, around ;London' have no. be,tter · foundations. 'lt- appears to· me that 

· it is a very small' objection·? ''I a'.dm•it that it' is a small objection ; but· still,' if 'l was goiug,to do•ithe •wot·k 
myself, J would prefer Claremont or some place near Hobart sooner than ·Launceston. One .. of ,my 

· reasons would 'be 'that-in Hobart :the,fomrda:tions .. could be:,better ,,a,nd ,easier· go.t; JI t .ia.,a;sm.<111:matter after 
·an. 

-,5j:5; ·W oilld ,not-i:he p1,oposal-1'0),b11i,ld a,newustati0n· 11ecessitate a,,retaining1 wall:1!2 orJ.5.'feet hjgh the 
· -whole' len,gtldif Pa)·k"street? -fomight •necess~tate· 0ne · 10:feebhigh. · 

'516. Do you know 'the' land in com·se of reclama:tion·behirid·the gaswo1·ks'? . ''Yes . 

. 51.7 .. What sized embank~~nt w:o_uld it take to,..get.1:1p to.the level oftl~e railway line? It would take 
.a goo.cl: bit. ;::but:I w_oi1lcl not think of put't~p.g .woi;ksh?pi;' 'there. · · 

.5.1s.,,T01 !llf)ke.-nwre ~:oom in .• the, stati.o,n:-,ym1,cl,,don'.t,.you.,thh1k ,that:Jhat wo,tHd RQ.a goQd,,jll.ice_.for 
wood ~nd coal, a~d nil the rough traffic? I' wou:ici not go ~o far dmyn .\IS tha.t .. 4lo~i. tlie .Q\nb!'-.4.Jqri_~nt 

.. there 1s. a v:ery ',\llltaqle .. place for coa_l,_vrop~, and wJrnn the Fingal. Jla1hv,ay w.as started, 1t was our mten't10n 
. to .µutcoaF<lrops :J;her\l;· _biit :the ·_Co1,poration. objected to ·us makin_g· ~-- 1:oad · ·roun& by·:the ·slaughter-yards. 
·w e:.interided .to keep }he place, .at ·frs._ pi;esent' level, --and m·ake a ·road· for ,(;::i.rts'--1•91md -byAhe .. present 
· slau"'hter-vai:ds. . . . . . 

. t, • . . . 

519. Don't you think if that part of the Domain that ~vas leased to the Main 'Line ·com1:iany, and 
never used, were utilized now, that it would give s(ifficient rooni? ''It' ,is·a'll·bluestone rod::, -and· wi:11 cost 

· more· to· exca va:te' 1tha111 the -station would, ,toi,build. · · · · 
520. Would you not have to quarry there to build a retaining wall'-iri' Park-street·? 1 No. 
521. "Do you tlii~k' it would pr,ty)he'Corpora'tion to: e)!:cavate that storte''for IJ.O'thing at iiWfol' 'tlie sake 

of the road metal ? We should want ·addi'tiorial ';lines' into· 'the· station-yard, arid: ·to get them: in ,·with 
· s1iffibient-·grade there•would -he quite enough blues tone ,taken ,out to ,builcb;this retaining ~'a.I.I. · 

522. 'If 'that were 'done, ,~ould' it give ample ,accommodation' fo1· woi·kshops on· the .. groniilM · I, :don't 
· 'ihiiik so; 'I"1:hii1kyotl:'~ii!Yfind·-al1lhis.-will·be requi1,ed for·?ardi<l·oom . 

. 523. Supposing you took the Engineers' Barracks and the Drill-yard, would it not give ampls-roon1? 
·,·No;'there must he -room'fo1:-engine~sheds. . · . . · . 

· 524. As· Launceston is to,·,be shor'tly connected with' _Zeehan, ·rlon't-y_ou .thi11k jt -,vill··'then' ·-be,·the- on:ly 
centre from which all tl1e railway traffic nicliates'? l'don't think so. 'rfT-was going to do -it ·•myself,1 I 

··would' bii'ikl shops· at· both jllaces. . 
'525. Arid"duplicate the staff and machinery'? 'You ,vi:11 have to do'th.at·in any·<;ase . 

.. 52.6._And duplicate the officers .and s_uperintendents_? · It is the same all over tl.ie world. 

, EEIJ;>A Y, , 0CTP1;};ER . 2.?, ;-J 891. 

,'.RQBERT . .C.-,PA1'lERSON,,.cc~Ued and,exwµ).ined. 

52-'i. By the C!tai-1'1nan.-We have called you· here, M:1·:' Patterson; to give·.us ·information to:·gllide,us 
··· in onr'deliberations·in·i:egard to''the, Hoba.rt 1tailway ·Station,.andJ,the,,remo-vaL·ofJ,WOJ:k$hOps. !'.Ehe first 

question upon which we will ask yom•·opinion .is,,in,,reference ,to, the)Roba1-t;,Sta:tion . .1 Do;i\'OU:.tli.ink .i~ is 
1inecessary :there,c5houkl be fntther -accommodation there.? : _Ci>)'tainJy,r J.,do. 
. ·' 528. · Do·yon tliihk 'tlie· station-yard•can.be arranged to,meet,·all,ithe,.1:equiremen,ts. ofrithe .. ·gtmds. txAfflc. 

· ivithout ·interfcring ·\\·ith·:the presen1J-repai•ring-shops·? , lldon'Hhink ·it-is,'.eocactly.:.neces.s,i.J·y-'.to. -rinnov'~ithe 
.· existing repairing-shop for a ·year or two;•but·if any.thing· is done at nll iLshould':be .d.one· 9n, ~Q_rpe .se.ttle~ 
· jllan. · A compr'chensive plan· shoi1ld· be ·dra,vn :out to include.the· requir.ements.ofrthe:.fut~ue, UJJQ, any sid~h-

tions should be made on that. · . . 
' 529. · Looking· at 'the•':financial•state of-things ·all ove1:. the•woi:ld-at ,present,: would· yon ,,earry:,QUt those 

ddditions·immediately,"supposing- the whole line was·in your-hands? . lfohe,line;wa,;_jn myr hand$ l:sh911ld 
··close'the 'shop•in·. Hobart mi(' plll!.it·down. ·In.Launceston you-have workshops :ivhi:Ch eost,oyer ,,.£,-10,000, 
and-are i:ight -in the centre-of'the .railway system,- and:. I:should,have that·, set: of-nvo;rksho.psr al911.e,, ,md.,pne 
management. If I was Commissioner of Rail ways, I, should,close :the ,w0rk~l10_ps at. Hob.11rt·,11,ltoge_t~1e,r, {ind 
have}the·whole-s_ystcm at Launceston. I ,.,hould-keep,a- smal). shpp .fo1: repa1ys rn .. H o.ba~t,: b~1tl 1,ho.uld have. 

,.nol~rge tools .in it. · · 
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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 pull down the present paint-shop, which blocks the appi·oach to the yard11, 
,and renders the traffi.c 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 tmck. 
The goods a11d passe11ger 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 year in 
the working. of the goods traffic alone. 

531. In regard to the Macquarie-street crossing, do you thi11k it is absolutely necessary that it should 
l?e dosed? It is a standing menace to all the traffic that goes past. We had a crossing like that in the City 
of Adelaide, and we could not close it, so we made a bridge across at a cost of £40,000. Here there is _no 
traffic. 

532. Do you think that a foot-bridge is all that is needed? Yes. 
533. By 11-fr. Fenton.-I think you say it is necessary that the shops should be removed? I think so. 

It is not absolutely indispensable, but it is highly necessary. 
534. For the proper working of the station-yard? Yes. A man has now to walk out Iialf-a-mile to 

meet each train. It is not safe otherwise. 
535. Are yon acquainted with the slaughter-yards here? Yes. 
536. Do yon think that it is a suitable site for workshops? No, certainly not. The ground there u; 

satmated with the drainage from the upper levels. You get water two feet clown anywhere there. 
537. Do you know that piece of ground that is being reclaimed near there? Yes. 
538. W oulcl that be a suitable 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 
I 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 be g·ot ot1t of the way. Mr. Grant intended to make some alterations if the line had kept in the 
hands of his company. 

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

544. :Qo you think t_hat interlocking co{Jld be efficiently applied under the pre~ent system? N.o. 
Ther.e must be a double line of rails going in to interlock properly. In England this line would hive 
Leen stopped altogether. I was con~ected with ·interlc;>eking i_n South .Australia for 15 years, and· I tl;tin)c 
'tlmt it is).n.ip,o~sil:lle in the pmsent station ,h{_)re. TJi.e ya1;d n:mst be entirely alter.ed.,;q1d 1:e,T11qge,\!ed, and.tJ1e 
paint-shop taken aw:ay. 

545. I underi,tai~d that you are of opinion that the Hobart passenger station is altogether inadequate 
for all requirements? There i~ no doubt about that. 

546. B.1/ Jlfr. Crisp.-Ha:ve you seen the plans recommended by the Manager of Railways for a ne,:o/ 
station? Yes. 

547. Do you rn;>t think, in view of the rapid growth of our railway system, that while we are .erectjng 
a station we should erec_t one that will meet the requirements of many years to come? I thjnk s9, 
certainly. · 

.548. And tha_t being ,the ca1:1e, ~oul,,d yo,u recomI11end that the plan of the Manager of the Raihyays 
be carried out? I should, like to see it carried o_~t ,in its entirety.; and if it is nqt done at once the plan 
should be a~opted, and the ~·oaq.s laid ~n. 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 sllould have proper foundations 
for heavy machinery. 

5pfl. Is that an impqrtant thing? Yes. 
551. H:ave you s.een the.site at· Cla_reII1ont? No, I don't know where :it is. 
552. Do you know Derwent Park, the site that Dr. Benjafield offered to the Govemment? .No, ! 

don't know the district at all. 
553. You say you wotrld recommend the workshops being established in Launceston? Yes, becaujle 

they are there already. · · · 
554. You have already_stated that it is .most important to _l1ave good foundations? Yes. 
5_5~. If it co.uld ,be ,s)lown _ that ther.e were no ,good foundations in .Launceston, would you still recom­

mend that place? I lmve seen the machinery in Launceston for ov_er .20 yea1:s. 
556. It :wa:~,st~te4 -here that t_he .foundations in the_ Launceston -WOJ'.kshqps were µot sound? I must 

llay that I _ci1:n contradict that yery flatly. There are turn-tables there which carry the new heavy engines 
without .~i!ficulty, arid the heavy macl,iil}ery in the .buildi~g runs .without an,y vibration. _ 

557. Consi_dering, .tl~e :Oatlands 1.ine, th!l Derwent Valley Line, the Sorell Line, and, in the I).ear ft1t!-lcre, 
the Huop. Line, .,4oii't you think th11t there should be something more than ordinary r~pairing-shops in 
Hobart? JS'<>, I 4o ~<>t: . 

[Railway Workshops.] 
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658, If the .-£10,000 a year that is spent in dredging the Tamar could be savetl 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 machiµery 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 systeni. 

560. Is there any other information you think the Committee 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 liave had to move our shops out of town. 

561. Is eight or nine miles a fair distance to move them? 
more than three or four miles if I could help it, although when 
running three or four miles extra is nothing. 

If it is the nearest site. I would not go 
steam· is once up in an engine the cost of 

562. By ]jfr_ Bai·rntt.-Supposing the r1avigation of the Tamar was closed altogt:the1·, 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 wharf is 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. -

558. Does not an engine going for its overhaul always take a train with it? Certainly. 
569. By J.lfr. Henry.-Supposing you had control of the Railway system, do you think you would 

• be warrantell at this particula1· juncture, from a -purely railway point of view, in spending £25,000 or 
£30,000? I don't suppose, if the venture was a private one, that l should do tha.t ; but I don't think yot1 

, can look_ on a colony in the same light. We want to attract visitors. As a resident of Hobart, I should 
like to see this new station built. The Rail way 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 too-ether 

·_in some building, if possible. Where p1ey are all scattered up and down, there i~ no proper Euper~ision, 
and they cannot be checked. It must come to this eventually·; there must be some sort of building. · · 

570. 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 mo~t 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 . 

. 572. But w:e will be compelled to erect a new station J.. 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 
aivay with architectural features, and get the same room, no doubt,. for half the money. 

573. By the Chafrman.-With the full knowledge you have of the machinery and tools in the Laun­
ceston workshops afthe present time, do you think there is ~ufficient accommodation to meet the growth of 
oiI1· whole Railway system for the next seven or eight years ? Yes, I think so. 

574. With that in view, I understand that all that yoµ think necessary is a r~pairing-shed in some 
·-0the!· part of our system? Exactly. · . . · 

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

576. By J.llr. Barrett.-One of our witnesses thought that it ~ould 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 clone 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 an·cl wheels being imported? Yot1 can build trucks as cheaply as you can 
import them, but J am not sure about carriages. These latter require highly skilled labour, which costs 
2½ times as much out here as in England. 

. 578. ·Have you seen the·c~rriages on the Main Line? Yes, tliey are very good carriages. 
579. Don't you think it would be better to pay a little more f~r locally manufaqtured carriages than 

to import the.m ?. My experience of carriage building is not worth .anything. It is a thing I don't know 
·much aoout. The building of trucks and locomotives is a thing I understand tho1;oughly. · 
· 580. We have it in evidence tha.t 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. 

581. B_y Mr. Hem·y.-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 fow 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 acr.ount. If I was a Government Officer I would have to carry out the policy of the Government. 

JAME~ EMERSON HUGHES, called and examined. 

583. By the Ohairman.-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. In 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, l 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 moming 
the mail train arrived with som3 sheep for sale. There was a light engine following the mail in ; and it 
was just upon 8 o'clock before I could g·et those sheep down to the cattle-yards. I don't think you will 
find another place anywhere where the cattle-yards are on the main road as you run out of the station. If 
we had cattle arrive on a busy day we could not unload them. This morning auctioneers were singing out 
because they could not get their stock, anJ 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 bai·e 
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 11,Jr, Crisp.-Do you think that the Hobart passenger station is large enough? l am sure 
it is not. 

586. Have you seen the plans of the new station as proposed by Mr. Back? 
587. Are you of opinion that a new station-house should. be erected? Yes. 

thing done this summer, or we will be in a mess with the traffic. 

No, I have not. 
There must be some-

588. Do you think that such a station as the Hobart one is at present would be allowed by the Board 
_of Trade? I don't think you will find a station anywhere situated as we are in Hobart. Even when I 
was in Launceston, in the old Main Line time, I had a better station to work, and could get more pas­
sengers 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 aU: 

589. Do you know that the Government are renting premises a way from the station for offices? 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 avaifable .Piece of ground is coverecl now. · 

591. Is 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. 

5\:l4. Have yon pointed that out to the General Manager? Yes, but he cannot help me. We have a 
paint-shop directly in our road. We nlso have Macquarie-street directly in our road, and if that were shut 
up it would help us a lot. 

"WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 28, 1891. 

MR. ROBERT C. PATTERSON, 1·ecalled and emamined. 

595. By Mr. I£em·y.-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 mn into the running-shed 
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ttnd remains there. A I'epairing-shop is simply a shop with a few tools in it to execute the or<linary repairs 
of the traffic, and is not a shop for putting together locomotives or doing any serious or heavy repairs. 

596. "\-Ve also want to know ·whether, in your judgment, there is room enough at the Hobart station,· 
under a re-arrangement of yai·d, for the erection of a repairing-shop and a stable or 1;unning0shop? Yes, if 
you get an Act empowering you to close the crossing. 

· 597. By Colonel St. Hill.-That is, if you close the Macquarie-sti·eet crossing? Yes. 
- 598. By 11!lr. Henry.-But, without closing the Macqum·ie-street crossing there will be no room? 

I think not; it woul<l 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, ancl 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,-you 
did mention a number of men ? Did I ? 

600. Well, in a loose sort of a way you did. Y oii mean for ordinary purposes ? 
601. No, for running repairs; what number do yon consider woti!d be necessary in the working of 

this station? O'h, from 14 to 16 men. _ 
602. From 14 to 16 men would be ample, in yotir 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 cenl. are boys ; 
that is the entire strength of the workshops at the present moment. 'l'his does not count the people engaged 
in the running-shed who are cleanel's, engine-drivers, _and firemen, who number 60 or 70 more ; but they 
would remain in any case, and the total number affected by removal would be froni 15 to 69. 

603. They may be dispensed with, then ? Yes. 
604. They are men and boys that could be dispensed with-? Yes. 
605. You said at youi· 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 roorri for a rnnning-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 ihe interest of traffic and the discharge Qf 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 running station in your judgment? 
It should be.-

612. By .11£1·. f'enton.-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 number of smiths, and 
in fact, they are doing general work. · 

613. Genei·al repairs? Not only general repair8, but heavy repairs, and all the brasses necessary, in 
fact, for Hobart ·and Launceston. 

614. There is no construction going on? Reconstruction. 
615. Construction, but not reconstruction? · Well, reconstruction would be necessary repairs, that is, 

actual repairs that you make. 
616. Then you recommend that the reconstruction should be done in Launceston, and that only mnning 

or traffic repairs should be done in Hobart? Yes, just sufficient to keep the engine going-to keep it 
travelling from one end tq 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? Oh, they are engine-drivers, cleaners, &c. 
619. Of course the engine-drivers and tl1ose you mentioned would not be affected by this arranCTement? 

No; there are 69 men and boys in the workshops at present. " 

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

621. By M1·. Orisp.-You consider the workshops should be in Launceston. Now I don't know if 
you are aware, but suppose we take the different Railways-say the Oatlands Railway, the .A psley 
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 Rail way has a very small 
traffic, the Apsley arid S01;ell 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, 
b1it 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 

Eke to know why you recommend Launceston? Because Launceston is the centre of the Railway system• 
we have a line from Emu Bay, I don't know how many miles it is. 120? ' 

Tlte O!tairman.-About that. 
· 1Vitnes.~.-There is a very heavy line to Scottsdale 50 miles long, and then we have the Main Line 

Rail way; these three have all their termini in Launceston. · Hobart is at the extreme end of one of the 
lines, aud if you have the workshops in Hobart you would have to bi-ing 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. That is \Vhat I would 
do if I were manager and had absolute control, and wanted to work them to get a profit for the public 
money inve·sted. There is no doubt Hobart has great advantages. I would not, as a manager, ,take my 
engines from Launceston to Hobart for repairs. 

623. Bt1t, 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 clisad vantages on all sides; but if yon have shops at each end there is the expense foi• dupli­
,cation of machinery. If yon 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 oiie 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 ca.n be brqught 
here and land their goods much easier here than in Launceston, would you then recommend that the shops 
be shifted? What is the difference in freight? . 

lib·. Fenton.-N othing. 
Witnes.~.-That is the point. If these pieces of machinery can be landed at .Launceston for the ~ame 

rate as they can be brought to Hobart, I would. The engines for t_he 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 
tlian the Tamar, and considering this fact about its making little diference once they are placed on t1!e 
track, why clo you recommend Launceston? I thoi1ght you referred just now to distance of two or tlu'ee 
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 serye 
'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 
dose 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 the 
pre>1eHt situation in regard to these workshops. 'l'he Government propose to spend a sum of £.3000, not 
in duplicating any system of workshops, but simply to remove the present existing workshopB 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 a·ud plant·; but the 
{)i;i.}y object the Government 1iave, 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 remqv~, th~m 
from. It is not a question of rivalry with Launceston, but one 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 encl? At this encl, 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, that to work a line as economically 

as possible thei•e 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 starting-place? There is a confusion about the ,tem1s, I 
think ; a rumi.irig and 1·epairing 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 leave 
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. 

635. The difficulty still remains that, st1pposing that one of the present shops can be :closed, which of 
the8c two is to go? Well, I _should close the Macquarie-street crossing. 

636. 'l'hat is another point, and would require 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. 

· 637. But wouid 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 
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tbere,-say for instance, it would never do for the express engine to co_me in after its long journe:y, dischar~e 
its passengers, and.then make it go eight miles to its resting-place. ·You must have the runnmg-shed m 
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 dista~ce 
is 4, 5, 6, or 8 miles? Not much; if you had tu go 5 miles out of Town yon 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 ae possible, would you as a practical man duplicate your staffs?" What 
st11ffs. 

641. In the workshops? No. 
642. You are at issue, you see, with your confreres on that? I 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 I want to arrive at is, if yon think, under the facts of this colony being practically in its 
infancy, whether it would be a wise thing to put all our eggs in one basket, and whethei·, seeing that if 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-sl10p, 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 
!!tart 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 land? Yes. 

648. By J.ltfr. 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 Act of Parliament to close the crossing. 
. 650. You are clearly of opinion that is the wisest course-that is, simply to have a rnnning-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 afrange 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 Government cost ? Yes. 
654. Then £1200 would be a very eafe amount to set down as utter waste? Yes, he is well within 

the amount, whoever he is. 

JOHN CHEW, called ancl examined. 

655. By the C!tairm.an.-What is your name? John Chew 
656. I understand, Mr. Chew, you are desirous of giving evidence before 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 ha".e 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? Tiiat 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 rail way engin_eer? 
660. Yes, a rail way engineer? No. · 
661. Or in railway management? No. 
662. Or in the construction of railway sheds? No; my object in wishing to g·ive evidence is to set a 

statement right, that is, a misrepresentation to the Minititer of Lands and Works by an official. Itlrns 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 1lfe1·cu1'y, which; if 
not the H_ansarcl, will bear me out) answered that they could not get a foundation for the heavy machinery, 
and on bemg pressed for a farther 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 they 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 vou 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 a~joinining 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, and· all of it is a continuaticm of a heavy ironstone reef. The retort and 
gas-house is built of bhrnstone 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.· It is a 
continuation of the same reef yon 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 np here, for it is 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 necessity shown for tlie 
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_we!·e only two persons to be summ_oned. · 

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, 

and •is 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 l attribute it to the ignorance of th\l official placed there, and that he is a new man. ·r 
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 dra,vn a plan, and I think will be able to "'.1ow 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 Southem Electorate allow it they deserve to hav_e 
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 not make him competent, and I 
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 .Llfr. Crisp.--! need hardly remind you, Mr. Chew, that the Select Committee are enqui1ing 

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 J understand you have 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 an~· particular questions to you, 
I should like to ask yon 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 nof recommend the removal of the premises in the station-yard 
.at present? Certainly not. · 

672.· If I t.ell 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? 1 am convinced I am correct from Mi·. Bandaret's plans, and the way he has explained it. 
He is a practical man, well acquainted with railway construction in F.ngland. 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 in-cleed, which ,vill not be permitted to c0ntinue by the Board of 'l'rade, and experts 

· have stated it 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. Thahs·your opinion? Yes. 

676. And you think it is far and away before Clal'emont? Yes, for health and everything. I have 
been at Launceston, when the station-yards were very crowded, and I do not. think you wiU ever find a 
more convenient place either at Launceston or elsewhere than- there is here. At Launceston there is a 
-swamp on one side of the sheds, and the land is un dL·r ,va ter for three mon th_s. 
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677. 'Witnesses have stated here,that it is necessary to look at ii from a monetary point of view. 

to save as much money as possible in the cr,rrying 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 it has been recommended as the place for the construction of permanent workshops? 'l'here is 
a day coming, I hope, ·when we shall have a line from here to Zeehan, and Launceston will not by any 
means be the centre of the network ofraihvays. 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 discharginfO' two or three overseer5 .. That is 
the large idea of Mr. Back or Mr. Batchelor. Where we are speaking o 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-rnol'row-

Tlie Chafrman: I think that is entirely outside the scope of this enquiry. 
Witnq,~s: I 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 J.1:fr. Crisp.-In consequence of the West Coai:.t being rapidly developed, and the improve­

m~nt of things, it has been pointed out that the land you refer to would be far and away too valuable to be 
used as a vrorkshop site, and therefore Claremont is recommended? The same material would come in. 
I !peak now as a working man who bas been regarded as of fair average intelligence. I have had jobs and 
eµiploy,ed men to do the part I could not do, and depend upon it you would have to provide the same· 
in!}terial 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 th.e world-with all th,e~.e facts staring you in the face, would 
you recommend the workehops being put in Launceston or Hobart? In 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 yo1t 
have room? 

682. No, there is not room at all. The only thing to allow the workshops remaining tl1e1·e will be the 
clo~ing of Macquarie street ; if you cannot get that, then there is a consensus of opinion as to the re!Iloval ?" 
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 reromrnended 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.-Yee, that is ap;i.rt frpm the point:· what I want yqu to grasp is this-you 

must bear this in mind clearly-there is a perfect consensus of opinion that unless Macquarie-street ,is 
clo!ed these workshops must ·be cleared out; now it is for· you to consider, -taking it fo1· granted that they 
ar:e 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 shoulrl 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 il:lr. Henry.-! 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 Chairrnan.-.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 leading 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 point of view. I am not an engineer. My business in 
London was that of architect and builder, and of course that brings yon into connection with these things 
very largely. 

690. You know that the Committee have met to enquire into two subjects-first, ifit 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? I 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 C_ommittee? I think I can. 
693. What is your judgment? My judgment? 



33 

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 distinct. 

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 prrsent, 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-be 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 t_he line will 
have to be altered to go up Park-street valley. . 

698. By Col. St. I'Iill.-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 cu!'ve 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 line 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 Mount Wellington and thus find its way to the H uon. 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. 
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