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To His E;~e,llenc/1 Srit G. C. STRAHAN, K.C.M.G., Governo1·-in-Ohief 
qf" Tasman'a, <J·c. 

The Petition of tbe undersigned Colonists residing in, the Launceston and Western Rail way District of 
· . Tasmania aforesaid-

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 
1. THAT Petitioners represent a body of about 330 residents of the af~resaid districts, associated under 

the title of the Launceston and w· estern Railway Company (Limited). · 

.. _2. That in the yea~· 18~7 the question of introducing _Raih~ay communication i~t~ the aforesai~ 
districts had assumed ser10us importance, from the bad concht10n of the roads between " the Westward 
an~ the port of Launceston, nnd the extension of Railways in Victoria, then the principal market for our 
agricultural produce; and that at ~ large district meeting held in the Court House at Launceston on the 
27th of August of that ye_ar, presided over by the Mayor of Launceston, the following Resolutions were 
adopted, and were transmitted to the Government :~ . • 

"Th~t thi~ meeting, impr\JSS~d with the i~po1:tanc~ of the sp~edy and economical transit of produce 
intended for shipment to the neighbouring colonies, is desirous that a Railway should be 
constructed with all possible expedition through the agricultural districts of Morven, Longford, 
Westbury, and Deloraine." 

"That the Local Government should be at once moved to take steps for the construction of a lin~ 
of Railway, with termini at Laririceston and Deloraine, it havi11g been shewn by authentic 
rettuns .that. there would soon be sufficient revenue to render remunerative the expenditure of 
£500;000 on such a Railway." 

" That in the opinion of this meeting, the Local Government should undertake the construction of 
Railways in Tasmania, because they would pass over and near a considerable breadth of_ public 
land; the Parliamentary proceedings would cost less; capital might be borrowed on mo1;e 
advantageous terms; and as the existing roads were paid for, the fares might be reduced, oi: 
the surplus income devoted to the extension of lines." [Instead of going to speculators.] . 

3. That in the year 1858 a repo1;t by a Joint Committee of tl~e Houses of .Parliament, practically 
rejecting the resol_ution of the meeting aforesaid;-namely, that the Local Government should undertak~ 
tlie making of Railways in Tasmania,-declared for dfr,trict liability, in the following significant clauses::-

"The construction and maintenance of Railways and Tramways should be undertaken by the· 
districts through rvAir;h they pass; while Parliament should sanction the raising of the required 
funds by the guarant~e of the Government, or by the issue of· Debentures "'· * the· 
Government being indem.njfied by security upon the revenue of the railway, and guarantee by 
assessment of the lands oj the districts : · ,;. ,r.- '' The Committee believe that the 
time has already arrived when Parliament might, rvith great advantage to the Colony, initiate' 
some GENERAL measure in accordance with the ·i·iervs herein expressed: * ,r. * · and 
recommend than an Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor praying that he will 
be pleased to direct that a Bill may be introduced into Parliament at an early period of the next 

· Session under which Road Disti;icts oi.· Municipalities might constitute themselves a Railway 
District, and secure the advantage of the Government guarantee, i1pon their willingness _to· 
render the Railway Revenues and the lands of the District liable as security for the capital and 
expense incurred in the construction of the Railway or .Tramway, and the interest thereon." 

4. That, in 1859, the Governor's speech on the opening of Parliament contained the following:­
" My Government, not unmindful of the recommendation of the two Houses of Parliament of last Session, 
has, during the recess, carefully deliberated on the question of introducing a Railway Bill; but it is 
impressed with the opiniou that any legislation on Railways must be SPECIAL, and not GENERAL in the first 
instance ; and also that a general agreement is necessary on the pm·t of those interested in such undertakings 
as to their expediency, and the means by which they are to be accomplished; and are unwilling to propose 
the guarantee of the Government to any scheme until those whose property would be benefited by it have. 
first given satisfactory evidence of their oivn assurance in its feasibility and financial soundness. 
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5. Tliat in the year 1865 the first Railway· Bill passed, into law (29 Viet. No. 24,) based on the 
principles thus laid down by the Governinent and Legislature, which Bill provided for a poll of the rate­
payer~ of the distl'ict aforesaid ; that such poll was taken· on the 18th December, 1865, and resulted in 
fuvor of the principles of the Bill by 2238 affirmative votes against 564 neg1tive votes; that the said Bill 
provided machinery for the levying a ·rate on the district in event ot t:ny failure in the payment of 
·interest on money proposed to be advanced by the Govemment; ·and further enacted that the people of the 
districts should subscl'ibe £100,000 (afterwards J•educed to £50,000) to-ivards construction, as a further test 
of their confidence" in the feasibility and financial soundness" of the scheme. 

6. That, relying .on the bona. fides- of the Legislature and of the ratepayers thus so emphatically 
pledg-ed, and to pre_vent further delay in the ·introduction of the Railway to the . said districts, which 
question had been then debated in and out of Parliament for the long period of eight years, petitioners 

. advanced the £50,000 claimed as.aforesaid, which sum was duly spent.on the construction of the line, as 
Jirovided by the Statute, under the direction of Commissioners appointed by the Crown; and the said 
Railway and works on which these moneys were so expended are r.ow held by the Government on behalf 
of the Colony, subject only to a statutory lien in favour of Petitioners·on the futme eamings of the line. 

7. That Petitioners advanced this money in the belief that the Railway policy of the Government 
would continue to be that imposed on these districts; uut that, in the instance of the Mersey district and of 
the Main Line, and now in respect to the various lines proposed, the. principle of local responsibility has 
been altogether abandoned. 

· 8. That, further, under the provisions of the WaEte Lands Act of this Colony, Petitioners are entitled, 
subject to Parliamentary Resolutions, to a grant of public land. , That, under these provisions, on the 7th 
of September, 1865, Parliament authorised such a grant to the Directors of the Mersey and ·Deloraine 
Tramway Company, in the proportion of 1280 acres · for every mile of 'rramway constructed between 
Latrobe and Deloraine; and although the line was never taken nearertha.n within 13 miles of that terminus, 
the Directors did actually receive TWENTY-SIX THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED ACRES of Crown land, which 
they were permitted to ,:elect_ in sections (the better to secure good quality) for the remaining 17 miles of 
the line, commencing at Latrobe ; these works being subsequently taken over by Government, and paid 
for out of the public revenues of the Colony. 

9. That the gTeat benefits which have accrued to the districts.aforesaid, and indirectly to the Colony 
at large, from the Launceston and Western Railway aforesaid, is now fully admitted by ourLegislatorsand 
the people generally, as is evidenced by the growing desire for Railway extension into other districts of the · 
Colony; and Your "Excellency's Petitioners respectfully claim credit for having been instmmental in 
securing these benefits, and awakening·publie interest on the Railway question, by their voluntary advance 
of.the Fifty Thousand Pounds expended as aforesaid, and now represented in tp.e substantial works 
constituting the said Launceston ancl Western Railway. 

10. That many of your Petitioners have been in~onvenienced in business by the withdrawal of the 
sums· which they so paid towards the constmction of this public work. That, in addition to loss of interest 
duririg a pe1-iod of about thirteen years (and when good opportunities have existed fo.r pro:!J.table invest­
ment), they have bome, equally with their fellow colonists; the burden, in the first instance, ofa District 
Railway Rate, and subsequently of the Real Estates Duty,-burdens which have seemed the greater 
because of the Government having· now abandoned the principle of local liability enforced in the case of 
the Launceston and Western District. 

.. . ll. That a sense of injustice has, in consequence, been experienced by the Northern Colonists, and 
especially by Petitioners, whose contributions were made solely for the purpose of promoting Railway 
communication so long sought for, by fulfilling the condition imposed by the Leg-islature on the aforesaid 
district; and not with any view to personal profit or advantage, beyond that which is common to thP, 
whole community, of which Petitioners form but a small proportion. 

Your Excellency's Petitione1:s therefore pray that, for these and other valid reasons, and in lieu of such 
statutory lien as aforesaid, Your Excellency will be pleased to recommend the Legislature to _provide for the 

· repayment to the Launceston and Western Railway Company (Limited) of the said sum of £50,000, by the 
·-issue of Debentures, payable in the year 1903, or at such othe1; date as to Your Excellency may seem 
·meet, with 4 per cent: interest thereon, payable half-yearly at the Treasury, Hobart. · 

And Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. 

[Herefollorv S(qnaturns.] 

WILLIAM THOMAS STRUT!', 
GOVERNMEN'l' PRINTER, 'l'ASMANIA. 


