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\

SELECT COMMITTEE apppointed on the 21st day of August, 1901, to consider
and report upon “ The North Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Bill, 1901,"

(Private).

MEMBERS .OF THE COMMITTEE.

Mgr. Mix1sTER OF LA¥DS AND WORKS. Mzr. W, H. T. Brown.
MR. GAFFXEY. Mgr. PATTERSON.
Mgr. HarLL. . ) ME. UrqQuHART. (Mover,)

MR, SADLER.

DAYS OF MEETING.

Wednesday, 'August 28 ; T'hursday, August 29; Friday, August 30; Wednesday, September 4; Thursday,
September- 5; Wednesday, September 11; Thursday, September 12; Friday, September 18; Wednesday,
September 18 ; Triday, September 20 ; Friday, September 27.

WITNESSES EXAMINED.

Mr. Lamartine Cavaignac Trent, General Manager of the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited; Mr.
John Frederick Anderson, s Director of the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited; Mr. Robert Carl
Sticht, General Manager of the Mount Lyell Mining Company ; Mr. John Macneill M‘Cormick, Engineer-in-
Chief, Tasmania ; Mr. Edward Albert Counsel, Surveyor-General ; Mr. William Henry Wallace, Secretary for
Mines. .

REPORT. :

Your Committee, having taken evidence in support of the allegations contained in the Preamble
of the Bill, have the honour to report that the said Preamble has been proved to their satisfaction
subject to certain amendments, which the Coimmittee recommend. ‘
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Your Committee, having agreed that the Preamble, as amended, should stand part of the
Bill, then entered into consideration of the several Clauses, and have the honour to recommend
certain further amendments and additions.

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

D, C. URQUHART, Chairman,

Committee Room, House of Assembly,
27th September, 1901, '
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MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS.

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 28, 1901.

-~

The Committee met at 11 o’clock.

Members present.—Mr. Urquhart, Mr. Hall, Mr. W, H. T, Brown, Mr. Gaffney, Mr. Patterson, and Mr.
Minister of Lands and Works. . :

The Clerk read the Order of the House appointing the Committee.

Mr. Urquhart was appointed Chairman,

The Committee deliberated. :

The Chairman laid upon the Table the Petition praying for leave to bring in the Bill. (Appendix A.)

Resolved, That Mr. Frank Morton be Shorthand Writer to the Committee (Mr. Patterson).

The Chairman read a letter, dated 22nd August, 1901, from Messrs. Batler, M‘Intyrs, and Butler, requesting to
be heard before the Committee, against the Bill, on behalf’ of the Mount Lyell Company. (Appendix B.)

Ordered, That Messrs. Butler, McIntyre, and Butler be directed to present a Petition to the House of Assembly,
praying for leave to be heard before the Committee, against the Bill (Mr. Hall),

Ordered, That the Petitioners for the Bill be heard by counsel.

Mr, M. D. Simmons accordingly appeared, und addressed the Committece on behalf of the North Mount Lyell
Copper Company, Limited.

Mr, Simmons concluded his address.

Ordered, That Captain Anderson and Mr. L. C. Trent be summoned to give evidence at 11 o’clock to-morrow,

At 1 o’clock the Committee adjourned till 11 o’clock to-morrow.

‘

THURSDAY, AUGUST 99, 1901.

The Committee met at 11 o’clock. ,

Members present.—Mr. Hall, Mr. Patterson, Mr. W, H. T. Brown, Mr. Gaffney, Mr. Sadler, and Mr. Minister
of Lands and Works.

In the temporary absence of the Chairman, Mr. Mulcahy took the Chair.

The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confirmed. -

Mr. Urquhart took the Chair.

The Chairman laid upon the Table the Petition of the Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company, Limited,
against the Bill referred to the Committee by the House of Assembly. (Appendix C.)

Resolred, That counsel be permitted to be present, and be heard on behalf of the Petitioners against the Bill
(Mr. W. H. T. Brown).

Mr. R. E. Macnaghten, instructed by Messrs. Butler, McIntyre, and Butler, appeared before the Committee on
behalf of the Mount Lyell Company, Petitioners against the Bill.

Mr. Lamartine Cavaignac Trent, Greneral Manager of the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, was called and
examined.

Mr. Trent put in the following Papers : — :

1. Tracing showing smelters area applied for by the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited, with
position of branch railway.
2. Diagram, from actual survey, County of [ranklin, vicinity of Kelly Basin.

At 1 o’clock the Committee adjourned till 2:30 tlis afternoon.

The Committee met again at 230 o’clock. ) ‘

Members present.—Mr. Urquhart (Chairman), Mr. Hall, Mr. Gaftney, Mr. Minister of Lunds and Works, Mr
W. H. T. Brown, and Mr. Sadler.

The examination of Mr. Trent was continued.

The examination of Mr. Trent was concluded.

Mr. John Frederick Anderson, a Director of the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, was called and examined.

At 8:50 o’clock the Committee adjourned till 11 o’clock to-morrow. :

FRIDAY, AUGUST 30, 1901.

The Committee met at 11 o’clock.

Members present.—Mr. Urqubart (Chairman), Mr. Hall, and Mr. Sadler.

The examination of Mr. Anderson was continued.

Mr. Patterson and Mr. Gaffney took their seats.

The examination of Mr. Anderson was concluded.

The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confirmed.

Ordered, That the following witnesses be summoned to give evidence before the Committee on Wednesday, 4th
August, Mr. Robert C. Sticht, General] Manager; Mount Lyell Mining Company, for 11 o’clock; Mr. J. M.
M¢‘Cormick, Engineer-in-Chief, and Mr. E. A. Counsel, Surveyor-General, for 12 o’clock.

At 11-50 the Committee adjourned till 11 o’clock on Wednesday, 4th September.

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 1901.

The Committee met at 11 o’clock. ]

Members present.—Mr. Urquhart (Chairman), Mr. Hall, Mr. Sadler, and Mr. Gaffney.

The Minutes of the lust Meeting were read and confirmed. .

The Chairman laid upon the Table the Petition presented to the House trom Mr. Ambrose Alfred Winch, of
Queenstown, Tasmania, against the Bill, and referred to the Select Committee. (Appendix D.)

Ordered, That a telegram be sent to Mr. Winch, informing him that if he wished to be heard against the Bill,
his proper course would be to appear and be heard before the Committee, (Mr, Sadler.) ; ‘

EEN



(No. 50.) .

V1

The Minister of Lands and Mr. Brown took their seats.
Mr. Robert Carl Sticht, General Manager of the Mount Lyell Mining Compuny, wus called and examined.
Mr. Patterson took his seut.
Mr. John Macneill M‘Cormick, Engineer-in-Chief, Tasmania, was called and examined.
. The examination of Mr. M‘Cormick was concluded.
At 1 o’clock the Committee adjourned till 11 o’clock to-morrow.

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 1901

The Committee met at 11 o’clock.

Members present.—Mr. Urquhart (Chairman), Mr. Flull, Mr. Gaffney, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Sadler.
The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confir med.

The Minister of Lands and Works took lis seat.

Edward Albert Counsel, Surveyor~-General of Tasmania, was cul]ed and exanined.

The examination of Mr. Counsel was coucluded.

Mr. William Henry Wallace, Secretary for Mines for Tusmania, was called and examiued.

Mr. Wallace withdrew.

At 12-40 o’clock the Committee udjourned till 11 o’clock on Wednesday next.
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1901.

The Committee met at 11 o’clock. -
Members present—Mr. Urquhart (Chairman), Mr. Hull, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Sadler.
The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confir ined.
The Chairman read a letter from Mr. E. A. Counsel, Surveym-Genex al, 1equestmg the Committee to insert a
certain amendment in his evidence. (Appendix E.)
The Minister of Lands and Works took his seat.
The Committee considered certain amendments made by witnesses to their evidence, which were allowed.
The Chairman laid upon the Table the tollowm«r Petitions against the Bill presented to the House, and referred
to the Select Committee :—
1. From cerlain (77) residents of the Electoral District of Lyell, in the Stafe of Tasinania. (Appendix F.)
2. From the King Jukes Copper and Gold Prospecting Assocmtxon No Liubility. (Appendix G.)
3. Frow the Prince Darwin Copper Company, No Liability. (Appeudx\ H.)
Mr. Ambrose Alfred Winch. Solicitor, ippeared before the Committee on behalf of the Petitioners against the
Bill, set forth in Appendices D, F, G, and H.
"The examination of Mr. W. F. Wallace was continued.
The examination of Mr. Wallace was concluded.
Mr. R. E. Macnaghten addressed the Committee, against the Bill, on behalf of the Mount Lyell Mining
Compan
Kt ly o'clock the Committee adjourned till 3 o’clock this afternoon

The Committee met again at 3 o’clock.

Members present. —Mr. Urquhart (Chairman), Mr. Hall, Mr. Q‘ullu‘, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Minister of Lands
and Works.

Mr. Macnavhten resumed his address.

Mr. Macnaghteu concluded his address.

At 3'50 the Committee adjourned till 11 o’clock to-morrow.

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 12, 1901.

The Committee met at 11 o’clock.

Members present.—Mr. Urquhart (Chair man), Mr. Sadler, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Hall.

The Minutes of the last Meeting were read-and confirmed.

The Minister of Lands and Works took his seat. ‘

Mr. Ambrose Alfred Winch, Solicitor, of Queenstown, Tasmania, addressed the Committee, against the Bill, on
behalf of the Petitioners set forth iu Appendices D, F, G, and H.

Mr. Patterson and Mr. Gaffney took their seats.

At 1252 the Committee adjourned till 3 o’clock this afternoon.

The Committee met again at 3 o’clock.

Members present.—Mr. Urquhart (Chairman), Mr. ILLI] Mr. Brown, and Mr. Gaflney. -

"Mr. Winch resmined his address. ‘

Mr. Winch concluded his address. ' ‘ ' '

At 3-50 o’clock the Committee adjourned till 11 o clock to-mormw

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 13, 1901.

The Committee met at 11 o’clock.

Members present.—Mr. Urqubart (Chairman), Mr. Hall, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Ga.ﬁ'ney.

The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confirmed.

Mr. M. W. Simmons, counsel for the North Mount Lyell (‘oppex Company, Limited, addressed the Com-
mittee on behalf of the Blll in reply to the addresses of counsel against the Bill.

Mr. Patterson took his seat.

Mr. Simmons concluded his address. .

At 12:20 the Committee adjourned till 11 o’clock on Wednesduy next,.
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTE\TBER 18, 1901.

The Committee met at 11 o'clock. .
Members present—Mr. Urquhart (Chanman), Mr. Hall, Mr. Sadler, Mr. W. H. T. Brown, and Mr. Minister

of Lands and Works.

Mr.,

The Minutes of the last Meeting were 1ead and confir med
The Committee considered the Preamble of the Bill :—
Amendments made (Mr. Minister ot Lands and kas)

Page 1, line 6, after “it,” by striking out ¢ being,” and inserting *is.’

Same lme, after ¢ desirable to,” by st,ukmg out “offer further’ mdu(,ements to the North Mount Lyell
Copper Company, Limited, to expend capital to further the development of the wining properties in the
vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount Dar win, and Mount Jukes, and to.”

Resolved, That the Prea,mble, as amended, be found proved. (Mr. Minister of Lands and Works).
Mr. Gaffney took his seat.
Clause 1 postponed.
Clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3 postponed.
Clause 4 ; Amendments made (Mr. Minister of Lands and W orks) :—.
Page 2 line 18, after ‘““as the,” by striking out * Minister,” and mseltmg ¢ Govunol-m-Couu(,ll ”?
Page 2 line 19 after ‘approve, by stukmg out to end of clause.
Clause, as am(,nded agreed to.
Clauses 5 and 6 postponed
Clauses 7 and 8 agreed to.
Clause 9 read.
At 11-45 the Committee adjourned till half-past 12.

The Committee met again at half-past 12.
Members present.-——My. Urquhart (Chanmdu), Mr. Ha,ll, Mr, W. H.T. Brown, Mr. Sadler, Mr. Gaflney, and
Minister of Lands and Works.
Clause 9 further considered.
Amendments made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Works) :—
Page 3, line 35, after *time,” by inserting ¢“after the passing of this Act.”
Pa,ge 3 line 37 after ¢ descmptlon,” by 1nsertmg “ shall be.”
Page 3 line 38 after “ Act,”” by inserting ¢ which.”
Page 3 line 46 after « Albxtmtms” by inserting ¢ Provided that such notice shall be given within Two
months after such fixing, alteratlon or amendment as aforesaid.”
Clause, as amended, agreed to.
Clause 10 agreed o,
Clause 11.
Amendment made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Wor ks) —
Page 4, line 33, after “to time,” by inserting “now,
Clause, as amended agreed to.
Clause 12. : ; *
Amendments made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Works) :—
Page 4, line 40, after “ term of?’ by striking out “Forty,” and inserting ¢ Thirty.”
Page 4 line 42 after ‘ bereto,” by striking out to end of clause.
Clause 12 as 'llTl(-llld(’d agreed to.
Clause 18,
Amendments made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Wor ks) :—
Page 5, line 4, after © contammg, by striking out “ eight,” and inserting * seven.’
Same hne, aftor ¢ hundred,” by inserting “ and twenty. »
Clause, as amended, agreed fo.
Clauses 14 and 15 agreed to.
Clause 16 disagreed to.
Clause 17.

" Amendments made (Ml Minister of Lands and \mGs) —

Page 5, line 36, after “rent,” Ly striking out * not exceeding double the .rent previously paid for the lind
thereby leased.”
Page 5, line 38, after “impose,” by adding “ under any Mining Act then in force.”
Clause, as amended agreed to.
At-110 the Committee adjourned.

1

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1901.

The Committee met at 11 o’clock.

Members present.—Mr. Urquhart (Chairman), Mr. Ihll Mr. Brown, Mr, Gaffney, and Mr. Patterson.’
The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confir med.

The Committee deliberated.

At 11'20 the Committee udjourned sine die.

 FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1901
The Committee met at half-past 2 o’clock.

of Lands and Works.

Members present,—Mr. Urquhart (Chairman), Mr. Brown, Mr. Gaflney, Mr. Patterson, and Mr. Minister

The Committee further considered the Clauses of the Bill.

Clauses 18 to 20 agreed to. .

Clause 21. )
Amendment made, page 6, line 19, after ““of,” by striking out to end of Clause, and adding ¢ a peried of Tnirty

years from the date of the passing of this Act)”

Clause, as amended, agreed to,
Clauses 22 to 32 dlsa,greed to.
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Clause 33. .
Amendments made (Mr. Minister of Lands and - Works) :—
Page 8, line 48, before “it,” by inserting “ The last proviso of Section Thirty-seven of the said Act is hereby
repealed, and the following shall be read and coustrued as the last proviso of the said Section.”
Same line, after ** Company,” by inserting “ subject to the approval of the Governor-in-Council.”
Page 8, line 50, after “by,” by inserting “this.” - :
Same line, after ¢ Section,” by striking out ¢ Thirty-seven of the said Act.”
Clause, as amended, agreed to.
Clause 34 agreed to.
Clauge 35.
Amendments made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Works) : —
© Page9, line 17, after ¢ Company,” by striking out * from the said areas and.”
Page 9, line 18, after “ any,” by striking out ® other.”
Page 9, line 23, after “ Company,” by adding ¢ and it shall be lawful for the Minister from time to time, to
set aside areas of Crown Land for the exclusive use of the Company.”
Clause, as amended, agreed to.
Clauses 36 and 37 agreed to.
Schedules (1.) to (8.) agreed to.
Postponed Clause 3.
Amendmerts made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Works :— :
Page 2, line 9, after ¢ construct,” by inserting ¢ uny branches, extensions, or.”
Same line, after “lines,”” by inserting “ authorised by the said Act, or this Act.”

Same line, after “grade,” by striking out ‘“‘that shall,” and inserting * or.curve, provided such branches
. 4 . 3 y DY g 4 ] ] b
extensions, or tramlines.

Page 2, line 19, after *“ of,” by inserting ¢ the.”

Same line, after “same,” by adding * Provided- also that the suitability of the machinery be subject to the
approval of the Engineer-in-Chiet.”

Clause, as amended, agreed to.

Postponed Clause 5.

Amendment made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Works), page 2, line 27, after ¢ Minister,” by adding “and
also to make the Town of Gormanston a terminus for any branch line or extension now or hereafter to be constructed
by the Company.”

Clause, as amended; agreed to.

Postponed Clause 6. -

Amendment made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Works), page 2, line 83, after “sidings,” by adding * Provided
always that the Company shall not be at liberty to construct any branch, extension, or tramline under the powers
conferred by this Section or the preceding Section to any point distant more than five miles from the railway,
unless such branch, extension or traimnline, has been sanctioned by a resolution of both Houses of Parliament.

¢ Provided also that, before any such resolution is proposed, at least fourteen days’ notice of motion be given in
the House in which it is first introduced, and that previously an advertisement of intention to move the same shall
have been published once a week, for two consecutive weeks, in 2 public newspaper published in Hobart and Laun-
ceston, and in a public newspaper published in or uearest to the district affected by the proposed branch, extension,
or tramline, and that an iuterval‘o}' Seven days shall elapse between the passing of"the resolution in one House and
its confirmation in the other.

“ Provided further that, before application is made to the Minister to approve a route for any branch or exten-
sion under the preceding Section to a point distant not more than five miles from the railway, notice of the intention
of the Company to make such application shall be advertised once in a public newspaper published in Hobart and

Launceston, and twice in a public newspaper published in or nearest to the district affected by the proposed branch
or extension.” ' .

Clause, as amended, agreed to.

Clause 21 reconsidered

Amendment made (Mr Minister of Lands and Works), page 6, line 22, after “Act” by adding * And for the pur-
poses of sections Seventy, Seventy-one, Seventy-two, Seventy-three, Seventy-four, Seventy-five, and Seventy-six ot
the said Act and of this Section of this Act, the expression ‘the said Railway ’ shall include all branches, extensions,
and tramlines constructéd by the Company under the authority of the said Act or this Act. Provided the construc-

tion of such branches, extensions, or tramlines have been first approved by resolution of both Houses of Parliament.”
Clause, as further amended, agreed to.

Clause 385 reconsidered. '

Amendment made (Mr. Minister of Lands and Works), page 9, line 9, by striking out * The Company shall
have the right to an exclusive, permanent reservation during the period of any special Leases and renewals
thereot granted by the Minister to the Company under this Act of all timber in the areas of Crown Lands
which were reserved for timber required by the Company in the construction of the Railway. But this Section

shall give the Company no other right over the said areas of Crown Lands except a licence to cut and remove
timber.” . : ’

Clayse, as further amended, agreed to.
Draft Report brought up and agreed to.
The Committee adjourned sine die.
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EVIDENCE.

Taunspay, Avcusr 29, 1901.

MRg. M. W. Simmons (instructed by Messrs. Sinmons, Crisp, and Simmons) appeared for
the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited ; and Mr. R. E. Macnaghten (instructed by
Messrs. Butler, MIntyre, and Butler) for the Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company,
Limited, to objeet to eertain clauses of the Bill.

L. C. TRENT, called and examined.

l. By Mr. Simmons.—What is your full name, Mr. Trent? Lamartine Cavaignac
“Trent.

[\~]

. What are yon, Mr. Trent? I am a mining and metallurgical engineer.

3. And you are at present— ? T am General Manager in Tasmania for the North Mount
Lyell Copper Company, Limited.

4. And you are resident at Kelly Basin? At Kelly Basin—yes, sir.
5. On the West Coast? Yes.

6. Will you describe to the Committee the work already carried out by the company?
Well, we have at Kelly Basin—first, a jetty about 400 feet long, that extends iato the bay for
the purposes of a wharf. Thea we have another wharf at Kelly Basin—a substantial and well-
built wharf for the reception of goods; and,in addition, a pier that is also substantially built,
and having three pairs of rails on it for railroad traffic. We have a railroad from Kelly Basin
to Linda (three-and-a-half feet gauge) a distance of twenty-eight miles—a railroad sabstantially
built, under the conditions of the Aect that allowed us to build it; and it is equipped -with the
very best quality rolling-stock we can purchase, and an ample supply of it for conducting a
railway business generally, and also for carrying our own goods and ores. In addition to that,
we have a branch line completed to Gormanston, a distance of about two miles. That line has
necessitated extremely heavy works; so much so, that, up to the present, the cost of the line has
exceeded £25,000.

© 7. That is, this branch line alone? The brauch line alone, yes. In addition, we have
extending two and a quarter miles from our main line, a branch line to our smelting works—a
three-and-a-half-foot gauge line substantially buil. We have a well-equipped passenger station
at Kelly Basin, thoroughly well bailt and furnished, and a locownotive-shed that will hold fouar
locomotives. We have a large goods-shed—that is a permanent well-constracted goods-shed—
and we have a saw-mill and brick works, with the necessary sidings connecting with the railway.
and the necessary machinery for cutting and manufacturing timber, and also two large carpenter’s
shops equipped with machinery for sawing and cutting and planing ; that is all at Kelly Basin.
And we have at the mine a tramway, something over a mile long, upou which a locomotive oper-
ates to carry the ores we are now taking from the mine to the agrial tramway in connection with
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the railway. In addition to this we havean aérial tramway extending from the railway to Linda
Valley, a distance of about a- mile—I am not quite sure of its length. This aérial tramway alone-
has cost us in the neighbourhood of £20,000. All these works are completed and in successful
operation. We have very extensive ore-bins on the line of the tramway from the mine, and also at
the lower end of the aérial tramway, which are substantially, well, and permanently built. At the-
mine we have a number of roads and tunnels, a quantity of machinery for operating the mine, and
very extensive underground workings which extend from the top of the mountain down to what is
known as our No. 2 tunnel. We have also a swmall tramway for bringing ores from our lower:
tunnel up to the level of our main tramway that I have described, and this small tramway is
operated by steam.

8. And you are also proposing to carry out certain additional works, Mr. Trent? Yes; butl
had not finished. We are also constructing a smelting works, for smelting our ores, and refining
our copper. This is about five miles from Kelly Basin, near to the proposed town of Crotty. I
have already described the branch line that we have got into these works. We have, up to the
present time, spent between £40,000 and £50,000 in the construction of these works; and they
are still under construction, In the main smelting works we are constructing four reverberatory
furnaces, that are forty feet long, and sixteen feet wide,{or smelting the ore ; and we have converters—
a modification of what is known as the Bessemer converter—for taking the matte as produced in
these furnaces I bave deseribed, and refining it to metallic copper by one operation. The works
are being made large enough, and the ground is laid out with a view of adding four more furnaces.
These works are well under way, and one of the furnaces is practically completed. The second
one will be completed in a period not to exceed six weeks; and the others in about the same time
afterwards, in rotation. The building is a substantially-built building, at present 225 feet long. It
is built upon concrete foundations and has all the machinery in it. It is equipped with an overhead
travelling crane that will cost us, when put into operation, at least £4000—the crane alone. The:
crane is for the purposes of carrying the ore to the furnaces, and carrying the molten matte to the
Bessemer converters. We are introducing converters that are new to this part of the world, although
they are in use in some other countries. The ores are simply ‘smelted once, and the matte is
refined into metallic copper in one heating by one operation, as is done in no other part of
Australia at the present time. The works are very modern, and built substantially as far as
they are constructed ; and we are carrying on construction as rapidly as possible, sometimes
working at night, when the weather permits. This smelting building I have described is well
under way; a great deal of the machinery is already there; and of the remainder, most of it
from factories in the United States and in England, is shipped, and a great deal is being manu-
factured in Tasmania from our own drawings. In addition to this we have large crushing
works, All the ores and fluxes, and any material at all for the furnaces, is received into-
these works, where it is crushed and sampled, and automatically delivered into one of a number of
ore-bins that are connected with the works, So that this forms a erushing and storage house,
and the ore the company smelts and crushes is ready, and is taken out of these bins as required
for the smelting operations. This is a substantial building also, and will cost us in the neigh-
bourhood of £20,000 to complete. Itis partly constructed, and all the machinery is on the ground
to equip it, and it is being completed as rapidly as possible. I do not recollect the dimensions of
itnow; but it is a very large and substantial building. We have also constructed an engineering
shop, a hundred feet by seventy feet. In it we have got the most modern tools for the equip-
ment of an engineering shop already in place, and in operation; and this building alone, with
its tools and equipment, will cost us in the neighbourhood of £5000. In addition to that we have
a carpenter’s shop and wood-working shop, also equipped with modern tools for manufacturing
such things as ore-trucks, and coaches, and carts, and anything that we require, and for preparing
the material we use in constructing our buildings. That building is a hundred feet by fifty feet.
All the machinery is on hand or complete, and ready for erection ; the building is completed.
We have, in addition to that, a large laboratory, containing eight rooms, all constructed, and
being plastered at the present time, and we expect it to be ready for occupation almost im-~-
mediately, equipped with all modern appliances for a first-class chemical laboratory and experi-
mental institution for experimenting the ores. We have a temporary office building that is 75
feet long, and containing, at the present time, 15 rooms already constructed. That is in use
for our drafting offices, engineering offices, and, also, for housing some of the staff who live on
the ground. We have a large warehouse erected for storing and sheltering our goods. All
these buildings are of a strong and permanent character. In addition to that, we are
preparing the ground, and expect to commence excavating next week for a large concentrat-
ing mill for taking low-grade ores and concentrating them before they are sent on
to the smelting-works. These various works will be of a very comprehensive
character, and will have facilities to deal with almost any of the ores of the district.
We have commenced these concentrating works, and they are to be built as rapidly as

- possible.  All the machinery is ordered ; some of it is to be manufactured in Tasmania, some-
in England, and some in the United States; and we expect that to arrive here very shortly. We
are also constructing a boiler-house, which will be large enough to accommodate 800 horse-power
in steam boilers. We have purchased, and have on the ground nearly erected, 600 horse--
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power in steam boilers ; and this building is well under way, and will be completed within the
next two weeks. We are also constructing a large power house to contain ‘our engines and:
electric apparatus. The engines will be of 700 borse-power, and, in addition, we will have a
large blowing-engine of 400 horse-power for blowing out the convertors. These engines and
apparatus are all very substantial and modern machinery. They are all purchased, and, if not
on the water at the present time, will be in the course of the next week or two; and the buildings
are uuder construction. The entire works will be operated by electricity generated in this
power-house I have described, and the transmission will be from each building by wires to the:
different wachinery on the property. Now we bave constructed and are constructing
enormous sidings from the main branch of the railway into the different buildings that I have
described. We have already constructed three miles of water-races, and have built a tank for-
conserving our water, which contains 65,000 gallons; and we intend to erect other tanks as they
may be required. ‘I'he water-races are about complete. There may be some little flumes to put
in, or something else to do to make them absolutely complete, but the bulk of the money they will
cost has been spent on them.

9. Can you say what is the cost of the works now in course of construction? The cost of’
the works now under construction will be £100,000 ; but when they are completed as contemplated,
the cost will be in the neighbourhood of £200,000. Further, we are going to build—as it is part
of our immediate plan to build—Ilixiviaticn works for treating some classes of ore that cannot be
concentrated, and are of too low grade to be smelted; and also for treating such copper and
other metals as escape from our concentrating mill, so as to make the operations more complete.
This is to be a very elaborate building; some of the designs are being made in Glasgow. It
will cost £20,000, and be in operation within the next six months. All these works are being:
pushed on rapidly : as rapidly as we can get meterials to do so.

10. How many men are you employing there now? At the smelting works?
11. Down ou the Coast altogether ? Considerably over five hundred men.

12. And has the company in contemplation any manufacturing works?  Yes, it has
manufacturing works in - contemplation —the further refining of its copper to merchantable
copper, and the manufacturing of it into sheets, and into wire and wire bars, and such other
merchantable forms as are demanded by the trade of the different parts of the world.

13. You have seen the Bill now before the House, I think, Mr. Trent? Yes, I have read
the Bill.

14. Have you a copy before you? No, I have not got it before me.

15. Well, take this copy. [Bill handed to witness.] Look at Section 3, which deals with
the break of gauge. Will you explain to the Committee, Mr. Trent, the necessity of that
section, and the need of the break of gauge? Our plans, which were matured before I became
connected with the company, contemplated a branch railway from some point on our line to the
Comstock Mine, takiug in other lines on the route. 1t was decided to build this from a point called
Gormanston Junction, through Gormanston, to the South Mount Lyell Mines, and from there, pass-
ing several other points, to the Comstock Mine, with a branch extending to the North Lyell
Mine itself. I may explain that at present our mines are not connected directly with our railway-—
only by on aérial tramway, which is of a temporary character, and will not be sufficient for carrying
our ores to the smelting-works. And, therefore, it was intended to make this a comprehensive
system to connect the main line of the North Lyell Company with the main mine, and such other
mines as we had friendly eonnection with at that time. After laying the route out to Gormanston,
it was found to be of such an expensive character as to practically prohibit us from completing
it. The route was so heavy as to make it absolutely impossible for us to provide the funds for
completing the route in such a way. As an instance of that, I may explam that the two miles
which we built to Gormanston have cost up in the neighbourhood of £25,000; and the distance:
beyond would have cost us, certainly, more per mile than it did to get into Gormanston. So that
practically, the cost prohibited us from completing our plans for connecting our main line with
our own mine even, and also with other mines which are practically a portion of our own Com-
pany’s property, as they are practically owned by the same shareholders, and managed from the
same offices. And it was deemed advisable at that time to survey a route having a less gauge,
as being more easy and cheaper to construct, and something within our means. But we
found, on undertaking to build on that route under the Railway Aect, it was not in accordance
with the Act; and the Ministers and the authorities would not permit us to construct the narrow-
gauge line. But before we can carry out the plans that we have had in contemplation since the
inception of our work, it will be necessary for us to have some means of getting to these different
mines.
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16. You spoke just now of different mines, and the friendly relations existing between them
and the North Lyell. Can you tell us the names of those mines? T can tell you the names of
some of them. '

17. Shortly speaking, they are the companies named in the original Act; and there are now
some additional sections? Yes.

18. Then you are also asking, under this elause, now, Mr. Trent, that it shall be lawtal for
the company to construct any branches of any of the three gauges specified in Section 5 of the
original Act, and if any grade—and we propose to add “or curve "—that shall be provided  with
suitable machinery for safe working. WIll you explain that? Sinece I have becowne connected
with the company, I have tried to impress on it the disadvantage of having to break our gauge
for the class of ores and materials we have to carry; that it would materially and perpetually
increase the expense of handling, since it would necessitate our having two gauges of rolling-stock,
and a good deal of extra handling. That, of course, will increase the expense of handling;
and I have recommended the company, instead of building a railway within the meaning of
the Act, to carry passengers, simply to build a tramway suitable for conveying such material as
we produce in our mines, and bringing it backwards and forwards, as is done in other countries at
the present time. "In other words we want to be able to build a 34-ft. gauge tramway so that
our present rolling-stock may" be used for it; by which means we should save handling, and
minimise expense. ’

19. By the Minister of Lands and Woerks.—With steeper grades? Steeper grades and
sharper curves. We don’t expect to operate these tramways at any speed—the maximum would
be six miles an hour—and they would be opérated with absolutely safe appliances. It is not a new
precedent we are introducing, but something very frequently used in other countries ; and it will
enable us to build tramways to these different mines at a moderate cost.

20. By Mr. Simmons.—These remarks apply also to sections 5 and 6 of the Bill? Yes,
exactly. In these places nothing but such tramways could be coustructed at any reasonable cost.

21. Now look at Section 7, Mr. Trent. In some places you- want to have an additional
width of land, beyond the chain anthorised by the original Act. Will you explain why that is
necessary ?  Well, it is sometimes necessary to have some buildings—railway-stations, and goods-
sheds, and possibly water-tanks adjacent to the railway ; and we have found—which we did not
contemplate at the inception of the works—that, in excavating some of the large cattings, the
extreme width of the cutting on top was a good deal wider than the one chain allowed by Law.
Of course, I do not think that we particularly require that width of land in such places as that;
but it is no good to anyone, and we simply wish to legalise our excavating on so much land. And
it is also necessary for the safety of the railway to eut the timber along the line, as we are
troubled at the present time with timber falling on the line very frequently. Also the wind
giving a motion to these trees makes cracks, which the water flows into, and sometimes cracks
these cuttings in that way, and causes slips which are very expensive to repair, and also iuterferes
with the working of the line.

22. Look at Section 10, Mr. T'rent. There is power given there for the company to make
an additional charge in respect of any portions of a line constructed on the Abt system. Well,
there is no portion of the main trunk line, as I understand, constructed in that way; but it may
be necessary to construct some of the branches in that way ? Yes, it might be necessary.

23. And that is why you desire to get power to charge extra rates? Of cowrse, in building
railways up a steep mountain, it is necessary to circulate round a great distance, especially if you
wish to keep your grades down. Now, if by an ordinary railway, in such circumstances, it takes
you five miles to go one, as it frequently does, and you can make a short cut by putting in expensive
machinery, and do the distance in one mile or a mile and a half, the same object is attained, but
at an increased expenditure per mile, and that is why the company wish to charge special rates
when they get over any portion of the route in that way ; it not only costs more to build the line,
but it costs more to maintain it. Of couse, you will understand that it costs money to operate
a road having very steep grades on it. .

24. Pass on to Section 13, Mr. Trent, when the company is proposing to ask for certain
land—it is printed here as 800 acres, but we propose, you know, that it should be 720. Is that the
plan of it ? Yes. [Witness makes explanations by plan.]

25. Why do you want to get that land in that way ¢ Well, in the first place, the ground is
exceedingly rough. A great deal of it cannot be used at all for any purpose, on account
of the steep mounds on it; and, on the other hand, a great part of it lies very low, and is
in a permanently swampy condition. But we are contemplajing the use of wood fuel very
-extensively, and we want land because we have to spread out thousunds of cords of wood that
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ive wwant to get cut and dried and seasoned ready for our .operations. ' Then, we have to have
numerous sulmgs for our ore, and sites on places some distance from the works for the roasting
furnaces in which the sulphur is eliminated from the stuff.: Then we want land on which to
construct our water-races and our reservoirs, and we want land gn which we can dump our slag
"and refuse from the works, and, also, the tailings from our concentrating works—which, at no
distant date, will amount to 400 or 500 tons per day, and all this must be deposited somewhele
Our works will necessarily foul the streams if the refuse is allowed to be deposited in
them, and we want to be able to impound this refuse somewhere. There will be a good deal
of our refuse that will contain chemicals that might be injurious to health if the stuff’ were
allowed to run into the streams of the country ; and we want a place where we can deposit it
without any fear of our being interfered with on the ground that we are encroaching on the
rights of others. In addition to that, we want certain places for residences for our officials to .
live in remote from the smoke, and for some of our workmen. It is necessary, in operating such
works, to have a number of our workmen close to the works all the time, and we wish to be able
to house them as near as possible, but in a place free from the smoke and sulphur fumes which
will necessarily be emitted from works of that kind. And we want to isolate other works which
emit disagreeable fumes, as much as possible. I think all the land we have taken up, considering
the quality and the character of it, can'be utilised to good advantage by the company.
- 26. Pass on to Section 22, Mr. Trent. The company is there asking for the right to
, conserve water. Will you explam the necessity of this section, and the intention of the eompany
with regard to this matter? Well, notwithstanding that it is a very wet country—and it’s almost
always raining down there—if you are to use water it is necessary to build expensive works. 1t
is so there more than in other countries where there is not so much water, because the continuous
rainfall tends to destroy our water-races and other works. That applies to all other
works, such as railways and tramways, and makes them very expensive to construct and
maintain. Now, the plocurement of a sufficient amount of water at the works, so as
to be reliable for a supply all the year round, is a very expensive affair. We have
to get water sufficient to provide us beyond the peradventure of a doubt during the dry
months, when they come. I am informed, although'l have not seen them yet, that there
are dry months, and the country is so steep, and so near the coast, that in a very few
days of dry weather all the water runs off. I have seen it myself, within a few days, difficult to
get water in some places. It is necessary, therefore, to spend a large amount of money to provide
water for the use of the works. In doing so we have to take necessary precautions that the
waterworks are properly built. Well, when we have ample storage, and when we have means of
knowing that the water stored is not polluted we thought the time might come when it might be
desirable for the adjacent towns and people in the neighbourhood to come to us to supply them with
water. Already, we have a considerable amount of water mains laid, which we expect to have to
extend for our own operations. If the people of the towns desire 1t we will extend these mains
into the town, and supply them with water. We have no wish to monopolise it in any way ; it
is simply to be a convenience of the public.

27. Are your works on a different watershed from the works of the Mount Liyell. Company ?
Yes.

28. Would it be possible for your company, under this Bill, to do anything prejudicial to the
Mount Lyell Company ? No, I don’t think so, unless they wanted the earth. Our works are
situated, I should say, at least ten miles away from them, and the water we have in contempla-
tion to take is water that is not applopuated and we simply wish to have the right to appropriate
it, and put these mains on. We don’t wish to interfere with anything that the Mount Liyell
(Jompany has got, nor with anything that we can see that they could .have, or could desire.
Our works are so far from the Mount Liyell that I don’t see how we could conflict at all.

29. By the Chairman.—You say you are not on the same watershed? Not on the same
watershed—mno. I don’t see how our works could be harmful to them in any way.

"30. By Mr. Gaffney.—Do you know the names of the streams that you propose to get the
water flom? The T'raveller River, the Fish Creek, the Governor River, and the Tofft Rlver
Either one of these streams, in wet weather, will provide all the water we want; and in dry -
weather, so far as I am informed, the whole of them together won 't do that, without a reservoir
and storage.

31. All these streams enter into the King Rlvel, do they not ? .Yes, all of them; all
tributaries of the King. There are some streams in the neighbourhood of the mine which I
have not personally investigated. Of course, we shall want more water than we have got for our
mains, but it is not a large amount we require, and you must bear in mind that during the last
nine months in the year there is plenty of water ; the country is nothing but a waterfall all the
time. Water is the most plenteons thing that there is there. But it is necessary to make this
provision, noxe the less. Water is a very necessary thing in mining, and if you don’t have water

your operations have to cease. '
' 82. By Mr. Simmons.—Going on to Section 34, Mr. Trent; is this the plan of the 19 acres
referred to in that section? [Plan handed to w1tness ] Yes; ‘51119 1s the piece of land known
as our clay reserve, on which our sawmill and brickworks are built, and numerous sidings also.

33. Has the company expended any money with respect to that 19 acres in the way of
levelling, and so on? Yes. I should say that for all purposes the company has expended in the

Ny
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neighbourhood of £20,000, on that. /There are some residences on jit—a few of the officers and
workmen’s—and there arc the brickworks and two cmpuntels shops

34. And the sawmill? Yes, and the s ] _ and a small
engineering shop, and a warehouse. And I don’t know whether the wharf is not on that, too;
I rather think the long jetty also extends from that land. .

35. Look at Section 35, Mr. Trent; the company is asking for certain timber reserves. Can
you explain, shortly, the necessity of that ? Well, there is plenty of timber there ; really, there is
more timber and firewood than I have ever seen in one section before. But as soon
as you go to build a railroad through it, people slip in and cut up the most accessible,
useful, and valuable of these woods, and they hold them under some rights or other
on which they claim them, and- when the company .wants them it must purchase them
at an advanced price from ‘these people. There is wood enough along both sides of the line
to supply the people of Tasmania for a great many years; but we have to get this wood. The
country is such that you canno? utilise horses to any ﬂpplecmble extent. You must use tram-roads :
you can’t make roads at any reasonable cost. Horses won’t perform a reasonable amount of work
in that country ; they are expeusive to maintain, and expeunsive to keep in lepau‘———)f I may put it in
that way. It’s expensive to use horses, and they are very inefficient. It is our intention to build
into these timber reserves 3-ft. 6-in. tramways, so that we can load the trucks in the timber,
and take the same trucks to our furnace doors, or to our wood storage yards, and so
minimise handling as much as possible. And we want to have some parts for ourselves to get
timber from, where others don't interfere by getting out the best of it. The whole line of route is
really nothmg but a vast forest of timber : not valuable timber, but firewcods.

36. Now, are any branches or tramways you have in contemplfmon likely to be prejudicial to
the Mount Lyell Company? Notin any way. The branches or tramways will not pass over any
ground that']l am cognisant of the Mount Lyell people having any interest in whatever.

"~ 37.—By Mr. Macnaghten.—X understand. you have been'in Tasmania about six months?
Yes.

38. May I ask where you were before ? Well I have been in America for about 30 years:
in the United States of America.

39. And you have had a good deal of experience, I suppose, in mmmg in the United States?
Yes, I have been engaged altogether in mining for qaite 30 years:.

40. Have you had much experience in water-power? A great deal of expel ience of water-
power ; yes.

4]. l‘hat is brought to a high piteh in the United States? Yes.

42. You know Niagara? Yes. '

43. You have seen the recent works there in connection with water power? Yes.

44. Bui lately ; 1 mean, you have been there lately? Yes.

45, Within the year ? Yes.

46. Lsn’t it a fact that w1th1n the last four or five years there have been enormous developments
" there? Yes; very.

47. Isn’t there a town Wlthln ten or twenty miles from Niagara with one long str eet, on. both
sides of which there are manufactories? Yes, [ think there are such towns.

48, And all the factories driven by water-power? Largely by water-power.

49. By Mr. Patterson.—By electricity, that is? Yes, by electricity generated by watel-powel.

50. By Mr. Macnaghten.—The or 1g1ml powet is derived from the falls of Niag ara? Exactly ;

es.
d 51. And the whole town is supplied from there, in fact 7~ Well, as a matter of fact, the power
from Niagara is distributed everywhere over a radius of possibly thirty miles all round it.

52. But I wanted to know if you knew this particular town. 1 forget the name of the-town,
but there is such a town. ~ Do you know it? Well, there are a number of towns there. They take
their power to Buffalo, which is thirty mlles distant: a ver y large clty—a city as large us
Melbourne.

53. In this place I mean thereis a lonO' street, with, as I understand it, manufactories on-each
side, and nothing but manufactories, and all driven ! by water-power? Exactly

” 54, You have seen that? I don’t know that place in particular, but it's a very active.neigh-
bourhood round there, you know—always has been. [ simply went there lately with my ddughter
to view the falls, and look round generally. But I have been there a great number of times, and I
know the development of water-power driving electricity has been very great there.

55, I may take it, then, that you have seen yourself the enormous value of water-power?
Yes. Of course what you refer to is an enor mously valuable water-power in a populous district.

56. And that value is likely to increase in the future, is it not ?  Oh, well, of course it is a relative
value, as between coal and electricity. Of course it costs a great deal of money to construct works
and distribute this power.

57. You don’t quite understand my question.—Is it not a fact, as far as we can tell, that ‘this
value of water-power is likely to increase very largely in the futule, all over the world? Well, I
don’t know ; it only has a certain velative value. [ don’t know much about anything except the West -
Coast just now.

58. You mentioned in one part of your examination-in-chief, *other mines ”—may I ask to
what mines you refer? In reference to what?
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59. Well, I tried to interject at the time, and Mr. Simmouns objected. I think it would have .
been perf'ect]y in order that I should have asked you then. What are they? You want to know
about the other mines? - : '

60. Yes; I want to know the names of them? Well, I will tell you the names. We are
building the smeltmg-works——

-61. I don’t want that. I want just to know'the names of the other mines you mentioned ?
Well, I’ll tell you some of the other mines ; but what I want to explain is this :—that we want to
be in a position to go to any mine that says “ We have ore, and we want you to smelt it” ; we
want to be in a position to bulld a tramway to that nartlcular mine, which may not even exist at
the present time. :

62. By the Chairman.—Mor. Macnaghten wants the names of the mines ﬁrst and any

explanation you like afterwards? Very well ; let us have the quesmon

"~ 63. Well, the questlon was this: you mentloned “other mines.” What were they ;—the
other mines you require to be connected with by branches? We want to build tramways to con-
nect with the Comstock, the Tasman, the Crown Lyell, the Mount Lyell Blocks,
the Tasman and Crown Lyell Extended, the Annaconda, the North Iyell Consoli-
dated, the South Mount Lyell, the Mount Ly ell Consols, the Mount Lyell Consols Extended the
Mount Lyell Pioneer, and any other mines that we discover later, and that require to send
their ore to our smelting works, or that we require to get to. In addmon to those I have men-
tioned, there are the mines at the Mount Jukes Proprietary, the Comstock Proprietary, and . the
different mineral sections in the neighbourhood of the Darwin that are now under process of
development. ~

64. That is a good many mines more than were 1nent10ned in your former Act ? Yes. They
: plobably were not all discovered at the time when our former Act passed. We are asking for
additional powers for building additional tramways. The mines that I have mentioned our share-
holders are more or less interested in. Now, the object of our smelting-works is to smelt ores
that anyone may bring to us, or that require smelting, or that we can make any profit on ;
and we want to be in a position to get at these ores.

65. Do you mean to say that, Cif you can get leave from the Government to run lines to
all these different mines you have mentloned it will not in any way -prejudice the interests of my
clients?  Only to the extent that one baker’s shop would prejudice the business of anotber.

66. And it would not prejudice them in any other way? Not in any other way at all. It
would ?rmg competition to the different mines in the neighbourhood that are now stifling for the
want of it. ~

. I should like you to look at Section 5 of this amending Bill, and Section 6. Take
Sectlon 6—* It shall be lawful for the company to make a branch or. “branches of the Railway to its
smelters, and to any land or any portion of any land which may be leased to the company under the
provisions of this Act, and to make sidings "—Do you mean to say that if your company got leave
to make all these branches that would not be in way interfering with our company?—Can you
guarantee that none of these lines you propose to make will cross any of our sectwns” The
Mount Lyell sections as I know them to day—yes.

68. Youcan guarantee that? 1 can guarantee that as to any Mt. Lyell sections, as 1 know
them to-day—as to anything that belongs to the Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company at
the present time—that is so registered.

69. Have you got plans shewing all these lines? No; we have not got plans. :

70. Would you L have any objection to having plans, showmg all these hnes—what is your
objection? The objection to what?

71. To your having plans? Personally (I don’t know about-the company) 1 should object
to making plans of -everything we intended to, and exhibiting them to the Mount Liyell Company,
or tol%"lve them our private prospectus. I should think it would be brazen impudence to ask it,
myse

72. Other companies had to show their plans to Parliament, you know? Yes; if Parliament
asked it I should be glad to do so, but not to show them to the Mount Lyell Company.

73. Can you see any reason Why you should not show plans to the Grovernment, in the same
way as other companies have done? ~ In answering your question, I may say that we certainly
should not expect to build any tramways without submltmntr plans to the Government; and we
want to be in the position that we can from time to time submit plans to the Govemment and the
Grovernment have authority on that to authorise the works. We don't ask for indiscriminate
power to build tramways all over the West Coast ; but when we desire to build a tram-
way we.do not want to be put in the position of having %o go to Parliament for it. 1 suppose
Government would have a right to see plans of branch lines ; ; but whether a competmg company,
that.constitutes itself guardian of the district, should, is another matter.

74. Now I want you to turn to Sections 22 t0 27. You said in your examination-in-chief
that water is very necessary in any mine, and that if you don’t have water your operations have
%3 ceasé. I suppose that applies not only to your own company, but to other companies?

xactly.

75, Also to the public at large ? Exactly.

T ke Chairman.—The. public at large have' their replesentatlves in Parhament You had
better confine yourself to the postion as-1t concerns the, Mount Liyell Company. -

=
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.76. By Mr. Macnughten.—Y ou also stated .that you had no wish to monopolise the water in
any way. But suppose—I don’t say it is very likely—that our company did wish to get access
to this water in future : you never can tell what may happen. Suppose our company wished to
get at this water in the future, would not you, under these clauses, have a monopoly of that
water ?  We would have a monopoly of all the water that we had improved. Supposing that we
should wish to take a part of some of the water that your company has got now: would we
have a right to do it ?—you have improved a lot of water: supposing we took a notion we
wanted it—would we have any right to go and tap your water ? ‘

77. You say you have no wish to monopolise the water ; but surely those sections do give
you a monopoly ? Tt gives us a monopoly of the water we are using at the present tirhe: the
water that we go to the expense of preserving, not only for ourselves, but for all the people
living in our district. If they want the water, they can get it ; we have got the channels where
the population live. And of course if you want our water after all that is done, you will have
to want ; just as we would have to want, if we wanted some of the water you had already
improved. : . ‘

78. But you said you had no wish to monopolise the water in any way. Is it not a fact
that under these sections you would be monopolising the water? Yes, we would be monopolising
certain water, just the same as we would monopolise the mineral sections we have got leased
from the Government. :

79. By Mr. Simmons.—The shareholders in these different mines you have named, Mr.
Trent, I understand, are more or less the same body of shareholders as are in the North Mount
Lyell Copper Company ? Yes, they are.

. 80. To a large extent, at any rate? To a large extent—Yes.

81. And these individual companies you have named are not in a position to go in for these
expensive and extensive works themselves 7 No ; none of them.

82. Then the object of the North Lyell Company in working in with these other
companies is to enable these companies to develop their mines? Exactly ; yes.

83. You have already told us, I think, that there are no streams near you that could be
beneficial to the Mount Liyell Company ? Tliere are none that I know of that could be acqnired
at a reasonable cost by them. :

84. And there are none that could reasonably be compared with Niagara? No.

85. Is there any such large surplus of water available that my friend need be afraid?
There is no large quantity of water there at all, except when you don’t want it. .

86. Bythe Chairman.—Mzr. Trent, under the original Act you.have the power to make
branch tramways where you like, providing they ave not distant “more than five miles from the
said railway ” 7 Exactly. ~ :

87. You could make them where you liked, for the purpose of obtaining timber, and so on?
Yes.

88. That does not give you the right to go to a mine with a tramway ? Oh, scarcely to go
to a me. ) .

89. And it is practical to provide for that that you want the Act amended ? Yes; exactly.
People may say to us, “ We have got some ore.” Well, we buy the ore, or we may wish to buy
a particular section. 'We have got the railway, we have got the administration, all we have to
do is to extend a few miles of tramway. We have our rolling-stock : it is comparatively easy
for us to do it, and very difficult for the owners of mineral sections themselves to do it.

90. Under the original Act, if you make a branch line it must be of the same gauge as the
railway ?  Yes,

91. And under this Bill you can make it of narrower gauge? Yes, if you desire it.

92. Have you got the Deed of Association of the company ? No, I have not. .

93. Can you say, of your own knowledge, whether it is within the scope or without the scope
of the company to sell water—it is a quuestion, you see, as to whether it would not be witra vires
as to the constitution of the company—do you know? No,I do not know. I have been informed
by our attorneys that we have that right. It is not really that we want to sell water to people at
all ; we really pass it through the channels and allow them the use of our mains. .

94. You will be satisfied if you get the water for the company ? Perfectly satisfied. If the
public don’t want to use it, they won’t be compelled to.

95. You are designated the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited. You don’t know
whether your scope extends to mining only, or dealing with copper,or what? It.extends to mining,
railroads, the manufacturing of timber and bricks, and so on.

96. That would all be in this Deed of Association? Yes.

97. Now, can you say how much your company has expended altogether in developing the
works? We have expended, up to date, over £400,000.

98. Did you have any land concessions to commence with? No; we had a little bit at
Kelly Basin for a railway station, but I don’t know how it was acquired.

99. You cannot say, of your own knowledge, what sort of a place Kelly Basin was when you
built and constructed your works there, can you? No.

100. By the Minuster of Lands and Works.—With regard to the break of gauge, Mr. Trent.
Do you contemplate making more than one break? Well, I do'not really, at the present time,
contemplate making any break. There might be some portion that we might want to reach—
some very difficult position—when we might want to break the gauge.

N
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- 101. Would it not be sufficient for you if you specifically asked for the right to construct
certain branches on a 2-ft. gauge? Yes; I think so. '

.102. If you wanted to run passenger trains, in endeavouring to attain the altitude of some of
the different mines, you would find it necessary to have a very narrow gauge, wouldn’t you ?
Yes, in some of them it would be necessary to do it, I fancy ; but we want to avoid that as much
as possible by the adoption of a method that we have in view of turning very short curves on a 3 ft.
6 in. gauge. We want to confine ourselves to that gauge as much as possible, so that our rolling-
stock may be interchangeable. But it is a very difficult country—the most difficult I ever saw.
It is extremely rugged, and the soil is of such a nature that it is difficult to maintain a road after
construction. The goil is always moving, and decomposing. One wants to avoid deep cuttings
and heavy works, for that veason. If you can get round or climb over, you are in
a much'safer condition than if you cut through. .

103. By the Chairman.—Y ou have had heavy land-slips, have you not? Very heavy and
very expensive. o .
" 104. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—With regard to the break of gauge, would you
be satisfied if the Committee recommended that you might be allowed the use of the 2-feet
gauge, i addition to the present gauge, subject to the approval of the Engineer-in-Chief? Of
course, my view is that a 30-inch gauge is probably the most practical thing you can construct.
I think a 2-feet gauge is too small. We are always willing to be, governed by the approval of
the department, or by the consent or approval of the Minister, in everything we want done. We
don’t want to go to Parliament for every little matter; it is delaying, it 1s expensive, and it is
embarrassing. We don’t want to construct a general system of railways there, but, even if we
did, it would be of great benefit to the country. We merely want to gather the ore and bring it

to our smelting works, and so give employment to the people. - s

105. I wantnow to discriminate between the two classes of railway you are dealing with?,
We don’t want passenger traffic.

106. But you may. You want that route, and that throws the responsibility on Government
of seeing that you construct such a line as may be safe? Yes; exactly.

107. Then, with regard to constructing a narrow gauge line. I am instructed by the
Engineer-in-Chief that it would be much better for you to be confined to one narrow gauge,
subject to the approval of the Governor in Council—what do you think? I think so.

108. Then, with regard to lines that you need for the purposes simply of carrying your
* ore—do you think it is necessary to ask for special powers with regard to them? I don’t
think really it is. But I think that it is probably due to the fact that at the time when this Act
was considered, there was a desire in some quarters to block us. Anyhow, when there was any
question of a branch, before we would get our plans completed, we would find a mineral section
we required bought right in front ef us, with the evident view of blocking the extension of our
railways and tramways. ~ If we got into a position where we wished to build a tramway and they
did that, they could make it very expensive for us. That is the reason why we want an Act to
allow us to go to the Minister and get him to authorise such a tramway, and not allow frivolous
excuses to interfere with the construction of a really necessary line.

109. But would not the Mining Act, which gives full easement powers, cover that? I don’t
know that it would. I don’t know how far the opposition to such a line would be effective; I
have not been in the country long enough. But we found that when we wanted to make a survey
someone would come along and sink a shaft right in the line of it.

110. But this Act would not prevent that, you know ? Well, it would allow us to do this:
we would be compelled to pay anybody any actual expense or loss they suffered, but it would not
compel us to turn our railway or stop it. As a matter of fact, outside the objecting company, every-
body in the district would be glad to have such an Act passed. Properties there are no good
without tramways. There is one of the greatest mineral regions in the world there, and it is
undeveloped for the want of these tramways. To a certain extent we are willing to supply them.
We have an enormous investment in railways—more than the company ever contemplated—
and now we want to make the system profitable by making branches. There are great
mineral sections there—low-grade, it is true, but a profit could be made on them if they were
accessible, and an enormous army of men could be employed if the district were properly
served and a reasonable amount of liberty was left to investors in the district. 1 don’t think it is
the desire of the company to monopolise anything. If anybody wants to build another railway. we
don’t object. : : :

lllJ. Had you not better keep to the point ? Yes; but I want to make it clear that we do not
want to obtain monopolies; we simply want to help our investments.

112. You want, Mr. Trent—even if you do not want passengers—to cater for the public as
common carriers? Yes, as common carriers ; it is necessary to do that. ‘

113. Then you contemplate constructing 3 feet 6inch railways with very much steeper gradients
than are authorised under your present Act? Yes. ’

114. What is the steepest gradient you might be compelled to use? Well, we might be com-
pelled-to use as steep as 1 in 10. That would be an extreme case.. We have nothing of the sort
m contemplation at present; but I should like to construet such a line, just to show the (fovernment
how practicable it is. At present ] in 16 is about the steepest we have in view.

115. Would you be in a position to give us any contemplated route, approximately ? Yes;

at the present time we want to build a tramway to the Comstock Mine.
N
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""116. From where? From Linda Valley, or near about there. :

117. On this particular gauge? On that gauge—yes. When we get to the Comstock
Mine, there are sections beyond that we might want to extend to, simply for the purpose of:get~
ting ore and bringing 1t down. We might wish to acquire sections beyond there, and, if we do,
we would like the power to extend the tramway to them. Butwe do not want to go to Parliament
for a Bill.

© 118. Well, you could not, under your right to make branches, acquire a right to make a rail-
way to any sectlon you might require. Well, then, really, the intention of the company is to
have two classes of railways—its trunk line, on which it will cater for all kinds of business; and
its branch line to Gormanston? Exactly.

119. And you wish to have the right to construct these tramwaye on steep gradients and narrow
enrves for carrying only ?  Only for carrying ; yes. :

120. And you would be satisfied with a limitation of the break of gauge to one particular
gauge? Yes.

121. You see, you could specify whichever gauge would suit you, 2-ft. 6-in. or 2-ft.? Yes.

122. With regard to clause 3, Mr. Trent. The last words of it are: “and it shall be lawful for
the company to construct tramlines of any grade that shall be provided with suitable machinery for
the safe working of same.” Who is to decide as to the suitability and safety of the machinery for
the safe working? Well, my idea would be not to build anything that was not in a safe working
condition somewhere else.

123. At any rate, you would not have any objection to the Engineer-in-Chief being made the
authority in the matter? Of course, there is always an objection to giving one man absolutely
vetoing power over another’s operations. He may be unfamiliar with what we want to do, and his
opinion may be against such a thing, for that reason.

124, Well, all mining companies have to accept the inspector’s authority from time to time on
very important matters, Mr. Trent? Yes; but.I suppose that, really, if a question came up, and
the mine inspector said a thing was not safe, and it was proved that it was safe, the Inspector’s
objection would be overcome.

1256. By Mr. Hall—You know, of course, that the Engineer-in-Chief is a thoroughly
competent man? Well, as we don’t want to carry passengers, and we take the risk of our own
goods, we don’t want to be confined by the limitations of ordinary railways. We should expect to
be governed by the proper authorities as to not doing anything unsafe. I suppose all our operations
are under the supervision of the Government.

126. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Then, if this is not in the Act, you would not
object to it being put in? No; not at all.

127. It would be in your interests, as wéll as in the interests of the general public? Exactly.

128. With regard to Section 4, Mr. Trent. Your object is, I suppose, to approach these
sections—South Lyell, and Lyell Comstock, and any other section you have a right to -proceed
to—by different routes than those indicated on the original plan, here? Yes; a portion of that
route we found to be impracticable by reason of the expense of construction, and our desire is to
revise this survey, and get to the sections in a cheaper and more practicable manner; we were
depending upon that survey for gerting ores from the North Mount Lyell to the smelting works, but
it 1s impracticable ; and now, before long, we must have a line from the Linda Valley to the North
Mount Lyell Mine itself. i

129. Now will you tell us, Mr. Trent, what you want the powers in Section 5 for—the power
to make branches to any mineral lands in the vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount Darwin, oxr Mount
Jukes, along any route that may be approved by the Minister? Well, in these sections there are
mines developing, and all showing more or less ore ; and the probability is that, after a while, it
will be necessary to bring ore from them down to the smelting works. As I have before
explained, it is impracticable to transport ore by any other means to any great distance, and
before the companies could smelt their ore it would be necessary to have some form of tramway;
we want to be in a position, when it becomes necessary, to go to the Minister with a plan, and
get reasonably quick permission to go on with construction.

130. And this is something quite new—a new concession altogether that you are asking ?
It is new—yes.

131. You are asking for general powers, Mr. Trent, under Section 5, to make any branches
in that district 7 Yes. : :

132. General powers? Greneral powers—yes. ‘

133. Powers of a very large nature, are not they ?  Well, yes ; they give us our discretion
as to which way we shall go; of course, we are still limited by '
-+ 134. You are asking for the power to go anywhere? To go anywhere, yes; of course,
we are still limited by the law, which compels us to recompense any damage we may do to private
parties.

135. That is not what I was anxious to bring out—Under Clause 5, you are really asking for
something entirely beyond what was granted in the original Act? Yes.

136. To construct lines not contemplated in the original Act at all? Yes, feeders to the main

line. . . A
137. Well, in other private railway Acts these rights to make branches are restricted to such as
may be granted upon a resolution of two Houses of Parliament. Have you any objection to that
condition? Well, no; but we hardly know what we shall want at the present time ;—these mineral
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countries develop so rapidly that in the interests: of the rapid development of the country -it-is
necessary, we think, to have something less cumbersome. : '

138. Of course, you know there 1s always a means available for tapping a mineral section on.
an easement, without an Act of Parliament? Well, you see, by omr method of operation, as, so to
speak, the parent company, we expect to extend these tramways to the different sections,and, as a
recompense, we expect to charge for carrying goods-—which right is not granted to us under our
easement. We want very little more power than we have got now. If that right to construet
tramways to short distances for the carriage of minerals and flux was extended to ores and
merchandise, it would answer very well. ' L

139. But you have the right to construct lines to your own sections? Yes; but we are limited
as to curves and grades, :

140. But you are asking in Section 5 something quite new—something in addition to what was
contemplated in the original Act? Well, to me, it only looks like an extension of the same Act to
other sections—and if it is directly tributary to our railway line. :

141. Cannot you see that you are asking for very broad powers—very broad, indeed—when
you are asking the right to make a railway to any mineral lands in the vicinity of Mt. Lyell, Mt.
Darwin, or Mt. Jukes ? Well, it may look like a rather broad claim to make, but we think it is
necessary. :

142. Is it necessary for your present purpose to have that right, Mr. Trent? Well, 1 don’t
suppose that it is strictly necessary. It would be very valuable to us, and very valuable, we think,
for the mineral field generally, if we did have that vight. 'We would hardly want to go on anyone’s
section, or make anyone’s section a terminus, withount it was their desire to have us go there,

143. Well, if they intend you to go there for the purpose of carrying their ore for them,
would 1t not be better for them to act on an easement first, and then for you to obtain power by
Act of Parliament, taking each case on its merits? It is a very expensive process in the case
of a company like ours. : ' »

144. But, supposing that power is granted by a resolution of the House—would you have
any objection to that being made a condition with regard to Clause 5?7 Well, of course, we
would prefer having to deal with one of the executive officers of the Government if we could,
because we could gain such ready access to them. And we think that, if you will look at it, you
will find that under that section some of the restrictions require to be removed. No amount of
railways could make an undesirable monopoly there. No objection .could be raised to any rail-
way so long as it was properly constructed ; nothing could result but great good to the district.

145. Does not Clause 5 practically give you the power to make a branch almost anywhere,
from one end of your line to the other ?  Pretty nearly. . '

146, Therefore, you are asking for an unlimited right to make branches, irrespective of
Parliamentary power altogether ? Yes. We are so restricted as to natural routes that in very
few places could these lines be extended ; and it would take some time to survey and find out
just where and how they. could be extended. There are not many places there where you could
build a railway or a tramway if- you wanted to. . '

147. Will it be possible for you, Mr. Trent, before the Bill is dealt with by Parliament, to
furnish approximate positions of lines that you contemplate under Section 6, so that you can
give us an idea of what branches you really want to construct under that section? Yes, I
suppose it would be. I don’t know just all the leases that the company have got there. Of
course, those that would be unprofitable, we should probably release. I don’t know, myself, that
that clause is particularly necessary to the Bill. We have already got the branch to the smelters.

148. That is one of the lines? Yes. The rest of it looks to be a very harmless clause, -
and seems to be covered by Clause 5. 1 ‘think if we let Clause 5 stand, we might scratch out
Clause 6 entirely.- : ‘

149. With regard to Clause 7 : you only want to make sure of your right to take land for
station purposes? That is all—on our existing railway, and any branches that may be built.

150. You want the same rights as were conferred on the Mount Lyell Company by ‘the
Bill passed last Session ? That would be sufficient for us. .

151. In Clause 12 you are asking for forty years’ lease, Mr. Trent : is there any particular
ground for your having ten years longer than was given in the case of the other company, the
Mount Lyell—would you be satisfied with the same concession, a thirty years’ lease ? Well, we
would be thankful for the same ; I dont know that corporations ever get satisfied. Sometimes,
you know, we can profit by our neighbours’ mistakes, or errors, or omissions. .

152. May I ask what necessitates the proposal for the granting of additional leases to any
land adjoining the land comprised in your lease, under Clause 16-—is that for some special
reason? Idon’t know,sir ; that Clause 16 is rather a mystery to me. I have tried to interpret it,
but I have not succeeded. ' o

153. Now, Section 21, Mr. Trent, as to notice of purchase by the Minister : what is the
special reason for the departure from the arrangement made under the original Act? Well, the
object sought there was this: that we might, let us say, have a mine on any railway. Now, to
conduct mining operations such as these it is very frequently necessary for the company to have
all the profit that there is in the transaction.  For instance, the profit on the railway might be
sufficient to justify the whole of the mining operations; and, on the other hand, we might have
to sacrifice any profits on the railway for the sake of making something of the mine. Thus, we

/
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might have a fairly profitable mine that still could not pay ordinary rates for transportation.
A great many of these ores on the West Coast are such that if you could only make sixpence a
ton on them, it would yield a very handsome business, if carried out on a large scale; that is, if
the railways and the mines were worked as one concern ; indeed, as two concerns, it would be
impossible. :

154. Now, the Clauses from 22 to 32, Mr. Trent : are they really necessary for the present
purposes of the company ? I would rather leave that to our attorneys; I am not sufficiently
acquainted with the law here, as yet, to know what powers we have got. We do require water,
and we do require the power of conserving water. I don’t know that we require any monopoly
of water, only the right to occupy it in reservoirs or storage. If thatis all obtainable, T don’t
know that the sections would be necessary.

155. It is not in any way relative to a railway concession, this right to supply water and
electric energy, 1s it ? No; I don’t think that there is very much necessity for that.

156. You know that you have power under your Act to get whatever power is necessary for
your railway ? Yes. .

157. And power under the Mining Act to get whatever power is necessary to -~work your
smelters ? '

158. With regard to the right to charge for wharfage and dock rates, under Section 33,
would there be any object to those rates being made subject to the approval of the Governor in
Council? None at all. Under our plan of operation, we feel that we have got a large invest-
ment in railroads and other property, and we want to build up a population. We have no desire
to extort. In fact, I would rather advise the company to open their wharves free to anybody
“who likes to come ; and if we do charge, the rates are only likely to run into 2 small amount.
Our interest is to build up that country, and to get a large population there. We don’t want to
monopolise, but to help the country to grow, believing that our investments will grow more
valuable as it does so. I want to aid every enterprise there, as if we do that we increase the.
" value of our own investments.

159. You are aware that—at any rate, nomiunally—a very high wharfage rate was imposed by
your company ? Yes, I believe so; but we don’t try to collect it. I believe that was prohibitive.

160. But it is the present nominal charge, isn’t it? 1 suppose it is.

161. And you could enforceit? I suppose so. :

162. For instance, if one company you did not favour wanted to come to that wharf, and oue
you did favour wanted to come there, you could —I don’t say you would, you know—charge one
your present rate under the law, and return it to the other? Well, we have had that question
under discussion. T think it would be very unjust to do what you say, and very impolitic.

163. But that is the present position? Yes, that is the present position ; we could do so.

164. In regard, now, torSection 135, The company contemplate carrying on the business of
sawmill proprietors? No, they have not; only to this extent—we have to have a sawmill, and
it’s pretty expensive to get timber there ; but we thought that if we did occasionally get a piece of
lumber too good for our own purposes sawn out of a log, we might store it and send 1t away. We
do sell a little timber now: not because it pays us to do so, but as a favour to the people. We
don’t propose to go into the sawmilling business, because we don’t believe the  timber there would
justify it. We can’t get lymber there, unless we send it ourselves; and unless we sell it to the
_people there, they can’t get it. Of course, the operations of a large company like that require an
immense amount of timber.

165. With regard to the purchase of this land—if you got security of tenure of your land, Mr.,
Trent, you don’t necessarily need to purchase it ? No ; but here is the principal difficulty that we
labour under: in carrying on this organisation we have to get money; and in getting it the
investors scrutinise our security very closely ; and if there’s anything to jeopdrdise the holders of
securities, it is difficult to get money. I think if the tenure of our land were all right, we could get
along. At the same time, it is very encouraging to hold the land in fee simple. We would uot
ask that if it was valuable land ; but it is really some of the most undesirable stuff you can find in
the country, and would be of no value to anyone, only for our operations or similar operations
carried on by private companies. We consider that it is a very small block of the whole country
we want, and our purchase of it will benefit the place for many miles around to the same extent as
we benefit ourselves. It would be-very desirable indeed that we should have a title to that land.

166. By the Chairman.—That is the land where your smelters are? Yes; and it would be
very encouraging to the company.

167. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—One other question, as to this royalty. A sort of
understanding was come to between your company and the Surveyor-General that a special
?yalty should be charged ; and that is, I think, what figures here—a special royalty on timber?

es. .

168. And these prices were suggested ? Yes.

169. But it was not contemplated, I think, to put it in this Act—the idea was to give the
Governor in Council power to make special regulations for the disposal of timber to your
company-—I suppose it would be just as satisfactory if it Wwere put here as power to make a regula-
tion? I suppose so; I don’t pay much attention to the timber portion of it—as to what relates
to firewood. We are going to try and do our smelting with wood. | If we do that—if the result
of our experiment is satisfactory—we shall have to get special machinery. We don’t want to get
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machinery fitted up to work the smelters with wood, and then find the prices of wood raised on us
to make the process more expensive. If we do succeed in this smelting with wood, it will beunefit
the whole district, because it will cheapen - smelting operations to a considerable extent.. One of
our principal objects in doing this is that .we may employ labour on our line. We want to employ
all the labour that is possible on our own line. We want to build up the country. We don’t want
to have to send away for anything that we can produce on the property.

-170. By Mr. Hall. —Turning to Section 22, Mr. Trent, we find here the reference to this
water that you propose, under this Section, to supply to the mines and the inhabitants of -
Gormanston, Kelly Basin, and Crotty—and under the same Section, in order to provide that
water, you want the right to all the rivers and streams in the vicinity. Now, there are no provisions
here for the charges to be made for that water—would you object to the Committee amending this
Clause, so that the inhabitants of Gormanston, or Kelly Basin, or wherever they may be located,
will know exactly what they are to pay for the water? No ; I have no objection at all.

171. Because, you see, under Section 28, there is a penalty provided: “ Every person who, not -
having agreed to be supplied with water by the company, shall take any water from any reservoir,
dam, aqueduet, sluice, or race belonging to the company, or from any other work or place con-
taining water belonging to the company, shall forfeit to the company for every such offence a sum
not exceeding Ten Pounds.” Now, you were speaking, in your opening remarks, about a desire to
further the interests of the district, and I have no doubt that that is the object you have in view ;
but, of course, with regard to Gormanston, I have no doubt that you will agree with me that the
Mount Lyell Company must be credited with having brought that place to its present stage?
Exactly.

]7y2. And, you see, under this Clause you want the extensive right to this water. Now, would
you object to the Committee amending the Bill as I suggest: in the first place, by providing that
the inhabitants shall not pay an exorbitant price ; and in thesecond place, giving you the right to
take a certain percentage of the water from these rivers? Well, I think, in these cir¢umstances,
we would be perfectly satisfied with that. The only way we look at it is this: we have to build
these works; but in Gormanston we don’t, We shall bhave to build a waterworks for North Lyell;
but, at present, Gormanston has its own waterworks. If anyone wants that water we conserve, it
is a slight source of income to us, and a great benefit to the people, who could not putinsuch an effective
system as we can. I do not think, as far as Gormanston is concerned, that we want it at all.
I don’t know why it is put in there at all. Only, such works as we construct we wonld like to
continue, and supply anyone that wants the water. We don’t want to monopolise the water—
especially for domestic purposes ; we think’ that ought to stand first everywhere.

173. You see, Mr. Trent, of course, as a representative of the company, you tell us that you
don’t want to monopolise the water in any way; but on the other hand, you give evidence that
shows that you do want to monopoliseit. In reference to this particular Section, it is, of course, one
thing to make a verbal statement when you want to do a certain thing; but we have to bear in
mind that you are simply an officer of the company. But then you see, the shareholders, if they
get Parliamentary sanction to this Act, can say, “ We are going to monopolise”—what do you say
to that ? I quite understand that. We only wish to monopolise to this extent: we will go to a
stream in one part of the property, and we will bring it to where it can flow naturally at the least
expense. Of course, if we imuprove that stream, and require all the water, we monopolise it to that
extent. But we won’t monopolise it to the extent that other people can’t use it for necessary
purposes, and you will be amply protected if you make provision to prevent extortion or the charging
of high prices for the use of it : ‘we should not object to that. In fact, the supplying of water at all
is such an insignificant thing that I would as svon see it out of the Bill; but I think it would be a
henefit to the people at large that it should remain there. e

174. Bat, as was pointed out by counsel for the Mount Lyell Company, we know that these
things commence in a small way, and grow. He referred to one instance of that—the Niagara.
That was looked on as a very different affair at first; but now we know what it is. The monopoly
there now is creating a good deal of dissatisfaction. I quite agree with some remarks you made, to
the effect that the possibilities and probabilities of that particular country on the West Coast no
man can foretell ; and, at the same time, I am quite willing to see justice and fair play extended to
the North Lyell Company ; but we must also admit that this State owes a great debt of gratitude
to the Mount Lyell Company, and we must see that they are not injured in any way. What do you
think? I would not claim or try to do apything that would interfere with the operations of the
Mount Lyell Company. When I took charge of the company’s business, I found they had been
trying to reach the Comstock by going over the Mount Lyell Company’s section, which I found the
Mount Lyell people objected to, and 1 said “ Let us go another way; get rid of them; let them
alone. We don’t want to interfere with their operations.” , , '

175. Then, as the representative of the company, you would not object to an amendment of
this clause, giving you a right to a certain percentage of the water? Now, coming to Section
35, where the company requires the exclusive and permanent reservation of all timber on these
reserves ; then the clause goes on: “The company shall pay to the Minister as the purchase-
money for ali timber removed by the company from the said areas, and from any other Crown
‘land, a royalty of one shilling and sixpence per one thousand superficial feet for pine and black-
wood, and sixpence per one thousand superficial feet for all hard and other kinds of wood; and
. one penny per ton of eighty feet for all fire and coal wood. The wood so purchased shall be the
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absolute property of the company.” 1 was not quite clear as to this. On paymng the Govern-
ment this royalty of one shilling and sixpence per thousand feet for pine and blackwood, and
sixpence per thousand feet for hardwood, am I to understand that the company would have the
right to supply the residents of Kelly Basin and Crotty, and practically become timber
merchants ? ) .

Mr. Minister of Lands and Works: They do it without paying anything.

Witness—No, we don’t do it without paying anything. All the timber we supply in
that way we are purchasing from the parties who are cutting it ; and all we have supplied we
have left an account of, and we can render an account to the Government, under this agreement,
at any time. .

Mr. Minister of Lands and Works : We are getting no royalty at the present time. This
was suggested as a means of bringing about a method of charging the company, so that they
should not be in a better position than the ordinary sawmiller.

176. By Mr. Gaffney.—Mr. Trent, is has been said that your narrow-gauge line from
Gormanston to Comstock, and these places, would pass over the Mount Liyell Company’s sections.
Do I understand from you that you propose to abandon that idea? We propose to abandon it.
because of their objections. That is one reason of it. Of course, Mr. Gaffney, we have the right
to go over that land now with a three-and-a-balf-foot gauge. We do not intend to go; but we don’t
want to abandon any right that we have got.” We have no intention of doing that, and 1 don't
think we will have in the future. We would rather go to a field where people wanted us than to a
place where there was no chance of getting patronage.

177. With regard to Section 33 and the question of wharfage and dock rates, how does the
company propose to have this scale of charges made out ?—By the approval of the Governor in
Council ?—Are the company prepared to do the same as the Government in carrying it out; for
instance, empties are generally carried back free:  will you do that? I believe they are doing
that now. We are quite willing to have all our charges as common carriers or purveyors regulated
by the Governor in Council. '

The witness withdrew.

J. F. ANDERSON, called and examined.

178. By Mr. Simmons.—What is your name, Captain Anderson? John Frederick
A nderson. B '

179. And you are a Divector of the North Lyell Company ? Yes.

180. And until recently, I think, were living at Strahan ? Living at Kelly Basin.

y 181. And superintending the operations of the North Lyell Company, on the West Coast ?
" es. .
182, The original Act was granted to the North Mount Lyell” Mining Company, No
Liability 2 Yes, sir: ’
~183. And the present Bill is in the name of the North Mount Lyell Copper Company,
Limited? Yes, sir.

184. And, I believe, the reason of that is that, at the end of 1897, the one company became

merged in the other ? That is quite right; it was refloated. .
- 185. And largely extended ? And largely extended—yes.

186. And the old company became merged in the new company? Yes; it became a new
company.

187. And the railway and other works were carried out by the new company? Carried
out by the new company, as you say.

‘188, And all the rights of the old company are vested in the new company? Yes, sir.

189. Will you tell us what has been the total expenditure of the company, up to the end of
May ; first of all, on railways ? On the railway, £309,146.

190. And on the aérial ropeway ? £10,493.

- 191. And on the brickworks and sawmills ? .£23,279.

192. And on buildings and plant? £15,862.

193. And on the mine itself? £111,960.

194. And on the smelters? £5865, up to that date.

195. And there has been a large item incurred, I think, for transport. in Tasmania. What
does that amount to? £8000 in Tasmania; and then there are other initiation expenses,
£16,796. : ,

196. That makes a total expenditure, up to the end of May, of £501,401¢ That’s quite
right, sir. ’ :

s 197. Now, that £5000 for the smelters—that does not include the expense of the machinery ?
Oh, no ; I should say the smelters will cost £200,000 more than this, and the branch lines some-
thing like another £100,000. That will bring it up to about £800,000, in all. :

198. Look at Clauses 5 and 6 of the Bill, Captain Anderson : I don’t think I need trouble
you about the earlier ones. Will you give the Committee information as to these clauses? Well, the
reason they wish for the privilege of building these branches is that the people who own the North

L
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Mount Lyell practically own the most of the other mines about there ; and they wish to open them
up, and build branches to them.

199. “These other mines,” you say. What mines are these? Well, as a matter of fact, the
North Lyell Copper Company owns the Consols Extended and the Lyell Pioneer. The same
directorate and the same shareholders are largely interested in the Comstock and the Tasman
companies. They operate them, and the same shareholders are the shareholders operating with
them. Then, over and above that, affiliated with them there are the Anaconda, the North Liyell
Consolidated, the Crown Lyell, the South ‘Lyell, and the Consols, and the Extended. Then,
when you come to Mount Jukes, there are the Mount Jukes Proprietary, the Lake Jukes, and
the Jukes Comstock. Then, on the Darwin field, they ave interested mm the Mount Darwin
Proprietary, and, I think, one or two others. I don’t remember just now. That is the reason
they wish to have the branches: they wish to go to their own properties, practically.

200. Well, it is not proposed in any way to interfere with the Mount Lyell Company? Not
in the slightest, so far as I know. I don’t know that we are going near the Mount Lyell Company’s
property. I could not be quite certain asto that; but we don’t go near the Mount Lyell Company’s
mine, We have kept away from them altogether, so far as I know.

201. Now, as to the additional powers sought: the Minister suggests that the company might
agree that any branch proposed to be coustructed should be approved by resolution of both Houses
of Parliament. What do yuu think? Well, the only objection I see to that is that we might have
to apply for a branch, say, within a fortnight or so of the House breaking-up. In that case we
would have to wait six or seven months before we could take any steps to construet the branch.

202. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—You can always construct on an easement? We
have no objection to that, sir; but ,

203. By Mr. Simmons.—But your idea, really, was to make it subject to the approval of the
Minister, so as to get expedition? Yes; that is the whole and sole reason. The Minister would
have his legal officers near him to tell him what was right or wrong. There is no wish ‘at all on
our part to do anything improper, or that could possibly be considered improper.

204. Now, will you just look at Section 9. That, you see, is a proposal to fix rates and toll by
arbitration—why is that ¢ This has arisen, sir, from the fact that under our original Bill we have
the right to make certain tolls and charges— the same as were in operation on the Zeehan and
Dundas line at the time of the passing of that Act, and not exceeding that. Well, that would be all
satisfactory enough ; but there is a saving clause, by which the Governor in Council can alter these
rates and charges. That is where the trouble comes in. You see, although the Government
railway can quite easily reduce its rates and tolls and charges to a minimum—or even to a loss, if -
necessary—a private company could not possibly do so. And in the case of the Government
exercising this right to reduce our tolls and charges to the point of loss, we wish to put it to arbitration,
as to whether it should or should not be so. That is the whole reason.

205. That power has already been conceded to the Mount Lyell Company by their Act of 62
Victoria, I think ? Yes, sir; the Mount Lyell Company got the power in that Act.

206. Now, referring to Section 12, Captain Anderson. You are-asking there that the special
lease should be for the term of forty years, and it has béen suggested that thirty should be the
maximum, as it is in the Mount Lyell Act—what is the reason for your company asking for the
additional ten years ? Well, in asking for the additional length of time, we are making a promisé
of the expenditure of double the amount of money the Mount Lyell undertook. The Mount Lyell
undertook to spend £200,000 ; we are spending double that, and so we ask for ten years longer.

207. When the original Bill was before the House, the estimate of the cost of your railway
was only £92,486 10s.? Yes; that was estimated on a 2 ft. 6 in. gange.  After that, we decided
to raise debentures, and go to work on a larger scale altogether.

* 208. And since then youn have constructed the line on the larger gauge at much extra expense ?
That is so, sir. '

209. And it is because of that extra expenditure that you are asking for the powers under
Clause 21 ? That is it, sir.

210. Now, Captain Anderson, what do you say with regard to these water rights given in Clause
92 and onward 7 Well, I think Mr. Trent has very ably expressed all there isto say in connection
with those clauses. The company’s intention is quite open, I may say ; they don’t require to be pro-
tected in any way whatever. ‘They simply want to have enough water to carry on their operations,
and make their mines pay their way. As I said just now, they don’t want to be protected inany way
whatever ; but if it is not considered objectionable in any way, we thought that, if the people about
there asked us to supply them with water, we might be permitted to give it to them without com-
mitting a wrong act. Speaking as far as the company is concerned, if that clause is objected to, we
should not object to it being taken out of the Bill, but the circumstances should be considered. By
the means of this railway we have brought the population there, and by meaus of giving the popula-
tion necessary facilities, such as water and electric power, we should increase it. Many of the mines
round there are very low-grade, and simply can’t afford to put up a plant; but if there is a large
plant put up at our place, and we can supply them with power at a minimum rate of cost, they
can go on and develop their properties, and probably turn out a very fine thing.

211. Now, with regard to these water clauses: you are not in any way seeking to interfere
with the Mount Lyell Company ? Not at all. In talking of these things, we did not dream that
we came within many miles of the Mount Lyell Company’s interests, :

a
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212. You don’t think the proposed works :an interfere with the Mount Lyell Company at all?
I don’t think they can. Whatever Bill passed, we should not be allowed to interfere with the
Mount Lyell Company’s present works. They have all the water they require. If it were not so,
they would get more. Of course, if their objection is based on some calculations of theirs looking
further ahead, we are the first on the field, and it is not fair that this water should be saved
for anybody else. . Otherwise, that might apply in every case, and nobody could get any rights at
all. :

213. Now, with reference to Clause 27 : I suppose the company has no objection to these
charges for water being fixed by the Governor-in-Council 7  Not the slightest.

- 214. And, referring to Clause 33, Captain Anderson, the rights to charge wharfage and dock
rates? Well, this is a clause T can’t say I thoroughly understand myself ; but one of the directors
wished it put into the Bill. It seems that, under the original Act, some doubt has avisen as to
whether we have the right to charge these rates. We have the right to build piers and wharves,
on condition that all classes of vessels may be allowed to come to them on payment of certain
charges. Well, one of the directors reads that in this way : that if we charge a ship the dues
that we can charge, which, in fact, we never have charged, the vessel has the right to land
goods on the wharf, and people living in Kelly Basin could, if they liked, come on to the pier
and wharf with horses and carts, and take away their goods. On this point, according to our
present Act, the directors doubt whether we would have the right to stop people coming along
with horses and carts, and breaking up our piers and wharfs ; and we maintain that we should
have the right to prevent the destruction of our property, to handle the goods ourselves, and
take them off the piers and wharfs in a proper manner by rail. We have already got by-laws
passed which give us the right to charge ; but, as I say, one of the directors did not think that
was enough, and so we had this clanse put in.

215. Then that section is merely to clear up a doubt ? To clear up a doubt, exactly. -

216, By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Do 1 understand, Captain. Anderson, that you
want the right to make a double charge : a charge for the ship and for the goods too? No; we
are not going to charge the ship at all. I think, as a matter of fact, that the charge for the
ship could be cut out of the Bill altogether.

217. By Mr. Sadler.—What you really charge is wharfage rates? Wharfage rates, yes.
No ship is likely to come from Melbourne to Kelly Basin with -all Kelly Basin cargo. Well,
say that a ship of 500 tons brings twenty-five tons of cargo for Kelly Basin—if that ship were
charged a shilling a ton on 500 tons the freight would not go near covering the charges.

218. By Mr. Simmons.— In Section 34, you ask, first of all, for the right to purchase the
clay reserve. Yes, sir. Well, that is a plece of land that has a very good body of clay in it,
away back some distance from our main line ; but to get to it was the only difficulty. As a
matter of fact, there are various other good bodies of clay about the place that onght to have been
taken up in place of this. Thisland has cost us altogether—including the brickworks and saw-
mills—about £23,000. T suppose the buildings on it have cost £10,000 ; making the land
and filling up the swamp accounts for the remainder. No man in the world could possibly
have gone there, had it not been for our company. Any value the land has we have given
it,and we feel, at present, that we are being charged too high a rental—£2 10s. per acre. We have
been putting in a small railway branch there, and we reckoned and measured the filling necessary
for this work to be 5000 yards. Well, we have already putin 1700 yards without having
accomplished our task yet, and we reckon it has gone duwn 13 feet. The place is absolutely a
bog-hole, and, when I spoke to the gentleman who came round for the Government, to value it—
Mr. Penny, I think it was,—1I said the place is not worth a farthing a hundred miles, and he said,
“ No; but you have made it so.” :

219. You also seek in that section for the power to purchase that other site of eight hundred
acres, or a portion of it, at a price not to exceed £2 per acre ? Yes. I consider that would be
giving the Government a good deal too much for it. They will sell the best land in the country for
£1 per acre, and here we are offering £2 per acre for the very worst. The only reason we ask this
is, as I said just now, to satisfy the shareholders; they feel more secure and much safer if they have
a title in their property.

220. Well, look at Section 35, Captain Anderson, will you—you know ‘something about this
question of the timber reserves 7 Well, I have been in correspondence with Mr. Counsel about this
watter: in fact, | have had some personal interviews with him. In our own Act we have the right
to take all the wood we require for any purpose whatever in connection with the railway, as long as
the railway is in existence. During the construction of the railway the Minister, at the time, very
kindly reserved ceriain parts for us, so that they should not be interfered with by anybody else.
Our line went through these reserves, and before we put the line there no one could get near the
reserves to take the wood. We are now asking the Government to reserve these places in the
future for us, for all time, or as long as the line lasts; and to save all bother or misunderstanding
as to which is the company’s own wood for railway purposes, and which is the company’s wood cut
by licence, we have formulated a scheme to put so much royalty on all wood we get. We are
willing to surrender our own rights to this wood, given us under our Aect, and pay upon all we
take ; and on that undertaking we ask the Government to reserve these sites for us.

The witness withdrew. :
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Fripay, Avcust 30. 1901.

- Mzr. M. W. SiMmoNs (instructed by Messrs. Simmons, Crisp, and Simmons) appeared for the
North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited ; and Mr. R. E. Macnaghten (instructed by
Messrs. Butler, M‘lntyre, and Butler) for the Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company, to
object to certain clauses of the Bill.

J. E. ANDERSON, ezamination continued.

Mzr. J. F. Anderson was recalled, and further examined.

221. By Mr. Simmons.—Referring to these timber reserves, Captain Anderson : will you
explain how the royalty mentioned in this section has been fixed? Well, I will start from the
commencement of it. The reason of it is, that in the original Act we had a right—and we have
that right still—to take all the timber that we could possibly require for the construction of the
railway. If you have got the Act here, I can read out what it is. ¢ The Co’mpa,ny may from
time to time, for the purposes of this Act, fell timber and use and carry away the saine,” and so
on. Well, we do that for the purposes of the Act. Amcng other things in Section 37,
it says—“To erect and construct any houses, warehouses, goods sheds, offices, and other
buildings, yards, stations, wharfs, engines, machinery, and apparatus, and other works and
conveniences : To from time to time alter, repair, or discontinue the beforementioned works
or any of them, and substitute others in their stead: To do all other acts necessary
for maintaining, altering, or repairing and working the railways.” Well, when we first
went there, knowing that we should require a lot of wood for these purposes, the company
put men to work, and cut down about a million feet ot pine wood in their reserves, but we
were unable to get at that pine wood until the railway had passed thé locality where it was lying
cut. We have bought 500,000 feet, and we have pulled some of this wood out of the bush
since -we have had the facilities for doing so, by our railway. The Minister thought we
had cut this wood improperly. It is not so. We have taken legal opinion on the point,
and we find that what we did was perfectly justified under the Act. But the Minister has
also taken legal opinion, and the opinion given to him is the reverse. The result was that
the Minister was not quite satisfied, and we are not quite satisfied. I saw the Minister,
and he said, “ You draw out some sort of formula of what you propose to do.” As it is now, we
have a right to the wood for certain purposes, and we must buay it for building the smelting works
and certain other purposes. To do away with all that complication we proposed this arrangement.
You see, we might cut a tree down for purposes of the railway, but it might happen that the
tree would be used for other purposes; the general manager cannot watch every tree. Well,
that, of course, might cause trouble, so I thought we had better have aroyalty on all timber taken
by the company, and have done with it. 1 proposed a royalty to Mr. Mulcahy—tenpence per
thousand feet on pine, tenpence on hardwood, and a penny per ton for firewood. He agreed to
the penny per ton on firewood, and he thought the royalty on hardwood might be reduced to
sixpence, but he thought that two-and-six was a fair price to put ou pine. I said I would rather
go back to the old method of licences than pay two-and-sixpence for piune, and, eventually, he
accepted one-and-six for the pine. As a positive fact, at the end of twenty years we shall have paid
more to the Government for this concession than we should have paid if we had not got a concession
at all. But it does away with all. friction and trouble, and it is better that that trouble should be
done away with. As a matter of fact, I know that four men with a good number of horses ean
easily cut down two pine-trees a day, and pull them out to a station, as the law says licensed men
must do. That would be, say, 4000 feet of pine. The four men’s licences would cost 5s. 4d. per
day ; whereas, if I pay ls. 6d. a thousand feet on pine, I pay six shillings for the 4000 feet, a great
deal more than if I bad it cut by licence. Over and above all that, I am resigning all my rights to
wood we can legally get for nothing. 1t is done simply to clear up all doubt, and make everything
clear, so that there will be no trouble in the future. I am proposing to pay for the pine already
cut in the bush. As far as the royalty paid on firewood is coneerned, 1 think anybody here will
bear me out that anyone with a licence of five shillings a month, or twopence a day, could bring in -
two loads daily. The price paid is five shillings per ton, and any man who can’t bring in two tons a
day and earn ten shillings is not much of a man. So that the price we propose paying is quite as
much as the Government would receive were the wood cut by licensed men. :

222. By Mr. Matnaghten.—Mr. Simmons has suggested to me that, we should officially state
what has been already unofficially stated : that we confine our objections to this Bill to the
. Sections which have already been mentioned, namely, 5 and 6, and 22 to 27, inclusive; I thought
it was just as well to state that now. Captain Anderson, I understand, from your evidence-in-
chief that your desire is simply to protect the interests of your company ? = That is all, sir.

223. You don’t want to interfere with any other body’s rights at all? No, sir.

224, Now, a suggestion was made yesterday, by the Minister of Lands with reference to
Sections 5 and 6—a suggestion that something might be substituted for these. Would you have
any objection to that, supposing your interests were still protected? No, I don’t think there
would be any objection to it if our interests are protected. The object is really to get to
mines that we consider as being our own, or mines that are affiilated with ourselves.

225. And would you not be sufficiently protected by the regulations of the Mining Act?
No; that does not carry us far enough. _
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226. You know the Great Midland and West Coast Railway Company Aect, 63 Victoria?
No, I don’t know it ; never saw it. Of course there are questions that are better answered by Mr.
Trent than by me, because he is a railway man, and I am not.

227. The sections are;—*“The Minister may from time to time, with the consent of the
Governorin Council grant to the Promoters for the unexpired residue of the term of the said lease a
lease of any piece of Crown land, not exceeding one chain in width, for the construction thereon of
such branch lines of railway from the said railway to such termini within the boundaries of any land
leased to the Promoters under Part X1II. of this Act, as may be determined upon by the Promoters,
and approved by the Governor in Council.” - That refers to leases of branch lines of railways on
land held by a company? I don’t think that would meet our case. '

228. ‘%’ell, may I just finish—I will take the second part of the Section:—*“ Any such leases
as last aforesaid, shall be subject to.all the provisions-of this 'Act, so far as the same may be -
applicable, and shall contain such of the provisions and stipulations hereby required to be con-
tained in the primary lease as the Governor in Council may think necessary or applicable to such
branch lines or otherwise, and shall be renewable in like manner with the primary lease. Pro-
vided always, that no branch line of railway (other than a branch from the said railway to a
terminus within the boundaries of any land to be granted to the Promoters as hereinafter
mentioned), shall be sanctioned by the Governor in Council until such branch shall have been
first authorised by a resolution of both Houses of Parliament.”” What do you say to that?
That would not suit us at all, sir. It has nothing at all to do with us.

229. Of course, Captain Anderson, we don’t mean to imply that the wording should be
exactly the same, but that the principle of sanction by the Governor in Council and a
resolution of both Houses of Parliament should be adhered to. What do you think? = The
sanctioning of these branches by the Governor in Council and the Minister is not objected to-
at all ; but the reason why we object to the resolution of both Houses is that we take it that the
Minister is the representative of Parliament, in a sense. The Houses are not in session during
six or seven months of each year, and if we wanted a short branch that would not interfere with
anybody and that Parliament would not think of objecting to, we might have to wait six or seven
months before we could get a resolution of both Houses, owing to the Houses not being in
session.

230. The objection, then, is that the Houses are not always sitting? Yes, that is the
objection. , ,

231. But I think the Minister showed yesterday that that objection might be got over?

- In what way ? . ‘

232. 1t might be done with an easement, under the Mining Act? Well, we can do that
without going to the House at all. We are going to the House for something we can’t get
without.

233. But, as far as the delay is concerned, would it not be provided against in that way?
No ; that would not meet our case. We can do that without going to the House, I understand.

234. Now, I think I may take it that, so long as your interests are protected, you have no
desire to interfere with anybody else? No; not the slightest. All we wish to do is to get to the
mines and get the ores away from them. The mines are useless if we cannot get to them.

235. Now, Captain Anderson, is it not possible that, at some future time, you might want to
go through the Mount Lyell property ? Well, we have a right to go through in that case, unless,
it was objectionable in some way, and we did harm to the Mount Lyell Company.

236. No doubt you would have to pay compensation ; but that is not the point? We do not

. want to give compensation. You want to interfere with us doing our work. ’

237. No; we do not want our work to be interfered with, Is not thatit? But we could not
be interfering with your work, ’

238. If these clauses are passed as they stand, is it not possible that you might in the future
interfere with their working? I do not think so. I do not think we would be allowed to do so.
The law would not allow it.

239. Are you aware that Mr. Sticht is strongly opposed to these clauses, and on that ground ?
I do not think that there is the slightest chance of our ever going near them. We wish to do our
work, and I do not see any other way of doing it. You are amply protected. We eannot interfere
with your working. I am not certain whether we shall ever go on your property ; but we do not
want to do it. We are not going to the South Mount Lyell to get to the Comstock.

240. I am talking of the future, Captain Anderson. Don’t you think there is some warrant-
able ground for Mxr. Sticht’s objection to these two clauses? I don’t see it; because I think Mr.
Sticht is protected. You have had Mr. Trent on the railway matters; 1 am not supposed to
know anything of railway matters. C ’ )

241. T understand, then, that, as far as this particular question is concerned, your evidence
is not so valuable as Mr. Trent’'s? No, 1t is not. '

242. Then, if Mr. Trent said yesterday that he had no objection to something else being
substituted for these two clauses, his opinion, of course, is the one we ought to go by? 1 don’t
know that Mr. Trent said that something else being substituted for the two clauses in question
would suit the company.

243. Now, is it not a fact, Captain Anderson, that under your former Act you had surveys
made across some of the sections of the Mount Lyell Company? - And we can go there now,
without any new Act at all. '
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244. Are not you trying to extend in that direction? No; we are pot. We are looking
after our own properties. We can cut across their property to-day, if we want to. -

245. And if you do go across? I have told you we shall not. We are not going across
their property with this line, at all events. I don’t see anything we would gain by doing it.

246. But supposing you cha,no"e your mind—surely going across that property does interfere
with their work ? But we have the right, whether it interferes or not.

247, Is it not a fact that you are trying to extend that principle? No; we are not.

248. Now, with regard to Sections 22 to 27 : these are the sections. dealing with the water-
power—did not your company abandon those water powers when your Bill of 1897 was before the
Committee ? I was not here, sir, and do not know.

249. And you cannot tell me that? No.

250. You don't, in any way, seek to get a monopoly? No; not in the slighest, sir.

251. By the Chairman.—This Section 5, Captain Anderson—you can do nothmg, then, with-
out the route being first approved by the Minister? No.

252. So, that if you contemplated cutting through the Mt. Lyell, or any other company’s
property, the plans would be first submitted to the Minister ? Yes; we have no idea of doing any-
thing that is wrong. 'We want to work with certain mines that cannot be worked without the line.

263. By Mr. fiall—You represent the North Mount Lyell, do you not, (aptain Anderson—
Tasmania’s representative for them ? Well, no; I can’t say that I am exactly in that position. I
‘am on the directorate at the présent moment; and I may be over here permanently.

2564. Would you object, in Clauses 5 and 6, to the addition of the words “ with the consent
of the Minister of Lands and the approval of the Governor in Couneil ? No, sir.

255. Because, you see, these particular clauses give the whole power to the Minister ? Yes,
sir ; the Minister was brought in instead of the House, for the reasons I have stated.

256. The matter would be first submitted to the Minister, and he would get the consent of
the Governor in Council? We would have no objection to that.

257. Well, now, dealing with Sections 22 to 27. You claim, or seek to obtain, under Clause 22,
the exclusive monopoly of the whole of the water, not confining the water to any particular area.
You seek to obtain the right to divert any rlvers, streams, or watercourses on unoccupied Crown
land? Yes, sir.

258. And a portion of that water you propose to supply to miners and inhabitants ot
Gormanston, Kelly Basin, and Crotty. l\}T' I suppose you saw this Bill during the course of
its preparation? Yes.

259. Are the Committee to understand, then, Laptam Anderson, that you seek in this Bill,
and are desirous of obtaining, the whole and sole control of all the water in these partlcular
districts 7 Oh, no.

260. Then you would have no ob_]ectlon to an amendment of that section? Oh, no, sir. As
far as the supp]y of water to the public is concerned, it is really immaterial to us.

261. But you must look at it in this way, Captam Anderson. Mr. Trent pointed out that
your whole object is to induce the people to settle there? Yes.

262. Well, when you have induced them to settle, they cannot exist without water. That is
why I want to know whether you would have any objection to a limit. You see, when you come

‘to Clause 28, we read : “Every person who, not having agreed to be supplied with water by the
company, shall take any water from any reservoir, dam, aqueduet, sluice, or race belonging to the
company, or from any other work or place containing water belonging to the company, shall forfeit
to the company for every such offence a sum not exceedmw Ten Pounds.” You have read that
clause, I suppose? Yes; but

263. By the C/Lazrman —That only applies to water taken from a reservoir, or something of the
kind. It does not prevent them from going to a river for water? No.

264. By Mr. Hall— But, if 1 am a resident, and care to pay the company, say, £1 a month_
for the supply of water to my resxdence, and I go to a reservoir or race, and take a bucket of water,
T am liable to a penalty of Ten Pounds. Section 22 gives power to Iay down pipes, mains, and
everything else? Yes.

The Chairman : No-one has a right to go to a reservoir and take water. You could not go to
the Hobart reservoirs and take water from them.

265. By Mr. Hall: There are municipal by-laws, under which they are allowed to supply
persons’with water for household purposes. We have not found out from Mr. Trent or Captain
Anderson the terms on which this water will be sold, and if the Committee come to give the
company the whole right to that water, théy may say to the residents, “ You have to take the water,
and we shall charge you whatever we please for it. We know ‘that Mr. Trent and Captam
Anderson would not do that; but they are only officials of a company. .

Mr. Simmons: We have no objection to an amendment p10v1d1ng that the charges can ' be
fixed by the Governor in Council.

266. By Myr. Hall—Then, you would have no objection to that, Captain Andersor ? No,

; but I may say, while I am talkmfr about the water, that I don’t antlclpate that anybody will
reqmre the water. Take my own case—1 have lived in Kelly Basin for over a yea,r—l can get
more water than ever 1 want to use, without buying water from anybody.

267. That is all very well ; but you are putting up enormous works, and are gomg the right .
way to establish a large populatlon Some of those you may have to supply may be a class of-
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men who, perhaps, may be a nuisance to your company, more than otherwise. You might charge
anything?  Well, as I said just now, the rainfall is sufficient to give a good supply from the roof
of my cottage, as far as my experience goes. It has been so in my case with onetank—sufficient
for domestic purposes and for working.

268. Now, with reference to these nineteen acres. You seek to obtain them by paying a sum
not exceeding £1 per acre. Is this land suitable for building allotments? Well, you could
build on some of it, sir; especially as we now put earth there that makes it possible to build
on it.

269. I take it, Captain Anderson, that the object of your company is to secure these nineteen
acres of land, and when you get it, to do what you like with it? Well, we don’t mean to sell
blocks of it. We shall work it as a clay area, and, perbaps, allow the people working at the
brickworks and sawmills to lodge on it, and be handy to their work.

270. You seek to purchase this land, and do as you like with it when you get it? Well,
that is what it comes to. Our brickworks and sawmills are there ; and as to them, we have nothing
to do; what had to be done, 1s done. All the works are in operation, and we have made some-
thing like two millions of bricks already. Thereare two lines of railway running over it. It is on
the foreshore, near the main railway, but it is really some distance from the township, although it 1s
nominally in it. You see, the town area is about as large as Liverpool, and it ought nottobe. It
is a good mile from the town ; bus it is in the township as allosted by the Government.

271. At one point here on the plan it just touches the foreshore? It just crosses our railway.
The railway works in it. ‘

272. The land is perfectly worthless? Well, no; it was.

273. Then your, whole objection, I take it, Captain Anderson, is this: you want to secure a fee
simple of this piece of land, to prevent interference in the future with the carrying-on of your brick-
works and sawmills—that is the object? Yes; that is so. And then the question of finance steps in.
English shareholders don’t like an improper title. '

The witness withdrew.

WEeDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 1901,

Mr. M. W. Siumons (instructed by Messrs. Simmons, Crisp and Simmons) appeared for the
North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited, and Mr. R. E. Macnaghten (instructed by Messrs.
Butler, M‘Intyre, and Butler) for the Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company, to object to
certain clauses of the Bill.

R. C. STICHT, called and examined.

274, By Mr. Macnaghten.—What is your full name, Mr. Sticht 7 Robert Carl Sticht.

275. And you live——? At Queenstown. _

276. And you are General Manager of the Mount T.yell Company? Yes, sir. 4

277. Now, with regard to this Bill, will you turn to Sections 5 and 6, please—but, first of
all, may I ask if you have read this Bill through? Yes, Mr. Macnaghten. . :

278. Well,now, will yon please tell us what are your views, so far as the interests of the Mount
Lyell Company are concerned, with reference to these two clauses? Well, the Mount Lyell Com-
pany finds that the verbal expression of the clauses is rather vague, and, to a certain extent, involved,
so that the powers of the North Mount Lyell Company are not sufficiently technically defined as
1t is customary to define powers in Acts of this kind. In Clause 5 the approval of the Minister
is required to any branches ; but there is no mention of any Parliamentary sanction, and that
ought to be introduced. -Under Clause 6 no reference is made to approval by the Minister or
Governor in Council, nor to Parliamentary sanction. ‘Clause 6, of course, gives more extended
powers than Clause 5; in fact, Clause 5 might be considered to be a special application of the
powers granted in Clause 6. And in the case of Clause 5, I may point out that it has been cus-
tomary heretofore, when branch lines are required, for certain plans, .showing precisely where
such lines are to be run, to be deposited first, before permission is given to construct them, either
by the Minister, by the Governor in Council, or by the Houses of Parliament. There is no
reference to that restriction in this Bill. '

279. By the Chairman.—Y ou might confine yourself more to the objection of the Mount
Lyell Company to this Bill? The objection of the Mount Lyell Company follows, as a matter
of course, on what I have just said ; inasmuch as the conferring of any of these vague powers
might afterwards interfere with the powers we possess at the present time, or the powers we may
want to acquire in the future.

280. By Mr. Macnaghten.—Coming back to Clause 5, then: you think that that clause
would injure the Mount Liyell Company ? Yes; as it stands now, it certainly could be made to
injure the Mount Lyell Company, in allowing any route to be approved by the Minister only.
That route might pass within the reduction works of the Mount Lyell Company—within a few
feet of it. :
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281. By the Chairman.—Now, is it likely the Minister would let another company's line go
through your reduction works : put a reasonable construction on it—is it likely ? No, it is not
likely, certainly ; but lines might certainly be made to cross some portion of our leases.

282. By Mr. Macnaghten—Then we understand you to say, that Clause 5 would directly
injure the Mount Lyell Company ? It might be so interpreted as to injure our interests ;
* because the description of the routes is too ambiguous and too liable to an Interpretation which
might interfere with vur line and the various rights which we already have, or are likely to
acquire. Because our policy, like that of the North Mount Lyell Company, is also one of
expansion, naturally, ' :

" 283. Do you know Clause 12 of the original Act: if that were slightly modified, would not
that be sufficient for the North Lyell Company ? -

M7, Simmons objected : The objection of the Mount Lyell Company is to two clauses,
I take it; and only so as to show that the interests of the Mount Liyell Company are to be
prejudiced by these clauses. We have to pay for all this matter ; and what is the use of taking
up time by discussing matters as to whether something else would or would not injure the Mount
Lyell Company ? :

Objection over-ruled.

284. By Mr. Macnaghten.—Well, Mr. Sticht, do you think that Section 12 of the original
Act, with any modification, would meet their, requirements? Well, I dare say that could be
effected to the satisfaction of the North Lyell Company itself, as well as that of the Mount
Liyell Company. '

285. Have you any other suggestions to make as to these clauses? Ob, I don’t know that
it is necessary for me to make suggestions; because I am not formulating any clause myself. I
am simply stating what might interfere with our own interests or rights. I would simply suggest
that precedents should be followed in these matters.

286. It was suggested to the Committee—you were not here, Mr. Sticht ; but it was sug-
gested by Mr. Hall, or by the Honourable the Minister of Lands, that they could get the same
privileges by resolution .of Parliament. Would that satisfy you? I think so. That would only
mean the addition of certain clauses we find in other Bills. We have one in the Queenstown and
Gormanston Tramway Bill which does not allow us to make any branches without the sanction
of both Houses of Parliament—a principle laid down, I believe, in other Acts also. There could
be no objection taken to that by anybody. '

287. And that is a course that would be-approved of by you? We would not object to it.
Tam not in a position to suggest what the Government should do. Referring again to Clause 5,
I might state that the original Clanse 12 of the old Act limits the branches to a length of five
miles. From my own point of view, ] quite appreciate the desire of the North Mount Lyell
Company to bave their distances extended ; but, to leave it indefinite, and to say merely that the
branches are to be made within the vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount Darwin, or Mount Jukes, along
any routes that may be approved, provides for much more than five miles. These branches might be
extended to such an extent that the main line of the North Lyell Company would, in the end, only
be a branch of them. It is quite possible; and for that and similar reasons, I think the North
Lyell Company should be quite willing te submit plans of any branch of that kind to the Governor
in Counecil, or some other body, and state definitely where any branch is to be taken. Much the
samne is true of Clause 6. .

288, Now, Mr. Sticht, will you turn to Sections 22 to 27: what do you say about this power
proposed to be conveyed ; first of all, under Section 22 ? Well, there is a certain lack of precision
in the way the powers are formulated, which is quite parallel to the lack of precision in Clause 6, as
far as the branch lines are concerned. 1If the clause 1s carefully considered, you will find it conveys
the right, not alone to conserve water for the purposes of electric light, energy, power, &e., in the
vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount Darwin, and Mount Jukes, but also on any unoccupied Crown lands,
in addition to Crown lands held by the company ; and it is possible that my own company might also
have some desires in that respect ; and these extensive powers given to the North Lyell Company
under the provisions of this clause, without making it necessary for them to go through the ordinary
process of applying for a water-right, are somewhat inimical to our interest, as well as that of other
people. As has been said before, the clause practically gives the North Mount Lyell Company the
monopoly of all the water of a very large district ; and the expression ¢ unvccupied Crown lands”
might be interpreted to mean any other lands anywhere else in Tasmanta—uot alone Mount Darwin,
Mount Lyell, and Mount Jukes. The company might go to other places, apparently, just as they
pleased. I am, also, not very clear whether this clause would not override any water-rights such as
we possess. ' .

289. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Aure all your water-rights held under the
Mining Act, Mr. Sticht? Yes. Of course, they are incorporatéd under our special leases in
the ordinary way. My own impression is that that would be a sufficient safeguard for the North
Lyell Company’s interests, too. The water question—much as it rains on the West Coast—is
rather a serious one ; because, with the many competitors there now, and the large number that
will no doubt be arising in the future, the quantity of water is, after all, insufficient, and not very
large.. The object of the North Lyell Company in that clause is, of course, to get the right
to conserve the water. However, once that 1s done, it may interfere with any man who is getting
water from the same viver now. Such a man could have utilised it without a dam, but he will
have to pay tribute to the North Lyell Company, just because they have thrown a dam across
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the river for purposes of their own. We may in the future be in the position of that man; and
we consider the clause unnecessary.

290. By Mr. Macnaghten.—W ell, Mr. Sticht, M1 Trent, in his evidence, has repeatedly
stated, “ We have no wish to monopohse the water.” Are we to understand that you say this
section does give a monopoly ? - A practical monopoly, as it stands. .I have no doubt it would
result in a monopoly. ‘ ’

291, And you think that monopoly would extend not only to land in the vicinity of Mount
Lyell, Mount Darwin, and Mount Jukes, but also to all unoccupied Crown land in the State?
Well, I think it reads that way here. I may be mistaken ; but I think it reads like that.

599, And tha might seriously interfere with your right ?  Undoubtedly, it might. It
might hamper us in gettmg other water-rights we might be desirous of obtaining in the ordinary
way. In fact, I am not sure that that clause as it stands does not interfere with rights we now
possess.

293. Now, with regard to your own position, Mr. Sticht: how do you get your water-power?
We have no water-power ; but we use water for other purposes.

294. T mean how do you acquirs your water-power? Y ou mean, I think, how do we get the
water we use.

295. Yes? Well, part of it is pumped ; and some is run in by means of flumes, and races,
and ditches, and some by piping. We obtain it under the Mining Aect.

296. And you find that sufficient? We find that sufficient—yes. The only distinction in
our case is that the water-right does noh allow us to charge for it to anyone to whom we may let
part of this water.

297. But you get your water under the Mining Act, and you find it quite sufficient for your,
purposes ?  Oh, yes ; “we consider that is all we will ever require.,

298. And do you see any reason why this other company should have any other right than
ym]l1 have got? No ; but their object is, of course, that they want to get a rental from their-
rights.

g 299. How much water a day do you use for the smelters? At the smelting works, we use
three million gallons of water in twenty-four hours.

300. And how many sluice-heads does that replesent'? It represents about fifteen sluice-
heads. I may say that the measurement of water is a subject liable to misconceptions in minds
not accustomed to it. Three million gallons of water a day sounds like a very large quantity ;
but it is only the result of fifteen sluice-heads—each about twenty-four cubic feet a minute. So
that a company that applies f01 a hundred sluice-heads may evidently apply for more water than
it may actually require.

301. Well, is there a,nythmg else you would wish to say with regard to that section? I see
there is no reference to the payment of any fees in it; and if water-rights to this extent are permitted
to the North Lyell Company, there is no reference here to any payment to be made to the Govern-
ment, nor for.any measurement of the water, so as to reimburse the Government.

302. By the Chairman.—That is a question of general principle, you know, I think, Mr.
Sticht, you are here more to show the reasons affecting the Mount Lyell Company in their objections
to this Bill; not to go into general questions of policy ?  Well, of course, I was asked

303. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—You suggest, Mr. Sticht, that your company is
likely to be injuriously affected ? Yes.

304. Well, the Committee have to satisfy themselves as to that, on the evidence. You
have merely to show your ebjection to the clause? Of course, the clause is a very wide one. It is
impossible to say just which mine will or will not be affected. I understand that the water-
rights are mostly to be in other parts of the district, altogether away from'us; but, as I said just
now, it is impossible to say what the future will brmg My Cowpany, at present, has 1o holding «t
Mount Jukes, but in the future we might want to acquire some share of the water about there.
This clause mivht also interfere with certain rights we already possess at Mount Lyell. In the case
of an existing Water-rlght under the present or any of the older Mining Acts, of course, such
interference is excluded : because the Ministerial sanction is required, in the first place.

305. By Mr. Macnaghten.— Now, Mr. Sticht, will you look at question and answer 28 of
the evidence given before this Committee : Mr. Trent is asked,  Would it be poss1ble for your
company, under this Bill, to do anything prejudicial to the Mount Lyell Company?” And the
answer 1s, “ No, I don’t think s0, unless they wanted the earth,” and so on. What do you say to
that ? ()h I don’t know. I don’t know what I need say to a statement of: that kind. T could
say, we don’t want the earth ; but that it seems as if the North Lyell Company wanted the
water.

306. Do you agree that this Bill would do no harm to you, unless you were eager to possess
the whole earth? No. The next portion of the answer really has a greater bearing on ourselves.
The experience of the North Liyell Company itself shows that what I sdy is correct. Sayings
of this kind, about “ owning the earth,” don’t weigh against the. wording of an Act. Whatis said
here may be the personal intention of ‘the present incumbents of the offices of the North Lyell
Company ; but that does not alter the facts as to the expression of the company’s desires, as
shown in the way the Bill is now drafted.

307. By Mr. Simmons.—The ground of the petition “presented by your company to the
House, is that your rights—the rights of the Mount Lyell Company—would be seriously
prejudiced by the passage of this Bill. Now, you have limited your objections to Clauses 5 and
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6, and to the water clanses. Will you look at Clause 5, and tell me precisely in what way the
Mount Lyell Company considers its interests would be preJudlced by the passage of that elause ?
We consider that the Ministerial sanction to approve of the routes between the points mentioned
1s not a sufficient safeguaxd and might prejudice us.

308. In what way? Because it might be used to get consent to pass a line through certain
lands of ours, in such a way as to stop our operations and interfere with our working.

309. Do 1 understand, then, that your company objects to any tramlines being run through
your sections ?  No; not with proper sanction.

310. Your obJectlon is this: that a line might run fhxourrh yom reduction works, as you put it
‘just now, or some other important part of your company’s woxks Yes.

311. That is your objection? Yes.

312. And you think the Minister might approve of a route to run through your 1mp01tant
'works? Possibly, he might.

313. And that is the ground of your objection to Clause 57 Yes. :

314. Do I understand you to say that the same objection applies to Clause 6 ?  Very similarly.

315. Have you.any other objections to Clauses 5 and 6, so far as your particular company is
concerned ? Only those of a general nature, that I have just mentioned. It is impossible to know
how these lines will interfere with any specific right under. powers we may possess, until we know

" where these lines will be.

316. Can you mention any particular way in which your company would be prejudiced? Ves.

317. In what way ? Suppose they desired to take a branch to Mount Darwin, or, rather, from
Gormanston, vid Queenstown to Mouunt Darwin. That is practically an 1mpOSSIb1e route from
an economic point of view ; but not from an engineering point of view—now-a-days they can go
pretty nearly anywhere. That route might be approved by the Minister, and it would be a direct
interference with rights we possess, because the line would have to cross our leases.

318. It would run across-your leases ; that is an objection? Yes.

319. But, on a mining easement, under the Mining Act, it can run across your leases now ?
Yes, it might—a tramway ; but this is a railway route 1 am talking of.

320. Do you see any difference, under the Mining Act, between a railway route and a tram-
way line? Well, that is a question that I should be posted on, before expressing any opinion.
Very often a mining easement is quite as good as a railway Act would be.

"321. What I want you to clearly explain is, in what way the Mount Lyell Company would
be prejudiced by the passage of this clause. You said, just now, that you had no objection to
your section being crossed ; and your plea was, that a Mlnlster might approve a route through
some of your lmportant works ? Well, of course, we would obJect to that. We wounld not
tolerate that.

322. Now, I ask you again : is that your objection to Clauses 5 and 6 of the Bill? = Will
you kindly tell me what you mean by that?

328. Is your ground of objection the fear that your company has, that the Minister might
approve a route passing through your important works? Yes.

324. That is your ground of objection to Clauses § and 6? Yes, that is the ground—one

round.
¢ 325. Now, any modification of these clauses, which would require the approval of the
Grovernor in Councﬂ or the sanction of “Parliament, would remove your objection? Yes, sir; it
would.

326. Entirely ? Yes; stated in a few words, that is the case.

327. You admit that, on the West Coast, tramways are a necessity 2 Ob, yes ; decidedly.

328. And that it would be a great advantage to many mines to have the assistance of such
tramways? Yes; quite right.

329. And that they would enable many sections to be worked profitably, which otherw1se could
not be worked at all? Yes; quite right.

330. Now, with regard to Sectlon 22. It has been stated in evidence that the company pro-

. pose to take water from the Trevally River, the Fish Creek, the Baxter River, the Governor River,
the Tofft. River, and their tnbutarles, and pos51b1y from two ponds at the head of the Iish Creek.
Now, can you suggest in any way, that the rights of your company would be prejudiced if the
North Lyell Company had power to take water from these rivers or centres? No; not the present
rights. A

331. Itis only on your mind that you might want to do somethmg in the future? Yes.

,332. You cannot. suggest any way in which taking waters from these rivers would prejudice
any of your existing rights ?  Not at the present time..

333. Nor any of your contemplated operations? - Not at this moment.

334. Then, again, Mr.'Sticht, would it not be an advantage to some of the mineral sections
about that district if they could be supplied with motive-power at reasonable rates, without the
expense of providing their own plant? That is a technical question that I could not give a
sweeping answer to. . I don’t know.

335. But that is so in many cases, you think ? Oh yes; that is soin many cases.

336. And it might be an advantage to people to be supphed with water at reasonable rates?
Very often people having advances of that kind made to them, object to the offer, and won’t have
anything to do with it, ‘ :
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337. Still, it might be an advantage? Yes, it might be an advantage in some cases.

338. By Mr. Macraghten.—DMr. Sticht, you said, just now, in answer to Mr. Stmmons, that
one of your grounds of ob]ectlon was your fear of the Mlmster sanctioning a line to go over
your important works. In saying that, you did not withdraw what you had said before : that there
were other general grounds of objectxon ?  Which general grounds do you wean?

339. You objected to the clauses before, on the general ground of their indefiniteness? Yes.

The Chairman: Mr. Sticht is here on behulf of the Mount Lyell Company, and their interests.
As a publie question, the public can rely on their own representatives.

340. By Mr. Macnaghten.—But, Mr. Sticht, did you not give those reasons as affecting your
company—this reason of mdeﬂmtenebs for instance ? Notat the present moment ; but it might be.

341. And it was not the interests of the public you were considering, but the inter ests of the
Mt. Lyell Cowpany ? Decidedly. '

342. And you still adhere to your objection, on that ground? Oh, yes: most decidedlv ; and
from the way in which these clauses are prmted at the present time, there is no doubt that they might
be interpreted so as to injure us.

343. By the Chairman.—On Section 5, Mr. Sticht : you say the route is not sufficiently defined,
and no Parliamentary sanction is required in the Bill; and you draw attention to this fact, that other
Acts have got that proviso—notably the Queenstown and Gormanston- Tramway Act? Yes; and
the Midland Railway Act; and, I think there are some others, too.

344. 1 suppose that you are aware that these provisions, to obtain Parliamentary sanction for
branches under railway Acts, followed the great row there was over the Emu Bay Railway, with
;eference to the branch line ther e—you know that, prior to that, a branch was made? Not exactly ;
345. You know, at any rate, that that provision was not in the Great Western Railway Bill ?
No, I do not.

346. Now, what is the difference between coming before the Minister or the Governor in
Counucil with plans, and getting sanction in that way, and getting a resolution of both Houses of
Parliament? T should prefer the latter, myself.

347. Why? Because it seems to me that the powers would be greater ‘

348. Would it not be a greater convenience to have to go before the Governor in Couneil than
to have to wait for Parliament? In such an instance, I would recommend my company ot to con-
sider that point at all.

349. Have you any reason to think that, in. submitting plans to the Governor in Council, they
would decide without consulting all the pam@s interested 2 Yes,

350. Do you think that 1s_poss1ble? Yes; it has been done.

351, In America, or in Tasmania? In Tasmania.

352. Can you give us an instance of that? In the cese of the tramway—which is 2-ft.
gauge, and not a railway, which the North Lyell Company has laid from its mine to its ore-bin at.
the top of our haulage line, from which bin we carry their ore down to our reduction works.

353. But that instance you are citing was done for your convenience, was it not? Yes,
partly ; but they passed over some other companies’ sections, I am quite certain. I would not lay
much stress on that.

354. What I asked you was this: have you any reason to suppose that the Governor in
Council would sanction a route for a line without reference to the parties interested? No.

355. But you said, just now, that you thought it was possible? I think it is possible—yaes.

356. But you know, in a case of this kind, that, if wrong were done, the Minister would be
answerable to Parliament? Oh, certainly.

357. And, as faras your company is concerned, would you say you had not a full confi-
dence in the action of the Governor in Council? I am ouly an officer of this company at the
present moment. We have to consider the future. My company is not a thing of one day. It
might be just as well to provide against every loophole of any kind. That is usually done, you
know. ‘

358. But, it is not usual, where there is a company owning a railway, that they should go to
Parliament for every little. tramway they want? But you just said yourself, or I understood,
that this is an improvement on the old Acts.

359. Oh, no. I said it is an innovation that has been brought in since feeling was excited
between the Government and the Emu Bay. Company. Anyhow, you say that a line crossing
your property or leasehold would interfere with you? Yes; if it were not in a proper place.

360. But if they did any damage to you—that is, to the property of the Mount Lyell
Company—you would be compensated would you not? I expect we would—yes.

361. If it were in the interests of the public that a line should go there, you would have no
objection, I suppose, if you were fully and properly compensated? Of course, the Minister and
the Houses of Parliament can override all our objections.

362. You know the Mount Zeehan line, in Zeechan ? Yes.

363. That was all taken away for public purposes? Yes; but at plesent it is not in the
public interest that another line should be built, in this case.

364. Why not? Well, there does not seen to be any need.

365, Is it not in the pubhc interest that there should be competition? No; because our
rates are fixed by Parliament.

366. The maximum rate is fixed ; not the minimum rate, I think 7 They are fixed according
to this Bill,
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367. I think only the maximum rate is fixed. They can't charge beyond a certain amount ;
but they: can carry goods for nothing, surely. :

The Minister of Lands and Works: I don’t think Mr. Sticht has offered any objection on the
question of rates.

The Chairman : 1 am going on the ground that two lines would foster competition.

The Minister of Lands and Works: That is a matter of argument. W hat the witness wants
to show is that this Bill might interfere with his company.

Witness : The interests-of the Mount Lyell Company can be safely placed in the keeping
of any clause which stipulates that the rouates shall be approved by the Minister, and which contains
the other provision that they must also be approved by resolution of both Houses of Parliament.

368. By the Chairman.—The object of referring the matter to the Governor in Council is, I
take it, to save time, and to save the expense of going to Parliament for sanction for every little
branch. Would not your company be satisfied to leave the justice of issue to the Governor in
Council? Oh, I am quite certain, Mr. Chairman, that you will make an entirely satisfactory
amendment. ’

369. Do you say that your company will be satisfied so long as the route has to be approved
by the Governor in Couneil? I think they should go before Parliament.

370. But, you see; there is the question of expense. Lf it were only a matter of half a mile of
line, you would have to go before Parliament? Well, we have a clause to that effect in our Gor-
manston Tramway Bill. )

371. That is only a tramway. I don’t know that you would be eutitled to any branches at all
in the case of a small tramway like that. In your evidence just now, you said that this main line of
the North Lyell Company’s might become a branch if their other branches were extended beyond
a certain point. Would it not still be the main artery? These are questions you cannot decide
without knowing what is proposed. '

372.. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—You are not offering any objection to this Bill,
Mr. Sticht, on the ground that it is in any way affecting, or likely to affect, the interests of your
railway, as a railway, are you? Yes. The sweeping nature of the powers proposed in Clauses 5
and 6 has some bearing on our railway operations.

- 3873. Well, will you tell us in what way? Just in the way intimated to the Chairman
just now. s i

374. You think that, on account of the indefiniteness of the clauses, a branch line could be
projected over the range on to your side ? Yes. Let me say, here, that, of course, we are not afraid
of competition. We would be perfectly willing to allow anything making for. competition to take
place, providing that provision was made to have those two things I have suggested here introduced ;
then, of course, we would have no further reason for objection. )

375. By the Chairman.—In other words, you simply want a safeguard ? Yes. Our
opposition‘is not in the nature of animosity, at all ; but, as you say, we want a safeguard put in
the Bill. ,

376. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Take the following proviso—Sub-section 3,
Section 8—of the Great Midland and West Coast Railway Company’s Bill. It provides that
before permission to construct a branch line, other than a branch line through the company’s own
property, is obtained, the matier must be submitted to P’arliament, and sanctioned by a resolution
of both Houses. Then, this proviso -goes on :—* Provided, that before any such resolution is
proposed, at least fourteen days’ notice of motion be given in the House in which it is first
introduced, and that previously an advertisement of intention to move the same shall have been
published once a year for two consecutive weeks in the’ Gazette,,and in one' or more pablic
newspapers published in Hobart and Launceston, and in one or more public newspapers published
in or nearest to the district affected by the proposed branch lines, and that an interval of ten days
shall elapse between the passing of the resolution in one.house and its confirmation in the other.”
With such a proviso as that, applying to all important branches, your company would be satisfied ?
I have not studied it, but I believe so ; because we are quite willing to take the decision of the
Government. ~

377. And you would be content to add the words contained in this Midland Railway Act?
Oh, yes.- But we are not in a position to say to the Government what shall be done, and how it
shall be carried out. '

378. Do you conserve water at all, Mr. Sticht? No; only in a very small way, at present.
We'have considered the question before now, but it has not been necessary to undertake it on a
large scale,

379. You have never thought of it seriously? We have; but there is only one place
where we are conserving any water at present. We have a reservoir of ‘300,000 gallons.

380. Have you any scheme of conservation in view? Yes. We have investigated it ; but
it has never seemed worth while. We get our principal supply, you know, from the Queen
River. :

*381. You find the Mining Act gives you all necessary facilities for obtaining what you
require? Yes; so far, we have not found it necessary to secure anything under any other Act.
We have not had, as yet, to build any large dam. :

382. You know the Mining Act authorises you to construct dams? Yes, sir.

383. So far as your company is concerned, you have not found any necessity for special
rights with regard to water? No, we have not. :



(No. 50.) -
28

384. Simply general rights? Simply general rights, as you say.

385. Does your company, as a company, hold the rights of the Queenstown and Gormanston
tramway ? Yes.

386. As a company? As a company.

387. Are those rights still extant? Yes.

388. They have not been forfeited? Not yet.

389. May I ask if there is any intention on your company’s part of constructing that line, '
Mr. Sticht? Our intention has been sincere all along. :

390. To construct the line? Yes; because otherwise it would have been no use buying the
rights. : '

391. I am aware that, at the time you purchased, there was that intention, and it still exists,
you say ? The survey has been made.

392. Does your company offer any opposition to the proposed extension of a 2ft. gauge line
from this company’s present terminus at Gormanston, on account of such a line conflicting with the
rights your company has under such Tramway Act? No. I don’t think the lines would conflict
very much, except, perhaps, at the beginning of the proposed line from Gormanston up. There is
one point about that place where they would conflict.

393. Do you not know, as a matter of fact, that your company. did object? Yes, I know we
did object in regard to a proposed branch line ; bat the Minister would not recognise the objection,
for the simple reason that our rights were not sufficient at that time.

394. Do you remember the principal ground of your objection? No, I don’t remember that.

395. Then 1 will tell you what the ground: of objection was. Omne ground of objection was
that there was only one possible practicable route, and that two companies could not travel over the
same ground, and could not coustruet two lines on the same ground—do you recollect that?  Yes;
the routes come within a few feet of each other, owing to the singular topography of the land.

396. Would there be any such. reaspn existing at the present time—would that reason, if it still
exists, affect any branch likely to be constructed under these sections? Yes, indeed ; there would be
such reasons, as the configuration of this land is so peculiar that two lines competing with each
other would bave to run practically on the_same roadway, in places.

397. Isit, then, in protecting your interests from being possibly threatened through want of
proper definitions.in this Bill, that you object? Now, you have just put it in a nutshell, Mr.
Mulcahy. We ohject, owing to what we consider the want of proper definition in the Bill.

398. By Mr. Gaffney.—Mr. Sticht, in Clauses 22 to 27: these streams and rivers that the
North Lyell Company are asking the right to take the water from—are any ot them supplying any
water to the Mount Lyell Company in any way ? There are no streams formulated or specified
in the clause, Mr. Gaffney.

399. Do you know of any company that have sent any plans to the (Government with the
object of acquiring branch lines? Any other company, you mean ? :

400. Yes. Do you know of any company which requires branch lines, and has sent in plans
to the Government to apply for such lines? The only one I know anything of is my own company.

401. You said, in your evidence, it was customary to send in plans? Oh, 1 thought you
meant did I know of any other company, just now. I believe it is customary, judging from our
. own experience. Of course, I only generalise from that,

402. Has your company sent 1n plans, then, whenever you wanted a branch? Well, we
have not wanted very many ; but we have sent plans each time. ’

403. By the Chairman.—To the Minister ? To the Minister—yes.

404. But not to be submitted to both Houses of Parliament ? No ; but we would cheerfully
have done 8o, if -it had been necessary.

The witness withdrew.

J. M. M‘CORMICK, called and examined.

. 405. By the Chairman.—Your name ? John Macneill M‘Cormick.

406. What are you? Engineer-in-Chief. : :

407. Of what country? Do you mean the country of my birth?—I am Engineer-in-Chief
of the Tasmanian Government Railways. o :

408. Have you read this North Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company’s: Bill, Mr.
M¢Cormick? Yes, I have. :

409. Have you read Sections § and 6? Yes. :

410. Do you know the company’s original Act? Yes; the original Aci defined the routes
of what it called the railway. '

411. It does not define the route, but only shows the termini, does it not? You will find this
route was laid before Parliament, and passed by Parliament. Under Section 12 of the original
Act, 1t is provided : ““ It shall be lawful for the company, for the purpose of establishing com-
munication between the said railway and the sections of mineral land held by the North Mount

- Liyell Company, the South Mount Lyell Company, the Mount Lyell Extended Company, the
Mount Lyell Consols Company, and the Mount Lyell Comstock Company, respectively, and the
section of mineral land held by Herbert Stirling Muir, at Mount Darwin, and the section of
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mineral land held by James Patrick Lonergan, at Mount Jukes, to construct from time to
time, in accordance with the provisions of this Act, such extensions and branches of the said
railway as are shown on the plans signed by the Speaker of the House of Assembly ”—and so on.

412. Have you any observations to'make on Sections 5 and 5, then ? With regard to 5—
“ It shall be lawful for the company to make any branches or extension of the railway to any
mineral lands in the vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount Darwin, or Mount Jukes, along any route
that may be approved by the Minister.” That appears to me to be a departure from the pro-
cedure of Parliament in giving such very general powers. I think that any branch or extension
of the railway should be defined, as required by Parliament in the original Act.

413. Yes ; but as mines may be opened up in the future, that are now unknown, it would be
difficult to do that. Don’t you think it would be a sufficient safeguard to the public if any pro-
posal for a branch was submitted to the Governor in Council? That is apparently establishing
the principle that it is not necessary to go to Parliament at all, but that instead of that you
should give very large powers to the Minister. .

414. But this is after the main line is constructed ? Yes ; but under the Act these branches
remain as parts of the main line or railway ; if you were referring to them as trams it would be
different. Under the Act they are all part of the railway, and the Government may take power
to purchase this main line and its branches. [t seems a great power to leave in the hands of the
Minister. * . )

415. You know that it is only within the last year or two that it has been made necessary
for them to go to Parliament for permission to construct branch lines? I cannot say, speaking
from memory.

416. You know there was a fight over the Emu Bay branch line, and a great discussion over
it? Yes; butthat was a braich line definitely connecting with the Mount Lyell. This proposal is
not definite. This gives general powers to make any branches. Given these powers, and they
might be used to the injury of other mines and other country, under the control of other people
than the North Lyell Company. The clause gives very great powers indeed. I think the proposals
for branches should be submitted to Parliament in the same way as the railway had to be, as these
branches form part of the railway, and the Government may have to take them over.

417. You know, I suppose, that it is a very expensive thing to have to come to Parliament
every time, perhaps for sanction to construct a mile of railway? Yes; but the proposals should be
definite now, as they affect the rights of others. That is how I look at it. )

418. You are aware there is a rallway up to Gormanston ? Yes.

419. You are aware that that was sanctioned by Parliament? Waell, no—not to Gormanston ;
it was going to the South Lyell. ]

420. But the line that now actually goes to Gormanston was sanctioned by Parliament, any-
how? Yes; that is on the route, I take it, to South Mount Lyell. -

421. And do you sugges: that if they want the right to constrnct a tramway & mile long, they
should have to go to Parhament for it? Not a tramway, we are speaking of the railway. 1 take
it that tramways can be made by mining éasements, as is done by the Mount Lyell Company ; that

-is to say, the railway the Government has the right to take and purchase under the Act, ends at
Queenstown. There are a large number of branches; which, 1 believe, are simply made under a
mining easement. They are apart from what is called the railway, at all events.

422. And you draw a distinction between a branch’ from the railway—an extension of the
railway—and a tramway put in for the purpose of working a particular section? A tramway put
in for the purpose of working a section goes under a mining easemeant.

423. Now, see : we will say. there is a railway here? Yes. - . ’

424. And we will assume a development three miles away, on a mineral section? Yes.

425. And that it is necessary to get the ore from that section to market? Yes.

- 426. And that the company wishes to put in a branch line from the main line to get that ore ?

es. ‘

427. You think they should have to get special powers from Parliament in-order to construct
that branech? I think they could work that under a mining easement, and not as if it came under-
the Act. Such a branch is not for the carrying of passengers. To put it plainly—I don’t think the
Government or Parliament should be asked to buy a system of branches running everyw here you
like to put them, and should have to give you twenty per cent. on the cost of those branches, which
may be worn out in five years, and'may perhaps not be really worth twenty per cent. of the original
cost ‘of construction. The Government has twenty-one years in which to buy a railway and its
branches ; but I don’t think these small mining tramways could be included in that. I hope 1 have
made myself clear.

428. Oh, quite. But, of course, if they get Parliamentary sanction, these branches become
part of the railway ? Yes; if they get Parliamentary sanction for carrying goods, passengers, or
anything else.

429. Tf for purposes of getting traffic to that railway, and for purposes of the railway only, a
branch is put in to a mine producing ore, should not that be considered a branch?  Yes, that would
be a branch; but —.— ’

430. And you are suggesting that these short tramways should be made by easements upder
the Mining Act? [ say,if they are made by easements under the Mining Act, there would not be
the same objection to the powers conveyed by these clauses.
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431. And you say that the company shouid make thesé small traimnways ; that the Government
should take over the main line ; and that the company should be left to work these branch lines,and
provide staffs for them, while having no main line or traffic? I thiuk you take power here for
tramways. :

432, I don’t think you follow me. Say there is a mineral section here, and a railway for
getting the ore from it: you say that railway should be constructed under a mining easement? I
did not say it should be. I don’t know exactly what you mean.

433. We will presume that the railway—the main lme—has been taken over by-the Govern-
ment?! Yes. ‘

434.. And you say that the company, having lost its railway, should still be called on to work
the branch to the mine supplying it? ‘T'he wine by that time would probably have been worked
out. :
435."We will say that twenty years heuce there is a discovery made, and that with the life of .
that mine all before it, the Government take over the railway. "You say that the company should
still hold the branch line to that mine? Yes ; if it is payable, I don’t see why they should not.

436. It might be payable while it was run as a feeder or part of the main system, but it wouald
not be payable for them to keep up a separate staff to work it? Well, I .don’t know anything
about that. '

437. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—I will ask your attention to ‘Clause 3, Mr.
M‘Cormick, which provides for the break of gauges—what do you think of that? Yes; this
provides for three gauges ; not simply for a break of gauge in the ordinary sense. They can use
three gauges, how they like, on any branch they like ; no two branches need be of the same gauge,
and the main line need not be the same as any particular branch: I don’t thiuk that that is at all
desirable. I think it would be unwise to give such powers. Parliathent allowed the company a
liberal choice of three gauges, and the company bave already chosen one. I think the company
should adhere to that gauge, and I also think the grades should be defined.

438. You know the country around there, Mr. M‘Cormick, or, at any rate, you know some-
thing of it—do you think it would be practicable now to construct lines on a 3 ft. 6 in. gauge in
the various places in which it may be necessary to construet them ? 1 don’t know the country; I
have not been through the North Mount Lyell eountry.

439. You have seen the plans submitted of the line to South Lyell? Yes.

440. Do you think it is practicable to carry a 3ft. 6in. gauge up to the South Lyell mine
without involving enormous expense ? L could not say, speaking from- memory, what the earth-
works were. I think they were only shown as far as Gormanston.

44]. You remember the gradients? I don’t think I have seen any plan of-the line beyond
Gormanston, speaking from recollection.

442. Don’t you think it would -be quite proper to allow the company to break the gauge,
subject, at any rate, to the approval of the Engineer-in-Chief? I don’t, know whether that
responsibility should go on the Engineer-in-Chief; a break of gauge would, of course, mean a
break of rolling-stock ; and, I take it, that, in view of the possibility of the Government taking
over the line at any future period, it should be borne in mind that the Government rolling-stock, -
excepting the small amount of' 2-ft. stock, would not go over the line.

443. You have seen this plan before, Mr..M*Cormick. [Witness examines the plan.] Now,
will you look at the gradients on that? The gradients, I think, are in accordance with the
provisions of the Act, 1 in 30. I think this is simply the plan of the line to Gormanston, which 1
have seen before. This has already been constructed. There is none of the extension beyond
Gormanston shown here.. :

444, Well, do you remember this, Mr. M‘Cormick : there was, at any rate, an application
by the company to continue this line by.an extension on a 2-ft. gauge? I don’t know whether
there was an application. It was incidentally me ntioned at all events.

445. And you objected on the ground that the Act did not authorise the break of gauge? Yes.

446. But what I wanted to get from you is, whether there is really any objection to a break of
gauge where the nature of the country requires a narrow-gauge line, owing to the steeper
gradients and the narrower curves? I should not like to offer an objection; but I think the
objection comes in when you consider whether the Government should be obliged to buy that
portion of the line. ] .

447. By the Chairman.—Of course, the Government is not obliged to buy anything? No;
but they have a right to buy; and if they bay, they must buy the fine with the branches.

448. By the Minister of Lands and Works—Your objection to Clause 3, then, would be
largely minimised if it were shown to be necessary to construct in places on a 2-ft. gauge ¢ Quite
so. I should consider that I was obstructing the progress of the country, if I were to object to
anything of that kind.

449. Now, in Clause 3, at the end of it, the words come in, “ It shall be lawful for the company
to construet tramlines of any grade that shall be provided with suitable machinery for the safe
working of same ”—what do you say to that? That is a very general clause. The company have
alre®dy power to construct tramlines under the original Act, for the carriage of flux or wood; not
for the carriage of passengers.
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450. Do you know that the company contemplate constructing lines of steep gradients for the -
purpose of carrying ore? [ am not aware of that. "If they propose constructing these for the
carriage of ore ounly, I do not think there is the sawe objection. I have no objection to that.

451. You wonld have no objections to them having the rights and responsibilities of common
carriers, charging the freights provided, if these particular lines are confined purely to freight traffic ?
Not so long as they are confined purely to freight traffic; that is what I said to Mr. Urquhart
before. If that is done, however, such lines should not come under the general denomination of
the railway, because these will be worked in a special way, and on a special line.

452. Assuming that Parliament grants the rights to the company conceded under Clause
3, to construct tramlines of any grade that is outside the grades authorised in the Act before you,
would it be necessary, in the interests of the life and safety of the men who drive these trains or
trams, that an officer of the Government should see that they are fitted with proper and safe
appliances ? Certainly ; if they ave to be specially authorised by the Government. That is to
say, I take it you are authorising something outside the original Act that gives power to make

~ tramways ; and you must make proper provision. -

453. Then you think there should be some public official who would have to deal ds to the

_suitability and safety of the rolling-stock ? Yes, and by whom it should be approved.

454. What is your general interpretation of section 5, Mr. MeCormick ¢  Well, it seems
to me to throw upon the Minister any general powers that have hitherto been held by Parlia-
ment. That is contrary to the usual procedure adopted in the past.

455. You would offer no objection to that if it were accompanied by the stipulation imposed
in the Midland Railway Act: That no branch line of railway shall be sanctioned without a
resolution of both Houses of Parliament? I have no objection to that at all.

456. And the same applies to Section 6, I suppose? The same applies to Section ‘6, as

ou say. .
}., 455:7. With regard to Section 7, you know the difficulty that arose with the Mount Liyell
Company as to the doubt as to whether they had full rights to acquire necessary lands for
stations ¢ Yes. .

458. There is no objection to similar rights to those then conceded being now given to the

- North Lyell Company ? No objection whatever.

. 459. Now, with rcgard to Section 8, have you any observations to make on that? Well, as I

‘read that section, it practically gives the company power to stop the construction of roads across

. . U . oY . .
the railway. Section 15 in the original Act seems to me to give the proper powers. This clause

in the Bill says, “ Provided always that no road shall be constructed over any land used by the
company as a station~yard without the consent of the company, nor over any portion of the rail-
way if the traffic thereon is likely to be interfered with by the use of such road.” Well, under
such a clause, you would practically stop the making of roads over the railway at all: it is
interfering with the pewers that should be left in the hands of the Minister. No Minister ‘is
likely to make impracticable or improper roads over the railway. That is the only thing that
has occurred to me, I think, as to this Clause 8. I have referred to Section 15 of the original

"Act, which appears to deal with it. .

460. That refers, 1 think, to where the railway crosses a road, not to where a road crosses the
railway ?  Yes; but, I think, you will find it is all in this: “ The provisions of this Section shall
apply to any public road or street that may be made at any time after the construction of the rail-
way.” I think that that embodies power for the Minister to make any road he- thinks fit under
these conditions. ' .

461. By the Chairman.—Of course, that is a question of law? Well,.T amn not a lawyer.

462. Don’t you see that the intention of Clause 8 is to give the Minister power ? * It seems to
me rather to leave it in the hands of the company. :

463. But, surely they have got the power now ? Well, it seems to me to be as I say,
and that is why I called attention to it. '

464. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—(Going back for a moment to what was intended
under the previous clauses,—will there be any objection to this company having the right to
(éonstruct tramways on very steep gradients, with special classes of engines? You mean under

ection 3.
.465. Well, it applies to Sections 3, 5, and 6; it applies to all coutemplated branches,—what

" do you think ?  Well, Clause 3 deals specially with the grades—* And it shall be lawful for the

company to coustruct tram lines of any grade that shall be provided with suitable machinery for the
safe working of. same.” Of course, “ suitable machinery ” is a very general term.

466. It.is stated here that gradients up to 1 in 10 are possible with a’certain class of engine ?
What do you say 2 What class of engines is named ? '

- Mr. L. C. Trent (in attendance )—Well, there are two or three engines., There are
two I have in mind—the Heisler and the Shay ; and there is one other, the name of which I cav’t
remember for the moment. ' ‘

The Witness.—Well, those are what are called logging or geared engines. They work up
to 1 in 17, and at sharp pinches they will go up to 1 in 10. I have not had personal experience of
them, and I never heard of them being regularly worked on 1 in 10. .

467. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—But isn’t it fair that in a difficult country like this
steep gradients should be sanctioned for the purpose of developing properties ? Quite so : but as I
said just now, for the purpose of carrying ores, and not for the purpose of carrying passengers,
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468. You have no objection, as an engineer, to the construction of such lines, provided that the
rolling-stock and driving apparatus were submitted and approved? Quite so: always, however,
providing, as I said before, that Government, in purchasing the railway, should not have to purchase
these special lines with special plant—which would be of no use to the country whatever.

Mr. Trent: It is contemplated there to build tramways that might be up to 1 in 1.

The Witness : But you could not work a logging engine up to 1 in 1.

Mr. Trent: You could run on that grade, using suitable machinery.

The Witness : The machinery should be submitted.

Mr. Trent: Mount Lyell has certain tramways up to 1 in/1.

The Witness: 1 don’t know how they are authorised

469. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Now, Mr. McCormick, have you read Clauses
22 to 27, dealing with water-rights and water-powers, and power to do certain other things?

Yes. -

470. Do you think it is desirable to associate with a purely Railway Act or Bill, works of
this kind? No, I think not.

471. Is there any connection? I don’t think there is any connection at all. T don’t think
that by any interpretation you can call those clauses an amendment of the North Mount Lyell
Railway Act. It seems to me that this matter of water-rights should form the subject of a separate
Bill. ' '

472. Have you any observations to offer on these sections, Mr. McCormick, apart from that?
Well, I can only say that the right asked to conserve water is a very large one. There is no definite
- statement, but it apparently gives a general right to secure all the available water, perhaps to the
injury of other mines.

473. Are there any other matters in connection with this Bill that require comment from you
as an engineer—speaking in your professional capacity, Mr. McCormick? Purely as an engineer,
you mean ? :

474. Yes. Well, Section 21, as to the Minister’s right to take over the railway: 1 don’t see
why it should be limited, as proposed here. .

475. By Mr. Hall—Then, in your opinion, Mr. McCormick, as Engineer-in-Chief, you think
it would be more in the interests of the Colony at large to amend Clanses 4 and 5, by taking the
power out of the hands of the Minister, as provided here, and vesting it in Parliament, by a resolu-
tion of both Houses? 1 think so. I think it should have the approval of Parliament. It appears
to me to be the poliey adopted hitherto.

476. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Latterly, that is? Well, I take the latest policy.
If you alter your poliey I have to éarry it out.

477. By Mr. Sadler—The present gauge of the North Lyell Company’s railway is
3ft. 6in.? Yes. -

478. And you would have no objection if they altered the branch lines to one gaugs, say,
2ft. 6in.? - 1 think 2ft. 6in. is a very objectionable gauge, because it would be introducing another
gauge altogether into the Colony. 1 do not think there is a 2ft. 6in. gauge line yet constructed, -
although power to make it has been authorised. .,

479 Anyhow, say they keep to one gange: say a 2-feet gauge? I would not object to that,
under the conditions I have mentioned, but I don’t think there should be freedom to make one
break of gauge 2-feet, one 2-feet 6-in., and so on ; if thereis a break, it should bhe one break only.

480. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—And that preferably to 2-feet? Yes; because
I take it, that is the gauge already largely in use on the West Coast.

481. By Jir. Sadler.—As to clause 5. It says—the approval shall be in the hands of the
Minister. If it'was the Governor-in-Council instead, would that do? Well, I think it should go
to the House. : .

482. Even if it were a proposal for justa mile of railway or tramway? It does not matter
what the distance is; it might affect other railways and other mines very largely.

483. And if they want to construct a tram line, they can do it on'a mining easement? Yes.

484, By Mr. Patterson.—1 think, Mr. McCormick, that the Government has set the
example on the West Coast by establishing a break of gauge? No, I don’t think so. I think
the Zeehan street tramway was the first ; and, you know, that shunts into our railway station..

485. Atall events, the Government has; in its own system, established a break of gauge?
Yes. .

486. Can you tell the Committee why the Government adopted a 2-foot gauge, having a
3 ft. 6 in. system already in operation? Ior the purpose of opening up the mining districts as
economically as possible. ,

487. Wouldn’t that same reason operate with regard to this North Mount Lyell Company?
Yes. '

488. There is no objection to it? I have not objected to them making a break of gauge to a
2-foot. I pointed out that if they are to go on special gradients those lines should not fairly form
part of the system that the Government will take over : just as is the case with the. Mount Lyell
branches beyond Queenstown. , ’ : .

489. I want to draw your attention to the last clause of Section 3-of the Bill; ¢ and 1t shall be
lawful for the company to construct tramlines of every grade that shall' be provided with suitable
machinery for the safe working of same.” In your opinion as an engineer and the Engineer-in-
Chief of this State, should that clause be allowed to stand as printed? No, not, if it gives powers
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that they do hot already possess, as I think it does. They have certain powers for constructing
tramways already, for the carrying of flux, and so ou. 1t any work does not come under those
powers 1t should be submitted to some lesponsﬂ)le officer appointed by the Government.

490. Then, presuming that they have not got these powers under the previous Aect, don’t you
con51de1 there should be a maximum grade set forth in this clause? Oh, well, of course I think
you said that, when you have the work submitted to a responsible officer. Of course the maximum
gladlent depends on the machinery for use. A maximum grade under the Abt or Fell system
would be very difficult from the maximum under another system. Also, special gradients cou]d he
used with the engines named just now, the Shoy and the Heisler, which are geared engines.

491. Have you, as Engineer- in-Chief or Engineer of EXIStlno Lines, mspected these private
lines and reported on them to the Government? No.

492. Do you think it would be desirable that that should be done? Yes, I think it would be.
Of course, the lines have been inspected from time to time by a Government officer appointed under
the Act. I-think that in nearly all the Acts the Government have the power to appoint an officer
for that pupose. This particular line has been inspected by Mr, Hales, who has been the officer
appointed under the Act.

493. By Mr. Simmons.—Your objection in respect of a break of gauge is in case the Govern-
ment should wish to purchase the line? I won't say that is my sole objection. A break of gauge
is objectionable at any time.

494. The objection you have to conceding to the North Lyell Company the power to
break the gauge is only in case the State should desire to pulchase thé line in the future; is
that so? No, mot altogether. The break of gauge raises a lot of other questions. It
involves special trmdlents, a different class of rolling-stock, a different, class of engine, a different
working altogether. I said I had no objection to one break of gauge.

495.. The point I want to get at is that your objection, is in case the Government wish to
purchase the line? No; what T said was that if the power of breaking the gauge were given for
this partlculal class of branches, the Government could not pmchase these if they wanted to
purchase. ~ If they purchased the railway and branches laid down by sanction of Parliament,
together with a number of light lines of a variety of curves and gradients—that I should object to.

496. And I further understood you to say-you do not consider tramways ag branches, forming
a part of the railway? No; the tramways under the original Act are only to be used for
carrying fluxes and wood.

497. And your objection to the break of gauge would be limited to the branches you regard as
forming part of the railway, and would not extend to the tramway? [No reply.]

The Chairman: He said he was quite willing to approve of a break of gauge, so long as’
they confined themselves to one break.

The witness withdrew.

TIHUR,SDAY, SeprEMBER 5, 1901.

Mr. M. W. Simmons (instructed by Messrs. Simmons, Crisp, and Simmons) appeared for
the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited ; and Mr. R. E. Macnaghten {(instructed by
Messrs. Butler, M‘Intyre, and Butler) for the Mount Lyell Mining and Rallway Company, to
object to certain clauses of the Bill.

E. A. COUNSEL, called and examined.

498. By the Chairman.—Your name? Edward Albert Counsel.

499. And you are Surveyor-General of Tasmania ; Yes, sir.

500. By the Minister of Lands and Works—You have read this Bill, Mr. Counsel? Yes.

501. I will ask your attention to the clauses dealing with the making of permanent reserves
for timber purposes. Do you think the company should have exclusive 11ghts to timber on Crown
lands areas in such reserves as have already been made in their interests ! Not on the terms set
forth in the Bill. These reserves comprise some 3600 acres, and it is proposed in this Bill that the
company should be entitled to take all the more valuable woods there, on payment of a royalty
of 1s. 6d. per thousand superficial feet ; the (Jrovelnment charges a royalty of five shillings, under
regulations. :

502. I will come to the question of royalties presently, Mr. Counsel ; the question now- is as
to exclusive reservation of timber lands to the company ? I do not think there is any strong reason
against it, on:certain conditions, provided they pay sufficient to the revenue for the timber.

508. You think that there would be no objection to special areas being ‘reserved for the
company ? I don’t think so. i

504. The department has had some experience with regard to timber cut by the Nmth
Lyell Company, I think? Yes. :

505. Have you been officially informed that lfuge amounts of timber have been cut? Yes;
piné to the extent of some £8000. )

506. In value? In value—yes. ) ‘
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.507. By the Chairman.—What would be the amount due to the Government on that?

The Blinister of Lands and Works.—The question is, what would be due if they had talken
out timber licences.

508. By the Chairman.—How much do you estimate the Grovernment would have got out of
that, if it bad been cut by the company under ordinary timber licences? Well, it is difficult to
estimate that at all, as it stands. I don’t know the quantity of timber ; it has only been
estimated at that value.

509. Would not the value give you an idea of the quantity; I suppose it would, but it
would be difficult to calculate it ; I could not give you an estimate straight away.

510. Well, supposing that the whole of the £8000 worth of timber belonged to the Govern-
ment, would that be a big concession to give to a company such- as this, which Thad no land con-
cessions to start with, and ha.s spent-half a million 7 It would be in the way of timber, such as

ine.

511. But as the company asked for no land concessiens; would £8000 be too much to give
them

[The Minister of Liands and Works obJected to the f01m of the question. The Committee
deliberated.]

512. By the Minister of Lands.and Works.—1It came to your knowledge, then, Mr. Counsely
that the company had cut a large amount of timber? Yes, sir.

518. That came to you officially ? Yes, sir.

514. And you found a difficulty with regard to charging them a royalty upon it, because of
their existing rights to eut timber for the construction and maintenance of their line of railway ?
Yes, that is so. The fact secems to be that it was doubtful what were the rights of the company,
and it became questionable whether a 1oyalty could. be: demanded and secured under the
regulations.

515. Were-you instructed by me to confer with the representatives of the company upon
this matter? Yes, sir. _

516. And you did counfer, and arrived at a general basis of _agreement? Yes; the result of
which was a temporary arrangement with the company such: as i$ now set forth in the Bill. But it
was never intended that that should be a permanent thing ; as would appear on the face of it,

* from the fact that we only put one-and-sixpence a thousand: feet on the -pine, and we are
actually charging five shillings under the regulations.

517. Then do you approve of these particular charges, which were ameed to as a temporary
arrangement between yourself and the company, being placed in this Bill ? 7 No-—not to be placed
there permanently. I think the company should pay at least two shillings royalty on pine. All
the other royalties set down, I think, are reasonable.

518. Don’t you think that the company could be protected,and a propexr basis of agreement
made, if power were given to make special regulations under this Bill for the 1oymlt1es to be .
charged to the company? Yes, it seems to' me that that is the way it should be done. I believe
that was the intention of the Government at the time the agreement was made.

" 519. Will you look at Clause 34, Mr. Counsel, and give us your ideas with regard to that?
Clause 34 sets forth that the company should have the vight to purchase land—19% acres—at
. Kelly Basin, at £1 per acre. The same area of land at the present time is occupled by the
company at a rental of £50 a year.

520. Who placed that valuation for rental on the plopelty 1 had a valuation from the
Chief Forest Officer, and another valuation from the Bailiff. _

521. What were $hose valuations? I think that one was £30, and one was £50.

522. Has a lease been taken by the company on those terms of £50 a year? Noj; itisa
temporary annual licence to occupy the lind.

523. Do you think it is desirable that we should sell to the company this piece of land at
the price proposed ? No; I don’t think that any of this land should be sold to the company in
fee simple. '

524, 'No land at all? No land at all. I think the areas they want to get should be leased,
the same as the land for the railway is to be leased, and for the same term: of years.

525. You have examined the schedules, I suppose, Mr. Counsel-—have you? Yes.

526. It is proposed that the Government should sell to.the company the land described in
Schedule 27?7 Yes.

527. At a sum not exceedmg £2 per acre? Yes.

528. Is there any precedent in the department for doing that? No, there is no precedent
for that.

529. As a matter of fact, would not the company be quite as safe, or pelfcctly safe, at any rate,
under the ordinary mineral leases for this land—as to their security of tenure of claim, I mean?
They would be as safe, I think, for the purposes for which the lands are leased ; but I think, if
I may say so, that the pllnuple of selling' this land.is wrong altogether. The company was
instituted or constructed for the purposes of this railway, and ﬂhey were forced to lease land for
it. Why should they lease one portion of the land and buy another portion? I think the thing
is inconsistent, I think the company is wrong in proposing it. :

530. Have you any other notes on this Bill, Mr. Counsel? Yes, sir; 1 have other notes on
dlﬂ"el ent sections of the Bill. :




(No. 50.)

v | 35

531, Will you be kind enough to give them to the commlttee ? Shall T read them—they
are connected here.

532. You can take them-seriatim, clause by clause. \/Vhlch is the first 7 Well, clause 7
authorises taking by the company of pmtlons of Crown land in excess of the portion one chain in
width, as pxovxded for in the original Act for the construction, execution, maintenance, and work-
ing of the railway and works, “such portions of Crown land to be delineated on plans which have
been or which may be supphed by the company to the Minister, and to be approved of by the
Governor in Council, and signed by the Minister.” Well, that is important, I think. I may
say at the present time that T have seen no plans of the ra,llwav that have been submitted—and,
I believe, I have seen all there ave—that could possibly be rélied upon, as provided for in this
section. ‘The plans that I have seen have not been accurate. It does not seem to me, as this
Bill stands, that there will.be anything to prevent the company from taking land from time
to time in excess of what it is supposed it occupies.

533. By the Chairman.—Bat it must be done with the consent of the Governor in Council ?
Yes; but if proper plans are not furnished, thexe is no telling what land the company really occupies,
and may occupy, from tiine to time.

534. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Mr. Counsel, will you look at line 46 and line 47
in Section 7: I propose, when dealing with the matter in committee, to strike out the words, “ or
which may be,” in line 46, so that it will read, “such portions of Crown land to be delineated on
plans which have been supphed and then I propose to strike out the words ““to be ” in line 47, so
as to make this section apphcable to what has been done?

The Chairman : That is, if the Committee approves.

The Minister of Lands and Works : Of course, I am assuming that; 1 am not the whole of
. the Committee. I am asking Mr. Counsel if he approves of that.

The Witness : 1 think that would do. My idea is to endeavour to have the thing finally
settled beyond dispute. If there is a certain time to have these plans furnished fixed definitely, I
think that would get over the difficulty.. The next clause I deal with is Clause 12, dealing with the
leases and their duration. I take it that we have disposed of Clause 7, by my notes 'on that clause,
and the questions you have asked me. Clause 12 proposes that the leases shall have a duration of
forty years, and not thirty years, as in the Aect.

535. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—What is you1 objection to that, Mr. Counsel?
1 think the term of forty years is too long.

536. You know a special lease was granted to the Mount Lyell Compauy ¢ Yes, sir. Forty
years was not the term specified there, was it ?

537. No, thirty years? I thought so. .

538. You have no objection to them being granted the same rights as the other company,
with a thirty years’ lease 7 No ; I think that is fair. 'The leases, of course, are all right, but the
term of the lease should be less. These leases, I should say, are not in my depamment Clause 22,
is “the most important. I am of opinion that no excluswe right over water, such- as that set .
forth in the_Bill, should be given to the company. I think that this clause contemplates a fresh
concession altogether from those in the original Act, and I don’t think it should be granted.
It would, moreover, interfere with riparian rights and water- rights in the district ; and it may
possibly hamper mining in other ways. I know that Section 37 of the original Aect does not give
any indication that any such concession as this was intended at that time. I think that the timber
on these sections might, however, be let to the cuompany, provided they ]gay a royalty of two
shillings per thousand feet for pine, and the Gther royalties as set forth in the Bill, and 'a rental of
£10 per thousand acres to the Crown, concurrent with the other leases.

539, By Mr. W. H. T. Brown. __Ts that the present sum you are charging? No, that is
less than is charged now.for timber; but that is allowing something for the rights that the
company has for taking timber, under its original Act. Excepting for the amount of the
royalty, it is what was suggested at the time when I had an interview with Captain Anderson on
- the subject. :

540. By. the Minister of Lands.and Works.—You agree that it is right that a reduction
should be made to this company, on the ordinary royalties paid on timber, in view of the fact

[The Chairman objected to the form of the question.]

541. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—WIill you tell us what position you take up
about it, Mr. Counsel? The reason that we made the reduction, and should give special
concessions on the royalty for timber to this company is, because the company 1s Willing to pay a
royalty on all the timber, on a certain scale, and in view of it being provided in the origial
Act that they have certain timber rights. They are prepared to give up those rights, and take
the timber on the terms set forth in this Bill. There is no doubt that they have certain rights
under sections of the old Act, but not, I take it, a right to take timber in the way that it is
contemplated to take it at the present time.

542, By Mr. Gaffney.—What objections have you, Mr. Counsel, to the company gettmg a
forty years’ lease—you say the Lyell Company had leases for thirty years? Yes.

543. And at the end of that time they would have the right to renmew, would they, not ?
Yes; that is, of course, under a re-assessment.

544, Then it.is with a view to re-assessment that you object to the North Liyell leases bemg
for forty years? Yes; I thinkit is a rather long period to ask for,




(No. 50.) | | _ ' \'
36 .

545. You say, as to Clause 22, that you think the company ought to pay two shillings per
thousand feet for pine? Yes."

546. Would not that amount to very much more than they would pay for the timber if they
paid the ordinary licence? Well, it is difficult to say. Iiven if it is more, the licence is not
mtended to secure a reserve of the ground, as this does. A lidenice is only a temporary right to
cut; this would be.an exclusive 11crht to take all the timber on certain land reserved.

547. Well, if a licensed man fook the same amount of timber in a dozen different parts of
the country, the Government would not be in any different or better position than if one company
took the whole amount in one place ? I don’t quite follow you.

548. For instance, it would be a very poor bushman who would not fell one tree a day, and
that would cut up to over a thousand feet, at least. On.the royalty you propose, that man would
pay twelve shillings & week, anyhow. But while he is paying for his licence, and getting his -
timber under that he must cut and remove it? - He would be & very long time removing some of
this timber.

549. There is no doubt that only big companies situated like the North Lyell could shift
some of this timber. The ordinary miner with his pine-cutter could not cut it and get it out?
No.

550. And you do not, then, think two shillings a thousand feet is too much to ask the
company ? No; I think it is based on a low estimate of the value of the right.

551. Now, with reference to the nineteen acres of land at Kelly B'LSIH—(].O you consider
that was a fair rental value to put on that land, con51de11ng the state 1t was in when the company
took it—is £2 10s. an acre vent a fair thing? I don’t think it would be a fair rental to ch‘noe
permanently. I should think half of that would meet the case.

552. You do not approve of the Government selling the company that piece of land? No,
I don’t think it ought to be sold.

553. And that other piece of land at the smelters? No, T don’t think they ought to sell any
of it, myself.

554. What is your principal reason for objecting to them selling a piece of land ther e, where
the company have to put very expensive machinery, and would require a title to the land? I
take 1t that as long as the land is held for all their purposes under the Act, leases would be just
as secure as having it in fee simple, and’ it was never contemplated at the first that the Grovern-
ment should sell them land in this way.

555. But you know that the Government has cut up the township closc by into lots, and
sold them at a good figure. Is there any reasonable objection, then, to them selling a piece of
that land to the company—the land where such important and expensive works would be? Yes.

556. But come, if the company did sell a piece of the land, what would it matter? Such a
thing was never contemplated.

557. But if they sold it, say, for putting up a factory to manufacture the coppel, so that it
could be sold in the colonies to those that wanted it, instead of having to send it Home first to be
manufactured-there? I do not think it was ever contemplated that they should get the fee simple of
the land, and I don’t think they should get it.  Really, as it appears to me, "the idea was that they
want such land as is necessary for working this concern—not- for bartering or selling it, at all.

558. But you know that the foreign capitalists who are always advancing money on these
concerns, prefer to have a title to the land. The lease may be all very well; so far as the Govern-
ment of this State is concerned, they would never be interfered with ; but people who put such a
large sum of money into a concern of this kind like to have a title in their land—don’t you think
so ?  Waell, what about a mining lease. This land could not be more valuable than some of the land
already leased for mining,

559. Well, of course, they can work the mineral out on their leased land; but this land wxl]
contain an expensive phnt remaining there to purchase ore and treat it from othel mines in other
parts of the district—there’s a difference, is there not? T cinnot see that the sale of this land is at
all necessary for the working of the concern.

560. By Mr. Hall—Did you visit that country at all, prior to the construction of- the branch
from Kelly Basin to Gormanston, Mr. Counsel—did you know anything of it at all? Yes, a
portion of it.

561. Well, what was its condition—was it of any value to the State at all, before this company
came in and commenced operations? Not just as it stood then ; but it had a prospective value, the
same as all land in the mining district has. It might become valuable at any time,, and it might
never be. ’

562. Well, do you think that the fact that this company has come in and ‘constructed a railway
has enhanced the valae of the land—not only of Kelly Basm but of all the surrounding country?
Yes.

563. Has the company’s railway afforded mine-holders in that district an opportunity of
getting their ores to market, and so developed the district?  Yes, to a large extent.

564, 'Well, dealing now with this section 35. You say that you cousider the royalty plopmed
to be paid here-—one-dnd-su:pence on pine and blackwood—rather too low? Yes.

565. And you will observe, Mr. Counsel, that under this section 35 they pay for timber
within certain boundary lines : you do not give them the indiseriminate right to run all over the
country and get timber? No, - e :
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566. Well, now, the regulation under which you issue timber licences—does not that give the
holder of a licence the right to run anywhere he likes and pick out the very best timber it is possible

A

.to select, and leave the second-class stuff alone? It gives him an open right to select his timber.

567. By Mr. Sadler.—On his own land? No; on Crowu land.

568. If I take out a timber Ticence I can go up the Stanley and Pieman rivers, or anywhere
else, and take out the cream of the woods; but here, Mr. Counsel, this section binds the company
within definite Jines ?  Yes. '

569. And don’t you think, such bemg the case, that they will not pick out the cream of the
pine and blackwood, but that they will utilise the whole of the timber? Yes, when they can do it
profitably, I take it ; but it iust also be borne in mind that, although these are only certain pieces
Iof land 1t is ploposed to reserve, they include the best of the timber throughout the length of the
ine.

570. And I suppose there would also be a lot of what we call second, third, and fourth elass
timber. What I want to get at is a comparison of prices. TFor instance, if the company says, *“ We
will continue to get our timber under timber licences,” would not the State lose a great deal of
revenbe by the fact of the company taking out timber licences, in place of paying the Government
these royalties—one-and- -sixpence for every thousand super ficial feet of pine they get, and so on?
I can hardly answer that question. But putting it in another way, J can. If the company worked
under timber licences, anyone else could go and get the timber tfrom these lands. The company
could not then have the exclusive right to these reserves. It is the special right they get to do

--that makes them glad to pay more under the royalty. Under this arrangement they get the exclusive

right to the timber, and no one else can interfere with it. They would only get a portion of it
under any other arrangement. . :

571. But you also getsixpence per thousand feet from them for all the hardwood? Yes.

572. And a penny a ton for all the firewood? Yes,

573. Well, do you not think that by giving the Committee the agreement proposed under this
clause they will pay more for their timber than is paid by any other mining company in the State;
or can you give the Committee an instance of where a'mining company is paying the State a penny
a ton for firewood, or sixpence per thousand feet for hardwood? The Mount Lyell Company 1s
paying equivalent to that at the present time. .

574. Under what arrangement? They are paying it in licences. It is coraputed that a ‘man
gets about 60 tons of firewood in a wonth. Itison that computation that this penny a ton was
instituted. It is, practically, the same as the licence, which is five. slnllmgs a month,

575. And do they also pay sixpence a thousand feet for hardwood ? No; they pay a penny
a ton for firewood, as .1 explained just now, and the ordinary prices for haldwood under the
regulations.

576. They do not pay you a special royalty of sixpence a thousand feet on hardwood ? No,
they are not paying a royalty at all, because the royalty is for sawing timber.

577. 1 understand you to say, ‘Mr. Counsel—and you speak, of course, from a fair knowledge
of that country—that you do not think it would be wise to give the company the absolute control
of all the water-rights set forth.in Section 23? I do not think it would. :

578. It would not be in the interests of the State 7 I do not think it would.

579. What was your objection to Clause 22, Mr. Counsel, again? Well, as to Clause 22, the
main objeetion, 1 think, is that it is an additivnal concession quite apart from what was contemplated
in the original Aect; and it is a greater concession, I think, than the circumstances would warrant
the country in granting,

580. Do you think that, it gmnted it will be likely to 'interfere -with anyone going into that
country and taking up land, i they wanted water to work their mines with ?  Very likely it would.
It is most likely that it would.

581. Aud you notice that thev propose to pay nothing for that water 7 No ; it is contemplated
to give it free.

582. What would you suggest as an alternative scheme for the company if this is not granted ?
I think such a condition as is set forth here might, possibly, apply within the lands they lease.

583. Of course, they would have that ndht now, as a riparian right? Well, they would not
have the right to take the water away, and dam it up, as now proposed.

584. By the Chairman.— And they.would not have the right.to sell it? No, they would have
no right to dispose of it

585, By Mr. Sadler.—Of course, they want a large quantlty of water. Can you suggest any
means by which they could get a large quantity without interfering with other people’s rights? T
would say they should be called on to take out water-rights in the ordinary way, if the water they
want is from rivers beyond the land they are leasing.

586." You would have no objection to it being done that way ? Oh, no.

587. Under our Mining Act, of course, you have no right to sell water at all? No.

" 588. And you think that right should be given tv this company? Yes, on lands leased
to them. i '
589. By Mr. W. H. T. Brown.—1 have only one question to ask you on this water matter.
That clause, as far as I read it, is to the effect that they only ask permission to impound the flood
waters on any land that they may hold in fee-simple. Anyhow, it is not for any other purposes, as
far as I can see, The water they want is water cautrht in winter time, in the ramy weather, d.ﬂd
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they ask permission to take and collect that and divert it into the intended reservoirs, dams, aqueducts,
and waterworks during that time for fhmr own purposes. There may be no objection to a clanse
in that form ?  Well, as T read Clause 22, it would grant the right to divert and take and dam up
the water in all that country.

590. The flood-waters only, is it not?  Well, of course, thdt is somewhat iudefinite.

591. But, T take it, it isintended to apply fo the flood-waters on]y ? Well, I take it, that it is_
intended to '1pp1y to all the water on those lands. They counld take it all in the winter time, or at
other times, and call it flood-water.

592. On their own land, thatis? It is unoceupied Crown lands as well that this section refers to.

593, If it applied to land they held in fee simple there would be no objection to their
impounding the Hood-waters? No, I o not think there would be any serious objection to that, if
they held the land as you say. But, as I said just now, I take it that this section applies to all
unoccupied Crown lands in that ]ocfi.llty

594. If it were made to refer only to sections they hold in fee snnple, there ‘would be no
objection to it ? I don’t-think so.

595. By the Chairman.—Mr. C ounsel, do you approve of parting with lands in Tasmania at
all on fee simple? Do you mean as to the general policy of the State ?

596. I am not talking of the general pohcy of the country at all, but of your own views—
do you approve of it? Ina genelal way, yes. I think it would have been better to have started
earlier with leases ; but that'can’t be got over uow. |

597. And you still approve of some of the lands bema sold? Yes.

598. You know Macquarie Harbour ?  Yes.

599. Ts it proper for a man to get two or three hundred acres there in'fee simple ? He can
get a hundred acres there—yes ; if he is far enough away from the town.

600. Well, say, some years ago, before they put a peg into this railway, this company had
wished to take up a hundred acres at Kelly Basin—they could have done so? Yes ;.before
there was a town there, and the land withdrawn from sale.

601. And ihe town came subsequent to and as a consequence of the making of their
railway. So that they have made the land valuable. Now, as a matter of fact, there would
have been no objection to this company taking up a thousand acres before they put a peg into
that railway? No; if they took it up in accordance with the regulations.

602.- That is, they Would have to reside on it five years, and improve it up to a certain
extent? Yes.

603.- Of course, you know they have resided on it, in the sense of the company having
worked it? Yes.

604. And you know that they have spent some twenty odd thousand pounds upon this plece
of land at Kelly Basin? Yes, it is so stated. :

605. Now, you say that a lease is just as good for them, in respect of this land, as fee
simple? As far as the security of their works is concerned, for carr ying out the objects of their
" Act—yes.

' 606. Now, as to fee-simple, I suppose you have seen deeds? Yes.

607. When a man has a fee- simple there are no covenants to observe? No.

608. His land is not liable to forfeiture? No.

609. But a lease is? Well, if this,land were leased to the company, [ take it that they would
forfeit if they failed to do ertain things.

610. Then is a lease as good as a fee-simple in this case? It is as good for carrying on
the purposes of this Act.

611. The leases provide that they must keep working on the section. But let me put it to you
absolately : is a lease as good as a fee-simple for a man to lend money on? No; certainly not.-

612 Are you aware that this company has had to iucrease its capital by bonowmo ¢ I have
understood it to be so. |

613. And had a bit of dlﬁiculty in getting the money# Possibly. .

614. So, then, we come back to this: there would have been 1o objection on the part of the
Crown to the company taking up a hundred acres at Kelly Basin before their line was put there?
Not if they took it up a 'lccordmg to the regulations.

© 615, And they could have got the fee-simple of the land at £1 an acre?. Yes.

616. And this very land we are talking about they could have got at £1 an acre? Possibly.

617. Just as, as a matter of fact, people at King River could take up the sections? No, that is
hardly right. Most of this piece of land would have been on the Crown_ resefvation. All of it
would not have been available.

618. They could have got clay lands there in fee-simple, at any rate ? Further back.

619. Which would, probably, have suited their purpose better? Possibly.

620. Would you say whether that is probable or not? No.

621. By Mr. Hall—Has the Crown sold any land in the vicinity of Kelly Basin? Yes.

622. Take the town of Pillinger. Has that been cut up into lots and sold ? Yes.

623. Then, Mr. Counsel, that being so, can you give any reason why you object to the sale of
this land. You see, the Crown has sold land in the same vicinity to the public in building allot-
ments. Will you tell us why you object to this company-—who have been the means of opening up
the couniry and placing a value on that land at Pillinger—also takmg up this nineteen acres of land
in that nelghbourhood on fee-simple? Yes.
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624. Why have you specified that they should have that fand. under lease only, at the same
time allowing the general public to go and take up the land nearly in fee-simple? We treat the
company as an individaal would be treated now, that is the point. The company is asking to be
allowed to purchase an area which is practically in the town, and to purchase it in one block at a fixed
price. All other land is subject to public competition, and sold in small allotments,

625. But the way I put it to you, Mr. Counsel, is this : through the enterprise and energy of
this company, as you are aware, that Jand at Pillinger, which was worthless, has been brought up fo

-a certain value?  Yes, that is so. '

626. Prior to the company’s operations that land was not worth a shilling an acre to the
Crown ? No, as it stood. ,

627. And now it is worth a good many hundred pounds an acre, cut up into building allot-
ments? Yes, '

628. And that, as you say, has been brought about by the energy of this company. Now, [
want you to explain this clause. You see, we have it i evidence that this 19§ acres 1s of a swampy
nature, and, naturally, of littlé use; but it is used by this company, who have built brickworks and
large sawmills on it for carrying on their works. 'Why, as Secretary of Lands, and head of that
department, should this company be treated differently from the general public? I think the.con-
cessions given to the company for the constructing of the railway are suflicient, and as great as
should be granted. I do not think that the company should be treated differently from other
persons who want to hold land for the same purposes: If. an individual wanted to take up the land
for manufacturing purposes, or for timber, he. would lease it; we should not sell-it to him.

629. Supposing you advertised a sale of 50 allotments in theé town of Pillinger, and I went
down tli\?re with the money ; there is nothing to prevent me buying the whole of those township
lots? 0. ;

630. And I should pay cash down, and get the transfers? Yes.

631. Then, surely, 1f this can apply to me as a private individual : '

The Minister of Lands and Works : You would have to compete with the general public at
the sales. ' .

Mr. Hall: But this is my point, Mr. Chairman. Here is a company. It has placed a
certain value on what was known as absolutely worthless land. There 1s no getting away from
that fact. ) o

The Chairman : And we have to encourage capital. . : - :

632. By Mr. Hall—And the company has been paying rental for this land that the Secretary
of Liands admits is exorbitant—£2 10s, an acre. The company has to go to the money-lender ;
and, we know that there is an objection to lend money on insecure titles. I want to know, Mr.
Counsel, why you, as Secretary of Lands, do not object to the sale to the general public of land -
of which the value has been placed by this company, but yet say that the company shall not have
the same privilege of purchase? If the land were sold at auction, as the other lots are, I do not
see that there is any ‘objection to it. : .

633. By the Chairman.— W ell, if the company had not brought the population there would
have beenno township of Pillinger? There might not, if some other enterprising company had
not come along. .

634. Well, there are lots of little bays and indentations down there on which they could obtain
large blocks of land now in fee-simple ? Outside the reservation. :

635. Do you know the Great Western Railway Act?+ Yes, I Liave read it.

636. Do you know there are large land concessions made to that company ?  Yes.

637. And they get all the timber? Yes. :

638, And large water-rights also? Yes. :

639. Is your objection to extending the concessions to this company simply because they have
already been fixed by Parliament? 1 think the concessions granted to the Great Western' Railway
Company were very wide. ' : : : .

640. And liberal? They were, I beljeve, very liberal. ' o 4 : '

641. By the Minisier of Lands and Works.—Is'any water grantéd free to the Great Western
Railway Company? No, they have to pay for it. -

642. Is any land given in fee simple? No.

. 643. Not a rood—not a perch? No.

644. If we allow this company to acquire land in fee simple, as asked under this Bill, could we
reasonably object to similar coucessions being granted to other companies? Ne. :

645. Special Acts have been passed to give special leases to the Mount Lyell Company?

Yes.

646. And to the Tasmanian Smelting Company? VYes.

647. Have both these companies put up large plants? Yes.

648. Aud extensive works? Yes. '

649. Have they applied for or been allowed to acquire land in fee simple? Noj; they are
leasing the land. . :

650. By the Chairman.— Do you know what the originally estimated cost of the North Mount
Lyell Railway was to be? I don’t remember now. \

6561. Well, would you be surprised to know that it cost four times the estimated anmount?
Yes, 1 have heard so. :
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652. Their application for concessions was on the basis of an expenditure of £90,000, and
they have spent £390,000? Yes; The cost seems to be enormous and excessive, looking at the
railway.

653. Yes; but you know the work they have had to do—the cuttings and so forth?  Yes, but
a lot of it was very easy, too—many miles of it.

654. Well, does the principal reason you urge against not giving these extra concessions lie in
the fact that other companies have not oot them ? No they were never contemplated—I don’t
think they were—when the Act was 1ntroduced and T think it would be a bad thing to make an.
exception in this case.

655. Would not treating this company with liberality indnce foreign capital to be brought iuto
Tasmania? Yes, but I contend that they have been treated fairly.

656. Now, as regards this timber. They have got already, under their Act, the right to take
all firewood for nothing ¢ All that is required for working their own works,

657. And if' this pine is required for railway purposes, they can take this also? Well, that is
a technical point; it is questionable.

658. A question of law? Yes. :

659. They claim the right, do they not? Yes.

660. And it is with a view to settling all these differences that they now propose to pay a
uniforin rate? That is what they are proposing.

661. I understood you to say in answer to the Minister of Lands, Mr. Counsel, that you do
not know of any company that has received a grant of land from the Government? 1 do not
think so; I can’t say that I know of any.

662. A grant of land to a co ﬁfmy similarly situated to this ? No.

663. Are you aware that the Rocky River Company obtained a grant of the site for station,
smelting works, and everything else of that kind ? [No reply.]

’ The Minister of Lands and Works : Not in fee simple. Only on an easement.

Mr. Hall : No ; the right is distinctly given to acquire an area of land in fee simple.

664. By Mr. Simmons.—Look at Section 7 again a moment, Mr. Counsel, will you—you
see-in that that no land of greater width than a chain can be obtained by the company unless
plans are supplied, and the apploval of the Governor in. Council is obtained, and the plans are
51gned by the Minister ? Yes.

 665. Don’t you consider that that would be an ample prevention 2. Yes, if these plans are
furnished within a specified time.

666. Does the question of time matter? Yes; the experience of the department is that it
18 a very important concern, because there has always been great difficulty with railway syndi-
cates and railway companies, in getting them to supply p10pe1 and, a,cculate pl'ms of the land
they require.

667. But, let me put it this way : supposing that, say, in thlee years’ time, the company
-desires to open a new station on their line, and requires extra land in consequdnce of that—you
think it necessary that it should come to Parliament in order to get that extra width of land?
No; I take it that that should be provided for here, and plans of the land required should be
furnished.

668. Don’t you thiuk it is a sufficient safeguard if you make it plain that these plans must
be approved by the Governor in Council, and signed by the Minister? No; I certainly think
there ought to be a time fixed for <upply1ng them.

669. How can youfixa time? Fix a certain time after the passing of the Act, as far as
these lands required are concerned and, in the future, provide for any lands Lequned in a
similar way, by application. '

670. You mean, fix a time for submltbmg plans of land already taken exceeding that chain
in width? Yes.

671. And as to the future? And as to the futule, it must be fixed definitely, I think.

672. In this Bill, you mean? Yes.

673. But, you see, the company may want to open a new station at any time in the future—
say, fifteen years hence, Mr. Counsel? Well, why not provide for that?

674. How could the company possibly. provule for it before they know of the necessity of
it—before they know that they will ever want the station at all? I'think, then, they could
approach Parhament for it. _

675. Every time they want a little piece of land for this purpose ? - Yes, if it is land in excess
of what they want now.

676. Every time they want a little piece of land—a few feet, even, ten years hence—you
think they ought to go to "Parliament for it? Yes.

677. And you do not think it would be sufficient to provide that the approval of the
Governor in Council should be obtained? I think they should be compelled to go to Parlia-
ment ; because I know, in practice, the difficulty we have in getting these plans “from railway
‘companies,

678. By the Chairman.—Y ou see, the plecc of land might not be worth £20; but to go to.
Parliament would cost the company £5007 Well, I see that. That might be Oot over by fixing
the time within which the plans should be submitted.
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679. By Mr. Simmons.—Are you not sufficiently safeguarded by knowing that the Governor
in Council would not give consent to the company taking any such piece of land unless the plans
were fornished ? I am endeavouring to point out that there has always been a difficulty in getting
these plans for such railways; and if they are not furnished there is nothing to show where the
. company is taking land, and so, in the future, disputes will arise with persons who want to take
land adjoining them.

680. Well, thereis nothing in this section that touches your difficulty. Do you know ' that a
similay power to that now sought was conceded to the Mount Lyell Company last session?  Yes, I
am aware of that.

681. Now, you spoke about the company having cut a large quantity of pine—are you aware
that they have had to purchase a very large quantity of pine (500,000 feet) from people who cut it
under licence? It has been represented to me that they did purchase a considerable quantity.

682. For the purposes of works authorlsed under this original Act? That has been represented
to me.

683. And the reason they purchased it was their want of facilities for getting out the pine they
had cut? Thatis possible.

684. Now, you have already told us, that prior to the passing of' the first Act, the company
could have pulchased this 19 acres of land at Kelly Basin—the clay reserve—for £197 Well, some
portion of it. -

685. The bulk of it, I think? [No reply.] ’

686. The whole of the present value of that 19 acres has been made by the North Mount
Lyell Company’s operations? Yes, very largely.

687. Well, almost entirely, has it not? Well, in a sense, yes.

688. Can you tell us what the sales of land in the town of Pillinger—the town allotments—
amount to P . I cannot tell: but they amount to some thousands,

689. And the Government has not spent any money there in railway works? No.

690. And the value of the town ot Pillinger has been caused by the North Mount Lyell
company ? Very largely; yes.

1691, Have you also made some sales of township allotments at Mount Darwin? Yes.

692. You have? Yes.

693. Value, how much? Well, forty or fifty allotments: say £1000. :

694. That value again has been caused by the operations of the North Mount Lyell Company,
has it not ¢ Principally.

695. And.has there been any land sold at Linda Va.lley'? Yes; but of course you could not

set that to the credit of the North Lyell Company ; it is due to the district there ; you are in'a mining
district at Linda Valley.

696. By the Chazrman .~ But the railway is there? Yes ; that has contributed to the value
of it

697. By Mr. Simmons.—So far as is known there are no minerals on this 720 acres? "I-don’t
know.

698. You considered those prices of timber fair for the company arrangement, you say ? Yes;
that was the understanding at the time.

699. Why should they not also bé fair for a permanent arrangement? The suggestion was
that those rates should be adopted temporarily with a view to getting the business on a proper

footing, because hitherto there had been disputes as to what the company’s rights were.
' 700. Then this Section is a kind of give-and-take arrangement; under the Act they are
entitled to get timber for the railway free? Yes.

701. And under the new Bill they will pay for all timber? Yes.

702. And to that extent the Government will be a considerable gainer by the arrangement .
Well, 1 cannot say that, because it is, as you say, a 0'1\7e-and-1‘,a,ke thmg We consider we shall
be fauly paid for the timber they take.

703. You suggest that regulations should be made. But, of course, regulations could be

- altered from time to time ? Yes.

704. And, therefore, the compary could have no guaranty that the regulations made would
contintie in iowe for any length of time? No.

705. Captain Anderson contends—1 think you are aware of it, Mr. Counsel—that these
prices are really more than what he can obtain the timber for in the ordinary way. Have you
gone into figures as to that? Well, the data are not sufficient ; but, looking at it broadly, I
should not think so. I should think that this is a fair price.

706. But have you not any accurate calculations on the subject? No.

The witness withdrew.
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W. H. WALLACE called and examined.

707. By the Chairman.—What is your name ? William Ilenry Wallace.

708. You are Secretary for Mines for Tasmania? Yes. .

709. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Have you read this Bill, Mr. Wallace? Well,
I have seen it. I have not read it carefully through.

710. Have you read the clause that proposes to grant special leases to the company ? Yes.

711. We have oranted special leases to other companies previously ?  Yes.

712. Do you remember the terms of those leases? In the case of the Mount Lyell Com-
pany, it was for thirty years.

713. Would there be any objection now to issuing a lease for forty years—ten years
longer? No, I don’t think there would be any objection.

714. Have you read Clauses 22 onwards to about Clause 30?7 Yes.

715. Is it necessary for the company, in carrying out its mining or smelting opelatlons,
to obtain any-special water-rights or water-powers? Not if the water within its own land is
used.

716. But leaving its own I'md out of the question, does the Mining Act afford it
opportunities of obtammg as much water as the country affords? Yes.

717. Does the Mining Act allow it to store and conserve water? Yes; it can construct
dams and so forth.

718. Is it desirable that we should give it such powers as are sought under Clause 22, to
construct reservoirs and dams, and to dam back, tap, or divert any rivers, streams, or water-
courses on unoccupied Crown lzmds, or on Crown lands held by the company. Is such a power
desirable? ~Well, I think it gets almost the same thing under the present Act. 1t can take up
a water-vight and dam-sites, and under its leases it would have power to divert and conserve
water. =

719. Does it get any exclusive right or priority of right under its present Act and the
Mining Act? Well, of course, all rights of priority depend upon the order of applications, and
the dates of making them.

720. In your opinion, is the granting of water-rights of a general character, such as are
sought here, likely to seriously affect the mining industry ? No, I don’t think so.

721. If it obtained the exclusive right to all the waters of these rivers, against other
people, will that be likely to seriously injure mining in that district? Well, yes, I think it would,
if it'got the exclusive right to all the water. ~

722, Have you read the section of the Bill? No, ndt recently.

The witness withdrew.

WEDNESDAY, SE?TEMBER 11, 1901.

Mr. M. W. SimmonNs (instructed by Messrs. Simmons, Crisp, and Simmons) appeared for
the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited ; and Mr. R. E. Macnaghten (instructed by
Messrs. Butler, M‘Intyre, and Butler) for the Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company,
to object to certain clauses of the Bill. Mr. A. A, Winch appeared on his own behalf as a
lessee of certain lands in the vicinity of Queenstown, and on behalf of the King Jukes Mining
Company, the Prince Darwin Mining Company, and certain residents of Queenstown, to obJect
to certain clauses of the Bill.

"W. H. WALLACE, ezamination continued.

723. By the Chairman.—You have had to look up some information, I believe, Mr. Wallace?
I have looked through the Bill. I had not seen it for some time— and then had only just glanced
at 1t.

724. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—Have you read the Bill since you were last
examined, Mr. Wallace ? Yes.

725. Did you pay special attention to Clauses 22 to 327 Yes.

726. Will you favour the Committee with any observations you have to make about those, as
from your position as Secretary for Mines? Section 22 proposes to give the company thé right to
take and divert any water, and dam it back : in fact, to give the company a monopoly of the “whole
of the water in the vicinity of-Mounts Darwin and Jukes, Gormanston, Kelly Basin, and Crotty.
1t struck me, on reading this clause carefully through, that it would not be at all a wise thing to
give any company a monopoly of the whole of the water in auny particular place.

727. Is it Jiecessary for this company, for the prosecution of its mining works or its smelting

» works, to seek such exclusive rights? 1 don’t think so. It could pxobably get as wmuch water as
it requires under its ordinary leases. For instance: it is entitled to any water which may be
passing through or along the boundary of any land it may take up.

728. (/.m 1t, undex the Mining Act, secure, in the ordinary way, any water that is available?
Yes.

.
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729. Now, on the question of special leases, Mr. Wallace. You are aware that the term of
the special leases granted to the Mount Lyell Company was thirty years ?  Yes. o )

730. Would there be any objection on. the part of the Mines Department to similar special
leases being granted to the North Mount Lyell Company ? No, sir. Of course, the Mount Lyell
Company is paying a very much higher rental than the North Mount Lyell Company proposes to
pay. Itis proposed to lease this land to the North Lyell Company at five shillings per acre. The
Mount Lyell Company is paying, I think, twenty-five shillings per acre. °

731.  Well, it is as to the term of leases I was examining you. [s it desirable that we should
make any difference between the two companies—that is, should give the North Lyell Company a
forty years’ term, as against the thirty years’ term granted to the Mount Liyell Company ? No.

732. Look at Clause 17. Wil you give us your opinion as to whether it is wise to make any
distinction, as batween the ‘two companies, with regard to renewals? I don’t 1'eme’1nbe1', Just at
present, upon what terms the Mouut Lyell Company can renew ; but this company's leases_ may
be renewed upon the payment of a rent not exceeding double the rent previously paid. That is, not
even as mnch as it pays upon renewal under “ The Mining Act.” ) .

733. Do you think, then, that Clause 17 should be amended in that direction ? Yes, I think
so. [ think it ought to be made to read the same as the section in the Mining Act.

734. You mean the section which provides for re-assessment? Yes. .

735. Clause 16. Wil you give us your interpretation of that clause, Mr. Wallace, please? I
take it that it means that the company may take up any land adjoining its sections. There
does not seem to be any limit to it. [t may take one seetion, and then take up the sections sur-
rounding it; then, from time to time, it may take up the sections surrounding those, section by
section, and so increase the area indefinitely. L

736. Is it wise to grant such a right, do you think? No, I don’t think it 1s.

737. Section 20. That gives the company the right to mine for all mmer_als, f'ror}l gold down
to limestone, or any other mineral. Would there be any objection to that right being granted ?
No, sir, I don’t think there is any objection to that. .

788. I mean at the ordinary rent for a mineral section ? Yes, I should object to that. I
think, to entitle it {0 all the minerals, it should pay the rent for a gold lease. _ '

739. Have you read the schedules, Mr. Wallace ? Yes, sir.

740, Do you notice that in Section 34 the company asks for power to purchase the land
described in Schedule (2.)? Yes, sir. . .

741, Are you aware that that is the land for which special leases are being asked? Yes, sir.

742. Do you think it is desirable that the company should be allowed to purchase that land?
No, sir. .

743. Is that against the policy of the Mines Department? Yes, sir. ) )

744. Is it against the policy of the'department to sell any land? To sell any land in the
immediate vicinity of any mining’ works—yes. ‘

745. By Mr. Hall.—In reply to that last question, Mr. Wallace, you stated to the Minister,
of Lands that it was against the policy of the Mines Department to sell any land 3 Yes.

746. Has that policy been departed from during the last five years? I don’t think so; that
is, not for large blocks. ~Small areas for township purposes, of course, have been sold.

747. And are you-aware that some five acres were sold to the Tasmanian Smelting Company

at Zeehan? I was not aware of it.

748. By the Minister of Lands and Works.—You remember the special leases for the smelt-
ing company, Mr. Wallace? Yes.

749. By Mr. Hall—Then, has the sale of those five acres escaped your notice, Mr.
Wallace? Yes; I had overlooked the fact that they had a special Act. )

750. Well, you gave evidence before the Select Committee sitting on the Rocky River
Tramway Act, Mr. Wallace? Yes,

751. Did you offer any objection on that occasion to the grant of ten acres on the banks of
the Pieman to that company ? I don’t remember the question being asked, nor do I remember
being asked if the land was to be'sold. I think I remember saying that there was no objection
to it having ten acres at the términus of its tramway, as a mining easement.

752. Well, Mr. Wallace, was this land at Kelly Basin of any value whatever to the State,
the Mines Department, or anyone else, before the North Lyell Company. constructed its rail-
way ; did it make the value of the land at Kelly Basin? Yes ; I beh.eve 1t did. . _

753. And then you say, as I understand, that it would be unwise to grant them the’ fee
simple of this land? Yes. ) A . .

754. You are aware of the purposes for which it requires the land—ifor brickmaking and
sawmills. .

The Minister of Lands and Works : No ; I did not ask about that land. I was asking par-
ticularly as to the land in Schedule (2). ' :

The Witness: Yes; the 800 acres. .

755. By Mr. Hall—Well, continuing, Mr. Wallace. You know the purposes for which -
the company requires that area? For smelting-works ; yes. ] . .

756. Do you, as Secretary for Mines, consider it advisable, in the interests of the mining
industry, to hamper a large industry like this; or a company carrymng on a large and expensiye
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industry like this? No; I think it deserves cvery encouragement. At the same time, I don’t
think such a large area of land, upon which mining works are erected, should be sold.
) 757. Well, then, suppose the company agreed that, in consideration of the Crown comply-
ing with the provisions of this Act as to the land in Schedule (2), it would give a guarantee
that the land would not be cut up into town allotments, but used solely ‘for the purposes for
which it intends it, namely, smelting operations, would that alter your opinion as to the
desirability of giving it an absolute right to the land, so that its smelting operations would not
be interfered with in any shape or form? Yes.

758. Would that alter your opinion ? That would make a great difference.

~759. And in view of an amendment of the section in that direction, would you see any

serious objection to their obtaining the concession they ask for?. No. ) )

760. Have you read Schedule (3), Mr. Wallace? Yes. :

761. Do you see any objection to selling the company that 193 acres of land at Kelly
Basin ?  No, sir. :

762. No objection whatever? No.

763. You think it would be in the interests of the State to sell it? I think so.

764. By the Chairman.—Would you turn up Section 16, Mr. Wallace. I think that, in
answer to the Minister, you said it was not desirable to give the company the power asked under
that section? No.

765. But does this section give any power to the company at all ; and, if so, why? Well,
of course, 1t 1s for the Governor-in-Couneil to—— .

766. 1t is giving the power to the Governor-in-Council?  Yes.

767. Does not your Mining Act give power to the Governor-in-Council to do certain
things? Yes. . ' :

768. Is not this only the same power that is provided for here? Yes.

769. Is it not necessary to grant this power; so that if it wanted to get five acres of
land at any time, the Goovernor in Council should have power to grant it, instead of the company
being put to all the expense of going to Parliament? Yes; the Governor in Council could
either grant or refuse to grant it. . )

770. And you recognise now that this is really a power granted to the Governor in Council,
and not to the Company at all? Yes. '

771. Now, you think that the leases should be confined to a term of thirty years ? Yes.

772. Have you any particular reason for wishing that the lease should be for thirty years
in preference to forty years; If it is only for thirty years, we have an opportunity of increasing
the rent sodner, if we desire to. -

773. You see, this land is not for mining purposes : you know that,don’t you? [No reply.]

774. The Minister of Lands and Works : How can you say that, when this, Bill distinctly
gives the company power to mine for anything ? : :

¢ 775. By the Chairman.—I am coming to that. Primarily, Mr. Wallace, the land is taken
up for the purposes of working the smelters, 1s it not? Yes.

776. And would you imagine that a man or a company taking up land for the erection of
smelters would like to ‘be protected against the intrusion of other people coming on the land for
any purpose whatever? Yes. .

777. And supposing that in the course of its work it comes upon coal or limestone: you
would not have any objection to its using it, would you? No.

778. And if there were gold in this limestone, would there be any objection to its taking
this gold out? Well, it would not be entitled to the gold, under an ordinary lease.-

779. Isn’t there gold in galena? Yes, of course; you can’t work one without taking the
other.

780. Do you charge the galena companies extra rent because there happens to be some gold
in their ore? No. )

781. The Mount Lyell Company are practically paying rent on gold leases? They are
paying both gold and mineral rates..

~ 782. Well, as a question of policy, if the Mines Department were satisfied that this land was
held, not for mining purposes, but for smelting purposes, do you think it is equitable to charge
them such an enormous rent for valueless land? No, not if the land is used purely for smelting

urposes. A

P P783. And if the Mount Lyell Company are not mining ? Well, of course, if they are not
miming: .
784. What I mean is this—is that the way to encourage the mining industry—to let the
companies take valueless land, and then charge them an enormous rent? No.

785. You say it is not the policy of the Mines Department to sell land—do you mean that
it is not the policy to sell land in any mining district, or where? In a mining district.

786. Is it not a fact that the fee simple to land in large areas—100-acre blocks—can be
acquired .at the present moment in mining districts on the West Coast? Not unless the land is
right out of the district altogether.

I .. 787. But cannot such land be acquired, so long as it is not within a mile of a town?. Under
the Jand laws you can obtain land up to blocks of 100 acres, so long as it is within—or, T should
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say, out51de of—the boundary, a mile from any town.  But I think- most of these apphcatlons
are referred to me ; and I always object to the land bemrr sold in mining districts.

788. Is 1t the policy of the Mines Department to pmvent settlement taking place in the
future on the West Coast—is it your policy that no land should be acquired at all?  No ; ; but it
is very undesirable, I think, to sell land that is supposed to contain minerals.

789. But is this land supposed to contain minerals ? Well, this land miy not.

790. Well, if you are satisfied that there is no prospect of minerals being discovered on ‘this
land, would your objection still bold good? No. :

791. Then if this eight hundred acres of land down there contain no mmelals, would you
have any objection to its being sold? No; I should not have any objection in that case.

792. Then, in that case, would you have any objection to this ‘clause remaining in the bill,

_since it would depend on that—if there were an amendment of that clause, providing that the

Minister should be satisfied that there were no minerals on the laud, would you have. any objection
to its being sold to the company ? No.

By the Minister of Lands and Works—Are you aware, Mr. Wallace, that under this last
Crown Lands Act, all lands sold in mining districts s still eubject to certain restrictions with regard
to minerals?  Well, I don’t say that.all land 1s.

793. 1 mean all land sold in large areas? Yes; all land sold under Part IV. ot the (xown
Lands Act, which gives any one the right to seek for minerals.

794. We]l you know that that right is reserved in respect to all lands sold in mining districts ;
except in the case of such lots as mlghr he sold for residence purposes? Yes,

795. And even in the case of land sold for Tesidence purposes, there is the right reserved to
mine within twenty-five'feet of the surface? Yes. -

796. So that, to a certain extent, the land is not sold in fee simple? No.

797. Now, apart from these speciul leases altogether—not taking them into consideration at
all—would not this company be amply protected for all purposes under the or dinary leases by
the pmvmons of the new Mining Act? With regard, that is, to people coming on the com-
pany’s property to take gold, or eha]e, or any other mineral? Yes, nobody could apply for a
lease of any portion of the land without obtamning a permit from she Commissioner.

The Chairman : That is, under the Mining Act, as to leases taken out under that Aect.
This refers to leases taken out under this Act. These leases are not under the Minuing Act at
all. It is an altogether different thing. ‘

798. By the Minister of Lands and Works. —Well, Mr. Wallace, without the necessity of
the company coming for any special leases at all, would its rights be absolutely safe-guarded
under the present mining laws of the Colony? 1 would not like to sdy they would be absolutely

. safe under the present laws ; it all depends on the Commissioner. I suppose that in most cases

the Commissioner, before granting permission to mine, would first consult the lessee ; and then,
if the lessee made no objection, he would grant the permit. But, of course, it might happen
that in some cases the Commissioner might grant the permit without referring to the lessee in
the matter at all.

799. But on what terms; is it likely he would grant a pérmit in such a way that the lessee
would be able to get no compensation? Of course, claims for compensation could be made. The
Commissioner would have, in any case, to notify the lessee that a-permit had been granted.

800. By Mr. Simmons.— Referring to Section 16 again, Mr. Wallace—*“additional leases .
may be granted,’—are you aware that in 1893 a section, exactly similar in terms, was inserted in
the Mount Lyell Company’s Leases Act? Yes.

801. Well, do you see any reason why a distinction should be made in that respect, as between
the North Mount Lyell Company and the Mount Lyell Company? I do not see any objection to
the section now, as the Chairman has puat it, because the power of granting the leases rests with theé
Governor in Council.

802. But this sectioun is deSIgned to put the North Lyell Company on the same footing as the
Mount Lyell Company. You do not see any reason, I suppose, why.a distinction should be made
as between these companies? [No reply.]

By the Chairman.—He has withdrawn any objection to the clausé, on the underatandmg that
the power of granting the lease will be with the Govgrnor in Council.

803. By Mr. Simmons.—1 suppose, Mr. Wallace, that you are familiar with the Tasmanian

".Smelting Cowpany’s Act, passed last session? Yes.

804, And you know that under that Act the company was granted a special lease of thirty
years, und a right of renewal for thirty years at a rent not exceeding double the rent now paid:
exactly as is proposed in this Act? Yes. :

805. And do you know of any definite reason why a distinction should be made in that matter,
as between the Tasmaniari Smelting Company and the North Mount Liyell Company ?  No.

806. Now, Section 6. of the Tasmanian Smelting Company’s Act. The rental there was
fixed at five shllhnga per year, and under Section 7 Lhey were entitled to inclnde the right to all
minerals on the land covered by this lease. There again, Mr. Wallace, do you know any reason
why a distinction should be made as between the 'lasmaman Smelting Company and the North
Mount Lyell Company? No.

807. Do you know what the relative expenditure of the two companies has been? No.

. 808. Can you say whether the Smelting Company or the North Lyell Company has
expended most money? I suppose the North Mount Lyell Compfmy has spent most, ‘
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809. Referring to Section 27 of the Bill, Mr. Wallace. You sce there that it is proposed
that the company should have power to supply any person with water, and with electric light,
energy, and power, for such remuneration as shall be agreed upon. Now, supposing that that
were made subject to charges to be approved by the Governor in Council, wonld you see any
objection to the North Lyell Company supplying other companies with power in the manner
proposed? No.

: 810. Don't you consider that it might be an advantage to some of the other companies to get
the power, without being put to the expense of expensive works? Yes..

811. And under the Mining Act the company would not have power to sell the water, I
understand 7 No. )

812. So that unless they get it by an Act, they would not have the power at ali? No!

818. By Mr. Winch.—Mr. Wallace, you are doubtless aware of the fact that there is no law
in Tasmania whereby mining operations may be carried on on fee simple lands? No, there is not.

814. There is no law whatever to that effect? No.

815. Do you not think that it is quite possible that in years to come valuable minerals may
be found upon this land? Yes.. : .

816. Don’t you think it would be greatly to the interest of the State, and of individuals in
general, that this power should be reserved, whereby mining operations may be carried on upon
this land? Yes; I said, a little while ago, that I had no objection to land being sold——

The Chairman: We want you to confine your questions, Mr. Winch, to your objections to
the Bill, speaking on your own behalf, and on behalt of the several leaseholders you represent.
You cannot argue as to the general public. Parliament represents the public and can safely be
left to look after the public interest.

The Minister of Lands and Works : 1f Mr. Winch’s petition is to be heard on behalf of the
public, we cannot stop him asking these questions.

[The Committee deliberated. ]

Mr. Winch : 1f you will permit me the privilege of addressing the Committee on the Bill,
clause by clause, I will not examine at all.

The witness withdrew.

’

AppPENDIX A.

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the House of Assembly of Tasmania,
in Parliament assembled.

The humble Petition of the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited,
SHOWETH :

1. That notice of the intention of your Petitioners to apply for a private Bill has been duly published
within three months prgviously to the presentation of this Petition, as required by the Standing Rules and
. Orders of your Honourable House.

2. That the general objects of the said Bill are—

To enable the North Mount Lyell Copper Company Limited, to construct extensions and branches
of and to its present railway, and alterations, deviations, or variations thereof.

To clear up certain doubts and difficulties raised.as to the proper construction and meaning of the
North Mcunt Lyell and Macquarie Harbour Railway Act, and otherwise to amend, extend,
and enlarge the said Act. - ’

To provide that any question as to fixing of the rates and tolls chargeabls by the said company
shall be settled by arbitration,

. To authorise the issue of special mining leases to the said company.

To enable the said company to charge wharfage and dock rates.

To authorise the grant by the Crown to the said company of certain Jands in fee simple.

To enable the said company to purchase the fee simple ot certain lands now held under lease or
licence, and to have certain timber reserves set aside for its use, and, generally, to confer such
rights, privilegeg, and powers on the said company as may be calculated to induce it to
expend capita] in the development of mining properties in the vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount
Darwin, and Mount Jukes. _

To provide for the infliction of penalties upon persons for infringing the provisions. of the
said Bill. )

The said Bill will also contain all clauses usual in Bills ot such a nature for enabling the said
company to carry out the objects of the said undertakings.

Your Petitioners therefore pray for leave to introduce the said Bill.
Dated this fifteenth day of June, one thousand nine hundred and one.

. THOS. LLOYD HOOD,
Agent for the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited,
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AppenpIix B.

Murray Street, Hobart, 22nd August, 1901,

The Chairman, t}w Select Committee con.suiermg the North Mount Lyell Mining and Railway lel
/o Clev/t of the House, Parliament House.
Sigr,

We have received instructions from the Mount Lyell Company to prefer a request that we may be
heard before the Select Committee considering the above-mentioned Bill, to offer objections on its
‘behalf to certain clauses contained therein,

. May we ask to be informed at what day and hour it will be convenient for your Committee to hear us
on the matrer stated.
‘We have the honour to be,
Sir,

Y our obedient Servants,

BUTLER, McINTYRE, & BUTLER.

Appenpix C. . R

To the Honourable the Speaker and Honourable Me)nbms of the House of Assembly~
of Tasmania, in Parliament assembled.

The Petition of the Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company Limited, registered in the State of
Victoria, under the provisions of the Act of Parliament of that State, known as ¢ The Companies’
Act, 1890,

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH :

That the said company is opposed to certain clauses of a pnvate Bill entitled < The North Mount
Lyell Mining and Railway Act, 1901,” and on the following grounds :—

That if the Bill which they now oppose is passed as printed, it will interfere with and embarrass
the proper working of the Mount Lyell Company and its smelting and mining operations,
and also very seriously interfere with their rights to acquire water for mining and other
purposes, and if passed will, to a very large extent, give to the North Mount Lyell Company
a monopoly of the prmmpal sources of water supply in the district, and it will also give
concessions to the North Mount Lyell Company which would be very much larger than
those granted to other companies.

The Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Company, Limited, therefore prays that your Honourable
House will protect their interests, and cause due i inquiry to be made, and that the sald company may be
heard by counsel in opposition to the said Bill.

And your Petitioner will ever pray. _
THE MOUNT LYELL MINING AND' RAILWAY
COMPANY, LIMITED.
(By their Solicitors, BurLER, McINTYRE, AND BUTLER.)

AppeEnDIX D.

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the House of Assembly of the State of
. Tas‘mama in Parliament assembled.

The humble Petition of Ambrose Alfred Winch, of the Town of Queenstown in the Electoral District of
Lyell, in the State of Tasmania, a Solicitor,

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH :

, 1. That your humble Petitioner is a Solicitor, and 1ealdes in the Town of Queenstown, in the Electoral
District of Lyell, in the State of Tasmania.

2. That your humble Petitioner has been 1nformed that a Bill; intituled “ The North Mount Lyell
Mining and Railway Act, 1901,” has been duly introduced to your Honourable House, read a first time,
and referred to a Select Committee of your Honourable House.

8. That your humble Petitioner is the Lessee, from the Crown or Government of Tasmania, of
Mineral Séctions 1854-91m and 117-98, situate gt or in the immediate vicinity of Mount Lyell, in the
State of Tasmania.

4. That your humble Petitioner humbly submits that, if the said Bill is passed into and becomes law,
he and the people of this State of Tasmania will be uguuously affected, and that enterprise and the
development of the Mount Lyell, the Mount Darwin, and the Mount Jukes mineral districts will be
hindered and hampered.
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5. That your humble Petitioner desires to be heard at the Bar of this Honourable House in opposition
to all and singular the sections, provisions, and matter of the said Bill. ,

Your humble Petitioner, therefore, humbly prays your Honcurable House not to allow the said Bill
to pass into and become law. And your humble Petitioner further humbly prays your Honourable House to
allow him to be heard at the Bar of your Honourable House in opposition to the said Bill, and in support
of this the humble Petition of your humble Petitioner. ’

And your Petitioner will ever pray, &c.

AMBROSE ALFRED WINCH,

Solicitor, Queenstornn, in the State of Tasmania.

AprEnpix E.

Department of Lands and Surveys, Tasmania,

_ . Hobart, 7th September, 1901.

The Hon. D. C. Urquuarw, Chairman Select Committee,
North Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Bill.

Re North Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Bill, 1901.

Ir quite escaped my memory, when replying to Question No. 530, that an area of 5a. 3r. Op. was sold
in fee simple to the Tasmanian Smelting Company, Limited, Zeehan, by the authority of .special Act of
Parliament, 1900, 64 Vict. No. 55. T shall, therefore, feel obliged if you will tender my apologies to the
Select Committee for the error 1 made, and I have to request that you will be good enough to ask the

' sanction of the Committee to my evidence being corrected in that particular.

E. A. COUNSEL, Surveyor-General
and Secretary for Lands.

ArpeEnDIX F.

T'o the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the House of Assembly of the Sta'®
of Tasmania, in Parliament assembled.

The humble Petition of the undersigned Residents of the Electoral District of Lyell, in
- the State of Tasmania,

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH :

1. That your humble Petitioners reside within the Electoral District of Lyell, in the State of Tasmania.

2. That your humble Petitioners are aware that a Bill, intituled ‘The North Mount Lyell Mining
and Railway Act, 1901,” has been duly introduced to your Honourable House, read a first time, and
referred to a Select Committee of your Honourable House.

3. That your humble Petitioners respectfully submit that the powéx's sought to be obtained by Section
3 of the said Bill should, in the said Bill itself, be accurately defined, described, and limited, and should be
subject to the approval of your Honourable House, and not to the approval of the Minister.

4. That your humble Petitioners respectfully snbmit that the powers sought to be obtained by Section
5 of the said Bill should, in the said Bill, be accurately defined, described, and limited, and should he
subject to the approval of your Honourable House only, and not to the approval of the Minister.

5. That your humble Petitioners do respectfully submit that the power to grant means of communi-
cation with the mineral lands in the vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount Darwin, and Mount Jukes, in
Tasmania should not be pranted to the North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited, but that the
power to do,so should, in the best interests of your humble Petitioners and the people of this State, be
reserved to His Most Gracious Majesty King Edward the Seventh, and his Successors.

6. That your humble Petitioners do verily believe, that if Section 9 of the said Bill be passed intolaw,
that enterprise will receive a severe check, and that the mining industry of this State will be hampered and
injuriously restricted if the present tolls, rates, and charges made upon the Railway of the North. Mount
Lyell Copper Company, Limited, are increased. ' '

7. That your humble Petitioners do respectfully submit that the increase in actual mileage sought by
Section 10 of the said Bill is too great, and your humble Petitioners would most respectfully request that
the said section be struck out. : :

8. That your humble Petitioners do verily believée that the mining and commercial industries of the
Lyell District will be prejudicially affected if Sections 13 and 18 of the said Bill be passed into law.

9. That your humble Petitioners do respectfully submit that the Lease or Leases sought to be obtained
under Section 16 of the said Act should, in the interests of Yhis State, be accuratély defined, described, and
limited by the said Bill.

10. That your humble Petitioners do'respectfu]ly submit that, in the best interests of this State, Section
21 be struck out, and that Section 70 of the North Mount Lyell and Macquarie Harbour Railway Act
should be retained. ) )
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11. That your humble Petitioners do respectfully submit that the powers, rights, and privileges sought
to be obtained by Sections 4, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 83, 34, and 35 of the said Bill are
too indefinite and comprehensive, and your Petitioners do verily believe that if the said sections of the said
Bill be passed into law that the lessees of mineral sections situate in the immediate vicinity of Mount
Darwin, Mount Lyell, and Mount Jukes in Tasmania will be seriously hampered and restrained in the
conduct of mining operations, and the means of profitably working their properties will be taken from them,
or else so interfered with as to render their existence as payable mines impossible. :

12. That your humble Petitioners to verily believe, that if Sections 22, 33, 34, and 35 of the said Bill
be passed into law, that all existing and future town boards and other local bodies having jurisdiction in
the immediate: vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount Jukes, and Mount Darwin will not be in a position to
provide water and the means of lighting and cleansing to their respective communities.

13. That your humble Petitioners do verily believe that if the said Bill is passed intolaw in its present-
form, the State of Tasmania, and in particular the residents in this Electoral District of Lyell, will be
prejudicially and injuriously affected, and deprived of many benefits and privileges.

14. That your humble Petitioners desire to be heard by counsel, in opposition to the said Bill, at the
Bar of your Honourable House, '

Your humble Petitioners therefore humbly pray your Honourable House not-to allow the said Bill to
pass into and become law. And your humble Petitioners further humbly pray your Honourable House to
allow your humble Petitioners to be heard by counsel, in opposition to the said Bill, at the Bar of your
Honourable House.

And your Petitioners will ever pray, &e.
[Hevre follow 77 Signatures.]

Arrenpix G.

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the House of Assembly of the State
of Tasmania, in Pavliament assembled.

The humble Petition of the King Jukes Copper and Gold Prospecting Association, No Liability,

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH :

1. That your humble Petitioner is the King Jukes Copper and Gold Prospecting Association, No
Liability, a company duly registered under the provisions of an Act of Parliament of the State of Tas-
mania, entitled *“ The Mining Companies Act, 1884, and carrying on mining operations at or in the
immediate vicinity of Mount Jukes, in the State of Tasmania. )

2. That you Petitioner is the lessee from the Crown or Government of Tasmania of Mineral Section
1737-93m, 40 acres in area, and also of 1861-93m, 40 acres in area, situate at Mount Jukes aforesaid.

3. That your humble Petitioner is aware that a Bill, entitled “ The North Mount Lyell Mining and "
Railway Act, 1901,” has been introduced to your Honourable House, read a first time, and referred to a
Select Committee of your Honourable House.

4. That your humble Petitioner respectfully submits that, if the said Bill is passed into law, your
humble Petitioner will be prejudicially affected and restrained in the conduct of mining operations upon
the said sections.

5, That your humble Petitioner respectfully submits that, if the said Bill be passed into law, your
humble Petitioner will be retarded in the development of the said sectious, and that the North Mount
Lyell Copper Company, Limited, will be in a position to harass and injure your humble Petitioner in the
working of the said sections. '

6. That your humble Petitioner believes that, if the said Bill be passed into and become law, your
humble Petitioner will be unable to profitably work the said sections.

7. That your humble Petitioner desires to be heard at the Bar of your Honourable House by its
counsel, Mr. Ambrose Alfred Winch, of Queenstown, in the State of Tasmania, a duly-qualified legal
practitioner, o

8. That your humble Petitioner respectfully. submits, -that- the powers and privileges sought to be
obtained by Sections 4and 5 of the said Bill should be particularly defined, comprised, and described in
the said Bill, and that Section 9 of the said Bill should be struck out.

" Your humble Petitioner therefore humbly prays your Honourable House not to allow the said Bill te
pass into and become law. And your humble Petitioner further humbly prays your Honourable House to
allow Mr. Ambrose Alfred Winch, of Queenstown, in the State of Tasmania, a duly-qualified legal prac-
titioner, and Lhe counsel of your Petitioner, to appear at the Bar of your Honourable House, and be heard
in opposition to the said Bill,

And your Petitioner will ever pray, &c.

Given under the Seal ‘of the King Jukes Copper and Gold Prospecting Association, No Liability,
and the hands of two of its Directors. N s o S
JAS. CAIRNS, ,
WILLIAM GRIEVE, } Directors.
ARCHD. DOUGLAS, Legal Manager.
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ArpeEnDix H.

To the Honourable the Spealker and Members of the House of Assembly of the
State of Tasmania, in Parliament assembled. -

The humble Petition of the Prince Darwin Copper Company, No Liability,
RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH !

1. That your humble Petitioner is the Prince Darwin Copper Company, No Liability, a company duly
registered under the provisions of an Act of Parliament of the State-of Tasmania, intituled * The Mining
Companies Act, 1884, and carries on mining operations at or in the immediate vicinity of Mount Darwin,’
in the State of Tasmania.

- 2. That your humble Petitioner is the lessee from the Crown or Government of Tasmania of Mineral
Section No..2662-93m. '

8. That your humble Petitioner is aware that a Bill, intituled ¢ The North Mount Lyell Mining and-
Railway Act, 1901,” has been introduced to your Honourable House, read” a first time, and referred to a
Select Commiittee of your Honourable House.

4. That your humble Petitioner respectfully submits that, if the said Bill be passed into law, your®
humble Petitioner will be prejudicially affected, and restrained in the conduct of mining operations upon_
_the said section.

5. That your humble Petitioner respectfully submits that, if the said Bill be passed into law, your
humble Petitioner will be retarded in the development of the said section, and that the North Mount Lyell
Copper Company, Limited, will be in a position to harass and injure your humble Petitioner in the working
of the said section, v e =

6. That your humble Petitioner believés: that if the said Bill be passed into and become law, your
humble Petitioner will be unable to profitably work the said section.

7. That your humble Petitioner desires to be heard at the Bar of your Hoﬁourable House, by its
counsel, Mr. Ambrose Alfred Winch, of Queenstown, in the State of Tasmania, a duly-qualified legal
practitioner.

8. That your humble Petitioner respectfully submits that the powers and privileges sought to he
obtained by Sections 4 and 5 of the said Bill should be particularly, defined, comprised, and described in
the said Bill, and that Section 9 of the said Bill should be struck out.

Your humble Petitioner therefore humbly prays your Honourable House not to allow the said Bill to
pass into and become law. And your humble Petitioner further humbly prays your Honourable House to
allow Mr. Ambrose Alfred Winch, of Queenstown, in the State of Tasmania, a duly-qualified legal
practitioner, and the counsel of your Petitioner, to appear at the Bar of your Honourable House, and be
heard in opposition to the said Bill. .

.And your Petitioner will ever pray, &e. B

Given under the Seal of the Prince Darwin Copper Company, No Liability, and the hands of two- -

Directors and the Manager.
B CHAS. ANDERSON, Directors. . -
WILLIAM H. LEWIS, wectors. - -

W. P. CALDER, Manager.
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[1 Ep. vﬁ.] North Mount Lyell Mining and Rarlway. 1

As amended by the Sclect Commitiee.

A
BILL

TO

Amend “The North Mount Lyell and Mac- A.D. 190,
quarte Harbour Railway Act,” and to
authorise the issue of Special Teases to
“The North Mount ZLyell Copper Com-
pany, Limited,” and for other purposes.

W HEREAS the North Mount Lyell Copper Company Limited pyuuyys.
is the lawful assignee and -transferee of all -the rights, powers,
privileges, benefits, concessions, and advantages conferred on the
North Mount Lyell Mining (/omp&ny No Liability by “ The North

5 Mount Lyell and Macquarie Harbour Railway .Act :’

And whereas it [being] (is) desirable to [offer further inducements gy
to the North Mount Lyell Copper Company Limited to expend
capital to further the development of the mining properties in the

vicinity of Mount Lyell, Mount Darwin, and Mount Jukes, and to] 51
10 clear up certain doubts raised as to the' proper construction and
meaning of the said Act, it is expedient to amend “ The North
Mount Lyell and M acguame Harbour Railway Act” in the manner
hereinafter provided :
Be it therefore enacted by His Excellency the Governor of
15 Tasmania, by and with the advice and consent of the Legislative
Council and House of Assembly, in Parhament assembled, as fol-
10WS :—

1 This Act may be cited as “ The North Mount Lyell Mmlng and Short title.
Railway Act, 1901.”

90 2 ln this ACL the expression * the said Act ” shall mean the f&ot Interpretation.
- of the Parliament of Z'asmanie intituled “An Act to authorise
‘The North Mount Lyell Mining Company No Liability ’ to con-
struct and maintain and work a R aﬂway from Mount Lyell to
Macquarie Harbour,” and the expression “the Railway ” shall maan
95 the Railway which the said Act authorises the sa,ld Company to
construct, maintain, and work, and the expression “the Company ”
shall mean  The North Mount L yell Copper Company Limited ~
and its assigns.
[ Private. ]|

*." The words proposed to be struck out are enclosed in brackets [ .]; those to be
inserted, in parentheses { ).
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2 North Mount Lyell Miﬁing and Railway. [1 Ep. vir.]

3 Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in the
said Act, it shall be lawtul for the Company to construct any of the
extensions and branches authorised by Section Twelve of the said
Act, and also any branches or extensions authorised !y this Act
of any of the Three gauges specified in Section Five of the said 5
Act, and it shall not be obligatory for the Company to construct the
said extensions and branches of the same gauge as its main line of
Railway or of the same gauge as any other branch ; and it shall ke
lawful for the Company to construct- (any branches, extensions. or)
tram lines Cauthorised by the said Act, or this Act) of ahy grade [that 10
shall] Cor curve, provided such branches, extensions, or tram lines) be
provided with suitable machinery for the sate working of (the) same.
(Provided also that the suitability of the machinery be subject to the
approval of the Engineer-in-Chief.)

4 Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in the |5
said Act, it shall be lawful for the Company to make such altera-
tions in the routes of the extensions and branches of the Railway
authorised by Section Twelve of the said Act as the [Minister]
(Governor in Council) may from time to time approve. ‘[Anditshall
be lawful for the Company to construct a branch of the Railway from 20
the Sections of Mineral land held by the South Mount Zyell Company
to the Sections of Mineral Land held by the Mount Lyell Comstock .
Company along any route that may be approved by the Minister.]

5 It shall be lawful for the Company to make any branches or
extension of the Railway to any Mineral Lands in the vicinity of 95
Mount Lyell Mount Darwin, or Mount Jukes, along any route that
may be approved by the Minister (and also to make the Town of Gor-
manston a terminus for any branch line or extension now or hereafter
to be constructed- by the Company.) '

6 1t shall be lawful for the Company to make a branch or30
branches of the Railway to its Smelters and to any land or any por-

- tion of any land which may be leased to the Company under the

[

provisions of this Act, and to make sidings.
(Provided always that the Company shall not be at liberty to con-

-struct any branch, extension, or tramline under the powers conferred 35

by this Section or the preceding Section to any point distant more than
Five miles from the Railway, unless such branch, extension, or tram-
line has been sanctioned by a Resolution of both Houses of Parliament.
Provided also that, before any such Resolution is proposed, at least
Fourteen days’ notice of motion be given in the House in which it is 40
first introduced, and that previously an advertisement of intention to
move the same shall have been published Once a week for Two con-
secutive weeks in a public newspaper-published in Hobart and Laun-
ceston, and in a public newspaper published in or nearest to the district
affected by the proposed branch, extension, or tramline, and that an 45
interval of Seven days shall elapse between the passing of the Resolu-

- tion in-one House and its confirmation in the other.

Provided further that, before application is made to the Minister to
approve a route fur any branch on extension under the preceding
Section to a point distant not more than Five miles from the Railway, 50
notice of the intention of the Company to make such application shall
be advertised Ouce in a public newspaper published in Hobart and
Launceston, and Twice in a public newspaper published in or nearest
to the district affected by the proposed branch or extension.)

R ;
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\, 7 The Company shall be deemed t6 have been entitled, as from
the date of the coming into operation of the said Act, to take and
use, and shall hereafter be entitled to continue to use all such
portions of Crown land exceeding the width of Omne chain

5as have in fact been taken and wused by them for the
construction and exécution of the "Railway and works, and
for the maintenance and working of the Railway, such
portions of Crown land to be delineated on plans- which
have been or which may be supplied by the Company to the

.10 Minister, and to be-approved of by the Governor in Council and
signed by the Minister ; and it shall be lawful for the Company at
any time or times hereafter, subject to the provisions of the said
Act where not inconsistent with this Aect, and subject - to the ap-
proval of the Governor in Council, to take and use all such further
15 portions of Crown land in excess of One chain in width as may be
required for the construction and execution of any of the works
mentioned in Section Thirty-seven of the said Act, or for the main-
tenance or better or more efficient working of the Railway.
Provided always, that the right by this Act conferred upon the
20 Company to take and use or to continue to use Crown land, shall
not be deemed to be of any greater or other nature or extent than
that of an easement.

- 8 It shall be lawful for the Minister to construct and maintain
any road across the Railway at any point directed by the Minister
25 upon payment of proper compensation for any interference with
the works of the Company, which compensation, in case of dispute,
shall be settled by arbitration in the manner prescribed by T'ke
Lands Clauses Act in cases of disputed compensation ; but the
Minister may construct any public road across the Railway with-
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30 out paying any compensation ‘to the Company.: Provided always

that no road shall be constructed over any land used by the Com-
pany as a station-yard without the consent of the Company, nor
over any portién of the Railway if the traffic thereon is likely to be
interfered with by the use of such road.
(after the passing of this Act) i
35 9—(1.) 1f at any time*any toll, rate, fare, or charge for the car-
riage and conveyance of passengers, goods, merchandise, live stock,
chattels, and other thuigs of any description, (shall be) fixed, altered, or
amended in accordance with Section Twenty-five of the said Act (which)
shall be considered by the Company to be unprofitable, the Com-
40 pany may at any time after such is made require’ by notice in
writing to the Minister that the question whether such toll, rate,
fare, or charge shall be binding on the Company, shall be referred
to the determination of Three Arbitrators, One of whom shall be
appointed by the Minister, and One of whom shall be appointed by
45 the Company and the third shall be appointed by the other Two
‘Arbitrators. (Provided that such notice shall be given within Two
months after such fixing, alteration, or amendment as aforesaid.)
(2.) If the Minister fail[s] or refuse[s] to appoint an Arbitrator
for the purpose aforesaid within a period of One month after
50 having received notice in writing from the Company to do so, it

shall be lawtul for the Company to appoint an Arbitrator

to act with -the Arbitrator appointed by the Company,

and such I'wo Arbitrators shall appoint a third Arbitrator, and if

' any vacancy shall occur among the Arbitrators before they have de-

95 termined the matter referred to them, such vacancy shall be filled

up by the appointment of another Arbitrator by the same authority

by which the Arbitrator whose place has become vacant was ap-
pointed, )

Rates and toll
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the carriage of
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&
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(8.) The Arbitrators, or a majority of them, after taking into
consideration the reason for such. fixture, alteration, or amendment,
and the profits being made on the Railway, shall determine what
shall be the amount of such toll, rate, fare, or charge on the Rail-
way : And in so far as such determination may be in contravention 5
of Section Twenty-five of the said Act, Section Twenty-five is
hereby repealed. . K _ :

(4.) The tolls. rates, fares, and charges for the carriage and
conveyance of passengers, goods, merchandise, live stock, chattels, .
and other things of every description on the Railway shali not be 10
subject to any alteration or amendment made in accordance with
Section ['wenty-five of the said Act from the time that the Com-
pany gives notice in writing to the Minister as herginbefore pro-
vided until the tolls, rates, fares, and charges are so determined.by
the Arbitrators as aforesaid. - . y v 15

(5.) -For the purposes of this Section, the provisions of “The
Arbitration Act, 1892,” except as hereby varied, are incorporated
with this Act. - : '

10 Tt shall be lawful for the Company to multiply by Three the
actual mileage in computation of the tolls, rates, fares, and charges 20
for the conveyance and carriage of all passengers, goods, merchan-

. dise, live stock, chattels, and other things over and along those Sec-
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e

&‘g,j

tions of the Railway or its branches and extensions which are
worked with the assistance of a rack or third rail in accordance
with either of the systems known respectively as the 4b¢ or Fell 25
systems, or other special mechanism ; but such additions {0 the
mileage shall not be allowed in respect of-the tolls, rates, fares, and
charges for the conveyance and carriage of passengers in any train
unless accommodation is provided therein for the carriage of pas-
sengers at both First and Second class rates. 30

11 Tt shall be lawful for the Minister at any time and fro: time
to time to accept surrenders from the Company of all or any of the
Leases from time to time (now) held by the Company under any Act, and
to grant to the Company instead and in place of the Lease or Leases -
so surrendered a special Lease or Leases in accordance with the35
provisions of this Act of the Lands mentioned and described in the

Lease or Leases surrendered by the Company under the authority
of this Act. . : '

12 Every Lease granted under this Act shall be fora term of

[Forty] (Thirty) vears, aud shall centain the reservations, covenants, 40
conditions. and provisos contained in the' Form of Lease set forth in
Schedule (1.) hereto.

[Provided that if at the expiration of Five years from the date of
the passing of this Act the Company is not able to satisfy the
Minister that it has expended in the development and improvement 45
of its mining property and by the erection of plant and machinery
necessary for the purposes or business of the Company, an 1 by the
construction of the "Railway authorised by “ The North Mount
Lyell and Macquarie Harbour Railway Act,” a sum of not less than
Four hundred thousand Pounds, then the term of any special Lease 50
issued under the authority of this Act for any term exceeding Ten
years shall be regarded as a Lease for Ten years from the date of
1ts issue, instead of for the full term therein mentioned, but with
the same right to renewal at the expiration of such Ten years as if
the special Lease had been issued under the provisions of “The 55
Mining Act, 1900.” 7] '
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- 13 It shall be lawful for the Minister of Lands from time to A’D. 1901
time to grant to the Company a special Lease in the form of Lease

cet forth in Schedule (1.) hereto of the piece of Land containing Minister may

lease land -

TEight] (Seven) hundred CandiTwenty) acres described in Schedule exempted from

5 (2.) hereto; also from time to jtime to grant to the Company any operation of
] “ The Mining
Act, 1893, to.

easement «ver any such Land as aforesaid for such period and on such
terms and conditions as the Minister may think fit. . . Company
Provided always, that all the provisions.of the said Act as to the g ’
taking over and acquiring the Railway shall apply to any portions
it of the Lands to be leased under this Act which at the time of the
said purchase may be used for or may be necessary to be used for
the working of the Railway. - '

14 Every Lease granted under the authority of this Act shall be Lease to be by

by deed, and shall be in duplicate, and One part thereof shall be deed.

15 signed, sealed, and delivered by the Minister and the other part
shall be executed and delivered by the Company, and shall bind the
Company, its successors, and assigns, to occupy and work the Land
therein described under and subject to the conditions and stipula-
tions and grounds of forfeiture therein set forth. :

90 1B 'T'he rent to be paid for the Land comprised in any Lease Rent.
granted under the authority of this Act shall be Five Shillings per
year for every acre or part of an acre comprised in the Lease, and
shall be payable in advance on the First day of July in every year,
and 1n every case in which a Lease shall be granted under this Act .

. 95 after the First day of July in any year the rent for the Land com-

- prised in such Lease shall be paid in advance for the period ending
on the Thirtieth day of June following the date-thereof.

(26 it shall- be lawful for the Governor in Council to grant to the [ Additional

Company a Lease or Leases in accordance with -the provisions of leases may be

30 this "Act of any Land joining cn to any Land comprised in any granted]
Liease surrendered by the Company under the authority of this Act.

Lease surrendered by the Company under the authority of this Act.]

o

17 Every Lease granted under the authority of this Act shall, Teases may be

at the option of the Company, be renewed upon the expiration renewed.
"35 thereof for a further period of Thirty yeéars upon the same terms :
and conditions, and subject to the payment of such rent [mnot exceed-
ing double the rent previously paid for the Land thereby leased,] as &9
the Governer in Council shall think fit to impose (under any mining
Act then in force) ' ‘ e

40 18 Tt shall be lawful for the Minister.at any time and from time Special ease-

to time to accept surrenders from the Company of all or any water- ments to be
~ rights, easements, or licences held from time to time by the Com- 8wnted
pany, and to give to the Company instead and in place thereof
- water-rights, easements, and licences for a period concurrent with
.45 the special Leases and the renewals thereof authorised by this Act
to be granted to the Company. ’ '

19 Subject to the provisions of this Act, all the provisions of Proyiéions of
“ The Mining Act, 1900,” as far as the same.are applicable and are “ The Mining
not inconsistent with the provisions of this Act, shall apply to all Act; 1900, to

~

50 Leases, water-rights, easements, and licences granted under the apply.
authority of this Act. ' ‘
Ptrovided always, that the provisions in “ The Mining Act, 1900,”

as to amalga,matioz; of claims held under Lease, shall not apply to
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any Leases granted to the Company under the authority of this
Act, but the “whole of the Land included in any Lease or Leases to
be granted under the authority of this Act shall be con31deled as
amalgamated intorand for ming One claim.

20 Every Lease granted. under the authority of this Act shall5
enable the bompany to mine for, raise, and extract from the Land
therein described gold, silver, copper, tin, lead, coal, shale, slate,
freestone, limestone, and any other mineral or substance found in
or under such Land, and to appropriate and dispose of the same in
accordance with the provisions of such Lease for the sole use and !
benefit of the Company.

21 Notwithstanding anything contained in the said Act, it
shall not be lawful for the Minister to give notice to
the Company of the intention of the Crown to take over the Rail-

way under the provisions of the said Act until the expiration of 15
[any special Lease or Leases and the renewals thereof granted by the
Minister to the Company under the provisions of this Act] (a period

.of Thirty years from the date of the passing. of this Act. And for the

purposes of Sections Seventy, Seventy-one, Seventy-two, Seventy-
three, Seventy-four, Seventy- five, and Qeventv six of the Sdld Act, and 20
of thlq Section of this Act, the expression ‘ the said Railway’ shall
include all branches, extensions, and tramlines constructed by the Com- -
pany under the authority of the said Act or this Act: Provided the
construction of such branches, extensions, or tramlines have been first
approved by Resolution of both Honses of Parliament.) . 25

[22 It shall be lawtul for the Company, for the purpose of con-
serving and affording a supply of water, electric light energy,
and power, to the Mineral Lands in the vicinity of - Mount Lyell,
Mount Darwin, and Mount Jukes, and to the miners and in-
habitants of Gormanston, Kelly’s Basin, and Crotty (the locality 30
of the Company’s smelter 51te) and for the purposes of any of the
Company’s works, to construct reservoirs and dams and to dam
back, tap, or dlvert any rivers, streams, or water-courses on un-
occupied Crown Lands or on Crown Lands held by the Company
under Lease or licence or on Lands of which it has acquired the35
ownership in fee simple, and to enter upon, take, and use such of
the said Lands as the Company shall deem necessary for such pur-
pose, and to intercept, collect, and impound, and use for the pur-
poses of the undertaking, the storm or rain water which shall fall
or enter upon or drain into the said Lands, and also to take, collect, 40
and divert into the intended reservoirs, dams, aqueducts, and
waterworks the water from or out of any springs, lakes, or
natural reservoirs to be found on or under the said Lands.]

[23 1t shall be lawtul for the Company from time to time to make
and execute all or any of the works following (that is to say) :— 45
Aqueducts, sluices, or races from its reservoirs or any or either
of them to the others of such reservoirs or any or either of them, to-
gether with all necessary and proper embankments, cuttings,

drains, weirs, dams, arches, and other conveniences.

Also to divert any existing watercourses and to deepen or other-50
wise improve such aqueducts, sluices, or races, and the beds or
banks thereof, and to arch over the same.

Also to lay down mains or pipes, and to make sluices or races
from any of the reservoirs or works belonging to the Company to
any place or-places mentloned in the preceding Section, and to lay 55



57
[l Ep. vi.]  North Mount Lyell Mining and Railway. L7

3
down, erect, and set up service-pipes or stand-pipes in connection
with such mains, sluices, or races, reservoirs, or*works. \
Also to construct and erect such earthwork, brickwork, masonry,

. and buildings as the Company may deem requisite.

5 Also to lay out, make, and construct convenient roads or ways to
the said works, or for any other purposes connected with the said
waterworks which the Company may think beneficial to the under-
taking.

Also to extend their mains, pipes, sluices, or races whenever it
10 shall be necessary for supplying the mining companies, miners, and
inhabitants with water.
And also from time to tilne maintain, repair, or alter the before-
mentioned works or any of them.]

[24 It shall be lawful for the Company to erect and set up any
15 steam engines, mills, or other pumping or lifting power for the pur-
pose of raising water out of or into the reservoirs, aqueducts, dams,
sluices, or races of the Company, and to construct and maintain in
connection with such engines, mills, or other power such drains and
other works as the Company shall from time to time think ex-

20 pedient. ] .

(No. 50.)
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[28 Lvery person who shall Wflfully obstruct any person acting *

under the authority of the Company in making, executing, con-
structing, or erecting any of the waterworks, or shall wilfully in-
jure or destroy any of the works belonging to the Company, shall

25 be liable to a penalty not exceeding Fifty Pounds for every such
offence.’

. [26 The Company shall do as little damage as may be in the
execution of the powers by this Act granted, and shall make com-
pensation for any damage which may be done in the execution of
30 such powers, and in event of disagreement between the parties as
to the amount of compensation the same shall be determined by ar-
bitration under the provisiens of “ The Arbitration Act, 1892.7 ]

[27 The Company may from time to time supply any person
with water for-any purposes, and with electric light, energy, and
35 power, for such remuneration and upon such terms and conditions
as shall be agreed upon between the Company and the person
desirous of having the supply.] .

[28 Lvery person who, not having agreed to be supplied with
water by the Company, shall take any water from any reservoir,
40 dam, aqueduct, sluice, or race belonging to the Company, or from
any other work or place containing water belonging to the Com-
pany shall forfeit to the Company for every such offence a sum not
exceeding 'I'en Pounds.] '

[22 Every person who shall wilfully or carelessly break, injure,

45 or open any lock, valve, pipe, or work belonging to the Company

or shall unlawfully draw off, divert, or take the water from any

reservoir, aqueduct, sluice, race, or other works of the Company, or

shall do any other wilful act whereby such water shall be wasted,

shall forteit to the Company for every such offence a sum not ex-
50 ceeding Fifty pounds.]

[30 Every person who shall commit any of the offences next here-
inafter enumerated shall for every such offence forfeit to the Com-
pany a sum not exceeding Five Pounds—that is to say—every
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person who shall bathe in any reservoir, aqueduct, or other water-
works belonging to the Company, or wash, throw, or cause to enter
therein any dog of other animal ; every person who shall throw
any rubbish, dirt, filth, or other noisome thing into such reservour,
aqueduct, or other waterworks as aforesaid, or wash or cleanse5
therein any cloth, wool, leather, or skin of any animal, or any
clothes or other thing.

Kvery person who shall cause the water of any sink, sewer, or
drain, or other filthy water belonging to him, or under his control,
or any sludge or tailings to run or be brought into any reservoir, 10
aqueduct, or other watercourse belonging to the Company, or shall
do any act whereby the water of the Company shall be fouled ; and
every such person shall forfeit a further sum not exceeding a sum
of ¥orty Shillings for each day (if more than One) that such last-
mentioned offence shall be continued.] - | 15

[31 Notwithstanding the liability of any person to any penalty
under the provisions of this Act, he shall not be relieved from any
other liability or punishment to which he would have been subject
if"this Act had not been passed.]

[32 Every person who wilfully, fraudulently, or by culp-9
able negligence injures or suffers to be injured any electric line,
meter, accumulator, transformer, fittings, apparatus, or works be-
longing to the Company, or alters the index to any meter, or pre-
vents any meter from duly registering the quantity of electricity
supplied or fraudulently abstracts, consumes, or uses electricity ol 25
the Company, shall, on conviction (without prejudice to any other
right_or remedy for the protection of the Companv or the punish-
ment of the offender), for every such offence forfeit and pay a pen-
alty not exceeding Five Pounds, and, in addition, the Company
may recover the amount of any damage by it sustained.] 30

33 (The last proviso of Section Thirty-seven of the said Act is
hereby repealed, and the following shall be read and construed as the
last proviso of the said Section :—) It shall be lawful for the Com-
pany (subject to the approval of the Governor in Council) from time to
time’ to demand, take, collect, levy, and make such reasonable tolls, 35
rates, fares, and charges for allowing goods, merchandise, live stock,
chattels, and other things of every description to be conveyed over

. and along or deposited in or upon such wharves, piers,-or docks as

have been or may be constructed in accordance with the powers
conferred by (this) Section ” [Thirty-seven of the said Act.] . 40

34 The Company shall have the right to purchase the fee simple
of the Land described in Schedule (3.) hereto at the price of One
Pound per acre: And the Company shall have the right, subject to
the approval of the Governor in Couneil, to purchase the fee simple
of the Crown Land described in Schedule (2.) hereto, ot any portion 45
thereof at any time held by it under Lease, at a price to be agreed
on between the Minister and the Company not exceeding Two
Pounds per acre.

36 [The Company shall have the right to-an exclusive, per-
manent reservation during the period of any special Leases and re- 50
newals thereof granted by the Minister to the Company under this
Act of all timber in the areas of Crown Lands which were reserved
for timber required by the Company in the construction of the Rail-
way. But this Section shall give the Company no other right over
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the said areas of Crown Lands except a licence to cut and remove A.D.1901, .
timber.] The Company shall pay to the Minister as the purchase- ——
money for all timber removed by the Company [from the said areas, £
and] from any [other] Crown Land, a Royalty of One Shilling

-5 and Sixpence per One thousand superficial feet for pine and black-
wood, and Sixpence for One thousand superficial feet for all hard
and other kinds of wood, and One Penny per ton of Eighty feet for
all fire and cord wood., The wood so purchased shall be the absolute

property of the Company. Cand it shall be lawful for the Minister from 2N
10 time to time to set aside areas of Crown Land for the exclusive use of

the Company.) .

36 All offences against this Act shall be heard and determined IZ?&:’&Y of

and all orders shall be made and all penalties and sums of money P )

imposed or made payable by this Act shall be recovered in a sum-
‘15 mary way in the mode prescribed by The Magistrates Summary

Procedure Act, and all penalties declared to be payable to the Com-

pany shall be paid to the Company. '

37 This Act and the said Act shall be read and constructed to- Acts }tlo be read.
gether as one Act. together,

SCHEDULE.

(1.)
FORM OF LEASE.
“Turs Deep orF Lease made the day of
+QOne thousand nine hundred and by the authority of His Excellency the

-Governor in Council, between the Minister of Mines of the one part, and the
North Mount Lyell Copper Company, Limited (hereinafter called *the Com-
pany ) of the other part: WiTNEssETH, that, in consideration of the rents, reser-
vations, covenants, provisos, and agreements hereinafter contained, and on the part
-of the Company to be paid, observed, and performed, the Minister of Mines doth,
by these presents, demise and lease unto the Company, its successors and assigns,
-all that piece or parcel of land particularly deseribed in the Schedule (1.) hereto,
.and as the same is delineated on the map or plan hereon endorsed, and surrounded
by a red boundary line, as shown in Schedule (2.) hereto, together with full and
free liberty for the Company, its successors and assigns, and its and their agents,
-servants, and workmen, in and upon the land hereby demised, to dig, sink, drive,
make, and use, all such pits, shafts, levels, and watercourses, and do all such
-other things, including the erection of all such machinery, buildings, and other
-works, and to appropriate and use such water flowing in a natural channel
“through or along the boundary of the said land hereby demised, or naturally
-deposited within the area of the land hereby demised, as may be proper and
-requisite for mining, working, and obtaining the gold, silver, copper, and all
-other minerals and ores therein contained, and for effectually washing and
.separating the said gold, minerals, and ores, from all soil and other substances
qmixed with them, and for smelting and reducing any such ores or minerals into
:metal, and for manufacturing, engineering, railway, explosive, and other works:
Exeepting, and always reserving unto the Minister of Mines, or to -any person
~duly authorised by law in that behalf, or any person by him in that behalt
.appointed by writing under his hand, full and free liberty, at all proper and
.reasonable times during continuance of this demise, with or without assistants, to
-enter into and upon the land hereby demised, and all mines, works, and
“buildings thereon, in order to view and examine the condition thereof; and, for

[Private.]
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that purpose, to make use of any of the roads, ways, machinery, and works.
Belonging to the said land, mines, and premises: Also full and free liberty,.

. during the continuance of this demise, to use or make and use any drifts, levels,

shafts, watercourses, adits, or passages, being in or upon any part of the premises-
hereby demised, or the surface thereof, for the purpose of freeing any other land
or mines whatsoever from water, or for conducting water for the use of any suchr
lastmentioned land, or mines, or the machinery or works connected therewith, or-
for supplying the same with fresh air : Also full and free liberty, at all times
during the continuance of this demise, to make any levels, drifts, shafts, adits,.
watercourses, railroads, and other roads or ways, in, throngh, or upon any part
of the premises hereby demised, or the surface thereof, for effectually working-
any other adjoining or neighbouring mines, or for any purpose whatsoever,.
causing thereby, nevertheless, as little as possible obstruction or injury to any of
the levels, drifts, shafts, adits, watercourses, roads or ways and works belonging to
the said land, mines, and premises hereby demised, and in actual use: And except
and always reserving unto His Majesty all such parts and so much of the land
hereby demised as may be required for making public ways, in, over, and through.
the same, to be set out by the Governor, or some persou by him authorised in that
respect :  And also all stone, gravel, indigenous timber and other materials, the-"
natural produce of the said Jand, which may be required at any time or times here-
after for the construction or repair of any public ways, bridges, fences,embaukments,.
dams, sewers, or drains necessary for the same, together with the right of taking
and removing all such materials, and of full and free ingress, egress, and regress-
into, out of, and upon the said land, for the several purposes, all und singular,.
other the premises hereinbefore mentioned or referred to, and hereby assigned,.
to have and to hold the said land, mines, gold, minerals, and ores hereby
demised, with their appurtenances (except as aforesaid) unto the Company, its.
successors or assigns, from the day of the date hereof, for and during the full
term of Forty years next eusuing, and fully to be complete and ended, to the-
intent and that the same shall be used for such mining and smelting operations.
as aforesaid, yielding and paying therefor yearly, and every year during the
term hereby demised, the yearly rental of Five Shillings for every acre or part
thereof, by equal yearly payments, to be made in advance, on the first day of”
July in each aund every year of the said term; and all such payments to be free-
and clear of and from all rates, taxes, and assessments now or which may here-
after be imposed upon and in respect of the land and premises hereby demised,.
and from all other charges and deductions whatsoever, subject, nevertheless, to
the restrictions, conditions, covenants, and provisos herein and hereby made,.
expressed, and referred to: And the Company hereby covenants with aud to the
Minister of Mines, in manner following ; that is to say, that the Company shall
and will pay the rent hereby reserved, upon the days and times hereinbefore
appointed for the payment thereof, free and clear, as aforesaid, according to the-
true intent and meaning of these presents: And also shall and will, at all times-
‘during the continuance of this demise, prepare and keep proper plans and.
‘sections of all the workings, and of the actual condition of the mines and.
premises hereby demised, such plans to be upon such scale and in accordance with.
such directions as the Minister of Mines, or other officer authorised and appointed
by him in that behalf, shall from tine to time direct ; and shall deliver annually,.
during the said term, a true copy of such plans or sections to the Minister of
"Mines, or other officer, for the use of the Government of this State: And also-
shall and will supply annually during the said term, to the proper officer who
may be authorised or appointed by the Governor in that behalf, such retuins,.
particulars, or statistics of the operations to be carried on upon the said land,
and the results thereof, as he may from time to time in that behalf require,.
accompanied with a statutory declaration of the truth and correctness thereof:.
"And also that the Company, its agents, workmen, and servants shall and will,.
during the ccntinuance of this demise, work and carry on mining operations on
the said land, mines, and premises in a fair, orderly, skilful, and workmanlike-
‘manner : And shall and will employ in the construction of the works or in any
of the contemplated operations on or under the said land during the said term
and during the usual hours of labour, such number of able and competent.
‘workmen and miners as shall represent a proportion of Three men for every

"Eighty acres of land hereby demised, unless prevented by inevitable accident
‘and obstruction or during the execution of repairs: And also that it shall be
lawful for any officer appointed by the Governor in that behalf, at all proper and.
‘reasonable times during the continuance of this' demise, and whether the saip-

mining and smelting operations shall be in progress or not, without interruption.
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or disturbance from the Company or its agents, workmen, or servants, to enter
into and upon the said mines works, and premises hereby demised, or any part
thereof, to view and examine the state and condition thereof, and whether the
said mines be worked in a proper, skilful, and workmanlike manner, and for such
purposes to make use of the roads, ways, machinery, or works belonging to the
said mines and premises: And also that the Company or its miners, workmen,
or servants shall not carry on mining operations on the said lands, mines, and
premises hereby demised out of or beyond the limits and boundaries mentioned
in the first Schedule hereto: And shall and will pump out the water from its
mines on the said land at all reasonable times or contribute or pay ratably with:
adjoining occupiers or lessees of Crown land for the time being, a fair proportion
of water charges for keeping its works free from water, or shall and will pay to
meet the loss or expense incurred by the Government or by such lessees
aforesaid, or the adjacent or neighbouring miners, if any, such proportionate rate-
to be determined or assessed by the Commissioner of the District or other officer
authorised by the Minister of Mines on his own view or upon such evidence as.
may appear to him sufficient, and to be recoverable by distress of the goods,
chattels, gold, or ore of the. Company being upon the said land, to be levied:
upon warrant under the haud of the Commissioner of the District or other
officer as aforesaid : And also shall and will make adequate provision for the
disposal of the detritus, dirt, waste, workings, or refuse, that the same shall not
be an inconvenience, nuisance, or obstruction to any roads, ways, rivers, creeks,
or private or Crown lands, or in any manner occasion any private or public
damage or inconvenience: And also shall and will make such provision for
decency and the observance of sanitary regulations as the Commissioner of
the District shall approve and direct: And also shall and will erect and
keep erected during the said terin a post, not less than Four feet Six inches

above the ground and Eight inches in diameter, at each and every angle of’

the land hereby demised. and at each such post, trenches, not "less than Three
feet in length and Nine inches in depth, indicating the direction of the boundary
lines: And also shall and will build and keep in good repair a sufficient and
substantial wall or fence around all the shafts which may at any time during the-

said term be open in any part of the said demised premises, or elsewhere for

the purposes of this dewise, so as to lessen the liability to accident, and, further,
effectually to prevent all aceess thereto by cattle: And shall and will fill up
with earth or waste heaps, or effectually and substantially shut up and enclose;
all shafts which shall be closed or allowed to go out of repair, with the consent
in writing of the Commissioner of the District or other officer duly authorised
by the Minister of Mines in that behalf: And also shall and will at all times.
during the continuance of the said demise keep and preserve the said mines and
premises from all unnecessary injury and damage, and also the levels, drifts,
shafts, watercourses, erections, or other conveniences, roads, and ways constructed.
for mining purposes in good order, repair, and condition, except such of the
said works as shall from time to time be certified by the Commissioner of the
‘District or other proper officer to be unnecessary for the further working of the-
said mine, or for any purpose connected with the working of any other mines ;.
-And in such state and condition shall and will, at the end or other sooner
determination of the said term, deliver peaceable possession thereof, and of all
and singular the premises hereby demised, to the Minister of Mines, or to-
the Commissioner of the District or other Officer authorised to receive possession.
thereof, and further shall and will likewise observe, perform, fulfil, and keep the-
-further conditions, covenants, and provisos hereinafter mentioned, and also s}lall.
not cut or use any timber growing upon the said land except for the Mimng,
Railway, Smelting, and other operations of the Company, or for the domestic:
purposes of those engaged or employed by the Company. )
. Provided also, that this lease may be declared void and forfeited by the-
Governor in Council in manner provided by law if default shall be made by
the Company or their successors in all or any of the following conditions, that:
'is to say—if the rent be not paid yearly in advance to the 'Treasurer as afore-
-said, and if the conditions with respect to the employment of labour, as ato?esal.d,
“be not complied with for the space of Six months without the permission in.
writing of a Commissioner of Mines, or if the Company shall permit any
portion of the land demised to be occupied other than for the purposes authorised
by this lease, or either without the permission in writing of the Minister except.
for allowing any and every miner or employee employed by the Company to-
occupy at a peppercorn rent a portion of 'such land for the purpose of residence,.
garden, yard, and other conveniences, not exceeding in any case one acre, and.

(NO. 50,,))
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also for depasturing cattle used in connection with the working or mining of
such land: : HOJ2D

In witness whereof the said parties to these presents have hereunto set their
hands and seals the day and year first abovewritten. '

Signed, Sealed, and Delivered by the
Minister in the presence of

ScuepuLe+(l.), HEREINBEFORE REFERRED TO.
[Here set forth description of land.]

SCHEDULE (2.), HEREINBEFORE REFERRED TO.
[ Plan of land bounded by red lines]

)

All that piece of land situate in the County of Franklin, in Tasmania, con-
taining eight hundred acres and bounded as follows :—Commencing at a point
18 chains to the east from the north-east corner of Section No. 2587-93», and
bounued on the north by the King River, 28 chains 28 links east along Crown
land; again on the east by 28 chains 28 links south along Crown land ; again on
the north 17 chains 60 links east to a point along Crown land; again on the east
by 32 chains 28 links south along Crown land ; again on the north by 28 chains
28 links east along Crown land (crossing Baxter River) and a pomnt on the
North Mount Lyell Railway, about 8 miles 5 chains from the terminus of the
North Mount Lyell Copper Company’s Railway terminus at Linda Valley ; again
on the east by 28 chains 28 links south along Crown land ; again on the south
(crossing the North Lyell Railway and Baxter River) for 23 chains 28 links
west along Crown land; again on the east by 52 chains 56 links south (crossing
Fish Creek) along Crown land ; again on the south by 56 chains 56 links west
(crossing Fish Creek) and on to the foot of Mount Jukes, along Crown land ;
again on the west for 113 chains 12 links north (keeping on the side of Mount
Jukes, and along Crown land) ; again on the north by 10 chains 68 links east
along Crown land ; again on the west by 28 chains 28 links north along Crown
land to the point of commencement.

All that piece of land containing nineteen acres three roods and three
perches of land situate in the Town of Pillinger, County of Franklin, and
bounded as follows :—Commencing at a point situated forty links southerly from
the south-east corner of Lot 1, Section H |, Town of Pillinger, Harold Wilson,
-owner; thence on the west by fourteen chains nineteen-and-a-half links northerly
along. the North Mount Lyell Company’s Railway Reserve, the said Lot 1, and
:along Crown land, crossing a reserved road ; on the north by eleven chains and
five links easterly along Crown land ; on the east by ten chains seventy-two-and-
:a-half links southerly along Crown land; again on the north by four chains
-eighty-nine links easterly along Crown land; again on the east by four chains
ninety-three links southerly along Crown land, and (crossing the North Mount
Lyell Copper Company’s Railway) on the south by nine chains thirty-two links
westerly along Crown land: again on the east by one chain fifty-five links
southerly along Crown land ; again on the south by three chains forty links
westerly along Crown land; again on the west by three chains northerly; and
(crossing the North Mount Lyell Copper Company’s Railway) thence again on
the south by three chains twenty-one links westerly along Crown land to the
point of commencement.

JOHN VAIL,
GOVERNMENT PRINTER, TASMANIA.



