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REPORT from the Joint Committee appointed· to continue the Enquiry commenced by 
the Select Committee of the House of Assembly in 1862, into, the ques.tion of the 
Launceston and Deloraine Railway. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCit. 

FRIDAY, 26 J.UNE, 1863 . 

. Ordered, That a, Joint Committee be appointed, with power to send for· persons and·· papers, to. 
continue the Enquiry commenced by the Select Committee of the House of Assembly in 1862, into, 
the question of the Launceston and Deloraine· Railway. 

Then the following Members. were nominated to, be of the said Committee :-

THE HON. SIR R. DRY. 
THE HON. MR. WILSON. 
THE HoN, MR. CAR'.L'ER •. 
THE HON •. MR •. ARCHER •. 

THE HoN. MR. LowEs. 
THE HoN. MR. CoRBETT •. 
TH·E HON; MR. GIBSON •. 

HOUSE OF ASSEMBL-Y. 

FRIDAY, 3 JULY. 

The House of Assembly having concurred in. the appointment of the, said. Committee, nominated1 
tne following Members to serve ther.eon :,:-

MR. CLERKE. 
MR. DOUGLAS. 
MR .. D0DERY. 
MR. w .. SHARLAN·D •. 

l' 
I 

MR. c. GRANT •. 
MR. BALFE. 
MR. SH·ERW:IN •. 

EXPENSES. of -Witnes~es, 

Name, Professfrm, From• whence Number of Days 
summoned. absent from Home .. 

W. T. Doyne, Esquire .•••...•..•... Civil Engineer .. Melbourne .. 22.· 
James Scott,. Esquire ............... Surveyor. Launceston. -
.Alexander Rose,. Esquire, M.H.A ....•. Landed Proprietor . Hobart. -
Henry Dowling, Esquire ..•......... - Launceston -
Nigel Gresley,. Esq,uire ...•....• _ •.. Banker. Hobart -
W. Giblin, Esquire ................... ditto .. ditto. -
.A. Haig, Esquire .................. Marine t;urvr.yor . ditto. -
.A. M'Naughtan, Esq ......•...•.... Merchant . ditto. -

Expenses 
allowed. 

£ s. d. 
184 u 0 

7 7 0 
-

17, 0 0 
--
-
-



IV 

PROCEEDINGS OF COMMITTEE 

No. I. Thursday, 9 July, f863. Membersprtsent.-Sir R. bry, Mr. Corbett, Mr. Archer, Mr. Gibson, Mr, 
Sherwin, Mr. Sharland, Mr. Dodery, Mr. Clerke. _ 
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0
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Mr. Douglas, Mr. Grant. 
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Mr. Sherwin, Mr. Sharlancj. · - . - · · , . 

No. 6. Tue~dlly, 28 July, 1~63., Meiµbfl.i~ present,-:-S,ii: R, Dry, Mr.- Carter; :(\fr, iowes, · Mr. Dodery, Mr, 
Sherwin, Mr. Sharland. . 

No. 7. Wednesday, 29 July, 1863. llfembers present.-Sir R. Dry, Mr, Carter, Mr, Corbett, Mr, Gibson, · 
Mr. Archer, Mr. Sharland, Mr. Dodery, Mr. Sherwin. -

No. 8. Friday, 31 July, 1863. Member¥ present.-Sir R. Dry, Mr. Lowes, Mr. Carter, Mr, Wilson, Mr. Shar
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N'o. 9. Wednesday, 5th August, 1863. J.Wembers prese71t.-:-~ir :U· Dry, Mr. Archer, Mr.. Gibson, Mr. Corbett, 
Mr. Lowes, Mr: Sharland, Mr. Dodery, Mr.·Glerke,- Mr. Sherwin, 

No. 10. Thursday, 6 August, 1_863. .1.lfeml.>ers pi·eserit,~Sir R, Dry, Mt; Archer, Mr. Gibson, 1\11·. LO\ves, Mr, 
Carter, Mr. Corbett, Mr. Clerke, Mr. Dodery, Mr. Sherwin. . · 
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Carter, Mr. Sherwin, Mr. CJ.~rke, Mr. D.odery.. . · 
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Sharland, lV~r. Clerke. 

No. 13. Thursday, ,J.3-August, i863, Members present.-Sir n; Dry, Mr: Lci~es, Mr, ca·rter, Mr. Clerke, Mr, 
Douglas, Mr, Grant, Mr. Sherwin. 

No. 14. Tuesday, 18 August, 1863. Memberspresent.-Sir R. Dry, Mr. ~owes, ~r, Gtbson, Mr~ Carter, ~z,, 
Corbett, Mr, ,Archer, Mr, Sharland, :tv.rr. Dodery, Mr. Douglas. 
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REPORT. 

YouR Comm1ttee having conc.l.uded the enquiry remitted to them, by the examinatipn of additional 
Witnesses to those whose evidence· is annexed ,to the Progress Report of tl:re Select Committee 
pf the House· of Assembly of 1862 (Paper· No. 130'), have to report as folfows :- · 

I. That· it i's essential to thEl Agriculturists of the Western Districts that they be afforded 
B~ilway Communication without farther delay. 

. 2-. That, by renewed Resolutions at Pttblic Meetings, by largely signed Petitions to the 
Govt=!rnor in Council, and by the result of every election contest, the people of those Districts 
have· proved that the long period ·of six years,-durit1g which they have had this question under 
.consideratiop,-,,..has rendered them almost unanimous in their determination on· this important 
subject. 

3. That the ,opposition to the project has 1iot only been limited to a very small number of 
the Western Colonists, but is ah~ost entirely confined to petitions a<rainst the introduction of 
the prir,iciple of L;mdowl).ers of the Districts being called upon to g~arantee intere'it, and not 
_against the col).structio]J of a Rrtilway. 

4. That it has been proved that the country intended to be traversed by the Railway is 
pec~li.arly aclapted to the economical col).struction and working of the proposed Line. 

5. That, from the :,Ev~dellce befor.e the Committee, it appears th~t a substantial and well-constructed 
;Locomotive Railway from Launceston to Deloraine, through the Districts of Evandale, Perth, 
Longford, and Wesilmry, in.eluding· all the necessary appliances, the maintenance of the Line 
.for one year after opening, and payment of interest during· construction, may be made for the 
sum of £400;000; and that it may be effectively worked and maintained in good working order 
fo.r lei;,s than. £26,000 per annun;1. 

6. Th.at it h.as bee:r,i shown that sufficieI1t revenue will be obtaiped within a shor~ period after 
;the opening of the Line to pay the ordinary current expenses, and the annual interest of £24,000 
,on .capital invested. · · 

7. That the Committee therefore recommend that the Government at once be moved to 
-jntroduce a Bill providing for the construction and maintenance of the said Railway ; the said 
Bill compris~ng, besi.cJes the µsual clauses .of th13 English Railway Act, (so far as applicable to this 
(;.oloity), the following provisions :-

(I.) That the Town of La,unceston, 11nd the Road Districts of Patterson's Plains, Breadal
b.ane, E;andale, Longford, Carriclj,:, Westbury, Exton, Peloraine," ChucUeigh, Upper 
Meander, _and Midh:urst, form the Railway District. 

{2.) T:):iat Commissioners may be elected by the Ratepayers of these several Districts 
:yvhose names appear on the Valuation Roll for the time being, (for the purposes of the 
4ct, tl).e Tow,n of :LfJ.uncestop. bei:qg taken to be a Road Pistrict.) · 

That .these Comµiissioners shall be subject to the approval of t4e Governor in Council, 
who shall then nominate Two other Commission13rs, constitutjpg together a Board 
,of Commissioners; and that :until sµch eJElction and noµiination Provisional 
Dire,ctors spall b.e nam,,ed in said Bjll. 

,(4.) Tl,iat this Board II1ay e!Elct their own Chairman, who may be paid any sum not 
e;itceeding ,g per annum ; and that each other Commissioner may be paid 

for ~ach t;neeti:q.g .of th,e Board he may rittend. 

(5.) That 1this ];Joard shall have !:!,ll tq.e powers of Railw11y Directors in England; and 
fµrther, the pow,er, subject to suc4 R~gµlations l:!,S may be approved by the Governor 
,in Council, to borrow· the necessary fun.qs on Pebentures ; and the Governor in 
Council sh,all be empowered to guarantee payment of these Debentures at 35 years, 
and interest thereon not exceeding six per cent. per annµm. 

(6,) That, during the period of co:g,struction, tI,..e Commis_sion.ers m;i,y disbime interest out 
pf capital moµeys. 

. . 

..... 
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(7.) That after the opening of the Line, .if there be any deficiency in the funds applicable 
for the payment of interest as aforesaid, the Colonial Treasurer may advance the same 
out of the Land Fund of the Colony. 

' 
(8.) That, in the event of such deficiency arising, Commissioners shall be empowered to 

levy a rate upon the said several Disti·icts for the repayment to the Colonial Treasurer 
of one ltalf any sum so advanced by him. _ · 

(9.) That, subject to the pleasure of the Governor. in Co~ncil,. the said Commis~ioners shall 
remain in office during the construction of the Line, and to the end of one year after 
opening of the same for traffic, and that then of the elected Commissioners 
shall retire ; and afterwards every Two years such members. shall retire ; 
but members so retiring shall be eligible for re-election. 

(10.) That ihe works shall not be commenced until the Governor in Council has been. satis-
fied that the work estimated for by Mr. Doyne can be performed in a substantial 
manner for a sum not exceeding £364,351 ;. and that the whole cost ~ill not exceed. 
£400,000. 

(ll.) That if any, and whenever any, deficiency arises, the Governor in Council to appoint 
arbitrator to determine proportionable rate· to be paid by each Road District. 

RICHARD DRY,. Chairman: .. 
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PROTEST. 

18 August, 1863. 
'[ PROTEST against the.Report of the Joint Committee io enquire into the desirability of constructing 
a. Railroad from Launceston to Deloraine," &c., on the following· grounds. 

lstly. I do not believe it positively essential to the agriculturists of the Western Districts, that 
they should be afforded railway communication without delay. I admit it may be desirable that 
they should have the means of conveying their produce to a shipping port by a quicker mode of 
transit than the present road appears: to afford. · 

· A Tramway has been proposed, and is, I understand, likely to be carried out, (the preliminary 
survey arid cost having been made) from Deloraine to Port Frederick, which wouldmeet,.J am told, 
near}y all the requirements of the Settlers in those Districts, and which would be constr1,1cted at 
Ja bout one-tenth the cost of a Railroad, be worked at probably about one-fifth the expense, and be 
.completed in much less time. 

2ndly. I do not believe that the resolutions of public meetings, or petitions to the Governor in 
Council, or the results of elections in those districts, are valid proofs of the wisdom or prudence of 
,entering upon such an un~ertaking. I can well understand the people of those Districts being 
,unanimous _(singularly unanimous). on the subject, as those Districts (contained within an area of 44 
jiniles) will alone derive all the advantages of the work, the expenditure of the capital, and will 
µ:ionopolise the appointments to all offices and places to the amount of several thousands per annum. 

3rdly. I cannot admit that the opposition has been limited to a very small number of the 
\'Vestern Colonists, when I am aware that many petitions have been presented to Parliament, 
,signed by a considerable number iµ those Districts, owners of many thousands of acres of Land. 

4thly. I do not believe that the evidence before the Committee does satisfactorily prove that 
;the Railway, with all ~ts appliances and other expenses, could be completed for the sum of £400,000 

Mr. F.alconer's evidence, I think, shows that £500,000 would be required; and from the 
.admitted fact, that all contracted works ever ex;ceed the price originally agreed upon by from 10 to 
25 per cent.,·w,e can, therefore, hardly e;xpect that this work is to be a solitary exception to the 
,generaJ rul@. · 

Many nBcessary works and expenses may have been forgotten; one for instance,~! see that 
;Mr. Gale, in his evidence, puts· down a sum of upwar.ds of £5000 for .fencing,-an item nowhere 
included in Mr. Doyne's estimate. I mention this as confirming my opinion that £400,000 should 
rn;i_t be looked up.on .as the maximum for th.e entire completion of the work. 

5thly. I ,ca1:mot agree that it has.been .showIJ, th.at sufficient Revenµe will be obtained to pay 
-:w,o,rking e:l_!:penses (.;f::~6,000), and i;nte;rest (£24,000 per a;nn:um). 

\ 

A ,careful per,us,al of the evidence has led me to f\:>rm a contrary opinion. I believe that the 
,estim.ated reyen.ues, inste.ad of ,cove.ring the e~pense.s ;wd interest, will be barely sufficient to pay 
4 per cent. on the lat.te.r,. . 

Mr. Doyne in hjs Report estimates· th,e amount of r,evep.ue at £42,000 a year. This is the 
highest es,timi;i,te the Committee has recejv_ed of the probable amoup.t of revepue. He calculates 
the working e:;:cpenses £~6,000, lel;l,viug to pay ipter,est £ l 6,000, equal to 4 per cent. 

Mr . .Gresley, ;Manager of the Union B.ank, states that he has had the subject under his consider 9 

ation for 4 years. From c_alculations made (he says) by a competent person, he estimates that the 
expenses and interest would be £50,000; the revenue £37,000: leaving a deficiency to pay interest 
of£ 13,000, or abo,ut 3 per cent. 

Mr. Macnaughtan states that he has had the subje,ct uIJ,der bis consideration for the last six 
years, has made many calculations in reference to it, and h,as furnjshed the Government with various 
statistics upon the subject. He also estimates the annu.al expenditme and interf'st at £50,000, but 
the revenue at £38,000, leaving a deficiency of £ 12,0UO, or only providing sufficient to pay interest 
about 3 per cent. on capital. He also states his belief, (and Mr. l\i'Naughtan's opinion, as a long 
resident on the northern side, as a gentleman who has ever been actively rngaged in mercantile 
pursnits, and who posses~es considerable knowledge on statistical and scientific matters, is worthy 
.of mueh we_ight a_nd cornide,ration ), that, mid.er favorable circumstances, 1 he trn,ffic might incrPase 
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in a few years very considerably, proliably 10 or 20 per cent.; and tbat he considers Mr. Doyne's 
opinion, in his report, that the probable increase would be from £42,000 to £70,000 a year, very 
far beyond what his most sanguine ideas could antic,ipate. It therefore appears, upon evidence 
before your Cummirtee, that by Mr. Doyne's statement there would be only 4 per cent. for inren:st,
by Mr. lVI'N aughtan's about 3! per cent., and by Mr. GrPsley's about 3 per cent. 

I draw a further conclusion, that the revenues will not be sufficient to pay expenses and interest, 
from the fact that'the. rates chargeable by the Hailway Company, would have to· be very much 
reduced before they could s.uccessfully come into .competition with tl1e, Carriers. From Mr. Scott's 
evidence, given before your Committee, and a comparative calculation he then submitted of the 
rates by Railway and by Carriers, it appears that a cart load of gr'ain produce, &c. from Deloraine 
by Rail would b.e £418s. 6d., by Carrie_r £1 12s,. 8d~; being about 200, per cent. more by Rail than 
by Carrier: from Evandale by Rail £1 12s., by Cai:rier 16s., or.100 .per cent more, by Rail than by 
Carrier. It is, therefore, probable that the revenues may not reach either ·of the estimated amounts. 
of Messrs. Doyne, Macnaug·htan, or Gresley. · 

6thly. I cannot, for the foregoing.and oth~r reasons,.reco1~mend the Government to. introduce
a Bil I for the construction of a Railroad from• I.aunce-ton _to Deloraine as. re.commended by the 
Report of your Committee,; contra,riw_ise, I consider the. work undi>sirable under the present depressed 
affairs of the Colony; I believe it would be a <langerous responsibility for the Go.vern111ent to incur;, 
and that the enterprise would prove- in the end (undertaken at this time) a great failure; and instead 
of benefiting the ·western Districts it wou,:ld entail ,disastrous effects, not only upon thos.e districts, 
but upon the Colony generally. · 

I contend that no security or precaution <'ould prev:ent the sum of £400,000 being exceeded. 
The contract may, it is true, be limited to. that sum, and security taken that the works should not 
exceed it; but unforeseen accidents and contingencies may arise, and extra works be absolutely 
necessary, for which the Contractor could legally claim payment, and which the Directors must allow. 

Government would, in my opinion, run a crin1inal :r.esponsibility by issuing Debentures and 
guaranteeing the interest upon, such an amount. All i_t could safely do, and all that reasonably could 
be asked for by the Promoters of such an undertaking· wou,ld be> that the Government should 
g·uarantee the interest, or the moiety of it. The raising the capital for the work itself should be left 
to individual enterprise .or that of a Joint Stock Company. If Gov:ernment acc.ede. tMhis pro.position,, 
other Districts will assuredly call for like measures and upon the same conditions, with all of which,, 
I apprehend,., it would be unable to. comply. .. 

For these reasons I protest against the Report of the Committe~- recommending the, Govern-
:ment at once to introduce a Bill pro;viding fon the Construction and Maintenance of a Railway, &c .. 

WM. CAR I'ER. 

I concur in this Protest. 
THOS. Y .. LOWES~ 



.TomT COMMITTEE, No. 10, appointed on the 3rd July, 1863, to enquire into the question 
of a proposed RAILWAY from DELORAINE to LAUNCESTON. . · 

Legislative Council. 
The Hon. MR. WILSON. 
The Hon. MR. LowEs. 
The Hon. MR. CoRBETT. 
The Hon. MR. ARCHER. 
The Hon. MR. CARTER, 
The Hon. MR. GrnsoN. 
The Hon. Sm R. DRY. 

MEMBERS. 
House of Assembly. 

MR. CLERKE. 
·MR, DOUGLAS. 
MR. DoDERY. 
MR. W. SHARLAND. 
MR. c. GRANT. 
MR. BALFE. 
MR. SHERWIN (211"over,) 

No. 1.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

The Committee met at ll ·35 A.M. on 

THURSDAY, 9 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 
The Hon. 1Mr. Archer. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 

PRESENT. 
Mr. Sherwin, 
Mr. Sharlant!. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Clerke. 

1. Sir Richard Dry was moved to the Chair. 

2. Ordered, that i\fr. Doyne be su~moned to attend the Committee. 

. 3. Moved, that Sir R. Dry and Mr. Douglas be appointed to report to the Cl>mmittee the conditions to 
be embodied in a Bill for the construction and maintenance of a Railway from Deloraine to Launceston. 
Question put and passed. 

4. The Committee adjourned at 12 to Thursday, the 16th instant, at ll o'd~ck. 

THURSDAY, 16 JULY. 

[No quorum.] 
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No. 2.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

FRIDAY, 19 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon, Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 

The Committee met at 11 o'clock,. 

Sir R. Dry moveQ. to the Chair. 

PRESENT. 

Mr. Sharland. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Douglas. 
Mr. Sherwin. 

MR. T. W. FIELD, (Westbury) examined. 

1Wr. Sharland.-1. You are the possessor of 7205 acres- and 22 houses in Westbmy, Deloraine, and 
round. there ; freehold ? Yes. 

2. Is the proposed Railway to pass through your land? Yes. 

3. In the Petition you presented to the House you objected to the Railway? Ye,, I object to a 
reguarantee, in either interest or i:>rincipal, over my property, 

4. Why? I have been to Melbourne and I have seen Railroads, and tl1ey are a very expensive 
machinery. The line of Geelong is £62,000 working expenses per annum. 

5. What do they realise ? They were not paying their working expenses. 

6. Have you any means of letting us know the expense per mile? £660,000 and a Government vote 
of £300,000. 

7. Is it a Government Railway? .Part by private capitalists, and part by the Government; lately, 
the Government has bought the whole of the Line, . 

8. Do you think the l;>eloraine Railway will not pay? No, it will not pay. 

9. Your brothers' name,s are to that Petition? Yes. 

10. W. Field is the proprietor of 5583 acres and 6 houses? Yes. 

11. Your brother, J obn Field, is the possessor of 7798 acres and 11 houses? Yes, it is taken from the 
Valuation Roll. 

Sir R. Dry.-12. Is Mr. W. Field's signature in his handwriting? No. 

13. In whose handwriting is it? In my own. 

14. Do you hold any written authority to act in his behalf? No; I was at Carrick last Tuesday 
week, and he asked me to put his name to it. 

15. When he gave you th\l,t authority had he ever seen the Petition? Yes, in Launceston. 

16. And you signed under similar circumstances for Mr. J. Field, he having seen the Petition? Yes. 

11£1·. Sha1·lancl.-17. Do you know anything of the price of grain being carted from Deloraine to 
Launceston during the winter ?. My brother John told me he could get his carted at 5d. a bushel. 

18. What is it from Westbury ? 4d. 

19. Can any amount of grain be carted at that rate? Yes. 

20. By Carriers? Yes; and 2½cl, from Carrick. 

21. Has most of the gra_in been carted qr n.ot up t<;> this time? The greater part of"it. 

22. Do you know any persons at Westbury who have sold their waggons lately.? W. Dean, junior; 
he said he had no work for them; he was lending his horses to my tenants. 

23. Do you know any at Deloraine who have done so? No. 

24. Do you know Smith ? Yes. 

25. Have you any statement you would like to give yourself on tlrn Railway in furthcraMe of yom
objection to the Railway? The compensation in the Melbourne and Geclong, t.hrnugh a sheep-walk, was 
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£42,000; and the compensation set down by Mr; Doyne is only £2000, tlfr'ougb an agriciiltural country. 
My opinion is, that the Line will cost £50,000 compensation through. On my farm it cuts me off from 
water diagonally; and on the valuation the Line passes through the Townships of Perth and Westbury, 
where land is worth £50 an acre. -

26. Do you consider the land through which the Railway is proposed to go, in the Township of West
bury, worth £50 an acre? It is worth from £40 to £50 an acre. 

27. What is the common practice when grain is conveyed irito Launceston? where do they take it? 
They take it to merchants' stores. · 

28. Would it answer for all grain coining down the Country to go right alongside the ship ? No; it 
would ruin every farmer in the District. · . 

29. Do not the ·Ca:rf·iets store g1'ain for the p11rpose of securing the ·carriage? Yes. 

30. Do large quan~ities of grain go down to merchants in Launcesto~? to their stores? Yes. 

31. Carts always deliver to the: merchants? Yes. 

32. Would it not be inconv.enient supposing the steamer stopped at a certain station in town, and the 
carts then had to convey grain from the station to the different merchants? Yes,; and it would be more 
expensive ; there would be the expense on the carting from the terminus to the stores. 

llfr. Lomes.-33. If we could import produce cheaper than we could grow it, would the Settlers in the 
neighbourhood of the Railway continue to grow grain? No; I should think not. 

34. If the Settlers ceased to grow grain what produce would there be to send by the Railway to 
. market? Only wool. 

35. What period in the year do you think a Railway could be profitably employed? A very short 
time. At present the waggons cart all the grain that is grown in two or three months. 

36. Can you tell me the amount of the population of the bistricts through which the Railway is to pass? 
No, I cannot. 

37. Do you think that the amount of passenger traffic, in addition to the carriage of grain, would 
support, a Railway? .No. 

38. Do you know Port Frederick? Yes. 

39. Is that a good Port for shipping grain from? Yes, very good. 

40. What sized vessels can come up to the Township of Lafrob'e· on the Mersey ? Vessels of from 
200 to 300 tons. There is about 14½ feet water at high water. 

41. Would th~re be any difficulty in erecting a Wharf for shipping grain there? No, none at all. 

4·-, How ~iany miles is it from Deloraine to Latrobe? •rwenty-nine. 

43. Are you aware of a line of road having been surveyed from Deloraine to Latrobe for the purpose of 
forming Tramways ? Yes, 

44. You have a very good know ledge of that part of the Country ? Yes. 

45. Would there be any difficulty in forming a Tramroad from Deloraine to Latrobe? Yes, m conse
quence of one hill. 

46. With the exception of that hill there is no difficulty? . No, none. 

47. Is the difficulty of this hill insurmountable? No, a longer range of road to the south overcomes 
the difficulty. 

48. Are you aware that a Company is about to be formed to make this Tramway, and to overcome the 
difficulty? So I have heard. Mr. Scott and. Mr. Dooly were surveying it last week. 

49. Do you know the estimated cost of making that Tramroad? I do not. I have not seen the 
estimate, but I believe there is an estimate. 

50. Would there be any difficulty in making a branch Line of Tramroad ·from Chudleigh to Latrobe ? 
No. 

51. I_f t~is Tramroad were completed would it not convey a very large portion of thQ grain from Delo
raine to Chudleigh? Yes, a very large portion. 
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52. Is there any coal in the neighbourhood of Port Frederick and the Mersey? Yes. 

53. Of what quality? Bituminous coal. 

54. Is tlrnre any lime found in that neighbourhood? Yes, there is lime within eight miles of Port 
Frederick. 

55. What would be the difference of the distance between Deloraine and Latrobe, and Deloraine and 
Launceston, taking the proposc,d Line of Railway? A bout 16 miles diffo·ence. 

"flfr. TVilson.-56. If the Deloraine Railway were estflblished, are you of opinion that tlrnre would be 
a hirger amount of cultivation carried on than at present? There would be more cultivation if a market 
could be obtained for the produce. 

57. Do you conceive that the population would be augmented or diminished by the Railway? I think 
it would decrease in the centre part, but they might increase at the terminuses. 

58. Are you not awarc that, ·as a general rule, where. Railways are the population increases? No. 
. . 

59. You don't think that ingress and egress to and from a place by a Railway would augment the popu
lation? No; unless· there "ivas a better market than exists now for produce. 

60. Are you not aware that produce conveyed by Rail can be brought to market cheaper than by carts'! 
No, I don't think it can. 

61. Would not, in your opinion, the expeditious transit of grain by Rail benefit the large grain growers? 
No. 

62. In your opinion would the Railway, if established, benefit Delo_raine and Launceston? No, I don't 
think that it would benefit any part of the Country. . 

63. Would the existence of a Railway tend to increase the value of property through which it runs, 01· 

tlrn reverse? Yes, it might enhance the value of some parts of it. 

ll'fr. Carter.-64. You have said that you object to your property being mortgaged or guaranteed for 
tlie purposes of the Railway? Yes. 

65. Supposing the land through which the Railway is proposed to go were not responsible for the prin
cipal or tlie interest, do you think that it would be a safe and profitable speculation? No, I tl1ink it would 
be a losing one. 

66. If the whole of the grain in those Districts is now carted down• in two or three months, have you 
any idea as to how soon it would be conveyed clown by Rail ? In a very few weeks. 

67. After the grain is brought down wiiat would he likely to employ the Railways? I can't see any
thing. In my opinion, for about ten months in the year the Railway would be comparatively idle. 

Sfr Richard D1·y.-68. Have you seen in Mr. Doyne's Report a return of the amount of produce 
and passengers passing through the Toll-gates? Yes. 

69. Do you believe that Return to be incorrect ? Yes, very. 

70. In ·what particular ? In many things. 

71. Do yon think it likely that the keepers of the Toll-gates would report a larger amount of produce 
vassing through than is actually the case? I believe that that quantity mentioned in the Return never did 
pass through. 

72. Do you think the quantity of produce passing along that road has diminished since 1860 ? Yes, 
considerably. 

73. From short crops and a less area in cultivation? From both those causes. 

74. Is the amount of toll charged now the same as that charged in 1860 ? Yes. 

75. Are you aware that those Toll-bars let now at a higher or lower rate than in 1860? The one at 
Exton is rather higher. 

76. Do you consider that 5d. a bushel, the present rate for wheat from Deloraine, would pay Carriers '! 
Yef. 

77. How many Lushels does a waggon ancl four horses usually take from Deloraine to Launceston? 
A.bout 150 bushels. 
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78. · You have stated that you are the owner of 7300 acres, but y6u occupy more land than that ? · Yes, 

Mr. Lomes.-79. 1f the Tramroad were formed to Port Frederick from Deloraine and Chudleigh, would 
it not take away a large amount of the grain that would otherwise go by the Railway ? Yes. 

80. What proportion? Three-fourths of that which is grown beyond Deloraine Bridge, 

81. What effect would that have upon the traffic of the Railway? 'l'hree-fourths of the grain that is· 
grown would go into Devon. 

82. What description of country would the tramroad from Deloraine run through ? Some very bad 
and some very good. · 

83. What quantity of good agricultural land is on that road? About one-half is bad land; and, of 
the good land, a considerable quantity is heavily timbered. 

84. On the proposed line of Railway is not timber very scarce? No reply. 

Mr. Douglas.-85. Do you know how much of the £42,000 compensation on the Geelong and Mel-
bourne line went to Geelong for Town lands? I don't know. · 

86. · What was the price of labour at the period that the Geelong Railway cost £660,000? · I don't 
know. 

87. Could you obtain labour for the Railway now between 4s. and 5s. a day? At about 5s. a day. 

88. You have stated that the Geelong line does not pay working expenses ? Yes. 

89, Is it not the competition of steamers with the rail against the latter? I believe it is so. The 
steamers charge less than the rail. 

90. Would not the competition with the rn.il here be left simply between the rail and the cart? Yes. 

91. The line of rail between Balaarat and Geelong you say is paying? I do not kn·ow whether it 
is p~ying its expenses or not. 

92. If £300,000 or £400,000 were spent in the Districts in which the Rail is to be made, would it 
not improve their condition? Yes, undoubtedly. 

93. Would it not give an impetus to agriculture and commerce m those Districts? No doubt it 
would. 

94. As a return for the advantages wl1ich would be derived from the expenditure of that sum of 
money would not the inhabitants agree to an asses~ment as an equivalent for the money spent' upon the 
District, and improvement to the property? No, I am sure they would not. 

95. From the year 1841 to the present time has there not been a gradual improvement in the Dis
tricts of Deloraine and Westbury in tlie increase of population and produce? From 1841 to 1860 there 
has, but since then a slight decline in cons.equence of the blight . 

• 
96. Are you aware what is the export of grain, wheat, and oats from the Port of Launceston? No. 

97. If 443,423 bushels 1·epresent the exports from Launceston of grain, would not the larger portion 
of that be grown in the Districts through which the Railway passes? The greater portion of it. 

98. You think that the agriculture of the District would not be increased by the railway? I don't 
think so. 

99. Can you mention a single instance where the Railway has been formed where the country has not 
been improved in development of resources? Can't say. 

100. The only Railway you have been on is the Geelong and B~laarat? Yes. 

101. Mr. Lomes.-You are aware that a large amount of grain is grown in Adelaide and Victoria, 
and is continually increasing? Yes. 

102. If the grain can be produced cheaper in those places than here, would not that check the cultiva
.tion of the grain here? Yes. · 

103. If agriculture ceased in the District, would it pay to grow wool upon your lands? Yes, on 
good land it would; _ 

· 104. What would be the average price of land right through from Launceston to Deloraine, leaving 
out the Townships? I cannot say. 
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_ 105. 111r. TVilson.-Do you 1hi11k tlrnt the proprietors, from the great advantage to be derived from the 
Railway passing through their hmds, would give their land? Many would not. 

Committee adjourned at 11 o'clock to Tuesday, 21 July. 

No. 3.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

TUESDAY, 21 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Cvrbett. 

The Committee met at 11·20 o'clock. 

PRESENT. 

Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Douglas. 
Mr. Sharland. 

Examination of MR. DOYNE, Ci·vil Engineer. 

Sir Richard Dry.-1. Your name is William Thomas Doyne, and you are a Civil Engineer? Yes. 

2. Will you state your experience in the profession ? Yes._ 

[Printed Evidence put in from Railway Report, 1862.] 

"In 1839 I entered upon the practical study ot Engineering, by being bound apprentice to Mr. Edward 
Dixon, the Resident Engineer of' the London and South-Western Railway, Mr. Locke being Chief Engineer. 
In that 1•apacity, I was en!!aged on the works of the Gosport Branch Railway till 1842, when I was given charge 
of the construction of the Permanent Way for the Hambui·g and Bergedorf Railway, under Mr. Lindley. After 
its 1·ompletion, I joined Sir John Macneill's Staff on the IriRh Railways, upon which I was engaged in various 
·operations till 1845, 'ivhen I was appointed to prepare the Plans for the vVest Flanders Railways, of ,d1ich 
Mr. Geo1·ge Stephenson was the Con-ulting Engineer. After the complP.tion of these, I joined thtJ Staff of the 
London and N 01;th- ,v estern Railway, early in 1846, under Mr. Robert St<'phenson, and my old master, Mr. 
Dixon: under them I \\ as engaged upon various worb till the middle of 1847, ,vhen I was ap1,ointed to take 
active charge of the construction of the Rugby and Leamington Railway, which I completed in 1851. I then 
entered into general practice ::is a Civil Engineer, and was engaged in a variety of wurks, chiefly in the Minino
Districts of ,vales, till 1855, when I was appointed to orgnnise the Army Works Corps. I took command 
of it early that year, and served with the Army in the Cl'imea till its return to Englund in 1856. In the 
following yPar I was appointed to the Ceylon Railway. I have been a Member of the Institution of Civil 
Engineers for about ten or twelve years." · 

Since that period I have had some Australian Colonial experience. I have constructed a difficult 
Mineral Railway in New Zealand, and I am now engaged in the construction of a large bridge at 
Launceston, I have examined all the Railways in Victoria and New South '\Vales, and made myself 
acquainted with their mode of construction, and the cost of laboui• and materials. The Committee is 
aware what I have done with regard to the Launceston and Western Railway. 

3. Will you state, for the info1;mation of the . Committee, the nature of the work you performed 
for the promoters of the Launceston and Western Railway? I first came down here <111 the invitation 
of the Chairman of the Committee of promotf·i·s in March, 1861. I spent a month in the examination 
of the count1·y. I then made them a Preliminary Report, in which I pointed out that it would be 
impossible to make any reliable EstimatP.s without an accurate Survey, and recommended that they 
should have one made. This I receiv~d instrnr.tions to undertake a few weeks after, and the Surveyors 
commenced operations in the following July. I soon followed them, and spent six: months in superintending 
their work, and generally directing the route to be surveyed. I also made myself acquainted with all matters 
bearing upon Railway constrnction in this country, and ultimately prepared a final report which is now 
before the Committee. 

[Report handed in.] 

4. It has been said that you were never over the country on which the VVestern Line is laid down; can 
you give the Committee -information as to your practice in this particular? With the exception of a few miles 
of the very level country lying between the Liffey,and Hagley, I have personally examined every portion of 
it ·at least a dozen times ; and on all most difficult parts I have myself marked out on the ground for the 
Surveyors the position of the line. I have also, with instruments, pei•sonally checked the levels and the 
directions of ~II the lines of the survey, and otherwise done everything that is nsual as a Directing Engineer 
on such 'oc·casions. 

5. Did you ever make any examination of any other line of country between Launceston and Deloraine 
besicl'es the line adopted for survey; and if so, please 'state the facts? I have examined every route which 
I conceived to be practicable between Launceston and Deloraine; and I have made actual ·survey, by the 
level and theodolite, of two lines besides the one I have recommended, which -on close examination I 
aba11doned in favour of the ·one now recommended. The line now recommended has been frequently 
revised and improved since the first survey of it was. made. 
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6. Have you read the evidence of Mr. ,James Srott on this and other poirits of the enquiry ; and if so, 

have you any ~·emarks to make thereon? I have read Mr. James Scott's evidence as published in the report 
of the Select Committee of 1862, at 17 and following pages. I observe that Mr. James Scott criticises the 
engineering details contained in my plans and report, and that he states a better line might have been chosen 
by the direct western route, and that he is generally of opinion that the route I have chosen is not the correct 
one, either as a commercial undertaking or an engineerino- work. I further observe that Mr. Scott states that 
he is not an engineer by profession, that he has never see~ a railway, that he has never made any examination 
of the routes chosen by either himself or me by means 9finstrnments, and I think unrler these circumstances 
it cannot be necessary for me to discuss the question with Mr. Scott,-! having been engaged for above 20 years 
in the construction of rail ways, and having formed my opinions in this instance upon the most carefully collected 
data, I am still of opinion that the recommendations contained in my Report will prove correct, and that 
no competent engineer would recommend any other· than the line I propose. 

· 7. You state, generally, in your Report.that your estimate for construction amounts to £364,351, or. 
£8287 pe~· mile, and includes all works, buildings_. rails, rolling stock, stations, anJ. terminal arrangements, 
and the engineering and management required to c-Jmplete the Railway for traffic, and to maintain the works 
in good repair for one year after the opening. Can you state the particulars of this estimate? 

[ Estimate put in.-Vide Appendix A..] 

From the plans and sections which the Committee have seen I have carefully calculated the quantities of 
earthwork contained in the cuttings and embankments, as well as the rock cutting which we may expect to 
meet with, and I have here given the number of cubic yards, and the prices at which my estimates are made. 
I find that there are 496,561 cubic yards of excavE-tion in clay, loam, marl, gravel, and sand, carried to fo1m 
embankments, which at 2s, a cubic yard amounts to £49,656, There are 127,930 cubic yards of ditto, to be 
thrown to spoil, which at 2s. amounts to £12,793. 26,029 cubic yards of rock cutting, caiTied to form em
bankments, at 5s., amounts to £6507. 140,409 cubic ya1·ds of side cutting to form embankments, at Is. 3d., 
amounts to £8776. These, with the other smaller items forming the estimate for earthwork, will be found 
in the paper put in. In the same way I have calculated the quantity c,f brickwork necessary for culverts, 
and the iron and timber ·work for bridges. I have estimated culverts 6 feet in diameter at £10 per lineal 
yard, 3 feet in diameter 75s, per lineal yard, 18 inches in diameter 25s. per lineal yard, and cast-iron piping 
12 inches in diameter, for small water-ways, 20s. per lineal yard. Of these several sizes I have provided 
respectively for 93, 726, 322, and 144 lineal yards, under embankments, These have been decided upon 
after a careful examination of the drainage requirements of the District. I have provided for eight bridges to 
carry the Railway over rivers, which I have estimated respeetively at the sums of £2000, £4000, £4000, 
.;£6000, £20,000, £450, £2250, and £1000. This I consider a most ample estimate, I have provided for 
seven turnpike road level crossings at £500 each, which is a very ample estimate, as there are only two cases 
in which Porter's Lodges will have to be built, the others being situated at Stations. I have provided for 
sixty public road and occupation level crossings, at £100 each, amounting to £6000, This £6000 may pe 
viewed as a sum to be applied generally for the purposes of farm communication, either in the form of level 
crossings or· cattle· ways, under or over the Railway, and may therefore be looked upon as a portion of the 
fund for compensation for severance, and inconven:.ences arising to properties • by being cut through by the 
Railway. 'l'he length of tl1e Line as shown upon my plans is 45 miles, but I have provided for 47 miles of 
permanent way, to allow for sidings at the Statior:.s and Warehouses, and platform roads at the 'l'ermini. 
'J:his will he sufficient at first, but will require additions as the traffic developes. To Station buildings I hav:e 
applied £21,000, anJ. to Rolling stock £30,000: tbe same observation applies to these as to the quantity of 
Permanent way, Engineering and Management during construction I have put down at £22,661; and I 
have provided for Sundries, Road diversions, and side drains £2000, and £:i.0,000 for Contingenc_ies. L.and , 
compensation I have assumed at £2000, for the reasons stated in my Report. If landed proprietors demand 
high prices for their land, this of course will not be sufficient. A.11 the other details and particulars will be 
found in the estimate put in; and I feel confident that the total amount named will l;ie found sufficient to 
constru_ct a snb!ltantial and effective Railway. 

8. Since you made these estimates have you seen any reason to alter or modify them? No. 

9, You state in your Report that tlie returns of the traffic for one year through the Turnpike gates into 
Launceston, as given you by the Promoters, amount to some 45,000 tons; why do you take so small a 
quantity as 27,000 tons only as the probable goods traffic by the Railroad? In every instance in framing 
my Report, I have endeavoured to put receipts at the lowest possible rate, and expenditure at the highest that 
is probable. I, therefore, considerably reduced this item to allow for any errors in calculation. I appep.ded 
to my traffic estimate (page 7), in the observations following it, some items that might have been included in the 
bo~y ofit. In doing so, I now perceive that I have led persons into error as to the conclusions that are fairly 
to be drawn from the actual figures and facts as supplied to me regarding the existing traffic of the Country ; 
and I should wish, therefore, to put in an amended estimate, including in one view all the items:-

I. 21,000 tons of goods for export carrier! 33 miles at 4a. per ton per mile 
2. Half the excess of goods which passed the Turnpike Gates above the 

quantity exported, exclusive of w· ood. 6000 tons at 4d ............• 
3. Wood, 1 o,000 ton~, at 2s. 6d . ................••.....•...•........ 
4. Intermediate izoods traffic, equal in t,:rns to the through traffic, carried 

an average distance of 20 miles, 37,000 tons at 6s. 8a. ....•...•..... 
5. 110,000 through passengers, travelling ~n average distance of 21 miles 

at 2cl.... . . . . . . • . • .......................•.• , •• •. • •, • • • • • · • · • 

£ 
ll,550 

3300 
1250 

12,333 

19,250 

s. a. 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
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· 6. 110,000 passenger·s between intermediate Stations, an ave·rage distance 
of 10 miles, at 2½cl,; .... ; ......................... .' .. ;, ........ . 

7. Cuttle, horses, sheep, pigs; and other lh e stock, and ment killed fur 
the butchers . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .•...............• 

£ s. d. 

11,500 0 0 

1180 0 0 

£60,363 0 0 

Item l is nearly the same as my former estimate, page 7, except that I have increased the average mileage 
and reduced the rate to 4d., both of which will, l believe, he found more correct in practice. Item 2 
remains the same, except the reduction of the rate. Item 3 I havci introduced. at 2s. 6d. a· ton for wood. 
This rate will enable the Railway to carry firewood an average distance of 25 miles at a profit, by working 
the spare waggons and engines for this purpose <luring· the slack seasons of the year. It is found a general 
rule in-Railway ti·affic that, where the population and goods are spread tolerably equally over the length 
of. the line tl1P. through traffic between the ,tl0 rmini is about the same as that between the intermediate 
stations them~elves and between thr intermediate stations and the termini. I have therefore, in Item 4, 
t~l!:en the same tonnage for intermediate goods traffic, but reduced the.average to 20 miles; and in Item 6 
I have put the iritermediate passenger traffic at the same uumber as the through traffic, but reduced the 
averag·e distance to 10 miles, charging 2~d. a mile for these short distances. In Item 7 I have put down cattle, 
&c. at the same figure as in my former estimate, £1180, because I find that a question has been raised in 
evid,~pce whether live stock would be. sent by the Railwa_l' or not. My own opinion, however, being, 
judging from the experiences of agricultural Districts through which Raiiways have been made, that this 
traffic will be found to give a large item of revenue. 

10. You give the probable intermediate traffic of goods ancl passengers (not shown in the turnpike
gate returns) at £250 per week; do you see any reason to modify or alter this item? The estimate I have 
just put in shows the same result in another form, and proves that that statement was based upon rhe 
actua:i figures furnished to me. . 

. l l. Do yo·u see any reason for amending yo~r former estimate of general passenger traffic, as based on 
the returns at the turnpike-gates ?. None, except the alteration in form that I now put in. The more I 
examine the question, the more I am convinced that the traffic which may be expected is greatly under-
estimated. · · 

] 2. Will you state the principle on which you have fixed the rates to be charged for transit, as set out 
at page 7 of your Report? · I originally put the cost of goods at 6d. per ton per mile, that being a sum 
which I conceived it might 'be necessary to charge the first year, in order to make the Raihvay self
supporting; but I do not imagine that even the maximum of 4d., which I should propose, would have to 
be charged after a few years. Passenger traffic I have assuined would be all carried in first and second class 
carriages, and I have put the rate at the same as the English. This· I conceive .to be very low for this 
Country. I have, therefore, in my prP.sent estimate charged the intermediate traffic at 2½d, 

13. Have you any doubt respecting the working expenses of the line exceeding the limits named in 
your Report? None whatever; and ~ince I made my former estimate, I perceive thnt that question has 
been very much canvassed, and that all the evidence .collected on it proves clearly tl1at my estimate is in 
excess. The information provided b.v the Engineer of the Hobson's Bay and St. Kilda Railway Company 
is most conclusive on this point; and I feel so confident in the accuracy of my estimate, that I should he quite 
p1·epared to join a company to lease the line, and secure the interest to the Government, paying it quarterly 

· in advancr. ' 

14. You will have observed by the 'evidence taken before the P~rliamentary Committee of last year, that 
a difference of opinion was elicited on the subject of " land comperisalion." Will yon state your views on 
this subject? I only put down £2000 in my estimate for land compensation, because, as I have stated in 
my Report, I look upon this as a landlords' railway; and I conceive that its funds should only be made 
chargeahle for tenants' compensation. As I have said before, if high compensation is sought by landlords this 
sum will not be suffi.c·ient. The question of severance, which I finrlMr. Scott raises in his evidence, is amply 
provided for in the £6000 put <lown for farm communications, when applied n1'>on the principle followed in 
England, whei·e the prop1·ietors are given the option of having the comwuni~ation or the money which it 
would cost to make it., or the portion severed p,urchased at a reasonable rate : that £6000 may therefo!'e 
be looked upon as an addition to the Compensation Fund. I see that it is supposed that great difficul1ies may 
arise to the occupation of farms by the introduction of level crossings. - I· have not gone into such minute 
details in the Estimate, but the practice is to provide convenient cattle~ways underneath the line wherever 
they are required; level crossings only to be used for cart purposes. " 'l'he Railway Clauses Consolidation 
Act," which I recommend to be incorpo1;ated with the Railway Bill, most amply provides for the protection 
of landholders in all these respects. · 

15 Have you seen that in the ~ame e_vidence several questions were put with referen·ce to your 
acquaintance with the geological features 9f tlJP country through which the Line passes, and the strata 
which may be met with in the cuttings; and that it is there stated by l\1:r. Gale that in Parliamentary 
Surveys in England· promoters _3:re ~b_liged to produce. borings _? _ What i~ your experience aQ<l practice on 
these points? I have been engaged fqr a large number of years in the preparation of Parliamentary 
plans in Great Britain and Ireland, .and I have never known .of one instance in which an Eugineer was 
expected to produce borings of the strata through which the Line passes. It is not required by the Standing 



Orders of the Houses of Parliament; and I ·can positively assert, of my own knowledge; that-it is not t11e 
practice in England. Mr. Gale must have been misinformed upon this point. I have, however, made 
careful examinat/on of the Country through which this Line passes, and I feel as !!onfident as any person 
can be, by mere geological examination, that I am perfectly well acquainted with the material which it will 
pass through; but, even if an e1·ror should arise in my conclusions on· this subject, we have abundance of room 
for deviation, and can, therefore, avoid any objectionable rna_terial. A portion of rock cutting occurring at 
the back of the Cocked-hat Range would be an· advantage mstead of a loss· to the Contractor, as it would 
provide "him with materials for building the large culverts under those embankments, instead of his 
havinO' to cart bricks as -included in my estimate: 1.he objectioI).,. therefore, I consider, has no weight what, 
.ever. "'I perceive that Mr. Gale states, in Answer 11 of his evidence, that .he considers the snm, charged by 
me to the promoters for the survey of the Railway to be enormous; I wish, therefore, to put in the facts, 
I charged the promoters £200 for my preliminary examination and Report; this inclµdecJ my journey from 
Sydney to Tasmania and back, and one month's hotel expenses and car-hire while examining the Line.· 
For my subsequent ·Report, and the plans and books of reference, which have been laid before the Committee 
of 1862, I charged £2300, which, distributed over the total length of 45 miles, amounts to £53 per 
mile. When I was engaged on similar work for Sir John M·'N eil, in Ireland, he, as Chief ErJO"ineer, 
charged £50 per mile to Railway Companies for Parliamentary Surveys, e,x,clusive of books of ref~rence, 
which it is the practice in England to have pr,'pared by the Solicitor. In Ireland he had the. ad vantage 
of the large scaler! Ordnance Surveys, upon which the Line was laid down, and, therefore, no special survey 
1:equired, He paid Surveyors £2 per week, and Chainmen 1s. 6d. a day, l paid rpy Surveyors in Tas
mania £50 to £60 a month, and laborers ( chainmen) 7s, per day. ·£100 p_er mile is by no means an 
µncommon charge in England for the same work. · 

16. Opinions have been expr,essed that the .substitution ofa Tramway for the Railway yov recommend
would be sufficient for the necessities of the district, and would afford sufficient surplus, above inter.est and 
working expenses, to form a large sinking fand, .after paying excellent dividends to shareholders; what is 
your opinion hereon ? I feel quite confident that it would be a great mistake to construct a Tramway or 
:any Railway of less power and capacity than the one I propo9e, betweep. L_aunceston and the Wes,t, 'A 
Tramway or a horse Railway could not c;irry the mixed traffic that will pass over this line. Tramways 
have never been found applicable except to a mineral traffic, and then only in exceptional c.as.es. To con, 
struct a Tramway for this purpose would be to ignore all the history of Railway progress, and to pay again 
in Tasmania for the experience which has'been so dearly bought in EI).gland. I ·have watched the crradual 
conversion of Tramways into Railways over a period of above 20 years; and I confidently state that under 
similar circumstances no experienced person in England would attempt to apply a 7'ramway. I _lmve, since 
I have come to these Colonies, ,constructed one narrow-guage horse-power)lailway, which answers the 
purpose_for which it w:,is requ~red perfectly well; and I have also, when cons~lted ,on the subject, reco?Ja 
mended a Tramway from Frngal to Perth, to be worked by horse-power m preferenc_e :to a locomotive 
Railway; but these are just the cases in which such roads work well, namely--one singJe mineral to be 
conveyed over them, at very slow speeds, in a very_cheap description of rolling stock. _Sh,\lrp curv.es, steep 
gradients, and very lightly constructed works are applicable to these cases, but would be destl'.uct~v:e to the 
.~conomical working of such a traffic as that which will pass over the Western Railway, ;r _believe,tgat g. 
-J:ramway in this case would neither carry the good1,; required nor l:>e _a profitabl_e tJ.n.derta]~ipg, 

_'.('he _Committee ~journed ,to Wcd.~esday, 22nd Ju)y, 1863., 

No. 4.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE., 

WEDNESDAY, 22 JULY, 1,863. 

The Hon. Sir Richard Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 

·The Committee met at 11 ·25 o'clock.. 

PRESENT. 

J 
-Mr. Dodery. 
_Mr. Douglas? 
Mr. Grant. 

Further examinr;ition ef MR. D.OYNE, C,E. 

Sir R. ;fh·y.-17.- At page 8 of yo.ur Report y,oti refer to Irish R!\ilwa;Ys, a.nd thei.r eJfects .01), the 
,various interests of _that Country. I,n a Paper by Mr. Stephens, the Inspector.of SchoO"ls, contained in tl_ie 
,Appendix to the Parliamentary Report of 1862, he protests against your comparison of Ireland aml 
Northern Tasma,nia. ,Have you ret1d the Paper reJerred to, a_nd ifso, do you wish to make anv remarks 
,thereon? I have. Mr. Stephens says, "_Agreeing in the µiain with .Mi:. ,Doyne's eftimate of tbe advan
Jag~s resulting from the construction ,of Railways, _I feel compelled ,to protest ,against the comparison dra~n 
by that gentleman between Ireland and ;N ortl1ern Tasmania, believi_ng _that ,his r.emarks are likely to lead 
uninformed persons to most erroneous conclusions." On this paragraph I wish to ob~erve that I have been 
;-intimately acquai11ted with Ireland all my life, that ,all µ1y immediate family and connPxions hold _property. 
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there ; and that, haviug abundant means of fo11ning an opinion on the subject, I still contend that the 
comparison I have drawn is.just, Mr. S,tephens next says, " The statements made by the Royal Commis
sioners ·had reference ·to a ·period of unexampled poverty and general depression, when Railways mere 
untlwught of and impossible." What.Mr. Stephens means by this sentence I cannot imagine, considering 
the quotation I have made is from " The Second Report of the Commissioners appointed to consider· and 
recommend a general system of Railways for. Ireland.'' This Report was published in 1838, when the Dublin 
and Kingsto'\\'.11 Railway had already been opened·some years, and the Dublin and Drogheda Railway Company 
,vas already formed. He adds,." Mainly through the operation of the Encumbered Estates. Act, aided by the 
Land Improvement and Poor Law Acts, the condition of agricultw·e in Ireland had advanced to 
such an extent that it will now, as a whole, bear comparison with the most flourishing districts of 
England. This is certainly a most exaggerated statement. Ir(lland has always been· a rich agricultural 
country, and the 'live stock has largely developed of late years ; but to compare it with: the most 
:flourishing districts . of England is only calculated to mislead. Mr. Stephens proceeds : "In 1841 the 
live stock of Ireland was valued at £19,400,000. In· 1855 it had reached 33 millions and a half." He adds, 
"The fallacy lies in .attributing· to the Iiish railways that prosperity of which they have been but the natural 
and inevitable consequences." I have not anywhere attributed to the railways solely,. the improvement in the 
state of Ireland. I am fully alive to the immense importance of the Acts referred to by Mr. Stephens; but to 
assert that the railways had not largely contri_buted to the developement he mentions would be a very great 
error. The· fourteen millions of pounds worth of live stock which he says have been introduced in fourtee_n 
years could not possibly have found a market without railways,. and as a proof of this statement I may give an 
instance ~thin my own knowledge. A friend of mine, who is·a large cattle breeder in the neighbourhood of 
Dublin, saw the advantages that he could derive from railways,. and' ·immediately on the commencement of· 
the Great.Southern and Western Railway he purchased some large farms on the rich grazing lands of 
Tipperary. He now regularly sends his lean stock from the breeding grounds near Dublin by railway to 
Tipperary, and brings them back by railway th,rough Dublin to the I'.lverpool market.. This is a fair illus-. 
tration of the manner in which railways.have worked, with other concurrent cfrcumstances,. to raise Ireland 
~rom a state of poverty to its present flou11'shing condition. 

18. A statement was made in the ~vidence of Mr •. Falconer,. before•the Parliamentary Committee of· 
last year, that the Station at Launceston would have been better if placed in the Town rather than on the 
site selected, "the Railroad _befog bl'ought through the streets," Have you reconside!'ed this question ?.' 
I have. It was one. of the points which ocpupied my. attention most pal'ticularly during the time I was 
conducting the S_urveys. I had first imagined that a Town site ·would have been the most appropriate for 
the- '.l,'e!'ipinus; but,. on close examination,. I found, that it would be quite impossible to, place the Station any· 
wher.e in the 'l'own except at an enormous cost-there is·n.o open space in the Town possessing one-tenth 
6f the necessary capacity. Lands ·covered with buildings would the1•efore have to be purcha~ed, or the
Station arrangements broken. up and detached, which Would .involve great inconvenience and expense in 
inanagem_ent.. I consider the recommendation to haye the.Station on the opposite side of the river, one of· 
the strong poin_ts of the whole plan, Passengers and Town goods can. be received.and delivered at the present· 
bridge, which'is only 50 chains f1:om the Post Office,.a very convenient site, and not more than 3 minutes walk 
'beyond what it would be to a St:ation situated on the present Whm{. The general goods Station for export with: 
all the necessary stores,.sheds,.machiner.v, cantlage,_and engine-houses,.&c., can :;,]l be concentrated under one• 
management on. the•sites selected on the Tamar. I may say generally, in every respect, this will be as con-. 
venient an arrangement as the other would be inconvenient, and provides·at a very small cost abundance of room. 

' for the future development of the. Railway,. As regards the advantage to be derived from carryin{I' the 
Railway to the existing stores in Launceston, branch; horse-power railroads can easily be carried to-the

0
m at 

any time if thought necessary, without necessa1·ily involving the construction of a Station in the Town. 

. 19. Po y:ou entertain t~e views you formerly he]~ as to the Launceston ancl Western Railway being• 
likely to prove a self-suppol'ting and profitable undertaking? I do; I have not the least doubt of it, and the 
more I consider the questioll the more I beeome confirmed in the belief that it will be one of the most. 
profitable railways that has ever been. constru.cted,. both directly and indirectly. Directly it would pay more 
than the interest and working expenses; and indirectly it. would remunerate the district by the inc~eased value 
of all property, and the facilities it, would: afford for carrying on all trades and business.. It cannot fail to .. 
develope resources hitherto unth.ought of. It must· economise an immense quantity of waste material. It. 
will reduce the road rates d~rec_tly by di~i~ishing _the wear and tear_ of the roads,. whi!e i~ will add largely to, 
the rateable powers ofthe D1str1c.t, As au 11lustrat10n of the effect.of improved commumcation upon the rates of 
the.district,. I should wish to put in a paper which I received from the Secretary of the ·River Weever N avi!!'8.tion; 
when I was last in England, This navigation,. which passes through the County of Chester, .was const~ucted, 
some years. ago by a number of the owners of land through which the rive1· passes,. the county guaranteeing 
to them. out of the rates interest on the expenditure, on the condition that if any profits arose in future years. 
they should be added to the county rates for general purposes. The result- has been,. that for the last ten. 
years. the County of: Chester has b!!en entirely .relieved from all rates,_ and all its public works have been con~. 
structed out of the surplus funds of the Weever Navigation.. · 

'.1.'he following is th!l paper referred to:-
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STATE111ENT of ilie Receipts and Expenditure qf the' RIVER: W'EEVER 

·· · NAVIGATION, in the O~unty Palatine:oj Chester, 
~ 

Yeal' ending-:-, Gross Tonnages. Improvements and Paid to County · 
Repairs. Treasurer. 

£ s. d. £ s. d. £ .s. d. 
31 March, 1853 ...•...•.. 42,785 13 0 25,329 15 10 22,500 0 0 

1854 •.••••••.. 44,496 11 7 28,'224 10 11 14,000 0 0 
1855 •.••••..• ·. 41,077 9 0 27,949 6 4 16,500 0 0 
1856 •.....••.. 50,016 11 · 0 29,772 16 2 17,000 0 0 
1857 ......... , 57,123 16 11 21,948 0 2 21,000 0 0 
1858 ......••.. 41,251 4 0 86,764 10 8 18,000 0 0 
1859 ••..•.•... 41,709 l 3½ 80,517 12 9 21,000 0 0 
1860 .......... 42,866 7 11 35,532 3 3 8000 0 0 
1861 ......•••• 46,754 11 O½ 29, 20 . 0 7 rn;ooo 0 0 
1862 ......•.•• 42,998 9 5 35,644 17 10 9000 0 0 

I certify that the above statement was furnished to me by Mr. William Wood Blake, the Clerk to the Trustees 
of the Weever Navigation. 

I am personally acquainted with Mr. Hansbrqw, have frequently 
seen him write, and can certify that this signature is in his. 
handwriting. 

H. DOWLING. 
Launceston, 21st July, 1863. 

A,RTHUR HANSBROW .. 

_I feel quite confident that similar results would follow a similar· course witli·regard·to Railway con
struction in Northern Tasmania. And I may mention another-instance which bears more directly upon the 

· question, While in England a few months ago,_ I again made myself acq:uainted with the circumstances of 
the system of guarantee adopted on the Athlone· and Galway Railway.~ 'l'his Line was constructed through, 
certainly, the_most miserable part of Ireland, and so little hopes were entertained of its being possible to 
maintain a Railway by its own receipts through-the Districts, that,_even during what was termed the Rail
way mania, when Companie.s could. be· f,orm.ed, to carry out almost any project, however hopelese, it was 
found impossible .to .get any Company to.undertake-this. Line-without a guarantee of interest, The landed 
proprietors of the District arrived at the conclusion that they must be ru,ined without a Railway, when all 
their neighbors had lhem; and -they -:volunteei·ed: to have their· properties rated to secure interest to the 
Government on a_ loan for the-construction of-the Line: that Railway has now been opened several years; and, 
on enquiries made by me when in England, l?find' that, with the exception of the first few yea.rs, no rates have 
liad to be levied on account cifit, and.!that eve1· since there ha.s beeri a c_onsiderable surplus. I know, from 
relatives and friends possessing proper(y in the District, .that since the construction of the Railway, property 
generally has more than doubled in value;. that is,. estates that could not find purchasers at 10 years pur
chase before the Railway was constructed, have,. since its completion, been sold for -22 years' purchase, .on a 
higher rental. If the proposed Railway. to the Wes't was to cost.from £30,000 to £40,000 a mile, as those 
in the adjoining Colony have; ·it·mightr be vei;y questionable whethe1· it would be directly remunerative to 
invest in it; but,' even. at t:lat ex,p·enditure, I feel satisfied.that, as a Line made for the purposes of increasing 
the value of property, it would prove a great success. I speak from iµy gene1·a,l experience of the effects of 
Railways all over the world, and m_ore. especially. from the wonderful results that have followed their con
struction through. the poor·and. remote agr-icultu ral Districts-of Great Britain, France, and Belgium, with 
all of which I am ir1timately acq_,uainted,, . I feel no doubt, therefore, that this Line, constructed at so very 
small cost, must prove sncQessful. in· every respect,· ·unless the ·otherwise ·universal experiences of Railways 
are to be disproved by the results in this one instance. · On this one the passenger traffic alone .will be found 
sufficient to support it.. We-have·tbe fa.et~ which· wciuld never have been believed had it not been -proved, that 
in Great Britain and Ireland· 7 times the whole ·population of the Kingdom travel annually ov.er the Railways, 
while there are millions of perwns wh-0 have never even sP.en a Railway, and the great masses of the English 
are a stay-at-home people. 'rhis.enormous result, therefore, is the result of the repeated-travelling ofa small 
portion of the community •. W-hai may therefore be expected from the population lying along the Western 
Railway, who are as essentially a· locomotive· people ·as the English· are the contrary? Again,_ we have the 
startling fact given in Mr. Elsdon's evidence, that over the short Line of which he has. charge, between 
Melboume, St. Kilda, and Robson's Bay, 20 times the entire population of Melbourne travel annually. 
With all the facts that are now before the Country on the question of probable traffic, .I cannot. understand 
even the most uninfo:vmed objector doubting the results for a moment.. The only questions, ,therefore, to be 
settled in orde1· to secure the result desired are, to make such arrangements. as to_ ensure that. the expenditure 
on construction shall not exceed the amount that it is intended to apply to it ; and this can, be easily. done by 
providing that the ,vorks shall not be commenced until the Executive be satisfied that safe conti:acts have been 
entered into; and to asceutain that the working expenses will not exceed the estimated amount; On this latter 
point I think the evidence is ·perfectly conclusive; and I feel that there will not be the slightest difficulty in 
organising a Company,. during the construction of the works, who will agree to work the Railway from the 
day of its opening for a period of years, taking all the responsibility .. 

20 •. In the event of the works being undertaken by a contractor what security could be taken against 
failme in their completion? Great care should be taken in the first instance_ only to let the contract to a 
contractor of such. undoubted position and character as to give the best security for the undertaking. Also, 
the English·practice should be followed, of taking a lien. upon the whole of the plant and materials used by 
the contractor in the construction of the works;. payments to be made monthly of 90 per cent,. UP.On the value· 
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of the works executed, to be estimated by the Engineer, by a Schedule of prices attached to the contract in the 
first instance, the remaining 10 per cent. to be retained as an additional security· until the completion of the 
contract. This system is considered in England quite s_atisfactory. 

The Chairman asked for leave to forward certain questions to Messrs. R. Douglas a]i.d Nichols_. 

Leave granted. 

The Committee adjourned to Friday, 24th July, at Elev!]p, 91cloc];>:, 

[A.] 

LAVNCESTON AND DELORAINE RAILWAY. 

ITEMS OF E S T I M A 'r E. 
Lenfth of Line 44 Miles 20 Chains. 

{121,930 superficial yarcls soil removed from base of embankments and 
surface of cuttings,· and 1ilaced by the fences, _at 2d ..•••••....• 

3520 double chains ofpos.t,aµd rail fence, at 50s.·a chain ...... ,_., .. . 
4_96,561 cubic yards of ex_cay_ations,in clay, loam, marl, gravei, sand, &c., 

carried to form embankmeuts, at 2s .............••..•...... 
127,930 cubic yards ditto, thrown to spoil, at 2s ..................... . 

_26,02!) cubic yards of roc;k cutting, carried to form embankments, at 5s. 
140,409 cubic yards of side cutting, to form embankments, at Is. 3d ....• 
32-1,930 superficial yards laying soil :upon slopes of cuttings and embank~ 

ments, und sowing ditto wit]), grass seed, at Id .. ..•.•..•.•••. 
93 lineal yards culvert, 6 feet diameter, at £10 ....•.•...•........ 

726 ditto 3 ditto, 75s ... ;·, ...•..•..... ,. 
322 ditto l ½ ditto, 25s ... " ............. . 
144 ditto cast iron pipe, 12 inches diameter, under embank,-

-ment, at :20s .•••••••.•••............•......•..••.••.. : .. . 
- 7 turnpike roar] level crossings, at £500 .•..•.......... ~ .... ·. 
60 public road and occupation road level crossings, at £100 ..•.... 

;Bridges-No. 1 North ,Esk ;!liver, 20 bays, 10 feet span, 6 feet hig)l ...•..•..•.. 
2 d!tto iron, 150 feet span, 12 feet high ... • ..... , ... 
3 ditto ditto ...•....•••.••••......•. 
4 ditto 5 arches 45 feet span, 30 feet high ..•••...... 
5 South Esk and Lake Rivers, iron, 2 bays each, 250 feet span, 2~ 

feet higl;t ...............................•....•.... ; ....•. 
.6 .d.itto, . wood, 6 bays, 10.feet span, 10 feet hig_l,i 
7 River Liffay, wood, 30 bays, JO feet span ..••••. • •.. • ..•••....• 
8 Quamby ~iyer .............. ,. .. .- .••••.•.••..•••••.......... 

47 miles of perJ,Ilanent way, at £;!684, ........ ,. •...... · ...••••.. ,. , 
Ter~ina\ and ,Station arrangements ................... _ ... , ..•. ,. _ .••.• 
Rollmg ~tock ..••.•••.•.••.•..•....•••••.••••.......••..•...•..• 
Engineering .•. ,. ............••..•.••..•... ." ......•..•.•.•• ,• •.. ~ '. '. '. 
Mana~ement_ ... : ... : ..... _. ...•. ." ..........• ,. ...... ,. ,. ,. ,. ..•••••.... 
Sundries, road .d1yer,s10ns, srrle dr,arns, &c ..••..• -..•••...•.. ,. .....••.• 
Land a,nd corn pensation ...• , ., ..... ,. .•••..•••••••..•••.••....•..•.... 
.Conting~ncies ........••..•.. , ••..•.... ,. ...••.• ,. .••. , : .. • ... • . ,. ,. .. ,. . ~ ·. 

£ 

2682 
8800 

49,656 
12,793 

6507 
8776 

1341 
930 

~723 
403 

144 
3500 
,6000 
2000 
4000 
4000 
6000 

~0,000 
4,50 

2250 
1000 

~/26,148 
21,000 
30,000 
_17,611 

5000 
2000 
2000 

10,000 

8. 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

-----

d,. 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

-0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

. . £357,,714 0 0 
1\famtenance of Works one y,ear, at £150 a,mr~e .•.. ,. ._ •... ,. •.. .• . . •. . . . 6637 O O 

Total co~t per Mile ..•. • .. ,• ,. . ,• •••. ,• .· .•. · ...•.. _ .• 

£364,351 0 0 

£828_7 0 "' 
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No. 5.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

FRIDAY, 24 JULY. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 

PRESENT. 

Mr. Doudas. 
Mr. Grant. 
Mr. Sherwin. 
Mr. Sharland. 

The Committee met a.t 11·15 o'clock. 

Further exarnination of MR. DOYNE, C.E. _ 
21. From the information you have gained in England, can you give the Committee an opinion as to the 

practicability of successfully carrying out this undertaking by means of a Company? While in London I made 
particular enquiries on this point ; and I found the unanimous opinion of the best informed persons there to 
be, that this Railway could on!y be carried out by an English Company, established upon the same principle 
as those formed' for the construction- of the Indian anrl Cape of Good Hope Rail ways. In those the amount 
of money to which the Government guarantee applies is unlimited,-the Cqmpanies receive the stated rate of 
interest for·the number of years named, upon whatever sum the Railways may cost. Any less advantageous· 
terms than these would render the -financial position of a Company extremely doubtful, and would require 
therri to raise their capital on much worse terms. On consulting Mr. Brassey respecting his willingness to 
contract for this Rai}way, he positively declined to have anything to do with it ii he had to trust to the 
financial arrangements of a Company. The Indian Government guarantee interest to the Railway Companies 
on unlimited sums for 99 years ; and the large amount of their stocks that are on the London Market, and 
the facility with which they can be obtained by persons wishing to invest in auch securities, make it 
extremely difficult to float stock of a more doubtful character. I may add, generally, that I believe the 
construction of this Railway by a London Company would be a most objectionable mode of proceeding, as 
it would involve great difficultie,i and expense in management, ,vhich may be saved by a local administration. 
I feel convinced that the only economical system to base the finance upon is the issue of Government Deben
tures, of the same character as those issued by the adjoinin(J' Colonies. Any change in the usual practice 
creates a doubt in the mind of the Eng-lish public as to the ~alue of the documents. I was informed by the 
London Stockbrokers that any description of stock issued which differed iri form from those- which the public 
are accustomed to was difficult to sell, even thouK.h the security might be as good or better, I wish it to be 
understood that I don't mean to assert that this undertaking cou1d not be carried out by means of a Company, 
but that there are great disadvantages attendina its introduction; it increases the expense in raising the 
capital, and produces a cumbrous and much mo~e expensive system of management. 

22. Do you think that Debentures for the construction of this Railway would readily float on the 
London Market, and would the eflect of their issue be to raise or depress the value of Tasmanian securities 
g-enerally ? The answers that I received to my enquiries on those points were, that the only disadvantage 
Tasmania possessed in selling her Debentures was, that they were not sufficiently known in the English 
Market, but that an issue 'made for the purposes of Public Works in the usual Colonial form would meet 
with a ready sale at a ,good premium, and th'lt the larger the issue, within reasonable limitations, the more 
readily wouid they find a place in the Market ; and such an issue would, undoubtedly, increase the credit and 
the borrowing powers of the Colony. I may a<;ld, that it was frequently mentioned to me that any Colony 
that was behind its neighbours in. carrying out Public \Vorks is not looked upon with the same credit at 
Horne. · 

Mr. Douglas.-23. Is it possible to make a Line of Railway from Launceston by Penquite, passing 
over the hill by Waddingham's, near the Westbury Road? It is possible, but at a very heavy cost. 

24. If a Line could be made in that direction would you consider it an improvement on the proposed 
Line ? Certainly not. , 

25: What do you assume as the gmdient on this Line? From 1 in 30 to ~ in 40 ; the curves 
would be very bad, and works very heavy. The gradients on the Line recommended in no case exceed 1 
in 70, and the greater part ot the Line is almost level. 

26, Can you state what is the diffe1·ence of expense of working a Line of l in 40 and l in 70? The 
difference is from 2 to 3 times. The locomotive power necessary to work the gradients over those hills 
would have to be double that upon the worat portion of my Line ; and the wear and tear to the rails and. 
wheel,; of the rolling stock, as well as the machinery of the engines due to having to descend with powerful 
breaks applied, becomes a very serious item. I know of instances ot this sort where a set of breaks is worn 
out every journey, and the tires of the tenders and break carriages have to be renewed 5 times as often as 
upon lines with better gradients. · · 

27. Mr. Scott states that the Line over the hill would be 15 miles shorter than the proposed Line,-in 
your opinion does not this outweigh the difference of wear and tear? No, it would still _be a more costly 
Line to make, a most difficult one to work, and would exclude the traffic of about half the present district. 

28. Mr. Scott states in his evidence that he never saw a Locomotive Railway, that he is not an Engineer, 
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and that he never surveyed the Line over the hill with instruments, do you think the evidence of i;uch a 
person of any weight what ever as regards the cost or formation of a Line of Rail way ? I cannot conceive 
it to be so. 

29. In your opinion would the Railway benefit the inhabitants of St. Leonarrl's and the immrdiate 
vicinity ? I should think so, undoubtc!dly ; they would be within ten minutes walk of the St. Leonard's 
Station, it would be a very convenient way of coming into town. 

30. From your experience in Railways can you state decidedly that persons make use of so short a 
Line for the purposes of goods and passenger traffic? Certainly they do; and in a short time after the 
construction of a Railway the experience is that almost every other means of communication ceases. 

31. ·would not also the proposed Line of Railway open up to these people the whole of the Longford 
and vVestbury Districts for the purpose of traffic? Certainly. 

[Letter of W. Archer, Esquire, put in by Mr. Sharland and read.] 

32. How would the Longford and Perth Districts be affected hy Mr. Scott's Line as compared with 
your Line? It would receive scarcely any benefit at all, as it receives the fullest accommodation by mine. 

33. In your calculations of income do you not estimate to derive a considerable amount from the 
Longford and Pertl~ Districts? Certainly; it also includes the whole of the Hobart Town traffic for 15 miles. 

34. Does not the proposed Line of the Railway afford great facilities for further extensions should it be 
- found advisable to make them? It does. The position of the Line at Evandale, Perth, Longford, and 
· Bishopsbourne, is most favora.ble for branches in any direction,-it may be considered as a portion of the 
Main Line to Hobart Town to the extent of 15 miles. 

35. From your experience in Railways do you find that the severance of properties is found to be any 
practical inconvenience to landholders? None whatever; they are perfectly protected by the provisions of 
the Railway Clausea Consolidation Act. They are either fully compensated or communications provided 
for them. 

36. Is it not a well-known fact that, at this time, the agricultural districts throughout Great Britain 
are all desirou,; of obtaining the benefit of Rail way communication ? Yes, the landed proprietors are 
now the great promoters; 1nd the majority of the Hailroads in the agricultural Districts in r.ngland are 
now being made by them at their own cost.· I know of more than one instance where half the capital 
has been subscribed by a single proprietor. 

37. In advertising the sale of estates in England, is it not generally considered desirable to state the 
proximity to Railways and Railway Stations, so as to increa8e the value of the estate to be sold? It is. 

38. Have you ascertained from any of the owners of land the value placed by them on their land at 
per acre, and_ what is it? In the replies to interrogatories which I sent to most of the landed 
proprietors along the Railway the vulue is stated at from £7 to £10 per acre ; of course it would be 
somewhat more in the Townships. 

J1fr. Charles Gmnt.-39. Can you state some of the general advantages of Railway communication 
over that of the common roads, with reference to the line proposed by you from Launceston to Deloraine via 
White Hills, Perth, Longford, Cressy, Oaks, Carrick, Quamby, Hagley, Westbury, and Exton, and 
the country beyond Deloraine? The cost of locomotion on a Railway is very ~mall indeed as compared 
with that on a public road,-the power and capacity for increase of traffic are almost unlimited, while 
the friable surface of an ordinary road very soon limits the amount of traffic that can be economically 
car1·ie<l, and the cost of its maintenance increases in a higher ratio than the quantity of the traffic. A 
Railway provides rapidity and regula1;ity of communication and comfort to passengers, and security to goods, 
wholly unknown on ordinary roads. I may say generally that, as an instrument of communication in a 
Country, it stands in about the same ratio to ordinury roads as a Dent's chronometer does to the old
fashioned watches of some centuries ago. 

40. Is the question of re-guarantee a novel principle with reference to works of this character? It is 
the system by which most of the Irish Railways have been brought into existrnce, and has been found to 
work most satisfactorily there. It was stated by Mr. Hemans, in his paper on this subject read before the 
Institution of Civil Engineers, that there has not been one bad debt accruing out of it. 

[Mr. W. Archer's letter referred to Mr. Doyne for his observations.] 

Ordered, that Mr. Scott and Mr. Rose be summoned for eleven on Tuesday. 
' ' 

The Committee adjourned to eleven o'clock on Tuesday. 
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No. 6 . .......,MINUTES OF COM:MiTTEE. 

TuESDAY, 28 JuLY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir Richard Dry. 
The Hon. Mr·. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 

The Committee met at 11 ·15 o'clock. 

PRESENT. 

Mr. Dodei'y. 
Mr. Sherwin. 
Mr. Sharland. 

[Mr. Archer's letter read to the Committee. Mr. Doyne read his Memorandum thereon.] 

[Memo. put in.] 

MY DEAR 8HARLAND, 
Cheshunt, Deloraine, 17th July, 1863. 

I HAVE been thinking over the question of the LRunceston and Deloraine Railway very carefully, and have 
come to the conclusion that it ought to be made, and might be made without much risk of loss. With reference to 
iny former estimate, I see no reason to alter it greatly, excepting that I would allow a larger amount for intermediate 
traffic. 

There are two points, however, on which I am quite at issue with the promoters of the Railway. In the first 
place, I don't think it just that persons living at a great distance from the line should contribute as largely towards the 
re-guarantee to the Government as those who live near the line, and are thus in a position to derive from the 
Railway immediately benefits which the former must wait many years.to enjoy. 

In the second place, I object to the cost of the proposed Railway. 

The gauge adopted by Mr. Doyne, 5 feet 6 inches, is unnecessarily wide, seeing that the large majority of. 
railways, both in Great Britain and on the Continent of Europe, have a gauge of 4 feet 8½ inches. By the wider 
gauge additional expense is incurred, not only throughout the whole line, but for the engines, carriages, trucks, &c. 

The weight of the rails, 70 lbs. to the yard, is too heavy for the requirements of the District. Rails of 50 lbs. 
to the yard would be amply strong. · 

. I asked Mr. La Tonche what great advantage was gained by the broad gauge? He said that we should be able to 
get engines from Victoria, where the gauge is 5 feet 6 inches, if we wanted any, and that the narrower gauge ( 4 feet 
8½ inches) would only save some £5u00. 

Now, I maintain that it is quite possible to construct a railway sufficient for the purpose required, between 
Launceston and Deloraine, for £6000 a mile, complete in all respects; and that greater expense ought not to be 
incurred. . 

As this is a question of saving about £100,000, it is worthy of consideration; for no inore money than is absol1;1tely 
nece~sary ought to be expended in the work, seeing that other undertakings of a sil)lilar character may be orgamsed, 
the funds for which would have to be provided in a similAr manner to that proposed by the promoters of this Railway, 
-a consideration of no mean importance iri a colony with resources so limited, comparatively, as those of Tasmania. 

To bear myself out in the statement which I have made, as to tlie possibility of constructing the Railway for a 
far less sum than the amount of Mr. Doyne's estimate, I will first refer to his "Report," page 6, where he tells us, 
that" for about twenty miles the line will follow the natural surface of the ground so nearly, that the works '!"ill be 
reduced to the very minimum, requiring only levelling and the laying of the permanent way;" and, prev~ously, 
that "the earthworks here are in amount only about one-third of the average of those countries." (Australia and 
England.) "Indeed, with the exception of the few miles at the back of the Cocked-hat range of hills, where there 
are some heavy cuttings and embankments, the earthworks are unusually easy." 

Now, if one couples these statements with a reduction of the width of gauge and the weight of rails, one can see 
one's way to a mnch lower estimate than that of Mr. Doyne. ' 

But I have the testimouy of an authority quite equal to Mr. Doyne, as he will, no doubt, adniit, in support of my 
views; namely, that of Mr. George Bruce, who was Chief Engineer of the Madras Railway, at a salary of £2000 a 
year, until his health failed, and he was obliged to quit India. 

Mr. Bruce writes by the April mail, after considering Mr. Doyne's Report, which I sent to him, ".I think it 
would not be wise to make the gauge greater than what is good enough for England and Europe, 4 feet 81; mches. I 
am qaite satisfied that you should not look at a line costino- more than £6000 a mile complete, considering the amount 
of population, &c., in the lslatid. The permanent way ~nd rolling stock are too heavy, in my judgment, for. the 
necessities of the case. I expect shortly to have instructions to begin a line in Trinidad, where, by the use of h~l\t 
rails and engines, the cost will not exceed £6000 a mile, with Jabour all imported. I would have rails ~ot exceedmg 
50 lbs. a yard, and other thiugs in pr0portion. 

"I would suggest your insisting on your Engineer laying out the best line he could, which, with everything 
complete, would not cost _more than £6000 a mile."· "We are beginning cheap lines in India." 

Now, let ns suppose the line completed at £6000 a mile, and we shall have the following calculation:-
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Say Receipts ..••..••••...••..•......••.•...••••••.••••.• 

Expenditure. 
Total cost of line .............•.••..•••.••.....•......... 
Interest during construction. . . • • ...••.•....•........•...• 
Sundries .......•.............•........•................ 

Interest of £300,000 .............••.•...•..•.•.•...•..... 
Working expenses, renewals, &c ..............•••.......... 
Repairs ......•..•..............•.........•............ 

Surplus for Sinking Fund, &c ............•.•.............. 

£44,000 

£ 
265,500 

18,000 
16,500 

---· 
£300,000 

18,000 
20,000 

3000 
£41,000 

£3000 

---
It must be admitted that every effort ought to be made by the promoters, not only to ensure the construction of 

the Railway for the lowest amount possible, but to take care that opportunities are not held out to contractors for 
sending in high tenders for the work. A contractor, with no rival in the field, would probably not tender below Mr. 
Doyne's "most ample" estimate; and therefore the only probability as to the cost of the undertaking is, that it 
would, with the extra works that invariably occur, exceed the amount which he has set down. 

Will you be good enough to place this letter in the hands of the Railway Committee? I send some testimonials 
of Mr. Bruce's reputation and competency. Be good enough to return them to ,me. 

In conclµsion, let me assure you that it is with sincere regret that I have found myself unable to $0 heartily with 
the Promoters of the Railway, and with great reluctance that I express my opposition to their plans; but I am 
satisfied that I should not be doing my duty as a Colonist if I tacitly concurred in the proposals which they have 
submitted to Parliament. And I state my objections the more readily that Mr. Doyne is now in the Colony, and 
will have every opportunity of defending the course which he has recommended. 

Believe me, 
My dear Sharland, 

Yours very truly, 
W. S. SHARLAND, Esq., M.H.A. W. ARCHER. 

MEMORANDUJJ:l on a Letter from 1Vfr. W. Archer to 11fr. Sliarland on the s1Lbject qf the Launceston and 
Western J.?ailway, dated July 17th, 1863. Handed by, the Joint Committee of botlt Houses on the proposed 
Railway to Mr. Doyne for ltis observations. 

Il"obm·t ~I'own, July 25tli, 1863. 
I have carefully read and considered the contents of Mr. Archer's Letter; and I have to express my thanks 

to him for so soon placing Mr. Bruce's observations within my reach, and giving me nn opportunity of 
replying to them. 

I am not surprised that, with such statements in his possession from so high an authority as Mr. Bruce, 
Mr. Archer should hesitate in giving bis support to the Railway as proposed, and that he should call the 
serious attention of the Committee to Mr. Bruce's opinion. • 

I am, however, much surprised to find. an Engineer of Mr. Bruce's reputation and lurge experience 
venturing to offer so decided an opinion upon such an important question on the imperfect data in his po~session. 

I should have the highest respect for any oprmon coming from Mr. Bruce on a Railway qur>stion, upon 
which he possessed the means of forming accurate conclusions; but, in this case, I attaeh no weight whatever 
to his opinion,-and I conceive that Mr. Bruce would think it great presumption on my part to offer an adverse, 
or any, opinion on his prop•>se~ ~ail way in 'rrinidad without my being in as good a position to form a just 
estimate, as I have no doubt he 1s m that case. 

Mr. Archer states that be sent Mr. Bruce a copy of my Report on the Launceston ,mcl ·vvestern Railway: 
but I must remind the Committee that that Report does not contain the nece~sary data to enable any person 
to form an opinion on the value of my estimate of cost for construction. The details of that estimate were 
not appended, nor were the sched_ules of prices, or r3:tes for labour, on which it is ),iasecl. Thes~ were placed 
privarely i~ _the hands of the Chairman o~ the Committee of Pro~oters, as, _for obvrous reason_s, rt would have 
been injudmous to pubhsh them at the time my Report was pnnted. Without these partwular~, anti the 
plans and sections which I have prepared for the Committee of Promoters, it would be impossible for any 
Eno-ineer, whatever his position, to form a correct opinion on this question; and I must further add, that M1·. 
Bri~ce has never seen this country, or I believe had ·any Australian experience; while I have had some years 
experience ip, these Colonies, have constructed important works in them, and devoted seven months, on the 
gr,:mnd through which this line is to pass, to the carefol,consideration of the whole question. 

I quite agree with Mr. Archer in the opinion he expresses as to the imprudence of spending £400,000 on 
the proposed .1:lailway, _if one_ adequate to the ::equire~ents of the District can be constructed for 11 Jes~ sum; 
but the possib1hty of domg so 1~.the whole question at issue between us; and I have every ho;:,e that, with the 
intel!io-ence and grave thought that he applies to the question, I shall be able to show him that he has been 
misled by the ill-considered conclusions of Mr. Bruce. 

Mr. Brnce objects,-lst, that I have adopted the 5 foet 6 inch gauge of Victoria, instead of the 4 feet 8½ inch 
gauge of England. 2nd, that " the permanent way and rolling stock a1 e too heavy for the necessities of the case." 

He states that the 4' 8~' ga112"e is found "good enough for England and Europe." On this statement I 
distinctly join' issue with him. That gauge was adopted arbitrarily in the infancy of railways, to enahle the 
ordinary horse-waggons of the North of England to travel along the form of tramplate then used, and wa~ 
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from them imported into the railway syst~m of England, and from these to Foreign Railways ; but further 
experience has broul!'ht nearly all Railway Engineers of' later date to the conviction that it is too narrow, 
and broader gauges have been introduced wher!Jver it has been practicable to do s.o. Even in Englanq, where 
an alteration of gauge could not be introduced without creating the great-inconvenience of a 1' break of gauge," 
causing a transfer of all goods and passengers where the different gauges met, Mr. Brunel adopted the gauge 
of 7 feet. In Ireland, in India, and in Victoria, broader gauges than the 4' 8½'' have been insisted upon; and 
I, believe that almost e".ery Engineer of standing in England wishes that an uniform gauge, broader than 
4 8½', had been adopted _m that country. 

· But even if I yielded this .point, it would not a:lfe.ct my est!mate :. the difference between the gauge 'I propose 
and the narrower cine is only 9½ inches. I have only provided for 18 feet width at the formation level of embank
ments and cuttings, which would only be sufficient for the narrower gauge proposed ; it ·does not therefore affect 
the cost of' them, or the culverts or ways under or over .them, _and .adds nothing to the cost of river bridges, 

.permanent way, land, &c., unless it should be contended that 9} inches should 'be added to t_he width ofa_ll these,an<;l 
then that increase would not add £5000 to the whole cost of the line, and is, I consider, unnecessary in thi§I climate, 

A small additional mrpense will br:i added to the engines and ,o.ther rolling stock; but this will, to a great 
extent, be counter.balanced by their increased .capacity, ant.I more than c9unterba]anced, in my .opinio_n, by .the 
itdvantages that would be ~ained by being able to use the workshops, patterns, and stock of the Vic.t9r:ian Railways,. 
~nd thereby doing away with the necessity of providing large plant to meet unforeseen circumstances, and special 
tools for repairs. 

I attach much importance to local aid in such -matters, Mnsidering .the g-reat distance by which ·this Colony is 
.separated from the workshops of Epg]aQ.d. 

On the s.econd objection raised by Mi:, Bruce T ha;ve to obser;1se that, in my .opinion, (in which, :fr.P:m ,re.cent 
experience, I believe I should be supported by nine-tenths of the e.ngineers of Englaµd), the introduction of .such 
light rails and engines would be destructive to the economiral woddng of the proposed Railway. They may be 
applicable to certain cases, but .they .are not to ,this; and I am convinced that, if so light a rail as 50 lbs. to the yard, 
and the light engines which could travel over them, weFe 'introduced in this case, they would have to be abandoned 
in a few years; and what I propose, or something more powerful, be introduced in their stead, thus causing a recon. 
struction -of the :line at an early date. But on these points '' Doctors will differ;" and I should therefo1·e add 
that, while I was in England this -year, I ,consulted with Mr. Hemans (an engineer of higher standing fo the 
profession than either Mr. Bruce or myself), and his opinion was that a heavier rail and greater locomotiv~ 
power than I had estimated for would be desirable. Mr, Hemans paid much attention to the subject, and !he was 
'in possession of the necessary data for forming an opinion, which Mr. Bruce cannot possibly have been. I 
placed in Mr. Hemans' hands copies of the plans, sections, and estimates ,of the .line, the det!l,ils of my ,estimates, and 
the cost of labour, and schedules of prices on which they are founded. 

·1 am still of .opinion that the system of Railway I have recommended is the one best adapted to the circum. 
stances -of the-case, and that any half measure would b.e _a great mistake, The District requires it, and can well 
;afford it; and I -repeat what I have stated in evidence before the Parliamentary Committee, that I am-so confident of 
its success, that I.shall .be ready to join in a Company of a limited number of persons to undertake the -working of it, 
from the day it is opened for traffic, and pay quarterly in advance 6 per cent. interest upon a capital of £400,000. 

I wo)lld not undertake this responsibility if.an inferior class of :line is constructed, believing, -a,s ,J do, th,at it 
must fail. 

I consider that it is a physical impossibility to construct.an effective Railway between Launceston and Delorain~ 
for the-sum -of £300,000 at the-present price oflabour and materials, and they are not likely to be reduced materially' 
foi: the next few years. 

With itl).ese general ,remarks T shall proceed to answer ;in. detail ,tl).e alterations proposed in my Estimate by Mr. 
,Archer. . 

Mr, Archer quotes from my Report to prove the very light nature of the earth-works, and considers that the 
line ought tl).erefore to cost less than ·r have estimated, I have called attention to the light natur_e of .these wor.ks, in 
.order to show one of the reasons why this Railway could 'be constructed at a fourth or a fifth the cost of those in the 
_adjoining Colonies; hg.t I 'have already made all the ·allowance due to those considerations. The fact remains, that 
though the earth-works are light, there is a cert_ain qua;ntity which cannot be got rid of', and whkh I h;w\) estimated 
at the lowest prices ,at ,which we are likely ,to -be able -to .. ge:t contractors to execµte -them. 'Jlhere is no room for,fi)rther 
reduction in this item without the introduction of mullh worse gradients aµd cur:ves,-a course ,which I .cannot 
_recommend, 

To reduce the weight of the mils to 50 lbs, to the yard would make a total difference in _weight of 30 tons per 
mile, which, at £11 per ton, amounts to £15;510Jor{he whole line. 

The c.ost of the engines sp.oken of by Mr. Bruce would be about £5000 less than those I have .estimated ,for. 

Thequestion·;u'ises-is it-worth-while to 1have•so inferior a line for so trifling a saving·? 

Ifa contract is let with the condition tha.t there are.to!be n.o,extra charges, .it will meet .the objection ra.ise.d 
l>y Mr. Archer on that point. 

The objection to the 1·ates being equally levied upon properties distant from the Railway and those near .to it 
may be met by introducing the provision contained in the Irish Railways Bills for the appointment by the Crown 
.of arbitrators from time to time, . .t~ award the Felative _proportions to be cha~ged on the different Districts. 

Assuming the estimate-of traffic which Mr. Archer now-produces-to be correct, it completely-proves the case of 
:the Promoters. Takin~ the interest. at ,£21;000,.and the .wo1~king expenses at £26,000, be shows an annual lo;s of 
_£6000; but if the traffic does not exceed in quantity the amount he p11-ts down, then the details furnished by Mr. 
,J;;lsdon show that the working expenses will not amount to £20;000, 

W, T. DOYNE, M.lnst, C.JI, 
l shall send a copy of this Memorandum to Mr. Bruce, 
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MR. ROSE examined. 

"A-Ir. Sha1·land.-l,. Your name? Alexander Rose, of Corra Lynn .. 

2, Are you aware of the area of your property 1 Altogether about 4000 acres. 

3. Do you know how much you have in cultivation? About 600.or 700 acres. 

4. You are aware that we are a Committee enquiring into the Railway between Launceston and 
Deloraine? Yes, I am. 

5. Do you conside1· that the proposed Railway from Launceston to Deloraine would be a paying un
dertaking? I do not believe it would pay. 

6. Can you state _any reasons why you think so? When I loo~ at Mr. Doyne's Report for 1862, I 
find that 1000 sheep carried by the proposed Railway from Delorame to Launceston would cost £91 10s-., 
and 100 head of cattle, carried the same distance of 44 miles, would cost £58. 

7. Can you state what they would cost at present by the Main Road? 1000 sheep driven on the Main 
Road would cost .£6 10s., and 100 head of cattle about £3, including toll cba1·ges, 

8. Have you any other reasons? My other reasons would be, that I don't consider that the present 
Line of Railway would be a general benefit to the agricultUl'al Districts through which it passes, unless the 
Promoters of the Railway would keep the Bye-roads in repair. 

9. Do you mean the Bye-roads branching off from the Railway? Exactly. 

10. Then you think, unless that were done, carts would be unable to approach the Railway? It would 
not relieve the proprietors from the present.expense of keeping the roads in order. 

ll. Have you read Mr. Doyne's :8,eport? . I have. 

12. Have you found that expense provided for in the Report? - No. 

13. Would it be an advantage to yourself in conveying your grain to market? In some instances it 
would be of very little advantage to me, unless the Bye-roads were kept in repair by the Promoters of the 
Railway. Perhaps I-may mention an instance; for instance,. the land I liave at Corra Lynn, it would be 
of very little advantage to put the produce on to a _Railway, being only a distance of six _miles from Town. 

14. Do you know whether your District is one of the Railroad Districts ? Yes, it is in the District of 
Breadalbane, and iliat is-included in the Railway Disti·icts, I believe. 

15. Have you made any calculation as to the comparative expense of sending your own cart with 
your produce, or of sending it by the Railway? I have not. It is. as easy to. send the _cart into Town as 
to trouble the Railway with it. 

. 16. Are many of yom· neighbours in that respect in the same position as yourself? A good-many of 
them in that neig·hbourhood, and most of the White Hills people would also be in that position, and also 
the Patterson's Plains people would be in that position. 

17. Do you believe that many other persons wo~ld prefer sending their grain by Railway? In the. 
District to which I have alluded, Corra Lynn, it would be difficult to get to the Railway. 

18. Why? The White Hills farmers or landed proprietors would have to eross property belono-ing to 
me, across which there is· no road. 

0 

19. Then to enable them to get to the Railway a new road would have to be made? Yes. 

20. How far would that be from Town? Seven or eight mile's. 

21. Then if a calculation has been made by Mr. Doyne that all the grain in that neighborhood will 
pass along the Rail way, it wo.uld be an error? Yes, it would. If any calculations have been made for the 
conveyance of produce from those parts by the Railway, it would be an error. If a Railway were to be 
established, the farmers would still send their produce by carts. 

22. Then you think that it would be within an area of eight miles?. Yes, you may say from eight 
to twelve miles. 

23. You judge that they would convey their· grain by carts instead of by train because it would be 
cheaper? No doubt it would be cheaper to them, as it would be impossible for them to. get at the Railway. 
There are no roads in that direction at all that would lead them to the .Railroad. . · 

24. Is there a good deal of grain grown in the parts to which you have now referred? - Yes; it is a 
large grain-growing country. 
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25.,Also,.hay_J · :1Iay:_andJarm.·produce,in-general,. 

26. Is it yo~r .?Pinion that the proposed .•Railway coming round by P,atterson's. Plains wo.uld be a 
benefit to that D1str1ct? No; I don't believe it wo.uld be of any.benefit. 

. 27. You ha'le t~e .whole expense of cartage, horses, &c._as compared. with that. of the ·Railway? · Yes; 
it would be cheaper for them,to go by the ·road that;tbey ha:ve got than by the Railway. ' 

28. You ha'7e some land at Longford? Yes, on the Cressy Estate. 

29 .. Do you wish to make any remarks upon that" fact ? . Yes. That land would be between 9 and· 10 
miles from the Railway. · 

30. Do you know the expense of carting grain from Longford? I am not aware, but I think from 
4d. to 6d. I have not carted any. for some years. 

. 31. J?o you object to having your l~d, or any part of it, as a guarantee for the Railway? I do 
obJ~Ct to.it; because ~f I were to give a gua1•antee, my land.in that neighbourhood being so far from the 
Railroad would not relieve me from the extra expenses of making the -road I am alluding to, so I should 
have two rates. 

Mr_. Wilson.-32. In your opinion, would not the land for 20 miles on either side through whichit_ 
runs be improved in value by a Railway? -I don't think it would be improved very much. 

. 33.~ ~ould not t?e money that would be spent in the construction of the Railway improve the imme
diate D1str1et? It might the towns of Launceston, Longford, Westbury, aud Deloraine. 

34. You know Port Frederick? I have never been beyond the Meander River. 

35. Are you aware.of-any, provision- that is likely to be.made for bye,roads to communicate with the:· 
Railway? I believe there is none. 

Sir I!,· Dry.-36. You were one ·of the Pro~oters of the Railway originally, were you not? · I ,was 
not; I obJected to the Railway. I considered it would be too expensive. 

37. Did you never attend, as a Member of the Committee, any of the Committee Meetings· of. the 
Promoters ? . I have atter.ded a Committee Meeting, but never gave them my support. 

~8. After Mr. Doyne had surveyed the line did you make any objection to it? I objected· that it did: 
~o~ give that advantage to the agricultural district of Longford as I thought it would. It would -be better 
if 1t had gone by Bishopsbourne. 

; 39. Would that"have "increased.the· length of the Lin~? -- Yes, it would v~ry near 3 miles, but then 
1t would have been of great advantage to the Agricultural Districts, taking in abont 40,000 acres. 

40. Did you not say" tbat ·ymi would withdraw your support unless the Line were carried round there? 
The very same day that I spoke to Mr. 'Dow ling I said I would withdraw my support from having anything 
more to do with it. · · · · · 

Mr. Lome.~.-41. After you made yourself fully conversant with the Railway scheme, you. declined, 
further to support it? I did. · 

Mr. Dodery.-42. ·In that calculation ·of sheep· which you quoted, -do you find it in the official Report 
before the Committee? No ; I find it in the Report of Mr. Doyne for 1862. . 

43. Would not the grain from your farm at Cressy have to cross the line- of Railway to g!')t to Laun-
ceston? It must cross once in that direction -

Mr. S!terrvin.-44. That al~o applies to. Corra Lynn?· Yes; orby the other road to Franklin-Village; 
I would have to cross there again.· 

J.l:lr. Sha1•iand . ..:....45,- Am I to understand from your rema1·k that you would have preferred a Tramway '! 
Yes, in consequence of its being cheaper.· _ · · 

Examination·of MR JAMES· SCOTT .. -

Mr. Sltarland.-1. You are a Surveyor? Yes • 

. 2. You also know the line of.Railway from Launceston to Deloraine,- and :have read, "the first Report of 
Mr. Doyne? I know the line of Railway, and have seen the Report, but have not looked it over much. 

3. Have you-in any way changed your opinion from that which you gave at your last e~amination. 
with 1·egard to the Railway? I have not. 



4. Do you know the relative positions of Port Frederick and Deloraine? I do; it's about 28 ·miles. 

· i5;• Did you Jay d~wn the line the1·e 7 I-surveyed the ·line in company with Messrs. A.Han and Dooley, 
both Surveyors. Mr. Dooley is the District ·Surveyor of Devon. 

6. Did y~u discover a pra·cticable line for the ·Tramw~y? Yes; both for a Tramway or a Railway. 
They considered that it was most easy of construction, the ·ground being generally level and flat, with only 
two rises in the whole distance. 

7. Have you seen any Estimate as to the cost of that Tramway? I have Messrs. Dooley and Allan's 
Estimates t11at the whole line would cost _about £40,000, 

8 .. What is the distance? 28 miles. 

9. Would that be likely to interfere with the Railway from Deloraine ,to Launceston? It would inter
fere most materially. 

to. In wliat way ? The ·whole of '.the produce grown beyond Deloraine, and in Delol'aine itself, would 
be·sent to the Mersey as being·easier of shipment. 

ll. Is therE' facility for a vessel taking grain from Port Frederick to Melbourne? There is. It is only 
five miles frdm the ·open sea 'to the shipping-place. 

12. Have you ever seen vessels loading there ? I have ; I have frequently seen them loading timber, · 
a:nd potatoes. 

13. Do you know what sized vessel ? A vessel of about 150 tons could easily come in. 

14. Are you aware of the relative position of Port Frederick and Melbourne? Yes, Port Frederick is 
mu:ch !nearer to :Melbourne than Launceston is, besides avoiding .40 miles of river navigation. 

15. Is there a Company forzned for the pllrpose of cal'rying out the Tramway? Yes, the Secretary, 
lvir. Samson, of Latrobe, wrote to me, 

16. I think I understood you to say that the Company had directed the Line to be marked out ? Mr, 
Dooley wrote to me to say ,so. 

17. Have you made any estimate of'the comparative advantages or otherwise of the proposed Railway 
from Deloraine to .Launceston, of.conveyiqg goods qy it or by cart? Ye:1, I have. · 

18. Will you give 'the result'? 
Suppose from near Deloraine, by Railway~ 

Say 60 bushels wheat at 6d. per bushel..~ ••.• ._. ••••..••••. , ••. , ••. , , •••• 
75 ditto oats, at 4d .. ••. , ••••••••••••. , ••.•••.•.•. , ••.•.•.•••...• 

Cartage of ditto to and from Terminus., .•••.•. , ..••••••••• , ....••.•.• 
One fare for Master .up and down per Railway, and .costs •.... , .•.•. , .••• 
Hay consumed 'by 'horses standing 'idle when -the Master is absent. , . , •••••• 
·Cairia•g·e of stores back., .•.•.••••• ,, ••••••. , .• , .. , •••••• , ••.•.. , .• 

By Rail-being equal to 60 bushels at lOd . . , • , ••••.•... , ••••••. , , •• , •. 
· 75 ditto at 7fld.·,, .. .•...... , .... , ...........••.• , • 

£ 'S. d. 

1 10 0 
1 5 0 
0 7 6 
1 0 0 
0 10 0 
0 6 0 

£4 18 ,6 
..... 

2 10 0 
2 :8 5½ 

£4 18 5½ 
----

Or, by Carts-£1 12s. 8d. as below, equal to about 3½d, for wheat, and 2kd, for oats, 

Suppose ·the-owner takes .his own team for same, his costs are as follows-,,, 
Four bushels oats at 5s., and 4 'bags chaff at 2s. each, for horses on road .•. , 
Driver's breakfast at Westbury, ls. 6d., .. , .• ..••.... , •••.•••••.•.••..• 
Driver's dinner, tea, ale, bed, and breakfast, at Carrick •.•...••.... , .....• 
Tolls by leaving and returning to ·carrick same day .•. , ••.••.•.. , ... , .•• 
Dinner and ale in Launceston. . , .•. , ••..•• : •. , •.• , ... , ... , ••.•..... , 
At Carrick, tea, ale, bed, and breakfast., ••••.•.••....••.. , ••...•. , ••.• 
Westbury, dinner and ·ale .••.••. ,,, .................. , ... , .....••....... , 
Wear and tear ••.•••. , ..•••••••••.••........•.•••.•• , .••.••..•••• , 

1 8 0 
·o l 6 
0 6 6 
0 4 8 
0 2 0 
0 5 0 
0 2 0 
0 10 0 

£2 19 8 
Hay at :home by :hol'Sf;is ·when :the Master :is ·absent ••. , .... , , ••• , • , ••.•• , 1 ·7 0 

£1 12 8 
I""'"~ 
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19. Will you give the result of those figures ? By rail, £4 18s. 6d.; by cart, £1 13s. 2d; loss hy 
rail, £3 5s. 4d. 

20. Have you made any other calculations from anv other part? From Mr. John Parsons, at 
Evandale, for carting about 4 tons. He can do it for 16s. ; and by rail it would cost about £1 12s. 
according to the following figures :-

Toll ••••.•••••••.•.••.••.•••. : .••...•.....••••.••.•••• 
The man brings. lunch with him-ale • • • • • • . ..•.•.••• , ...• 
Hay, grown by himself ••.••••••••••.••..•••.••...•••.••.• 
Man's wages and keep •••.• , .••••••••••••••••••••.•. , .•.. 
Wear and tear ••••••.•.••...••.••..••...•••.••••••...•. ~ 

The same by Railway would be· as follows :-

just double. 

Carting to Station, 2 ·miles .•••.••••..•.••••....•••........ 
Carting to Town, ls. 6cl. per ton ••.•••••••.•.•.••.••.•.•.• 
4 tons,·at 6d. per ton per mile, 11 miles .....••......•.•••.. 

£ s. d. 
0 I 0 
0 1 0 
0 5 0 
0 5 0 
0 4 0 

£0 16 0 or 4s. per ton, 

£ s. d. 
0 4 0 
0 6 0 
1 2 0 

£1 12 0 or 8s. per ton, 

21. Have you made any others? I got a person to take an account of all the carriers, on the 7th of 
July, 1863, who have left off carting wheat during the last month. The person was Francis Cogdale, in 
charge of a weigh-bridge in Launceston leading in from the Westbury Road. He gave me a list of 19 
c;miers who had left off carting in consequence of the grain being mostly in at that time (7 July) ; and one 
of these, named George Jones, had contracted to cart 1000 bushels of oats at 4id, per bushel. He carts 
wheat out for about 6d., and he offered to cart any goods for £1 a ton; and I also got the same person, 
Cogdale, to take a list of the wood-carters there were,-65 different individuals; the average number of 
times they weut was 88. ·Supposing only one-third of these to be carting at a time, that would be about 
50 carts each day for 50 weeks only in the year, and would give 9000 loads of wood passing through the two 
toll-gates on the Main road toll and the Westbury toll; and these loads of wood are sent from within -a 
distance of 7 mile;; of Launceston. Then, of course, these are calculated as so much income, when of 
course there would be no income from them, as they would come to Town irrespective of the rail. 

22. What is the cost ofa load of wood in Launceston? They sell it at 6s., 7s., and 8s., according to 
the quality and quantity. 

' 23. Is whrre they get the wood far off from the road? They get some from Mrs. Knight's, about two 
miies, some from about Franklin Village, some from near Hadspen, and Mr. Goodyer's at Muddy Plains. 

24. Is it your opinion that it would be any saving in sendin•g wood by the Railway? Not from that 
part of the Country, for the Railway is quite away from that part. 

25. Would the supply of wood round about Launceston, within those limits, last long? A great many 
years, 

Sir R. Dry,-26. Is that of a good description of wood-? It is not very good for burning. 

27. Yon knciw the land called Reibey's Forest and Carrick Ford? Yes. 

28. Is there a very large supply of wood of a better quality there? It's peppermint and gum ; the 
timber has not been so much picked, and there is a large proportion of white gum, and some wattle. 

29. The white gum is a better description of firewood than peppe1·mint? Yes. 

Committee adjourned till Eleven to-morrow. 
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No. 7.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

WEDNESDAY, 29 JULY, 1863. _ -

PRESENT, 
Legislo,tive Council. 

·rhe Hon. Sir R. Dry. I 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. . 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. I 
The Hon. Mr. J. Archer. . . 

The Committee met at 11 o'clock. 

House of Assembly. 
Mr. Sharlnnd. 
Mr. Dodery. 

. Mr. Sherwin. 

Further exarnination of MR. J. SCOTT

JVIr. Sha,·land.-_30. Have you read Mr. Doyne's Traffic Return? Yes. 

31- What's the amount of tonnage? In his Report he gives 21,000 tons, at 4d. per mile per ton, as 
being exported from Launceston. 

32. That is an amended R~turn, altering it from 4¼d, to 4d. ? Yes. 

33. Do you perceive how he has calculated the 21,000 tons? I suppose he has taken it from 
Schedule K showing the exports of 1860-62. 

34. Then that is the whole amount in tonnage? Yes, in 1862. 

35. Do you believe that all those goods would come by the proposed Hail way from Deloraine? No; 
because they partly come from Emu Bay, Circular Head, the Mersey, Table Cape, and Port Sorell. 

36. Do you know, by the last Census, the number of persons living in the Island? 89,977. 

37. Can you give the population of the Railway Districts? Leaving out Selby, the population of the 
Railway Districts amounts to 26,055, including men, women, and children. 

38. What do you find as.the estimate of persons who will probably pass along the Railway according 
to Mr. Doyne? He estimates 110,000 for 21 miles, and other 110,000 between intermediate Stations; 
altogether 220,000. 

39. Considering the situation of Deloraine and other parts affected by the Railway, at the same time 
referring to the population of the Island, do you believe that to be a probable and fair estimate of the 
numbers that will pass_.along the Railway? It appears to me to be a great excess. 

40. Does that estimate differ, and in what respect, from his former Report? He has 108,000 passengers 
travelling 24 miles at l½d, in his original Report for 1862, and in his subsequent examination the other day 
he gives it at 2d. and 2½d, 

41. Have you compared the estimates in Mr. Doyne's Report and his subsequent examination? Yes. 

· 42. Report what difference you· find between them ? He has 21,000 tons · of goods carried 21 miles at 
6d. per ton, and then he has 21,000 carried 34 miles at 4d., which come1:1 to the same amount within £52-5. 

43. Is the gross amount increased? Yes, it is increased to £60,363 from £42,105, showing 
£18,198 increase. 

44. How near to the roacl can' you tell the proposed Railway Line will pass? In some parts of the 
·w estbury Road it passes quite close, and in some parts towards the South Esk and Evandale it is about 
eleven miles distant. 

45. Have you read in Mr. Doyne's examination the amount for the number of crosfiings? Yes, the 
amount is £6000. 

46. Is it your opinion, from knowing the country thoroughly, that £6000 for 60 public crossings 
would be sufficient for that purpose, and for compensation for severance? It would not. 

47. Can you give any estimate of what compensation would be required for land over which this 
Railway passes? Mr. George Stancombe, through whose ]and the Line is to pass, told me that they might 
just as well take the whole of his land, as it would deprive him of frontage; and Mr. Gleaclow has claimed 
£700 per mile from the Road Trustees for eight acres at Break-o' Day, for a road passing through his sheep
run. I made a copy of a plan to enable Mr. Gleadow to put in his claim for compensation, estimated by 
himself at that sum. 
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48. Are you aware yourself whether Mr, Stancombe would be injured by the proposed Railway'? He 

would be injured by depriving the back land of access to the water in front, 

· · . 49. Are you aware whether there would be many cases of that kind-along the proposed Railway line? 
There would be several. · · · · r · 

50. You think that £2000 for compensation for land would be far too•sniall-? I consider many of the 
proprietors would demand higher prices than Mr. Doyne has allowed-for. 

·51. Have you any other remarks you wish to make upon Mr. Doyne's examination? Taking 
Schedule K., upon which Mr. Doyne calculates, it includes all th~ grain, oats, wheat. barley, w'ool, and 
potatoes, butter, cheese, and fruit as exported from Launceston only, whereas that return includes coastwise 
and Hobarton, and is signed by R. H. Willis. · 

52. Have you anything else you wish to remark about the Railway? Mr. Dowling, in one of his 
Returns, gives 1,449,000' acres as contained in the Railway Districts. This, as a square figure, would 
extend to Ross, and 11bout 20 miles west of Deloraine, thereby including a large amount of the Western 
Mountains, which could not give any traffic to the proposed Railway. A portion of this country is not 
included in the Railway Districts. 

53. Will you name the Railway Districts? Ringwood, Norfolk Plains, Morven, Launceston, West-
bury, and Deloraine. · 

54. Have you any other general remarks to make? The principal objection is the re-guarantee by the 
Districts, and not against the Railway as a Railway. 

55. From the estimates you have seen, do you think the Railway would pay? From the estimates 
before me I consider it very doubtful if th~ traffic returns are to be relied on,-Schedule K being an instance 
that this is not the case,-and that the returns require explanation. The present charges for carriage by 
waggons appear almost the same as proposed by the Railway, and of course a great portion of the District 
which is included in the Railway Districts would not send the grain by the Railway; and also to ask the 
property that would derive no benefit from the Railway to be included in the re-guarantee would be unjust; 
and also several of the properties would be depreciated ; for instance, ali the runs at Carrick, Hadspen, and 
even land at the White Hills, would have the westward properties coming into competition; and if the 
re-guarantee was in force, they would actually be paying an annual contribution to their injury to benefit 
t~e western farms. These are the great objections that are held against the Railway. 

Mr. Shermin.-56. Have you had any personal experience with regard to the operation of Railways 
in other Countries ? No. 

57. Nor to what ~xte~1t it has created improvement and progress? No, except from reading. 

58. Are you aware that those who were once thought opposed to Railways became afterwards converts to 
the advantages of them ? Yes. 

59. And that might occur here? It is possible, 

60, You do not object to the Railway on any grounds of physical difficulty? No. 

61. Do you not suppose that the formation of a Railway would lead to the interchange of many natural 
products that are now perfectly worthless ? Yes. 

62. Do you include limestone, sandstone, slate, and some timber ? Yes, I cannot speak so certainly of 
slate. 

63. You are aware that lime is imported into Launceston from Victoria ? Yes. 

64. You are aware that there is a great deficiency of building materials in the Districts of Longford and 
Bishopsbourne? Yes, they have to go a long way for them, 

65, Timber for fencing is very much required? Yes, generally required, 

Mr. Dodery.-66. You have mentioned that 21,000 tons have been assumed from Schedule K.? 
Yes; the average of the two years is 20,948 tons. 

67. In Mr. Doyne's Report, page 7, you will find the Traffic Returns through the Toll-gates,-what 
do you find them to be ? 45,652 tons. 

68. ·what is the difference between Mr. Doyne's calculation and the amount carried through the Toll~ 
bars ? 24,632. 

69. This amount is not calculated in the whole, only half the excess? Yes, 

70. Have you seen a Petiti~n, purporting to be a Petition from landowners in the vicinity of Laun. 
ceston, lately presented to Parliament? I have. 
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71. Was not this Petition drawn up by you? I assisted with others. 

72. Will you look at the P~tition and tell the Committee how far distant, in miles, l\'fr. Cox resides 
.from Launceston? How far Mr. Dumaresq, Mr. G. Stancombe, Mr. Dom1ld Cameron, Mr. Thomas 
Field; Mr. James Ross, Mr. Thomas Dryden, Mr. John Gatenby, Mr. John Pearson, Mr. R. Cameron, 
Mr. John Williatt, Mrs. E. Brumby, Mr. W. Brumby, Mr. C. Chilcott, Mr. John Dryden, Mr. W. 
Sidebottom, Mr. Fall, Mr. A. Banks, Mrs. Ann Hortle, Mr. Peter Brumby, Mr, S. Brumby, Mr, M. 
Brumby, Mr. Robert Thirkell, M:r. George Thirkell, Mr. H. Stevenson ?-Mr. Cox about, I think, .16 
miles, Mr. Stancombe about 11, Mr, D. Cameron about 18, Mr. J. Field about 21, Mr. James Ross about 
18, Mr. T. Dryden about 7, Mr. J. Gatenby about 26, Mr. J. Pearson about ]2, Mr. R. Cameron about 7, 
Mr. J. Williatt about 12, Mrs. E. Brumby about 12, Mr. W. Brumby about 16, Mr. C. Chilcott about 4, 
Mr. J. Dryden about 12, Mr. W. Sidebottom about 12, Mr. Fall about 12, Mr. A. Banks about 12, 
Mrs, Hortle about 12, Mr. P. Brumby about 16, Mr. S. Brumby about 16, Mr. M. Brumby about 16, 
Mr. R. Thirkell about 16, Mr. G. Thirkell about 18, Mr. Stevenson al.Jout ll. 

73. Are uot the greater number of the 11,000 acres opposite the name of Mr. H. Stevenson held by him 
on lease? A good portion of it. '-1:he greater portion I believe. 

74. In your evidence _before the Select Committee in 1862, you gave several distinct engineering 
opinions adverse to Mr. Doyne's Heport; what qualification do you claim to possess as a Civil Engineer? 
I never said that I was a Civil Engineer. I distinctly stated at that time that it was not as an Engineer that 
I gave these answers; and I am not aware that one of my answers is ad verse to Mr. Doyne's Railway Line 
as an Engineer, or even can be construed so. 

75. Supposing the Railroad to Deloraine, and the Tramroad to the Mersey, to be both made, would not 
great advantages result to passengers from the Coast to"wards Launceston, and also by traffic of stores, coal, 
lime, ·&c., from Launceston to the Coast ? Yes, it would be an advantage, subject to th~ competition of water 
carriage be.tween the Mersey and Launceston. ' 

76. Would it ncit be the means of opening up additionai markets to the producers, and giving them a 
choice? Yes, such as hay, and produce generally. 

77. In the event of the Railway being caITied out from Launceston to Deloraine, would it be advan
tageous then to continue the Railway or a Tramway? I think a Tramway would be sufficient for the present. 

78. You are of opinion that there is great necessity for the proposed Tramway to the Mersey? It 
would be a great advantage. I do not know about its being an absolute necessity, as they can use carts in 
fine weather. 

. 79 . .Are you aware of any difficulties having arisen in England where Tramways had Leen constructed 
and afterwards a desire to institute a Railway arisen ? No, I have no personal knowledge. 

Mr. Gresley and Mr. Doyne to be summoned for Friday. 

The Committee adjourned at 2 o'clock to Friday, ~t ll. 
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No. 8,-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE.· 

. FRJDA.Y, 31 JULY, 1863 .. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry, 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Wilson, 

The Committee met at n,20 o'clock, 

I 
.. ,. 

Mr. W. S. Sharlanu. 
Mr.·Dodery. 

· Mr. C. Grant. 
Mr. Sherwin. 
Mr, Clrrke. 

Moved and seconded, that Mr. Dowling be admitted to the Committee Room, (Mr. Sherwin) 

';[')le Cominitte,e ,djvidecl OIJ ~he Motio1,1, 

AYES. 

Mr. Sherwin. 
M,·. Dodrry, 
Mr. Grant. 

NOES, 

l\Ir. Sharland, 
Mr. Carter. 
Mr. Lowes, 

·The Chairman gave his casting v.ote ip. favour of the M.otioI). 

A,ccordingly the Motion wii.s passed, 

MR. NIGEL GRESLEY called in and examined, 

JJ!lr. Sharland. I. Your name is Nigel Gresley 7 It is. 

2. You are the Manager of the Union Bank .of Australia? I am. 

3. Are you aware that a Railway from Launceston to Deloraine is proposed? Yes, I have b.een aware 
.of it for the last 4 years. · . 

4. Are you aware, supposing it is proposed that it shall cost £400,000, and that that amount shall 
:be guaranteed with interest by the issue of Government Debentures, what effect that would have on the 
;Debentures of this Colony? In my opil)ion it would hf,l,ve the effect of depreciating the value of the 
existing outstanding Tasmanian Debentures. . 

5. To what extent do you think? It is impossible to say to what extent, 
£4001000. If that were doubled, I think it would be a charge tJ.pon the publk estate 
put the Govemment into financial difficulties. 

The presel).t debt is 
that would tend to · 

6. Have y.o,u been a p:urchaser of Government Debentures? · I have · b.een a very large purchaser; 
,and I should continue to purchase so 1011g as the ptJ,blic credit is good. I have an order from a party in 
England to purchase £10,000; but I defer buying until the result of the present Railw:J,y measure is made 
known. I was authorised to purchase at a premium, I have purchased for the same individual upwa~·ds 
.of £60,000, for I could with every confidence recommend our Debentures ; and upon my recommendat10n 
he has bought largely : but if the National Debt of this Colony is increas.ed to £800,000, I should feel it 
my duty to r~commend the gentlema11 to realise, My own opinion is that the Railway project will 
~ot pay; and a correspondence has already sprung up between me and the Agents of Sir 'Morton Peto, 
Brassey & Co., in which I have given every particular. If I reported favourably, the agent said he 
would send over a practical man to tr13at with the Government, and would take the whole amount in 
DebentureJ in payme;nt, if guaranteed by Act of Parliament; but in cop.sequence of my not reporting 
favourably no further action was taken. '.!.'his took pla9e in May, 1859. · · 

6. Have you anything that you can add upon this subject of the Railway? I cap. add the data that ! 
have obtained on the subject. English capitalists can be got to do it at the price the Govemment guarantee , 
upon the principal and interest. In Great Britain about three hundred millions have been invested in Railways. 
The gross average return of late years has been about £18,000,000, or about 6 per cent. per annum. The 
working- expenses have been about £10,000,000, 9r fully 3 per cent. ori the cap~t:,11; and the remainder, 
.about £8,000,000, has gone to pay interest on borrowed c.f,l,pital, preferential shares, leaving, perhaps, from 
1 to 2 per cent. to the Shareholders on the average. Some· do not pay working expenses, and others fair 
.dividends. Such is the result of Railways in the lJ IJited J~ingdom. The Raihyay to Deloi'aine is estiimated 
,to cost £400,000. 

Interest on this at 6 per cent. per annum.,..,,_. •• , •.•..•.. .' ••. ,. ••.•••.• 
·working expenses at per mile, as in England, £500 per mile for 48 miles .•• 
,C,ontingencies, repairs, &c. per annum ...... ,. •..•....................• 

Estimated Annual Expendhure .................. , . • • 

£24,000 
20,000 
6,000 

£50,000 
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The Exports from the Port of Launceston in 1856-57-58 were in grain, flour, and bran almost 13,000, 14,000, 
and 15,000 tons successively. Suppose all exported to be sent in by rail; and that which was grown near 
Launceston to supply the inhabitants and shipping is, I suppose, 16,000 tons of grain and flour,-that is. 
about an average of 8d. per bushel, about the current rates of cartage:-

Say 16,000 tons, at 25s.. • . . . • . . . . • . . • . • . . • • • • .•.....••••..•....•... 
Our exports of wool, bark, hay, &c. amount to about 4000 tons more, at (say) 20s. 
Outward traffic of goods, estimated on 5000 tons, at 20s. . .........••.... 
Passenger traffic, say the same as in Britain, 6s. 8d. a year for each man, 

woman, and child on the Northern side-Launceston, Evandale, Longford, 
W estbnry, and Deloraine Districts; Population about 24,000 at 6s. 8d. each 

£20,000 
4000 
.5000 

8000 

Total RevenQe .•••.•••.••..••••.••.•.•.••.••• , • • • • £37,000 

leaving a deficiency of £15,000 per annum. These calculations were made by a gentleman who was fully· 
competent to make them. 

7. Do you know the nature of the country between Launceston and Deloraine? No.;, I never. was 
beyond Carrick, but I know the direction in which it lies. 

8. Do you consider the Railway a local or a public undertaking'?: In some respects it is a public one,
but it is for the benefit of those isolated districts. It woul:l not be for the benefit- of the Colony at large. It 
would not benefit the Southern side in the least. 

9. Would it be reasonable that the charge for that Railway sho1tld be secured on the Public Revenues. 
of tlie Colony 7 I believe not. 

Mr. Wilson.-10. What effect, in your opinion, would the issue of £400,000 of Railway Debentures 
by the Government have upon the renewal of the existing De.bentures now running with reference to the 
existing debt? To further charge 01' to mortgage to the extent of £8CJ0,000 the Public Debt would have· 
the effect of shaking public confidence. The tremendous responsibility of £800,000 would be too much for 
the Colony. 

11. What is tlie opinion of the bankers in the Colo'ny upon the subject of the contemplated issue of the 
R,ailway Debentures? The bankers have not consulted together: on the subject. 

Mr. Dodery,-12. How long is it since you were in that country? Twenty years. 

13. You. state' that tire effect of increasing the debt. of the Colony, to. double the amount would be to 
injure the credit of the Colony?. Yes ; that is my, candid opinion: 

14. Would it have the same effect provided it was for any other purpose except that of the Railway? 
It would have the sa.me effect,. undo.ubtedly. I think the debt of the Colony is quite large enough to be 
grappled with. · 

1.5. Then you are of opinion that to increase the debt of the Colony fo1· reproductive works or public 
improvements wmild be detriment;.! to the credit of the Country?. It would be detrimental to the credit of 
the Colony,_ having consideration to.the existing debt. 

16. Are you aware of the effect that the issue of a large amount of Debentures of the other Colonies. 
have upon the London market? The effect upon the London market is,. that they are fa",:ourably thourrht of 
in England. The effect in the Colony of the issue of these Debentures will be attended with bad 1~sults. 
hereafter, and that was the reason why I suggested to a constituent in England that the Tasmanian Deben
tures we1:e the safest in Australia;. and that gentleman bought largely on my advice, 

17. Are you aware that the national debt has been found any difficulty in England? There is no· 
compariso.n betwe.en a sti:uggling Colony like Tasmania. labouring under monetary difficulties and England. 

18. Have you had any correspondence with the Agent of Sir Morton Peto, who is now in the Colony? 
No. I saw in the Lau.nceston Examiner Jately that there was a gentleman as an agent of Sir Morton Peto 
in the Colony, but he has not col'.l:esponded with me. I am not aware whether he has come of his own, 
accord or whether he has been inv:ited ;. and I have had no correspondence upon the subj,ect since 1859., 

lllr. S!terrvin.-19. Do you think that a debt of £.800,000 is an enormous charge upon an area of 
13,500,000 acres of land?: I do,. considering that the whole of the good land in. Tasmania lias been. 
alienated, and nothing but bad land remainii,1g, 

20. Are you aware that only one-fifth of the land' has been. alienated?_ No._ I was not aware of the 
proportion;_ but all the good land has been alienated. 

21. You see by these Statistics that it is so ?· Yes. 

22. Are not the Tasmanian Debentures at a lower premium in London than the Victorian?' They are;. 
but that may perhaps be the result of their not being placed upon Change,-that is in the Official' Catalogue .. 
If they were so, they might fetch the same as the other Colonies. I apprehend that no effort has .been made· 

_ ~Il the part of the Colonial Gov.emment to take the proper steps to place them upon Chang_e,_ 
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. 23. If there were to be a larger issue they would command more attention? Undoubtedly.· _The 
reason the Debentures of Victoria being so high was, that five associated banks undertook to dispose of 
them in the London Market, and that encouraged public confidence, and the issue was very large indeed. 

Mr. Ca1·ter.-24. You Iiave said that if there were a larger issue they would command more 
attention, Do you mean by that that they would be of more value? No. I mean that it would not lead to 
a greater i.ale, but it would bring them more into notoriety. 

25. By bringing them into notoriety, in your opinion; would that increase or depreciate their value? 
It would depend upon the channel. If they were hawked about they would be depreciated in' value, but. 
if placed upon the market by respectable houses they might continue to command a premium. 

111r.·Sherruin.- 26. You are aware that as the issue of Victorian Debentures has become more krfown, 
they have commanded a higher premium? They have gone down about 2 per cent. When they were 
first offered for sale by the five associate Banks they were at 13 per cent., but they now sell I believe 
at 10½ per cent. 

27. What is the price of Tasmanian Debentures in London? Four per cent. premium. 

Mr. S!tarland.-28. Would the issue of Victorian Debentures have been so successful without their 
Gold-fields to fall back upon? No, decidedly not. 

29. Are yon aware that a very large portion of the Crown Land in this Colony has no. commercial 
value? Fully aware ofit.' 

The Witness withdrew. 

MR. THOMAS GIBLIN called in and examined~ 

Sir R. JJ1·y.-l. You are the Manager of the Bank of Van Diernen's Land?" I am •. 

2. In your opinion would the issue of £400,000 worth of Government Debentures for Public. Works 
of a reproductive· character· depreciate the value of Colonial Securities in the London market? Certainly 
not. 

3. Generally do you believe that borrowing of money for reproductive Works in the Colonies would 
injure their credit on· the Stock Exchange?' Certainly not. It stands to common sense that it could not 
be so, either to an individual or a country. 

4. You have visited' the North- Coast of Taroiania ?· I' have, sev.eral. times. 

5. How long is it since you last visited it? I visited it in the middle of last summer, January. 

6. In your opinion is any of the Crown Land' in that District of'good quality? A very large portion tif 
the Crown Land that I have seen-there is of the best quality for agricultural purposes that l have seen in 
the Island. 

. llfr. Lorves.-7. ls this land'. that you speak of cleared or tih1bered·? Heavily timbered·: that is why: 
I added for agricultural; purposes. lt is not open pastoral· land. 

8. What wonld the cost per acre be to clear the land of the timber, to, put it in a. proper state for culti
vation? I cannot say. It would be very. expensive. 

Mr. Wilson.-9. v\7 hat is the cost of· bringing the land in that District under crop? You can get it 
cleared and the brush bnrnt off for 30s._ per, acre~ I speak with. certainty, as I have done it myself to the 
extent. of 200 acres •. 

10. Does the land' in that condition. produce good crops generally?: It does produce good crops, but 
whether always or not I cannot- say. · · 

ll. Does land under cultivation in the condition to-which you have referred give a profitable crop? 1 
believe it does, generally. · 

12. Does the process of clearing land still continue to exist as formerly, or- to- diminish ? I have been 
over there annually in the summer time during the last two- or three years, and- have noticed. a very large 
increase of clearing. 

13. What is your opinion of the· productive capabilities of that, District· generally? I think the 
quality of the land is the finest I have seen in the Island, by far. 

111.r. Siiarland,-11. What part of that country are you speaking of?· I am speaking of the County· 
of Devon, from- the, Mersey to the Forth. I have land on the Leven, the Forth,. and the Penguin Creek. 

15. You were asked a: question about Crown land. ·where was that Crown land that you spoke of?· 
Leaving the Mersey, crossing the Rivers Don and the Forth, to the _Leven. Surveyors were with me. 
pointing out what land was Crown land? and what was sold. . 
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16. · Are you capable of estimating· what amount of Crown Ia"nd there was of that quality 1 No, ~ 
could not form any idea as to quantity. 

17. If Debentures were to issue for the purpose of constructing a Railway between Deloraine and 
Launceston to the cost of £400,000, would· it affect the debt of this Colony? I am not S(lffici1mtly 
acquainted with the statistics, or the prospect of.that Railway being reproductive, io give a, decisive 
answer. 

18. Then did your former answer, that the issue of £400,000 would not affect the sale of Debep.tures, 
refer to the Deloraine Railway? I confine my opinion to reproductive works, I ;tll\ not competent 
to give an opinion on the Railway. 

19. Do you c~nsider Mr. Gresley, of the Union Bank, a competent authority to give an opinion .on the 
sale of Debentures~ I should think he was. 

20. If his opinion were adverse to yours wquld you be at all guideq. by it? Certainly not, blj.t l 
should listen to his opinion with respect. 

21. Have you, as the Manag-er of the V. D. I.. Bank, dealt largely in Qolonial Debentures~ Not for. 
the Bank~ but for our customers I have. 

22. Then, if the amount were double, you would look upon them with th~ same favorable opinion? J 
should. To test the value of our Debentures on the London inarket, I sent some horpe to the London and 
:Westminster Bank to sell at not less than 4 per cent. premium. The reply was that, having only five years 
to run, thl'y were not negotiable: had they been loIJg d~ted they had no doubt tl1~t they would have been 
able to .dispose of them at 5 per cent. 

23. You are not prepared to give an opjnioIJ, supposing the £400,000 'IYere issLJ.ed for the Deloraine 
~~?~ . 

24. Are you favorable to the Delorain~ Railway? I liave never e;i.pressed ~n opiµion, and have 
scarcely formed one upon it. . 

.11fr. Lorves.-25. You speak from your own experienpe when you spealf. of 30s~ per acre being the cost 
for clearing? Yes. · 

Jr/r. Grant.-:-26. • Are you aware that there is a very large trade between Melbourne and the North 
West Coast in timber 7 Yes, I am perfectly aware of the fact_. O1J.r ~ank ~egotiates largely for timber. 
shipped to the neighboring Colonies from the North-west Coast . 

.11:lr. Oa1,ter.-c-27. You have stated that a large quantity oftimher is sent from the· North-west Coast. 
What Port is it shipped from? T4e · Don and t4e Me1'Sey~ Cumming & Co. 4ave fo1~r or five vessels in 
the trade. 

28. In the eve11t of the Railw:J,y being established1 in· your gpinion? wo~ld the timber be brought to 
Launceston or still continue to be shipped from the Don and the Mersey? It would still continlJ.e to be 
shipped from the Don and Mersey . 

.11:fr. Sherrvin.-:-::-29. Do you think that if our Debentures were better known in the London market!l 
they would. realise a larger premiuin ? If they were placed on the Stock E;xchange undoubtedly tl1ey woulq, 
They are not a ql).oted sec1~rity no,v1 and therefore are unknown to 'the London market. 

Resolve0-T¼at Mi:. :Ooyne qe allRwed to insert an additional paragraph m his Memorandum on Mr, 
Archer's letter: 

[Ansroer.s to Committee's Queries from 111.essrs. Douglas fffi Nicholls put in.] 

Answer No. I. The rate of cartage· on oats from Deloraine to Launceston during the past year lias been 
5d. to 5kd. per bushel of 40 lbs.; on wheat 7 d. to 7 hd. per bushel qf 60 lbs.; barley, potatoes, and flour in 
the .same proportiol!, as wheat; butter and wool, 25s. per 2000 lbs. From Westbury to Launceston the 
charge is one-third less; and for goqds out of Town (back carriage), 20s. to 25s. per ton. 

No. II. The price qf car.tage .f!,S cqmpared with the prior year has not been reduced~ 

'ff.o. III. The toll-gates have heel). let at higher rents for 1863 than for 1862 or 1861, 

No. lV, About £4000 per annum has been spent for the maintenance of the road from Launceston to 
Deloraine ; ~nd that s~m can never keep the road in an efficient state. · 

No. V. I am still of opinion that the construction of the proposed line of Railway is essential to, the 
progress of the Wester.n Districts. I believe the inhabitants to be generally in favour of the project, especially 
those who have had opportunities of observing the working of Railways in other countries. Tiie few who do. 
oppose it appear to be under misapprehension with re~rd to the proposed ~, re,guaraµtee." 

JWP.QAM IJ. _DQUO:J.AS: 
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INTERROGATORIES to be answered/or the Information.of the Joint Committee on the Delorair,e 
Railway. 

1. What has been the averag-e rate of cartage during the past year for grain and other agricultural 
produce, distinguishing the several items and ineluding goods? 

2. If the price of cartage has been reduced as compared with the prior year, can you furnish any 
grounds for such reduction ? 

3. Are yon still of opinion that the construction of the proposed Line of Railway is essential to the 
progress of the Western Districts? and can vou state what is the general feeling, respecting the importance 
of the work, of the Inhabitants? · 

REPT,IES. 

LONGFORD TO LAUNCESTON, 

Question No. 1. Wheat, above 500 bushel~, 3d. per bushel (below that quantity by agreement). 
Oats, 2½d. per bushel; Barley, very little grown, about 3d. per bushel; Flour, Bran, Potatoes, 10s. per . 
. ton; Bark, chopped, in bags, 20s. per ton; Hay and Straw, 20s. per ton; Wool, 15s. per ton. 

LAUNCESTON TO LONGFORD. 

Sugar, Salt, Coal, and other heavy articles of Merchandise, 15s, per ton; Posts and Rails, 20s. per 
100; Sawn Timber, 3s, per 100 feet; Split Timber, 35s. per 1000; Shingles, 3s. per 1000; Lime, ls. per 
bag; Light goods from 20s. to ;25s. per ton, according. to agreement; Lime from Deloraine, 2s. 6d, per 
bag. 

2. There has been no material reduction. The value of cartage to and from Launceston for all the 
leading articles has been maintained. With the present high rates· of fodder these rates should be. 
increased. No reduction upon them can take place unless at positive loss to the carrier. 

?· I will reply to the latter part of the question first. The feeling of the majority of the Inhabitants of 
this and the Districts to the Westward is, that the early construction of a Line of Railway from Launceston 
to l)eloraine· through these Districts is of paramount importance to their continued progress and prospel'ity. 

I have had opportunities of conversing with thinking men a:rp.ong them, and their opinions gather 
strength with years, that unless some better means for the interchange of commodities between the towns. 
and population of these districts is devised, agriculture must cease to be profitable, and trade to languish. 
My own observation entii-ely accords with the opinions thus expressed, aml instances are daily occuring. 
where the difficulty and labour by present means of transport amount to a prohibition, The article bricks 
alone affords an illustration. The clay about Deloraine is of inferior character, and good bricks command 
rates varying from 50s. to 60s. per 1000. Here, at Longford, good clay abounds, and they can be 
manufactured at from 25s. to 30s. per· 1000., ln the present sti1te of the road to Deloraine, I doubt if 
1000 bricks could be . conveyed there in a whole condition; besides which, the cartage would make. 
:the cost set down there at least £4. per 1000_. 

In this very article too a good export trade might be done with New Zealand. Vessels would take 
bricks as ballast, if they could be delivered in Launceston at a price to leave freight; but they cannot 
.by present means of transport. On a re~ent visit to the boundary of this Municipality at the River 
Liffey, I was struck by the frequency and character of the freestone buildings used for the commonest 

,of purposes, and was told it abounded in the 'fier under which we were standing. 

I fouI1d it could be easily quarried, and conveyed to Bisbopsbourne at a moderate cost; hut that, in the 
absence of Railway communication, further carriage would be beyond its ultimate value. 'l'here can be no 
progress until easier and more rapid communication is established within and throughout these districts to the 
port. 'There is no intemal trade, no exchange of commodities, simply because places are difficult of access. 
Hitherto the markets of the Australian Colonies have been open to the productions of these districts; now 
that every Colony is striving to produce for itself it becomes essential that an internal tr.ade and interchange 
between agriculturists, tradespeople, and the inhabitants generally, should be established to supply to some 
extent the loss of the Foreign market. Victoria, for example, is extending her internal means of communi, 
cation and trade, by every possible effort. By the last advices, I find the Government _have reduced the 
rates upon return goods hy the Railway, anrl that the pripe of fodder has declined at Melbourne in conse
quence. Chaff pressed in packs is now brought from Ballaarat al).d other places by these return trains to 
Melbourne. · 

This would be just the case were a line of Railway constructed from Launceston to Deloraine. The 
productions of the strong fertile lands about the latter place would, by the easy can-iage afforded by the 
Railway, cheapen the co3t of those productions to the consumers along the line and at Launceston, as well as 
form an article of export. · 

The lapse of y"ears only confirms my opinion that Railway communication is absolntely necessary to the 
progress of the Colony, and the Western Districts in particular. From careful. reading and observation I 
;tliink the line Mr. Doyne has selected the best that can be chosen for the latter. . 
faongjord, 23rd July, 1863_. H. J), NICJ{OLJ",iS, 



The Chairman read a Letter from Mr. Button. 

Moved and seconded, that the ·letter be received. 

[Letter handed in. J 

To Sir RICHARD DnY, Knt., J'vT.L.C., 
Cltairman of the Launceston and Western Railway Committee. 

Launcaston, 30tJi. July, 1863. 
Sm 

'A PETITION against the above Railway having been presented to~ and printed by order of, the Legislative
Couneil, and believing that Petition calculll.ted to produce very erroneous impression~ as to the merits of the 
proposed work, and the state of local feeling respecting it, I have the honor to. request that you will he pleased to 
bring u~der the notice of the Committee the following statement of facts, for the correctness of which I hold myself' 
responsible. 

The Petitioners allege "that the estimate and traffic returns· upon which the Railway calculations are based· 
are most questionable." To this objection I reply,-that those returns.have been compiler!, by order of Government,. 
from the daily records of the traffic taken by the lessees of the turnpike gates on the two.lines of road communicating 
with the proposed Railway Districts; that they have been verified by declaration of the parties; and by evidence
given before a Committee of Parliament; and, finally, that a comparison of those returns with the Customs. 
Returns of Colonial produce exported from Launceston confirms the, general correctness of' the-traffic returns. 

With reference to the opinions of the Petitioner& as to the principle on which Railways should be provided, I 
shall not presume to obtrude my: views. upon the Committee) but proceed at once·. to show· that the Launceston and· 
Western Railway scheme has been well considered, and approved by a very large body of the owners. of Jund and 
other property throughout the District. . 

I beg therefore to state that I have carefully compared the names of some of the Petitioners to His Excellency 
the Governor in favour of the Railway with the extent and value of their property on the Public Assessment Rolls 
of the Colony, ta~ing such extracts only from those Districts that are included in the boundaries of the proposed 
Railway District, and consequently would become liable to any assessment for re-guarantee; und the result· 
of my ex.amination shows that those Petitioners are the 0_"'.ners of 125,.000 acres,. the annual assessed value being: 
£37,000; and that in Launceston the pr:opertr of other Petrt10ners amounts by assessment to £30,000, being gross 
value-£.67.,000 .. 

I have the honor to be,. 
Sir,. 

Your obedient Servant, 
W. S. BUTTO.N .. 

AN ABSTRACT of Forty7four Names appear.ing in the Petition to His Excellency in favour of the• 
Launceston and Western Railway, with tlte-Land in Acres-represented by them. 

Sir Richard Dry: ...•...................•. 
William .Archer· • • . • . . • • • . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . 
Th.os. C. Archer ....••••......•........... 
1.Iarriet Brooke . . • •.•........ • .........•.. 
.Alexander Qlerke .... . . . . . . . . ........... . 
W. D. Grubb, Gardiner'g Estate .•.•...... 

Ditto,. Henry Reed's Estate ......•... 
Ditto,. for self ..•..•................... 

John Atkinson ..•..•••...•..••.•....... 
:Milligan & Douglas ......... ,. . . . . . . . • . 
Robert Gibson..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,v. P: We~ton. ........................... . 
J. D. Toosey ............................ . 
William Dodery. ....•.••......••••..... 
William Saltmarsh: ....••................. 
A. F. Rooke .•••........•............. · •.. 
Samuel Henry ....•.....•.... · .......... . 
William Bonnily ..... , ..•.......•...••.. 
Charles .Arthur ..... · ................•... 
J. C. Groom .............. • ......•....•. 
Arlye Douglas ........... •.• ....• , ........ . 
William Ritchie ....•.......... •.•.•.•·· ..... •. 
R. Brumby ••.••.••...•..•.••..•••••.•. 

ACRES, 

12,056: 
14,613:, 
ll,034 
16,787, 

8740 
]523 
9757 

668 
4201 
2693: 
3700 
6712 
4624. 
1388 
1300 
l-105, 
1007 
940 

l'i35 
2560. 

930 
2200 
1644 

Carriedfoiward·.,... ........ 111,917 

N.Al\IE, 

Brougltt forward ....•..... 

R. Munce ..•••......... · ......•••..•••. 
J. Kirkby .............................. . 
John Fawns .......................... . 
Peter Brumby.· ............. ,' ............ . 
John Crookes . . . • . . ..•••............ 
S. Montgomery ...•..................... 
James East .......................... . 
C .. J. Weedon ..•....................... 
William 11itt .........................•... 
.a. \Valker ....................•.. , ..•... 
T. Bartlett ..............•.......•.•... 
J. L .. Smith .......•.....••.•....•...... 
Iienry Edgecumbe ................... . 
- Winter............... • ••........ 
W. Cleveland ••. ; ..••••.....•.....••••••.• 
Henry Laird ...•....................... 
Edward Weston, .......................... . 
William Mason .............. • ........•.. 
William Luck . • • . . . ... . . . . . . . . • . . . . . .. 
Samuel Wright ..••.......•....••.••... 
=William Brumby ..................... . 

.ACRES, 

111,917 

815 
790 
640 
450 
456 
500 
51)7 
610 
877 
541 
642 
422 
280 
383 
276: 
300 
270· 
235. 
219 
213 
150 

121,493 

I hav.e examined' the abov.e-statement, and; compared it with the Assessment. Rolls, .and.declare the same to he. 
correct .. 

W.S .. BUTTON .. 



LIST of Forty~four Names out of the Ninety-seven· Persons rvlio petit-ioned tlte Parliament on the 
· 14th July, 1863. (Vide Legislative Council Paper, No. 24.) 

;NAME. 

James Cox, Clarendon ..••••..•.•....•.. 
Edward Dumaresq ••.••...••........... 
George Stancombe ._ .••...........•.... 
Richard Saggers . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . .... 
D. Camerou ...........•................ 
James Scott ......................•••• 
William Lawrence, by J. Scot.t, his Attor
. ney, by special authority .•.•.......• 
James Keane ...•........ · ...•...•...... 
Jesse Duckett . • • • . . • • • . .••.....•••... 
A. Stewart ..••....•....•.........•...••. 
Jas. Cla"yton· ..........•......•••..•... 
'l'homas Peele ..••..................... 
James Goodger ...................... . 
Joshua Peck ...••....•...•..•......•.. 
Samuel Hurd ......••••..••............ 
'1.'homas Moore ......••••....•.....•... 
James Ross ...•.•.•.•••.••••....•••... 
F. J. Houghton .....................••• 
E. P. Tregurtha ..•..•..... , • , •... , .... 
Alexander Hill ..••..••••....••• , .••... 
Thomas Dryden •.•..•.•......•....••.• 
John Gatenby ..••..• , ................ . 
John Pea·rson ......••••••.....••• , •.... 

Carriedforu:ard .....••..•. 

ACRES, 

22,000 
3300 
2000 

131 
12,200 

690 

10,800 
6810 

10 
4060 

50 
350 

2700 
225 

16 
150 
370 
HO 
425 

1044 
1000 
6000 
1000 

74,47-1 

NAME. 

Brough't forward . ••••• , ••.. 

R. Cameron .........•..••••...•••.... 
George Cellsy ...••...•••..••.......... 
John Williatt ...•........•• , .....•.... 
Elizabeth Brumby ..•...............••. 
William Brumby ................ .' .... . 
C. Chilcott • . . . . . . . • • . . . . . • . . . . . · .••.. 
Josiah Pitcher ...•...•.•..•..•........ 
George Griffith ...•..••• , •. , •....•.... 
Joseph Briant. . . .••....••.....•...•.•. 
John Dryden ...•..••....•....••.••..• 
William Barnett ......•............... 
Thomas Fall. . . • . . . . . • • • • . • . . • . .. • • •.. 
William Marshman ...•................ 
Ann Hartle ..••• , •••• , •••.••• , ....•••• 
Peter A. Brumby ••..••......•........ 
Samuel Brumby .... · .............•..... 
Mansfielri Brumby ................•... 
Robert Thirkell .....• , •..•......•...•. 
George Thirkell ..••...........••.••••. 
Henry Stephenson. .. . . . . • .••..••.•.... 
George T. Scott, by his Attorney, 

J .. Scott ............................ , ..• 

Total'. ...•..• , ••.••..... -.,. 

Moved, that the Committee meet on-Saturday at ll. Motion withdrawn~ 

Moved, that the Committee adjoum to Tuesday at 11.. Carried •. 

Mr. Doyne and Mr. Dowling to be summoned. 

The Committee adjourned! at 2·10 P.M, to Tuesday,_ 4th· August.". 

TUESDAY, 4 AuGUST. 

[No Quorum.] 

No. 9.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE~ 

WEDNESDAY, 5 AuGUST. 

PRESENT~ 

The Hon .. Sir R. DrY,, 
The Hon •. Mr. J. Archer .. 
The Hon .. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. M11. Corbett .. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 

The Committee· met- at Eleven. o'clock. 

Mr. Sharland •. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Clerke. 
Mr .. Sherwin .. 

MR. DOYNE called in and eooamined:. 

ACRES. 

74,471 

6400 
3000 
8000 

150 
150 

1400 
};)30· 

130 
14 

250 
170 
73 
55 

150 
150 
150 
150 

2500 
6500 

ll,000 

30 

ll7,023 

Mr. Slta1,land.-l. You have dr.awn a comparison in your Report between the Deloraihe Railway and: 
those in Ireland,. are you acquainted with the average rate of dividend paid by the Irish Railways? Not 
exactly. 

2. In your Rep011t in 1858; you say they paid from 4 to 8- per c~nt, ;, I presume that was the case then_?· 
I have stated my authority in the Report. 

3. I put before you. Thoms' Irish Almanack for 1863, will you looli at it in that column and mention. 
how many pay 110 dividend? Eleven;. they are represented as paying nothing; but I don't understand it, 
and am sure that it is not the case. These statements would require to be more carefully looked into, as they· 
are directly in opposition to the statements made by Mr •. Hemans in his paper read before the Society \)f 

·Civil Engineers. 
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4. Supposing Thoms' Almanack to -be corrc-ct as t~ the state of the Irish Railways up to December, 
1861, they must have considerably fallen off since 1858, of which you gave a statement? Yes, but I doubt 
the accuracy of the Return in Thoms' Almanack. 

5. Can you produce any public authority of so late a date? I have none with me. · 

6. Are you aware of the outlay of the Victorian Governnient on Railways? I believe when they are 
completed the expenditnre will be £8,365,000.; they are still in courtie of-construction, 

7. Do you know what _interest they pay on their capital? I see in Mr. Mitchell's Report that when 
. the Echuca Line was opened,. their present receipts justified them in caloulating that they would have a 
retmn of 3~ per- ce~t. 

8. What loss :would that be upon their invested capital, supposing the Debentures to bl} issued at 6 p~i• 
cent.? 2½ per cent. 

9. Do you know anything of the American Railways? I have no personal e:i;:pedence of them. 

10. Perhaps that paragraph would assist you? Yes, I have seen this .. 

11. ·what·does tlmt"say? I· will read it. Paragraph 16 in M-r. Mitchell's Report on the Victorian 
Railways of November, 1862.-Speaking of the American Railway system ofcharging very low prices, he 
says : "According to Retnrns snpplied in August of last year, ont of )..20 Railways, 75, or ~ore than half, 
did not afford any dividend whatever, 43 ranged from 2 to 4 per cent., l paid 4½ per cent .• 10 paid 5 per 
cent., 2 paid 6 per cent., and 1 alone, of about 100 miles, paid 7 per cent." . · 

12~ You state, in reply No. 13 in your evidel).ce, that you consider your estimate of workip.g expenses 
in excess: would you now mention at what per-centage you calculate your working expenses on the proposed 
Railway? The_proportiol} of the worl~ing expenses and rec(lipts, as shown in my estimat.e, is from 40 to 
50 per cent. · · · 

13. Do you:' arrive at that"res-g.lt from mer,e calculation, or is it obtained frox:n practical experience of the 
working of Railways ip. the Australian Colonies? I have c:ilculated them in the manner explained in 
paragraph C, page 9, of my Report of 1862. · My estimate is ,£26,000 a year for the working of the Line. 
l show how I arrive at that conclusion·in that paragraph. I have assumed that it will cost do•tble the rate 
to work this Line .of what is found sufficient in Ireland. A line such as this in Ireland, it is proved by 
e;x:perience, would cost £300 per mile per annum, or £13,000 a year for working expenses. None of the 
Australiaµ Railway Systems are yet cozpplete, aµd, conseq:uently, no reliable data can be obtainecJ. from 
them; but, as far -as the_y have gone, Mr·. Mitchell states they are worked at 47~ per cent. on the receipts. 

14. C.an you state what are the working expensiis of the ij,ailways in South Australia? I possess 
no information on the subject. · · 

15_. Are yon :i,wa:re of the working expen~es of t4e M;_elbournc ,and. Williamst.owp. Railway? I have 
no information on the subject of Victorian Railwa~•s as regards wor).,.ipg expenses·except that contained ilJ. 
Mr. Mitchell's Rep.art. I don't think he _separates the Williamstown Jfailway from 1he system genC1rally, 

16. Are there not some of the Irish Railways that have their working expenses high1·r 11,an wl).at you 
l1ave now stated? The working expenses.of Railways ip. Ireland, as (llsewhere, depel).d_ upon the amount 
of traffic,-some are higher, .and some lower, than what I have stateq. · 

17. The Railways of England have cost 60 per cent. beyond the original estimates of the Engil).ecrs, 
being for works not at first contemplated, but aftei·wards found requisite and desirable to c11rry out, Such 
an increase l~aving taken place, under the estimates of the mo~t eminent EngiHecr~, and where there were 
far better opportunities of ascertaining the ,cost of work than in a new conntry, may there not be a pro
bability that, within ten years_ ~ft~r the .establishment of tl]e Deloraine Railway, a large sum beyond the 
present estimate would be required for requisite adµitions· and alterations to the Railwa_v, and could you 
state what you think would be the probable iimount? If the Launceston am! Deloraine Railway as now 
proposed requires in ten years as large extensions and alteration_s as the Eriglish Railw~ys 4avc required, 
there doubtless would b,e a proportionate increase; and I think,it is probable the impetus given to trade by 
the constl'Uction of thjs Railway wiU indJJ.ce th~ countr'Y to ~ndertake fqrther extensions. . 

18. What sum have yon estimated for interest on expended capital during construction of the Railway 1 
I have not made ariy estimate of interest; I have confined myself to the engineering questions. 

19, Have you made any estimate for stores, warehouses, and buildings to recei,e grain, aud stores at 
€ach terminus and at LauncP.ston? · I have put in my estimate for the whole Line in detail. And it will 
there be fonnd that £21,000 is provided for stations at Launceston and elsewhere. l t comei under the itenJ 
of termini and station arrangeµi~nt.s. · 

20. The populatinn of 90,000 ·being wi,lely dispersed, will you exvlai11 how yon estimate t.he pas~enger 
traffic along 1he Railway at 220,000 per annum? That I have also expluined in my Report, page 8, where 
I have shown, that by Parliamentary Returns it is stated. that in Gre[!.t Brjtaip ape). Ireland seven times tho 
:J.UmJ?er of tqe wl1ole popu~ation pass [!.nmmll1 ove1· tl)e .&ailwa1s, It these rest~lts ,vere · qbtajned l)ere it 
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wouid-produce at least the number I have estimated; ·and it is.reasonable to expect that in a community of 
such locomotive tendencies, and where-all classes receive higher wages than in England, mnch larger results, 
will be arrived at. · 

21. Will that calculation apply equally well in a thinly scattered population like this as in· a densely 
settled country like England, where there are large µianufactories all over the Country? I think so; the 
population that is spread along this Line will use it as their only means of conveyance, and they are all 
people who travel µmch. As a rule, the masses of the population that dwell along the Railways in the 
country parts of England make little or no use of them,...,,,.:the peasantry, who form .the masses, rarely eve,:, 
.leave home,...,-while here the peasanti•y are a nominal class, everybody is a fa,rme1•, trader, or independent 
yroprietor. In England the Railways have to depend for their traffic upon the intercourse between the 
great centres of population, and consequently but a very small proportion of the inhabitant~ of the Kingdom 
use them; the enormous results just mentioned are obtained by the repeated travelling of a very small 
1mmber of the community: here the whole population alo·ng the Line must use it as generally ·as that small 
section in England. · 

22. Jn reply 20, do you a!hi.de to 7 tip'les the nuµibei• of the population of the Districts through which 
the Railway p!;lsses.,-,-you do not mean 7 times the who!() population of the Coil!ltry? In the Parliamentary 
;Returns I have referred to, it is stated that, in the year 1860, 163,435,678 persons tr::i.velleq over the Rail, 
ways of the U pited Kingdom; this is 7 times the popu1atioµ of the whole Ri11gdom. 

23. T)lat applies then not to any distinct Railway, bqt to all the Railways of the Unite~l l{.ingdom ~ 
Yes. · 

24. I show you now an account 9fa Railway in Ireland, the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford~ one of the 
paying Railways, 44 miles i will yoµ give me, fro+n Thoms' Almanack, the nµmber of passengers per aµnurq 
:who travel alo11g that line 7 Thoms' Almanack states that, iµ 18!31, 1,0881533 passengers travelte~ Qver that 
Line; that is 4 times the µumber estimated for this. . · 

25. That is about on,e-fourth pf the population of Ireland ? A,bout one-fifth now, 

26. To malrn the Deloraine Railway correspop.d with tl1at acpording to the pqpulatioIJ: of the country, 
say 90,000, one-fifth according to the rate of passengers by the Irish Railways, we should have 
18,00.0 for the Deloraine Railway? I im:i,gipe we p.ave a right' to expect the multiple of the people of the 
.District througl). wp.ich the Line passes that is found to obtain in Jreland. The Railway refer11ed to passe~ 
Jhrough a poor agricultural country : it is the same length as t4e peloraine Railway; and the passenger traffic 
is more tpan four times wl).at I estiµiate for the peloraiµe Railwa;y, amounting tq 1,08$,0001 . 

27. What is the popul:J,tion of D:q.blip.? i don't know, 

28. Do you mean to siiy that a Rail passing from Dublin, Wicklow; and W exfqrd does· not pass 
through a populous coµntry, inclµding t)J,ose tµree towns? 'fhe towns are popul9us ? the cpuntry parts are 
very thinly populated. ·· 

.. . 
29. Does it not show accordin,g to TJ1orns' 4lmap.ack by far the larger p.m:p.ber of passengers, ex

,cepting the one from Dublin to Kingstown ? Yes1 except the one from Dublin tq Kingstpwn, which is only 
,six miles in length, an.d carries 21386,0Q0 passengers per a111).umJ 

30. That is to a port wl).ere all persons leaving Ireland start from ? It is to qne qf the principal pqrts of 
Ireland. ' 

31. In your answer 20, you believe that mecy engaged in agricultural aJ}d pastoral p:q.rsuits are more 
likely to travel by Railways than persons in England passing from one large city to another? I think a 
greater proportion of the persons ·engaged in agricultural pl).rsuits in this country will travel by Railway 
than in England, and a still greater proportion than in Ireland, While I was in the western distiict of Tas
mania during the ]J.arvest of last year, I observed that all tqe i:eapers travelled on the coaches; I never saw 
,one walking, whereas the Irish reaper's ip.var~able habit is to put his shoes under Ns arm aµd walk 50 Illil~s 
rather than pay a coacl} fare. · 

Mr. Lorv~s . .,.,,.-32. You say tl}at fhe peasaI).try jn E:ngland se.ldom travel, but that the Jlailways are 
principally supp,orted by a small portion of the comm1Jnity : what does that small portioIJ: cimsist of?' The 
independent classes, professional people, merc.hants, ap,d traders chiefly. 

33. Have we such.a class.in the neighbourhood_qftheproposed Deloraine R.f).ilwa;r? Yes,'J sµppos.eso, 

34. Where d9 thjs _class of people live J Scat,tered over the country in the neighqouphood of the line,. 
,arid at Launceston, 

35. Is business generally conducted in thi.s Oolony by means of mercantile travellers? As fa1, as J pai1 
judge, the people of the Western District appea.r ~o be all travellers: I suppose partly Pll their own ~nd 
partly on other people's. business. · . · 

36. Don't they generally consi~t of hawl~e,rs and pedlars more than any other people? l Ileyer saw 
ttny haw~ers or _pedlars in th.e ~istri.pt 1:eferre~ to. The peopJe appear 11.ll to tray~l bj COflP4, hor~diack, or 
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·on· their own conveyances. · During seven months la
1

st year that I drove backwards and forwards on 
the Western Road I never 'saw one foot passenger walkin~ a journey, while there were a large number of 
persons constantly moving by the public conveyances, on horseback, and in private carriages. 

37. · After deducting the population of Launceston, and the children under ten years of age, in the dis
tricts which the· Railway will embrace, what will be the numbel' of souls remaining in those districts ? An 
analysis of the details of the Census will show it. 

Sir R. Dry.-38. Yo'u have stated that the inte1-est paid by the Victorian Railways,. as shown by the 
Report. to be about 3½ per cent., do you know whether this Return is in excess of the Government Esti
mates or not? I believe very materially; when first the Victorian Railways were commenced I believe no 
interest whatever was expected for several years. 

39. Do you know the aver11ge cost of these Lines 1 Yes, from £35,000 to £40,000 per mile. 

40. Then a proportionate amount derived from the W estem Railway would yield 12 per cent. on 
capital? Yes, if the Victorian Railways had been made at one-fourth the cost, they would of course produce 
four times the interest on capital. 

41. If those Lines we1-e now to be constructed, do you think. that they could be constructed at a 
cheaper rate? Undoubtedly very much cheaper. Labour is not now more than one-third the cost- that it 
was ,vhen the·ohief contracts were let; and the works upon them are of a much more expensive character 
than it is proposed to apply in the case of the Launcesfon and Western Line. 

42. What proportion of the estimated cost of construction do you think would be spent in the Colony 1 
,Rather more than three-fourths would be paid away in the Colony, 

CAPTAIN HAIG called in and examined: 

Mr. Lciwes,_..:._I. I believe you are Marine Surveyor to the Tasmanian Insurance Company? Yes, 

2. You have been for many years of your life in the Merchant Service? Yes, nearly all my life. 

3. And you have visited many ports and harbours- in different. parts of .the world? I have. 

4. Have you ever called in at Po\·t Frederick, in Bass's Strai.ts, the entrance to the Mersey? Yes, in 
July, 1852, I was there. 

5. Had you the command of a vessel on that oceasion? -.N'.o, I was a passeager. 

6. Did yon make any stay there? We ran in under stress of weather, being bound for the Forth, and 
I think we only stayed two days there •. I made this sketch of the harbour at the time. (Sketch handed in.) 

. . . ) . . , . 

7. Did you take soundings whilo you were there?- I did. · l · hove the- lead myself all the way as 
soon as we rounded the Mersey Bluff. 

8. Did you £nd it a safe harbour for vessels of a certain size? Very much so, 

9. What sized vessel were you in? _ A vessel of about 40 or 50, tons. 

10. What sized vessel might go into this harbour arid come out again, laden, with safety? Vessels of 
200 tons and under, with perfect safety, not drawing more than 12 feet. 

11. How many miles would it be from the sbipping~place to the Bar? I think from the Bar the 
navigation does. not' extend over five miles. 

12. Have you ever been to the Port of Sunderland, in England? Yes,. often. 

1_3. Is that a. port of great resort for shipping 1 Of amazing resort for- shipping, ship-building, and all 
that. . 

14. What comparison will that port bear with Port Frederick here? I should say that Port Frederick 
was infinitively safer in every respect. I may say further, that there is no shelter at all at Sunderland Bar, 
while here you are sheltere~ twenty-four voints of the compass. It is only open from N. to E. In turning 
in after we rounded the Bluff, as soon as we got into discoloured water I hove. the lead immediately, and 
the first cast was 5 fathoms. We then decreased the water very gradually until we got on the Bar, on 
which we had 9 feet at last quarter ebb; so that 7 to 8 feet may be calculated on as the water on the Bar at 
dead low water, the rise of tide being from 10 to 12 feet. . 

15. You know the River Tamar and the Port of Launceston; liave you ever been in.to that Port in a. 
-ve;isel 7 Yes, frequently, · 
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16. Is Port Frederick better sit~ated for a vessel to communicate with Port Phillip than the River 

Tamar? I should say decidedly so; you can get .to sea in a quarter of an hour. 

17. That is un account of Hs being more to the westward? I don't think that is of any consequence; 
it is much nearer the sea, · · 

18. What are-the prevailing winds in those waters? Take the year round, mostly westerly. 

19. Then if these westerly wiJ1ds prevail vessels will sail a point or two of wind by sailing from Port 
Frederick? Yes, there is some advantage in that respect, but it is its proximity to the sea which is its grea_t 
advantage. 

20. ,vhich, in your opinion, is the most desirable Port, Port Frederick or Launceston, as to entering? 
As to mere entering, I should think that the Tamar has the advantage. 

21. If you had the option of taking in a cargo either at Port Frederick or at Launceston, which Port 
would you prefer? The ~Iersey certainly. 

22. Do you know much of the country in that neighbourhood? I was there /1- month trying to get a 
wreck off the Forth, and travelled it a good deal on foot. 

Mr. Sharland.-23. Which would be the quickest passage to Melbourne, from the Mersey or from 
Launceston'? The Mersey certainly; sometimes the detention in the River Tamar is very great indeed, 

', 24. Could you say how soon a vessel_ would pass from the Mersey to Melbourne ? A good sailing 
vessel, with a fair wind, would run over in 24 hours. 

25. Are you aware that a vessel of 800 tons can go up to Launceston? Yes, I think I am. 

. .Sir R. Dry.-26. In entering Port Frederick have vessels of even 200 tons to wait for the tide? Yes, 
certainly. 

The. Witness withdrew. · 

"Mr. Macnaughtan and Mr. Dowling to be summoned for to-morrow, 

The Committee adjourned at 2·20 P,M. till to-morrow, Thursday, 6th August, at Eleven. 

SCHEDULE B. 
,EXPORTS of' the Years ending 1860 and 1862 from the Port ·of Launceston, in Tons. 

Flour ••••..•.•••••••••••••.•• , ••••• , •• , , , , , • • i 
Wheat •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. • • • • • • . • • • 20,395 tons for 1860 • 

. OatB ... -. . . . . . . . • ••..•.••.....••..• • ..•• • • .•• 
' . . 

Barley ••..••••.••••••••• , • , , , , · • • , , , • • • • • • ••I 
Bran ..........•.....•..... , ...... •. • • .. • •. • 
Bark •...•••••• : •.••••••• , • : •• , ~ •••.•.•. , · •••• 
Wool .•.••.•..•• , .••••••••.••••• , • , •••••.• , •• 
Potatoes • • • • • ••..•••• ,-•••..•••••••••••••••••• 

-Hav ................. •. • ....•.......... • •. • • • 
Butter and· Clieese •...•••..•..••••••••• , •••••••• 
Fruit, 50 lbs, to bushel ••••••.•••••••••••••••••.. 

21,502 tons for 1862, 

Does the Return above referred to include Exports from the Ports on the North Coast and Hoba~·t 
'l'own, or only those from Launceston to those and other places? 

RICHARD DRY, Chairman Railway Committee. 
Tlie Collector of Customs, La:11,nceston, 

MEMO.--Tbe Return referred to in this communication does not include Exports from the North Coast 
.and Hobart Town, but simply from Launceston, including Removals of any such goods " Coastwise" to the 
Sup-ports, and to Hobart 'l'ownfrom Launceston. · 

· R. H. WILLIS, Collecto1·1 
31st July, _1863, 
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No. 10;-· MINUTES OF COMM:ITTEK 

THURS-DAY, 6 JULY, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir Richard Dry. 
'l'he Hon.-Mr. Archer. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson.
The 'Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
T}ie 'Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 

The Committee met at 11·30 o'clock, 

P~ESENT. 

Mr. Cl!)rke. 
Mr. Dodery. 
:\\fr. Sherw~n, 

H. DOWLINGl Esq,, called in and_ examined: 

Si1· R. IJ1·y.-l. Are you acquainted with a Ret11rn of Exports, marked K, from· Lauriceston, year endi~'g 
July, 1862,:printed in Appendix to Evidence befo1'e the Select Committee,. 18621 Yes. . 

2. Does the Return comprise the Exports from ·the Sub-ports on the North ·coast~ No. I have hea1id 
,it stated that it did include the Exports from the Sl,\b-ports of Enti•y; and I l1ave beeQ much surprised at 
such a statement ~eing madel becal,\se I presnme that on application to the. Collector of Customs at Laun
ceston, who signs the Return, any person would have ascertained the fact that the entries of those Port$ 
were not included in the Return marked K. I desire to say that, had they beeµ included, they would have 
made no difference in the Statistics of the Western Railway-. It will be founrl that, out of 45,000 tons 
which passed through the Gates in 1861, only 27l000 tons were ass1qned as traffic by the llailway, leaving 
18,000 tons to be cari·ied .by the common road. I a111 now. referring to the approximate cstiµmte in Mr, 
Doyn(!'s Report of 1862,-an estimate which this Committee will find, on reference to S. and T. in the 

.Appendix,thc- Promoters considered to be too small. I do not 1iemcmber that it has ever been stated in any: 
evidence taken before Committees of the Parlianient that the ti·affic through a third gate :qear Laqnccston ~t 
Patterson's Plains was never taken into. account by the Promoters; whilst the rental of that gate being, 
£365 per aunuµi would seem to show a large amount of trafficl which itis beljevei:1, woqld coµie by the Rail
when a bridge over the North ~sk CO!lnccts Pattersoµ's :Plaiils with the :£tail. 

3. Have you seen a comp~rative statei:p.ent of cost of cartage by Railway or ordinary road gi~en in 
evidence by Mr. James Scott; and, if so, will you say-4ow fa1, yon -~gree whh it 7 J liave. If that Returq 
means anything1 it is that Mr. Scott wishes to show that it would cost three times more to carry grain by 
Railway than by a bad common road. It is my ·opinion that such a statement, in the preseilt complete state 
of Railway Statistics, docs violence to the judgment of any intelligent :i:p.an to whom it is aqdrf:lssed, and i~ 
therefore of 110 value whatever in arriving at safe conclµsiops on the question. 

·,it Have you given any consideration to the effect which m·ay be prodqceq on the l)redit of fqe 
Colony by the issue of Debeiltures for the cons~ruction of the ·westerq Ran way? l have. Believing as 
I do that the Wester11 Railway would be a l'epro<lu,ctive·work, T have ·n,o cloubt, precautions being ·taken 
to carry out the desiie of the promoters that· the ·expenditure be limited to ,£400,000, including interest 
during construction, that the issue of s'ttch' Debentnres woqld have a· zµost assuring tendency on the minds 
of English capitalists. I have been fully confirmed in this view by the testiµiony of perso11s much more 
competent to decide 011 such questions than myself, · ·M1,; Doyne's ·evidepce before this Committee embraces 
his experience during 6 months in London, ·ending .l\,prihhis year, and I think claiIJls great attention on 
the part of persons engaged in a financial e11q11i1-y- of this kind. 'fhe Committee will find under letter X, 
of the A ppenclix of last year an important' co'mmnnicatioff on this topic from a leading City holl,se on the 
Stock Exchange. 'l'hey state, at page· xvii.; with reference to the fact · of a (1-overnmeilt requiring money 
to make a Rail way, that this ci1·cumstance ·" ,vo(!ld ·have a very assuring tr,11denoy ," I have recently 
received a communication from an old friend; Captain Gilmore, in which· he spea1~s of the increased value 
in the London ma1·kets of '.l'asmallian Debentu'res; ·and be·expresses ·his regret that the dissolution of the 
House of Assembly had delayed the progress of the Railway question; and more pai'tjcularly, because, 
had the Debentures foi• the purpo~e of cpnstrucfion been in the hands of respeptablii houses at the beginn~ng 
of the year, they would have rea)1sed from 6 to 7 per ceJlt, 

5. What calculations of lnterest duvin·g constrqction have been II!ade? · The OomlIJittee will find at 
Appendix XXV. an appro~imate estimate of interest on ~ presumed period of 2½ years' constrnption furnishecl 
by NJr. Doyne, tjiar, by a careful arrangement of the expenditure, and leavipg a payment of £19,000 to the 
Contractors at the end, £26,258 is put down as Jntci·est during constrµction, Jn my opiniqn that would 
be very ample, supposjl}g tlJe wor~s to be constl'iwteq ·by·sqch a- contractov ~!i ~rassey, or me11 <?f equal 
_standing in England. 

6. At what p;·ic~ have Debentq.1•es. been calculated? In the statement J haye .referred to the N prthern 
Committee have aq.opted the saipe careful course as they pursued in a/1 their estjmates, by aq.opting par as 
the value of' the Debentures; so that any premium that should be obtail}ed. qn the sale of Debentures 
should go to lessen the cost for Interest during construction. 

7. Have you. seen lists sent in by Mr. W. S. Button comparing the number of acres held by the 
44 lancj,qwn!:Jrs w4o l).ave petitiopeq. [),~aipst the R!!,iiway proJect wiil~ t4e acres l?elop~ing to # per11ims 
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selected from the 2520 pe1itioners in favour thereof? Yes. I may state that Mr. B.utton. has ovedooked 
an important estate in his Abstract from the 2520 petitioners,~that of Mr. W. Archer, of Cheshuµt. 

8. Can you give an opinio~ as to the relative value of those la~ds? Yes. Much the greater pro~· 
portion of the land described in Legislative Council Paper No. 24 is to the eastward.of the Liffey. I i;hould 
consider that the·value of those 117,000 acres would be fairly represented by an average of £3 per acr.e; 
while the 121,493 acres attached to the names of the 44 gentlemen included in the . 2520 signatures to .the 
Petition to His E:i,:eellency I believe would be as fairly represented by an average of •£8 per acre. I .speJlk 
from a very e"tensive experienee of the value of the lands in those Districts. 

9. Can you state how many petitioners out of the 2520 reside in the Di8trict of Deloraine? I can 
.speak positively as to their numbering 520, but my impression is that there were more. 

I 0. What, in your opinion, would be the effect on the Statistics of the Launceston and Western Railway 
of opening a Tramway or Railroad from Deloraine to the Mersey? I believe it would be very beneficial if 
brought to the proposed terminus of the W estem Railway at Deloraine, In an answer to an interrogatory 
put in by Mr, W_. Archer before the Select Committee last year, that gentleman deducts from ·the revenue of 
~he Railway £4900 to the CJ'edit of the Mersey Tramway, Suppo~e the two to exist, I believe that the 
Western Railway revenue would be increased much more than this by the existence of the Tramway, But 
I am anxious not to be misunderstood op this question ; I believe that it is not appreciated on ,the southern 
side of the Island., It seems to me that the Mersey Tramway is. usually referred _to as sufficient, if . 
.constructed, to meet the exigeneies of the northern agriculturists. Standing alone it would in no •way tend 
to meet these exigeneies. By reference to the records ot .publie1 meetings from 1857 to the present time, it 
will be found that the.idea of Railway communication with the Port of 'Launceston did not originate in the 
sole idea .of conveying the produce of Deloraine and the Districts beyond to a port of shipment, but that it 
,contemplated giving relief to the farmers of the intermediate Districts, whose aggregate interests exceed those 
ot the persons whose residence is limited to Deloraine and its immediate neighbourhood, :A Tramway or 
Railway from the Port of the Mersey, to save the agricultural interests in the impending competition -with 
the Railways of the neighbouring Colonies, must be continued at least to the Township of Perth; for not 
,only must our agriculturists have facilities to reach a port of export ii.nd import, but it is absolutely neces. 
p,ary to create the means of ip.ternal communication and corrupercial transactions between the Townships and 
Pistricts themselves .. 

Mr. Lorre's. -11. Is not Port Frederick a very convenient port for the shipment of grain from Deloraine 
,and Clmdleigh providtd a trazµway were made? l am not sufficiently acquainted with the accommodation 
generally to judge, 

12. Would that not be al). essential consideration in the construction of the Western Railway? In the 
present condition of that question, and the total absence of all engineering enquiries, I don't think it should 
be allowed to become a consideration as affecting the constrqctiol). of the Western Railwfl.y, with reference 
;to which most careful enquiries have now been concluded, 

13. If you were about to form the Western Railway upon your private speculation, would you think 
it prudent so to do unless you had well informed yourself on this matter· of the tramway to Port Frederick, 
.!ls a man of business? It is quite impossible for II).e to s;i.y what I should do under the pirmunstances. 

Jir. Oarter.-,-14. You have said in your evidence that you consider the average value of the 117,000 
,acres would be £3 per acre.: on what data do you form this opinion ? In the first place, a very large 
extent of the land desci•ibed is not agricultural1 but occupied al).d apparently suitable for sheep,runs ; and ,I 
have for some time observed that the price secured at sales of lands of the description of these warrant the 
,conclusion at which I have arriv.ed. · 

15. Have any of those lands cha9ged haqds within yoqr recollection, and, if so, at what price? I am 
-n_ot aware.. I speak of sales of the same description of lal).ds in those neighbourhoods -where they ar~ 
.situate. 

16. Then none of th,ose .lands l:iave been brought before the public, within your kl).owledge, for sale? 
I don'.t remember that they have .. 

17. Can you give the <late ,of the sale of an.y lands of that description in ·the peighbourhood, and, if so, 
,the price at which they :were sold ? I cannot with confidence. · 

18. Then can you now with confidence, after reflectiop., confirm your evidence that these 117,000 acres 
.of land are fairly averaged at £3 per acre 1 Yes. My general knowledge of property in the districts 
referred to leads me to believe that, while some of the lap.d would fetch more, a very large proportion would 
. be estimated at less than that :yalue, and tbat £3 an acre, as a comparative estimate with the lands to the 
westward, is a fair average, 

19. Do you know what the :valuation of these lands is upon the Valuation Roll? From what I 
-remember of the mode of valuation adopted in Country Districts, my impression is that the Valuation Roll 
would show a lower value than an avei-age of £3 an. acre; but with the Assessment Roll of these particular 
Pistricts I all,l not .sufficjently acquainted to spei!,k positively, .l ~ay state, however, l am ll,ware thai i_ll 



40 
the Disfrict of Longford the Wa1;den' has inserted in the present Assessment Roll the price (it which these 
gentlemen h_ave valued their own properties in the Petition prei;ented to Parliament as_ being much fo exces~ 
of the assessed value of previous years. . · · 

20. To the same questions I put in reference to the 117,000 acres would your answers be the same if 
put with reference to the 120,493 acres? Generally they wo.uld, I believe the average of £8 as a com
parative statemerit is fair. I could not have made the same reply with reference, to the Assessment Rolls,. 
because the gentlemen owning the latte1• properties have put no, valtle to their properties in the Petiti.on •. 

Resolved, that Mr. M'N aughtan be requested to attend to-morrow at Eleven-. 

F1wther examination of, MR •. DOWLING. 

21. You have stated in answer to an inter1;ogatory put in by Mr. W. Archer,. tl1at he deducted: 
£4900 from the revenue of the Railway to the credit of the '.l.'rnmway,_ that it was your belief that th.e Delo
rp.ine Railway revenue would be increased mrlCh more than this by the existence of th.e Tramway: I ask 
you if yon believe that the revenue of the Railway, supposing tb.at the R_ailway and Tramway were con
structed, would be increased £9800 ?· No, 1; did not say to that extent;_ I gave it as my general opinion. 
that the Railway revenue would not suffer to the extei:it Mr .. Archer had suggested, because I considered a 
traffic to more than that amoun.t would spring up from_ the operations of the Tra]Jlway. I believe that the 
evidence taken before the Select Com;rn.ittee of last yea1; atrtho.rises me to. express with confidence the opinion 
now expressed. It will be found, at page 7,_ Paper N'o. 120, 1862, that a si.Jllilar question to that which 
Sir R. Dry put to me to-day was. put to Mr. 13.utton, then a Member of the Legislative Council, namely,
" Do you think the construction ofa 'l'ramway to the Mersey from Deloraine would· affect injuriously the 
revenue of the Railway? I don't think so. I belie, e the formation of a Tramway to the Mersey would 
ultimately increase the ti·affic on the Railway; for, while a Tramway might take the bulk of agricultural 
produce fro~ ~he country bey~n.d ])_eloraine tp the Mersey, it would bring many articles of traffi_c for transit .. 
along the Railroad and to Launceston that now are not available from cost of transport; it would open up 
to the Railway passenger traffic to and from the North Coast. I don't mean that it would take the bulk 
of the present tr;iffic 011- the Launceston L.ine, but that the increase of agricultw·al produce and ag1·icultnre 
the1,e might go.. principally to the Mersey." And at page lo of the same evidi:mce Sir R. Dry answers the. 
quPstion,-" How far would the construction of a Tramway to the Mersey from the neighbourhood of 
·Deloraine affect the calculations ot traffic made by the promoters? I don't think that the construction of a 
Tramway from the Mersey to I)eloraine would materially affect the Railway traffic; it certainly- will not 
reduce it All produce for shipment to the neighbouring Colonies raised between Deloraine and the Mersey. 
wo11ld be carried by-- the_ Tr;unway; b..ut as scarcely any of thi_s enters. into the. present calculations they 
cannot be much affected by it. On the other hrmdJ. shot1ld oth_er markets than those of Australia be opened,. 
mut:h of this produce would be sent by rail to Launceston, Port Frederick being available for small vessels 
only. The passenger-traffic would be increased,. as many of the proprietors of Devon r_e8ide in the proposed 
Railway District and in Launceston. Many articles of local traffic would be carried by Tramway and 
Railway.. On the w.hole, l con.sider that the benefits of the Tramway would. be greatly extend13d by -the 
construction of the Railway, whilst those of the Railway would in a less degree btl increased by the con
struction of the Tramway." I beg to add that I regard those opinions as. giving full authority to the 
conclusions l have expressed. ~ believe that no one thproughly acquainted with th.e Districts. for whose 
interests the R,ailw.ay promoters are conqerned can. fairly ar.Five a_t aey other conelu~ion. 

22. If l. understand you aright you have founded ·your opinion, that the revenue of the Raihvay would 
be improved, upon the opinions given before the Committee by Sit· R. Dry and Mr. Button? No; I had 
formed this- opinion long before tlw examination of these gentlemen by the Select Compiittee,_and I believe 
it will be found consistent with. all R,ail,way !'itatistics. 

23. Are.you aware that there has already been made a survey of the Line from Deloraine to Port 
Frederiqk fo1· the pm:poses of con~t.ructjng a Tramway?. Pr:esuming that:( am to understand a survey by 
instruments,'! am aware that on the appointment of a Select Committee on the Western. Railway last year, 
and also on the appointment of the present Select Committee, reports have been circulated· to thi~ effect, but 
I have neve1: beeu. able to learn that an_ engineering enqpiry has ev:e1· been macl.e: any other enquiry made by 
Surveyors could not be regal'(]ed as of any value with reference to the construction. of a Tramway through, 
that or any other country. I may add, that fo the evidence of· Mr. Scott, now before the Committee, he 
~tates that in company; _with lY.I,esHS., Allen, and Dooley., both. Su1·veyors, he has surveyed a Line . which lie. 
terms the Lin.e, I presume by th.e p.rior questi_on, between Port Fredel'.ick and I)eloraine. 

' ' ' 

24., Do you consider th.at st1rveying the Line for the Tramway from Deloraine to Port Frederick by· 
Messrs. Scott; Allen, and· Dooley as valueless or useless? From the experience the Railway promoters.. 
have had of the requirements insisted on. by the Parliament and the Government with reference to the 
Western Railway, I sa_v decidedly so, if the int.~ntion is to procure Parliamentary powers. N.othing short. 
of a thorough engineering survey of any Line of the kind w.ould,, I believe,, be acceptable to the Parliam.ent, 
to contractors, or to capitalists. · · · ' 

Mr. Dowling and Mr. Macnaughtan to be summoned .. 

Qomro.ittee adj_ourned. at 2 20. t.o. U on. Fr.id,iy •. 
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No. 1 L-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

FRIDAY, 7 AuGusT, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 
The Hon. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 

The Committee met at 11·25 o'clock. 

PRESENT, 

Mr. Sherwin. 
Mr. Clerke. 
Mr. Dodery,. 

MR. DOWLING called in and examined~ 

Mr. Carter.-25. You were one of the first Promoter!! of the Railway? No, I was not. I only became 
a Promoter after being elected to preside at a Public Meeting oft he Northern Districts in Launce·ston in 1857; 
Meetings of Promoters previous to that having taken place in Perth, Evandale, Westbury:, and Longford. 
It was the proceedings of those Meetings which first called my attention to the importance of the question. 
They will be found recorded in· Appendix B to Evidence of last year. 

26. What form did the Promoters assume,-a Commission or a Committee,--or had they any appella
tion at all? At first they took the form of Local Committees ; but at the aggregate Meeting of Colonists, 
held at Launceston in 1857, a Standing Committee was appointed, in the terms which will- be found in 
Paper A in the Appendix to the Evidence of last year, and which Committee- have continued to act up to 
the present time. 

27. A.re you the Secretary of that Committee?· :E am now; but for a long time I acted as Permanent 
Chairman, which office 1 resigned on the arrival of Sir Richard Dry from England. 

28.- Is the office of Secretary honorary or paid ?1 1t is_ what is called lwnorary,. but ·has been. a very 
expensive appointment to me. 

29. Have you been reimbursed those expenses?· N·o; nor have I any expectation that- way. 

30. Are you aware how many Stations there' would be upon the projected Line,-I allude to.1he inter
mediate Stations, not to the Termini at Deloraine and Launceston ? I don't remember the number estimated 
for, but I presume these would be placed according to development of traffic; but there would be one at. 
Evandale, Perth, Longford, Bishopsbourne, and Westbury. · 

31. Can you give the Committee any idea of_ the. compensation that would be required for the land 
alone of these Stations? I cannot. I am aware that the Northern Committee consider that there will be 
an ample margin in the £.400,000 for, all land compensations, · · · 

32. Do you know the land upon which the General Station is to be constructed?· I know the land· 
upon which the two stations are proposed to be erected, the w.hole of which is public l;md,., and a very large 
part of which has been specially reserved from sale for Railway purposes. 

33. In your evid<'nce, yesterday y.ou spoke of 2 tracts of land. of- large. extent-one of which you esti0 

mated at £8 per acre,. and one at £3. Will the proposed line run through,any of that land? With reference 
to the land to the east of the Liffey, :Ji think the only land that the proposed. Rail way touches. is that of Mr. 
G. Stancombe, Mr .. A,. Clerke, and, a small portion of Mr. James Scott's, I_ am not aware of any other; 
but I think, to the w.es.t of the Li:ffey,,it passes through par.t.of Sii· R._ Dry's. 

34. Do you know whether t~e-- <;ommittee have ascertainea tlie compensation for the lall(l through 
•which the line would pass by application to the parties 1 Generally tlwy have not. 

35. Can you. of your own knowledge state any cases in which they have; and, if so, the compensation 
that has been demanded?- I know: of np official communication between the N.or.thern C<Jmmittee and any 
landowner on the point. No communication would· have passed, I tl1ink,. ex9epting through, my hands as 
Secretary. 

36. Was this Report of Mi·. Doyrie's presented to the Northern Committee before it was presented to. 
Parliament? Certainly,,and it was sent to the Government. by the Northern Committee._• 

37 .. Did Mr. Doyne undergo any examination by the Northern Committee as to the mode or principle. 
bv which he arrived at, those ealculations in-page 5 of his Report?. Certainly not. That statement-is a_ 
c~mparative _statement, the object of which. was, I apprehend, quite clear to the Northern Committee. 

38: Then I infer that you have no knowledge how Mr. Doyne arrived at the estimate that £60 per
mlle would be sufficient for the land, and compensation, through which the projected line is to pass. Iii~ 
explanation will be found in. his Report at page 6,. in the 5th paragraph from the top •. 
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39. Do you believe that Mr. Doyne arrived at a just conclusion when he assumed that the land would 

be given, without making a charge, for the Railway? I think that at that time he received encouragement 
to believe so; but the Northern Committee have thought it safer to expect a larger expenditure under that 
head, and they believe ample funds will be found within the £400,000. I desire to add, that I know of 
one proprietor at least, whose land is very valuable, who has expressed his willingness to give sufficient land, 
that is Mr. George Scott, of Hagley. I have heard of others; but these cases do not come within my owq 
knowledge. I consider Mr. Doyne's conclusions to be just, on the qata that were laicl before hi!ll. 

40. In your opinion is £2200 a sufficient sum to compensate tenants a.nd proprietors thl'Ough whose 
lands the Line is proposed to pass ? No. I conclude that a portion of the sum of £10,000 put clown by 
Mr. Doyne as contingencies will have to be taken for this purpose. 

41. What is your estimate of the sum t4at would be required for this purpose? I think that it would 
be safer to calculate upon an expenditure under this head of between £6000 and £7000. I believe that, 
under the protection of The Lands Clauses Act, this sum will be found sufficient. 

42. Is it not possible, Mr. Doyne differing so far in his estimate 011 that item with yourself, that some 
of his other calculations mav be erroneous? I don't admit that his calculations are enoneous, with his 
explanations in his Report;· but everi if otherwise it could not affect the case of the Lannceston and ,v esteri1 
Railway, the expenditure of which the Northern Coqimittee insist shoqld.not exceed £400,000. 

43. You have stated that you differ from ¾r. Doyne in his calculation with-regard to land compema~ 
tion,-whi]st he puts it dowu at £2200, you say you believe it woul<l cost from .£6000 to £7000: such 
being the case, may not iWr. Doyne have under-estimated other items? No, I thi11k not, because the otheri 
items of his estimate are generally of an engineel'ing charucter, all the leading pqints having been confirmed 
by the evidence of last year, 

1lir. Clerlie.-44. In reference to Questions N os, 14 and 20, where you have estimated the value of 
the land alluded to, have you been guided to your conclusions hy the pastoral and agricu llural cHpabilities 
of those lands? I was only direcl!:)cl by a very general view of the popular .appreciation of the two Districts 
indicated by the signatures on the two Petitions. · 

.ilfr. Lorves.-4-5. Was not a pamphlet publisheq m your nam!:) with reference to tlie Deloraine 
Railway? Yes, I assented to the publication, 

46. Was that pamphlet compiled from communication you had with interested parties, or your own 
knowledge of the facts? The compilation is generally made from parliawe11tary and otper docume11ts; but~ 
of course, embraced very extensively my own knowledge of facts, . · 

MR. MACNAUGHT.AN called ia and examined. 

JJ,fr. Shadand.-,-1. You are a merchant who has resided both at Launceston and m this Town for. 
many years? Yes, for upwards of 23 years. 

2. Have you ever turned 7our atten,tion to the proposed Railway betw9en Launceston and Deloraine? 
Y~. . . 

3. To what extent have you epquired into the capabilities of that line? I went into the matter verv 
fully upwards of 4 years ago, at the· request of the Executive. I obtained from the Colonial Treasurer. 
the Government Statistics for the years I8Q6, 1857, 1858; from Mr. Watt, Oollector of Customs at Laun
ceston, Returns of the Exports of produce from l!aunceston during the same period; from Mr. Dean, 
Mr. Harrup, ¾r, Nichols, and others, the rates of cartage fron~ the various places into· La~ncestqµ during 
those years. I t")ien wen,t into tlie m,atter, and put this paper in as the result of WY enqnirie?, 

[Paper·put in and re11d·.J 

:J:i4-UNOESTON 4,ND DELOR,i\.INE RAI~WA-Y~ 

ANNUAL EXPENDIT]JRE. 

Cost of Railway, including Land, Rolling Stock, &c., £400,000, interest at 6· per cent, ....... , ... . 
Working Expe:nses, as in the United Kingdom, taken from publi~hed Works, aboµ,t £5,00 per mile 

for 40 miles .............•.....................•. ; .................................. , 
Co~tingep.cies, ditto, c:jj~to • ; •• , • , , ••••••.. , ••• , , •••••.•..••••.••••• : ••••••••••• : ••••.•.•••• _ 

£ s. .d, 
.24,000 (J O" 

20,000 0 0 
. 6000 0 0 

------
'!'ot11l 4nnw~l Ex_penditttre: ' ' ' .. ' .• ' ' . • • • • . ;£50,000 0 0 

~--
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ANNUAL INCOME. 

Estimated '.rom Customs_ Returns ~f Exports as below, 16,000 tons, at 25s . ...• , •.•••.....•.••..•. 
Assunnng that sufficrent rnpphes came to Launceston otherwise than by Rail to meet the Local 

dPmand for Town, Suburbs, and Shipping. 
Other Exports:- Wool, about . . . . . . 1000 tona 

Pofatoes, about. . . 2000 tomi 
Hay, about . . . . . . . 700 t,,ns 
Bark, about....... 300 tous 

---- 4000 ton<', say 20s. . ..•.•••...••••••••.•.•• 
But the bulk of which, if sent by Rail, would be from about Perth. 

Return 'fraffic, say 6000 tons, at 20s. . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . ...•..................•.••.•••••• 
Passenger Traffic, say fo_r a Popnla_tion of_ 24,000 in the Districts through which the Rail will pass, 

a~ the average as m the Umted Kmgdom for 25,000,000 persons-£8,000,000, an average 
ot 6s. Sd. each ...•.......•......••.............•......•....•..•............•......... 

£ s. d. 
20,000 0 0 

4000 0 0 

6000 0 0 

8000 0 0 

£38,000 0 0 

Green Fruit, W oorl, &c. to be added. 
My estimate of. 25s. per ton was from Rates of Cartage g~ven to me by Messrs. Dean and Douglass,-

5d. to Is. 3d. averaged about 8d. per bushel. 

EXPORTS from the Pnrt of LAUNCESTON for the Years 1856, 1857, and 1858. 

1856, 1857, ll.858, 

Wheat, bushels (60 lbs.) ................ 49,737 159,911 226,240 
Oats, bushels ( 40 lbs.) • . . . .. .. . . . ...• . 337,985 285,099 282,863 
Barley, bushels (50 lbs.) ................ 782 3868' 1900 
Flour, tons (2000 lbs.) .................. 6027 5907 4486 
Bran, bushels (20 lbs.) .................. No Return 125,544 No Return 

-------- -------- -------
Equivalent in tons of 2240 lbs. to .... -.... 12,768 15,632 

I 
15,203 

Add Bran, no Return, say as in 1857 ...... ll20 Included above. 1120 
-------

I 13,888 15,632 16,323 

Customs' Returns must be correct. In merchants' offices great care is taken to have 
Manifests and Entries correct; Bills of Lading, Invoices, and Policies of Insurance all checks. 

NOTE,-! was at a loss for Working Expense~ and Passenger Traffic; and merely put down those sums 
from averages in the United Kingdom. 

4. From the calculations you made at that time did you find the Deloraine Railway would be a profitable 
concern? It did not appear so ; but at the same time I formed a favorable opinion of its becoming so in the 
course of a few years, provided that the cost was kept within moderate bounds and well managed. I 
expressed a similar opinion in my comumnication to the Government, and to Mr. Gresley, a few days after 
20th May, 1859. 

5. What deficiency did you find in your calculations at that time? Taking those high rates of cartage 
then current for Railway traffic, and the estimates generally as given, there appeared to me a deficiency of 
perhaps from £10,000 to £12,000 per annum; but, at the same time, this is merely an approximation. I 
put the returns as clearly as I possibly could, so that otb.ers could form their opinions on the subject. I may 
state that I never expressed any opinion further than that I believed the Rail way established as above would 
pay in the course.of a few years, - _ 

6. Did any person of an engineering- character assist you in those calculations ? No. £400,000 was 
stated by the Promoters as the sum for the construction of the Line. I believe that this Railway will not 
pay for many years to come at that cost; and I am of opinion, from all I have read, that a Railway of speed 
sufficient for all our requirements can be constructed in a substantial manner for a much less sum. 

7.' The cartage of hay is mentioned in the estimate of tra,ffic ; from your experience as a resident of 
Launceston, is the hay exported from that Port, or for the supply of the Town, conveyed from the direction of 
the Railway line? It comes from the agricultural Districts generally, but the greater proportion, I believe, 
from Longord, Morven, and the vicinity of Launceston.· Of course a good deal comes from the West, but I 
am not prepared to give any estimate as to the proportion which comes from the different Districts. 

8. Are you prepared to give your opinion upon the effect on the Debentures of the Colony if £400,000 
were issued for the Deloraine Railway? It appears to me that question hinges on whether it can be clearly 
shown that the Railway will be a reproductive .work, or pretty nearly so. Capitalists in England seeking 
for irivestments look to the Revenues from Public Works as well as the general Government Revenue. If 
thE Railway paid expenses the issue of Debentures could, I think, in no possible way affect the Debentures 
now issued by the Government. 
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9. Do you consider the Railway to Deloraine a local or public undertaking? It is both, I consider. 

10. Will you explain how it is a public one? I believe a Railway in any District of the Colony, that 
can be constructed and maintained by its own profits, must be a general benefit. I may put in a Paper 
here to show the Returus for 1860, 1861, 1862. 

[Paper put in and read,] 

EXPORTS from tlte Port of Launceston, Tasmania. 

Years. Wheat, bushels, Oats, bushels, Barley, bushels, Bran, bushels, Flour, tons, 
60 lbs. 40 lbs. 50 lbs. 20 lbs. 2000 lbs. 

--- ------ -------
1860. 155,923 540,489 4290 48,225 1842 
1861. 255,195 467,271 1982 45,943 2413 
1862. 181,758 261,665 3200 56,015 3504 

- ------ ---------------
592,876 1,269,425 9472 150,183 7759 

-------- --- --- -------
.Average for the 3 Yem·s 197,625 423,141 3157 50,061 2586 

Add. Coastwise to Hobart Town. 

Tlte above in Tons of 2240 lbs. · 

Years. Wheat. Oats. Barley. Bran. Flour. Total Tons. 

-- -----
1860. 4176 9658 96 430 1606 15,9G6 
1861. 6835 8344 44 410 2154 17,787 
1862. 4868 4672 71 500 3129 13,240 

------ ------ ----- ------- ------
15,879 22,674 211 1340 6889 46,993 

----- -----
.Average for tlte 3 Years 5293 7558 70 447 2296 15,664 

Add Coastwise to Hobart Town. 

1n compiling these Returns from the Government Returns I find the Exports of 1860 for cereal 
produce to be 15,956 tons of2240 lbs.; for 1861, 17,787 tons; for 1862, 13,240 tons. I found that all 
the wheat and flour sent round from Launceston to Hobart Town was not included in the Government 
Returns, being entered merely as Coastwise. I have obtained from the Customs a Return which I put in, 
showing the export of grain from Launceston to Hobart Town, which I request to be added to the above 
Return. 

[Paper put in.] 

A RETURN showing the Quant-ities of GRAIN and FLoUR that ltave arrived at the P01·t of Hobai·t 
Town, Coastwise,.from Launceston, during the Years 1860, 1861, and 1862, but wliich have not 
appeai·ed in tlte Ret11,1•11s of Exportsfrom that Port. 

Grain ...........••••..•...•.... 

Flour .......................... . 

186@. 

Bags. 
22,899 

1587 

Custom Housr-, Hobart Town, 7th August, 1863. 

1861. 1862. 

----------------
Bags. 

8461 

565 

Bags. 
23,ll7 

2087 

T. E. HEWITT, pro Collector. 

11. Have you changed your opinion in any respect with regard t.o the revenue to be derived from the 
Railway? No farther than that I believe if a Railway was formed in the manner I have already stated 
that the revenue would steadily improve. 

12. You mean at a less cost? If it was done at ;t more moderate cost, and the rates reduced under those 
current in 1858. 

13. 'l'he year 1858 was a very prosperous one, was it not, as regards the prices of grain? I don't 
remember the price of grain during 1858 at present. What I mean is simply this: there is a large and fertile 
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District to the West which a Railway would open up, and double the amount of produce could be taken 
along the Line at a moderate increase on the working expense. 

14. Do you know anything of Port Frederick on the Mersey? Yes. 

15. Supposing a Tramway from Deloraine to Port Frederick on the Mersey, which is a distance of28 
miles, were constructed, is it not probable that it would interfere considerably with the Deloraine Railway? 
It must. 

16. Considering the probable variation in the price of grain and the uncertainty of a crop. does it not 
render the investment of a large capital for its construction rather precarious? If it could be made to appear 
that the Railway would about cover expenses, I have no fear for the future of its continuing to do so. Of 
co~rse there is an uncertainty in. every investment; but I cannot remember of a single Line in the United 
Kmgdom where the Revenue has fallen off, notwithstanding the many competing Lines. 

17. Are you aware that the Railways of England only pay upon an average 3 per cent? Ye~. 

i8. Is there not a far greater amount of goods conveyed along an English Railway than could be 
possibly found in this country? We could have nothing on any Railway in this country equal to traffic on 
any English Line, bnt the rates per ton for traffic are very low there. 

Resolved, That Mr. Macnaughtan be summoned to attend the Committee on Tuesday, at eleven. 

The Committee adjourned at 2·20 P.M. to eleven o'clock on Tuesday, August 11. 

No. 12.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

TuESDAY, 11 AuousT, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir Richard Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 

PRESENT. 

Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Sharland. 
Mr. Clerke. 

The Committee met at 11 ·45 o'clock. 

MR. MACNAUGHTAN called in and re-examined. 

19. Are you acquainted with Thoms' Almanack, and do you consider it a good commercial reference? 
I believe it is. 

20. I show you now under the head of Statistics of Ireland in 1862, will you tell me from that the 
population of-

Dublin City ? ....••••••...•••.•..••.••• 
Suburbs? •.•••.•...•••....•......•••••• 
County? ...•••••..•••.•••..•...•••.••• 
Wexford? ...•.....•••••.•.••..•...••••• 
Wicklow? ............................... . 

249,733 
46,231 

106,058 
143,594 

86,093 

631,709 

21.. Do you see at pp. 124 and 125, the account of the Railway from Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford: 
will you give me the number of persons who have travelled along the line in the year 1861 ? 1,088,533. 

22. Can you give me, as nearly as possible, the proportion of passengers travelling by Railway, 
according to Thoms' Almanack, to the numbers contained, on the same authority, in the Counties and 
Towns through which the same is reported to pass? Rather more than one and a half. 

23. Will you state what dividend? One and a half. 

24. And the distance? 44 miles. 

25. I now put before you a Summary of the Revenue and Working Expenses of the Victorian Rail
wavs, made bv the Commissioner of Railways and Roads, for 1863: you will find here the working 
expenses. Will you give me the per centage to the Revenue of the Victorian Railways; the Murray•Line; 
Williamstown Line; Melbourne, Geelong, and Balaarat Line ? For the Victorian Line, working 
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expenses, 58J per cent. ; Murray Line, ditto, 46 per cent. ; ·williamstown · Line, ditto, 131 per cent. 
Melbourne, Geelong, and Balaarat Line, ditto, 59 pe1· cent. 

26. Are you acquainted with the Districts of Sorell and Richmond? Yes. 

27. Were they not formerly rich and productive land? Much more productive 20 years ago than 
they are now. 

28. Can you assign any reason for that? I believe it attributable to the incessant cropping with wheat 
and other descriptions of grain without ma~ming, or rotation of green crops. 

, 

29. Are you aware whether in the Westbury and Deloraine Districts the farmers grow grain at present 
without manme? I believe very little manm;e is used in those Districts. 

30. Supposing the Westbmy and Deloraine Districts to fail, in the same manner as the Sorell and 
Richmond have, might it not materially affect the traffic of the Railway? It might, to some extent; on the 
other hand, so far as my observation has gone, there is a greater depth of soil in the districts to the west. 
More rain falls,. and I believe that there is more good agricultural land to open up than in the Richmond' and 
Sorell Districts. · 

31. Does not your answer with regard to Richmond and Sorell Districts apply pretty generally to the 
whole of the early cropped lands of the Colony? Yes. 

32. Have the farmers on this side of the country any other facility than the common roads of the Colony 
to convey their grain to market 7 Yes; the common roads on this side of the Colony afford but little 
comparative facility to the farmers to bring their produce into town. The facilities of water carriage being 
so great, and much cheaper, are availed of instead; roads generally are used to bring produce to the water's 
edge. I may state that, about the tonnage of vessels registering under 50 tons, owned in this Port, and 
registered at the Custom House, including the sailing barges lieensed, they amount in aggregate to nearly 3000 
tons,-the carrying capacity of which will be nearly 5000 tons. These vessels are constantly employed 
bringing produce from the coast, cstuarir,s, and rivers into Hobart Town at much lower rates per ton than we 
pay in Launceston; and I believe, unless the steamers "Culloden" and "Monarch" brought into Town 
produce about equal to one-fifth of our exports from Launceston, that at the low rates they charge they could 
not continue to run. 

33. Will you explain to what parts of this side of the Island you allude in your last reply? The 
road leading to New N 01folk, Bridgewater, and shipping places generally. 

34. Are there any shipping places for grain at Richmond and Sorell ? A great quantity of grain comes 
from Sorell and Pittwater by sailing vessels. 

35. Does not the grain grown at Richmond and Jerusalem, which are respectively 11 and 19 miles, 
come down to Risdon Ferry, and is then shipped on board a steamer ? Yes ; I believe the most of it. 

36. You are not aware how far grain is carted before it arrives at water carriage? Not from the remote 
Districts. 

37. Are you aware of the distance grain is brought to the highest water carriage on the Derwent, which 
I believe is about 21 miles from Hobarton? No, I am not aware of the greatest distance. 

38. Will you state the cost of freight of wheat per bushel from New Norfolk ? 4d. 

Mr. Lorves.-39. You are aware, I presume, that the lands cnltivated on the southern side of the Island 
spread in patches in the valleys to a considerable extent : are not the roads from these places very difficult 
to overcome before they reach water carriag-e? Yes,. 

40. ~ow many miles do some of them extend? I am not aware of the greatest distance to which 
they extend. 

1lfr. Sliarland.-41. Do not vessels convey grain from the North W e$t Coast of this Island to Mel
bourne? Yes, a considerably quantity, chiefly oats, and a large quantity of timber from the saw-mills and 
otherwise; and in 1862, as.near as I can gather from information received, about 5000 tons of potatoes were 
exported direct from places on the North Coast between Sorell and Circular Head to the Anstralian Colonies. 

42. Was there not a steamer passing between Launceston and the West Coast about a year ago? 'l'he 
Titania traded between Launceston, Circular Head, Sorell, Mersey, Don, &c. • 

43. Why did she discontinue to pass between those places? She could not pay expen~es; so many 
vessels entered the trade with Melbourne and other places direct. Several vessels loaded there for New 
Zealand. 

44. Then there are facilities in the north as well as the south for water carriao-e for grain, &c.? It 
would be utterly impossible to get the pl'Oduce from north-west coast to Launcrstin excepting by water; 
and, owing to the tedious navigatio;-i of the Tamar, produce can be taken about as expeditiously and cheaply 
to Melbourne as to Launceston, • 
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45. Do you know where the lime with which· Launceston is supplied comes from ? From the 

Tamar, from Geelong, and from Hobart Town, 

46. At what cost is it delivered in Launceston? · I am not aware; but the distance is 30 miles. 

47. Is lime used on the land at all on the other side of the Island? 1t is used about Deloraine, I 
have seen it used partially about Deloraine . 

.. 48. If there were facilities for the settlers on the north-west coast to convey their grain to the coast, 
would it not materially interfere with the Launceston trade as regards grain ? Yes ; I formerly stated that 
if a Tramway were made between Deloraine and the Meracy, it would affect the trade between Deloraine and 
Launceston. · 

49. And in like manner, I presume, along the coast to the westward where there are Ports. of Entry, 
as you have mentioned? No; only the Mersey. On the other 1-iand, if a Tramway were constructed to 
the Mersey from Deloraine, a considerable quantity of produce would come by it to Deloraine, to be for7 
warded to Launceston. . 

50. When you came to the Colony, were not the Richmond and Sorell Districts looked upon as fine 
grain-producing Districts ? Yes. 

51. In answer to a question (No. 4) put to you, in your evidence you say it did not appear that the 
Railway would be a profitable speculation, but at the same time you bad formed a favorable opinion of its 
becoming so in a few years, provided that the cost was kept with1n moderate bounds and well managed. 

· Do yon believe that the estima.ted cost of £400,IJ0O to be a moderate cost for the Railway? I think it is 
more than ought to be expended, looking at the £24,000 of interest it involves annually,, in addition to, 
working expenses and contingencies; in fact, from the careful investigation I have made, I could not see 
how it would pay for some time;. and stated the calcuJations I made from Go\lern.ment Returns, sho.wing an 
annual deficiency of about £10,poo OJ; £12,000. 

52. Do you think the estimated cost of working expenses of £26,000•,a yea•r would be mod:erate 01• not? 
I do not think that it would be done for less. 

53. If the Custom House Returns for 1858-9r60. giv.e 22,616 tons as the total e,xports of grain and 
produce, do you believe it to be a correct assumption that 21,000 tcms of that quantity would be brought to 
town by the Rail from the Districts through which the Rail passes·1 Yes; my es.timates work o.ut nearly 
that. 

[Mr. Macnaugbtan's Return No. 2. put in.]. 

EXPORTS from the PoP-t C!f LA1i1NCESTON, TASMANIA,/01· 1860, 1861, 1862.--.Approwimate Estimate 
for Railway Traffic. 

Wheat-AveraQ"e Export for the years 1860, 1861, 1862 ............................. . 
D.itto,. Coastwise to, Hcliart Town, not includ.ed a.hove-.........•..•....... 

Flour-Average Export for. the above three years .........•.................... : ....• 
Ditto, Coastwise to Hobart Town, to add ...............................•.. 

Bushels Tons of 
of 60lbs. 2240lbs. 
l9'i,625 = 5293 
63,566 = l'i'.01 

261,191 

Tons of 
2000lbs. 

258ti = 229& 
1413. = I.261 

3999 

Oats-Average Export for the above three years ..••••••............ · 423',141: .bushels of 40lbs. 
Barley-Ditto- • . • • • • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . • • • • • • • • • • . . . . . . . . . • • . 3157 bushels of 50lbs. 
Bran-Ditto ...•...••..•••...••••••••••.•• _ ••••••.•....•..•.... ,. 50,061 bushels of·20lbs, 

Total average number of Tons of 2240lbs. of Cereal Produce exported for the three· years .. 

Taking the average.quantities of Produce and rates of Cartage from the several Districts, without data to 
enable me to go minutely into calculations, the average appears to me about 4!d. p<'r bushel of 60lbs., 
or equivalent to, per ton of 2240lbs., 14s ............................ , ....... , .................... . 

Green F1·uit and Preserves.-! take the export for 1862 (as thi's is likely to increase), 60,937 bushels, 6d:. ·. 
Bark-Average for the three years, 700 tons, 208 ..............................••..•...•............ 
Potatoes, Vegetables, and other Farm Pr.oduee-Say 1000 tons, 14s .•... , . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .............. . 
Hay-Average for the three years, 217 tons, 20s ................................................... . 
Wool-Very little will come by rail, and that mostly from Longford and Perth,, say, 2000 hales,. 5s . . • .....• 
Wood-I can express no opinion upon. 

Return Trajfi:e-Say 5000. tons, 15s ••••••••..••.•..••..•••.•....••••••••.....••.• , •••••.•. • •.•.............. 

Tons. 

6994 

3557· 

7558 
7-0-

447 

18,626· 
=:;;;; 

£ 

13,000 
]500 
700 
700 
200 
500 

16,600, 
3i50 

£20,350, __ 
NOTE.-I assume, as before, that the quantities of Produce that will go into Launceston otherwise than by rail will be adequate 

for the supply of the Town, Suburbs, and Shipping. . 
The Wheat and Flour sent Coastwis~ to Hobart Town was not included in my statement of Exports for 1856,, 1857,.1858, 
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54 .. In1\fr. Doyne's Report, page 7, he enumerates thf articles upon which a revenue of £29,105 

a year would be derived : have you seen that Report? No, I have not. 

55. I will read the articles Mr. Doyne enumerates, and will ask you whether you know of any other 
source of revenue likely to be derived from the Railway,-wheat, oats, barley, flour, potatoes, woc,l, bark, 
hay, straw, bran, wood, cattle, horses, sheep, pigs, sundries, ancl passengers? I gan't tell what is included 
in the word sundries. 

56. Supposing the revenues should produce the nmount named in Mr. Doyne's · Report, of £42,105, 
and that the working expenses should not exceed £26,000, would not the profit, £16,105, yiel~ a qivicleDc1 
of only about 4 per cent. 1 Yes. 

57. That would be a loss of 2 per cent. on the capital of £400,000? Yes. 

58. Do you believe that, under the most favorable circumstan{;es, the traffic upon the :Rail way would 
increase in a few years very considerably? Yes, 

59. To what oxtent per cent. <lo you imagine? Probably JO to 20 per cent, Our exports have 
increased very little during the last 7 years. 

60. Mr. Doyne, in his Report, has given his opinion that the triiffic on the Railway wo~ld probably 
;ncrease from £42,000 to £70,000 a year: do you think that an improbable conclusjon or not'? It is very 
far beyond what my most sangltine ideas can anticipate. 

61. Can you form any idea of the probable traffic on the Line of Railway between the intermediate 
places? That is of such produce of goods as will neither go into nor come from Launceston?· I have never, 
gone into the question. 

Sir Richa1'll Dry.-62. Are yo1i aware of the relative value of Westem lime and Tamar lime? + 
Jrnow the W estem lime to be of very fine quality, as the quarries I have seen opened were marble quarries, 

. The W e;;tem lime is superior to the Tamat· lime. 

63. Jn your estimate of traffic did you take into account the intermedjrite traffic? No,_ I did no~. 

B,es9lved, that the Committee meet on Thursday at 11. 

'.fl1e Coµimittee adjo4rned at ~•40. 

No. 13,.-MINUTES OF COMMITTER 

TIIURSDAY, 13 AUGUST, 1863: 

'.fhe Hon, Sir R, Dry, 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
The Hon. Mr. Oarter. 

'.J;he Committee met at 11 ·30 o'clock, 

Pn:f~SENT. 
Mr. Clerke. 
l\ir, Douglas, 
Mr. Grant . 
.l\1r. Sherwip. 

The Chairµmµ brought up a draft Report; aµd lajd before t}ie Committee certain Correspondence betweelf 
the Colo~ial Secretary and the Chairmeri pf several. public meetings witµ reference to the Deloraine 
Jlailway. 

Jlesolved, That the said qra-ft Report, arid the said Correspondence, be printed~ 

Resolved, That the Committee adjourn till Eieven o'cloc~ o~ -Tuesday, when they will consider J1eport1 

The Committee a.dji:mrrieq at Jl·QO A,!\I-
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No. 14.-MINUTES OF COMMITTEE. 

TrrnsDAY, 18 AuausT, 1863. 

The Hon. Sir R. Dry. 
The Hon. Mr. Lowes. 
'fhe Hon. Mr. Gibson. 
The Hon. Mr. Carter. 
The Hon. Mr. Corbett. 

The Committee met at 11 A,M. 

PRESENT, 

I 
I 

Mr, Sharlancl, 
Mr. Doclery. 
Mr. Douglas. 

1. Letter read by Sir R. Dry froI1). the Eon. W. Archer, and laid on the Table. (Vide Appendix D.) 

2. _Mr.-Sharlanrl moved-That the names of Petitioners .to the-t:wo ;E>etitions presei:ited by himself and 
Mr. Horne to the House of Asse~bl;v in July last against R::ijhvlJ.y-be-_priI).ted. 

Question put and passed. 

3. Moved by Mr. Douglas, secoR,ded by Mr. Corbett-.That the Report b_e ponsidered paragraph by 
paragraph. · 

9uesttop. put and pas~_ed. 

:Paragraph I re.!J.d_. 
,Question pµt-That the 1st paragraph be agreed to, 

Pivision pa)le,d for, 

J:>aragrap4 2 read_. 

AYES. 
Mr:Gibson. 
Mr: Archer. 
·Mr. Podery. 
Mr. Corbett. 
;Mr, Pouglas, 

Question that it be agr_eed to. 

Pivision called for. Result as in No. i. 
Parµgraph 3 read • 
. Question that it be agreed to. 
Division called fpr, Res1+lt as in.No? 1, 

Paragraph 4 read. 

Question that it be agree~ to, 
. p~vi_sion call,ed for, 

-paragraph 5 read~ 

AYES, 
Mr1 Gibson, 
Mr. Archer. 
Mr. Dodery. 
Mr. Corbett. 
Mr. Pouglas, 
Mr_, Carter. 

;Question put-That it be agreed to. 

Division palled for. Result, Sa'Jlle as par~_grap.h 4, 

Paragraph 6 read • 
. Question put-That it be agreed to. 

Division called :(or. 
, ' . AYES, 

Mr. Gibson. 
Mr. Dodery, 
Mr, Douglas. 
Mr. Corbett. 

_ ,Carrie.d by ea.sting vote of -ChairmaJ}. 

Paragraph 7 read. 
Question put-That it'be agreed to. 

pivision cal)ed for. Re$ult as in 'parag:aph 3~ 

Protest rea,d. 

The Cpmmittee adjourll at 2 P.M. 

NOES. 
Mr. Sharland. 
l\fr. Lowes. · 
Mr. Carter. 

NOES,' 
Mr. Lowes. 
Mr. Sharland. 

No~s . 
Mr. Lo,ves. 
Mr. Sharland, 
Mr. Car~er. · 
l-';[r. _Archer. 



Sir R. Dry. 
W. S. Button. 
J. Crookes. 
I. Sherwin. 
A. Douglas. 
J. Robertson. 
J. Aikenhead. 
A. Rose. 
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APPENDIX. 

A. 

The Names of the Committee of PROMOTERS, 

W. Cleveland. 
C. G. Casey. 
H. Dowling-. 
C. J. Weedon. 
A. F. Rooke. 
W. Gibson. 
J. K. Archer. 
A. Clerke. 

B. 

J. Archer. 
W. Archer, senr. 
H. B. Nickolls. 
S. Henry. 
R.. H. Douglas. 
J. W. Gleadow. 
T._ K. Archer. 
W. Dodery. 

J. P. Jones. 
W. P. Weston. 
A. M'N aughtaa. 
Byron M.illei:. 
H .. E. Lette._ 

To the Honourable the 1Iouse of Assembly, of Tasmania, in Pm·liament assembled: 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Freeholders resident in the District of Westbury, in Tasmania· 
aforesaid. 

RESPECTFUI.I>Y SHOWETH': 

] . T:a:AT your Petitioners are Freeholders of and in• the said District of We3tbury, holding property to the 
area and extent set opposite to their respective signatures hereto, and represent a large proportion of the value· 
of property in the said District. 

2. That proposals are now before the inhabitants of the Districts of Deloraine, W estLury, Longford,. 
and Morven for the construction of a Line of Railway leading from Launceston to D'eloraine through the 
said Districts. 

3 .. That some time since a Committee was appointed for the purpose of obtaining information as to the 
feasibility of the proposed Railway, as to its cost of construction, the terms by which such outlay was to be
Tegulated, and generally to take steps fo1~ bi,inging a Bill into your Honourable House sanctionino- the 
construction an<l maintenance of the said Railway. . "' 

4. That tlie said Committea propose, amongst other things, that by the said Bill' so to be brought in, 
the Government of Tasmania should he authorised to issue Debentures .to the extent of Four hundred 
thousand Powids to. be expended in the construction of the said Railway; and that the properties of those 
persons in the said Districts t·h-raugh which, the said Line of Railway is- intended to pass shall be hclcl 
chargeable by re-gua11anteeing to the Gov:ernment half of the interest to, be.come due• ·upon the said 
capital. . 

5. That yoUJ.1 Petitioners respectfully beg to protest against any measures being taken in. your. Honour-
able House which would have the effect of rendering the respective properties of your Petitioners liable to 
be charged with or become responsible for. any. such re-guarantee of half interest to the Government as pro-
posed by the said Committee. 

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that, in any Bill which may be submitted to your Honourable• 
Hou.se, authorising the construction. and. maintenance of the proposed Line of Railway from Launceston to, 

. ' 
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Delorain.e, a_l).<;l ei;nb.odying therein any conditions for re-guaranteeing to the Government ·half of any 
deficiency .at any time arising i11- payment-of interest as herein before .set forth in that behalf, such conditions 
may not be·allowed to pass'into law. 

And your Petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

SIGNATURES. 

Thos. 1Ym. Field .......•....•....................................... 
Thomas Reibey .••.... , ........•............•..........•............. 
J. C.- Whiteman, by his Attorney, Thomas Reibey ..................••.. 
'\V illiam Spearman ..••.........•.•..............................••.. 
James Scott ........•.............•..•..•..•..•.....•••............. 
Richard Boutcher . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . ...................... . 
John Best ....................••••.•.. , .•.......••.•.... , .......... . 
William Dean, junior ....... ; .......•..•................ , ............ . 
C. H. Wright ........•. · .•.................................... , ..... . 
William Dean, senior, per H. Gamble ......•....... -. •••.•. , . . . . .....•. 
James Keane, per H. Gamble ...•................••................... 
William Knight, per H. Gamble ...........••......•.............. , ...• 
Benjamin Garrett, per H. Gamble ....•.........................•...... 
John Taylor ....••..•..... , •......•.•............•.•.. .- •............. 
Robert Bryan ...............•...•..••........... , .•......•...... , .. ; 
William Field, per T. W. Field ....................................... . 
John Field, per T. W. Field ....................•...•..•............... 
F. J. Houghton per •r. W. Field ...........................••.......... 
Charles Harris ...•. ,• ..............................................••. 
Robert Lyall .........•........••........•..•......................•. 
James Robertson .......•..•......•.. , ............................... . 
Edward Smith ..•........................................... , .....•. 
John Boinday .......•............................................•.. 
Jonathan Trickett. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .............•.•..........•. 
John Donald, his x mark, witnessed by H. Gamble ................ , .. 
James Dean ........................................................ . 
'\V. Motton: ............ ; .....•..........•.....................•...... 
George Best ........................................................ . 

AREA, &c., OF PROPERTY. 

· Acres, 
7205 
3764 
5000 

42 
531 
347 
454 
609 
50 

1033 
5246 
ll0 

32 

5583 
7798 

15 
13 

7 
9 

Houses. 
22 
25 

1 
4 
I 
5 
6 
I 
5 
9, 
I 
I 
I 

6 
31 

2 
28 

I 
3 
I 
I 
I 
1 
5 
7 

To the Honor·able the House (If Assembly ofTasmania, in Pm·liarnent assembled' • . 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Freeholders resident in the District of Delorai.ne, in Tasmania 
aforesaid. 

RESPBCTFULLY SHOWETH: 

1. THAT your Petitioners are Freeholders of and in the said District of Deloraine, holding property to 
the area. and extent set opposite to their respective Signatures hereto, and represent a large proportion 
of the value of property in the said District. 

2. 'rhat proposals are now before the Inhabitants of the Districts of Deloraine, Westbury, Longford, 
and J\iorven, for the construction of a Line of Railway leading from Launceston to Deloraine, through 
the said Districts. 

3. · That some time since a Committee was appointed for the purpose of obtaining information as 
to the feasibility of the proposed Railway, as to its cost of construction, the terms by which such 
outlay was to be regulated, and generally to take steps fo1;· bringing a Bill into your Honorable 
Ho_use, sanctioning. the construction and maintenance of the said Railway. 

4., That the said Committee propose, amongst other things, that, by the said Bill so to be brought 
in, the Government of Tasmania sh<mld be authorised to issue Debentures to the extent of Four hundred 
thousand Pounds, to be expended in the construction of the said Railway; and that the Properties 
of those persons in the respective Districts through which the said Line of Railway is intended to 
pass shall be held chargeable by re-guaranteeing to the Government half of the Interest to become due 
upon the said Capital. 

. 5. · That your Petitioners respectfully beg ·to protest. against any measures being taken in your 
Honorable Ho11se which would have the effect of rendering the respective Prope1-ties of your Petitioners 
liable to be charged with, or become responsible for, any such re-guarantee of half Interest . to the 
Government as proposed by the said Committee. 



Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that, in any Bill which may be submitted to your Honorable 
House, authorising the construction and ·maintenance of the proposed Line of Railway. from Launceston 
to Deloraine, and· embodying therein any conditions for re-guaranteeing to the Government half of 
any deficiency at any time arising in payment of Interest as hereinbefore set forth in that behalf, such 
conditions may not be allowed to pass into law. 

And your Petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

SIGNATURES. 

John Bonney, per Thos. Wm. Field ...•...........•.................... 
Thos. Wm. Field •................•....................••.•......•... 
\V. Shepherd ....•..•.......•.•....... · ........•...................... 
.James Burnett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . .•..•.......•.............. 
William Bramich (right of purchase from William Archer) ....•........... 
,vi!liam Field .................•............•.........•.••••.•....... 
.T olm Field . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . ............................. . 
William Knight, his x mark, as witnessed by H. Gamble .............•.. 
James Keane, per Tl10s. ·w m. Field .........•..........•.•.......•..... 
Patrick Gannon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . ....•.•.... · ..... · ....... . 
,James Scott . . . . . . . . . ........... .' .....................•............. 
Alexander Stewart ................................. , ....... , ........ . 
Francis Reynolds ................................................... . 

c. 

SrR, 

AREA, &c , OF PROPERTY. 

Acres. 
499 

3864 
1 

774 
312 

3422 
7455 

100 
1191 

110 
1021 
200 
200 

Houses. 
9 

1 
2 Public-houses, 

1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

Quamby, 5tlt ,June, 1863, 

I have the honor to tmnsmit, fur the information of His Excellency the Governor in Council, copies 
of Resolutions passed at a Public Meeting of the Northern Colonists, held in Launceston on the 29th 
ultimo, for the purpose of promoting the early construction of the Launceston and Western Railway. 

I have the honor to add that the Meeting, which was lield at noon, was one of the largest eve1, 
assembled in the large hall of the Mechanics' Institute, and that it was principally composed of land-owners 
in the Districts. The Resolutions were adopted unanimously • 

. I beg leave further t9 add, that the conviction ii; daily increasing in intensjty on the minds of the landed 
proprietary, and of the farming interests generally of these Districts, that it is absolutely essential that this 
Railway be constructed without further delay. 

The Colonists, to tlie present time, have steadily held to the opinions adopted in their public meetings 
jn the year 1857; and I respectfully submit to His Excellency's consideration the expression of my hope 
that measures may be taken, by His ~xcel)ency in Council, by which the desires of so 1arge a body of 
Colonists may be speedily realjs(_ld, · · 

Tlte Honorable the Colonial Secretary, 

l have the honor to be, 
Bir, 

Your obedient Servaµt, 

lllOHAJtD DRY, O!tairman, 

R E S O L U T I O N 8, 

1. That this Meeting cordially recognises the Iabors of the farliamentary Com~ittce of 1862, and 
receives and adopts with satisfaction the Report of the Local Committee now read, 

2. That this Meeting is of opinion that Railway communication between Launceston and Deloraine, 
through the Districts of JVIorven, Longford, and Westbury, is more than ever ncr.essary to enable the 
agriculturists to compete in the markets open for thei1· products; and this Meeting further declares its 
adherence to the former Resolutions of the peop)e of the N9rtl}em Districts in their Public Meeting 
assembled, · 
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3. That the Promoters are cieservi~g of the thanks and continued confidence of the Northern Colonists; 

and this Meeting hereby urges them to continue to pre·ss the question upon the· attention of the Government 
and Parliament, with the view -of securing a Railway Bill during the en:ming Session ; and that the 
Honorable the Chairman of this Meeting be hereby requested to tral}smit a copy of the proceedings of this 
:Meeting to the Governor in Council. · 

RICHARD DRY, 

REPORT. 

'fHE Committee propose chiefly to embrace in the Report a brief outline of their proceedings -since the last 
Public Meeting held in this Hall. . . 

The Petitions to Parliament, then in progress, were duly transmitted to the Government, and were laid 
before Parliament during the last Session, prior to the dissolution. The general petition from the Northern 
Districts, then only in progress, contained 2260 names of landed proprietors and householders; a petition from 
the Mersey and Port Sorell comprised 68 signatures ; and a special petition from the landholders of Patterson's 
Plains, 14signatures,-a total of2342 signatures in favor of the Railway Bill. Only two adverse petitions 
were presented, one containing 37 names of landowners and _tenants, scattered over the greater part of the 
proposed Railway District; the other comprising 14 names of reside1its at Patterson's Plains; These latter 
petitioners can scarc('lly, however, be deemed opponents of the Railway, their prayer being simply that a 
particular road district may be left ont of any responsibility hereafter to be incurred; but their memorial was 
fully replied to by 14 landholders of the same district, who not only prayed that the early construction of the 
Rai:way might be secured, but dist_inct:y announced their willh1gness to subject themselves to aµy responsi
•bility which might arise from Parliament asking a re-guarantee to the Government. 

Immediately on the opening of the last Session of the late Parliap1ent, a Select Committee was named 
by the House, with instructions "to enquire into the question of the prop(?!led Railway between Launceston 
_and Deloraine, to report op the feasibility or otherwise of the project; and if found feasible, the conditions 
which the Committee would recommend to be embodied in a· Bill for the construction and maintenance of 
such Railway.". This Committee sat for business on twenty days, during the period from 30th July to 16th 
October ; they examined twelve witnesses, and receiyed written replies to interrogatories fo:im two witnesses. 
•rp.eir sittings were ter;minated by the adjournment and subsequent prorogation of the Parliament, when 
the Co:mmittee agreed to the following Progress Report7 which having been presented to the House, was 
ordered to be printed, The following is the Report:..;,,,. · · · 

R E P O R T. 

YOUR Committee have had un:ler their c~Feful .consideration the subject remitted to them; and they have arrived at 
certain Resolutions, wl).ich they submit to yo~r Honourable Il0tise, as follows:-

1. That th~ instruction containetl in the Report of the Joint Committee of the Legislature of this Colony in 1860 
-that a careful Survey of this Line of Railway should be made by a cpmpetent Engineer-has been fully complied 
'.With by the Promoters, through the services of Mr. Doyne;a Member of ti).e British Institute of Civil Engineers. 

2. That it has been proved that the Country intended to be traversed by the Railway is peculiarly adapted to 
the economical construction and working of the proposed Railway ; and, from the Evidence before the Committee, 
it' appears that the sum of £400,000 will be suflfoient to cover the outlay µecessary to complete the Line, including 
;interest at 6 pe_r ,cent. q.urjng construction, and tjle payment of coi;rtpensatio:r;i. 

3. 'l'hat, looking to the extension of Railways in Victoria, it is absolutely essential to the agricultur~l int;rests of 
tJie Western Districts. that they may be afforded Railway Communication as set out by them in the · Resoiutions 
,adopted at their Public Meetings, and in their Petitions to both Houses of Parliament. 

4. That, presuming the outlay to be limited to the said sum of ,t:400,000, it appears from t4e Evidence that the 
receipts after the first three years' traffl,c may be estimated as sufficient to cover the interest on capital at 6 per cent., 
?,nd the wor)tlng expens,es. · 

5. That the abrupt termiw1tion of the Session of the Parliament has prevented the Committee from givi11g 
sufficient consideration tp the further instructions of the House as to tl~e conditions to be eµiboqied in any Bill for 
'.the constru!)tion and maintenance of the proposed Railway. 

Your Committee append t4e whole of the Evidence wh~ch they have taken during the Sessioi;i, and Copies of 
all Papers which have been laid before y.our Honourable House, and before your Col)lmittee, on the subject of the 
proposed Ra,ilway from L;mncestol). to_ Pe.loraine i ancl. you:r C,omipjttee r!)coµup.ep.d that they be prmted. 
. ' ;HENRY J3UTLER, Chairman. 
C.ommittee Room, 16th October, 1862. 

The consideration of the conditi<;mr, wpic}:t s_hould be recommended for emb,od~mel).t in any Bill for th~ 
construction and maintenance of the Railway has, therefore, yet to be entered upon; and it is proposed on the 
assembling of Parliament to revive the Select Committee. The Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Doyne, is expected 
\O anive from London during the month of June, and will be prepared to give evidence before a Parliamentary. 
Co;rm:n,itt.ee. He has not failed during his visit to London to manifest continued interest in the prngress of the 



.work yo_u have if!. 4and·; .Q;nd he· l;ia~ kept ~he C9mn;1.itt~e fully advised on th~ subject. His plans. and reports, 
as might b.e expe9te<:I, Ji.aye met with ,the -entire appmval of!lom,e of .the most ~min.ent µien of the engineering 
profes1>ion. . .. . · . · .• . . · · 

The Committee have received advice that during the next month an engin~ering agent, folly empowered 
.:is the attorIJ.t.')Y _of 11;he eminent firm of Sir Morton Peto, Brassey, and Betts, will visit this Colony, from 
Sydney, for the purpose of enquiring into the whole project; and with the purpose of making a direct tender 
to the Promoters for the construction of the Line in a substantial and workmanlike manner. _ 

The firm referred to have, in New South Wales, a large staff of officers and men, and a plant of great 
value ; and it is said, that if they can secure a contract here, before breaking np this establishment, they will 
be able to execute the work at a very moderate profit: provided, of course, they have safe financial arrange-
ments with this Government, on the autho::isation of Parliament. · 

The Committee of Promoters are as much convinced of the great necessity for this work as when they 
were appointed by the 'great Northern. Meeting held .in Launceston in 1857. Every day's experience, 
indeed, gives strength to the fact, now on record in the Parliamentary Reports of 1858 and 1862, that it is 
absolutely essential to·the agricuJtural interests of the -western districts that they be a,fforded railway com-
munication. · · · 

Since your la~t public meeting, the question of organising a Joint Stock Company has been renewed 
through the press; but the Committee, after having carefully considered _the question, remain of opinion that 
they should adhere t.o the plan of constructing .the Railway by officers appointed; in the first instance, by the 
Crown; undei; the aut!10rity of Parliament: for, 

1st. To attempt to divert Tasmanian capital -from its legitimate use in the agricultural and commercial 
business of the country, even were it practicable to find colonial capital, would be impolitic and unwise. 

2nd. If we promote the fo_rmation of a London Company, it has to be remembered that foreign 
capitalists will not take up the work on less advantageous terms than those paid by other countries. 
Railway_ Companies for India are guaranteed an interest of 5 · per cent,, and the Cape of Good Hope 
guarantees 6 per cent. on very large investments ; and this guarantee is made for 50 ycara. · 

3rd. The cost of floating a ,Oompany, and of maintaining a Board of Directors and their staff in 
London, wc;mld be very large, in proportion tp t4e proposed capital of £400,000. 

4th. ft would µot .only be cheaper to construct the Railway by a direct issue of Government deben
tures, but the Colony :would possess the Railway as its own prope'rty, at a less cost than it would incur by 
encouraging a British Company to construct and work it, by a guarantee ·of interest, under which the 
Company would retain the property,. and take the profit accruing abo,ve the 6 per cent.-a profit which 
would continue prrmanently ta go out of the_ Co_untry iµto the_ pockets of the London shareholders, instead 
_of being devoted to the reduction of rates of earring~,. or the extension of the line. 

The Committee repeat, therefore, that they ar~ still of opinion th;t for the constmction of this important 
work our Government should be· aRthorised to. issue debentures,. the districts re-guaranteeing half of any 
deficien.c;v at any ti!Jl.e arisiµg iI\ paym~nt Qf ~,nterest. 

Th.e Committee sympathise wi,th those objeotors who UJ/g~ that a paternal Government would take the 
entire responsibility;. but successive Parliamentary Committees having asserted the principle of half-interest 
being· re-guaranteed by the districts, the Committee do- ·not see· any alternative but to. accept these terms. 

'l'he Committee· do not hesitate to reiterate their conviction that the construction of this= Railway is. 
really essential to the agricultural. and landed interests of the Northern Districts, and that the work would 
be reproductive. It has been ~aid that tJ1e depressed cond·ition of the Country may be regarded by the 
Parliament as a reason for refu~ing the loan. The Committee on the contrary find, in, this very depression, 
abundant argument against .any further delay in the construction of a work,. the preliminary enquiry respect-· 
ing which ha~ been so satisfactory, and occupying a pe_riod of nearly six- years,. at the· cost of considerable 
public and pnvate funds. 

The £'100 Debentures of the Tasmanian Government have been recently sold in· London so- high as. 
£105. They are likely to maintain this price, and perhaps reach higher quotations. 

It is certain that the placing of Tasmanian Railway Debentures,would be regarded' with favour in the 
London money market. Men there will understand the pe.rmanent ad'vantage of Railway communication. 
They know how steam contributes to- the development of the reso11rces ofa Country. Instead of depressing 
the general credit of Tasmania, the proposed Railway Loan of £400,000,.intended to be d'evoted to annexing. 
to the Colonial Estate a Railway in complete working order,. 'would have the immediate effect of increasing 
the value of all oul! public- securities.. • 

Again:: since. the last public meeting in this hall the Victorian Government Rail ways have been more 
developed, and the results of their partial operation. have been highly satisfactory. 'l'hough the cost of 
these lines has been nearly four times that of the proposed Western Railway,. and they have only been. 
partially opened, four per cent., it is said authoritatively, will be realised the first year on the eight millions. 
of capital invested. The cost of Victorian Railways has. been something above £35,000 per mile for a 
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double line: here, a single line, with electric telegraph wire throughout the whole length, will cost nnder 
£10,000 per mile. The meeting will see that had the Victorian Railways been made at the lesser cost of 
(say) £17,000 per mile, double line, the interest yielded might have been 8 per cent. instead of 4 _per cent. 

In conclusion, the Committee of Promoters trust they shall be sustained, as heretofore, by the people of 
the Northern Districts in their further prosecution of this all-important question of the constru::tion of a Laun
ceston and Deloraine Railway. They will add the expression of a hope that the present Ministry and 
Parliament will not allow the year to close ere the first sod is turned; and that they will add to this a vote 
of public money for a careful engineering examination of the country, with a view to connecting Hobart 
Town with Launceston at Perth or Longford, This engineering enquiry could be made during the con
struction of the.Western Line, and if found practicable, could be continued from one of the stations referrecl 
to. But the Committee re-as~ert that the Western Line will be a paying line, that its construction is 
first in order of utility, and indeed absolutely indispensable for the Westem farmer.:, who cannot wait th.e 
time necessary to make a thorough examination of the difficult country between Perth or Longford and the. 
Southern Metropolis-a worki however, which will assuredly follow. the con.struction of the Western Line, 

RICB;ARO, DRY. 

Q;uamby, 6 June, 1863.,_ 
Sm, 

I HAD the honour yesterday to transmit the Resolutions adopted bJ a Public Meeting of the N orthem, 
Colonists held in· Launceston on the 29th ultimo. 

I now beg to call your attention to the very important question of the early constructiol). of the Laun~ 
ceston and Western Rail way, that you may submit to His Excellency the Governor in Council the earnest· 
desire of the Promoters that this mmsure should receive from His Excellency's Government the, attention 
which so important a subject demands, 

I had the honour, in my letter of yesterday, to state that this question has been before the Government 
and Parliament since the year 1857. Throughout all sections of the Northern community a deep .. sense of 
disappointment e:l(:ists that a question which so seriously affects the interests of families, representing in 
numbers and in property so very large a proportion of the w.hole population of the Colony, has not received 
the earlier sanction of the Government. . . 

By a refei·ence to Parliamentary Papers you will find that the first Public Meeting for the promotion 
of this Railway,-after the subject had for a long time agitated the public mrnd,- was held at Deloraine in 
July, 1857, and that this movement was seconcled by Public Meetings in Westbury, Canick, Longford, 
Perth, Evandale, and Launceston ; and, without referring to intermediate public mov.ements, I desire to call 
your attention to the Petitions of the Northern Districts of last year, which comprise the large number of 
two thousand three hundred and forty-two signatures. To the prayer of these Petitions I desire especially 
to call your attention, as it involves the full acquiescence of the people in the recommendation of the Joint 
Committee of 1860, that "the Districts should re-guarantee one-half of interest on any loan raised on the 
security of the Government." 

I also desire to call your attention to' the fact that the several Reports of Parliamentary Committees of 
1858, 1860, and 1862 have adopted the views of the Promoters so far, at least, as to lead to the expen
diture of a large sum of money subscribed by the people, in addition to £1500 voted by the Legislature 
and of a considerable amo.unt of time, on the part of the Promoters, in obtaining reliable surveys and other 
data ; and that the result of these enquiries i.s fully set forth_ in the printed evidence in P.aper No. 130, 
Session of 1862. · 

· · On the assembling of Parliament the Promoters will be prepared to. submit to. a Committee the con
ditions which, in their opinion, should be embodied in any Bill for the construction and maintenance of the 
proposed Railway; and I respectfully beg· to express the hope of the Promoters. that His. Excellency's 
Government will be prepared, not only to give their sanction to the enquiry,. but to, lend' the weight of their 
influence to the settlement of this very important question, during the fo1thcoming Session. 

In conclusion, I beg to point you to the statement made by the Northern Petitioners in 1862, "that 
the recommendation contained in the Report of the Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament in 1860, 
has been now fully complied with, so far as it is in the power of the people themselves to accomplish this;" and to 
the Progress Report of the Select Committee of 1862,. which fully confirms the Report of 1860, that Railway 
communication is essential to the Western District, and that, if 1:he work can be completed for £400,000, 
the receipts may b.e estimated,, after the fu'st three yea1·s'. traffi.c,. as s,ufficient to. cover t.he int.erest ancl 
working expense~. 

Tho Hon. rlte Colonial Sec11etary. 

I have the honour to be, 
Sir, 

Your obedient S<irvan.t,. 

. RICHARD DRY~ 
Chairman of Committee of Launceston and Delor,aine Railn:au•. 
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Colonial Se.cretary's Office, 10th J~me, 1863. 

Sm, 
· I HAVE the honor to acknowleclge tlie receipt of your letter of the 6th instant, referri°ng to your corn~ 

munication of the previous day, also duly received, transmitting the Resolutions adopted by a Public Meeting 
of the Northern Colonists, held in Launceston on the 29th ult., on the subject of the proposed Launceston 
and Western Railway. The Government fully appreciate the vast importance uf the subject, and will be 
prepared to promote the proposed enquiry <luring the ensuing Session, and trust that a satisfactory solution 
of the question may finally be attained. 

The Jionomble Sfr R. DRY, Quamby. 

Srn, 

I have the honor to be, 
Sir, 

Your obedient Servant, 
J. WHYTE, 

Longford, 2nd July, 1863. 

I HAVE tlie honor to forward, for the information of His Excellency the Governor, copy of Resolutions 
of Meeting of proprietors and occupiers in Municipality of Longford, in support ot meusures in behalf of 
the Launceston and Western Railway. A Petition, emanating from this Meeting, is now in course of being 
extensively signed, and will be forwarded at same time as Petition from other Districts. 

F. G. STEWART, Esquire,_ 

I have the honor to be, 
Sir, 

You.r obedient Servant, 
I-I. B. NICKOLS. 

AT a Meeting of proprietors and occupiers in the Rural Municipality of Longford, duly convened by 
advertisement, held this 20th day of June, at the CotJrt Honse, Longford, for the purposes of taking 
further steps in support of the Launceston and Deloraine Railway, Mr, H. B. Nickols in the chair ; 

It was proposed by William Docler_v, Esquire,-" That this Meeting, reviewing the proceedings of the 
colonists of the Northern antl Western Districts of the Colony in the matte1• of the Western Railway during 
the long perio,l of six years, now renew their expression of their entire sympathy with this great question." 
Seconded by Mr. J. L. Smith, of vVoolmers. Carried unanimously. 

It was proposed by W. P. Weston, Esq., of Hythe,-" That the early construction of the Western 
Railway becomes every tlay mare urgent. The question, from its large importance and from the length of 
time it has now been under their notice, claims the earn.est consideration and support of the Government 
and Legislature of the Colony; and this Meeting pled~es itself to GOntinue the exercise of all constitutional 
gfforts to secure this measure of justice to the settlers ot the Western Dist1•ict." Seconded by Mr. Charles 
Burton, and supported by Mr. William Mason, Mr. Charles Bricknell, Mr. John Tongs, and Mr. William 
Pitt. Carried unanimously, 

H. B. NICKOLS, Chafrman. 

Delomine, 2nd July, 1863. 
Srn 

'I HAD the honor, on the 19th instant, to preside at a Meeting of the inhabitants lwld in this Town for 
the promotion of the Western Railw:ay, on which ocoas.ion the annexed· Resoluti.on was unanimously 
adopted. 

I have the honor to transmit it for the information of l:Iis Excellency the. Governor in Council, 

I have the honor to be, 
Sir, 

Yotir obedient Servant, 
SAMUEL HENRY. 

To the Honourable the Colonial Secretary. 
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COPY OF RESOLUTION. 

That this Meeting desires emphatically to confirm the Resolutions in favour of the Launceston and Western 
~ail way passed at val'ious Pu_blic Meetings held at Deloraine, and pledges itself tl1at by all, co11stitu~~nal means tµe 
inhabitants of the District will continue to urge the question on the Government and Parliament of this Colony. 

SAMUEL HENRY, Chairman. 

SrR, 
Ret1·eat, near Deloraine, 2nd July, 1863. 

ON the 20th instant, I was called to preside at a Meeting of the inhabitants of the District of W (lstbury, 
ponvened for the pl'omotion of the Western Ra-ilway question, on which occasion the annexed Resolutions 
were passed, with only two or three dissentient votes, 

In compliance with the direction contained in the s.econd R.esohition, .I have the 4onor to t!'ansmit 
copies for the inform[!.tion of His Excellency the Gover-nor in Council, 

I have the honor to be, 
$ir, · 

Your obedient Servant, 

A. F. ROOKE. 
To .the Honourable the Colonial Secretary, 

COPY OF RESOLUTIONS. 

1. That this Meeting, looking to the extension of RaiJways in Victoria during, the long period of six·yea!'S since 
the first Railway Meeting was held in Westbury, now record an expression of qeep regr,et that, notwithstanding the 
r1>peated Petitions of th~ inhabitants of_ the_ Wes!er~ Districts? th_e Government has not y!lt taken steps ip Parliament 
for the promotion of Railway cm:nmumcat10n w1tl1111 those D1str1cts. 

2. That renewed Petitions should be at once addressed to His Excellency the Governor in ('.)o\lncil; and that the 
Chairman of this Meeting Le hereby ;•'quested t_o transmit copies of these Resolutions to His· Excellency, ,i.nd to 
reguest the eamest supJ_Jort .of t}le Railway question by the Members for the Meander and• Westbury, in Parliament. 

To His Excellency Colonel THOMAS Goim BROWNE, Comm.ander of tlte Most Noble Order· 
nf the Bath, Govei•nor of Tasmania, g-c. · 

The bumble Pethion of thl3 undersigned Eesidents of the Northern Districts of Tasmania. 

;RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH ! 

THAT Your Excellency's Petitioners are anxious for the early construction of the Limnceston and ·western 
:Uai_lway. 

That Petitions having this object in view have been preseI).ted from Petitioners and others to S\!Ccessive Govern
·mcnts of this Colony in the years 1857, 1860, and 1862. · 

That a Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament, in 1860, reported ver,y favourably of the project, but 
recommended '' that a careful Survey should be made of the whole line by a competent Engineer, and that a grant 
from the Public ;Funds sho,ul.d be sanct_ioned in aid of suc}l. work," · 

'rbat a yote of One tho~1s.and five hundr.ed Po.unds, an.d local subscription~ to a similar amount, have since been 
expended accorLiingly in pedectiIJ_g the engine.ering .an.d other .en.guiries, . 

That a Select Committee .of tAe Honorable the House of Asse:mbly, during the Session of 1862, in a Progress 
Repo:rt to the House, re.ported t)lat the condition on which this vote ]:lad been .recommended· had been satisfactorily 
fulfilled ; and [urther, generally report,ed favouralJly of the measure. 

That Pctitio:r;ie_rs, in common with a large majority of the people of the Western Districts, believe that it is 
absolutely esse,ntial t.o the agricultu;ral i.i;i.terests of t~iese Di~tricts 'that Railway coxnmupici,ttion may be affordecl 
t.hem. · 

That Pe,tit~oners believe t.hat the ,early construction of this Railway will b.e followed by most advantageous results 
to the Colony general]y, and that it is thernfor~ the duty of the G?vernment to construct this important line of 
road• but that, if the Pa.rliament shall deem 1t necessary to provide for a guarantee to the Government, your· 
Petitioners ,vil.l Le. )Vi.11.in.g that t,heir ;Districts should bear the fair share of such responsibility. · 

Your Petitioners ~heref'ore humbly pray that Your E;ii:cellency wjll cause such measures to be tak:en as will pro-
mote ;the early con~tq1.ction of the sa.id Railway, · 

And, !IS.in duty bo,und, they wjll e¥er vray, ~c, 

[Here follow 2695, Signatures.] 
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D. 
REJ,,IARKS upon a Memorandum by 11:fr. W. T. Do,;NE on Mr. W. ARCHER'S Letter to .1rlr-. 

SnARLAND. 

Glteshunt, 15th August, 1863. 
TnE effect of some of Mr. Doyne's observations respecting the opinion upon the construction of a Railway 
in Tasi;nani<1, given by Mr. Bruce, is to mislead the Select Committee as to the nature and value of that opinion. 

Mr. Bruce's opinion is a general one; and he possessed ample means. of arriving at the conclusion 
which he states. l!e writes : " I am quite satisfied that you should not look at a Line costing more than 
£6000 a mile complete, considering the amount of population, &c., in the Island." He then states, what 
would follow as a matter of course-that it will be necessary to use "light rails and engines." It is the 
amount of popuJation and the extent of traffic by which Mr. B1,uce is led to form his opinion, but he has 
ample opportunities of acquiring as much information. as M1:. ])oyne possesses as to prices, rates of labor, . 
&c., in Tasmania and Australia; for, in addition to the information given to him by myself, there are 
publications in abundance which afford him the information he requires, and there are. many intelligent 
colonists in Lond,on who would gladly give him their assistance. · 

It is not the first time that Mr. Bruce has expressed the same opinion; for in April 1861 he wrote to 
me, in reply to my letter to him,. as follows,-" My opinion is, that you shouJd not attempt to make a 
Railway at a cost of more than £5000 to £6000 a mile,. and upon the principle of' cutting your coat according 
to your cloth,' this, even with your high labor, ought to be feasible." He was at that time aware of the 
high rates of labor here,, and hacl taken much interest in the questia,n of Railways in Australia and Tasmania. 

In the same letter he offered to come and survey the Line; but,. before his letter reached me, Mr. Doyne 
arrived in th_e Colony, al).d was appHed to by the Promoters of the Railway for his professional assistance. 
I was thus precluded from recommending Mr. Bruce to. the notice of the Promoters,. as I otherwise should 
assuredly have done. In my correspondence with Mr. Bruce, from 1861 to the present time, I have 
constantly brought the subject of the 1,lailway before him; and have sought his professional opinion, for my 
own protection from the results of a plan which, I thought, would entail a heavy encumbrance upon my 
property, and involve the Colony in debt. Mr. Bruce was, amply Justified in expressing the opinion which 
he gave, and, as an interested party, I was justified in placing that opinion before the Select Committee. 

J' udging from the whole tenor of Mr.· Bruce's statements to me, he would undoubtedly undertake the 
c_onstruction of a Railway on. th,e Line in question which would not "cost more than £_6000 a mile complete," 
and he is thoroughly competent to carry out whatever he undertakes. I believe that such a Railway would 
afford sufficient means of transport for the next half of a century at least, if not for_ a longer period; and could 
then, if necessary, be replaced by a more costly one. And I quite agree with. Mr. Bruce that the population 
and resources of the Colony ren.d.er it absolutely necessary that the amount of £6000 a mile should not be 
exceeded_. · · 

All that Mr. Doyne writes about Mr. Brnce's want of Australian experi:ence is beside the question:, 
seeing that Mr. Brl).ce h,ows quite su:fficien.t abQut the popuJation, rates of labor,. &c., and can gather from 
Mr. Doyne's Report all the necessary information as to the kinds and quantity of work on the Line proposed, 
to enable him to, give the ·opjnion which I have laid before the Select Oommittee. 

As to the gauge, Mr. D;yne seems to forget that the narrow gauge was deliberately adopted by 
English_ Engineers in Belgium, France, and other European Countries, whei,e there was no question uf 
adapting the gauge to an existing system of traffic. 

If .l\'.Ir. Doyne has only provided a sufficient width of the formation level for the narrow gauge, I 
cannot see how it will be sufficient for the broader gauge. It appears to. me- that the width of the works 
throughout could be reduced 9½ inches., and that about £.16,000 would thus be saved,:-taking Mr. 
Doyne's data. 

I think that we should get our surplus engines, &c., from En.gland: direct,. through a consulting 
engineer, far cheaper than we should obtain them from Victoria. I vm at a loss to know, looking bark to 
a year's study of Locomotives and other Steam-engines with Mr. Bruce,.at Stephenson's Establishment at 
N e,rnastle, what special tools for repairs WQUld be required for epgines adapted to the nan:ow gauge, other 
than for those used for the hroader• ga1:1ge. 

The opinion given by Mr. Hemans, in favour of" a heavier rail and greater· locomotive power-" on the 
Western Railway, shows that he has not given much. attention to the subject of the population and resources 
of the Colony. · 

In con.chi._sion, I may state that I believe, Mri Bruce's conclusions to be-,v:ell considered, and thoroughly 
reliable; and that Mr. Doyne has set down nothing in his memorandum which induces me to abandon the 
opinion that I have formed,:---namely, that the Colony cannot afford the construction of a Railway, even 
irom Launceston to Deloraine, upon the expensive scale proposed by Mr. Doyne;. and, further, that £6000 
v. mile would give us a Railway which would meet our utmost requirements .. 

W. ARCHER. 
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E. 

Tu His Excellency Colonel THOMAS GoRE BROWNE, Commander of the .Most Noble Order 
oj the_ J3ath, Govenw1· of Tasmania, g·c. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned_ Landholders resident in the Northern Division of Tasmania. 

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH : 

TrrAT your Petitioners have rec~ntly memoralised Your Excellency, praying for the early construction 
of the Launceston and Western Railway. . 

That Petitioners have since lParned tliat a Petition with the names, number of acres of land, and 
a~sumed value of Town properties of Ninety-seven Petitioners attached, and intended to retard any legislation 
in favor of the said Railway, has been printed by order of the Legislative Council. 

That such Petition unjustly impugns the motives of the large number of persons (2520) who have 
recently memorialised Your Excellency in support of said Railway; all of whom are prepared to take their 
due share of any responsibility tha_t may attach to the proposed work. · 

That Petitioners, while protesting against the principle that the circumstance of property represented by 
a few names should be regarded_ as giving a paramount daim to consideration, in preference to property of 
greater value in the possession of a large number of land-owners, still desire to show Your Excellency that a 
few names out of the large number of Petitioners for the Railway construction are those of owners of land 
and houses of far greater aggregate value, yielrling a much larger support to the public revenue by direct 
contributions, and to the general advancement of the Colony in its agricultural and commercial interests. 

That Petitioners, therefore, submit to Your Excellency's consideration the following fact (shown by 
examination of the Assessment Rolls), that 80 of Your Excellency's former Petitioners are owners of land 
amounting to upwards of 125,000 acres, of the assessed annual value of £37,000 ; and that the property 
represented in Launceston by other Petitioners amounts in assessed annual value to £30,000. 

Your Petitioners therefore pray that Your Excellency will be pleased to regard the Petitions so 
numerously signed, and representing at the same time such a large amouaj of property, as the fair expression 
of the District::' immediately interested in such an important work as the :Caunceston and Western Railway. 

And, in duty bound, they will ever pray, &c. 

~VI. Gaunt. 
J. Aikenhead. 
John Crookfs." 
Robert De Little. 
W. Williams. 
ChRs. Nichols. 
DuCroz & Co. 
William Cleveland. 
J. C. Irvine. 
C. Gavin Casey. 
Thomas C. Archer, W oo1mers. 
R. J. Archer, Longford Hall. 
John L. Smith, Chatsworth. 
W. P. Weston, Hythe. 

Grorge Ritchie, Belmont. 
Thomas Ritchie, Longford. 
1:dward ·weston, Marldon. 
vYilliam Archer, Brickendon. 
F. B. Watson, Longford. 
J olm Smith, Longford. 
William Mason, Longford. 
William Saltmarsh, Longford. 
John Wright, Longford. 
H. B. Nickolls, Longford. 
A. M. Milligan. 

. John Fawns. 
Charles M'Arthur. 

Adye Douglas. 

Charles Thomson, tmstee for 
Mrs. H. Brooker. 

John Atkinson. 
C. J. Weedon. 
Henry Dowling. 
Roddam H. Douglas. 
John Kinder Archer: 
J arnes Robertso·n. 
W. S. Button. 
W. Huttley. 
Richard Green. 
George Fisher. 
Alexander Webster. 
D. W. Murray. 
William Hart, Mayor of 

La1tnceston. 

To His Excellency· Colonel THOMAS Go RE BROWNE, Commander of tlte J.lfost Noble 
Order of the Bath, Gove1·1wr of Tasmania1 g'C. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned residents of George Town and the Tamar. 

RESPECTFULLY SROWETH: 

THAT Your Excellency's Petitioners are anxious for the early construction of the Launceston and 
Western Railway. 

That Petitioners, in common with a large majority of the people of the Launc~ston and W: est~m 
Districts, believe that it is not only absolutely essential to the Agricultural interests of those Districts 
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that Railway communication may be afforded tliem, but they believe also _ that tlie early construction 
of this Railway will be followed by most advantageous results to the Colony genera.Uy; and that it 
is therefore the duty of the Government to promote such an important work. 

Your Petitioners therefore pray tl1at Your Excellency will cause such measures to be taken as 
will promote the early construction of the said Rail way. 

And, in duty bound, they will ever pray, &c. 

C. S. Henty, Kelso, George Town. 
E. Whiting, Kelso, ,George Town. 
John Thoreson, Cleghorn, WesL Tamar. 
Wm. Barnes, Tamar. '. 
Thos. N ettlefold, Tamar. 
Thos. Beauchamp Dodd, West Tamar. 
Robert Browne, Supply. · 
Henry Pyke, West 'l'amar. 
George Dryden, West Tamar.· 
,T ohn Dixon,- West Tamar. 
James Richardson, J.P., George Town. 
John E. Lawrence, J.P., Tamar. 
Thomas Jones, George Town. 
William Cragg, George Town. 
Catherine Barrett, George Town. 
Thos. Phillips, George Town. 
G. l\L Ruttley, George Town. 
William Lawton, George Town. 
Robt. Henry, jun., Tamar Heads. 
Robert Cotton, George Town. 
David Petire, George Town. 
William Bishop, George Town. 
Charles Freestin, George Town. 
Edwd. Pennefather, West Tamar. 
James Hurst, Low Head. 
Benjn. Scott, Low Head. 
J. H. Waterland, Low Head. 
Benjamin Willis, George Town. 
Joseph '.I.'raill, Low Head. · 
Edward Graham, Low Head. 
Thomas Edwards, Low Head. 
S. Gaunt, Gray"s Bill. 
John Wing, Craythorn. 
Thos. Newman, jun., Grange. 
Gregory Gardiner, Winderme1·e. 
James Jolly, his x mark, witness A.D., Bridge-

north. . . 
William ConneII, his x mark; witness A.D., 

Bridgenorth. 

K. Pennefathcr, Danbury Park. 
James Sculley, Danbury Park. 
Daniel Mulvihill, Danbury Park. 
Robert Britton, his x mark, witness A.D., Dan-

bmy Park. 
W. Pickford, Silver Mines. 
Thomas Dutton, Chilton. 
Wm. Atkinson, his x mark, witness A.D., Cray-

thorn. . . 
Ed ward Roseve~re, Rose- Loe. 
J olm Fereday, M.A., George Town. 
James Wilson, George Town. 
John Thomas, George-Town. 
John Cardell, George Town. 
Andrew ·ward, Low Head Light-house. 
John Jone~, George Town. 
Thomas Figgis, George 'fown. 
"William Barlow, George 'l'own, 
Elizabeth Davies, George Town. 
,Joshua Whitehead, Currie River, East Coast. 
Richard Richardson, George Town. 
J olm Henry, Low Heads. 
William Green, George Tow_n. 
George Foster, Low Head. 
Gustavus }!:ardy, Low Head. 
Thomas Fox, Low Head. 
Ralph Place, Low Head. 
John Hewitt, Low Head. 
James Long, Low Bead. 
Mrs. Rae, Low Head. 
James Francis, Low Head. 
Charles Wm. Kidd, Low Head. 
George Stacey, Windermere. 
Thomas Newman, Union Mills. 
Griffiths Lewis, Windermere. 
Williarii Jones, Windermere. 

JAMES BARNARD, 
GOVERNMENT PRINTER, TASMANIA. 


