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EXTRACTED FROM THE MINUTES. 
'I'iURS1DAY, 241I MARCIL, 1881. 

MESSAGE FROM Hrn ExcELLENCY THE GovERNOR.~A Messenger from His Excellency the Governor 
being announced, the Speaker took the Chair and reported the receipt of the following Message:. 

Message No. 4. 
WILLIAM C. F. ROBINSON. 

The Governor forwards to the Honorable the Legislative Council a further communication 
which he has this moment received from the Director of Public Works on the subject of the 
Railway route through Guildford. 
Your Honorable Council should take this representation into consideration before finally 

embodying in the Ordinance the deviation of route proposed. If your Honorable Council should 
der;ire Mr. Thomas's evidence before a Select Committee, that officer will be directed accordingly, 

Government House, Perth, 24th March, 1881. 
[Enclosure. J 

WESTERN AUSTRALIA. 
Sm, Department of Public Works, Perth, 24th March, 1881. 
I feel so strongly that a great blunder is about to be committed in the progress of the most 

important Public Work of this Colony, and its efficiency thereby impaired by the action of the Legislative 
Council, that I would again urge upon Your Excellency the necessity of using every means to prevent the 
deplorable result that will inevitably arise if the proposed deviation of the Eastern Railway at Guildford 
is ever carried into effect. 

I would point out that the members having but little professional knowledge of Railway construction, 
or of their working, are taking a step iu iguorauce of the results, and in direct opposition to the 
professional adviser of the Crown; the responsibility I feel also will not hereafter rest with them, but 
upon the Government. 

I would further beg of Yor Excellency, in the event of its being determined that this change should 
be carried out, to intercede with the Right Honorable the Secretary of State, to give mo another appoint 
ment elsewhere ; as having· successfully brought to a close the First Section of this Line, I have no desire 
to be connected with the failure of the second. 

I have, &c., J.A.S. H. '.l'I-IOMA.S, Commissioner of Railways. 
Mr. Brown moved, That this Message be taken into consideration at once. 
Debate ensued. 
Question---put and passed. 
Mr. Burt moved the following Resolution in reply to Message No. 4 :-" That this House having 

considered His Excellency's Message No. 4, desires to express its opinion that the subject is now 
before this House on the consideration of the Eastern Railway Extension Bill." 

Debate ensued. 
Mr. Marmion moved, as an amendment, To strike out all the words after thEI word 'That," and 

insert in lieu thereof the words, "The debate on His Excellency's Messaae be postponed until 
to-morrow, and that a Select Committee be appointed to proceed to-morrow,' with the Director of 
Public Works, to the locality of the proposed deviation and examine the same, with a view to 
giving further information to this Council as to the report of the Director of Public Works that 
grave and all but insurmountable difficulties exist to making the deviation suggested by this 
Council; such Committee to consist of the Honorable the cimmissioner of Cro:n Lands, :Mr. 
Steere, Mr. Brown, Mr. Burt, Mr. Carey, and, with the leave of the House, Mr. Randell; and also 
the Committee to. have the power to call for persons and papers." 

Debate continued. 
Question That the words proposed to be struck out stand part of the question__:_put. 
Council divided. 

No8-9. 
Lord Gifford 
The Hon. A. C. Onslow 
Tho Hon. M. Fraser 
Mr. Drown 
Mr. Burges 
Mr. Hamersley 
Mr. Randell 
Mr. Shenton 
Mr. Marmion (Teller.) 

Question-That the words proposed to be struck out be struck out----put and passed. 
Mr. Burt moved, as an amendment on the amendment, 'That the words "with tho Director of Public 

vV orks " be struck out. 
Amendment, as amended-put and passed. 
~r. Marmion moved, That the Committee report to the House on Friday, 25th March. 
Question-put and passed. 

AYES-7. 
Sir 'T. C. Campbell 
Mr. Crowther 
Mr. Higham 
Mr. S. S. Parker 
Mr. Steere 
Mr. Ven 
Mr. Burt (Teller.) 

Fr1DAY, 25111 MARCIL. 
EASTERN RAILWAY- ROUTE TIHBOUGIH GUILDFORD REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE.- Mr. Stee!® 

brought up the Report of _th~ Select Committee appointed to inspect and report upon the Easter11 

Railway route through Stirling Square, and moved, That it be received and read. 
Question put and passed. 
Mr. Steere moved, That the report be printed, with tho evidence, and that it be taken into consider 
tion at the next sitting. of Council. 

Question-put and passed. 



REPORT 
THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to proceed to the locality of the proposed 
deviation and examine the same, with a view to giving further information to this 
Council as to the Report of the Director of Public Works, that grave and all but 
insurmountable difficulties exist to making the deviation suggested by this 
Council. 

Yo Con ·ittc · G .
1 

· nm1. ee, m accordance with the instructions of Your Honorable House, proceeded to 
r°1 dford this day, accompanied by the Commissioner of Railways and the Resident Engineer 

~h.the Eastern Railway. We inspected the surveyed route through Stirling Square, and we 
r~nk the practical value of the square would be destroyed in that portion through which it is 
ih, pos~d to carry the line of railway, as well as that part lying to the South. We also found 

at this route passes within three feet of the building known as the Colonial Hospital. 

O 

Str. We also carefully inspected an alternative line going through James Street and Mangles 
th eet, a plan of which is attached to this Report, which will, without very materially increasing 

h
e. cost, inconvenience, or danger obviate the necessity of going through Stirling Square 

whilst. . 0 
' • • • • ' To ' at the same time, compensation will not have to be paid to the owners of Guildford 

wn Lots 39, 40, 41, 42, and 43. through which the surveyed line now passes, and which 
would . 'D · . . . tl amount to a considerable sum. If the Council adheres to its resolution to deviate from 
ie surveyed 1 · y · · b · ·tod · h attn ne, our Committee have prepared an amendment to e mser ·e m t e Schedule 
ached to the Railway Extension Bill. 

The evidence of Mr. Thomas and Mr. Mason is attached herewith. 

t 
Mr. Brown and Mr. Fraser. although agreeing in some portions of the above Report, do 

no £ 1 . , · □th ee_ J~istified in stating that grave and insurmountable difficulties do not exist to making 
v el deviation suggested by a majority of the Select Committee,--and are of opinion that the 
lue of Stilt : R . ·ir mg· Square, as a recreation ground, would not be "practically destroyed" by the 
ilway bes.4, 3 sni emg carried along the line at present surveyed, because a considerable space would 

w~· be left on the North side of the Railway, as well as one of moderate size on the South, 

0 
.1~h might be utilised in the manner suggested by the Commissioner of Railways. Whilst of tf 1111011 that, if the Railway is carried along the surveyed line, the utility of the Hospital for 

i le purpose for which it is at present used would be, destroyed, they think the fact of little 
~portance in the consideration of the route, as the building is of little value, and a Hospital 
can be . ' provided elsewhere. 

JAS. G. L STEERE, 
Chairman of Select Committee . 

Mr. Thomas's Evidence. 
-Yes i" Are you a, Civil Engineer; and what position do you occupy in the Public Works Department? 

' am. I hold the position of Commissioner of Railways. 
Mar, J,,}" forence to your statement contained in your lotter to His Excellency the Governor of 
devia; ,% what are the deplorable results you there allude to which would inevitably follow any 
Jou w~ol from ~he surveyed route ? That you would not be abl; to work the Station properly, and that 

u d be going a circuitous line instead of a straight one. 



4, 

3. I your report of the 23rd June you say that the increased length will be 6 chains 30 links; 
would it alter your opinion as to the cost if it is found that in fact the increased length is only 2} 
chains ?-It would alter my opinion as to the cost to the extent of the difference; the deviation I refer to 
was that alluded to by the inhabitants of Guildford in their Memorial to the Governor. 

4. How would the proposed deviation of the astern Railway line at Guildford close the 
approaches to the South side of Stirling Square ? It would according to the deviation as proposed in 
the Memorial. 

5. Are you aware that Mangles Street, which you describe [LS narrow, isl½ chains broad ? No, I 
am not. 

6. Cannot the reverse curve be made so flat as to be of little detriment in the approach to the 
Guildford Station?- -No, it cannot. 

7. If there is danger in the deviation, in what would the danger consist ? The danger would 
consist in all the traffic from the Eastern Districts having to pass the Railway along an unguarded 
thoroughfare. 

8. Supposing compensation for Guildford Town Lots 39 to 43 is estimated at .£1,500, would this 
not cover the extra cost incurred in the deviation ? Yes, it would; but I don't believe in the Estimate. 

9. Ir the deviation is made will there still be sufficient area in the Station yard for all present 
and anticipated requirements? -No, certainly not. There will still be the same area, but it cannot be 
made use of to the requisite extent. 

10. 'Taking into consideration the strongly expressed wishes of the inhabitants of Guildford that 
the line should not be carried through Stirling Square, are you of opinion that the disadvantages of 
deviating from the surveyed route are sufficiently great to warrant the Government and tho Legislature 
in disregarding those wishes, and so seriously injuring tho only recreation ground in Guildford ?-I do 
not think that the Government and the Legislature would be warranted in deviating from the surveyed 
route through Stirling Square. 

11. If it is necessary to have a more powerful engine attached to the train after roaching 
Guildford, could not the change of engine be advantageously affected at some point between Guildford, 
and the Hills ?-No, it could not. 1 

12. What are your reasons for supposing that compensation would have to be paid to the owners 
of frontages in Mangles Street, in the event of the deviation being adopted ? My reasons were formed 
from seeing the plan sent with the memorial from Guildford. 

13. I adopting the proposed deviation in preference to tho surveyed route through Guildford, 
what would in your opinion be a fair, estimate of the cost to the country entailed by the deviation, taking 
into consideration its disadvantages?-I could not state the exact amount. 

Mr. Mason's Evidence. 
14. Are you a Civil Engineer; and what position do you occupy in the Public Works Depart 

ment P I am: I am Resident Engineer of the Eastern Railway. 
15. If the extension of the Railway is diverted from the surveyed line throuo-h Stirling Square, in 

the manner suggested by the Select Committee, will there not still bo a laro-e"' area for siding and 
shunting purposes upon the present Station ground ?- Yes, there will be a large area, but not so large 
as previously. 

16. How is the area less ?- 'There will be less for shunting purposes. 
17. WiI there still be sufficient for any likely requirements ? I have no knowledge as to what 

the requirements may be; I cannot answer the question. 
18. Is there anything in the condition of the ground that presents difficulties in an engineering 

point of view in constructing the new line which the Committee have in view; and will such curves be 
necessitated as will be inconvenient or dangerous?- There are no engineering difficulties; there will be 
inconvenient curves, but not dangerous. 

19. Would making the proposed deviation add greatly to the cost ?-It would add to the cost, but 
not materially. 

20. In what way ? By the line being longer, and the extra cost in laying down points and crossings 
as compared with a straight line, and by the necessity for open drains and boxed culverts, and the cost 
of earthwork would be slightly increased; there would also ho guard rails required up the streets. 

21. What will be the increased length?- About 2} chains. 
· 22. How near does the present surveyed line go to the Colonial Hospital Building ?-Prom the 

edge of the ballast to the building would be 3 feet. 
23. What will, be the sharpest curve in the proposed deviation? 15 chains radius. 
24. Is that a dangerous curve ? No, with moderate speed. 
25. Are you aware of any instances in which tho sidings and shuntings are on one side of the line 

only ?-Yes, a great many; but not at a termmus. 
26. Does the surveyed route present any advantages over the proposed deviation; and, if so, in 

what way F The deviation, in an engineering point of view, is a decided disadvantage, inasmuch as an) 
curve is worse than a straight line. It would materially affect the station yard as a station yard. 

27. 'Taking into consideration tho strongly expressed wishes of tho inlmbitants of Guildford that 
the line should not be carried through Stirling Square, are yo of opinion that the disadvantages ol 
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fe1~t~ng fr?m the surveyed route are sufficiently great to warrant the Government and the Legislature 
iregarding those wishes, and so seriously injuring the only Recreation Ground in Guildford?- In 

}Y position as Resident Egineer I cannot answer that question. 
a u28. What would be the cost of the extra wear and tear on the curves of the proposed deviation 
rnnua Y ?-It would depend upon the amount of traffic. 
wa,, Do you know what is the width of James and Mangles Streets ?-One and a-half chains in 

m"ddl 3o. What distance would there be on each side of the Railway if the Railway was carried up the 
i e of the Street ? About forty-two feet, provided the line was on present formation. 

h 31. Se_eing that it is proposed to carry the line up the middle of the street, would compensation 
ave to be paid to the owners of frontages ?-- Certainly not. 

T 
32- Would not a saving be effected by not having to carry the line, as surveyed, through Guildford own L t 39 o o . ots z, 40, 41, 42, and 432 Compensation to owners would be obviated. 
33. If the Railway was carried along James Street would it have the effect of closing the 

~pproaches to the Recreation Ground on the South side, any more than at present P No, it would not; 
1, ad11!- not aware that there is any means of approach to the Recreation Ground except through the gates 
ea mg to the Church. • 

' h 34. In adoptino- the proposed deviation in preference to the surveyed route through Guildford, 
: k~t ~ould, in your° opinion be a fair estimate of the cost to the country entailed by the deviation, 
a mg into conaideration its disadvantages ?--I would rather not answer the question. 

f ~- 

By Authority: RICHARD PETTIER, Government Printer, Perth 


