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1898.
(SECOND SESSION.)

EXTRACTS FROM TIIE MINUTES OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF TIE
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

- — —————— e —

Mixvtes No. 4. WEeDpNEspAY, 81 Avcust, 1808 ExTrY 6.

6. Iriawarina Haewsora axp Livp CorroraTioN ACT Feutner AMENDMENT Biin (Formal

Business) :—Mr. Kethel moved, pursuant to Notico {(as by laave amended),— '
(1.) That the Illawarrn Harbour and Land Corporation Act Further Amendment Bill be referred

to a Select Committee for consideration and report, with power and authority, if necessary, to visit

the worke of the company at Lake lllawarra. _ _
(2.) That such Committee consist of the following members, viz.:—Mr. Day, Mr. Trickett,

Dr. Cullen, Mr. Brown, Mr, Jacob, Mr. Hyam, Mr Macintosh, Mr. Dalton, Mr. Hughes, and the

Morver.
Question put and pnssed.

MisvTes No. 13. Tavmspay, 20 Ocronen, 1898. ESTRY .

5 Jirawagma Hagrporz axp Laxp CorroraTio¥ Act Fumtiner AMENDMENT BiLp:—Mr. Kethel,
as Chairman, brought up the Report from, and laid upon the Table the Minutes of Proceodinge
of, and Evidence taken before, the Select Committee for whose consideration and report this Bill
was referred on the 31st August last, together with a copy of the Bill az amended and agreed to
in the Committee.

Ordered to be printed.
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1898,
(SECOND SESSION.)

ILLAWARRA HARBOUR AND LAND CORPORATION ACT FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL.

REPORT.

Tae SELEcT CoMMITTEE of the Legislative Council, for whose consideration and
report was referred on the 31lst day of August, 1898, the ** Illawarra Harbour
and Land Corporation Act further Amendment Bill,’—beg to report to your

Honorable House as follows :—

Your Committee have examined thc witnesses named in the List* (whose ¢ Fide pex
evidence will be found appended hereto), and the Prcamble having been satisfactorily
proved, they procceded to consider the several clauses of the Bill, when it was found
desirable to make certain amendments as well as to insert a new clause in lieu of

clause 4 of the Bill as printed.

Your Committce now have the honor to lay before your Honorable House the

Bill with the amendments above alluded to.
A, KETHEL,

Chairman.

No. 2 Commitlee Room,
Sydney, 20th Oclober, 1898,




PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE

ITEDNESDAY. T SEPTENDRER, 1398.

MeMBERS PRESENT :—
The Hon. A. Kethel, | The 1lon. W. J. Trickett,

The Hon. A. H. Jacob, 'l he l{on. 8. H, Hyam,
The Ilon. . Day, The Hon. T. Dalton.

Entrv from the Minutes of the Procecdings of the Legislative Council, appointing the Committee,

read by the Clerk. . _
“Petition for leave to introduce the Bill, together with printed copies of the Bill, referred before the

Commuittee. _
Mr. Kethel, on motion of Mr. Jacob, ecalled to the Chair. K
Present :—W. . Moseley, Esquire, of the firm of Billsard, Moseley, and Andrews (Selicitors for

the Biil). _ _
Frank Jarvis, Esquire, Secrotary to the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation, ealled in, sworn,

and examined. . _
Witness produced, as an Exhibit only, n tracing showing the course of the proposed Branch

Railwsy referred to in the Preamble,

‘Witness handed in a letter dated 16 December, 1595, under the seal of the Central Illawarra
Municipal Corporation, consenting to an application by the lllawarra larbour and Land Corparation to
allow their proposed branch railway to the works of the Smelting Company of Australia to cross the
Kanahooka ]i?na.d at the place and in the manner shown on plan.  Alsoaletterdnted tho I2 August, 1895,
under the seal of the said Corporation, conveying the approval by the Council of the Draft Extendiny
Bill.

Wilness also handed in a letter from the Camden Exploration Company (Iimited), dated 2nd
September, 1898, approving of the Bill; also a letter dated 13th August, 1898, from the hou. Secretary of
the Dapto Procress Committee, expressing the unanimaus concurrence of the Committee in the opinion
that a harbour at Lake Illawarra would bo a great boon to the locality; and a aimilar letter from the
Secretary of the Dapto Agricultural asd llorticultural Society.

Witness withdrew.

Thomas Andrew de Wolf, a director of the Illawarra Smelting Workes, called in, sworn, and
cxamined.

Witnees withdrew.

Committee adjourned until To-morrow at 2:30 p.m.

THURSDAY, 8 SEPTEMRBER, 1808.
MrybERS PRESEXRT —

The IHonorable A. Kethel in the Chair.,
The Hon. A. H. Jacob, The Hon. (=, Dar,
The l{on. W. J. Trickett, The Hon. J. Hughes,
The Ion. J. Macintosh.

Present :—W. H. Moseley, Esquire (Solicitor for the Bill).
; Izugh McLachlan, Esquire, Secretary to the Commissioners for Railwaya, called in, sworn, and
examined.

_ Witness handed in a proviso, in relation to the cxtension of branch railways, that the Commis-
sioners deszired to have mnserted at the end of clause 2 of the Bill. [
Witness withdrew.
J ames Robson, an oficer of the Revenue Branch of the Treasury, called in, sworn, and cxamined.
Witness withdrew.

Walter Andrew Harpur, civil enginecr, called in, sworn, and examined.
Witness withdrew.

Committee adjourned until Thursday next, at 2 30 p.m.

THURSDAY. 156 SEPTEMBER, 1898.
Mrexners PREBENT :—
The Honorable A. Kethel in the Chair.

The Hon. 8. H. Hyam, Tho Hon. A. H. J
The Hon. W. J. Trickett, The Hon. John II E;?}E;
The Hon. J. Macintosh, The Hon. G. Dav, ’

Tha Hen. A. Brown.

Present :—W. H. Moseley, Esquire (Solicitor fur the Bill).

John Higginson, Esquire, ealled in, sworn, and examined.
Witness withdrew.

Ernest Ludwig Adolph Weinberg called in, sworn, and examined,
Witness witharew.

Thomas Andrew de \Wolf recalled and further examined.

Witness withdrew.

Committee adjourned until Thursday next at 2:30 p.m.

LHURSDAY
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THURSDAY, 22 SEPTEMDBER, 1898,

MEevRERS PrRESEXT -—

The Hon. A. Kethel in the Chair.
The Hon. A. 11, Jacob, ! The Hou. W. J. Trickett,
The 1lon. 8. . Hyam, l The Hon. . Day,

Present :—W. 11, Mosgeley, Esquire (Solicitor for the Bill}.

Robert Amon, Public Works Contractor, called in. sworn, and examined.

Witness produced o copy of his original contract with the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation.

Witness withdrew.

Srephen Henderson, Esquire, Civil Engincer, called in, aworn, and examined.

Witness produced, ns an exhibit only, a plan of the proposed works.

Witness withdrew,

The Clerk handed in a letter from the Secretary to the Southern Coal Company (Limited)
requesting permission to give evidence to assiat the Committee. ;

Ordered,—That the Clerk write to the Secretary, desiring to know the names of the persons
proposrd to be submitted for examination, anl also the direction in which their evidence will trend.

Committee ndjourned until Wednesday next at 2:30 p.m.

WEDNESDAY, 28 SEPTEMBER, 189S.

Meyprns PREsSENT :—

The Hon. A. Kethel in the Chair.
The Hon. 8. II. Hyam, ! The Hon, . Day,
The llon, W. J. Tricketdl.

Robert Amos recalled and further examined.
Witness praduced, ne an erhibit only, a tender dated the 22nd April, 1897, for the earrying out of

the harbour and other minor works, accepted verbally by Mr. Armstrong, the Monaging Director of the
Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation.

Witnees withdrew.
The Clerk handed in n letier he had received from the Secretary to the Southern Coal Company,

containing the names of tho persons whom the company desired to be examined by the Committee, and
sctting forth particularly the description of evidence they proposed to give.

The Cbairman informed the Committee he had received a letter from the Secretary to the
Itlawarrn [Tarbour and I.and Corporation, protesting against the proposed cvidence being received, as it
- will be all 1n favour of o scheme proposed to be carried out at the State expense, and stating that it is

hardly fair that his company’s Biﬁ should be used as a vehicle for a further attempt to place their views
before Parliament.

Room cleared.

Committee deliberated.

Andrew Armstrong (Managing Direclor of the [llawarra IIarbour and Land Corporation (Linited)
called in, aworn, and examined.

\Witnewe withdrew:.

Commttee deliberated.

Committee adjourned until To-morrow week at 2:30 p.m.

THURSDAY, 6 OCTOBER, 1898.

MeMBERS PrREsSENT - —
The Hon. A. Kethel, in the Chair.

The 1lon. A. H. Jacob, The Hon. V. J. Trickett,
The Hon. 8. H. Hyam, The Hon. J. Hurhes,
The Hon. (. Day, The Hon. Dr. Cullen.

The Clerk, by direction of the Chairman, read the letters dated respectively the 21at and 23rd
NSeptember, 1898, from the Secretary to the Nouthern Coal Company (Limited). asking that certain
evidence therein tendered may bo accepted. (Ordered to be printed ; ride Appendix.)

Committee deliberated.
Mr. Trickett moved,—That the request contained in the letters from the Secretary to the Southern

Coal! Company (Limited), dated respectively the 21st and 23rd days of September, ultimo, that the
gentlemen therein mentioned be permitted to give evidence before the Committee in relation to the matter
under consideration, be agreed to.
Committee deliberated.
(Juestion put.
Committee dinided.
Avyes, 1. Noen, 3.
Mr. Trickett. Mr. Jacob,
Mr. Hyam,
Mr. Hughes,
Mr. Davy,
Dr. Cullen.

And so it was resolved in the negative.

Committee deliberated.
Committee adjourned until 2 p.m. on Tuesday next.

o —

L o

TUESDAY,



6

TUCESDAY, 11 OCTOBER, 1893.

MryvnErs PRESENT :—
The Hon. A. Kethel in the Chair.
The Hon. W. J. Trickett, The Hon. S. H. Hyam,
The Hon. J. Hughes, The HHon. G. Day,
The Hon. Dr. Cullen.
Present :—W. 11. Moseley, Eaquire.

cunder Armstrong, Esquire, recalled and further cxamined. _
%E!?:uuggsermgihua Eumzlany and list of shareholders datcd 28th June, 1889, also an approximate

Viet of sharcholders in the 1llawarra Harbour and Railway Corporation (Limited), 23, L.eadenhall.street,

London.
Witness withdrew. '
Thomas Andrew de Wolf recalled and furtber examined.
Wituess withdrew.
Committee deliberated.
Comnmittee adjourned.

WEDNESDAY, 19 OCTOBER, 1898.

MeuMBERs PRESENT :(—
The Hon. A. Kethel in the Chair.
The Hon. A. I1. Jacob, | The Hon. S. H. Hyam,
The Hon. J. Dalton.

Printed copies of the Bill before the Commuttee.

Preamble read. >

Question,—* That this preamble stand part of the Bill,"—agreed to.
Parties called in and informed accordingly.

Clause 1 read and agreed to,

Clauee 2 read, amended, and agreed to.

Clause 3 read, amended, and agreed to.

Clause 4 read and disagresd to.

New clause. to stand clause 4 of the Bill, read, considered, and agreed to.
(lause 5 read and agreed to. |

Chairman requested to repart the Bill to the House with amendmente.

— — . — el — e

SCHEDULE OF AMENDMENTS.

Pare 3, clause 2. At the end of clause ad/ the following proviro “ Provided also that no extension of any
branch line excepting within the lands owned bf' the Corporation at the commence-
ment of this Act shall be proceeded with until after the approval of the Governor
shall have been obtained.”

. 3, ,, 3, line 15. Owit * under this authority.”
w 3 . 3, . 20. Omit* thereby” insert “ hereby.”
. 3, , 4+, Omitclause 4, insert tha following new clause to stand clause + of the Bill:—

4. The conditions imposed under section one of the Principal Act shall be completed in accordance
with the provisions specified therein, within the term of two years from the twentieth day of December,
one thourand eipht hundred and nivety-eight, subject, however, to the Governor having the right by
proclamation at any time before the twentieth day of December, one thousand nine hundred, to direct
that in the public interest the entrance and channel described in section one of the Principal Act shall
be formed to a depth of twenty-three feet at low tide in lieu of the channel described in such section one.
And the Corporation shall, within four years from tie date of such proclamation, form the said entrance
and channel to the said depth of twenty-three feet:

Provided always that the sum of ten thousand pounds deposited by the Corporation with the
Colonial Treasurer on the twentieth day of December, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-seven,
shall be retained by him as n security for the due completion of the work as in the Principa'l Act as
amended or in the aaid proclamation appointed, notwithstanding anything in the proviso to section one of
the lllawarra Harbour and Land Corporation Act Amendment Act of 1895, which proviso is hereby
extended 1o conformity with this Ae¢t. Sucl deposit shall not be liable to forfeiture until the time herein
or by the said proclamation appointed for the completion of the work., And should the entrance and
channel be not formed as aforesaid, all harbour rights and privileges acquired by the said Corporation
under the Principal Act, the Amending Act, and by this Act, may be declared null and void. And all
reclaimed land shall revert to the Crown. And the said deposit of ten thousand pounds shall be liable to
forfeiture : Provided that section ore of the Principal Act shall shall be read and construed as if the term

mentioned 1n such section had been ten yecars from the commencement of the said Principal Act instead
of seven years as therein mentioned.

LIST OF WITNESSES.

F. Jarvis, Secretary to the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation ..................... H'?E'
T. A. de Wolf, Director of the Illawarra Harbour and Kailway Corporation, London 11, 23, 34
H. McLachlan, Secretary to Rallway Commissioners...............ovevivivveooeniannnn '12 j

J. Robaon, (Micer of the Treasury ........................cooovve..l, 14

W. A. Harper, Civil Engineer. ..............._... ... 14

J. Higgineon, Mine Proprietor.. ....................... i cvicvienees s 18
E. L. A. Weinberg, Mining Engineer ... . ... .. i it ciirciieirrersn e ot ooesemn s 20
R. Amos, Public Works Contractor ....c..cc.icciiinmmimisiminiveicviciresrnsesseninnnen .. 25, 30
B, Henderson, Civil Engineer ........... cocoiiiiiiiiiii vt evveeiiicnee e caens veenene 23

A. Armstrong, Managing Director of the Tllawarra Harbour end Land Corporation .. 30



1898,
(SECOND SESSION.)

NEVW SOUTII WALES.

Legislatibe Conneil.

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE

TAKFN DEFOLE

TIIE SELECT COMAMITTEL

ON THE

[LLAWARRA HARBOUR AND LAND CORPORATION
ACT FURTHER AMENDMENT BIILL.

WEDNESDAY, 7T SEPTEMIER, 189S.

Presemt—
Tre Ilox. A. KETHEL 1~y o CHAIR,
Hox. A. H. TACOB, Honx. W. J. TRICKETT,
Howx. G. DAY, Hox. 8. H. HYAM,

Hox. T, DALTON.

W. H. Moseley. Erquire, 2olicitor, appeared on behalf of the promoters of the Bill,

Frank Jarvis called in, sworn, and examined : —
1. Chairman.] What is your position ? I am secretary to the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation F. Jarvis,

(Limited). o emtte
2. You produce a copy of the Iilawarra Harbour and Land Corporation Act of 18902 Yes. 7 Sept., 1898,
3. That is the Act referred to in the preamble of 1he Bill now before the Legslative Council 7 Yen.
4. You also produce the certificate of incorporation of the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation
(Limited) ? Yes; dated the 29th Qctober, 1888,
5. Alr. Moseley.] What powers were given to the corporation by the Act of 189027 To form and maintain
an entrance and passage between the South Pacific Ocean and the waters of Lake Jllawarra and the
other powers which are set forth in the preamble.
G. Alr. Jacob.] The Act of 1990 was amended by an Act passed in December, 18952 Yes: | praduce a
copy of the amending Aet. That Act gave us an extension of one vear from the 20tk day of December.
1897, for the completion of the works under certain conditivne, among which was the payment of £10,000
into the Treasury on or before the 20th December, 1597.
7. Were there any other conditions named in the amending Act? There were the samo conditions as
those which were incorporated in the Principal Act. In addition to those conditions certain clauses were
put in in reference to the Governor having power 1o proclaim public roads or highways crossing our rail-
way, and 1n reference to the company having to carry the road across the railway, or the riliway acrosg
the road, as the case might be.
8. Mr. Moseley.] What condition was there with reference to the railway ?  Section 2 saye—
That one of the railways mentioned in section thirty of the Principal Act shall be constracted and brought into use
within the term of one year from the twentieth day of December, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-five ; and section

thirty of the Principal Act shall be read and construed as if the time mentioned in such section had been six years frum the
passing of the said Principal Act instead of five years as therein mentioned.

). You had to construct and bring into use onc of the ratlwaya mentionerld before the ©0th December,

18957 Yes.
10. As to the next point in the preambie: as a atter of fact, do vou know that industries have been
establi~hed
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F. Jarvis. egtablished in the locality ? Yea; for instance, there are tho works of the Smelting Company of Aueiralia
e, (Tamited). :
S l35"’5'1(1. Whnz have that company done? They have erected large smelting works on the shores of Lake

Illawarra. : '
12. For what purposes® YTor general smelting purposcs, and for the refining of ore,—copper, geld, silver—
all kinds of ore. _ :
18. Mr. Day.] Have you any notion of the approximate cost of those worka? A pprosimately, I think
about £120.000 have been expended ; but that 18 a point upon which the manager of the smelting
company will be able to give you information. _ .
14. Afr. Mozeley.] You only know that large and espensive works have been constructed ? That isall 1
know. _
15. What connection have those works with the works of your company? They arc connected with our

railway srastem by a branch line. _ _
1G. Mr. Trickett.] What do you mean by your works ? 1 mean the part of our railways which we have

already carried out—1I refer to the line which has been constructed from Tallawarra DPoint to tho coal
lands on the other side of the Government railway. : _

17. Chairman ] Do you touch the Government line at all? \ve are connected with the Government
line cloge to the Dapto etation, .

18. Afr. Mossley.] What nmount of money has your corporation already spent upon the railway and
othor works? I find on reference to the books of the corporation that they have expended the sum of
£41,043 14s. 3d. on the railways. _ _
19. HHow do vou arrive at that total® The details are :—Construction, £31,967 12s. Gd.; engineers
fees, £1.529 14s. 8d. ; survey and incidental expenses, £82 14s. 10d. ; resumptions of land, £1,722 Za. 3d. ;
making o total of £36,040 143 3d. for the main line. The branch line cost £5,003; the two items
making up the total of £11,043 14s. 3d. | : Y

20. How did vou arrive at the fizures you have given as the cost of railway construction 7 From the
engineers’ certificates. Meusrs. Harper, llarper, and Henderson furnished me with their monthly certifi-
cates showing the amount of work done under the eantract. '
1. What sums of money have you expended otherwise? We have expended the mun of £3,503 15s. 1n
harbour construction. Cpon absoluto constriuction we have expended £2.08517s. 3d.. and upon surveys—
that is, boring right across the lake, plans, and incidental expenses—£1,417 17s. 9d., making a total of
£3.504 158, The harbour and the railway together have cost £11,5347 9s. 3d.

22. The railway is still in existence 7 It is still in existence.

23. s it being used ? ‘The branch line and a small part of the main line are being regularly used.

94, \What is that portion of the line being used for ¥ For shunting purposes, and for the conveyance of
ore, cual, and stores generally to the Smelting Company’'s works.

25. The railway is actually in operation ? It is 1n daily operation.

26. You spoke of a branch line ;—was that branch line part of your original railway proposals? N
it was not mentioned in the Schedule of the original Aet: but it became neccasary, owing to the erection
of the Nmelting Company’s Works, to make the connection with them.

27. Will you explain briefiy the position of the company’s works in relation to your railway ? There isa
branch line from the railway to the works of 2} miles.

28. What is the lensth of the whole main line? About 5 miles from the coal lands down to Tallawarra
Point. The branch commences at a point a little over a mile from Tallawarra Point.

29. The connection with the Government line enables the rolling stock in use upon the GGovernment
railways to run right into the works of the Smelting Company? Yes,

30. There is no need to trans-ship from the trucks in use on the Government line? None whatever.

31. AMfr. Trickett.] The branch to which you have referred is the piece of line you desire to legalise by
clause 1 of the Bill? Yes.

32. Afr. Moseley.] Does the branch line run entirely oser the land of the corporation? No; it crossce
a parish road called the Kanahooka Road, by an overhead bridge.

33. Have vou any authority for the line crossing that road ?  We sought the sanction of the Borough of
Central Illawarra, and obtained it on the 16th Deceinber, 18335, under the seal of the corporation.

34. No other authority from any local body was necessary to emposer you to cross that road ?  Not that
I am aware of.
353. Do vou know whether it is likely that any further branch-line will be required? There may be further

developments in the localit;z. We have a large blue-metal quarry there to which it might be necessary to
construct a branch line.

36. lHas the quality of that metal been proved ? Yes.

37. Ia there any quantity of it? Yes; it is virtually a mountain—a large hill.
38. Which ig all blue-metal? TYes,

39. I it the property of the corporation? Yes.

40. 1s 1t extremely probable that you will develop that quarey ? Yes,

41. In which event it would be neccasary to have a line of railway constructed to it? Yes.

42, Could you connect it with vour present line? Yes, easily.

43. You know the lay of the land there, and you are able to eay whether it would be casy to make the
connection ? Yes; we could get a fairly easy grade.

44. You could not carry on the blue-mmetal trade there without a branch? No.

45. Ia it in contemplation to start any other works in the locality ? Not to myv positive knowledge.

16. Mr. Jacob.] 1t is considered advisable that provision should be made for adding further branch lines
within the limits of the land held by your corporation? Yes; but I cannot speak of them of my own
knowledze.

47. Mr. Moselry.] Do you know of any rcason why there should be an alteration of tle transit charges ?
The Principal Act dealt ouly with the coal traflic from the mountain land. Since then the whole operations
of the Company have undergone a change.

48. What were the operations of the company originally intended to be? Simply the carrying of coal
from the coal landa down to the barbour. 8

49, And vour scale of transit charges was fixed in view of that trafic? Yes.

20,
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50. Then how iu it that the neceasity for any alterations has come ahout ® We are called upon to carry F. Jarvin.

small quantities of goods for a shorter distance than that mentioned in the Principal Act. T

51. The scale of charges méntioned in the Principal Act prescribed a certain sum per ton per mile? Yes. 7 Sept., 1598.

63. How would that charge operate in the carrying of sinall parcels a short distance ? We might bo

u_*:ulled upon to carry a ton of stuff for 1 mile for which they might tender us the sum of 3d. We apply

in our Bill for power to fix a minimuin charge.

53. Section 32 of the Principal Act is the section dealing with the charges? Yes. Section 32 provides

entirely for o coal trafhe, not for a gencral traffic, such as we arc developing at the present time.

64. Your present charge is 3d. per ton per mile? Yes.

55. That, of course, referred to heary loads of goods over a distance 7 Yes.

56. You now find your traflic developing in guch a way that you can be called upon to carry small

quantities of goods at that rate upon a shorter distance ?  Yes.

57. The rate of 3d. per ton would not pay yvou? No.

58. Therefore you want power to fix a different scale of charges? Wo want power to fix a minimum.

{:_;) _Een that you may not bo called upon to make use of your rolling stock under a certain sum per ton?
uite so.

60. Can you define a little more clearly what are the alterations in the traffic? If we carried goods for

1} {;uile wo should get only 3d. a ton.  We want our running charges on the line to be 6d. for 3 miles or

ander.

61. Afr. Dalten.] What new development has taken place in the traffic? At the present time it has been

mostly ore and coal for the smelting works.

62. Is there much of it? There is a traffic of about 7,000 or 8,000 tons a month,

63. Vor the short distance? Yen.

4. AMr. Moseley.] You think there is a likelihood of your being called upon to earry smaller quantities

than 1 ton? Yes. TUnder the scheme projected by the company a large township is sure to spring up

on the shores of the lake, and 1the storekcepers will have their stores sent therc. They will require us to

bring in their goods from Dapto.

5. Of course the public can make you carry their goods? Yes.

66. Chairman.] What would be the distance from the Dapto junction to your terminus at Tallawarra

Point? A little over 2 miles.

67. Mr. Moseley.] Can you ewear to the Committce that the sum of £10,000 has been paid by your

corporation into the Treasury ? 1 was informed so by the Under Secretary.

(3. You have a copy of the receipt? Yes.

69. Who paid the amount in? Mr. Andrews. The amount was remitted from London, and the original

receipt was sent there. The Under Secretary for Finance and Trade saw me this morning, and said that,

if neccseary, he would send an ofticer up from the Treasury to testify to the receipt of the money.

70. Have you endeavoured to elicit from the different socicties and bodies in the locality whether there

is nny objection to your Bill? Yes ; we forwarded copics of the Bill to the Borough of Central 1llawarra,

for instance, and they wrote under date of the 12th August, under seal, informing us of their approval.

We also reccived a communication from the Camden Lxploration Company (Limited), signifying their

approval. I may mention that they hold land at Dapto adjacent to our property. Then we have also

heard from two local societies—the Dapto Progress Committee and the Dapto Agricultural and Horticul-

tural Society—to the same effect.

71. Mr. Tricket!.] How long have you held the position of vecretary to the corporation ? Since July,

1895.

72. Have you a list of the shareholders 7 No; I have not onc with me.

73. How many shares are there in the company? 10,000.

74. How many of those arc held in the Colony? Thirty shares.

75. Will you give us the names of the sharcholders, and the number of shares held by cach of them?

Dr. Storer, 20 T. A.de Wolf, 1; A. Armstrong, 1: J. Armstrong, 1: J. H. Armstrong. 1; E. Barton,

1. A. G. Friend,1; II. 8. Chipman, 1; J. C. Neild, 1; A. B. Chippendall, 1; E. Noyes, 1. The

romainder of the shares are held in London by the Illawarra 1larbour and Railway Corporation (Limited)

of London.

76. \What are the shares? £100.

77. 1 believe they are taken as paid up to £60?  According to the registered contract they are deemed

to be paid up to £50, and there was a £10 call.

7S. So that really only £10 has been paid on them? They took the ghares it payment of the property,

so that it is virtually cash. -

79, Is the company incorporated in London? Yes.

80. Who are their representativesin Sydney ? The Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation.

81, Can you produce the authority? No. Mr. Andrew Armstrong has their power of attorney.

82. Who can give us particulars as to the company? Either Mr. Armstrong or Mr. de Wolf.

83. Who are the dircctors in Sydney of the local company? Mr. Andrew Armstrong, Lieut-Col. Neilq,

and Mr. A. BB. Chippindall.

84. How long have Mr. Chippendall and Mr. Neild been directors? I think for about twelve months,

85. Was not Mr. Barton a director? Yes.

86. When did he cease to be a director? I forget the date.

87. Can you not tell us approximately ; did not Mr. Neild take his place ? Yes; to the best of my recol-

lection, he did. If I referred to tho minute-book, I could give you the exant date.

88. Mr. Neild and Mr. Chippendall, each having one share, and coming into the cerpo ration twelve months

ago, now form the directorate with Mr. Andrew Armstrong ? Yes

89. I suppose you have the transfers of the shares to these gentlemen in your office? Yes,

90. Did they pay for their shares? The matter did not come through mv hands at all.

91 Who transferred to them ? Without reference to my transfer book 1 could not tell you—I eould not

be quite sure. _ '

92. Do you have regular meetings of directors ? Yes.

03. 1ow often? About once a month.

g4 Are they held once a month ag a matter of fact? About once a month. Unfortonately Mr.
cl8—B Chippendall
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Chippendall has been laid up with a broken leg, and bas not been able to attend for the last six wooks or
two monthe,
05. Before theso two now gentlemen were appointed to the Board, had you-regular meetings? There
were no special dates. When there was business to be transacted the Board was called. _
96. tlow many meetings did Mr. Barton attend ? I could not say without reference to the minute-bouk.
97. Did he ever attend any? Yes; I havascen him present. _
94. Will you supply particulars as to the meetinga? Yes; T can supply it from the mmutﬂ-bu_?ls. ‘
09. How long is it since you hal a mecting of tho shareholders of this company under the Comp:nios
Act? Twelve months ago: I forget the cxact date—it wns either late in September or early in
Qectober, 1897. _
100. Had you regular meelings of shareholders before then ? Not from the inception of the corporation.
101. Did not 2 number of years elapse without any meeting? About two years went by without &
meeting of shareholders. .
102, How do you account fur that? 1 caonnt say. I myself was not sccretary—it was before my tije.
103. This is the year 1898 ;—you had a mecting in September of last ycar; when was the last general
mecting of Ehnreﬂnlders held before that date ? Twelve months before. The mectings have been held
since I have been sccretary to the company. _
104. But before you were secretary no regular mectings of sharcholders were held? For some time
previous to that, I belicve they wero not.
103. And you will furnish us with particulars of the meetings from your minute-book P Yes. ‘
108. The company got an extending Act on tho 12th December, 18785. Upon looking at the evidence
tendered in support of that Act, the chief object apparently to be gained was, I {ind, the construction of
the harbour ;—will you tell the Committee w]lmt has been done since then in connection with the harbour
works? We have spent about £800.
107. In what way? Upon the tie-bank connecting Windang Island with the main land.
108. Who carried out that work ? Mr. Robert Amas.
109. What is the amount that you yourselves said the work would cost when the P’rincipal Act was passed
in 18907 About £200,000.
110. Up to the present time you said that you have spent a little over £3,000? Yes; I have given the
fisnres just now—I think they were £3,500,
111. Where did the £10,000 deposit come from ? It was remitted to us from London.
112. Is it made up by a call from the company? I am notin a position to say—I do not absolutely
know.
113. You are secretary of this company which you say have lately had regular meotings ;—ia there nothing
In your books indieating anything about this £10,0007 It came from the Camden Exploration Company,
and the Smelting Company of Australia.
114. Is there any resolution upon your books authorising that money to be borrowed or raised from the
companies you have mentioned, for deposit in the Treasury ? A resclution was passeldl empowering Mr.
de Wolf, under a power of attorney, to make all financial arrangements in London. lle was in London
at the time, and made them.
115. When was that resolution passed 7 In 1894,
116. But that was before you were required to deposit £10,000° Yes. Mr. de Wolf has been in
London all the time ; he has only just returned.
117. Afr. Moseley.] What was the occasion of that power being given to Mr. de Wolf? Mr. de Wolf
was to go home and finance the company,—to obtain the necessary amount for the construction of the
harbour and railway by the issuc of debentures or otherwise.
118. As a matter of fact, financial matters were transferred from liere to London? Yes.
119. Afr. Trickett.] Ilow much money has your company in hand now? The balance varies.
120. What is the balance at the present time? Between £100 and £150.
llﬂkl. Does the railway of which you have spoken go to the harbour at all? 1t runs right down fo the
ake.
122. How far would the terminus be from the entrance? I do not know the cxact distance across the
lake, but it is reckoned to be about 2 or 3 miles in a straight line. It is proposed to dredge the channpel
right across the lake to the railway.
123. You have referred to two companics—the Camden Exploration Company and tho Smelting Company
—as having advanced moneys to the local company ? Yes.
32-1 Are thoee two companies distinet from the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation? Quite
tstinct.

125. Do you not know, as a matter of fact, that the land upon which these companies carry on their
operalions formed part of the land which originally belonged to the Illawarra Harbour and Land
Corporation? That is correct.
12G. Are you also aware that in the lllawarra Harbour and Land Corporation’s Aect of 1890 there is an
express or implied provision against the alienation of any of the land? I am not aware of any such
provision.
127. Wll you look at sections 27 and 23? Yes, Section 27 reads :—

It shall be lawiul for the Governor at any time after the expiration of tweniy years from the passing of this Act to
resume all harbour works carried out in puranance of this Act, incPuding any land reclaimed by such works, cxcept on the
foreshores of the property of whieh the company now stands ]i»_oe.l.ee.sed. together with the full control of the said harbour,

wharves, piars, jetties, or other harbour works, subject to all liabilitics attachiog thereto under the provisions of the * Lands
for Public Parposes Acquisition Act."

Section 29 reads :—

'It, shall not be lawful for the company, at any time beforo the expiration of seven years from tle passing of this Act.
to assign or sell any of the property, matters, or things mentioned in section twenty-seven hereof, or the henefit of any right
acijuired thereby or thereunder, and any such sale, and any agreement or undertaking to scll, made within such period of
seven years to take effect at or after the expiration therecf, shall be, and is hereby declared to be, wholly void. Iiemvide:l
that nothing in this pection, or otherwise in this Act contained, shall operate to prevent the company from raising money
for the purposes of the said works or other the purposes of the conipany, by way of security upon the aforesaid property
matfers, or thioge, or other the property of the company, whether such security be given by way of mortgage debenture,
or utherwise. ] x

128.
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128. Do you think that the provizo of wection 20 does not apply to other properties than those referred F. Jarvis,
to In rection 277 No. Freehold land is not meant by the Act; it simply refers to the harbour and rail-

way. The Act gavetho corporation powerto construct a harbour and railwny.  We could not rll either [
the harbour or railway to any one for seven vears, but wo ean do what we like with our own land.

129. I suppose the land sold to the two companies to which you have referred resulted in some profit to

tho Illawarra Harbour aud Land Corporation? 1 presume so.

130. Can you tell us why that mnnn{l waas not expended in the carrying out of harbour works? It princi-

prlly went to pay ofl morigagen on the estate.

131. Are you aware of the whole of the dealings with this property up to the present time? No.

132. le thero any resolution upon the books of the local company to tho effect that the £11,000 should
be paid into the Treasury ? Yes,

133. When was it passed 7 On the 20th December, 1897.

134, That is the date upon which the money was paid in? Yes.

135. You took all that time in which to pay in the money, although the extending Act was passed on the
12th December, 1895 ; and since that extending Aet was passed, you have spent about £800 upon the
harbour works ? Yes; mince tho nmending Act of 1805 wans passed.

13G. You have taken nearly three years in which to pay in the £10,000 deposit, and since the Act of 1805
wan passed you have apent about £500 upon the harbour works ?  Yes.

137. And that in face of the evidence given when the Principal Act was obtained that the harbour works
would be the firet works gone on with? I am not aware that that was so.

138. Mr. Ilyam.] What is the proposed capital of the corporation ? Tho nominal capital ia £1,600,000.
139, IHow much of that is subscribed ? £1,000,000.

140. How much 18 paid ?  £600,000,

141. Is it nctually paid? It is deemed to be paid. It stands as paid-up capital.

142, How was tho matter financed? Theshares werc issued as beiog deemed to be paid up to £50 a rhare,
and there has been a call of £10.

143. That would give you a capital of £100,000 nctually p‘pu.i:l up? Yes, as far ar I know.

144. AMr. Dualton.] There may have been some defaulters? The book showe no defnulters.

145. Mr. Day.| Regarding the deposit of £10,000, was there any necessity for the company to pay in
before they did?  None whatever. -

140. Not until the end of laat year? We bad to pay it in on or before the 20th Devember, 1387, and it
was paid in before noon on that date.

Thomas Andrew de Wolf called in, sworn, and examined -—

147. Mr. Moseley.] Wheat connection have you with the lllawarra MHarbour and Land Corporation T.A. de Wolf.
(Iiimited) ? I am a very largo shareholder, and I am a director of the lllawarra Harbour and Railway  emeAaes,
Corporation of London, and also a director of the Smeiting Company of Australia. 7 Sept., 1836
148. Ilave you been connected with the corporation from ite original starting point? Yes.

149. lave you been in London lately in connection with the business of the corporation? Yes; for
ncarly tho last four years.

150. Do you know anything at all about the establishmoent of important industries in the loeality affected
by the Principal Act? Yen; we have started in connection with this company the smelting works, and
in connection with them we bave a very large refining works, aml sulphuric acid plant. We have also
been the means of establishing the coke industry down there. We arc using a very large supply of eoke.
151. Have you any idea of what the cost of the Smelting Company’s works has been? There has been an
cxpenditure in and about the works of about £220,000.

152. Has that all been in connection with the establivhment of tho smelting worke ? Yes, and the other
industrice, such as the sulphuric acid industry.

153. At all events, it is all in connection with the Smelting Company's operations ? Yos ; in addition to
that there is a large working eapital.

15%. Aro the Smullzting Company's worke directly connected with the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corpo-
ration ? Ycs; they have a considerablo interest in the company now.

155. Has the company any interest in the harbour being made ?  That is a very important matter. Iam
sent out here by the London Board to represent them here, and especially in connection with an endeavour
to obtain an oxtension of tho Harbour Aet. It is a matter of very great importance; but I prefer that
the mannging director, who is more in touch with it, should give you full evidence upon the point. I refer
to Mr. Weinberp.

156. 1las the money to which you have referred been spent as a direct consequence of the company’s
connection with the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation? Yes.

157. Do you know that a railway has been constructed making a connection between the corporation’s
line and the semelting works? Yes. In addition to that we have started a number of old sulphide miges,
out of which we arc drawing supplies for the Smelting Company of Australia. For instance, I am a
director of the White Rock Company. We have cxfendﬂd a large amount there—over £50,000. The
place is in the Now England district, near Drake. The object 18 to supply the smelling works with a
certain quantity of ore. _ : _

158. Have you also proposed to start an industry introducing ores from Broken Hill? I am chairman
alno of tho Broken I{ill Junction London Board. We are taking the whole of the output of the mine at
[llawarra now. Qur contract with them this year for the supply of ore is about £170,000. The contracts
1 have made myself with the Western Australian mines amount to £150.000. We have been bringing this
ore round past the South Australian works to the worke at Illawarra. We are shipping now under con-
tract with the Junction Company 300 tons a week of high-grade concentrates. The contract is 15,600
tons o year.

139. Cf{m'rman.] How do vou get that ore to Illawarra? It is brought at present to Port Pirie, then
round to Sydney, and from Sydney by rail to the works.

160. You do not make any use of the Wollongong harbour ? No, that 18 quite useless to us; it is too
small, and the ore comes round in largo parcels at a time. It would cost ue nearly as much to land it at
Wollongong as to bring it round through Sydney.

161.
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161. 1f vou had a harbour at Ilawarra I suppose the ore would be brought there direct ? Yeos; that is
ossontial. Competition is very keen in lead ores, and the extra charge involred in our gong round to
Sydncy is a severe handicap. In addition to that, we have to ship our lead also via Sydnoy. It has to
be carted when it gets to Sydney. It costs us nearly 10s. a ton to get & load from our works on board a
steanmer. That is a heavy handicap on a low article like lead. _
162. If the charges were lower, 1 suppose you coull treat lower-grade ores profitably ? There 18 no
occasion for that. Weo ean pet any quantity of Broken Hill ores it we pay a price for ithem ; but we
have to bring them past the Port Pirie works to this Colony for treatment. f\‘n dﬂllht.lf wo could get tho
ores brought directly into the harbour at Lake 1llawarra, and also have & direet shipment of our lead
from that point, New South Wales would have the cominand of the lead-trade of the enst. It is really a
very important matter. 'We are in negotiations now, and have already shipped certain quantitics of lead
from Sydney to China. The trade there is increasing very much. 1f the lcad could be shipped from
here direct, tho steamship owners would be willing to send their veasels down to the works, 1 we shipped
direct to China from the harbour at llawarra we xhould aleo save the 10s. we now payin gending the
lead round to Sydoey. _ ‘ _

163. Wlat is the cost per ton of getting the ores from the ships’ slings in Sydney to your works,
including wharfage, cartage, aud trainage? It would bo about -#a. Gid. per ton.

164. Are vou able to land the ore right into the trucksy It ja landed on to the wharf firet, and then
londed into trucke.

165. You have to pav wharfage rates for the landing? Xee. .

166. In addition to that, there is the loading into the trucks, and then trainage into the works at
Nlawarra ? Yes. ‘

167. Mr. Dalton.] The ore is landed at Darling Harbour? Yes: we pay 0d. a ton wharfage. The ore
is put on to the wharf. _

168. Mr. Moseley.] As a matter of fact, you may say that your company has been the means of intro-
ducing this large industry into the Illawarra district ¥ Certainly. |

160. Has your company brought this large increase of traffic into the Colony ? Yes: we are getting ores
from all parts of the Colony. I am told that the rates at the Dapto station have increased from £7V0 a
vear to £27,000. _ |y

170. Can you give the Committee an idea of the tonnage you have actually brought into the distnet, and
of the quantity you are likely to be able to bringin? T could give you only an approximate idea. I prefer
that the managing director should give you that information. Wo are now putting up extra smelters.
The trade is increasing very rapidly. _

171. Mr. Day.] Do you get any quantity of orcs from the other colonies? Yos; weare getting ore from
Queensland and from all over the colonies.

i —

THURSDAY, 8 SEPTEMBER, 189K,

Present; —
Tur Hox. A. KETHEL iy 7HE CHAIR,
Hox. GEORGE DAY, Ilox. .J. IIITGIIES,
IHox. A. . JACOBRB. Hox. J. MACINTOSII.

Ilox. J. W. TRICKETT,

W. II. Moscley, Esquire, appeared on bebalf of the promoters of the Bill.

1{ugh MeLachlan was ealled in, sworn, and examined : —

179, Mr. Aloseley.] You are secretary to Railway Commissioners? Yes.

173. You are acquainted with the traffic over the railway lines referred to 1n the Bill? Yes.

174. Are you in a position to give the Committee an idea conecrning the traffie which has been brought
about by reason of the industries started by the operationa of the Illawarra Harbour and J.and Copora-
tion? We know from our reports that there hias been a largeincrease of traffic at Dapto, and principally
through the operations of the Smelting Company. 1 can give the Comuittee a few particulars indicating
the growth of traffic. The quantity of minerals other than coal coming to the works there for the year
ending June, 1897, was 1,730 tons, and for the year ending June, 1898, 35,000 tons. The traflic 1n coal
had also largely increased. A large quantity is taken to the coke works, There was an increase practically
in one vear from 1,166 tons to 12,019 tons. 1 think thosc two sets of figures will give the Committce &
better idea of increase than they would derive if I were to go into detail. They will show the Committee
the operations of the Company so far as our business is concerned.

175. The figures you have given do not represent the whole of the trade into Dapto? T have given you
the traffic in minerals other than coal, and in coal itself. Naturally with an increased population there
will be more general goods trafhie.

176. Chairman.! Has there been any increare in passenger traflic toand from Dapto? I think the roturns
if anything would show aemall decrease. Thatis dueto the fact ihat in previous years when the company
were building, tliere was & number of artisans there. DBut they werc only a floating population.
However, the fixed population gives a fairly good passenger traflic. It would not be a fair comparison to
take the paesengers for one year as against the passengers in the next year, under the circumstances to
which I have referred. '

177. Mr. Hughes,] Was there any mineral traffic is 18967 There was 3,000 tons each of coal and
mineral.

178. Chairman.] Up to that time the traflic from Dapto consisted almost entirely of farming and dairy
produce? Yes; since the cstabiishment of the smelting works therc has been a big mineral traffic growing
up. Of couree, that means a corresponding improveuent in other directions—1 mean, as far as general
goods are concerned, owing to the increased settlement.

179. Bfr. Moseley.] What becomes of the goods after they leave the Government line? They are conveyed
over the company’s linc, as a rule, to the amelting worke. :

180.
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180. Mr. Day.] The goods come not only from the Illawarra line, but from all parts of New South Wales H.

and from t’ha_nther colonies ;—when I say goods, I mean, of courre, ore chiefly ¥ Yes; a great deal goes McLachlan.
through Darling Hnrbour from the sea-board; bLut the company has consignments from a great number _ 7"~
of stationa. B Sept., 1898,

181. Chairman.] I the gauge of the company’s lines the same as is the gauge of the Government lines ?
Yes. Our trucks and engines run on their lines to the Smelting Company’s Works.

182. You aro satirlied with the condition of the linea? Jairlv sn. Of course, we should not rum over
them unless we woro satistied with them. i

188. Chairman.] Were the lines passed by one of your officers ? Yes; they must be so passed before we
could run over them.

184. AMr. Moseley.] Have you any datayou can lay before the Committee showing the Jifferent parts of
the Colony from which ore has been received at the works to which you refer ? T could give the particulars,
but it would be be bearing down the evidence, I think, unnecessarily.

185. Mr. Day.] I suppose n large portion of the ore comes from the most distant parts of New South
Wales? I think that all the different mining fields send larger or amaller consipnments. ‘There is also a
considerable traffic from the trucking of fluxing materinl. For instance, there ia econsiderable traflic from
Marulan.

186. Alr. Hughes.] A great part of tho traffic comes from the genernl railway syatemn of the Colony and
centres at this depdt? Yes,

187. Mr. Moseley.] In section 2 of the Principal Aet the eorporation took power to charge a toll not
exceeding 3d. per ton per mile in reapect of every ton of goads. In that section no power is given to the
company to charge a minimum rate, so that they might be obliged to carry goods for a short distance for
1d, a ton ;—is that usual? The usual thing is to have a minimum charge. If you make your charge

1d. per ton per mile it might be fair if you were earrying gonds a hundred milea; but we would not
undertake to carry at the rate of 1d. per ton for 1 mile.

188. Chairman.] Does that an]y to the Newenntle traflic? Yoea

189. What 1s the minimum thero? Sixpenco. We repgard that almost as o shunting charge. In Newcastle,
however, the cireumstances are slightly different because nenrly all the coal is carried in the owners’ trucks.
If the coal is carried in the owners’ trucks for a distance not exceeding 1 mile, we charge 6d. a ton. It 1s
regarded as a shunting charge, and would apply to the casl from the Hetton Colliery and from Bulloek
Island. The rate over 1 mile and not excoeding 4 wmiles is 9d. o ton. That is our minimum. It is the
rile upon every railway to make a minimum charze.

190. Mr. Moscley.] You, ns an expert in railway matters, coneider it absolutely necessary to have a
prosigion in your Act cmpowering you to charge a minimum ¥ It depends upon circumstances, but 1t 1s
the usunl thing. We provide for one in the caac of our own railways.

101. What I mcan is that it is n proper thing to ask ?  Yes; it is generally known ns a ierminal charge.
192. Mr. Hughes.] The Bill proposes a mimimum charge of 6d.;—you think that is reasonable? Personally,
I should thinﬁ 6d. a fair minimum. Comparing it with our charge I should say it was reasonable.

193. Chairman.] What do you charge from the Government railways at Newcastle, if you use Government
trucks ? (ne shilling and three pence for 10 miles or under; that is our lowest rate on what you may call
the standand basis of rates.

194. You have o lower rato than 1d. for loug distance ¥ Tt would be ull subject to the minimum charge.
We run ore at a id. a ton a mile. But if a man said, *“ I want you to carry some ore for me for a distance
of 1 mile,” we should certainly charge him more than a :d. » ton.

195. You have no opperlunity of judging whether the traflic is likely to increase in this locality 2 Thatis
more a matter for the promoters.

196. AMr. ifughes.] Ilow will the completion of the harbour affect the railways? That is 2 doubtful
question. Tﬂﬁ Commissiouers rais¢ no objection to the extension of time asked.

197. Do you mean that there will be au increnso of trathie, as far ar the Government lines are concerned,
whether the harbour is there or not ? I think so. I think that indirectly we must benefit. The harbour
would be constructed with the view to bring ore in large quantities from other colonica—such as Western
Australia or South Australia; and the work of smelting would be increased, necessitating a large population,
which would give passenger traffic, and the supplies for which would be conveyed largely by rail. The
Commissioners are not opposed to the harbour.

198. But I suppose the Commissioners would lose a certain amount of trathe if the harbour were
constructed to permit of ships coming in dircet to the works? [ do not think so. Lhere is no traffic
which we aro getting to-day which we should lore—at all events, not to any considernble extent. At the
same time we should have the benefit of the increased production of thedistrict, of the inereased population,
and so forth.

199. Mr. Moseley.] Would you not have to convey a largely-increazed supply of fuel for smelting
purposes? 1 dare say that would be the case, although 1 see the company propose to use their own coal.
Still there would be the conveying of the fluxing material and the different ores. That would mean a
certain amount of business to us.

900. Mr. Day.] You think there would bo a certain amount of traflic in limestone and ironstone passing
over the Government railwavs to the works? Yes.

901. Mr. Jacob.] Have vou looked into the amending Bill to ascertain whether, and to what extent, it
affects the interests of the Commissioners? The Commissioners have luoked through the HBill to see
whether there was anything in it to which they should obiect. and they do not sce anything. There is
only one point thoy would like to be made perfectly clear. Clause 2 of the Bills says: “ It shall be lawful
for the corporation to construct. maintain, and use any further branch lines upon lande at any time owned
by the corporation.”” Tho Commissioners would like to have that made more delinite, because they think
that, as the provision stands, it would practically give the company power at any time to purchase other
land upon which they might construct a railway running in opposition to our line. Ior instance, they
might construct a line running parallel to our line.  The Comimissioners suggest a proviso to the clause
in there terms :—* And provided also that no extension of any bratch line, under the powers conferred
by this section, shall bo procceded with until after the approval of tho Governor, with the advice of the
Kxecutive Counecil, shall have been obtained.” As the clause now atands, the company would have power
to purchase land right up to tho town of Wollongong, and, if the local corporation sgreed, they would bo
able to make a branch line to Wollongong. We want to have it made clear that they are to make no
extensions unless with the approval of the Governor.

[ —— — T— -————— - - e
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James Robeon sworn and examined :—

202. Chairman.] What is your official position® I am officer in the Revenue Branch of tho Treasury,
903, Mr. Moseley.] Can vou state to the Committee nnytl}mg concerning the paymnn_t :_utn the '[:rnuaury
of a deposit by the Illawarra TTarbour and Land Corporation? Yes; £ lt},ﬂi}ﬂ was patd info the 1 Feasury
by the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation on the 20th December, 1897. It was paid in as n deposit
under section 1 of the Illawarrn Harbour and Taand Corporation Act Amendment Act of 1485,

— = - — - ]

Walter Andrew Harper called in, sworn, and examined :—

204. Mr. Mosrley.] You are a civil engineer? Yeos. _ .

205. You are acquainted with the Illawarra Ilarbour and Land Corporation property at Dapto? Yee.

206. Do you know the position of the railways there? Yes; they were constructed under our supervision.

907. The main line at present goes in what direction? The main line runs from ihe company’s colliery

somo distance to the south parallel with the main range for about 2 miles, and it goes from that point to

Tallawarra Point, the aite 1.1]f:| tho proposed docks on Lake lllawarra, crossing ithe Government line ncar

Dapto.

2081? 1s the line connected with the Government ryatom of railways by nidiu_gl_a? Y en. . Byt

209. Are Government enginer and trucks run over the line? Yes. In addition to the main line there

is & branch line to the Smelting Company’s worka, _ ) _

210. Are tho company likely to require further lines of railway upon their property P Yea; I think that

18 ceriain.

211. For what renson ;—are you aware of any other industries in the locality apart from those existing

in connection with the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation’s property ! 1 know of several industries

which are likely to be established there when the harbour is completed, and some of them before.

212, Do you know of any stone on the company’a property? 1 know of the company’s own quarry.

213. Is that upon cither of the lines of railway you have mentioned? No; it is about half a mile away

from the line.

214. Is there any quantity of stone there? T have not seen the quarry, but 1 believe that there 1s.

215. You know the amtuation of it? Yes.

216. Suppose the company had to work the quarry, how would they be able to get the stuff away? By

carts at present. You can see the quarry from the railway quite well,

217. Has the stone been tested 7 Yes. It is basalt—very fine stone, I believo.

218. Do you think it would be advisable to construct a railway line to the quarry? I think it s about the

best stone near Sydney, and if it were brought within railway commumnication 1 think large quantities of

it would be used.

219. Chairman.] In what direction is it from the mamn line? If you take o point about halfway between

Dapto and Tallawarra ’eint it would be due south. It is duc south from the 1-mile peg,

220. Is it country over which a railway could easily bo constructed from the present line? Yes; there

would be no trouble about that. It is the company's own land.

22]1. What 1 mean is that there are no engineering difficultier? No.

222. Mr. Moseley.] 1f the quarry were worked would a line of railway be a necessity? Yes; you could

not work tho traflic without it.

223. Do you know of any other industries likely to apring up in connection with the property in the way

of brickmaking and that sort of thing? Yes; large quantitics of bricks will be required for the smelting

works. There 18 a deposit of brickclay about a mile to the south of the smelting works.

224, That would be available for the making of bricka for building purposes ? Yes.

225. Would a line of railway to connect with the main line be necessary in that case for the convenience

of carriage? Yes; the only object of the company in having these lincs included in the Bill is to provido

iurttheir working. It would be neceseary for them to be bro ught under the general terms of the company's
et.

226. Is 1t necessary that the company rhould have power to make the lines under 'that Act to enable

them to fix dues and to bring them under their genern} scheme ? Quite eo.

227. At present has the company power to make branch lines? No. There ia another industry likely

to be established in the district at once, and that is a chemical industry.

228, 1s the company at present making large quantities of sulphuric acid? Yes.

229. Where large quantities of sulphurie acid are turned out do other subaidiary industries apring up?

Yes: The cnmpunf have a sulphuric acid plant which cost them about £28,000. The lo ity would

naturally become the centre of other chemical industries. The difficulty of the company has been the

getting of the necessary kinds of ores.

280. Is sulphuric acid extracted from the ores in the process of refining? Yes. The company troat

scarcely any but sulphide ores. The sulphuric acid is made from the fumes obiained in roasting
pyritic ores.

231. Ar. Day.] Who owns the coke works? They are owned by separate ¢ 188
232. Mr. Trickelt.] Where arc the works? At Uiauderrﬂ.. S " [rG
233. Mr. Day.] That is not very far from your company’s works? About 3 miles
23+. Do the 'amglhng works get coke from there ¥ Ji'es ; 1t 18 conveyed along the Government line and
the company’s line to the works.
285. Do they have to use large quantities of coal there ? Yes: they are usine a lar ti

_ : , ty of coal
at the company's works, and at the Smelting Company's al Th IB It - B it & !
any coke for themselves at present, ; A RV HRR SR Lot At A g

236. Chatrman.] llow far does the company’s property extend ' :
with the main railway line? About 2 11::.1'1.3;_ properiy extend north from the junction at Dapto parallel

237. Did you survey any of that property with a view to the constructi ' '
nection with the projected worke ? No lines have been laid ::ﬂ.ﬂ:.ﬂ e R e oy i

238. Not to your knowledge ? No.

235;. j’l}{r. Moseley.] Would you, as engineer of the company, have known of tho fact had it been
80 es.

240. As far as you know at present, there is nothing of the sort contemplnted 7 No. 241.
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241. Is what ia contemplated now the power to run out branch lines as required in connection with other W. A. Harpar.

worke ? Yen, e,
242, You know something about the Smelting Com any's operations? Yes. 8 Bept., 18598.

243. Do you know that it is contemplated to further extend them ? Yes; they have just decided to
extend them very ]nrgulﬁ.

=%t Ar. Day.] 1E the harbour were extended up to the smelting works, it would be of great benefit to
thom, and would give them more trade® Yes. T think the company will not be able to treat certain ores
at all unless tho harbour is constructed. They must have harbour communication in order to compete.
245. What was the intention when the works were erocted ;—wad it not to have a harbour in the lake ?
Yes. The works would never have been put there unless it had been distinot] y understood that the harbour
was to be made immediatelv.

216. What eftect would an opposition harbour haye upen the Smeliing Company’s works, and upon the
works of the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation—suppose, for instance, a harbour were made at
Port Kembla ? I do not know. I do not think it would be any good for the smelting works.

247. It would interfero with the industries at Dapte? It would have no effect on them, as far as I
Can see.

248. Mr. Moscley.) Considering the low-grade ores with which the Smelting Company deals, it is desirable
that therc should be as little handling as possible? Yes; unless they can ship directly from the other
colonies to the smelting works they will not be able to take their low-grade ores. For the acid plant they
are going to bring pyritic ores from the north of Queensland. That has to be landed in Sydney, put in
trucks, and taken round to the works. If there were a harbour at Lake Ilinwarra it would be taken there
and landced directly at the works.

24). The advantage would be that the oro for the smelting works, forinstance, would be discharged direct
tron the ship into the works 7 Yes.

250. Mr. Day.] How many men are there employed upon the works? T cannot eay ; I have been acting
for the London Board. I have been there several years, although I was out here last year for a short time,
I should say there were from 200 to 300 men employed, but I am only speaking approximately. I have
been acting as consulting engineer for the company 1n London, but that was only in relation to the plant
they were buying there.

251. You know that the company have an extension of the works under consideration ? It is proposed
to extend them considernbly. They have started to do so now. They commenced to lay out the additional
worka last weok.

252. Chairman.] 1Iave you had anything to do with the projected harbour? Yes ; my firm here are the
enginecrs. It 18 in the capacity of engineer that I am here nor.

253. Mr. Moseley.] Are you acquainted with the borings, and can you give the Committee any information
on that subject? Yes.

254. Chairman.] Can you explain the delay which has taken place in commencing the harbour works.
According to the evidence when the amending Act wans obtained the works were to bo proceeded with
forthwith. TUp to the present time has an thing been done towards dredging out tho lake or commencing
the construction of the retaimng-walls P q‘hc tie-bank at the entrance is the only work which has been
done for some time.

255. Mr, Moseley.] You arc not in a position to give the reason for the delay ? I know thejreasons, of
course; but it is out of my province to deal with this point.

2506. Mr. Jacob.] What would be the effect upon the works which the corporation have in contemplation
if this Bill were not passed ? I know of one trade which is definitely arranged to bo ecarried out there
which will not be carried out at all uuless the harbour be made. I think you will have cvidenco laid
before you to bear out that statement. The trade to which I refer will be a very large one,

257. Would the corporation bo very injuriously affected if Parliament did not give them the extension
of time asked for in the I3l P Certuin]y. I think they are only asking for the same thing that every
colliery has down the coast; only instead of bulding a railway to a jetty, they are asking for the right
to cut a channel to the sea, for the sending out of their own goods.

258. Chairman.] Have you gone into the question of the time it would take to construct the harbour, and
to erect the necessary works connected with it? Yes; there is a contract with Mr. Amos for the com-
pletion of the work within a stated time.

2359. Is that contrect not cancelled? It is still in force. The matter is in stafus guo. The company
have to give the contractor notico to start. The contract has been in operiation to this extent : That under
it the railway has been built, and when notice to start the harbour works is given to him, he will have to
atart then.

260. Has he to find the plant? Some of it; but the main plant—a large dredge—the company have
secured, almost in the locality. There happens to be one of the largest pumping plants down there, and
the company have it under offer.

261, AMr. ﬂg:-sﬁfqy.] 8o that you could soon start operations if yon could get the Bill pasrsed? Just as
soon a8 the dredge could be made available.

262. Mr. Day.] Have you any notion of the time which it would take to complete the works from Talla-
warra Point to tho sea? It depends upon the depth to which the dredging would be completed. The
channel could be made in accordance with the Act easily within the two years. But I myself think it
ought to be made to a greater depth.

263. Chairman.] The depth in the Principal Act is set down at 15 feet? TYes. In my opinion there
ghould be a depth of 20 or 21 feet.

264. Mr. Moseley.] It would be to the company’s advantage, you think, to deepen the channel ? Yes; if
it were deepened to 20 or 21 feet I think it would do for the trade. There will be plenty of depth at the
entrance, and inside, the water will be dead calm.

265. Do you know the nature of the bottom of the lake? Yes; it hos been bored by us as engineers,
and also by tho contractor. It isa sandy mud. It is all sand-pump work.

266. Mr. Muacintosh.] How do you propose to dispose of the silt you take out? Tho surplus, after
reclamations, will be deposited 1a the lake some distance from tho channel. It will be pou into the
lake and bo left to nssume its own position.

267. Do you proposs to work 1o from the sea or out from the lake 7 We hope to work both ways. There
will be no difficulty in putting on three dredges if we can get them.

268.
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W. A.Harper. 268, Could you work a sand-pump outside with the heave of the rea®  That will not be necessary. The
~> ===  embankmenia will be made and the Hﬂ.lld-‘}lllnp will be worked between them in still water.

8 Bept, 1898. 930 T35 the stone at Windang Island so

id enough for training-wall purpcees? I conrider that 1t 1s
excellent. _ _
270. Mr. Moseley.] In it stone 1hat rtands well inthe water; it doea not melt ? Yes ; the !:le-b&‘ril:k Wlllﬂh
we have made, and which is not a permanent work, is only made of l-cwt. and 2-cwt. b]DCI%E. ;_ﬁu nnlz
is not nearly as good as the store we should use for the moles, which would be large blocks from ‘:h 1 E:'E:]]E
part of the m]and.h Besidﬁ-a that, the company have an escellent basalt quarry 1 they require other ato
for the facinp of the breakwater. ]

271. Is the ufune in the quarry columnar basalt? Yes; it is in large columns of from EU;{J %(il] feet. :
272 Mr. Day.] 1 believe the estimated cost of the .harbcur works is about £100,000: e preaenh
contract is £160,000. The total eontract was £200,000, but the contractor has dune abaut £40,000 wort
of railway, leaving about £160.000 of works to construct. _ e
973. Chairman.] Is Mr. Amos still prepared to go on with the harbour works? He 18 most anxious to
do so. :

974. Mr. Jacob.] If the Bill were not passed would the works have to cease ? Certainly. The company
could not proceed with them without tho Act. _ :

975. It is essential that vou rhould have the Act to enable the corporation fo go on with what they con-
template? Yes. . 5 1
276. Mr. Mozeley.] ls it vour opinion, as n professional man, that the work could he cm:ned through r

do not think there is any doubt whatever about that. Theoretically, it could be done in half the time.
The whole dredging for the complete channel, as provided by the Act, can be done in theory with one
dredge in twelve months ; but then you must double that period, because there arc always accidents and
things of that sort to be provided for. ) el

277. Chairman.] The chief point of doubt in connection with the harbour worke, I take it, 18 as to the
time necessary to construct the two training-walls at the entrance—that is to say, the breakwaters? The
whole of the hreakwaters nt the entrance are to cost only between £50,000 and £60.000. They will start
both at once from separate quarries. : _

278. How will you get the stone across from the southern to the northern side ; I euppose you will bave
to puntit? No; they have a quarry at the north end, about a mile from the entrance works.

979, I suppose they will construet a light tramway to send the blocks down? Yes.

280. Mr. Moseley.] Will they be prepared to go on with both walls simultancously, without reference to
the number of men emploved ? Yes.

281, Chairman.] What is the depth down to the bedrock upon which the breakwaters are to be con-
structed ¥ About 26 fect below low water. _
282. 1t would take rome years for the breakwaters to sink through the supervening sand, 1 suppose, In
order to reach that leve! ? No: the contractor has to sink them to the specified level. He has to cut
awgy the sand and to make the blocks sink to their proper level. Both sides of the channel must be laid
with stone to give the low-water depth provided for in the contract.

243. Both outside and inside? As far as they go.

233, Mr. MMoseley.] Do you propose to build the wall outside the breakwater ? It is all rough mole work
outside and inside. The contractor is responsible far the sides of the channel being lined with stone ona
definite elope.

285. Will the stone start from the rock? Not necessarily from the rock, but from the bottom of the
channel.

286. Chairman.] Below the shifting sand ?  Yes.

257. Mr, Macintosh] \What was the original depth to which you intended to excavate the channel?
The Act provided for its excavation to 15 feet, but the contract provided a depth of 23 feet at low water,
or 25 ft. 6 in. at mean tide.

288. Would you have any objection to that depth being specified in the amending Bill? I should like
you to ask the company that question. 1 could scarcely answer it myself, but I think they would agree
with extended time to any reasonable depth. .

289. In view of the proposal to proceed with the works at Port Kembla, are the company still prepared
to proceed with their works? 1t they get authority.

200). No matter whether the Port Kembla Harbour is constructed or not? 1 do not see that it will affect
us at all, and I think that that ia the proper view of the whole buriness. The (Government has a Tight to
make harbours at intervals of 10 miles right down the coast if it liker, This harbour is being built by
people who have their own trade. The position of matters is entirely different now from what it has
aver been before. i

291. The surface of the lake at the present time is open to the public for recreation or for fishing ?  Yes.
292. What encroachment will your reclamations inake upon the surface of the lake so used? Almost
the only reclamation will be in tho neck at the entrance. 1t will be necessary there to flll up the areas
behind the training-walls in order to confine the channel, but that is not the portion of the lake where
any fishing is done,

293. Do you not encroach upon any other portion of the lake? Yes:; from the Enint where 1t 18 pro.

posed to have the docks there will be a training-bank. Fifty acres of mud flat will be reclaimed there.
294. But 18 there not a depth there of 10 or 12 feet of water? No.

295. You propose to excavate the channel from the Pacific to the wharf?  Yes.
296. What is the width of the chaunel? 100 feet at the boitom.
297. The depth of water now there is about 10 feet ?  Yes.

298. And you intend to go down to at least 20 fecet? Yes.

299. Where do you propose to put the naterial you excavate? The surplus, after completion of the
reclamations, will be put into the lake.

300. Afr. Day.] Will not that have the effect of making a reclamation ? It will not come to the surface,
although it may have the effect of making the lake a little shallower in parts. The silt will not be thrown
over within 200 or 300 yards of the channel ; otherwise some of it would come back.

301. Mr. Macintosh.] But will not that process have the cffect of destroying the lake for fishing pur-
posea? No; the quantity of material taken from the channel is rothing whatever relatively to the size

of
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of tho lnke. Terhaps for 2 miles along its course the excavation of the channel may have the effect of W.A. Harper,
reducing the depth 3 or 4 feet. The materinl will be spread over 4 miles—2 miles on each side of the et
channel, and the lake is G miles long.  We are quite willing to agree that we shall not make the main 8 Sept. 1898,
part of the lake shallower than 4 or 5 fcet at any yoint.
302. Then thero would be nothing, in fact, to prevent your making islands in the lake? We could not do
that because the barge which will take the stuff vat to depouit hns a draft of 5 or 6 feet, and you will
;ee at once that we cannot make the lake shallower than that, We shall probably use sand-pumps and
Arges.
3031.) Chairman.] You do not think, then, that the lake will ba destroyed as a fishinp-gronnd ? No: our
operations will make no ¢ifference whatever to that.
30t Mr. Macintosh.] Why are you using barpes instend of pipes to lake the rand out of the channel ?
The contractors can use either, but expericnce hus proved, asm a mnatter of fact, that it in cheaper to use
barges than pipes for long leade. I think I may safely state that no part of the main lake will be made
of a less depth than 4 feet.
305. You will not lessen the surface of tho water now available for fishing or recreation purposes? No.
306. Alr. Trickeft.] When you were under examination before a Seleet Committee on the 30th April,
1888, you stuted, in reply to Mr. Crokaman at Questions 103 and 104, that the mud and silt which it was
proposed to remove from the bottom would go to fill up one of the bays on the property of the company ?
Yes. I have already explained to Mr. Macintosh that there is no alteration from that intention.
307. You stated also in giving vour evidence in 18890 that the harbour itself without the rallway was
estimated to cost £250,000? Yes,
308. Now you put the cost down at £200,000?2 We let the contract for £30,000 less than my estimate,
becauso we found that we could use sand dredges altogether —we thouzht that we should have to use
hoppers in places.
300. What kind of contract ix there; can it be taken up or dropped at any time ;—when was it made ?
I will Prud uce the contract. You will bo able to see what the exact terms are.
310. You said just now that you wero going to operate within the lake by means of a dredge;—how will
you get the dredge inside ?  We shall build it in the lake. The main part of the pumping plant is within
50 miler of the lake now.
311. Can you give us any explanation of tho cablegram which appeared in the Sydney newspapers at the
beginning of the year, to the effect that you wero getting dredges built in London to send out to
Australia?  No; 1 saw it, and that is all I can say of it. I think that it is probable that the cablegram
arose from the fact that n number of engincers were asked to (Hlasgow to sce a new dredgze which had
been made, and the people who tendered for the dredge in London thought that the trial would be so
antisfactory that they would get the order. This trial had nothing to do with the Iiawarra Harbour and
Land Corporation.
312. Then, it it has been sworn by a wilness that the dredges were actually being made in London, and
that a letter had been written out to that effect, it is not true? I cannot say that. I am afraid you
are asking mo questions which it is quite outside of my province to answer. I certainly did not tell any
contractors that we would accept their contract.
313. Let me refer you to Question 4912 and the following questions, which were put to Mr. Jarvis in the
course of an inquiry by the Public Worke Committee into the proposed deep-water harbour at Port
Kkembla ;—1 suppose you were in eonstant communication with Mr. de Wolf, in London, with reference
to the affnirs of this company? TYes.
31t I presumo that if he had entered into a coniract, in the course of one of his letters he woald have
satd somcthing to you, seeing that you were the engineer, about tho matter ? I think that if anything
of that kind had been done he would have mentioned it. All that T had to do with the calling of tenders
for dredges in London was the preparation of the specifications. We received a tender for the dredges
from a firm there.
315. You have said that the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation had no objection to the Port
Kembla Harbour scheme ? T do not think there is any objection now. I do not sce that the two things
clash. If the proposed harbour at Lake Illawarra is made and is a good harbour, I presume the people
will use it.
316. You speak of this harbour scheme as being such a very simple matter, as being o easy to be carried
out; you speak as though thero were no difficulties in the way; although a Bill was obtained on the 20th
December, 1890, for the carrying out of the work, and although Mr. de Wolf, the principal man in the
whole concern, swore that the harbour works would be the first works undertaken, we are now at the end
of the year 1898 and only a little over £3,000 has been exnended upon these works:—can yvou explain
that? That is not so. The railway has been built, and the railway is just as much a part of the ucgema
as is tho harbour proposal.
317. T admit that something has been spent upon the railway, but I am speaking of the harbour works ;
you have spoken of the harbour works, not of the railwav, as works whiech could be carried out Yery
ensily ; that 18, without any engineering difficulties; you have snid that they could be carried out, at the
outside, within two years ;—can you, as engincer of the company, having been in touch with all its opera-
tions, explain why these works, which you estimated to cost a quarter ot a million of money in December,
1890, and which you now say can be so ensily carried out, have been so long delayed ;—can you explain
why it is that hardly anything has been done towards the construction of the works up to the present
time? I certainly could explain it, but I think you will see that, in giving the explanation, I should be
answering a question which I ought not to be asked.
318. You would rather not ansawer it ? T hove not objection whntever to answerit, but I am the engineer
of tho company, whereas the man who has had charge of the financial operations will be before you, and
will be in & much better position to give you information. I think it is out of my province to answer
questions of that kmd. I may tell you ono thing, which is quite within my knowledge, and that is that
some of the very wealthieat men in England are largely intercsted in this harbour company, 8o that the
delay cannot have been due to any question of financing. If necessary, I could show the Committee the

names of the men to whom I refer. :
319. Mr. Moseley.] Were they connected with the project eight yearsago? XNo; they hare been connected

with it within the last two years.
c 18—C 320.



18 MINTUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEYN NEFORE THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON

W.A.Harper. 320. Mr Trickeft.] ITow does that anawer of yours agree with tl:e answer given by Mr. A. Armstrong to
P mem,  Question 3762 in the conrse of the inquiry by the Public Works Committee into itho proposal to counstruct
8 Bept,, 1898. 3 deep-water harbour st Port Kembln;—he was asked, “ I understood you in answer to questions to state
that the reasons vou applied for your extended Act in December, 1495, was because of certain financial
difficulties arising owing to some Melbourne company having failed” ;—to that question he anawered
“Yes"? That does not affeet the question you now ask me. The gentlemen to whoimn [ refer have become
associated with the project since that dato. ~ Perhaps I can make myself a little more clear,  What I
wished to say wns that certain financial people, sharcholders of the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation
in Londan, if everything had been smooth at this end, would not have made any dilﬁculiiy whatever about
the money. I do not know that there has been any real difficulty except that certain things happened out
here, which led some of them to think perhaps that they had not proper sccurity,
321. Are you a shareholderin the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation ? No.
322. You are a shareholder in the London Company ? Yes.

L —

THURSDAY, 15 SEPTEMBER, 18598,

fircaent:—
Tee Hon. A. KETHEL 1x THE CHAIR.
Hox. A. BROWN, How. A. I1. JACOBR,
Hox. [I. IUGIIES, Hon. G. DAY,

Hox. J. MACINTOSI, How. 8, H HYAM,
- Hox. W. J.  TRICKETT.

W. H. Moseley, Esq., solicitor, appeared on behalf of the promoters of the Bili.

John Higminson enlled in, sworn, and examined : —

J. Higginson. 323, Mr. Moseley.] I believe you are interested in mining properties in New Caledonia? Very greatly.

oA, Very fow peoplein ithe world are more interested in them thau I am.

15 Sept.,1893. 324 Would vou give the Committee some of the names and particulars of the companies with which
you are associated in New Caledonia which are dealing with ores? 1 may say that I am a landed
proprietor and a mine-owner, and that I am interested in many mines, At the present time I am associated
with four different companies.

395. What companics are they? The International Nickel Corporation, the International Copper
Corporation, the Fern Hill-mining Company, and the International Corporation.

326. 1 believe those are companies principally connected with New Caledonia? Yes.

327. Have you, up to the present time, ll-;een in the habit of shipping ores from New Caledonia? I, at
one time, shipped to Newcastle from 10,000 to 10,000 Lons of ore, which would average about 17 per cent.
of copper.

328. \F?u that ore shipped in a crude state ? It was pyrites. I have also shipped to Europe several
thousand tons of ore. but T could not tell you tho exact quantity.

329. \What part of Europe did that ore goto? I think it went to Swnansea. My acents in London aro
Robert Brookes & Co. l;Nllaﬂrwrr that tho copper we smelted in Nowcastle went to Robert Brookes & Co.,
but the ore we sent to Europe may have been sent through a S8ydney firm. The Nickel Company with
which I am connected has shipped Eundmdn of thousands of tons of nickel ore to Europe. During the
lact five years we have had vessels going direct to Europe, taking no less than 50,000 or GO tons a year.
During the last twelve monihs we have shipped 2 great quantity, and upwards of 100,000 tons of ore will
have been shipped when the year is ended. T had 7,000 £20 shares at one time in the Nickel Company,
and in the position of managing director T have said that the only way to deal with nickel ore is to
gmelt in Australia and in Now Caledon:a.

330. Would you send your ore from New Caledonia to New South Wales if you could make suitable
arrangements ®  Yes, it is absolutely the natural course—in fact thera is no other course open to us,
practically, but to emelt here and in New Caledenia. Wo are never certain of cheap {reights to Eurnpe,
and if we smelted here wo should have a line of vessels runming. At from 48. to 58. a ton wo could shi
whatever ores we had to ship; and the vessels, instead of bringing back ballast, ¢could bring back coal, whicﬁ
we could convert into coke or use for smelting purposes.

331. Have you been to Lake Illawarra? Yes.

332. Do vou think it could be converted into a harbour to suit your shipping requirements? T went
down there last vear chiefly from motives of curiosity, because in 1891 or 1892 the whole scheme was
Inid before me at Home. They wanted me to get money in Franee. They wanted me to get several hundred
thousand pounds.

333. Do you think from what you saw on the eccasion of your visit to Lake Illawarra that the Lake counld
be converted into a harbour to suit your shipping requircments? Yes, I do. I may mention that, T had
all the papers connected with the scheme before me in 1891, and if a gentleman belonging to the company
had then gone Home, I think that, although I myself at the time was 1u want of money, I should have had
no difficulty in obtaining in France what they required.

334. Yon know that tho company’s Bill provides for a channel at Lake Illawarra giving a depth of 15 feet ?
That. T think, would not be deep enough. I think the channel should be at least 20 feet in depth ; that
would admit vessels of 3,000 or £,000 tons. ’

335. What deseription of ores would you ship to New South Wales from New Caledonia? Different
kinds. We have copper and silver ores—the same aa that from the Broken Hill mines. We have lodes
there 20 or 30 fect wide. We could ship a great quantity of nickel ore. The island of New Caledouia is
one of those places which 18 really very little known even in France. 1t is full of minerals.

336. About how manz thousands of tons of ore do you think you wonld be prepared to ship to this Colony
every year? The nickelore is unlimited in quantity. It would be a question né requirements. In Europe
there 18 use for about 8,(J00 tone of metal, and if you reckon the ore at 6 per cent., you will find out what

quantity of ore would required to be shipped. I think you could eafely count upon 100,00 tons of nickel
ore a year,

337. Yon would ship also copper ore? Any quantity of it. 838,
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338. Chairman.] An unlimited quantity ? T would not say unlimited. J. Higginson,
339. But according to the demnnd ? At tlo present tune we could ship 6,000 or 7,000 tons of copper a
month, 158ept., 1898.

Si. Ifr. Day.] Would it pay you better to ship that ure to smelting works in this Colony than to send it
to Europe? Yes.

84l. What difference would it represent to the company 7 When we get ships to come to New Caledonia
to load 16 or 17 per eent. ore, we pay 30s. a ton freight and the vessel comes in ballaat, which, of course,
adds to the charges. If we shipped the ore to this Coulony the veasel would come over with coal instead
of ballast, and that would make a great deal of difference.

342, What then do you think would be the differcnce in freight between New Caledonia and the smelting
works here and the freight to Europe? It wonld average about 25s. a ton.
343. Afr. I{ughes.| What you mean is, that you woull save that amount upon the entire cost? Yes.

344, Mr. Day.] Can you say whether, from your experience, the smelting works here could treat your ore
a8 satisfactorily as it is treated in Europe? Yes; but however fine the smelting works may be at Lake
lilawarra, if a port were not mado there I would not touch them.

345, Mr. Moseley.] Apart from lower freights the coul would be cheaper? Yes; and it is better coke-
making coal.

310. You require coke for smelting purposes ? Yes ; it is a question of economy. We should have to
determine whether we would ship coke or coal,
347. 1 suppose your mincs in Now Caledonia are opened up? Yes.

348. lave you any reason to suppose that the auticipated out put would be regularly maintained ? I have
not the shightest doubt about it.
34J. llayo you had any negotiations with the Board of the Smelting Company or with the London Board
of tho Illawarra Iarbour and Land Corporation ? No; but I have met three ur four of the most important
Tunle connccted with the company For instance, I have et Mr. Shatw, of Sh aw, Savill, and Company, Mer.
veswick, of BMatheson & Co., and Mr. Flemming, of Robinson, Flemming, & Co. 1 sugsested that
Mr. do Walf should be seut out to eee what arrangements could be made. I said that I could zot promise
anything, as I should huvo to consider the watter—that we should have to wait to seec whether o port
would be made at Lake Illawarra.
450. You require & still harbour to unship? Yes. It ia all very well when vou are loading coal; you
cen take it inanywhere. Ifthe weatheris bad the ship can sheer off; but if you have eargn to discharge, and
cargo to take in, it is a very different matter.

351. Do you proposo to ship by steamer or by sailing vessel ? It dopends upon which we eau get cheapest ;
but I am inclined to think that we shall have to run a line of our own.

352. Should you want vesscls of large cnpacity ?  About 3,000 or 4,000 tons, I think.

353. If you shipped ores inwards, you would expect to obtain from New South Wales outward freighi ?
Otherwise there would be no economy in shipping here. We might just as well ship to Europe.

354. Then outward freights are an important clement in your calculations ? Yes.

355. You would have return freights to New Caledonin? Yes: coal.

356. Would it be a considerable quanlity? Yes; smelting involves the use of a great deal of coke
and coal.

357. Chairman.] Would you use coke or coal most ? That is a question we would have to consider when
wo commnenced operations. It is & question whether it would pay us better to got the coal and make the
cake, or to get tho coke direct fromn a coke company.

358. Mr. Moseley.] IHave you looked at any other place in Australia with the view to the shipment of
your orez? Yes; I have boen to Newcastle, Somo of our ores have been smelted thers.

839. I supposo you would prefer Lake Illawarra to any other port you have seen for the shipment of ores
for smelting purposes? If it could be made a port, most deci‘i)edly. Aa I have already said, unless it is
made o port, aud unless our vessels could get in there, wo would not touch the amclting worka there.

360. If you could not got the necessary accommodation there, where would yousend to? We would go
to Nowcastlo, 80 far as Ausiralia is coneerned.

3G1. But if there were a suitable harbour at Lake Tllawarra, you would send your ore there? Yes.

362. Why? Well, in the first placo the port would not bo so encumbered as Newcastle is, and thken, for
our purposcs, there would be greater facilitios there than at Neweastle; iu fact, it would become s New
Caledonian port.

363. You would be able to ship direct into the smelting works? Yes.

364 You are satisfied that the conl and coke are suitable for your purposes? Yes.

365. Aro the products from your ores pretty bulky ? Not usually.

366. But they are heavy ? Yes; the ore is, as a rule, very heavy.

3067, Are you about to proceed to New Caledonia to make arrangements there for the shipment of your
ore? Yes; but our arrangements ihere can only follow upon completion of the arrangewents here,

368. Aro any directors of the Smelting Company propesing to accompany you? TYea. Mr. de Wolf
and the managing director of the works, Mr. Weinberg.

302, 1lave you returned recoently from London? Tarrived yesterday, coming overland from Adeclaide.
370. lave you becn engaged in some pretty largo speculations in London ? No; I simply went over to
meet certain parties to ascertain whether they would fall in with my views. _

371. You have uncontrolled power in regard to the arrangements for shipping? Yes; uncontrolled
power for anything. I would not have accepted the position unless I could do what I liked in such matters.
372, Chairman.] Referring to the existing smelting works at Lake 1llawarra, I understood you to say
that you would not have anything to do with them ? Tuless a port were made.

373. You have no intention of reflecting in any way upon the works themselves ? Not tho slightest. 1
have not locked into them. I took the works for granted. If businoss followed, of course I should go
down and have a look at them. In any case wo could not seud any ore to the works for smelting unlesa
the port were opened.

37k, Mr., Moseley.] Yourefer to the convenience of shipment ?  Yes. | |

375. Is the southern cosal cheaper thau the northern coal? I do not know what it is at the present time ;
but when I was last here it was cheaper, so 1T was informed, although I did not buy any.

370. The cheapness of the coal would make a differcnce to you, I suppose? Most decidedly. "t
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377. Supposing the extension of time nsked for the consiruction of the harbour were granted, do you think

the company would be able to sccure the necessary eapital? [ think so. When 1 wns at Home last time,

I said I thought it was a strange thing that they had not got the capital, 1 said to one of the directors

of tho smelting works, “I{ow is it that they have not the eapital?” and he said, “ I believe they are thinking

of having another port thero—Port Kembla.” Ho alwo expressed the opinion that the proposed depth of

15 feet 1n the channel was not sufficient. [f the port is made i1t will be the future port for the sliipinent of

ores from New Caledonia, and that ig not 8 small item, because thoe island 18 full of l_lllneralu.

378. Mr. Trickett.] 1 bolieve you eaid that if in 1891 or 1892 vou had been authorised to get the money

to carry out this scheme you could havedone 8o? At that time the papers were sent to me and I expreesed

the opinion that if at that time some represcntative of the company had becn sent Home I might have

piloted the thing through, _

379. You think that if you liad been authorised at that time to get the necessary money 1t could have

been obtained? If any representative of the company had coine [lome at that time 1 could have introduced

him. It would have been much botter than sending me a parcel of papers to look over.

380. You think, then, that the money could have been raised in those days? Yoe, absolutely. If any

responsible agent had been sent Home—auyone in regard to whom I could have said, * You can listen to

overything he says "—1 think tho money could have been obtained.

381. Arethere not smelting works at Newcastle at the present time? Yes.

382. Does New Caledonia send much ore there to be treated? During the last two years we have been

doing nothing but opening up.  When I was in Europe I would not allow my directors to #ell their ores ;

I told them that if they did ro I should break off with thom altogether. I eaid, ** \We must have smelting

works "—we must emelt on both sides.

383. Is not Lake Illawarra a hundred miles further from New Caledonia than Newcastle? I do not know

the exact difference in the distances. )

35+, Supposing that Lake lllawarra is over a hundred miles further away from New Caledoma than

Newcastle, and that Newcastle possesses smelting works which arealrendy in full operation, and a harbour

which can be entered at the present time, do you not think that before pledging vourselves to lake

Illawarra, which is not vet a harbour, vyou should make some inquiries at Neweastle? 1 have made

inquiries ; I have papers in my pocket now. Yoo may be sure that I will not do bueincss on the hop ; we

have committed ourselves to nothing vet.

385. 1f the terms you could get at Newcastle for dealing with your ore were more to tho advantage of

%uur company than the terms you could obtain at Lake lllawarra, you would naturally go to Newcastle ?
e,

386. When were you down at Lake 1llawarra® I was down there last November.

387. You did not see any sign of a harbour there then? No.

383. Did you go to the entrance of the I.ake? No; I merely wanted to have a look at the place.

389. Your evigence 18 this: That if Lake Illawarra ia formed into a port, and you ree that it is to your

advantage to send your stuff there to be treated, you will send it? I am perfeetly convinced that

if Laoke [llawarra is made a port, having regard to the local facilitics, our ore will go there.

330. You think you will have better facilities thero than at Newcastle, although Newcastle is much nearer

to New Caledonia ? 1 faney so.

391. You are not sure of it? I believe it will be so.

392. Afr. Moseley.] As a matter of fact, the sea-freight for 100 miles is a mere bagatelle ? Yes. Anotlher

coneideration is, that there is limestone down south, and that is required for smelting purposes.

303. Mr. Hughes.] 1 understood you to say that there would be a difference of about 25s. a ton in your

eshipment to Lake Illawarra and your shipment to Europe, on the average? Yex.

394. You think you will make the saving by getting the ships which bring your ore to Lake Illawarra to

bring you back coal? Yes.

395. And I understood you to say that yon proposed to nse that coal for smelting purposes ? Yes.

396. Then you are going to smelt in New Caledonia? Yes, absolutely.

397. Butif you smelt in New Caledonin will you be smelting at this end also? Yes.

398. Will not your smelting works at New Caledonia have the cffect of reducing the quantity of ore you

would send to Lake Illawarra? No; because we have enough to keep the two places going. By getting

coal back from thia end we should reduce the freight by one-half. ‘

399. Mr. Hyam.] Have you any cobalt ore at New Caledonia? Yes.

400. It 18 very low.grade ore, in it not? Yeas.

401. AMr. Brownr,| What draught would you require at Lako Illawarra? About 20 feet.

402. So that the 15 feet provided for in the Bill would be hardly sufficient? No.

Ernest Ludwig Adolph Weinberg called in, sworn, and examined :—

403. Mr. Moseley.] What is your profession ? I am a mining enginecr and metallurgist.
40t. You represent the Smelting Company of Australia? Yes.
$05. In what capacity? As their manager.

106. You are managing director here? We have no managing director here: I am manager of the
company.

407. General manager? Yes.

408. Do you hold a power of attorney from the company? Yes.
409. You have full power? Yes.

410. Have you a local Board of directors in Sydney? Yes.

411. Will you tell the Committee who are the members of the local Board? Mr. T. ¥ K
& Co.; the Hon. Edmund Barton ; and Mr. Noakes, of Fowler & (o,

412. Do you appear at this inquiry with the consent of your local Board? Yoes,

413. Do you know whether your local Board had been requested by the London Board to co-operate with

ihg [llawarra Harbour and Land Corporation in furthering the conatruction of a harboure at Lake Illawarra ?
0.

414. Is 1t important to the interests of your company that a barbour should ? -

consider 1t would be greatly to their interest. d PREITICogaErag 1L el

415. Why? It would give us cheaper trading facilitics.

nox, of Dalgety

416.
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+16. You think a harbour would facilitate the trade in connection with your worka® Thatis my opinion. _E. L. A,
417. You would be able to load direct into the works? Yes. Weinberg.

418, Do vou k hat depth of water . : : PR
3 f{{et_ now what depth of water in tho channol of the proposed harbouyr is provided for in the Act ? 16 Sept., 1895.

410, Would that be enough for your requirements ? No.

420. What depth would you require ? At leant 20 feet.

421. What is the total horre-power of the engines emploved at your works ®  About 500.

422, What number of men do you employ at your works? From 180 to 200 at present.

423, la it your intention to estend your works? We are making an extenaion at the present time.

424, A conuiderable extension? Yes: we are building twelve new roasting furnaces.

425. Do you keep large quantities of ore on the premives?  Yes.

426. For what purpose? For smelting purposes,

427. For mixing? No; in order to have a stock. Large smelting works cannot be carried on unless
there ix a considerable stock.

425. \What do you call n considerable stock #  We have about £50,000 worth of orc in hand.

:1‘29].] “r;lmt would be the weight of the ore? It varies. Asa rile, we have about 10,000 tone of ore
1Tl anaa,

:?0. Is it your intention to have chemicals or other works in conncetion with your sulphuric acid plant?
CR.

+31. Are you making sulphuric acid at present? We have not yet commenced.

432. But you have the plant? Yes.

433. Your making of sulphuric acid will induce other chemical industries round about you? I am strongly
of opinton that it will.

431. Where do you get your ore from now ? Qur prineipal supply comes from Broken IHill.

434. Do you get any from Western Australia? Yes. We also draw a certain quantity locally and from
ueensland and Tasmania.

43G. Are you drawing any from Queensland? Yes.

437. What i the nature of the oro ? Lend ore, copper ore, gold ore, refractory ore gencrally.

438, Are you exposed to any competition in the purchnse cf these ores? Yes.

439 Where do you get your ores landed now? In Sydney.

1+10. Will you tell the Committee what is the cost per ton of landing the ore‘in Sydney, and transporting
it to your works ? Ores landed at Darling Harbour cost us 11d. a ton for wharfare, diacharging, and
checking, and 3s. 41d. for railage into the works from Darling Harbour. Ores landeil by intercolonial
sleamer have to be earted across to Darline Harbour, and on thowse ores we have to stand a cartage charge
of 2s.a ton in addition to the charges [ mentioned just now.

4141, Those charges would be saved if you had direct shipment ? To a great extent.

442. Would that enable you to deal with a poorer class of ores than those with which you are dealing
now ? It certainly would.

413. And would it put you in a better position to compete with other companies in the purchase of New
Caledonia cres? There is no doubt about that.

+i+. Hax the establishinent of your smelting works been of any use to the mimng industry of the Colony ?
It must havo been.

440. Do you receive consignments of ores from private parties? Tes.

446. As well as from Inrge companies ? Yes; we receive consighments from large componica and small
pariies of miners.

H7. How do you pay for the ores delivered ? They are sampled and aseayed, and we pay on the assny
value. We pay full contents with our emelting deduction.

+#5, Do you pay cash? Yes,

4149). You pay for the mineral contents ? Yes.

450. Do you buy all classes of ores? Yes; with the exception of ores which hitherto have not been
treated in Australin—nickel and chrome iron ores. All other ores mined in Australia we buy-——copper,

lead, and gold refractory ores.

491. Any company of ordinary labouring men can send their ores up to your works and get the full

value for whatever they contain, whether much or little? Yes.

452. Do you know whether the Smelting Company of Australia has any interest in the Illawarra Harbous

and I.nnf()nrpnmtinn ? Yes; they have,

453. Do you think it is to tho interest of your company that a harbour ehould be made ? Certainly I do.

45%. At once? Yes; with as little delay as possible.

455. You are not in a position to say professionally whether you think the harbour could be made ? As

an engineer, I have IHDEEd into the matter as it concerns us very closely, and from a perusal of the various

reports I have had before me, I certainly look upon the schemeo as a very feasible one from an engineering

point of view. _

456. Will you tell the Committee the names of the members of your Board in London—I suppose you

are acquainted with them ? Not personally, but I know them by name. Mr. Keswick is the chairman.

He i1s 8 member of the firm of Mathieson & Co. Then there are Mr. Savill, of Shaw, Savill. & Co.:

Mr. Arthur Wilson; Mr. Fowler, of J. Fowler & Co.; Mr. Inglis, Mr. Manby, Mr. T. A. de Wolf, and

Mr. Flemming, _
457, Chairman.] lHarve you, as an engineer, seen the scctions and plans of the proposed breakwater? I

have reen the plans, but not the sections. _ ' _

458. In your opinion, could the work contained in tho breakwater be done in two years? I think so.
458. Have you taken the trouble to take out the quantities? No; I have been very busy since I took
chargo of the company’s affaira. I have not been able to go into any engineering details in connection
with these works. _

4G0. Mr. Trickett.] What is the capital of the Smelting Company of Australia? £3500,000.

461. How much is paid up? About £450,000.

462. On what area of land are the works erected ? On 300 acres. ' | _
463. From whom did you acquire that fand ? I think from the Camden Syndicate. My connection with

the Smelting Company only datee back for about three months, 8o that [ do not know what the initial

operations of the company were. I only took charge of the Smelting Company’s affairs on the 1st Jun:.
+6 4.
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164. Do vou know what the Smeliing Company paid for the 300 acres? No; I am not awere.
163, Could vou ascertain? T think I could. I think I can say for certain that no moncy has passed
between the Smelting Company and the Camden Syndicate. I believo the payment was made ;!’I&Il‘ti;!.
466. Ts not the Camden Syndicate the Board of the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation ;—did t ?}'
not buy from the Tllawarra Ilarbour and Land Corporation? 1 could not say. I am not sufliciently
versed in the affairs of the twa concerns, _ ; £
467. But you eay that the Hlawarra Iarbour and Tand Corporntion and the Smelting Company o
Australis are connocted ¥ They are not connected, but their intereats are identical. e
46S. They do not work together? There is no connection between them. They are perfectly distinet
companies, : * ’ T
169. Where does the material which you treat come from?  From all over the Australian colonies, bu
our principal aupply ia drawn from Broken Hill and from Western Australia; 1t1s shipped from Fremantle
and from [‘nrt Pirie. _ ]
170. Chairman.] 1 think you said just now that you hzd not treated nickel ore? Ve have not.
471. You have treated all other descriptiona of ore mined here cxcept nickel ore? Yes.
472. Tf you were asked to treat a considerable quantity of nickel-ore, would your Irreaant nEparntuu and
appliances be enough for that purpose, or would you have to erect new plant? Woe should hare to erect
new plant for the nickel ore. _ : :
473. Would that entail a larse cxpenditure ? It would depend entirely upon the quantity of mickel ore
we had to treat. : |
474. Suppose you were asked to treat 100,000 tons per annum ? Thon we should require a very extensive
lant indeed. L
275. Tn thoe event of harbour works being carricd out as proposed, and the Nickel Company of New
Caledonia being willing to conrizn you large quantities of ore, would your company be K!‘FPMEd to erect
the necossary works to treat that ore? Yes; provided we could come to terms with the Nickel Company.
476. Have you any knowledge of the relative values of the Conl Measures adjoining your smelting-works
and thore adjoining the Northern Smelting Works for smelting purposes? Yens. The coal we are using
now it drawn from tho coal-mines at Mount Kembla and Bulli, and from the Southern Coal Company's
property. We uee that coal in ovr boilers and our rasting furnaces, and it answers our purposes very
well. The other fuel we conkume is in the form of coke, which we draw from the neighbouring ecke
companies. Tho coke is an excellent coke, and it answers our smelting requirements well. '
477. Mr. Trickett.] You are not using the coal from the Illawarra Ilarbour and Land Corporation’s
Fatate? No.
478. There are no mines open on that estate? Not to my knowledge. )
479. Afr. Day.] Arc there not coal-mines beyond Dapto where the corporation’s railway runs? There
is coal there, but it has not been opened up. My own impression is that a little to the nerth of Dapto
there has been a disturbance which has interfered with the veam, but I have no doubt that coal might be
found to the south of that point. We have basaltie rock on our estate, and no doubt that rock bas had
some action upon the conl-zeam. )
4S0. ITave not the corporation constracted 2 railway from the harbour to a coal-mine? Quite so.
481. Did they not ascertain before they made the railway that coal was there? 1 cannot say; 1t was
before my time.
442, Butdo vou not know that. as a matter of fact, there in enal at the terminus of the raillway which runs
past vour works? I know that there is a scam which was worked about two years ago, and which gave
indifferent resulta.
483. The coal was not as good as the Bullicoal? No; but as I have already gaid, my impression 1 that
a certain disturbance set 1n there which dirturbed the seam. [ have no doubt, in my own mind, that coal
will be found to the south of the point to which you refer, if you go far enough away from it.
48%. You mean towards Shoalhaven? Yes.
A483. Mr. Triekett.] You know that Professor David reported against tho eoal found there? Yesn; but
when he was there the mine was in such a condition that it was impossible for anyoune to go in and make
an examination.
486. Bul, as a matter of fact, he did repnrt against the coal? T think he must have come to the samo
conelusion that I did—that a certain disturbanco had set in there, which has made the mine less valuable.
457. ‘xduu are not using that coal for smelting purposes? No; the seam has not been sufficiently
opened up.
488, Afr. Day.] But vou think there is abundance of coal further to the south? I could not iy
definitely, but T am under the impression that conl would bo found as =oon as yon got away from the
basaltic country. I know that there ix & movement on foot to induce the Government to put a bore
down furt_her south to prove the seam there. A little further to the south a man ia working op a ream
now, aml s producing excellent coal, which is used for blackemithing aud houschold purposes. lHe is o

farmer, and does not know very much about mining. 1 am undor the impression that good coal exists
beyond the disturbance to which 1 have referred.

450. Ar. Hyam.] Which scam: were they working ;—the Bulli seam ?  Yes.

490. llave they not & deeper seam there? Noj; the work carried on there has been a mere seratching.

491. I thought it had already becn proved that there was a seam under the Bulli seam? 1 am not
awarc of it

432. Tho Bulh seam 18 worked from the side of the hill? Yes; I believe therois a tunnel. I have never
been to the ecolliery.
493, It ix the same seam that is being worked by the Metropolitan Coal Company ?  Yes.

4. dlr. Macintosh.] You chose the site of your smelting works in the expectation that the Lake would
be opened up?  Yes.

495. Have vou reccived any benefit fromn any works which have been constructed in connecetion with the
Lake? Not yet.

496. What sized vessels gencrally carry your orec ®  Vessels of from 2,000 to 3,000 tons.

435 Suppoze there were a channel of 13 feet in the Lake, would it be of any beunchit to you? No: I
have alroadv atated that it would not be. ]
48, Then if the Lake were opened up as provided for in the Bill, it would not be of any use to vour
company? No. \ve should prefer a greater depth—a depth of at least 20 feet. 499,
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490. Would the vesseln which usually carry your ore be able to get up to your works with a channel FE.L.A.
having a depth of only 15 feet? No; but I understand the corporation are willing to dredge the Y einbers.
channel deeper. -

{ 158ept., 1858.

600. No sailing vessels would come under any eircumstances ? They would have to be towed up.

801. Steamers would be generally usked 2 Yea,

502. The bottom of the Lake is soft? Yes; hut it is good atanding ground after dredging. As faras 1
know, t!IEI'P 18 no smlting agent in the Tmke. There are no rivera or streams running inte the Lake which
would eilt it up again. The only creek is Mullet Crock, which is an inaignificant stream of water. The
gilting action would be therefore almost nil. Once the channel was dredged there would be no difficulty
in keeping it open, |

503. There 1s no sand coming down from the hills? No.

Thomas Andrew de Wolf recalled and further examined -—

hOL. AMr. Manﬂky.] Has your company had any negotiations with Mr. Higginson as regards the shipment T.A. de Wolf.

of ores from New Caledonia to the Smelting Company's works? We had some negotiations in London

E-_eﬂgua to my departure. In fact, T have como out here in order to go to New Caledonia with Mr. 16 Sept., 1898.
1igginson to inspect the properties and to arrange terms.

505. Have you full power to make arrangements with him? On behalf of the Smelting Company,

preliminary arrangements only. The matter would have to be submitted to the various Boards in London

before any important negotintions were concluded.

506. You represent the Tllawarra Harbour and Land Corporation? Yes.

507. A question wnas asked of two witnesses as to the depth of water in the proposed channel ? They

were asked if they thought 15 feet of water would be sufficient, and they rephed that at least 20 feet

would be required.

508. Would the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation be willing to dredge the channel to that

depth if ealled upon? Yes; but they could not completo it to that depth in the two years’ extension now

asked for. It would not be safe for us to undertake to do it in that time. We might do it; but we

should want more time to make the matter absolutely safe.

509. You would dredge the channel to a greater depth in order to attract trade? We always had the

intention of deepening tho harbour afterwards. It would be nceessary, in order to get a large trade to

have a deeper harbour than was originally proposed.

510. Chairman.] Who was the civil engineer who designed the harbour works? The plans were first

drawn by Messrs. Harper, Harper, and Henderson, but they were altered by Mr. Darley.

511. Is Mr. Henderson still your coneulting engincer? Yes.

612. AMr. Jacob.] If the company found it necessary to their interests to decpen the harbour beyond 15

feet they would naturally do so? Certainly.

513. Without being compelled to do so by Act of Parliament? Of course. It is the intention of the

company to make the harbour of a greater depth than we are at present required to do.

614. Mr. I{yam.] Tt would be abaolutely to tEE interest of the company to doso? Yes; our contract

provides for a greater depth than 15 feet. A much larger trade has grown up than was thought of when

the harbour was first contemplated.

515. 1 suppose that when you provided for 15 fect you thought that a smaller type of vessels would

answer all purposes? Tes. We thought the harbour would be used principally by small coasters.

@16. Mr. Trickett.] On the 20th December, 1890, you obtained your original Aet to carry out the

Illawarra Harbour project, and on the 12th December, 1805, you obtained an extepsion of that Act?

Yes.

517. T want you to tell this Committee how it is that now in September, 1898, according to your own

secrcetary’s evdence, you havo only spent something over £3,000 in respect of the proposed harbour

works? It is quite useless to expend nny large amount of money on harbour works, unless thev are to

be carried ouit completely. If we could not carry them out completely it was of no use to start too much

work there.

518. But w hy could you not earry them out completely; you obtained your original Aet in December,

1890, and the extension of that Act in December, 1895, nand T want to know how it is that in December,

1898, yon have expendcd only something over £3,000 upon your harbour works? We had not arranged

our finanee to make the harbour.

519. You have not been able to arrange them? We have not done s0.

520. Why not? De you mean from the commencement of the Act passed in 1590 ¢

521. I want to know the reason of tho delay—how it is that in eight years you have spent only £3,000 7

Shortly after we obtaincd our original Act there were few financial institutions in this conntry which

were not compelled to suspend payment. It was not a favourable time to raise a ]arge S pE money, or

to go into any great enterprise. There was no money then available for works in Australia. At that

time people would not look at anything in connection with Australia. Thoy could not even get ther

own money out. _

522. The rcason of the delay, you say, is that you have not been able to get the money? Tp to the time

of the extension of the Act we had not becn able to get the whole of the money to earry out the whole

of the works.

523. At the time, then, of the extension of the Aet in 1895 you were able to get the money? 1 have a

copy of the report which was issued by the London compuny, and if you like T could read it. Thxt would

explain the de]]ny. _

524. What T want to know is whether vou were able to get the money in December, 1895 ;—had you

then or were you able to get the money to carry out these works? We had not made nny arrangements—

there was nutﬂin definite. We were negotiating with people.

525. Then what did you mcan when you said that up to December, 1595, you were not able to carry ocut

the works ? I say that we ware not able to arrange our finances, and T gave the reason why. TFor some

time. after we obtained the Bill it was impossible to raise any money for such a large enterprise as ours.

526 You say you have the money now with which to carry out the works? No.

527. Not at the present time ? 'No.
528.
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T. A. de Wolf. 598 Then if thiz Bill is granted vou have not now the money with which to carry the works out? We

_mm*eem, havo not got the money in hand, certainly, _ _
15 3cpt., 1898. 599 Afr. Ifyam.] Do you expect to get it P Certainly ; otherwiso we should not have paid the £10,000

deposit, .

533? Let me dircct your attention to the evidence you gave when applying for your original Act. On the
oth May, 1889, you were asked by the Chairman of the Committee whether, if the Bill were pﬂﬂﬂﬁ'tii hy
Parliament, you would be in a position to commence operations 1mmed1_ut:£-1y, and you mnid m reply, * We
could commence operations immediately.” Then, further on, when giving your ?Fldﬂﬂﬂﬂ on the same
date, you were asked this question, * The money would go, first of all, tuy'urdg making n .uneful Larbour,
and providing labour for a large number of men,” and you anawered, “ Yes; it must provide employment
for a large number of men for a considerable time™ ;—was not that your evidence? Yes.

531. I want vou to reconcile that evidence with your present position, cight years nft.{-rwurda ?_ I have
endeavoured to explain it by saying that owing to the bad state of financial busimess in Australia it was
impossible to get the money at that time. We had some very large shareholders in the company who had
practically arranged to find the money. One of the largest shareholders having a great interest in this
company was the Mercantile Finance Company of Melbourne. _ _

532. My, Day.] They went insolvent? Very badly insolvent, but at the time the Bill was passed they
were considered to be a very wealthy corporation. |

533. Mr. Trickett.] I understand then that this harbour business is such a speculative matter that for
eight years it has dangled along, and you havo not been able to do anything material with it? I do not
admit that it is a speculative matter at all.

534. But you have not been able to carry out your undertaking? e have not done so.

535. According to the evidence given by your secretary thirty ahares in the Illawarra Harbour and Land
Corporation arc held in New South Wales, and 9,970 are held in I.ondon by another company called the
Illawarra Harbour and Railway Company? Yes.

53G. What is the capital of that company ? £600,300.

637. Have you a copy of the share register ? No, 1 have not.

538. Are you on the directorate? Yes.

539. Could you aupg)ly us at our next meeting with a copy of the share register of that company—a list
of the shareholdera? No; I could not mive you a copy of the share repister, but I could give you the
names of a number of the shareholders. I have them in a metorandum,

540. Will you give us the names of the sharcholders and the number of the shares held by cach? I could
only give you o few of the names. 1 have & memorandum of them.

54l. Mr. Armstrong, for instance, has one share in the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation ;—how
many shares has he in the London company ? I think be has 10,000.

642. Another Sydney director, Mr. Chipendall, has one share in the Sydney company ;—how many shares
has he in the London company ? Some nominal amount.

543. Could you tell us whether it 1s one or two ? It may bo five or twenty. Tt is something small.

54t. Lieutenant-Colonel Neild, another local director, has one share in the Sydney company ;—how many
has he in the London company ¢ 1 could not say, but 1 think I can get you the number.

o45. Surely, as a director, you would know ? I think I can get the number for you, but I cannot
remember it. I should like to be permitted to explain, with regard to the London company, that it is
registered there in order to give it a local habitation. The English people will not lend money on deben-
tures to a company cntirely controlled in Sydney, and sharcholders that were in the original company
here hold their shares in the London company. It is simply a transfer. Instead of being held Lere they
are held in London. The companics are ideatical.

o16. Mr. Hyam.] Although the company here has a different name, it is virtually the same company ?
Yes. The London company will find the money for the local company. In addition to that, they have
18sued some £140,000 of preference shares. These have been taken up by people iu London.

o4/. My, Trickeit.| Then I understand that the two companies are also identical? Yes.

648. Then in the company in Sydney you must have a copy of the sharoholders of the London company ?
I inquired of the secretary yesterday whether he had a copy, and I understood him to say that he had not,
but if he has one I will have it sent to you. '

043. Do you mean to convey to the Committee that this Sydney company, conducted in Sydnev, is
1dentical with the London cum{mny, and that, being the rame as the London company, it does not know
how many shares the individual members in Sydney hold in London? I am not certain whether they
do. I do not think it is material to this company to know. All they know is that the London company
hold their shares. It is not the business of the London company to furnish them with a list of the
rhareholders.

550. Although the two companies are identical ? Of course, if they asked for it, they could have it.

551. In giving your evidence on the 9th May, 1889, in reference to the original inception of the company,
you were asked, at Question 849:  Is there provision made for the giving of any pald-up shares in the
company to anybody—to the vendors, or any people of that sort ; are there any paid-up shares provided
for by the prospectus of the company™; to that question you nnswered, ** No ’;—I want to know now if
any shares of the company, at any time, have been given away or allotted to any persons other than those
who absolutely paid cash for their shares in this Illawarra Company ? Do you mean by tho company ?
552. 1 do not care who it is by ? I do not know what others do with their shares, OFf course there are
transfers. Some persons may have given shares away, and some persons may have sold them. I do noi
think any have been sold. / |

553. Hare yoli vourself been a party to the giving away of any shares ;—do you know of any having been
grven away? Yes; I have given away a good many. When I eay that I have given them away I mean
that I have given them to relatives and fmends. 1 have also given shares for services rendered.

554. Ar. Day.] 1 suppose that nearly all the sharcholders reside in England ? No : they nearly all
reside in Australia, with the exception of tho preference sharcholders. There are some Hharehulderz on
the London register. All the preference shareholders reside in London. The original shareholders
reside for the most part in Australia. They simply hold their shares in the London company instead of
in the 3ydney company.

095, Mr. Trickett.| Then the list of shareholders your secretary gave us does not convey to us in a

what the real holding of the shares in the company is, because they were all set down wjith the ext:le};rat?;rgi

of
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of Dr. Storer as holding ono share ;—you yourself aro put down in Sydney as holding one share ;—how T. A.de Wolt.

mnany sharcs do you hold in London? I have one share in 8ydney, but I have a very large number on the ===
London register. ' 15 Sept., 1508,

536G. How many do vou hold in London? T can find out and let you know.

567, You do not know how many? 1 am a larse sharcholder, and 1 hold a great many shares. 1 have
doue &0 since the commencement of the company.  § could ascertain the oxact number and let you know.
358, When you obtained theso powors in 1590, you then possessed, aceording 10 your solieitor’s evidenee,
2920 acres of laud ;--does the company hold that area at the prescut time?  Noj it is less by oU0 acres.
53, What have vou done with the 510 acres? It has been sold.

560. What wns tho purchaso money ¥ £20,000,

501, Whero did that money go tor 1t went to the company’s account.

562. But seeing that you had an Aet to deal with 2,920 acres of land, how s it that you have now only
lﬂ,-L'ZbO acres ¥ Wo have no Act to deal with any land at all.  \Wo have an Act cinpowering ua to make a
arbour.

563. A memorandum attached to Mr. Crosstnan’s evidence, which, I presume, is accurate, states that you
are purchasing 2,920 acres? That we had purchased them.

561. Was not that land absolutely conveyed to two trustees for the benefit of the Illawarra Harbour and
Land Corporation? No; for a syndicate, prior to the formation of tho company. The Osbornes owned
the land previcusly.

565. Did you not convey away the whole of this land, and did it not subscquently become revested in the
()sbornes? No.

5G6. Mr. Jacok.] Is there anything in the Act to prevent you selling your land ? No. The only reason
we had for making the harbour is that wo had tEiH land. 'Wo had held on to it for 2 number of years,
and our original idea in buying the land, for which we paid £90,000 (a very considerable sum of money),
was that we might make it valuable by making a harbour. If the Government or anyone elze will make
tho harbour, the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation will drop out of it at once. We do not want
to make the harbour. We shall be quite content if it can be made by the Government. Lf the (iovern-
ment will say that they will make the harbour, we shall be quite econtent to drop it, and to go no further
with it.

5G7. Mr. Boseley.] But you do not eay you have no intention of making a harbour? Not at all. DBut
the Government have always said that they would not make it; and we have had the idea of constructing
it in order to make our land valuable. We have also been instrumental in putting up sinelting works at
a great cost to give ourselves trade. 'We are now independent of the conl trade, or any other trade. Wo
have eatubliaheg a trade for ourselves.

5G3. Mr. Day.] The works you have constructed are likely to lead to the formation of a large township ?
Yes. Our trade is increasing all the time, and will raise the valuo of our estate out of which we intend
to make our profit.

5G9. Mr. Jacob.] You think that if you get two ndditional years you will be able to do all you undertook
to do by your Act? It will give us time to make the 15 feet, but we shall go on with the work to a much
greater depth.

570. ALr. Hyam.] In conncetion with the deposit of silt, is there any danger, do you think, of your being
interfered with by the Harbour and Rivers Department? 1 think not. I think we are bound under
the original Aet not to interfere with tho navigation of the Lake by the deposition of silt.

571. You do not think you are likely to come into collision with tho Ilarbours and Rivers Department,
or that they are likely to turn round and say, ¥ You must stop these works ”? Ido not think there 18 any
danger of that.

572, Mr. Trickett] Did you ever order any dredges to be constructed in England for the purpose of
dredging this harbour? No: they were not absolutely ordered. Wo had specificationa prepared by
GGwynn & Co. Wa were arranging at that time for an amount of money on account. I believe 1t was
£30,000 with which we intended to make a start. But we did not get any further. We got our plans
and specilfications, but our arrangements fell through.

573. Chairman.] ls it your duty, or the duty of the coutractor, to provide a dredge? It i1s the duty of
tho contractor.

574. Alr. Trickett.] The reason T ask the question in this—about two vears ago a cablegramn appeared in
the Sydney newspapers to the effect that Mr. do Woll had ordered dredges in London to carry out the
harbour works ;—is that true or not? No order was given,

575. Then, if such a cablegram appeared in the Sydney pewspapers, it was a mistake ? It must have been
a mistake. Mr. Amos has to tind his own plant. ’

THURSDAY, 22 SEPTEMBER, 1838,

Present:—
Tue Hox. A. KETIIEL 1§y tHE CuAIR.
Jlox. A. 1. JACOID, Howx. 8. 1I. IIYAM,
IHon. W. J. TRICKETT, Hox. G. DAY,

W. H. Moscley, Esq., appearcd on behalf of the promoters of the Bill.

Robert Amos called iu, sworn, and examined : —

57G. Mr. Moseley.] What is your occupation? I am a public works contractor. : R. Amos.
577. Have you at present n contract with the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation P Yes. A,
575. Are you still prepared to carry out that contract? XYes; on conditions. 22 Xept., 1894,

579, Chairman.] You have already done a lot of work for the company? To the extent of £35,000. 1
have advanced them £5.500 to payv off all liabilities. The line connecting with the Smelting Company'a
works costs about £5.000. That monoy was paid by the Swelting Company, but the line is part and
parcel of the system of the Hlawarra Company.

¢ 18—D 550.
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530. What is the nature of the worke? There it a railway connecting the colliery on the hills with
Tallawera Point line, on the shores of Lake, and then {thero ia the company's loop-lino conuecting with

.the Government line at Dapto station, and the line branch to the umelting works,

68L. 1lave you completed that portion of the eontract? Y es. |

582, Mr. Moscley.] Who paid you? The lllawarra Harbour and Land Corporation. |

583. Ar. fiyam.] You referred just now to your heing willing to complete the contract on conditions ;—
to what conditions do you refer? I referred to the company being in & sufficient!y good financial position
to make the necessary payvments to nie.

5S4, Mr. Moseley.] Do you consider that you ean carry out the contract? Yes. T

585. Chairman.] I understand that you offered to do the dredging for a lump sum,and tho training-walls
and breakwaterr at schedule rates 7 Yer. _
586. Afr. Jacob.] Doca your contract limit you to any time for the completion of the contract? 1 will
produce a copy of the contract presently. It expires in December of this ycar.

587. But you cannot complete by then? No: 1 shall not be able to begin by then.

588, Chairman.] Have you over checked the quantities and material contained in tho breakwaters and
{iraining-wall? Most decidedly.

580. Are you aware that Mr. Darley, in giving his ovidence before a farmer Committee, stated that tho
quantitics had been very much under-estinated, and ihat it would require a larger quuntity of material
to eonstruct the works than had been calculated by the enginecr of tho company? I heard Mr. Darley
RAYy BO.

59{3. l{ave you compared the quantities of Mr. Ilenderson with thosc of Mr. Darley? 1 have seen tho
quantities made out by Mr. Henderson, and I heard Mr. Darley give his cvidence. I have checked the
guantities myself. ‘
591. In checking the quantities, did you reckon by the cubic yard? I ealculated a ton and a half to tho

cubic vard.
502. Mr. Jacob] 1 presume you are ncquainted with the Bill with which the Committee is dealing just

now ? I have scen it.

503. What is its main object? An extension of time—I belicve for two years.

594, Do you thiuk you could complete your contract within the time asked for in the Rill? Tt depends

upon what contract you refer to. There 18 & contract between the corporation and the Government, 1

understand, for the dredging of the channel to a depth of 15 feet—that ix to say, the channcl must be

able to accommodate vessels of 15 feet draught. That can casily be earried out within two years.

505. But have you not contracted to make the channel deeper than that? Yes,

596. That additional work cannot be carried out within the two years? It could be earried out in tho

two years if the corporation had money sufficient to inslitute an clectric instalment, so that tho work

might ba carried out night and day.

507. You arc satisfied that as long as the money is forthcoming tho contract can be carried out? Ishall

be perfectly willing to carry out the contract within tho two years.

508. What in the contract of the corporation with the Government to which you have referrod ? Tho

dredging of the channel to a depth of 15 fect.

599. You are referring to the depth apecificd in the Act? Yes; my contract with the corporation is

for a depth of 25} feet at mean tide.

600. Then if you are prepared to carry that out the contract with the Governiment must be carricil out?

Of course. the preater contains the less.

601, Chairman.] Suppose thin Bill is passed ;—have you any assurance from the compnny as to when they

will give you notice to proceed with the work ? 1 am assured that their financial arrangements are so far

advanced that there iz very little doubt of failure. They think that at the end of the year, or in the

carly part of mext year, certainly not later than February, they will be able to give mo iustructions to

proceed with the contract.

602. With what pertion would you proceed first ? T should earry out the whole simultancously.

G03. Have you secured Eyu::»ur- dredging plant? I had all the necessary arrangements made three years

ago to get the whole of the dredging plant from 8an Francieco, but since then an alteration has been

made in the original contract. The original contract dates five years back, but the other one would dato

Ebﬂrlllt a year and a half back. Under the new contract the corporation undertakes to supply we with a
redge.

G04. Your time, then, would not commence until the corporation had supplied you with that plant? I

might explain to you that they have obtained from Dr. liny a large eand-pump with 2 fect diameter

discharge pipe. It is ihe largest of the kind in the Colonies.

G05. Where is that plant? It is lying at Coolangatta.

G06. Would you be able to get that plant transported by sea into Lake Illawarra? No; I should not

attempt to transport it by sea. 1f I undertook the erection of the plant, I should have it brought down

to the Lake by railway.

G07. Withregard to the traiming-walls,—where would you get your stone? 1have calculated for stone at

Windang Island, and in my calculationa I have allowed for the reserve which the Government have made

for military purposes. I think there would be still stone enough.

608 Would you get the stone for both breakwaters from the Island? Providing the stone turns out
satiefactorily.

609. Would you not have some difficulty in getting it over to tho northern break water across the channel?
No; Ifﬂhﬂuld put a bridge ACTORA with an opening in it to admit of cutters or small craft petting through.
610. You are quite elear upon this point: That if the extension which is asked for, namely, two years, is
granted, you would bo able to proceed with tho works, and finish them within tho HI}Eciﬁfa'tima Tl;ey
will be finished to comply with the terms of the Act—that is to say, thero will be a channel of li':; fect,

611. But as to the deepening of the channel beyond that? Though * '
been made, that work would not be completed ixf tho two vears. ough cousiderable progress might have

612. Mr. Trickett.] When was your firsl contract entered into?
mto in Jl]l:m‘ 1893. The contract was entered 1nto in 1893.

613. Ia that contract atill in forea? No: it has been over-ridden by a

Gl4. What is the date of the new one? April, 1897, T think. it <

The first negotiations were entered

615.
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G15. Did you do any work under the 1805 contract ? I earried out the railway work, B. Amos.
6106. Did you carry out any harbour works ?  Only £K850 worth. e e,
617. What was that? The tio-bank to Windaug Island. Meusrs. Brand & Co. had done work to the &2 Bept., 1898
value of somo £1,200 or £1,300, and at the request of tho company I aid work to the value of some £850.
618. What is the object of the tic-bank? Tt in n protection to the training-wall, and it will also act as a
tramway communicating beiween the quarry and the training-wall.

619. Why did you discontinuo your work? No moncy was Jorthcoming. T got £500, which the company
had agreed to pay. No further money being available when the work amounted in value to £450, 1
suspended operations, but the balance of £350 was subsequently added to tho other work 1 had done, and
1 obtained security over the whele property, represenied by a mortgage of £34,000).

620. What was the amount of your contract for tho railway originally ? I think the raillway came out at
about £28,500 at schedule rates. I advanced tho corporation £5,500 to clear off all other liabilities—for
payment of the land resumed, and other existing lia 1i'}?it.im—in order to get a clear mortgage.

G21. For all the work you have done for this company, then, you have received only £5(07 Yes; and 1
have a mortgage for £34,000.

629 3Mr. Hyam.] You hold that mortgage over the property? Yes. The whole of the land and the
railway belongs to me with the exccption of the section going to the Smelting Company’s works, which
the compnny }mid for, and took a mortgage over.

623, Although you obtained money from the Illawarra Land and Harbour Corporation for that branch
line, it waa the work of tho Smelting Company? I know that the Smelting Company advanced the money.
624. Mr. Moseley.] 1low do you know that? Both the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation and
the Smelting Company told me so. The Smelting Company required the line, thereforo tﬁey advanced
the money to pay for it.

625. Are you a shareholder in tho 1llawarra Harbour and Land Corperation? I am net.

G26. Are you a shareholder in the London company ? I am not a a%arehulder in cither of them, nor In
the Smelting Company. I am simply a contractor and mortgagee.

627, Supposing the channel were carried out to a depth of 23 feet, with the necessary increased width to
give it a proper batter, how long would it take you to carry out the work ? 'We should require at least
a year more ; but I would suggest that the company ask for an ndditional two years, I do net think they
would require the four years to do the whole of the work, but it they are going to get an amending Act
they might just as well make the period for the completed work four years.

628, Afr. Jacob.] You are assuming that it is requisite to go to the additionnl depth? Yes.

629. You do not say you would require the four years in order to comply with tEﬁ requirements of the,
Act? No; but there is something more than an Act of Parliament to be considered. It 18 a question
of making a useful and profitable harbour. That consideration would compel the corporation to dredge
to the additional depth.

630. Mr. Trickett.] Would the 15-foot channel, as a matter of fact, be of any use? It would be some
use, but it would mnot be equal to a channel 23 feet in depth. There is a tendency now to employ big
ships or steamers carrying from 3,000 to 1,000 tons.

G31. Suppose the dredge, which has been referred to, were put at your disposal, how long would it take
you to transport it from the place where it now ia toinside Lnke ]ﬁnwnrm':’ Thero is no dredge connected
with the plant at present—the hull would be required to be built and launched. The plant has been
lying unused for tho last two years. T should think it would take six months to put it into serviceable
econdition.

632. You think it would take that period to make the plant available for dredging purposes at Lake
Illawarra ? It might be done in less time ; but I should say that it would take six months.

633. You were examined with reference to the proposed harbour of refuge at Port Kembla in reference
to this matter, and at Question 4485 you wero asked : ““ How long is it since you were prepared to go on
with dredging operations "? and you snswered, * I suppose I have had plans and particulars from San
Francisco for twelve months ; I am not prepared to go on with tho work now. It would take at least
four months to get the machinery here”;—you still adhero to that statement ? Yes.

634, So that if vou had to get the plant from America it would take eight months, and if you bad to
get Dr. 1ayes’ plant it would tuke yousix months before you could make a atart with dredging operations ?
Yes ; in any case the dredge would require to be built on the shores of the lake.

635. Mr. Mloreley.] How long would it take to put a dredge togeiher if one were brought out from
England in sections ? I should think it could be done in four months.

G36. You now produce a copy of your contract? Yes; a copy of the contract, duted 23rd September,
1895.

637. Mr. Trickett.] Has there been nnother contract since then? Yes; but the terms and conditions
are identical. All tho engineering specifications are precisely the same. The terms of settlement are
somewhat different. The corporation have to pay 90 per cent. monthly on the work done. Those are the
terms of the last contract, which has excluded tho railway. The last contract referred only to the harbour
works, but there was o clause to the effect that all the conditions of the contract I now produce should
apply to it.

GEE.YCﬁuirmnn.] According te the terms of the new contract the corporation make monthly Enymenta,
retaining 10 per cent., until tho work is finished ? Under the original contract 1 was to take half 1n
debentures and half in cash. Under contract No. 2 I am paid in cash monthly at the rate of 00 per
cent. on the value of tho work done at scheduled prices.

639. To sum up the whole matter, you have no doubt as to your ability to complete the works to a depth
of 18 fect, and the breskwaters and training-walls, according to the original plans and specifications
within two years from December next, if that extension of time be granted ! None at all,

610. You are quite competent to do tho work ;—you have no doubt as to that? No doubt whatever.
As Mr. Darley has said, the work is simple and easy ; it is only a question of plant and money.

641, Mr. Trickett.] Do 1 understand that the contract of 13th September, 1595, 18 the one now in existence
fur this work ? It is not.

642, Bfr. Aloseley.] But with the exception of the date of completion and the terms of settlement and
prices, the contract dated September, 1593, stands good? Yes all the other conditions remain in force.

843
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G13. Mr. Trickett.] In the coniract, a cnliy of which you have produced, it is provided that “dlf 151_1& T}:d
company shall not on or before the 13ih March, 1896, instruct the said contractor fo procce 1;1 kE
works other than the said railway works, the said contractor ahall not be bound to carry out such *n_wn_ri R
.7 the event of the said company at any future time instructing him to do 8o’ ;—is there a sumilar
condition in your present contract? There may be. | . s 1 T

644 Tnder what conditions can you throw up the whole thing? There is no time limit,

G45. You are sure of that ! I think there 18 not. ) - ® o
G16. Chairman.] Is the fresh agreement between yourself and the corporation in wriling, 0T 19 it a verba
acreement? 1t is 1n writing. ' .

G17. Mr. Trickett.] Will you, or will you not, produce the contract at present in existence betwom you
and the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation for these harbour works? I can produce my offer to
them, dated, I think, April, 1895.

G48. Was that offer accepted ?  Yes.

G49. What were the terms of the acceptance? 1 cannot tell you the terms of acceptance, but 1 can tell
vou the terms of my offer, which were acceded to. : _
550. I sec that according to the contract, & copy of which you have produced, you are to be paid partly in
cash and partly in debentnres ? That is whero the variation comes in. I acceptel a reduced rate, pros ided
I was paid in cash. :

631. Ir there any clause in the contract under which the company can terminate their acreement at any
moment ? I do not think so: but I will forward you a copy of my offer, and vou will then sec exnctly
haw the maiter planda.

— - —_ L r— I el

Stephen Henderaon called in, aworn, and cxamined : —

G32. Mr. Moseley.] What is your profession? T am a civil engineer. _ .

(G53. llave vou anvy connecltion with the Illawarra Ilarbour and Land Corporation? Yes. I am n
member of the firm of Iarper, 1arper, and Henderson, who are engineers to the 1llawarra Harbour and
Land Corporation. !

55 Will you produce a plan and explain the proposed works to the Committee ? Yes. 1i18 proposc]
to form a harbour at Lake Illawarra by cutting an entrance channel through the sand-ridge which
separalcs the Lake from the eccan, protecting the entrance channel by the conatruction of parallel
training-banks and breakwaters slightly curved on plan; by dredging a channel 100 fect wide at tho
bottom from the entrance across the Lake to Tallawera Point ; by dredging a shipping barin at Tallnwera
Point, 1,050 feet long by 850 feet wide ; by constructing two jetties, cach 450 feet long, in the shipping
basin ; and by reclaiming a portion of the foreshore of Tallawera Point near the entrance by the deposit
of dredgings behind reclamation-banks. The depth to which it is proposed to dredge the shipping basin
and the channel is 23 feet 6 inchea below mean tide-level.

635. Chairman.] What is tho nature of the botton of the Lake? It 1s mud principally in the Lake.
As you comoe near the entrance there is sand. The mud is very soft on the surface, but as you go down
a fow feet it stilfens. The whole of the materinl we have found can be easily removed by sand-pump
dredges.

¢56. Have you carcfully ealculated the quantities of material in the hireakwaters and training-walls? Yes.
657. Are you aware that Mr. Darley has stated that you have under-estimated the quantities considerably,
and that the quantitice required to make a suitable job would be considerably increased, if not double
your estimate ? I have taken out the estimate again, and have checked my own quantitics.

65%. Have vou a diagram or section of the brenkwater? There is adiagram of tho breakwater on the plan.
659. Have vou cstimated the time it would take tho contractor, supposing the exteneion 18 granted, to
complete the work ;—do you, as professional adviser to the company, say that the work can be exccuted
in the two years asked for, dredging the channcl to a depth of 15 feet and erecting the training-walls and
breakwaters P Yes, it ean be done. Of course. if you complete the channcl to a depth of 15 feet
instead of 23 fect, the end portions of the breakwaters aro not required.

(60. Have you tested the stone on Windang Island ? Yes; it seems to be very good.

GG1. Is it strong cnough to withstand the wash on the outer face? Yes; there is a mass of rock on the
island which shows very little weathering indeed. The edges are sharp, although they have been battered
by storms for a long time.

662. The presumption is that storms would wash away the softer part of tho strata and leave tho harder
part in sharp angles? Yes.

463. Can you tell the Committee the quantity of material that you would require to deposit per day upon
these training-walls in order to do the work in eighteen months from the lime of starting ? Mr. Amos,
in his contract made a year or so before the Port Kembla inquiry, contracted to finish the breakwaters in

cighteen months. T went into the amount of stone which would be required to be deposited, and 1 found
that it was about 10,000 tons a month over one tip.

6Gt. Would that be enough ? No ; we shall work four.
665. Then there would be 40,000 a month? Yes.

6GG. Or about 1,500 tons to the ordinary working-day ? Yes. If that record were kept up it would take
one year and four and a half months, but, of course, you must allow a marain over and abuve that. The
contractor has to get his plant ready.

667. He would have to erect scveral large cranes to lift that quantity of material ?  Yes.

6G3. Would you use common tip trucks to tip the stone off, and leave it to find the angle of repose? A
cutter will be dredged to a certain extent to reccive the stone, but not the whole depth;u?.

669. What extent of plant would be required at tho quarry to get tho neccssary stone quarried and
removed ? I have not gone into the question of the number of cranes you would require. You would

watnt z}ererai!. That 13 more a question for the contractor. The cstimaie I make does not involve an excessive
rate of work.

670. Is it your opinion that, with ordinary plant, the quantity of material you have stated can be quarried,

moved, and deposited in its place within the time stated? In eiglitee . . :
tractor starts diligently with the work. ghiteen months fromn the timetho con

671. Have you any knowledge or expericnce of Mr, Amos’ reputation as a coniractor? Ile carried out

the railway for ue down there, and 1 was very well satisfied with it. I have heard from other sources

that
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that he is a capable and experienced contractor, although I have not been personally acquainted with him 8. Henderson.
In any other contract. e e,

(672. Have you ever had your quantities in relation to this work submitted to the (rovernment staff in 22 Bept,, 1893,
tho Harbours and Rivers Dopartment?  No.

(73. You do not know whether or not they would endorse their correctness? No ; T eannot say, an far
as the quantities are concerned.

G74. Will the work be carried out under the supervision of your firm ? Yes,

075. Mr. Day.] llave you an estimate of the cost of the entire work from Tallawera Point mght down to
tho sea, at a depth of 15 feet? I havo not taken out the amount required to make a channel 15 fect
deep. e entered into a contract with Mr. Amoa for a channel 25 feet 6 inches below mean tide-level.
I have not any cstimate as to the old depth,

G76. Mr. Jacob.] Butif you get the additional time naked for, you will be only required to carry out the
15 feet ? Yes. Roughly speaking, 1 should ray we would require £100,000 10 carry out the work to the
15-font level.

077. Mr. Day.] Is there any portion of the randbank you are cutting through above the level of the
water? Yes; there 18 a sandridge close to Lthe beach, and it s above the water, separating the Lake from
tho ocean, There is a channel there which sometimes closes up.  In flood-time it opens up 2gain.  What
that is at present, I do not know.

678. What would be tha distance from the middle of that sandbank to a depth of 25 feet in the sea-
water ¢ About 1,700 or 1,800 fect.

679. That would give you a depth of 23 feet at low-water 7 Yes.

(50. Would the training-walle be extended as faras that? Yen.

(S1. Is theroc any danger of the breakwater beyond the sandbank being washed away? It will be
cxposed to the sen, but it will be protected by Windang [sland from the heaviest weather.

G%2. The position is not like that at Port Kembla, where there 1sa no protection? No; there in a much
more sheltered plnce than Port Kembla ; and there 14 alro this difference, as far as the work 18 eoncerned :
That the moles run siraight out to the sen at Lake lllawarra, and therefore would not suffer so much as
though they were broadside on.

683. Alr. J{rcab.] You are aware that under the Act the corporation, if it does not fulfil the eonditions, in
liable to certatn pains and penalties ;—they lose certain property, and they lose their depoeit 7  They loso
their rights and their deposit.

ti¥h. Do you know the deposit which has been made under the Aet?  £10,000.

635. Then they would lose that amount if they did not fulfil the conditions of the Aet? Yea.

686. Chairman.| Where did you get the data on which to calculate the cost of dredging the channnel ;—
18 it taken from the (Government dredging returns ? We have not studied them so much. We got a lot
of data from llome in connection with the dredging plant. They have done the work as cheaply a« 1)d.
per ton. That would be by sand-pump. The coat per yard of dredging depends upon the circumstances
of the Elﬂ.ce. To compare onc place with another is useless; you might find yoursclf very far wrong. 1
think the dredging in this place will be done as cheaply as it has ever been done, because of the material
aud of the facilities. I think it would be quite safo to take any contract at about 3d. a ton. I believe
Mr. Amos’ contract comes out roughly at 4d. a cubic yard,

687. Mr. Jacoh.] You are thoroughly acquainted with the conditions of the Bill you are dealing
with ? Yes.
G88. You are awarc that the 4th clausc contains this provision :—

That the conditions imposed nnder clouse ona of the Principal Act shall he completed in accordance with the

rovisions specified therein, within the torin of two years from the twentieth day of December, one thousand eight

undred and ninety-eight, failing which all harbour rights and privileges aequired ander the Principal Act shall be
null aud void, and &ll reclaimed land shall revert to the Crown.

? Yes,

C89. Mr. Trickett.] Have vou ever had any oxpericuce in harbour works? Yes; I have been upon
harbour worke pretty well all my life. I served my npprenticeship to Mr. Dyco Cay, harbour engineer,
at Aberdeen, and then I went into Mr. Jas. Abernethy’s office. 1 was also at the Tilbury Docks when
they wero being constructed, from start to finish.

690. 1 understand that you have carried out simitar works to this?  Every harbour has features of its
own. In Aberdeen Harbour there are breakwaters, but they are made of concrete ; and as far as dredging
18 concerned, it 18 similar everywhere—also jetty work.

691. What quantity of stone do you estimate will be required for the purpose of these breakwaters?
My estimate is 139,000 tons for the northern brenkwater, 153,000 tons for the southern breakwater,
35,000 tons for the northern training-bank, and 73,000 tons for the southern training-bank.

GY2. In round numbors, 400,000 tons ?  Yes.

603. 1{ow many tons n day do you say can be taken out of the quarry and put in position ?  About 1,600,
I should think. _

694, You think that quantity could be put in position every day? Yes.

695. How many tips would that necessitate? Four. '

696. It would be very fast work, would it not? 1t is fairly fast work for this Colony. -

697. Have you ever known more than 400 tons a day to bo taken out to any work of the kind in the
Colony? No; I do not know that I have. In the casc of Government works they do not procced at a
very great rate. _ : _ .
¢9S. Mr. Day.] Have you heard of that quantity being taken out anywhere clse? It is not an excessivo
quantity by any means. _ i

09. A great deal more could be taken out, you think ?  Yes. _
700. Chairman.] Working one tip, you estimate, then, that tho long breakwater eould be constructed in
fiflcon montha 7 Yes. ' |

701. Mr. Trickeft.] In cnse of heavy weather the work might be retarded at any time? Yes. s
702. AMr. Hyam.] Would heavy weather affoct the tic-bank ? It would scarcely affect that, because it 18
well protected by Windang Island. ‘ _ _

703. Is there much depth of water between the island and the mainland at the present time? When 1
was last down there 1t was dry.

T04.
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704. Chairman.] To what height above high water-mark do you intend to make the crown of your largost
training-wall ? ~ At the sea end it will be 17 feet above low watcr, or about 12 feet above high water.
705. Is it ressonable to expect that if Parliament gives the extension of time asked for—two vears—the
whole of the work will be Eﬁne? I we get authority to proceed, we rhall have the work done to a depth
of 16 feet within the two vears. |
706. Considering bad woather and everything? 1 would say this: Mr. Amos ought to have the training-
banks and moles completed within cightcen months from the time notice is given him, but in his contract
hoe had two years and four months, roughly, to complete the dredging—of course that would be ilredging
to a dopth of 25 ft. G in. ; therefore it is quite obvious that he will be able to dredgeto13 feet within two
vears. Allowance should be made in all sca works for bad weather. _ _
707. You think that tho whole work, dredging to tho extra depth, could be done in two years at a httle
extra cost for additional plant ¥ Of course, the dredging all depends upon the plant you have upon tho
work. Dredges are very costly, and mare than one would bo uscless afterwards. i
708. If the necessary capital is at command, you think that the work can be done in two years? Yes; it
can be done to a depth of 13 feet. -
709. Mr. Jacob.] T suppose, from the fear of not being able to carry out the 23 feet of dredging in the
time, only the 15 feet were specified ; but that would not interfero with Mr. Amoa carrying out the
contract to a depth of 23 feet 7 No. The company could not go to the public in London and get money
now for carrying out a 23-foot channel in two years, becauso the time is too short.
710. Mr. Trickett ] Do you look upon 15 feet as a serviceablo channcl in the presentday? Not for large
Rtenmcers.
711. Thercfore we may expect that in two years’ time there will be a further extending Bill required ? 1
should not think =o.
712. But you do not say that you can complete your 25 ft. 6 in. in two years ? It may be possible to do
it with great extra expenso; but it is absolutely certain that we can complete the 15 feet in two years.
713. Is 15 fect in the present day regarded as a sufficient depth for ordinary sea-going coal vessels? No ;
I should not think it was. It has never been intended. since I have been in Sydney, to dredge the channel
to a depth of only 15 feet. It will be necosrary to make the channel considerably deeper.
714. The whole thing depends, as far as you can see, upon the question of ways and means? Yes; and
Parliamentary sanction, of course.
715. Mr. Day.] 1 suppose the nature of tho work is such that you can put on as many men and dredges
?5 you like? Yea; 1t would be a question of paying for the extra plant and labour, but within reasonable
ImitE,
?dlﬁ].j It cqiuld be done easily if the money were available at once, and were not forthcoming in dribs and
rabs? Yer,
717. With the whole of the capital available, you would have no difficulty in putting on a number of
dredges and men sufficient to carry out the complete work very shortly after the expiration of two yeara—
that is, giving the extra depth in the channel? Quite so.
118, Mr, Trickett.] 1 suppoes you can give us no information ns to the ways and means ? No.
719. Who could give us information about that ? Mr. de Wolf.

IWEDNESDAY, 28 SEPTEMBER, 1898,

Present, —

Tre Hon. A. KETHEL 1y 10 CHAIR.

Hox. G. DAY, | IHon. W. J. TRICKETT,
Hox. 8. H. HYAM.

Robert Amos recalled and further examined :—

720. Chairman.] You produce your second tender, and the conditions attached to it? Yes, bearing date
22nd Apnl, 1897,

721, This is the tender alluded to by you in your previous evidence ? Yes.

722. Urder the termns and conditions of that tender, you are prepared to proceed with the works? On
receipt of rensonable notice, _

723. Aud to complete it in the time specified? I am very desirous of obtaining a distinct understanding
as to what the two years refer to. Certain work has to be done to comply with the provisions of the
Principal Act. I am prepared to carry out the works therein set forth in two years from the dato of my
being 1nstructed to proceed with the works.

724. Mr. Trickett.] The document you havo produced is a tender, dated 22nd April, 1897 ? Yes.

725. Was it accepted ? It has been varhallyl:;ccepted. | e '

726. Only verbally? TYes. There was no use in going to the expense of drawing up an elaborate contract,
as was done before, until we knew that the matter would be procceded with.

727. Mr. Day.] In your previous evidence, you said that the only reason for your not going on with the
work was the want of money? Exactly. Iam quite prepared to adhere to the terms and conditions
mentioned in the documents which have been handed in.

728. Mr. Trickett.] You say that within two years of your potting notice to proceed. vou will have th
work done according to the terms of the Principal Act? YEE, tnga depth of fﬁ feet. Y il

729. Who made the verbal promise to you to accept the tender? Mr. Armst T
and also the secretary of the corporation. b rmatrong, tho wanaging director,

—E— — —— ——
- m—— - —_——— —m

Andrew Armstrong called in, sworn, and examined :—

730. Mr. Trickett.] Do you remember being examined at considerable lenpeth ; ti '
inquiry into t_hc Port hembla Harbour scheme as proposed by the {}ﬂvurmﬂﬂn%? ]il d‘:ﬁ’““‘?c ion with the
731. Your evidence was in opposition to that scheme ? It was.

732. Do you wish to in any way alter the evidence yon gave on that occasion? No:Ih :
of anything that needs alteration. 4 0; 1 have no rocollection

733.
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733. You are the managing director in 8ydney of tho Ilawarra Ifarbour and Tand Corporation? T am, A.Armstrong.
73%. The other members of your Board are, I think, Lisutenant-Colonel Neild and Mr. Chippendall P s’
Yes. 28 Bept., 1098,
735. Mr. Ilyam.] Mr. Barton is not upon the Board now? No, he retired nfter he took a seat on the

Board of the Smelting Company.

736. Mr. Trickett.) You also hold a power of attorney from the Illawarra Harbour and Railway
Corporation in England ? That is correct.

737, Who are the directors in England of that corporation at the present time? Mr. George Bush, Mr. T. II.

Haynes, Mr. W. A. Harper, and Mr. T. A. do Wolf. Mr. Keswick and Sir John Fowler are on Boards
connectod with Illawarra Lnke development. The names I have given you are those of the directors at

the last half-yearly meoting.

738. Who is Mr. Bush? I really cannot tell you anything about him, but Mr. de Wolf can, no doubt,

give you all the information you require on that point.

730. Mr. Ilyam.] Is Mr, Ilaynes an Australian? No.

740. Was he in the Colony at any time? As far as I know, he never was,

741. Alr. Trickett.] Although you are managing director of the Illawaren Harbour and Land Corpnration

of New South Wales, and hold & power of attorney, you cannot tell me who Mr. Bush and Mr. Haynes

are? I am aware from correspondence that they are wealthy men—men of substance. I hove had other
transactions with Mr. Haynes in matters entirely outside Illawarra conneetions.

742. You do not know the occupations of these gentlemen? No.

743. You are put down as the holder of one sharo in the Illawarrn Harbour and Land Corporation of

Now South Wales—what interest do you hold in the London Company ? Shares to the value of
£100,000 are placed in trust for my wife and family.

74+, How much has boen paid up on those shares ?” I think that evidence has already been clearly given,

but to repeat it again it means that when the original syndicate was formed I invested about £18,000 in

the purchase of the property, reprosonting afterwards in the general seltlement between the ayndicate

about a one-sixth interest.

745. Do you know how many shares Mr. de Wolf has—he, himself, could not tell us the other day ? No.

I know he has more than 1 "have. Hix interest in the company would probably amount to £140,000

or £150.000.

746. How many shares has Mr. Chippendall in the English Company ? 1[I think he has shares to the

nominal value of £500.

747. 1low were the shares acquired ?  Tdo not know that I could tell you.

748. You do not know how? [ know that he had a very small interest in the formation of the first

ryndicate, nnd in the allotment or settlement of shares afterwards in the colonial company all was trans.-

ferred to Mr. de Wolf for the purpore of enabling him to finance in London. The allotment afterwards,

with Mr. Chippendall's approval, was fixed in his case at £500, represeuting some small interest in the

company.

74). Your other director, Lieutenant-Colonel Neild, also has some shares in the London Company ?

Speaking also from memory in his case, I think he has a value of £1.000.

760. How were those shares acquired ? In the same WAY.

751. Has he been intorested in the company here ? From the very start.

752. Although his name did not nppear as n shareholder in any list you pubhished ? It did not; but he

had a portion of one of my syndicate interests a long time ago.

753. You remember that before Mr. Jarvis became tho secretary of the companuy you did 1ot have annunl

mectings of its shareholders as required by the Companies Act? For a time they certainly lapsed. A

Inrge portion of the ayndicate and company at that time had been aequired by Melbourne and Adelaide

interests. This led the largest shareholders having the preponderating power, 1o a certain extent, to

neglect etrict conformity with the articles of asssociation as regards half-yearly balance-sheets and

general meetings ; but T take it that it did not affect any intercst at all outside the then existing share-

holders. They were not a company trading on capital or anything which would make the public in any

way inconvenienced by the fact that the company did not hold regular meetings.

7564. Did not Mr. de Wolf, the prime mover in this company, actually file, or cause to be filed, a petition

to wind up the whole company ? e never did.

755. He neverdid? Never.

766. You swear that? Most emphaticnlly.

767. lle never took procecdings to have the company wound up in any way ? Most certainly not. Theo

question must arise out of some very great error on your part. :

758. You eay it was not the case ? I reply in the moat direct manner that it was not so.

759. Was not a petition absolutely filed 1o wind up the company? Mr. Moseley is here, and would be

better able than I am to explain certain difficulties that did arise, principally from downright, sheer, black-

mailing claims. One or two petitions were filed against us. The company have not the slightest objection

to Mr. Moseley laying the details before the Committee. ' |

7G0. Then some petitions were lodged ? Yes; but certainly not by Mr. de Welf. Certain black-mailinz

attempts were made to embarrass the company for reasons cntirely connected with other matters. It ia

not at all nceessary to refer to them now, although T do not shirk their being gone into.

761. Mr. de Wolf had nothing to do with the petition? Nothing whatever.

762, Did the Smelting Company of Australia ever have any interest in the IHawarra ITarbour and Land

Corporation? Yes, it has a very large interest in it; it owns at least 10,000 shares in the lllawarra

Harbour and Railway Corporation. . ~ b

763. Mr. Hyam.] At how much a share? They are shares fully paid up. They have a preferent right in

our company. : = g :

764. Mr. Trickett.] They arc paid-up shares, with no liability ?  Yea. _

7G5. Did they not actually pay the money to get out of the concern? They were never in the concern before

that.

7G6. What did they pay the £10,000 for? Because, in connection with their worky, a still-water harbour

18 an absolute necessity. To forward the views of the company an amalgamation of our rights and

1nterests took place. Thﬂy joined us in our attempt to strengthen and make our company financially

stronger by investing £10,000 1n 1. ==
V.
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A.Armatrong. 567, You say that before that they had no intereat of any kind in the Tllawarza arbour and L.and

e, Corporation? Good, bad, or indifferent, they had no interest whatever. . eic wol
28 8ept., 1899. »gs They bought land from you, did they not ? They bought the eite on which they erceted n-.-:: works.
69, What did thev pay for it? I should explain that we have sold land, rot anly to the "{"E“f"?-';
Company of A ustralia, but to other people. A township is gradually springing up down there, and we are

relling land at the rate of from £200 to £300 an acre. ! g
T(:‘I[I}I.u%id lflu: M ;E d:a “r'ulf.{un the 20th July, 1592, convey the whole of the I{nko]nnda ]‘.‘atnfu {o Mr. I'ink
tor 10s.:—did he not make a cﬂnrv_','nm-:v of tha equity of redemption 1n that estate 7 1 presumo
he did. I do not remember the connecting links 1n the matter. Io was tnen & ‘Yfﬂl"?“ll‘-"'“t“'ﬂ
shareholder, and it was necessary lor him to use his power 1o finance. Being a ‘]‘ll‘ﬂlluﬂ_ﬁmt'ﬂﬁ sharc-
holder, he used certain powers, but the property all eamo back to us when Mr. Fink assigned at a later

date : through the financial crisis he failed to earry out his obligatione. : _
£71. Did nof the property, after Mr. de Wolf had signed that document. fall into tho hands of the Jont

Stock Bank ?  Mr. Fink mortgaged to tho Bank. 1t was an amount of £3,000, 1 believe, and we 1P“-"1
off the claim. The present interested parties had to purchase the bill and release 1t from the Joint Stock
Bank. :

772 Did not the Juint Stock Bank sell the cquity of redemption 1n the_Lakelnnda property back to Mr.
Osborne for £3007 1 think they did. It was, to a certain extent, a friendly arrangement, so that tho
property might be brought under Torrens' Act and settlo disputes as to title.

773. The property got back to the Osbornes, but instead of their conveying 13{“—']‘ to tho Tllawarra Ilarbour |
and Land Corporation 2,900 acres, did they not convey only 2,400 acres?  That is the fact.

=74. What became of the remaining 500 acres? Wo gold it to the Camden Insplﬁnrn.tmn_f.‘nm‘pnny of
Tondon, who sold 300 acres to the Smelting Company of Australia. The Camden Exploration Company
atill hold 200 acres. | ke

775. What is the Camden Exploration Company? Mr. de Wolf can give you cvidence as to 1ts 8170 and
importance better than I can. It lias purchared mining propertics, and the Smelting Company derives
from it its principal supply of smelting material; in other words, the three companioes, although separate,
are working together in a friendly way. - ,
776. In fact, they are all the same company .—Mr. de Wolf, for instance, 18 11 the Camden Exploration
Company, and you also are in that company? Yes: and I am aleo interested in the success of tho
Australian Smelting Company, and in the lllawarra Harbour and Land Corporation aud the lllawarra
Harbour and Railway Corporation. . ' ' M.
777. When you were before the Public Works Committee in connection with the Port hpmb]a inquiry
you promised to furnmish some returns as to shareholders in your company, but you did not do so—
conld you do sonow? Yes; I have no objection to the secretary laying a completed tabulated list of
names before you. _ _ _

778. Have vou, 8s managing director, any objection to your sccrefary laying before ihis Committeo an
appendir to his evidence giving the names of tho various companies that have sprung out of the
1llawarra Harbour and Land Corporation Bill, their various capitals, the names of their sharehelders and
directors, and the shares held by each person? I do not know what evidence Mr. do Wolf has given, but
I ehould say that he would be the best person from whom to obtain that information. _

779. Would not you or the sccretary of the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation be able to pgivo us
that evidence ? T have not a complete list of the shareholders in the Illawarra Ilarbour and Rallway
Corporation, although I have their power of attorney.

780. Ilave you information as to the capital subseribed and uncalled of theso various companies which you
could let us have? 1 do not know whother I could get any information with rerard to the Smelting
Company of Australia, but I could probably do so. I sce no objection to the secretary giving that
information if he is summoned to give it in the ordinary way.

781. You have no meansto carry out this project at the present moment—that 1s to say, you have no cash
in hand? We have not enough cash in hand for it, but our income 18 now rapidly increasing. 1t has risen
from a mere grazing return on a pastoral estate to its present proportions. A year ago we had an ucomo
of about £1,000 a year, now it is worth between £3,500 and £4,000.

742 That is from the Lakelands Estate and from your railway rights? The income is made up of railway
returns and grazing returns.

763. Do the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation own the railway ? Yos. The lllawarra Harbour
and Railway Corporation in London own the principal shares in the lilawarra Jlarbour and Land
Corporation in order that financial operations may be carried out i London. They have only a directory
power in the Colony.

78-1-1.1 BII]r. Amos said the other day that he hnd a mortgage over tho whole thing for a large sum of money ?
So he bas,

785. Beyond hia interests you receive this large income from your property ? Yos. Mr Amos' interest
18 about £2,000 n year, and this year our returns will be over £1.000.

7586. You are referring now to the Illawarra 1larbour and Land Corporation?  Yes.

787. That income is chiefly from the railway ? And from grazing. [t is a vory largeestate. Itcarriesa
great deal of stock.

788. 11as there not been a life estate pranted out of this property to some ona? To no one; excopting
about 10 acres to William Ilewett at fair rental.

789. S5 that you have the grazing rights also ? Wae get everything.

790. To sum up your evidence, at the present time your company thiuk you can carry out this project if
you can raise the money to do so? TUndoubtedly.

791. Unless you can raiee the mouey, you cannot carry 1t out ? We cannot carry if out. DBut we also
think that the trade already ea_tabhﬂhed will make the finding of the necessary eapital a very simple matter.
Mr. Weinberg has no doubt given you figures ahowing you the importance of the smeltine operations, and

alao the neceasity of making further connectiny lines to cheapen the cost and bring in a greater variety
of fluxing matter and ores.

UENDAT.
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TUESDAY, 11 GOTOBEL, 1898,

Present —
Tur Tton, A. KETIIEL 15y Tur CuAIR.
[fox. (x. DAY, Hox. J. 1I1UGHES.
Hox. 5, 1. HYAM, Hos, De. CULLEN,

Hox, W. J. TRICKETT,

W. H. Mosely, Eaq., Solicitor, appeared on behalf of tho promeoeters of the Bill

Andrew Armstrong recalled and further examined - —

792. Ar. Trickett.] You have a return to hand in? I have prepared a return of all the sharcholders in A. Armstrong.
the lllawarra Harbour and Land Corporation from its inception in 1848, and for cach year up to 1804, s,
when Mr. De Wolf went to London.  The number is brought down, beeauso the shares wore then trans- 11 Oct., 1898.
ferred to him for financial purposes, leaving the number here at twelve. Mr. De Wolf will give yon

evidenco as to how his finaneial oporations have led, practically, to a return of hia power of attormey or

trust to all the other different sharcholders. Ha will produce, partly from memory and partly from his

absolute knowledge on the day he left London, an account of the ownership of the shares in London u

io the prescnt day. 1 have a list of shareholders from 1889 up to 1895, inclusive. Tn 1889 the number

of sharchelders in the Colony in tho Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation was 38 ; in 1850, 42 © 1n

1401, 42 ; 1n 1892, 43; in 1893, 39; in 1894, 17; and in 1895, after transfers to Mr. De Wolf, 12. 1

should oxplain that in 1895 most of the shareholders decided to send Mr. De Wolf home, and in

addition to mving lim power of nttornecy ho took an abeolute transfer of the shares. His own evidence

will connect the formation of tho I.ondon company with what he did with the Colonial shares. I should

like to point out at this atage that I hardly think it wise to hand in this document as an addendum to my

evidence, and to havo all these names published. It would scarcely bo right to publish the names of share-

holders, and it will ndd enormously to the volume of Parliamentary papers. Therc are TOADY TEnsons

why this incompletie list of the names should not be published if it can be avoided. As I have explained,

ithe whole of the shares wero transferred to Mr. De Wolf for finaneial operations imm London. There have

ncver been less than twolve sharcholders here, and I understand that it would be illegal for twelve share-

holders to act unless in the form of a company, These twelve shareholders really represented forty-three

interests. I believe that. under the Limited Liability Companies Act, no more than scven persons can

trade together without being formed into a limited liability company.

793. You eay that on 20th June, 1888, there were how many shareholders ? Thirty-eight.

794. The whole of the names appear in the document you now produce? Yes.

795. Did all these shareholders come in on an equal footing # 'hat I absolutely cannot tell you. A large

number of these shareholders, speaking from memory, obtained their richts entirely through Melbourne
shareholders, or through the Mereantile Finance Company, and Mr. Fink, who then held a very large

mterest in tho company. 1 cannot answer the question as to how the whole of those persons acquired

their shares.

79G. Did they all pay a deposit on theirshares ; and, ifso, what amount ? That I cannot tell you,

797. Wero any shareholders given their shares? 1t is quite possible ; I cannot tell.

798, Could you tell us the names of the persons who had shares given them ? Not beyond members of

my own family. At that stage I gave scveral of my children, and also scveral relatives, ahares.

799. Ind the whole of the other persons whose names appear in this list pay for their sharcs? An far

as I know,
800. You were eno of the original promaters of this coneern ;—could you not say ? I was one of the
original promnoters, who dealt with their shares as they thought fit and wise.

801. Arenot some of these persons really nominces of yourselt and Mr, De Wolf—that ia, persons to whom
sharea have been given? 1 have no nominees. Mr. De Wolf can spenk for himself.

8UZ. You stated, at tho last inecting of the Committee, in your evidence, that Mr. J. C. Neild had been
interested i the company from tho very start ? That is quite correct.

803, 1o was interested mn the company on 28th June, 1848? Yes; he had an intercst in it with me
before that date.

80%. How did he acquire that intercst? I really cannot tell you; but I may say at once that, even if I
could rememnber, I should decline to answer the question. Mr. Neild and I'had many private and friendly
transactions. We were in adjoining oftices years and years ago. As a matter of fact, I do not remember
the exact particulars; but even if I did I would not go into them.

80D. You stated that he had shares to the valuo of £1,000 independently of the ono share which is now
registored in the company; when did he become interested to that extent ;—is it the samo interest he
has held all through? Tt is the same interest. An allotment or a settlement was arranged with Mr. De
Wolf when he went to London, and the share or intercst held by Mr. Neild led to his being fixed in the
L.ondon company, not in tho Australian company, to the extent of £1,000. The intercst was settled by
Mr. Neild receiving for his old interest £1,000 worth of fully paid up shares in the London company; that
was since Mr. De Wolf went to London,

80G. Was that arrangement whereby Mr. Neild took an interest to tho extent of £1,000 by virtue of tho
arrangement made between you and him in 1888°? Yes; Dy virtue of interest or rights in tho company,
springing out of his fransaction with me in 1888,

807. lle has held that interest right through from then till now? Yes.

808. Judging from the list of shareholders you have handed in, showing the names of shareholders from
1888 until October, 1897, Mr. Neild does not appear as a sharoholder until we come to the list applying to
1897 :—18 not that so ¥ That is ao.

809. Was this arrangement between you and Mr. Neild, giving him Ii's interest in tho concern, in writing ?
I do not think it was. It was a settlement of many mutual transactions. I agreed to put him nto it, and
I did put him into it in about the year of our starting the concern.

810. You are certnin that you gave him an interest in tho concern in 188S—an interest which you reckon
to-day 18 worth £1,0007 Yes.

¢ 18—E 811.
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811. And ho also has one share in the Sydney company, which he has regirtered? The share in the Sydoey

Armetrong. company means that he had a share in tho company which was settled by the allotment in the London

llmﬂ company. One of the shares he still holds here. _ :
T *812. Has he held it long? Ever since the date of the allotment to him under the old arrangement in 1888

to which I have referred. ' _ .
813. Is it a bond fide claim which he has in thie company? ltisa bond fide claim against me, settled by

my putting him into the earlier syndicate.
614. Mr. Trickett.] In the list of shareholders you have handed in, the name of Mr. Armsirong appears ;

he is described as an agent in Sydney ;—who is he ? Mgyself. _ .
815. 1le is sct down as holding 587 shares in the company ; what is their nominal value? At the present

time nothing at all—unless the harbour rights aro kept alive.

Thomas Andrew De Wolf recalled and further cxamined :—

T.A.DeWoll. g16. Afr. T¥ickeiz.] Mr. Armstrong has handed 1n a summary or list of shareholders in the Illawarra
pm—=?e= TTarbour and Iand Corporation, extending from June, 1589, to Qctober, 1897 ; will you look at that
B summary or list; you will sec that on June 28th, 1850 it comprises thirty-oight names ? Yes,

fide by them on an equal footing ? It was the outcome of the first syn

817. Were the whole of the shares set down opposiio the names of the Eerﬂuna in that list taken up bond
icate.

818. Did each of these persons put in an application for their shares and pay the same amount of deposit

when thoy received allotment ? They were allotted, as far as 1 remember, ten years ago under an ngree-

ment. A svndicate was formed in the first instance, and these shares were allotted under that syndicate.

$19. Who allotted them ? They wore allotted by the syndicate.

820. Of which you were one? Yes.

§21. Were you the chairman ? There was no chairman. _

822. You were the principal ? I was connected with it. I bought the pro yerties in the first instance, and
then Mr. Fink, of Melbourne, Mr. Armstrong, Mr. Friend, il.ndg several others came in, and we formed a

ayndicate.

§23. What were the shares ? £100 shares, paid up to £30.

§24. Considered as paid-up to £507 Yes. .
825. The amount was not actually paid ? There waa a certain ainount of money found by the ryndicate,
and in consideration of that they had an allotment of shares. There wus £50 cousidered paid-up and £50
of liability. It is a very usual way of forming a company.

826. Tako one or two of these names—Mr. F. Orr, for instance, who held 140 shares ;—did he pay the
same deposit as was paid by the other owners? I do mot think he paid anything. 1lle was holding the
shares for someone clse.

827. In this list there is tho name of a gentleman who is not familiar to me—Mr. Boehma, salesman, of
Sydney ; he is set down as holding 100 sharcs ;—did he pay anything for them ? 1lis shares were allotted,
I think, by direction of Mr. Fink, who held a very large interest in the syndicate.

$98. Then & number of these names are mere nominees ; that is what it amounts to? I do not know why
the shares were put down in these different names. I cannot say whether tho names you see there nre
the names of persons who were really interested or not.

829. They are not actually bond fide subscribing shareholders?  Mr. Fink was entitled to a large amount,
as he held the largest interest in the syndicate. Ile instructed us to 1ssue shares in the names of the
various persons, and they were issued accordingly.

830. Mr. Barton, I aee, had thirty shares, and he has only one share now .—how 18 that? The shares
were transferred to the London register. 1 explained that iu my former evidence.

831. Are all the persons in this list bond fide sharcholders, or are there not a number of nominees of
vourself, Mr. Fink, or some other persons? I think the groat number of them were nominees of Mr.
Fink. 1le was entitled to a large number of shares in the syndicate, aud he gave us instructions to allot
them to those persons. Whether they paid for them or not, I do not know.

832. Mr. Rughes.} Are any of the persons whose names appear on the list nominecs of your own? Mr.
Orr was my nomination, and there is a trifling number of shares—twenty, I think—in another case.

833. A good number of these shareholders werec nominees of yourself aud of Mr. Fink as the largest
shareholders ? Yes; the syndicato was practically formed by Mr. Fink, Mr. Armstrong, and myself.
Two or three other persons came in with us. We were a syndicate of about nine or ten in the first
instance. We found money to purchase tho propertics, and took shares in the property. That 18 all we
ever had. We never got anything but shares.

834, Mr. Tvickett.] When you gave evidence before the Select Committee n 1889 you were asked
questions with reference to the bond.-fides of the company. For instance, you were asked: “ As to the
bond-fides of the company, have you the slightest reason to doubt that the directors have the intention of
carrying on these works themselves ? " and you answered ** Not the slightest.” You were also asked:
“ They are not trying to get a Bill to sell 2" and you answered ** No”;—do you think you adhered strictly
to the terms of that evidence? Certainly. We never tried to scll anything. All that we tried to do
was to raise the money to make the harbour. I think you are under & mistaken nnpression. We have
no power to sell. We are restricted by the Act o Parliament from selling eitEar our Bill or our
CODCEBBIONS.

835. Mr. Hughes.] You can sell land? Yes, wo paid for that, but we cannot sell concesrions. Anything
weo ask Parliament to give us, we have no power to sell.

83G. Af{r. Day.] You cannot sell the rights under your Aet to anyone else? No.

837. Mr. Trickett.] How are you going to make the harbour pay? We must take the risk of that. We
are satisfied that we can make 1t pay. We have sufiicient trncfﬂ of our own. We hope, before the com-
pletion of the harbour, to create a larger trade ; so that we are perfectly independent ‘of the South coal
irade. We want this harbour for our own works. When wo started the 1dea, it was to make a harbour
for the South Coast coal trade. We expect to get some of it, and if we do not we have enough trade of
our owh.

838. When you asked for the Bill originally, you said you did not ex

harbour? I do not see how we are liﬁely t{r r{mka mu?:;h. PECLiS DEEARDITER! 2yt of the

839.
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830. Then, what is going to make the thing pay ;—are people going to put money into the concern, and T.A.DeWolt.
get nothing out of it ?  What we propose to do is this: We have already spent a good deal of money in  r~~Aw—
purchaso of land, and we wilt put it all up as a guarantee. If the harbour does not pay, we lose the ﬂmd 11 Oct., 1898.
and everything else. The debentures would be secured on the whole of the assets nfp the company.

840. Mr. Hughes.] What 15 the security of the debenture holders ? They have all the concessions—our
harbour, railways, and our land.

841. How cun they have the concessions if you eannot sell them? The Act expressly provides that we
may give security on the concossions for the construction of the works.

842. That is the Principal Aet? Yes.

843. Chairman.] There 13 one very important matter bearing upon this question: provided the Legis-
lature sees fit to grant the concession asked for by your committee, what guarantee have we that the
money raised by your company will be applied to the construction of the harbour? The debenture
money will be lodged in the handa of trustees. It will be raised for a certain purpose—to be applied to
the making of harbour and railway works, The directors of the company will not be able to apply the
money in any way without the consent of the trustees

8+t You think that that constitutes a sufficicnt guarantee that the money will be so expended as proposed
if raised, because it can only be raised if we grant you the extension you are asking for ;—you think, under
the circumstances, wo havo sufficient justification in giving you the opportunity to raise the moncy? We
£1vo m'er{thing we have got, including the whole of our land. There 18 a floating charge over everything
we have tor the redemption of the debentures.

815, Who appointed the trustees? The debenture-holders,

816. And tho money, when raised, will be placed at their dizposal and control? Under their entirc
controi.

847. To be expended upon the construction of harbour worka? Yes.

818. Will no portion be liable to be applied to moet any liabilities which the company may have contracted
before? They will pay off tho cost of the railway, because that forms part of the works. They will have
aucu;ity over the railways. The debentures provide the funds which will pay for the harbour and railway
work.

848. In what position do you stand in regard to the original vendors of the property ;—have you paid them
fully, or do they hold any claim or mortgage upon the land? They have no claim whatever. They have
been paid in full.

8. Mr. Hughes.| | understand that Mr. Amos has a peneral mortzage upon his contract, and that a
company have advanced n certain amount of money and lave a second mortgage for their protection ?
Yos; but the mortgage of Mr. Amos does not represent anything like the cost of the railway. For
ins{ance, I found the rails in London. I think they cost about £6,000. The cost of the railway was
much more than the amount due to Mr. Amos.

B51. What was tho cost of Mr. Amos’s mortgage ? £33,000 or £34,000.

852. Are those the only liabilities the company has? Yes. A certain amount of money waa found by
Mr. Amos or the Union Bank, pending the flotation of our debentures.

853. Chairman.| So that if the money is raised in London a first charge will be the clearing of the existing
mortgages on the property? Yes, they must be all cleared off ; but the £10,000 depoeit will still remain
1n the Treanury.

854, Mr. Trickett.] When you obtnined your Bill in 1889, you attached to your evidence the memorandum
and articles of association of the company, in which you set out that the uﬁjacts of the company were the
yurchase of 2 920 acren of Lakelands, 265 acres of coal land, and two bluocks of 620 acres each to be obtained
}:rnm Mr. Vaughan ;—have the Illawnrra Company now the whole of those properties? Ve have sold
some 500 acres, and we have sold nome few odd allotments.

855. Did the company sell them? Yes.

§56. The company received the benefit of any sale? Yes.

857. You are sure of that ? Quite certain of it.

858. There ia one other thing I want to know from you, since we cannot get 1t from Mr. Armstrong with-
out a great deal of explanation: will you detail to us the original state of thie thing, bringing it up to
the number of companies coming out of it at the present time; in the first instance there was a
syndicate to buy the Lakelands Estate for £35,000, subject to a mortgage of £30,0007 Yes; that was
£65,000

859. It wns then decided to form a syndicate for £240,000? Yes, for that and the coal lands. The price
paid for the coal lands was £25,000, of which a portion was paid in syndicate shares.

860. AMr. Ifyam.] Were there not two sections of leasehold ? Yes; two sections were leasehold, and

2635 acres were frechold. _ .
861. M»r. Trickett.] You have the whole of this land, lesa 500 acres? Yes, excepting a few odd allot-

menta which have been sold. _ :
862. You were afterwards formed into the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation, with a capital of

£6000007? Yes.

463, Out of the Illawarra llarbour and Land Corporation you formed ancther company called the
Camden syndicate? No ; it was not formed by that company. |

864. Was not that Camden syndicate formed for the purpose of purchasing the 500 acres which originally
belonged to the Illawarra Corporation ? That was one object. |

865. Did not the Camden syndicate sell part of that 500 acres to the Smelting Company of Australia ?
Yes.
8G6. What is the eapital of tho Smelting Company of Australhia? £500,000.

867. Would you mind snying how much is actually paid up? I think about £430,000 is paid up. They
have in addition to that other funds; but I do not like to say too much 12 regari to the business of that
company. It is very well known, and they have very big works.

868. If all these companies and all this money has come out of the original Illawarra IIarbour and Land
(Corporation, how is it that you are not able to carry on the works;—what has l_)ecnme of the money ?
They are different companies which have bought a certain amount of land. I was instrumental in forming
the companies, and one of my reasons for forming them was to establish the smelting works. They are
all going companies of very good reputation, and very strong. They have formed in addition other

companies which are working. 869,
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T.A.De Wolf. 869. Your parting with the 500 acrea must have brought in a large amount of money;—whero has tho

F—A‘_\

whole of that gone to? It went 1o pay off what we owed; it paid off Osborn's mortgago.

11 Oct., 1898. 870 Mfr. I ughes.] 1 thought that mortgage still existed ? No; the property inabeolutely free, except for

what we owe for part of the construction of the railway. The railway now is commencing to pay us well.
It is paying interest on tho cost, so that practically we have the land entirely free.

§71 My, Trickett.] You are n sharcholder in all these companies ? ‘1 CB. . > When there i
872. What are vou going to do with the 200 acres left with the ( amden ryndicato ?  When there ie a
demand for it it will bo eol:.

%73. la the Camden Companvy a registered company P Yes. \ e o

874. What is 1ts cnpilal‘.} £‘_‘Uﬂ,l.]tg}l). | shuu]trl) explain that this ix the Camden Exploration Company,
The company which purchased the land is the Camden syndicate. That had £100,000 of capital. e
875. What 18 tho capital of the Illawarra Harbour and Railway Corporation? 1t hias the same nomina
capital —£600,0400. !

876. That corporation is regiatered in London ?  Yes. _ _ :

877. lave you a liet of the sharcholders? 1 have it as ncarly as possible. Tt is approximately correet.
I may state that £20.000 has been found by thoee shareholders on the purchaso of their gshares. Tho
amount has been paid in cash, and has gone to the credit of the company.

878. Are there any shares in this list except allotted shares?  Yes. o _
879. They are persons who have bought into the company * Yes; to tho extent of £20,000. I will
produce a letter which has been sent to the Premier by the Smelting Co. of Australia, showing that they
deemed it to be a necessity to have harbour works at Lake Illawarra. It is & certificd copy. I have a
similar letter from the Camden Exploration Co. i . _

850, Mr. Hughes.] Do you expect the harbour to pay in itself 2 Yes, certainly. ;
831. Supposing it does not pay, what would be the value of the sccuritics paid o ihe debenture-holders:
All our ]ljn.nd . they will have all we have got. .

882, Then if the harbour does not pay the debenture-holders would have to look to the land ? Yes; we,
in fact, give more security than other harbour compauics usually do. As a rule, they get moncy on the
harbour debentures aloue. Wo give the whole of our assets as secunty. |

853. AMr. Trickett.] When you first applied to Parliament, you said that you did not expoect the harbour
works to pay ? I do not think I eaid it would not pay the debenture-holders. That 1 caonot remember ;
it is a long time since I have seen the evidence. _ .

884. In reply to Question 859, when you were asked, * Is it the intention of the company to make profit
out of this harbour—is that their main object ? "—vou said, * No; that is not the main object ot tho
company ; I can spenk for the other directors as well ar for myseif and most of the shareholders " ? 1t
is a long time ago, aud the answer might well apply to the question whether wo were going to scll the
works at a profit, and not whether we wore going to work them at a profit. The statement was made very
likely in consequence of somo statements that we were about to sell the concession or the harbour.

885." Mr. ITughee.] If the harbour is not constructed the works will not be interfered with? Yes; wo
shall certainly not extend the smelting works.

886. What I mean is, that it will not interfere with the present business at tho works ?  Of course, the
busincss is being done now at somo disadvantage by baving rail communication only. There are many
other industries that may be cstablished. 1 was down thero last week going into the question of catab-
lishing superphosphate works and alum works, but we cannot do that without water communieation.

SS7. Mr. ‘Tricket!.] When you were previously examined you will ree that this mattor was pressed on
you ;—you were asked, “ Then I understand all tha company is aiming at is to pay the interest on the cost
of the construction of the harbour ? " and you answered, “ Yes”? 1 do not suppose we shall do moro
than that.

$88. Then it will be a perpetual investment for these people—they need not expect to get their moncy
back ? Probably a rescrve fund will be established from sales of land. Our object in taking up the
harbour was this: we had purchased 3,000 acres of land, and we wanted to mako this land valuable,
which i& a fair and proper rpeculation. Woe have stuck to it for ten years.

859. Chairman.] What interest do you intend to offcr on your debentures ?  Ifivo per cent.

APPENDIX,

Letters from the Sceretary of the Southern Coal Company (Limited).

Sir, 8, Bridge-street, Sydney, 21 September, 1808,
As my company is largely intereated in the result of the Parliamentary consideration of the various proposals
for Lthe formation of a NSouthern harbuur, and is desirous of assisting the inyuiry now bLeing held 1 connection with the
lake 1llawarrs Harbour Scheme, I beg to ark permission to produce evidence lwaring on the maller, and shall be happy,
on hearing from you, to name the gentlemen willing to give such evidence. 2 .
ave, &c.,
¥F. H. BRACKENBURY,
The Secretary, Upper House (‘ommittee of Enquiry Necretary.
into the Luke Illawarra Harbour Scheme.

NIT, G, Bridge-street, Sydney, 23 September, 1808,
I have to thank you for your letter of 22nd inst. with regard to evidenee which we desire to afford your
Committee in connection with Lthe preaent enquiry into the Lake 1llawarra Harbour Scheme.

The gentlemen who wish to give cvildence are--(1} Dr. J. R. M. Robertson, and Mesars, W. C. Willis and H. 0.
MeCabe, who, as reprtuentinf the colliery owners, would pive their opiniun as to the suitability or otherwise of Lake
Illnwarra for the purposes of coal loading 3 (2} Captains W. Mills and T. Duwnie, whe have probably the hest local
knowledge of Lake Illawarra and the neighboorhood, in connection with the harbourage of steamers ; and (3) Megsrs. (i,
Handerson and I). Ritchie, officials of thoe Miners’ Awocintion, who would give the views of the men generally as regands
tho direction in which a harbour 1s most needed,

I have, &c.,
i F. 1I. BRACKENDLBURY,
W. L. Edwards, Esi., Secretary, The Upper House Select Secrctary.
Committec of Enquiry into the Lake Illawarra Harbour Scheme.

Sydney : Willlam Applegute Qullick, Governmont I'rinter. —1B806.
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An Act to amend and extend the Illawarra Harbour and Land
Corporation Act of 1890, and the Illawarra Harbour and
Land Corporation Act Amendment Act of 1895.

WHE REAS the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation (Iimited) preambls.
(being a joint stock company duly incorporated and registered
under the Companies Acts of 1874 and 1888, and bereinafter called
the corporation), obtained on December twentieth, one thousand
5 eight hundred and ninety, legislative authority to form and maintain
an entrance and passage between the Bouth Pacific Ocean and the
waters of Lake Illawarra, in the county of Camden : And to construct,
use, maintain, and in certain respects control and regulate a harbour
within the waters of the said lake and of Windang Bay, in the said
10 county of Camden: And to make, establish, maintain, and control
wharfage and shipping accommodation 1 connection therewith, and to
construct, work, use, and maintain line or lines of railway to connect
with the said harbour all or any coal-bearing lands situate between

the South Coast Colliery on the north and the Macquarie River on the
c 30— south :

el
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south : And to reclaim, purchase, take, occupy, and otherwise acquire
land in certain cases, and on certain terms as to acquisition, compensa-
tion, payment, rent, investiture, and otherwise: And to levy, receive,
and recover rates, tolls, and dues for the use of the said entrance,
5 harbour, and accommodation, and for towage, and fares, freights, and
other charges for the use of the said railways, and to confer and Impose
upon the said corporation certain powers, rights, duties, and liabilities :
And to extend the rights of owners of the foreshores of the said lake -
And for other purposes: And whereas the Act authorising such work
10 was by an Act amended on December twelfth, one thousand eight
hundred and ninety-five: And whereas in connection with the
rights, powers, and privileges granted important industries have been
established : And whereas the corporation have expended large sums,
totalling forty-four thousand pounds, under the provisions granted :
15 And whereas undertakings which have arisen out of the operatiuns of
the corporation have necessitated the construction of a branch line of
railway not specifically included within the Principal Act: And
whereas the construction of such branch line over a parish road
received the full authority of the Central Illawarra Municipal Council,
20and it is advisable that such branch line and sanction should receive
legislative approval : And whereas it is advisable that provision should
be made for adding further branch lines within the lands owned by the
corporation: And whereas the rights of transit-charges and other
matters should be more clearly defined by enactment: And whereas
26 under the provisions of the Illawarra Harbour and Land Corpora-
tion Act Amendment Act of 1895 the corporation have lodged with
the Colonial Treasurer the sum of ten thousand pounds: And whereas
the corporation requires still further time to carry out the remainder
of its objects : e it therefore enacted by the Queen’s Most Excellent
80 Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Legislative Council
and Legislative Assembly of New South Wales in Parliament assembled.
and by the authority of the same, as follows :—

1. It shall be lawful for the corporation to continue the running Leglietion of
- upon and maintenance of traffic upon its branch line already con- pooop e scrow
. 3b structed and leading from its main trunk line through the Lakelands
 Estate, the property of the corporation, and across Kanahooka-road, in
~ the Borough of Central Illawarra. And the action of the municipal
council in sanctioning the construction of such line over Kanahooka-
road be, and is hereby, confirmed.
- 40 2. 1t shall be lawful for the corporation to construct, maintain, Authﬂrit:rf":_th
- and use any further branch lines upon lands at any time owned by the . T
| corporation, and to provide for a continuation of such rights of con-
struction, maintenance, and user upon anv lands so owned when
subdivided, and over, along, and across any road, street, lane, and
4o reserve In any and every such subdivision, subject to the terms and

conditions

il
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conditions as to freight-charges imposed in the Prinecipal Act and
in this Aet: Provided always that in any and all cases where any Proviso.
such extension or branch line shall cross any road, street, or lane, the
authority of the Municipal Council of Central Illawarra, or any
5 borough hereafter embracing the same or separating itsclf thercfrom
having any authority over such road, street, or lane, shall first be had
and obtained : Provided also that no extension of any branch line, Xo braoch lines
excepting within the lands owned by the corporation at the commenece- o4 Jands of the

corporation ta be

ment of this Act, shall be procecded with until after the approval of mede witbout

10 the Governor shall have been obtained. :;P;T;l:f

3. It shall be lawful, notwithstanding the regulation of tolls Minimum charge.
and charges prescribed in section thirty-two of the Principal Aect, to
fix 2 minimum charge of sixpence per ton as a freight-charge upon all
goods conveyed In owners’ trucks, drawn by owners’ locomotive, steam

15 or other power, or ninepence when drawn by the corporation, using its
own locomotive, steam or otlier power, and for the corporation to fix
the intervals and sites of stopping places upon all lines eonstructed :

Provided that, with the exception of establishing such minimum
charge, the general tenor and meaning of section thirty-two of the

20 Principal Act shall remain in full force and effect, and no agreement
entercd into by the corporation prior to the passing hereof shall be
affected hereby.

4. The conditions imposed under section one of the Principal Increase of depth of
Act shall be completed in accordance with the provisions specified jon el to twenty
2b therein within the term of two years from the twentieth day of
December, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, subject,
however, to the Governor having the right by proclamation at any
timo before the twenticth day of December, one thousand nine hundred,
todirect that in the public interest the entrance and channel described

30 in section one of the Principal Act shall be formed to a depth of
twenty feet at low tide in lieu of the channel deseribed in such section
one. And the corporation shall, within four years from the date of
such proclamation, form the said entrance and channel to the said
depth of twenty feet:

30 Provided always that the sum of ten thousand pounds deposited Provieo as regarda
by the corporation with the Colonial Treasurer on the twenticth day depost in Tressury.
of December, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-seven, shall be
retained by him as a security for the due completion of the work as
in the Principal Act as amended or in the said proclamation appointed,

40 notwithstanding anything in the proviso tosection one of the Iliawarra
Harbour and Land Corporation Act Amendment Act of 1893, which
proviso is hercby extended in conformity with this Act. Such deposit
shall not be liable to forfciture until the time hercin or by the said
proclamation appointed for the completion of the work. And should

45 the entrance and cbannel be not formed as aforesaid, all harbour rights
and
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and privileges acquired by the said corporation under the Principal
Act, the Amending Act, and hy this Act, may be declared null and void.
And all reclaimed land shall revert to the Crown. And the said
deposit of ten thousand pounds shall be liable to forfeiture : Provided

b that section one of the Principal Act shall be read and construed as if
the term mentioned in such section had been ten years from the
commencement of the said Principal Act instecad of seven years as
therein mentioned.

6. This Act may for all purposes be cited as the ¢ Illawarra short ¢:tlo.

10 Harbour and Land Corporation Act Further Amendment Act of 1898,”
and shall be deemed to be incorporated with and construed as part
of the said Illawarra Harbour and Iand Corporation Act of 1890,
which Act is hereinbefore called the Principal Act, and of the said
Illawarra Harbour and Land Corporation Act Amendment Act of 1895.







