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ﬂn]hm 1883, No. 3607 W., Pustic WoRks.
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,;'1.! o 7 - -
o register of works is posted to end of Beptemaber for all works, the posting for

monthly stook scoounts are in order and up to date. Though Form No. 12 is
submitted by the subordinate in charge of the stock of the division, which is kept in
e Government briokfialds, the half-yearly register i§ not taken up for preparation till
£ each half-year. The E‘oatmg of this, and also the half-yearly return of tools and
thould be done monthly, The returns for the past half-year have been completed.
 Mocount of brick-manufacture, referred to in paragraph 7 of last report, has been
m& commencement of the official year, the value at debit of ** materials at gite '
pevious account having been adjusted by transfer to the current account. 'T'he amount
 for the present o tion is Re. 28,017, and against this an expenditure of Rs. 25,179
, to end of Oectober, while the value of outturn aggregates Rs. 32,389. The
@l. ,180) at credit will, it is stated, be covered by the cost of construction of sheds at
1 " All other books and accounts examined are in order. The irregularities pointed out n
report have received attention.
~ 12. The office is in good order.
(3 AR
: w f0td from the Examiner of Public Works Accounts, Madras, dated 12th
pi P 3 v December 1883, No, 981.

17th December 1883, No. 3607 W., Public Works.

" Communicated to the Consulting Architect to Government.
d 2.'1?1!0 pay of the two draftsmen referred to may continue to be charged to the
. Post and Telegraph office building, on the understanding that they have been
-engaged specially for the work and will be discharged on its completion. The atten-
tion of the Consulting Architect is, however, called to paragraph 1090 of the Public
Works Code, under which the previous sanction of the Chief Engineer should have
‘been obtained in the case of the draftsman drawing over Rs. 25 per mensem.

' (True Extract.)

(Signed) J. SHAW-STEWART, Colonel, R.E,,
Seeretary to Govt., P.W.D.

{  the Consulting Architect to Government.
", Examiner, Public Works Accounts.
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Jui 84, 1 1800 W., Pustac Works

: -l""w‘ eannot l“"h' thinking th wo was not fully laid before him, It A p
MB in Madras 1,000 bags ‘ vhi B agreed to pack in bags and
= J It 80 u‘”'lh pe r " 151, -\\ t anime \\'ri"}l ‘!1 “Il" ';..u‘\» W tl
in part paid for it, and if I h his to 8 ”i” subsequent ot My, Ohish
it b0 A resoldit to U or | y the Grovernms Solicitor would not say the proces mensured more 1
illg was me:rl_\' one of failure of contract, towards W b L 4
such 18 really the law of the case, |
at the same fime I am constrain
law pontrary to the dictates of «
Had I boen in Madras
should have sent Mr. |
smntlings h} any ag

, : hla four
'h A had paid an advance | louble jourt
suffer for my ignorance of th Medsuring
. . . Al ¥ E "“’ t
( the first time 1 have fo ity AROWIGE L5

| in the delivery of the s

ith orders to comvert the wi

eom B. BARCLAY, Ksq., Government Solicitor, Madras, to the Sect

9
Government

No. 246.

as
Ootacamund, dated 2nd M:

1 beg to acknowledg

' g to ledge recei] Public Werks Department, dated
ultimo; No. 37 E., with 1t

8. There seems to be g0 el tv as to the actual facts of the ease
Megsrs. Mansfield, Bremn: . - oust last vear I was infor:
the then Officiating Consulting Ar hit vernment that the original purchass
fimber was 1,750 eubie e y tons), ‘ wor cuhie foot, amounting to Rs. ¢
aud that the total quantit ‘ {4-13-0-7-10, amounting in val
Rs. 2,386G-6-1, leaving a bal: f ] 9-11, the equivalent ot 1735 tons
Wl'Onght and deliver d, due ; and ol . . $ Re. 2,.865-9-11, 1 demanded pa

ment from Messrs. Manstic iremner and Comy n the 13th Auguast last,
8. 1 his letter, of 19th Mar : . 35. Mr. Chisholm says (paragrapl
% My Tennon went to Pondicherry, s ( narked the timber, so that he coul gy | ‘
identify it, meas wed it with Mr. Manst , r supposed owner, the bil! of o A : 113“'_”,"‘
sale was made out, the money pa ‘ | delivery taken.” < Mr Chisholm therefore [ R rs. Manshield,
argues that the timber, the W e | ‘ ! , thereupon became the property ol : v ‘ ' : i"""?‘.‘.'”““fvi
Government, and possibly he 18 rig 1 ‘o the tirme the timber was delivered, it was ' e I‘,A,Liv;t',; l;
the property ol Messrs. Mansfield, Dremner a 1d To the best of my recolle . : i :' ll‘.lb
ti*)[], however, for 1 have not Now ULt orrespod nce - before me, ‘._‘hn. timber was the ‘ - : -_1 .‘-(” 'll! t'
property of a native and had not been paid for Dy XLEsSIS. Mansfield, Bremuer and R ' ',A;u'{'in“t'{:;f
(__'.nlnpau}" snd it this 18 correct t prop sriy 10 the LIIIJ"H"[ never }a:{r»?d I,‘:. (overn- ‘ Ll U ‘ ¢ 1 U
ment as it was not in Messrs. Mar <field. Bremner and Company to. give, unless, as is -
hardly likely, it had been sold and delivered to them upon credit. If, however, the tim- ! i M ne, and if Govern-
ber was not Messrs., Mansfi 1d. Bremner and Comj any’s &l the time it was supposed f ‘ i ; furnished again
hawe been delivered to Government, and VeTTIIn¢ nt Z'A“:H',il'.'}“: ed by the person wh Wi he corresj > v";_tm”‘l}v took
presented the bill for payment to pay I r the full w‘w‘;:;ni of tunber on the representa- lace when he w o t1 1"‘”““ was Ihn
tion that it had all been delivered, the person who miade such representation ! property of Mes f not, whose 1t Was,
induced such payment coul | be proseculed for el ating. f, on QUP other hand, 1t ana whethe ! ) it was to be cut up
could be p{'i)“;?(fthéﬂ when the delivery was ma le to H«’ﬂ‘fzr‘ﬂljx:nh the 1%]“35,’-1‘ did
belong to Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner and Company, and that it was am»hm] by the
Sirmn to their uwn purposes, the me iber of th mn;'wlm 80 used the timber, or &o
authorized its use, could be prose cuted fo criminal misappropration. | -
4. T think, however, gpeaking from my \.‘Pe~fll(‘f:ti(m“0f UJ\"(ﬁ)l‘l‘CSI)LT!)d(f.n(:(?. that g : g "“‘_')'7\.“'1\‘;“11‘.18‘ datled
Mr. Chisholm’s contention that the timber was actually d‘i““"“"‘l is not quite borne out. ¥ : aras,
Mr. Chisholm is no doubt supp srted by the bill for the timber ui-.‘fhe bill shows 1,750
eubio feet of teakwood :;121J1x7‘1~-(1 in current monti (.,\'I:p,'\:h 1889), l.t WF{HM»IM* of n reply t ‘ > honor to request ‘that for
importance to see whether the corre ﬁp‘,»m’;:_,z"n_”: be"rrs‘fhis (;mt. I‘ don’t thmk it does 1@ future vonr N nt 1eceipts at the time Fhat
myself, and it is a curious fact that the ".‘t'!‘t..'lflv':‘.‘ztlf at foot of the bill, to the effect that th X s deli . stnotory. s that afortn. ht
the claim for the price of the timber, Rs. 5,290, 18 correct, f"ﬂd that th(’_ I_“'c_ltmiffls have should be alle ranted, and we cannot PPMI__IY
heen received and are of good quality, has not been signed by the S“b'dl"lsmr{al officer, tween the time of dehvem:g
as was evidently intended, and as one would have «,-xg':'ected. to have been done if the tim-
ber had been actually delivered There is also another ClIrcumsiance that tells against

L33

W 3. B A | lings ean be deficient in length as

B Rt cavotullv ot We would further remind you thiwk i n
1081 arerut l : v K B . Y- .
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30t Juny 1884, No. 1850 W,, Posure Works.

. (ompany wirote 1o
Mr. Mansfield. We are therefore mueh surprised that you should have cause to reje 70 ‘tons M
so much of it

) i.' 1t
L'l"‘{)h aftice, an
3. We think if you will refer again to our Mr: Bremner's letter of yesterday’s dat entire eguir

you will find that you were not asked to return rejections, We shonld feel very mucl propenty wt Lot
obliged if you would kindly answer our letter of the 23rd, as it is very evident that .
when we last sent our man for rejected pieces the wrong ones were delivered to hio

4. Our Mr. Bremner will inspect the rejections on the last lot delivered thi:
evening at 5 ».x. if quite convenient to you,

B » : T 1 ’a a1l y L2 ¢+ ¢

8. By this evening’s mail we are instructing our Manager to be most careful
selecting the logs, and you mey rest assured that we shall do all in our power to give
you satisfaction ; at the same time we are disappointed to find that the very tumbe:
passed by you is now being rejected as unfit for use, T

“ Ao B A
No. 675 G.D.

: Submitted to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, with reference
his memorandum, No. 91 E., dated 6th May 1884,

DOWLAISHWERAM, (Signed)  P. MONTGOMERIE, Lieut.-Col., R.E.,

5th June 1884, Superintending }:In;-.':i.x.:cw,'[ Uirel

¥rom E. BARCLAY, Esq., Government Bolicitor, Madras, to the Secretary t

Government, Public Works Department, Ootacamund, dated 7th July 1884,
No, 340.

I beg to acknowledge receipt of the Order of Government, Public Works Depart:
ment, dated 19th ultimo, No. 295 E., and the documents therein specified relating t
the claim against the late firm of Messrs. Mausfield, Bremner and Company. '

2. 1 have perused again the copy correspondence which passed, and the more it
is read the more confused the matter seems to become.

3. On the 8th March 1883, Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner and Company wrote
Mz, Lennon that they could guarantee to supply him with 100 tons Moulmein teak in
seanflings at Rs. 3-10-0 per cubie foot delivered at his works complete by the 31st
idem and that they would give him 8 quotation for logs the next nun:'nin,';: " The next
day they wrote Mr, Lennon offering to supply Moulmein teak in logs at Rs. 160 per
ton delivered at his works in scantlings Rs. 181-4-0 per ton (Rs 3-10-0 per cubic
foot),  As appears from Mr. Chisholm’s letter of 9th March 1833 to Mr. Lennon, the
former refused to give the prices named and inquired of the latter what quantity of
wood was procurable at Rs. 165 per tonm in soantlings. This letter Mr. Lenuon said. tim]
appears to have shown Mr. Bremner, for, on the 10th March, lie writes Mr. Lennon ! g Fraie o iy No doubt this was
returning Mr. Chisholm’s letter and stating that his firm are walling to supply the ‘ g | oot Nepuly letter of 20th
timber in scantlings at Rs, 165 per ton. On the 10th March, Mr. Lennon wrote the o S g e . Mansfield, Bremmner
Consulting Architect that he, Mr. Lennon, was unable to procure teak timber in scant- e ik Hrle s no evidence to show
lings at Rs. 165 per ton, This seems inconsistent with Mr. Bremner’s letter of same AR ok w the resale and very
date, but possibly Mr. Lennon wrote his letter before receiving Mr. Bremner’s, B ot -pondence negatiyes the

4. 'About this time it appears from Mr. Lennon’s letter of 80th May 1884 to the Ay g i peaks of MR PANIESEE
Officer in charge Central division, God4vari, that Mr. Lennon went down to Pondi- CEgR (“ o L8 : \
cherry to inspect and report upon certain logs of teak timber said to be there for sale AR g ; “ht to it, in their 11@“;@1- of
by Messrs, Mansfield, Bremner and Company, and met .Mr. Mansfield there. The Lt M ‘]'\””' 2 A ield, Bremmer QD@ Company
timber, Mr. Jennon believes about 165 tons, was pointed out fo him by Mr _"}“f“‘ e it AL 750 cubic feet of M?ulmeln
Mansfield, who, Mr. Lennon says, pointed out not only what did belong to the firm, “1‘ s ks S ; in the remark made i para=s
but also some that did not. The timber shown to Mr. Lennon (I presume that said ‘ " call ( i peiens +ificate at foot of the blll! to
to belong to the firm) was, he says, of very good quality, seasened and much in exeess (‘f”w t " SRR e e} . correct mxd that the Ir.xa_te.nals.
of the quantity he required. On returning to Madras, Mr. Lennon reported results to "ﬁ“,‘ iy llt ™ 1’_“‘ e heen signed by the sub-divisional
Mr. Chisholm, and after that interview Mr. Lennon says ke understood everything 'T\:'& N s g o R ST it when a man 18 prosecuted on
(what ?) was arranged. On the 19th March 1883, Messrs, Mansfield, Bremner and o L e e S A
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18ra Avevsr 1884, No. 2029 W., Pusure Works.
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= 6. If the Government will kindly sanction the purchase of the property, 1 fully
< i ankieipate that its cost can be paid off in 6 years, or even less, by savings in manufac-
R ture, &o. The annual savings may be thus shown :—
RS,
30,00,000 bricks at a saving of Re. 1 per 1.000 3,000
15,00,000 of tiles df, df,’f pilsRl e Ay 1,500

s , e 4,500
Timber, 10,000 cubio feet, st annas 2 per cubie foot .. 3 1,»250

5,750

uomovor,. if the purchase of Mr. Coleman’s house be sanctioned, it will not be
necessary to build the omce sanctioned in Public Works +.0., No. 868 W, dated 31st
March 1884 (the erection of which has been parposely delayed), and Rs, 2,010 will
here be also saved. '
And 1 purpose one of my subordinates living in the upper-story of the honse
whereby the house-rent he now draws of Rs. 10 or 15 per mensem (or Rs. 120 or 180
- iyear), according to his rank, will be saved to Government. And, lastly, there are
mangoe frees on the property which realise Rs. 90 per annum by the sale of their fruit.
. 1+ 'L beg, thercfore, on the pleas that the property is uffgently required by us, that
its cost s reasmmbl'e, and that savings will (consequent on its acquirement) be effected
whel'eb.)y 1ts eost will be paid off within a measurable time,—on these grounds I beg
respectiully to urge its purchase for Rs. 28, 600.

8. The plans of the building show their proposed utilisation.

Office note from the Examiner of Public Works Accounts, dated 5th July 1884, No 258,
from the Consulting Architect to Government, dated 14th July 1884, No. 579.

ORbER—dated 18th August 1884, No. 2029 W., Public Works.

In the circumstances as explained by the Consulting Architect, the Government
sanction the purchase of Mr. Coleman’s house and ground in conneetion with the
Government brickfield at Madras. The price of the property has been fixed at
Rs. 28,000, of which Ra. 16,000 represent the value of the portion required for brick-
field operations, and should be charged to * Stock,” sub-head “ Land and Kilns.” The
cost of the house and portion of ground to be used as a storeyard and werkshop is

ble to “ Provineial, Original Works, Civil Buildings.” An appropriation of
Rs. 12,000 to meet this outlay has been made in separate proceedings.

2. The purchase-money will be disbursed after the deed of conveyamce, to be

approved by the Government Solicitor, has been duly executed.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. SHAW-STEWART, Colonel, R.E.,
Secretary to Govt.,, P.W.D.

_ To the Consulting Architect to Government.
: Examiner, Public Works Accounts.
Government Solicitor.

T TR

l_ . Exd, E. Fernandez.
pare Copies




JUILDINGS AND ROADS,
CIVIL WORKS.

Gobt. of (1884) FHadras.

PUBLIC WORKS.

Dated August, 1RiA,

AREOO'. EM’-

G.0., 18th Aug. 1884, No.2029 W.

AUGUST.

Mr. G. D. Coleman’s House

Sanctioning the purchase of — and ground
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