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14ta Fesruary 1884, No. 396 W., Pusuic Works,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC WORKS:+DEPARTMENT.

General.
Establishment,

Riap—the following papers:

Extract from a letter from the (‘(,>nS};11?)lllgT le(fcl'ljtect to Government, dated 25th
October 1883, No. 907,

« Ttem No. 4.—Bxplanation was sent witll letter, No, 528, dated 9th August 1883, A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.

——

N VINCEN' 1q ficiatir onsulti ’
From C. VINCENT, Esq., ()]Lﬁ(,l‘l;mg CL)}\111t111g Architect to Government, to
L Tt Eagincer, Bublio Warks' Department, dated Chepak, 9th August
1883, No. 528.
T have the honor to report the following circumstances,
: 5 antitv of teakw Seantlnsa e \
9. In March last, a large quantity of tes “r‘ 00(1‘.~c.autl-1uga being required for the
pew post and telegraph offices, som
One letter. tenders for the s € y Some
g S 1€ ,\._une, on the Pil‘l‘t of the R
of Meossrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and (,,Oml_)a}:g, \}Jex‘e submitted to Mr. Chisholm by
. Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in ;
* Totter of March 9th. Jinta. chty L bordinate in imme-
diate charge of the works., The rioxih
originallv named was high, but cvell‘flulll}":xll agreement was arrived at to pay Rs 1 65
per ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; b}& although Messrs. Mansfield an a
Company agreed to deliver the timber by tbre end of March, they seem to have been %
:mmediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following lette
e D o P
Mr. Chisholm :— 3 ‘

« Referring to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on
account of the new post and ’{f,‘lf‘g‘l‘ill’ll offices, we now haye the honor to apply to you for an
advance on this purchase, and in return for t]lli we ¢ > to_give you entire control e quan-
tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to be delivered in scantlings
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph of » 8

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them#hat ¢ the Code lays down a rule that

no advanees of any kind can be made -2

+ Letter of March 20th. but 1'10 suggested the following way of
meeting the difficulty :—

¢ Mr, Lennon to measure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity. I can then
purchase it at'a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to you, log by
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.”

r to

log, at the same rate, to be

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennonavent down to Pondicherry, wired on
March 21st—¢ Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on bill of
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter;” and a cheque for Rs. 5,25
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 8 per cubic foot. This bill Was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th
I made inquiries regarding the va,ri()},lS contracts in hand, and was shown some timbex,'
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansfield and Company had sent in;
but great delay in carrying on the work soon beepming apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an intervieW with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras, Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr. Bremner much ghout the en gagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the exeeution of 4 stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This wes executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the seantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 260 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement wag pot fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must he exacted. This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balance

of the original advance of Rs, 5.9 ing been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished. S havingbo y i

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, they requested me o give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inquiries T haq made, I judged that the commercial standing of
the firm was not of the highest, T yefused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to
consent to any further delay; and I have now the honor to report that I propose to

place the matter in the hands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction
to that course.

10. Such are the circumstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, I
will only add that it is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
the first instance. In fact, I might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. From the
fact of the firm requiring an advance Dmerely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield %nd
Compz}ny to effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
In any case it was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr, Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwise disposed of.

. 11. Tt is possible that the fitm gye anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
but they are very small people, and I think legal pressure must be brought to bear on
them, the more so that, if they have not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinetly been guilty of dishonesty.

12. In any case the ciréumstanees have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantlings has caused gerjous delay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, though inevitable, is much to my vegret; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfaetory amngeménts with regard to the timber supply.

v
—

From C. VINCENT Esq., Officiatineg Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the ’Chief" Eng‘}zﬁel:g]?,ublic Works Department, dated Chepik,
30th October 1883, No, 914, -

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
1 Contract agreement. ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

L e d ‘ correspondence that passed between this
Tréspondence. * office and Mr. Bremner, of the defaulting
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. ¢

2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but it
is extremely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

E—

From Maior J. L. L. MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
‘ men%, to the Chief Enginéer, Public Works Departhnt, dated Chepik, 4th

February 1884, No. 1459.

T have the honor to enclose, for information and orders of Government, copy of
this office letter, No. 1426, dated 25th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
Madras, and his reply thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvency of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

9. The amount due by the firm, viz, Rs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

Solicitor, to the Secretary to Gov.
BARCLAY, Esq. Government ) e Secretary to Government
FromPI‘lllblic Works bepar:tment, dated Madras, 7th February 1884, No. 82.

ur memorandum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., T beg to inform
you {}leatr eII)l);nio vzz;)tching the crimipal charges against Mr. Bremner. Theghearing of
these charges has, however, been adJoul-ned to next .nllo-nth. o
9. T can see no ground for Government bringing a criminal charge against
Mr. Bremner., His case is merely one of breach of contract by fallmg: to deliver
certain timber his firm had contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had
been paid in advance. The fact that some of _the tnpber was dehvered,aceordmg to
contract would negative any idea of a eriminal mtent-lon on Mr. Bremner’s part when
he obtained the advance from the Government Architect.

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works,

The papers above recorded have referenc‘e_to a tmn§action entered into by the
Consulting Architect to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
Bremner, and Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
The facts of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as follow.

9. In March 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
new post and telegraph office at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
by Mr. Chisholm from the firm of Mansfield, Bl'i?mner, and Company.

3. That firm were, however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
time and applied to Mr. Chisholm for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. Asthe
rules’ of the Public Works Code preclude such afivancqs being made, Mr. Chisholm

ed to purchase from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-
2%:;. - which was to be sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
Z’ On the 21st March, Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
Pondiéherry whence he wired to Mr. Chi!sholm as follows :—* Have measured up 70
tons, please ’pay for 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque
for ﬁf 5.250 was thereupon sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a
bill for s,,ignature, providing for the sale of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting

Architect. -
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5. Tt would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased.  Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35 ;
tons were specially identified ang separated from the bulk.

6, To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire contyg] over the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these |
were converted into scantlings anq dejivered at the works at Madras ; but it would ) i
appear that the logs thus converteq yweye not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield ‘
and Company, as agreed upon, Such an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed

transaction. The firm thus haq entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Woy

ks Department, and made away with the. rest. The

security which Mr, Chisholp had in yiew, by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and

the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to ansfield e Company resolved itself into an advanee,

with no security whatever, Tpe advance was worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386,

being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs, 2,864 still unadjusted.
8. The present repres

entat e firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, criminal prosecution by ggvgiet};ersons for other alleged malpracticgs. The
Government Solicitor has been watching the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil suit ultimately, The assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by

overnment in connection with the case above detailed.

9. The papers will be forward r. Chisholm, for such explanation as he ma

have to offer; and he will be re;fets‘:e% to show cause W_hy he should not be held
personally liable for any logs which Government may sustain.

(True Extract.)

(Signe d) J.SHAW-STEWART, Celonel, R.E.,
Secretary to Govt., P.W.D.

i

RPN

To R. F. Chisholm, Esq., Consulting A yehitect to Government,

(through the India Office).
»» the Acting Consulting Axchitect o Government. % ™

Exd. E. Fernandey, ) ; :
Spare Copies ;




GENERAL.
ESTABLISHMENT.

Goft. of (1884) FH adrus.

PUBLIC WORKS.

Dated February, 14th.

Reed. Enel.

G.0., 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
- and Company

Mr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be

‘held personally liable for any loss which

Government may sustain thereby.

-

M e

T R R G A

AAAAAAAAA,

14ta Fesruary 1884, No. 396 W., Pusric Worxs.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment,

REeap—the following papers :—

Extract from a letter from the Consulting Architect to Government, dated 25th
October 1883, No. 907,

« Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent Wl‘gl,l letter, No. 528, dated 9th Au gust 1883, A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded. _

———

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Oﬂiciating Consulting Architect to B s s
the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chopak, 9th zrlll éu o
1883, No. 528.

1 have the honor to report the following circumstances,

9. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the

One letter. ?ev:rl Post and telegraph offices, some

enders for the same, on the part of the firm

of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr, Chisholn: by
* Tetter of March 9th. Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in imme-

diate charge of the works, i
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to paq;h(fa{s?ilgg
per ton for the scantlmgs Wrougl}t and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
Company agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
Mr. Chisholm :— i . 2 o At R B
« Referring to the purchase o ons Moulmein teak made

account of the g‘new postlz)md telegraph offices, we now have the hon}g gr;lplg.int,o I;%I:lnfo(:; Zﬁ
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-
tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which s to be delivered in scantlin
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.” o3

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that  the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made :”
but 1_16 suggested the following way :)f
Tennon ¢ the timber at P Gonang L e

« Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in .
purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back It'zyyou’ log by logea%ﬁgtlsayﬁle f-:t:n ttglix;
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.” )

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, wired on
March 21st—* Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on l’)ill of sils
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter;” and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill Was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,

I made inquiries regarding the various contracts in hand, and was shown some timbex
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansfield and Company had sent in;

+ Letter of March 20th.

_ but great delay in carrying on the work s00D becoming apparent, T made further

inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an ipterw?w with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr, Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentlema i 1
) n had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr, Bremner much about the engagements’ into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuge In promises, but as these did not result in much. I

. g‘id at last to ms(llst OI.II the execution gf a stau;ped agreement to supply the scant]inés.
IIS was exemlzte on tune 8th, and Mesgrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them.-.

se 5’92 to supply one-half of the Scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs, 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement Was not fylfilled, and, accordingl |
) : - gly, on July 17th, after
l(izpea?id Wa;'m;lg_:,dl gave the firm formal notice that it was cuncelle({; that their
2 p;)g;mw;s G(:)rv :1 ed, atr;xd that the Immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
ofy < T finmen must be exacted. This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balance
ginal advance of Rs, 595 having been met by the value of the scantlings

furnished.

good S{hel;f edﬁeil;l. p}l)ia;d:g for delay, and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make

to an inquir th:e - - the 5th pasgeq without any payment being made, and, in reply

bills of ladix};:r ofy{; equested me o give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the

s e 5 ome produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
nable them to obtaiy the necessary advance of funds.

the ﬁrmlz;lz:tsaxs{o?g;ntﬁquguﬁes I had made, I judged that the commercial standing of
consent to any further deli ye:‘“gnl refused, in the létter of which I attach a copy, to

place the matter in the hands o¢ d T have now the honor to report that I propose to

to that course,

will 31?1')7 S;;(lil :lf:tti};e- crrcumstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, I
the first instance I 18 fI‘mfor'cun.at:e no regular agreement was made with the firm in
from them, and e:s . HJCt’ L mlght'go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
fact of the; e rep ecially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. From the
bring the latter to lcslg[uléing an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
the ;rOpert of fh f?rmas’ 1t may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
Company R feot o who o 0d that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield and
made in forei ne (;;ea ‘Z ole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
In any case 11%'; wasrn Orgi ulndo_llbtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
the arrangement mz{)(ll‘:cbleaﬁy Impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
They ha g ontizy o Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
ever, [ un%erstan 3 hee egﬁltml over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
toraive age Belivery of 1 taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing

e eavery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that

either the whole of the wood never dj if it di
undelivered has now been otherwige lgi:;éggg ;fq. i e B b e

11. Tt is possible that the firm g i iqui i
‘ re anxious to liquidate the claim of Government
but they are yer, y small people, and I think legal pressure must be brought to bear 01;

them, the more so that, if the i ioi
» 1 they have not gt Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinetly beep guilty of dishones{y. 4

o 112;;11111 any case the circumstanceg haye been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
telgp Y heof;fanthngs Jhas caused serioys delay to the progress of the new post and
= grap ces. This, though Inevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I

the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction

Ve now made other and satisfactory grrangements with regard to the timber supply.

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of

Madras, to the Chief i : k s ;
30th October 1883, Ngllggll;lfaer, Public Works Department, dated Chepilk,

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
1 Contract agreement. ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

1 Book of correspondence, correspondence that passed between this
office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting

Sl i o L S iy
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. : :
2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August

9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but it
is extremely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

————

. : iating Consulting Architect to Govern-

Maior J. L. L. MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architec

Fromme]?t:)io the Chief Enginéer, Public Works Departmgnt, dated Chepilk, 4th
February 1884, No. 1459.

lose, for information and orders of Government. copy of
this ({fgl}gg elg}tzrl,ml[\}(:)l: jlc?i??él,c dated 25th J anuomily 1884, to the Government ’Solir()zsirtor,
Madras, and his reply thereto, No. 66, dated g th January 1\884, on the subject of the
insolveney of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and (.Jompany.
9. The amount due by the firm, viz., Rs. 29863-9-11, 18 now shown as an advance
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

5

. licitor, to the Secretary to G
LAY, Esq., Government So y to the Secretary to Government
F romPI%b]%ié%gOI'ks f) e;gr;ment, dated Madras, 7th February 1884, No. 82. f

emorandum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform

o {]I;atr e?{mgo gﬁtﬁfﬁg the crimir}’al charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
these charges has, however, been i s By e o 5%

9 T can see no ground for Government bringing a criminal charge against

Mr Bremner. His case is merely one of'‘breach of contract by faxlmg to deliver

‘tain timber his firm had contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had

g d in advance. The fact that some of the timber was delivered according to

foesg-a%ilwsuld negative any idea of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when

he obtained the advance from the Government Architect.

Orprr—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

apers above recorded have reference to a transaction entered into by the
Consgll;iengqﬁll:?zhitect to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
Bremner l-;md Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
The facts’i of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as follow.

9. Tn March 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
ks d telegraph office at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
by Mr. Chisholm ct)’rom the firm of Mansfield, Br(?mner, and Company. .

9. That firm were, however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
ti u'nd anplied to Mr. Chisholm for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. As the

mlw, af thg I)Public Works Code preclude such advances being made, Mr. Chisholm
e ess td urchase from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-
agref Wh{zh was to be sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
ea On the 21st March, Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
ke t: 06 l;e wired to Mr. Chisholm as follows :—¢ Have measured up 70
& efnor 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque
nt to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a
r the sale of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
duly signed and returned to the Consulting

new post an

Pondicherry,

tons, please pay
for Rs. 5,250 was thereupon se

bill for signature, providing for
at Rs. 3 p%r cubit,: foot. This bill was

Architect.
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9. It would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber Which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were 'paid for : and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified anq separate’d from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire eont . ogs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings :(;lldotlil]'igzédgat 5&;0 works at Madras ; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon.  Sych gn arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment gt Pondicherry to, carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus haq entire control over the timbers; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr, Chisholmy had in vigw by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfie]q and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever, The advance was worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representaf; firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, criminal prosecﬁtion If?rmggvgieﬂ;rsons’ for other alleged malpractices. The
Government Solicitor has been Watchine the case on behalf of Government, _w1th a view
to a eivgl suit ultimately, The assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by
overnment in connection with the case above detailed. o : h

9. The papers will be . Chisholm, for such explanation as he may

have to Oﬁef;Pan g Wﬂloava:;i(fgets(;elgio show cause w}ly he should not be held

personally liable for any loss which (Goyernment may sustain.

(True Extract.)
e SHAW-STEWART, Celonel, R.E.,
(Signed) J.SH _ Seoretar’y to Govt.,, P.W.D,

To R. F. Chi ing Archi o
i, Toa, Oonslitng Arvitod o Comrmment o Ot

» the Acting Consulting Architect to Government.

Exd. E. Fernandez.
Spare Copies
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FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Manéﬁeld, Bremner,
and Company

Mr. Chisholm ealled upon for

nation as he may have topgﬁer re:ziﬁizxpll:;
transactions with — for the supply ofgtimé
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which

Government may sustain thereby.,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment,

Reap—the following papers :—

tter from the Consulting Architect to Government, dated 25th
Sammab et T ST ’

«Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent with lotter, No, 528, dated 9th August 1883. A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.” -

——

iating Consulting Archit
. VINCENT, Esq. Oﬁiclatlng g Architect to Government, to
From O hief Engineer, Bublic Works Department, dated Chepak, 9th. Auguot
- 1883, No. 628.

I have the honor to report the following circumstances,

large quantity of teakwood scantlings beine requi
9. In March last, a large q Row Dokt mid bl ired for the

egraph office
One letter. tenders for the same, ogn tlIJ)e part Ofst’hesf(;?ﬁ
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisholm by

Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in ;
* Letter of March 9th. diate charg(; BE it e Tlﬁe m;gge
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165

per ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
Company agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
Mr. Chisholm :— ]

« Referring to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on
account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have the honor to apply to you for an
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-

tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to be delivered in scantlings
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.”

3, In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that ¢ the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made 2

+ Letter of March 20th. but he suggested the foll owing way of

meeting the difficulty :—

« Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity. I can then

purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to Jou, log by log, at the same rate, to be
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement,

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, wired on
March 21st—¢ Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on bill of sale
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter;” and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, tOgethe.r with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill Was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,
T made inquiries regarding the various contracts in hand, and was shown some timber
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe'ld and Company had sent in ;
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becpmmg apparent, 1 made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an interview with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, T believe,
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr, Bremney much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profyge In promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the Cxecution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June Sth, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of thy Scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16}, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement yqq not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the jimmediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must be exacted. This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balance

of ﬂ}:hzléi.giﬂal advance of Rs, 9,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings

8. 'Ijhe firm pleaded for deIay, and I accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5 Passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an 1nquiry, they requesteq e to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
blll-s of lading of ‘some produce gp the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable thein to obtain the necessary advance of funds,

I had made, I judged that the commercial standing of
t, I refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to
ay;and I have now the honor to report that I propose to
ds of the Goyernment Solicitor, and to request your sanction

9. But as, from in uiries
the firm was not of theqhighes
consent to any further ge]
Place the matter in the han

+ to that course,

will (}I?]'y S:;él ,f;:tt.he. Cireumi’:tances of the case. In the way of comment on them, T

s 1t 1s unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
the first instance, In fact, T might g, sogfar as {t;o say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of logg lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. From the
fact of the firm Tequiring an advance l-)merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
Prmg the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the Property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield {md
Company to effect o Whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being

:l[nade in fore.ign territor}j undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
0 any case it was Practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
the arrangement made by M

_ I. Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
ever, I understand, been taken » and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wooq 1ever did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwige disposed of.

11 It is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
?hu:mthey are very small people, and T think legal pressure must be brought to bear on
)

the more so that, if they have pot at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinetly beey, 'guilty of dishonesty.,

supply the scantlings has cay tances have :

sed gep delay to the progress of the new ost and
telegraph offices, This, though inseenous - T g

vitable, is much to my vegret; but, I may add, I
Ve now made other and satisfactory arran,gements with regard to the timber suppiy.

From C. VINCENT, Es »» Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the Chief’ pLiCiAt08 o

nei Public Works Department, dated Che ik
30th October 1883, No, g 1" e ey
As promised in my letter, Ny, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
‘ ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

} gﬁﬁfﬁ‘}t oﬁf,'g':;i’&f;m corre:spondence that passed between this

: office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting
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firm of Messrs. Mansﬁeld; Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. : '

2. These papers, taken in connectionthth my letter to you, No. 528, of August

: l : se

: lete statement of the case.
9th, ;881?:},1 folrzeacszfil}l)ues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Governmez} :
Soliciton azdc ?\Z[r Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but (llt
iLsoe;ilzren’lely impx:obable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

———

: NT, R.E., Officiating Consulti‘ng Axrchitect to Govern-
s Mﬁjtortg .t%é%]?i%a?%:gineer, Public WOI‘ES Department, dated Chepik, 4th
ment,

February 1884, No. 1459. i s e : f
: for, information and orders of Government, copy ©0
: - 1'1 A hog:m {ng 0132(z:ed0125th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
this moﬁlce (llel';t.er;e 10. the;et,o, No. 66, dated 30th J anuary 1884, on the subject of the

M?dlms’ca?of tllie ﬁll)n); of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.
e \‘r)enT)h mount due by the firm, viz, RS 2,863-9-11 is now shown as an advance

2. The a
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

ernment Solicitor, to the Secretary to Government,
FromPE.bl?é%‘(rl(f;ﬁfbfggr‘;niﬁ, dated Madras, 7th Pebruary 1884, No, 82,
u

dum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform
<l y g;;;g;rﬁﬁza;-i;in’al charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
oy l?aro-es has, however, been a(lJourned B .mo.n i ks i
these charg ) round for Government bringing a criminal charge against
24 T oan ges 10 ge is merely one of breach of contract by fa1hng to deliver
L qunlne?.h_ Ff;:mciad contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had
certain ql(iu.bel;i dirbance The fact that some of the timber was delivered according to
been paid 1 o

. ;i i
. S s

tract would negative any idea of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner part when
contr: 3 v

he obtained the advance from the Government Architect.

In reply to

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

re reference to a transaction entered into by the
. The arxl:s‘hi}gé‘ge tgec(;lc‘i'(gnﬁfgxsc, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
Consulting Ar (‘3 1 any, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
Frambet; al_ldh on;é)e g; shown by the record before Government, are as follow.
The facts of the ce 8,8 3, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
0 Mar(ihnl‘ il’ office at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
new post al}i tia ezﬂ‘z{’n the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. '
fif i e however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
e i Wiﬁ’ C(;l‘ivshﬂln’l for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. As the
bli Wo.rks Code preclude such a.dvance.s being made, Mzr. Chisholm
rules of the Puplio from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-
agreed to ZJW'C’l““t l}(;)e sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
cherry, which was to h, Mx. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
4. On the 21st Liarcvi’red to Mr. Chisholm as follows :—¢ Have measured up 70
Pondicherry, whence 3,.e )cons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A eh_eque
tons, please pay foi 9 on.sent to Messrs. Man_sﬁeld and Company together Ymth 3
fo;llzs- 5,.20&;::: tpizi?ging for the sale of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, value
bill for sig )

5 bie foot. This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting
at Rs. 3 per cubic .

Architect. ’

time, and applied to
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9. It would appear that no ken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of thIe)a timber wh?g;plie‘ﬁ?s ?urchasy;sd. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons Wwere paid for: and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identifieq and separate’d from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate Subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire contro] ov ogs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scan’dingstaglldozlill.it‘iigdgat {Leo works at Madras.; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon, Such an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment ot Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus hag entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Publie Works De artment, and made away with the rest. The
security which My, Chisholm haq jn viléw by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfie]q and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever, The adyance was worked out to the extent of Rs, 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present represeqtar: m, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, crimjll)lal prosecgtionng;nggvgethzrgns’ for other alleged malpracti_ces. The
Government Solicitor has been watchin tﬁe case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil sust ultimately. The assets gf the firm are, however, p.rol_)lematlcal, and the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a eriminal prosecution by

overnment in connection with the ease above detailed. W

9. The papers will be . Chisholm, for such explanation as he ma
have to oﬁexl') ;pand he wiliolﬁza:g;gege%iocshow cause why he should not be helg
personally liable for any loss which Goyernment may sustain.

(True Extract.)

3 AW-STEWART, Celonel R.E.
(Signed) J.8H Seoretalzy to Govzt., P."?V.D.

To R. F. Chi : ; ment,
Chisholm, Esq, Consulting Architect to gﬂ:oegh the India Office).

» the Acting Consulting Architect t, Government.

Exd. E. Fernandes.
Spare Copies
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FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

Mr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,’

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,

General,
Establishment,

Reap—the following papers :—

Extract f letter from the Consulting Architeet to Government, dated 2
xtract from a le Octobor 1883, o, 907. ment, dated 25th

“Item No. 4.—Explanation was sent Wlt’%l letter, No. 528, dated oth August 1883. A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded. ;

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govemmint. &
the Chief Engineer, P’ubhc Works Department, dated Chep 3k, Oth An {;’ust
1883, No. 528.

T have the honor to report the following circumstanceg,

o e o tenders for the same, on ttI:e part ogst’hesg:;:
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Compalrylly, were sul;mltted to Mr. Chisholm by
¥ Letter of March 9th. . Lennon,* the subordinate i .

diate charge of the works.
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to P
per ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. M
Company agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March,
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addres
Mr. Chisholm :— : ) e R |
“ Referring to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teq made
account of the g;lew postI;nd telegraph offices, we now have the ho,};{ gr;lp:[;info Iﬁ)?ln?;- gg
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire con et e s
tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to be delivered in sk o
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.” gs
3. In reply, Mr. Chisholm? informed them that ¢ the (ode lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made:”
t Letter of March 20th. but he suggested " the following way ;)f

meeting the difficulty :—
“Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity. T can then

hase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to ou, lo

ggrfgerted by you into fsca,ntling{s%r accoxgding to agreement.’y g by log, af the same rate, to be
4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, wired on

March 21st—* Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on l,)ill of sale

signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter;” anq 5 cheque for Rs. 5.250

was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic,feet

of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16t
I made inquiries regarding the various contracts in hand, and was shown Shmie. tines
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansfield anq Company had sent in;
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becpmjng apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an mtervuiw With Mr. Bremner, then the re re-
sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr. Chisholm’s fransactions had all bee n, I believe,

The price
ay Rs. 165
ansfield and
they seem to have been in
sed the following letter to
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, _left for.EngIand without
apparently telling Mr, Bremner much ahout the engagements into which he haq entered,

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse ip promises, but as these did not regy
had at last to insist on the execution of g stamped agreement to supply ¢
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company the
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment

7. But the agreement wag not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notiqe tl_lat it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining dye
by them to Government must he exacted. This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balance

of the original advance of Ry, 5,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished.

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and T accorded them up to t_he 5th instant tq make
good their debt; but, the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in rep]
to an inquiry, they requested me t, give them till the 15th instant, alleging that thy
bills of lading of some produce on the West Coast would rgaeh them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds,

9. But as, from inquiries T hagq made, I judged that the commercial
the firm was not of the highest, T refused, in the letter of which I attac
consent to any further delay ; and T have now the honor to report that

Place the matter in the hands of the Government Solicitor, and tor equest y
to that course.

10. Such are the circumstances of the case. In the way of somment on them, I
will only add that it is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firy ip
the first instance. In fact, T might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was UI}fOI‘tunate.. From the
fact of the firm requiring an advance merely to cut the lggs wto scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised i)lafl the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 6,250 OPIY ;’;ﬁ ? Messrs. Mansfielq and
Company to effect a whole or part purchase of ’fhem ; an A e "’i"golf the purchase being
made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Goverli)m_eno 28193 e{z]q 1hold over the firm,
In any case it was practically impossible—the logs emodab ](:nt lclllen*y~to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the V(;'OIQ obael (; tle firm Jog by log.
They had perforce entire control gyer the wood, 10 fe gIeTS% 1N 1ts legal sense havin
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, from the fact o I hr . remger steadily refusin
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, av:hn(t) loubt Whatever that
either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwise disposed of.

. : . iquidate the claim of @

11. Tt is possible that the firm gye anxious to liqui overnment,
but they are very small people, and T think legal pr essurehmltl)sfi be brought to bear on
them, the more so that, if they have not at P?D@mherry the balance of the origina] 70
tons, they have most distinetly been guilty of dishonesty.

12. In any case the circumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scal};tlings has caused s:ri ous delay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, though inevitable, is much to my vegret; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

It in much, 1
he scantlings,
n bound thep-

standing of

h a copy, to
| Propose to
our sanction

PR

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the ’Chis:}”Egig?;eer,g Public Wgrks Department, dated Chepik,
30th October 1883, No, 914.

As promised in my letter, No. 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-

¥ Conteact ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the
FBigk of oziree:ﬁg!&%m correspondence that passed between this
% % office and Mr. Bremner, of the defaulting
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. .
2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
for lete statement of the case.
9th, 28831’180(:;:6&05;2511; to be watched on behalf of Government by the Govemmex}:
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremuer is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; b 2 (11
is extren’lely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

———

: \ ANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Ghovern-
Fromml\gﬁoig .t%é%l?ﬁa?%éginéer, Public Works Departmznt, dated Chepik, 4th
)

February 1884, No. 1459.

se, for information and orders of Government, copy of

At g ot _hOlIiTOI‘ ;04(%1 clg?ii;dof%th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,

ilfnil i fﬁcen(lleltlti?l"epl;. the;et’o, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
in:ollva:ﬁcz;' of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

9. The amount due by the firm, viz, Rs. 2;§£3-9-11, is now shown as an advance
and (f(ﬂ.bited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

sq., Government Solicitor, to the Secretary to Government,
From}%bl?ié%\(fg;ﬁz ],Jgggr;mezl‘;? dated Madras, '}th February 1884, No. 82.

ndum, dated 6th insj;ant, No. 277 C., I beg to ipform

{11: EOII)I); n&o ng;);l};irsgrtlﬁzacrimin’al charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
Z};);e cl?afoes has, however, been adjourned to next .mo-nth. i :

8 o ground for Government bringing a criminal charge against

i . Se};isn case is merely one of breach of contract by failing to deliver

Mr. _Bl‘e_m%el 'llis firm had contracted to supply to G_overnment, and. for which thqy had

By paid ' dvance. The fact that some of the timber was dehvered,accordmg to

beet? ; piligﬁlg n‘;rrati've any idea of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when

%Znoll;lt;ined the aﬁvance from the Govercment Architect.,

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

: e reference to a transaction entered into by the

Tlh? E“Iﬁzh‘f};ize tzec((?)rlogi(ing?e‘lft, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm 'of Mansfield,
Consu tm? 1 Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
Bremner, d?(th U(,afb 3 ; shown by the record before Government, are as follow.
The facts o ; ‘bh 18,8‘3 a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the

2. In ‘\{‘ltwl o il’ Ofﬁcé’ at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
new ?S'(:J?l'uholenf?l'z’gl the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. :
& e. however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
St L ﬁ'mll twi\zr’ Chishﬂllr,l for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. Asthe
time, and aPPhe}()l_ 0 Works Code preclude such advances being made, Mr. Chisholm
rules of the Public from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-
agreed to g)l”'dmsetorb o sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
cherry, which WflS [arch. Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to

SO e, S8 Lharsvi,rexd to Mr. Chisholm as follows :—¢ Have me,f)lsured up 70
Pondicherry, whence he tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors”” A cheque
tons, plea.‘Se_ pay .foi e on sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a
for Rs. 5,250 Wz%st ere};gmo for the sale of 1,790 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
billRfo% s1§?a;:;)§é If’;gz thlis bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting
at ks. o p ke

Architect.
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9. It would appear that 10 steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. Of tl?e 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tong Were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identifieq and separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate Subject of the present correspondence,

7. The firm had entire contro] gyer the logs ly ing at P ondicherry - Some of these
were converted into scantlings ang qelivered at the works at Madras';’ but it would
appear that the logs thys converted were not actually sold back n detail to Mansfielq
and Company, as agreed upon.  Such an arrangement was, n fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment gt Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus haq entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Publje Works Department, and made away with the pest. The
security which My, Chisholy had in view by purchase of the tlm_ber, d.isappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfield and Company resolved itself into ap advance
with no security whatever, The advance was worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386
being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted

8. The present Tepresentative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoin
Madras, criming] Prosecution
Government Solicitor has bee

b
’

g, at
by private persons for other alleged malpractices, 'i‘he

: 1 Watching the case on behalf of Government, with a view

to a eivil suit ultimately. The assets of the firm are, however, problematieal, and the

Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal Foaccution by
overnment in connection ywith the case above detailed.

9. The papers will be fopy . Chisholm, for such explanation as he ma
have to offer ; and he w; be a:g;geze%io show cause why he should not he held
Personally liable for any loss which Government may sustain.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. SHAW-STEWART, Coelonel, R.E,

Secretary to Govt.,, P.W.D, :

To R. F. Chisholm, Esq., Consulting Architect to Government,

(through the India Office).
» the Acting Consulting Architect ¢, Government.

Exd. E. Fernandeg,
Spare Copies

—
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,

General.
Establishment.

Reap—the following papers :—

: from the Consulting Architect to Government dated 25th
Extract from a letter romOctober 1883, No. 907. )

“Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent with letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883, A fqll
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.

ga ." # ltin A h't
. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect
methg Chief Engineer, Public Works Depal'tment, dated C
1883, No. 528.

T have the honor to report the following circumstances,
2. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlin

new post and telegraph offices
One letter. tenders for the same, on the Bt of t’hesglt-‘;:
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisholm b

r. Lennon,* the subordinate in ; -
* Letter of March 9th. diate chargej of the works. efﬁelrgﬁge
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived gt to pay Rs. 165
per ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
Company agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
r. Chisholm :—
Mr. ‘.‘Cﬁéfl;r‘;ing to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made 1},
account of the new post and telegraph ofﬁces., b i have_th
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-

tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which s to be delivere din scantling
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.”

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that “ the (ode lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made ;”
+ Letter of March 20th. but he suggested the following way of

to Government, to
hepak, 9th August

gs being required for the

y Mr. R. P. Lennon on
e honor to apply to you for an

meefing the difficulty :—

“ Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at P_ondicherry and wire in the quantity. T can then
purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to Jou, log by log, af the same Frorghorss
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to
March 21st—*‘ Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on bill of sale
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter ;" and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, togethe.r with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,
I made inquiries regarding the various contracts In hand, and was shown some timber
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe‘ld and Company had sent P
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparent, I made furthey
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an 1pterv19;W with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,

Pondicherry, wired on
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr. Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered,

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the execution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Compz}ny then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th. A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must be exacted. This amount is Rs. 2,863-9-11, the balance

of the original advance of Rs. 5.250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished. :

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and I accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5th paséed without any payment being made, and, in reply
%o an inquiry, they requested me to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of “some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inquiries T ade, I judged that the commercial standing of
the firm was not of theqhighest, lIlax('lcfﬁsed,’ ithheOletter of which I attach a copy, to
‘onsent to any further delay ; and T have now the honor to report that I propose to

1 i S : i .
foatclfa :;h:oﬁﬁg.er 1n the hands of the Goyernment Solicitor, and to request your sanction

i 10. Buch are the circumstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, T
i ifimlty' add that it is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
e : tr}i Instance, Ig fact, I might go so far as to say that the purckase of any logs
fac;n r iﬁl’ and especially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. ~ From the
bRl Oth iaﬁrm réquiring an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
T i atte;‘ %Madr%, 1t may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
Complzlpel;;ty (;T tt e firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield and
il 5 .nyf e ei a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
- anmcagzeiltgn aerntor)j undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
s arz'an eme;; e P(I{ac{:’wally Impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
Thoy b, dg ; made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
y I I:ier orce entire control gyer the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
:Zer_, understand, been taken ; and, from the fact.of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatover that

either the whole of the wood never did bel to the fir that, if it did. the balance
undelivered has now been otherv:il;,glgi:lfoggg 01?, X Bty PR i 39

b 11. Tt is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,

ut they are very small people, and T think legal pressure must be brought to bear on
them, the more so that, if they hyye not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinetly heep guilty of dishonesty.

12. In any case the circumstapees have been most unfortunate ; for the failurs to
supply the scantlings has caused gerious delay to the progress of the new post and
telograph offices. This, though ipeyitable, is much to my regret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and Baﬁsfaatory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of

Madras, to the Chief i Public Works Department, dated Chepik
30th October 1883, N 50" iR :

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-

1 Contract agreem 5
| Bol(:k of correﬂpoflltlite;nee. correspondence that passed between this

office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting

ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the -

= 1

e e e
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded.

2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but it
is extremely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

——

From Major J. L. L. MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
ment, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik, 4th
February 1884, No. 1459.

I have the honor to enclose, for information and orders of Government, copy of
this office letter, No. 1426, dated 25th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
Madras, and his reply thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvency of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

2. The amount due by the firm, viz., Rs. 2,863-9-11, i3 now shown as an advance
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

I3

o licitor, to the Secretary to G
From E. BARCLAY, Esq., Government So - e Secretary to Government
mmPublic Works f)epariment., dated Madras, Tth February 1884, No. 82. 3

In reply to your memorandum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform
you that I am watching the eriminal charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
these charges has, however, been adjourned to next -mo'nth_

9. T can see no ground for Government bringing a criminal charge against
Mr. Bremner. His case is merely one of breach of contract by failing to_deliver
certain timber his firm had contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had
been paid in advance. The fact that some of j:he tupber was delivered according to
contract would negative any idea of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when
he obtained the advance from the Government Architect.

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

The papers above recorded have reference to a transaction entered into by the
Consulting Architect to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm .of Mansfield,
Bremner, and Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
The facts of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as follow.

9. Tn March 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
nEw p(;st and telegraph office at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
by Mr. Chisholm from the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

2 Th: however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
time v,;ngg(}tp?ﬁ t0 Mr, Chisholm for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. p.As -
rules of the Public Works Code preclude such a_dvance.s being made, Mr. Chisholm
agreed to purchase from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-
cgerry which was to be sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into 'scanthngs,
4, On the 21st March, Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
Pondicherry, whence he wired to Mr. Chisholm s follows :—« Have measured up 70
tons, please ’pay for 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.”” A cheque
for Rs. 5,250 was thereupon sent to Messrs. Man;ﬁeld and Company together with a
bill for signature, providing for the .sale of 1_,7 0 cubic feet of teak-wood, valged
at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting

Architect.



WWWAWMWWWWMMNMWWN,MMMM
4 14ra FepRyusgy 1884, No. 396 W., PusLic Worxs,
SRR W

5. It would appear that 10 steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber Which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons Were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identifieq and separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of thg transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate Subject of the present correspondence,

7. The firm had entire control over the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into Scantlings anq qelivered at the works at Madras_; but it woulq
appear that the logs thyg converted were not actually sold' back 1n detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon, Such an arrangement was, in fact, mpracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to sarry on such a completeq
transaction. The firm thus haq entire control over the timber; cut some of it jnto
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr., Chisholm had in yiew by purchase of the tlm.ber, d.lsappeared ; and
the sum of Rs, 9,250 paid to Mansfield and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever, T, advance was Worked out to the extent of Rs, 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 sti]] unadjusted.

8. The present representative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, erimina] Prosecution by private persons for other alleged malpractl_ees. The
Government Solicitor has been Watching the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a eiil suit ultimately. The assets of the firm are, however, p_rol_)lematmal, and the

9. The papers will be forward Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation ag he ma
e Wlfet : nd ho o) - a:e (;ilfllegie d to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which Government may sustain,

(True Extract.)

: J. SHAW-STEWART, (slone] R.E,
(Signed) Secretar,y to Gov,t., P.W.D.

ToR. F. Chisholm; Esq., Consulﬁng Architect to Government,

: (through the India Office).
»» the Acting Consulting Architect 4, Government.

Exd. E. Fernandes,
Spare Copies
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment.

Reap—the following papers :—

Extract from a letter from the Consultiﬁg Architect t, ;
October 1883, No. 907, 0 Government, dated 25th

“Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent with letter, No. 528, dated
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.” » dated 9th August 1883. A full

PR

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to G
the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated overnment, to
1883, No. 528. » dated Chepak, 9th August

I have the honor to report the following circumstances,

9. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for th
e

new post and tel
L egraph offi
ne letter tenders for the same, (ﬁltﬁe p;)rt ﬁ:st’hesg?g

of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisho) b
z olm
* Letter of March 9th. Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in imme):

diate charge of t :
originally named was high, but eventually an agreemen% was an}'lis'egv gzl{t% Parly:hﬁ Plilgg
‘ 8.

er ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but
5ompany agreed to deliver the timber by the end of Mitcliloutgh}(lg Ligssrs;c L{Iansﬁeld and
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed Strh P:fmu © have been in
Mr. Chisholm :— ¢ following letter to
“Referring to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lenn
- R. P. on on

account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have t
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to 3 iv%e;)?gztge ac}ggg oltoo 3; ou for an
r & quan-

tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which 7 . :
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post andr:;ZIegralg}]ll (I,E:e: ” delivered in scantlings
3. In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that ¢ the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any ki

y kind can be made;”
but he suggested " the following w&:ye of
meeting the difficulty :—

« Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at Pondiche S & :
purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back ?oyy::dhgr% ui i (%uinhty - L can then
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.” : Y 108, at the same rate, to be

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went : d
March 21st—* Have measured up 70 tons, please pay f(i-o‘gvg? tt(;)nfz‘l)lillcherry, wired on
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter;” and a che 5 (fm koo
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together Siths bill fo%mi7gl(; Be. 5200
of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill Was signed and returned b v

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’ e
I made inquiries regarding thegvarious contracts inghandhlziff ;,:fi ;ﬁ’wgg April 16th,
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansfield and Combais 120 gle tumber
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparentlz) Iymad &
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an interview with Mr. Bremner thle ti b
sentative of the firm in Madras, Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I %;]?E::
: ) Ve,

+ Letter of March 20th.
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
appargnt-ly telling Mr. Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the execution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlinés.
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulﬁlment’.

7. But the agreement was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must be exacted. This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balance

of the original advance of Rs, 5250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished. =

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, they requested me to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date
‘which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds. s

9. But as, from inquiries I had made, I judged that the commercial standing of
the firm was not of the highest, I refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to
consent to any further delay; and I have now the honor to report that I propose’z to

place the matter in the hands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction
to that course.

... 10. Such are the circumstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, T
will on]y_ add that it is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm 7in
_ the first instance. In fact, I might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs

from them, and especially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. ~ From tﬁe
fact of the firm requiring an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not real]
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 ouly enabled Messrs. Mansfield ang
Company to effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase bein
made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold ovey the ﬁrm{f
In any case it was practically imposs.iblef-’the logs being at POHdiCheny~to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by 1o
They had perforce entire control oyer the wood, no delivery in its legal senge having ,
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily l‘erSing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance

: ww‘_*rjf\!’;=ﬂ§!‘“k wEg
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded.

9. These papers, taken in connection With my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but i
is extremely improbable that any of the balance remaning due by him will be recovered.

———

From Major J. L. L. MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
ment, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepak, 4th

February 1884, No. 1459.

1 have the honor to enclose, for information and orders of Government, copy of
this office letter, No. 1426, dated 25th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
Madras, and his reply thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvency of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and (?()mpany_

9. The amount due by the firm, viz., Rs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

: licitor, to the Secretary to G-
BARCLAY, Esq., Government So ) ecretary to (tovernment
]5‘1'0111}'}7:11)lic Works bepgr%ment, dated Madras, 7th February 1884, No. 82. :

ur memorandum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform

ou {Ea: elfﬂ;n';o Vg;)tltlal'xing the Cl‘imil;‘dl charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
these charges has, however, been adjourned to next .mo.nth. s

9. T can see no ground for Government bringing a eriminal charge against

Mr, Bremner. His case is merely one of breach of contract by failing to deliver

certain timber his firm had contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had

been paid in advance. The fact t}lat some of 'the tn'nber was dehvered’accordmg to

contract would negative any idea ot a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner's part when

he obtained the advance from the Goverrment Architect.

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.
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above recorded have referen(t-zj(;,1 _tgzi transaction entered fin;f by tlhe

o Lohitect. to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
]C;I)'giﬁgl,lt;1ﬁr(c‘})ﬁ;i1; for the supply, of timber for works under execution at Madras.
The facts of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as fol.low.

9. In March 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
new post and telegraph office at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
by Mr. Chisholm from the firm of Mansfield, Bre.amner, and Corxfpany. ;

3. That firm were, however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated

g o -4 to Mr, Chisholm for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. Asthe
time, and appl}'t&it: Wl;)rks Code preclude such advances being made, Mr. Chisholm

undelivered has now been otherwise disposed of.

11. It is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Goye
but, they are very small people, and I think legal pressure must be brought toe r&r:: Icl)t;
them, the more so that, if they have not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinctly been guilty of dishonesty. >

12. In any case the circumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the fai]
supply the scantlings has caused serious delay to the progress of the new 111)0::‘9 antg
telegraph offices. This, though inevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber suppiy,

The papers

——— :zlr(;gf t(t)h;w.c hase from the firm a quantity ot;) tilmber ir;) bulk, then lying at Pﬁndi-
. s i k to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of , cherry, which was to be sold back to , 108 y gs

; March. Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
iy d)lste )izlivi’red I’;o Mr. Ch,isholm as follows :—* Hav,e measured up 70

Madras, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik,
day on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque

30th October 1883, No, 914. Pondicherry, whenc

As promised in my letter, No, 907 , of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for- ' tonsI,{pltlé_d%% Op i;vyasf(')ci efgu;gzsselft to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a
1 Contract agreement,.. ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the BA . O

_ ; - :dine for the sale of 1.,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
1 Book of corresponde correspondence that passed b : bill for signature, ProvdinG. O, ly signed and returned to the Consultin
1 correspondence, offie dnd M. Bremngr, 2 theetlvg?:&tti};l; at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was duly 81 e g

Architect.
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5. It would appear that no st eps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured e
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified ang separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence,

7. The firm had entire contro] gver the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras'; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield
- and Company, as agreed upon, Sych an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus had entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholm haq ip view, by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfield and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever. The gqvance was Worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivered from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representati he firm, Mr. Bremner, 1s now undergoing, at
Madras, crimil;al prosee{)ltion by gfivﬁiet persons for other alleged malpractl.ces. The
Government Solicitor has been watching the case on behalf of Government, _Wlth a view
to a eivil suit ultimately. The assets of the firm are, however, p}'ol?lematleal, al}d the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no gr?unds for a criminal prosecution by
Government in connection with the case above detailed. SR

9. The papers will be fo Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
have to oﬂef;Pan i e ot {)’Za:gqegetsied to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which (zovernment may sustain.

(True Extract.)

L AW-STEWART, Celonel, R.E,
(Signed)  J.SH Seoretar’y to Gov,t., P.W.D.

.

. F. Chi ) . . Government,
To R. F. Chisholm, Esq., Consulting Architect to (tﬁ:ough the India Office).

» the Acting Consulting Architect to Goyernment.

Exd. E. Fernandes.
Spare Copies
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GENERAL.
ESTABLISHMENT.

Gobt. of (1884) FHudras.

PUBLIC WORKS.

~ Dated February, 14th.

Reed. Encl.

G.0., 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

Mr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.

»

14te Fesruary 1884, No. 396 W., PusLic Worxs,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT. /

General,
Establishment,

Reap—the following papers :—

from the Consulting Architect to' Government. dated 25th
Extract from a letter OmOctober 1883, No. 907. 2

“ Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent wﬂﬁl letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883. A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded. :

om———————

lting Architect to G
_ VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to Government, to
Fromt h(é Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepék, 9th Auéust
1883, No. 528.

I have the honor to report the following circumstances.

9. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the

new post and telegraph offices, s
One letter. tenders for the same, on t}IJ)e part of t’he Eﬁ:
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, Were submitted to Mr. Chisholm by

Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in im
* Letter of March 9th. diate charge: of the works. The pﬁ;
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165

per ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
Company agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
‘hi m—

ik “C}}{lﬁ'gg-ling to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on
account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have ‘the honor to apply to you for an
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-
tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to be delivered in scantlings
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.”

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that ¢ the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made;”

+ Letter of March 20th. but he suggested the following way of

meeting the difficulty :—

« Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at Ppndicherry and wire in the quantity. I can then

purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back fo you, log by log, at the same rate, to be
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, wired on
March 21st—¢ Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on bill of sale
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter ;” and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, togethe.r with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16 th,
I made inquiries regarding the various contracts In hand, and was shown some timber
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansfield and Company had sent in ;
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an 1§1terv19;w with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, T believe,
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for-England without
apparently telling Mr. Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I-

had at last to insist on the execution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Compgtny then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 260 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement was pot fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; t.hz}t their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due

by them to Government must he exacted. This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balgnce
of the original advance of Rg, 5,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished.

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and I accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply

to an inquiry, they requested me to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of

s of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.
9. But as,

from inquiries T had made, I judged that the commercial standing of

the firm was not of the highest, I refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to
consent to any f

urther delay; and T have now the honor to report that I propose to
place the matter i

In the hands of the Goyernment Solicitor, and to request your sanction
to that course.

10. Such are the circumstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, I
will only add that it js 7l s

. unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
the first instance. In fact, I might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. ~From the

- fact of the firm iri A

: requiring an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm,

and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield and
Company to effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being

made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
In any case it was pracically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out

the arrangement made by Mr, Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire contro

1 over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that

“either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been othe

Iwise disposed of.
11, Tt is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
. but they are zery small people, and I think legal pressure must be brought to bear on
“them, the more so that, if they have not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinctly heep guilty of dishonesty,

12. In any case the cireumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to

supply the scantlings has caused gep: s delay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, though i . e G .

7 inevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, 1 the Chict Jip. o6 &

, Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik
30th October 1883, No, g ? e .

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
, wisY - 'ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

} g‘;‘;f?,?mgmmmm corre’spondence’ that passed between this

' office and Mr. Bremner, of the defaulting

A A A e i

R

14t Fesruary 1884, No. 396 W., Pusric Worxks. 3

s S

firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company- The original contract certificate is
T fgr ‘:?lig:j .papers, taken int conrlllic(t)ifotnh;vi;;lsel.ny letter to you, No. 528, of August
g ;88%’1:0;':630231?}1’11?: ts(fabzr::atched_ on behalf of grovern.ment b{) thlf }(ligzefr%llflltelilg
?soggg.zll'x’leal;dixﬂg;of:l?{relI’zle;.tiz;;it()lf 'f[(};;b f)e:lilfézs;(;cllg’ai?ing gu};l‘g; l?l)rrn v:iell be re(:overed.

—

: NT. R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Gf)vem-
mengﬁ]toscg .t%é%}?ile(f)%ﬁgzéer, Public Works Departhnt, dated Chepik, 4th
)

February 1884, No. 1459.

: f
information and orders of Government, copy ©
Mo ‘OfﬁCG (lie]tnt;;r;'e 1 .the;et,.n, No. 66, dated 30th January 1‘884, on the subject of the
Madllils’ canof tlhe ﬁli'n}; of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremmir, and (.)Ompany.
o ‘Oenrl}; nt due by the firm, viz, RS 23%16 "(1'19'11, is now shown as an advance
2. The amou ; s
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras

——

g mment Solicitor, to the Secretary to Government,
From};‘?-b?ﬁ%g(ﬁﬁzf)g;g;mi%frgated Madras, 7Tth February 1884, No. 82.
u

m, dated 6th instant, No, 277 C., I beg to inform
Iﬁ : e;lﬂy ntlo “}j;;l};g;ﬁ;ﬁfza;%&t;al charges ag‘czmst hi[}: Bremner. The hearing of
ou tha . ' i d to next month.
been adjourne sl :
these charges has, however, nd for ]Government bringing a criminal charge against
2. I can see noO ggmils merely one of breach of contract by fallmg to deliver
Mr. qumner.h_ Hé:mcizd contracted to supply to Government, and for vghxch th;iy hid
certain timber hus The fact that some of the timber was delivere according to
. Pild lﬁﬁdlf::fg've any idea of a eriminal intent_mn on Mr. Bremner’s part when
0 0 =< ;
(lzloen(t)azh‘l&;d the advance from the Government Architect.

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

; to a transaction entered into by the
s above recorded have reference . :
it palzléh?tec()zt to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm _of L{iﬁs%is’
(}_');onsultlrngmd rcc‘omp-mv, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
remner, a / AT

S S the record before Government, are as follow.
s ca;(g’st ;hl(z):rvti 1c)g,mntity of teak-wood scantlings was required for t})lg
Lo Marclham il’ ofﬁcéj at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepte
new post'al}d tie e?rof)n the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Com'pany. :
R s however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
Pt ﬁrm W?&e’ Chi\‘hnln,l for aid in the shape of an a@vance of funds. Aﬁ tlhe
time, and applied fo %Vr. ks Code preclude such advances being made, Mr. Chisho dI;l
Bt tha by f i the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Et’lqno -
faed to e rt(:msold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
e gk Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
- e };) o Litr(i}rli}ed 1;0 Mr. Ch,isholm as follows :—* Have measured up 70
Pondicherry, whence

il of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque
35 tons today on bil
tons, please pay for

together with a
Messrs. Mansfield and Company

g 1}'8 e xz tl;;ﬁgglgscig: :ﬁe sile of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
bill for signa ‘

is bi iened and returned -to the Consulting
: i This bill was duly signe
at Rs. 3 per cubic foof.
Architect. ,

T = - & b
L VIS I i R o ..‘sbﬂd"}w i o
: B R R LRl B o 5 L L SRR PR o W



o i A AP A P I N S N NN N N N I N PPN st

4 14ta Fesruary 1884, No. 896 W., PusLic Works,

5. Tt would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified and separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire contro] over the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon. Sych an arrangement was, 1n fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus haq entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholm had in view, by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfield v:md Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever. The advance was worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, 1S now undqrgoing, at
Madras, criminal prosecution by private persons for other alleged malpractices. The
Government Solicitor has been watchine the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil swit ultimately. The assets gf the firm are, however, p_rol}lematmal, and the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by
Government in connection with the case above detailed.

9. The papers will be for Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
have to offeg;pand he will b‘:a:gggetsied to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which Government may sustain.

(True Extract.)

: W-STEWART, Colonel, R.E.
(Signed)  J. SHA Secretary to Gov’t., P.W.D.

To R. F. Chisholm, Esq. 2 . Government,
i il Consultxng Axchited to (tﬁ:gugh the India Office).

» the Acting Consulting Architect to Government.

Exd. E. Fernander.
Spare Copies
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G.0., 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

Mr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim.
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment.

Reap—the following papers :—

the Consulting Architect to Government, dated 25th
Extract from a letter fromOctober 1883, No. 907. y

“Ttem No. 4. —Explanation was sent Witl”l letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883, A fall
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.

—

iating Consulting Architect to @ t
. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating g 1tect to Government, to
Fron; h(é C‘}’lIief Wogiuser, Public Works Department, dated Chepék, 9th Auéust
1883, No. 528.

T have the honor to report the following circumstances,

2. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the

pew post and telegraph offices, some
One letter. tenders for the same, on the P

2 art of the firm
of Messrs. Mansficld, Bremner, and Company, Were submitted to My, Chisholm by

Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in ; o
* Tetter of March 9th. 2 1mme

diate charge of the works, The price -
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165
D

he scantlings Wr()ught and delivered; but although Messrs. Mansﬁeld and
(%%I;nt;;ln;ozgreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
i “Clliﬁzglilr?g. to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr.
account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have _the honor to a
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire
tity of 70 tons teak in logs3 our property, at Pondmhgl'ryi which is to b’e, d
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholm? informed them that the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made i
t+ Letter of March 20th. but %16 Suggested the following way of
meeting the difficulty :—

“Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity. T can then
purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to Jou, log by log, at the same rate, to be
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.

4, This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, wired on
March 21st—* Have measured up 70 tons, please pay f01;’35 tons to-day on bill of sale
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter; . and a cheque for Rs, 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 8 per cubic foot. ~ This bill was signed and returned.

king over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,
I mag(; iﬁgrit:s regarding thegvarious contracts in hand, and was shown some timber
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe.ld and Company had sent in;
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparent, T made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an interview With Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras, Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,

R. P. Lennon on
pply to you for an
control over a quan--
elivered in scantlings
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with Mr. Mams:ﬁeld, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr. Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the execution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment,

7. But the agreement was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must be exacted. This amount is Rs. 2,863-9-11, the balance

of the original advance of Rs, 5,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished.

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and I accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5th pas:;ed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, they requested me to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inquiries T had made, I judged that the commercial standing of
the firm was not of the highest, T yefused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to
consent to any further delay; and I have now the honor to xeport that I propose to

place the matter in the hands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction
to that course.

10. Such are the circumstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, T
will only add that it is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
the first instance. In fact, I might go S0 far a$ to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of log; lying at Pondicherry, was uI}fortunate_. From the
fact of the firm requiring an advance merely to Gut'the logs mto scantlings, and to
_ bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs, Mansfield and
Company to effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Governm_ent less legi_lllho‘ld over the firm,
In any case it was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondic 11191 ry—to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the woqd bac}{ to tle firm log by lpg.
They had perforce entire control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense haV%ng
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
o give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwise disposed of. :

11, It is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
but they are »ery small people, and I think legal’Pressure must be brought to l?ear on
them, the more so that, if they haye not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinetly been guilty of dishonesty.

12. In any case the circumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantlings has caused serious delay to_ the progress of the new post and
telograph offices. This, though inevitable, is much to my vegret; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

—

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik,
" 80th October 1883, No, 914. ‘

As promised in my letter, No. 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the
correspondence that passed between this
office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting

1 Contract agreement,
1 Book of correspondence.

i aigh )
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ntract wou i
(ﬁ)e obtained the advance from the Government Axchitect.

firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company- The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. :

9. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August

9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government

Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but it
is extremely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

———

‘ov J. L. L. MORANT, R.E., Ofﬁ(’iaﬁﬂg Consulting Architect to Govern-
meml\gxallt-?rtg the Chief Enginéer, Public Works Departmgnt, dated Chepik, 4th

February 1884, No. 1459.
T have the honor to enclose, for information and orders of Government, copy of

: 496 5th January 1884, to the Gover t Solicitor
: . letter, No, 1426, dated 25th January ] vernment So \
%:drzgifmllehi;r;eplg thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvex’lcy of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

9. The amount due by the firm, Viz., Rs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance

and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

PR

: d LAY, Esq. Government Solicitor, to the Secretary to Government
Proml&lﬁé?\(fjork} Depgriment, dated Madras, 7th February 1884, No. 82. i

. In reply to your memorandum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform

you that I am watching the criminal charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
these charges has, however,

been adjourned to next month. ‘
9. T can see no ground for Government bringing a criminal charge against
-

. His case is merely one of breach of contract by failing to deliver
M:‘-cagirfirrlrlll‘tl)zlr his firm had contracted to sup ply to Government, and for which they had
%‘ien paid in advance. The fact that some of the timber was delivered according to

: s el e : : W
1d negative any idea of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

above recorded have reference to a transaction entered into by the
Cons;fll;ion?rﬂig:h?te et to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
Bremner and Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
The fact; of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as fol.low.

9. Tn March 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
new ;(.)st and telegraph office at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
by Mr. Chisholm from the firm of Mansfield, Br(?mner, and Company. b

¥ 5 That firm were, however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
8 3 a $.3 4o Mr,. Chisholm for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. As the
time, an PPP blic Works Code preclude such advances being made, Mr. Chisholm
rules of the u,l a;e from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-

aﬁ;ﬁf; 'igh{)clg‘gﬂs to be sold back to them, 108 by log, to be converted into scantlings.
C 3 a

¢ : ennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to

"Lhon thg'hzelns:e N{laélﬁ’l'e%il)lﬁr. Ch’isholm as fol}ows :— ¢ Have measured up 70

Pondlcl i av for 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A ch.eque

for B, eaf)e_é) yas thereupon sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a

& el tW o. providing for the sale of 1_,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, vah_led

b11:11R§0r3 S;;%?ac:lllﬁié goot This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting
at Rs. .

Architect.
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5. It would appear that ng steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. ~ Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified anq separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire conty) over the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into Scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras ; but it would
appear that the logs thus conyepteq were not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon, Such an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thyg had entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Woykg Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholmy had in view, by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfield ;nd Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever, The advance was worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386,
beirg value of scantlings delivered from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, criminal prosecution by private persons for other alleged malpractices. The
Government Solicitor has been Watching the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil suit ultimately. The assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by

Government in connection with the case above detailed. 4
9. The papers will be forwarded to Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may

“have to offer ; and he will be requested to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which Goyernment may sustain,

(True Extract.)

. . SHAW-STEWART, Colonel, R.E.
(Signed) J Seoretar’y to Gov’t., P.W.D.

To R. F. Chisholm, Esq., Consult; oot to Government,
q-, Lonsulting Architect to (through the Tndia Offce).
»» the Acting Consulting Architect ¢, Government.

T

. Exd. E. Fernander,
Spare Copies
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PUBLIC WORKS.

Dated February, 14th.

Reed. Encl.

G.0., 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
‘and Company

Mr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.

i

l4te Fepruary 1884, No. 396 W., PusLic Works.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment,

Reap—the following papers :—

: f the Consulting Architect to Government, dated 25th
Extract from a letter romOctOber 1883, No, 907. )

«Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent with letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883. A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.

———

3 . VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to Government. to
Flomthg Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepak, 9th AUg"ust
1883, No. 528.

T have the honor to report the following circumstances,
9. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the

new post and telegraph offices, some
One letter. tenders for the same, Oﬁl the part of t’he firm
of Messrs, Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisholm by

Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in j .
* Letter of March 9th. diate Ohargé o the wotks Wit r;;xl}ge
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165

per ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and

Company agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in

mmediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
Shisholm :— . :

iy “Lgésfgfring to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on

account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have ‘the honor to apply to you for an

advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-

tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to be delivered in scantlings
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.”

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that ¢ the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made 2
+ Letter of March 20th. but he suggested the following way of
meeting the difficulty :—

« Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at I’_ondieherry and wire in the quantity. I can then
purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to you, log by log, at the same rate, to be
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, wired on
March 21st—* Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on bill of sale
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter 7’ and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,
I made inquiries regarding the various contracts in hand, and was shown some timber
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁqld and Company had sent in;
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an lptervuiw with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras, Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr. Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, T
had at last to insist on the execution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them fo Government must be exacted. This amount is Rs. 2,863-9-11, the balance

of the original advance of Rs, 9,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished.

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and I accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good fuhen- debt; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, they requested me ¢, give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inquirie judg : i ing
e n,ot of theq s I had made, I judged that the commercial standing of

highest in the letter of which ttach . to
consent to any further ghest, I refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy,

. delay ; and I have now the honor to report that I propose to
ga&f ;he matter in the hands of the Goyernment Solicitor, and to request your sanction
at course. »

" 10. Such are t.he‘ circumstances of the case. s In the way of comment on them, I
will only udd that it is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
the first instance. In fact, I might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. From the
fact of the firm requiring an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs, Mansfield and
Comp any to effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
In any case it was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, T have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood

4 never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwige disposed of.

11. It is possible ’Ehat the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
but they are very small people, and T think legal pressure must be brought to bear on
them, the more so that, if they have not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70

tons, they have most distinetly been guilty of dishonesty.
12. In an

y case the circumstanceg have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantli

ngs has caused gerious delay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, though ineyitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

———

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiatine Consulti ik i e
Madras, to the ’Chi;lf’ fliciating Consulting Architect to the Government o

Engi Public Works Depart hepak
80th October 1883, No, 914 SR, Hajed  Chepik,

As promised in my letter, No. 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-

1 Contract agreement. ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the
-1 Book of correspondence, correspondence that passed between this

office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded.

2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case. g

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Goverqment by the Govefrnmel}z
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custod)t and on his way back here ; but C11
is extremely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

————

i . L. MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
men?g{ozg 'tﬁeléhief Enginéer, Public Works Departm:nt, dated Chepik, 4th
’ =
February 1884, No. 14569.

lose, for information and orders of Government, copy of
this (I)ﬂ}ilsg elgltigl 0%001'. {?1‘:’3(?,0 gatéd 95th January 1884, to the Governmenf, Solicitor,
Madras, and his 1,'ep1y thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvel’lcy of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

9. The amount due by the firm, viz., Rs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras.

- t Solicitor, to the Secretary to Government
[ 0 - AY, Esq., Government So ; ry ;
rroml%b?iﬁ]%ggrks l,)epgr’tment, dated Madras, Tth February 1884, No. 82.

In reply to your memorandum, dated Gth instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform

L that I am watching the criminal charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
zﬁ);se charges has, however, been adjourned to next .mo.nth. 5 .
B no ground for Government bringing a criminal charge against
i ey S?&is cage is merely one of breach of contract by failing to deliver
Mr. ,131"31“]}1)611: his firm had contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had
Gertaln' 'lcrln in advance. The fact that some of the timber was delivered according to
beeﬁ'e&ilwcﬁld neoati've anv idea of a eriminal intent.ion on Mr. Bremner’s part when
ioenobtained the advance from the Govercment Architect. -

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

r . i into by the
s above recorded have reference to a transaction entered in
Tlh'e galiaih{ilte%‘t’e to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
Consulting nd Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
}Tiiiﬂilﬁ'; {cl)i": the case, a; shown by the record before Government, are as follow.

i < ling i the
) 3. a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for
= tI I;n}({izclléwlrigﬁ, 21‘?10: athadra.s, and a tender for the supply was accepted
%;Wﬁ)l?s(jhisholm l%rom the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

able to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated

: B {1i_r1(111 tz)vgl’ii’. lé%‘ivse}::ﬁg }fl(i aid in the shape of an advance of funds. As the

time, and aPPPN-‘in:O Works Code preclude such advances being made, Mr. Chisholm

rules of the u] se from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-

aﬁree(;. :gh{)czlll' C“;ZS to bo sold back to them, log by 1og, to be converted into scantlings.
cherry,

p - the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to

R e hﬂSte l\111?31 S\lrli,relgl’;'oIﬁg.n %I}ll,isholm as follows ;—¢ Have me,asured up 70

e i O’II’l cr 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A ch.eque

for 1 plea‘S)e’ (}) /! (::hereu on sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a

0 9,0 tW - rovig.ing for the sale of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-woo‘d, valued

b;lhﬁors 811)%11‘1 acgll)ei’(’: If)oot This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting
at Rs. :

Architect.
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5. It would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified ang separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire contro] gver the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras ; but it would
appear that the logs thus conyerted were not actually sold' back in detail _to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon. Such an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a comp'eted
transaction. The firm thus had eptire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with .the rest. The
security which Mr, Chishclm haq in view, by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfield and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever., The advance was worked ou_t to the extent of Rs. 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, criminal prosecution by private persons for other alleged malpractices. The
Government Solicitor has been watchine the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil suit ulfimately. The assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grgunds for a eriminal prosecution by
Government in connection with the case above detailed.

9. The papers will be forwarded to Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
have to offer; and he will be a:e(;:xles(;ed to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which Government may sustain.

(True Extract.)

. . SHAW-STEWART, Celonel, R.E.
(Signed)  J Seoretar’y to Govzt., P."{V.D.

To R. F. Chisholm, Esq., Consult; itect to Government,
18ho. 8., Uonsulting Architect to (through the Tndia Offico).
» the Acting Consulting Architect to Goyernment.

T,

Ezxd. E. Fernander.
Spare Copies
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PUBLIC WORKS.

Dated February, 14th.

Reed. Encl.

G.0., 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

Mzr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General.
Establishment.

Reap—the following papers :—

f the Consulting Architect to Government, dated 25th
Extract from a letter romOctober 883, l?To. 907, A

«Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent Wlt’l’l letter, No. 528, dated 9th Augusf 1883, - A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.

.———'_-.

. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to Government, to
meth(g Chief Engineer, P,ublic Works Department, dated Chepak, 9th Aug,'ust
1883, No. 528.

I have the honor to report the following circumstances,

9. Tn March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the

new post and telegraph offices
One letter. tenders for the same, on tlll)e part of t’hesf(‘;x
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisholm by

r. Lennon,* the subordinate in j -
* Letter of March 9th. diate chargé of the works. Thelmf)?ise
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165

per ton for the scantlings Wrougl}t and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
Company agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
Mr. Chisholm :(— :

« Referring to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on’
account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have the honor to apply to you for an
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-
tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to be delivered in scantlings
by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.”

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholm?t informed them that  the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made o
+ Letter of March 20th. but he suggested the following way of

(=]
meeting the difficulty :—
« Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at P_ondicherry and wire in the quantity. I can then
purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to Jou, log Dy log, at the same rate, to be'
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement,.

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, wired on
March 21st—¢ Havemeasured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on bill of sale
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter ;” and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 8 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,
1 made inquiries regarding the various contracts in hand, and was shown some timber
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe}d and Company had sent in;
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an 1ptel‘V1?;W with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr, Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,
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with Mr. Man§ﬁeld, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr. Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I

had at last to insist on the execution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.

This was executed on June 8th, and Megsrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the

scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.
7. But the agreement wag

- not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the fiym formal notice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the jmmediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them .to.Government must be exacted, This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balance
(f)f tl?ehOI(‘ilgmal advance of Rs, 9,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings

urnished.

e thgged%{)? pleaded for delay, and I accorded them up to the 5th instant to make

their ; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an lnquiry, they requested me to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
blll_s of lading of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inquiries I had de, I judged that the commercial standinge of
the firm was n’ot of the highest, Ia bt e Slag %

refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to

consent to any further delay; and I have now the honor to report that I propose to

fja&% ihe matter in the hands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction
at course,

. 10. Such are the ciren
will only udd that it
the first instance,

; mstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, I
1s unfortunate o regular agreement was made with the firm in

In fact, T might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate, From the
fact of the firm requiring an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs, Mansfield and
Comp{my to _effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
made in fore_lgn territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
In any case it was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire contro] over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
ever, I undergtand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that

either_ the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwige disposed of.

. 11. Tt is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
but they are very small people, and T think legal pressure must be brought to bear on
them, the more so that, if they haye not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70

tons, they have most distinetly heey guilty of dishonesty.

12. In any case the circumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantlings h:

as caused gerious delay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, though ine%'l:a%le is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other an i :

d satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

a—————

From C. VINCENT, Esq. sotine Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the Chigf’ g&ﬁ;g;?gl?ublic Wgrks Department, dated Chepik,
30th October 1883, No, 914, =

~ As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
1 Contract agreement 4 ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

1 Book of correspondence ~correspondence that passed between this

: » et i office and Mr. Bremner, of the defaulting
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. :

2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Goverqment by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but it
is extren,lely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

S 3
i _MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
Fromni\gz%m:c («)T tIﬁeIéﬁle ¢ Engine’er, Public Works Departmznt, dated Chepik, 4th
February 1884, No, 1459.

lose, for information an:l orders of Government, copy of
this iﬂ}:g elglt(;rh OKTOOI: {(1)1‘3%1,0 gat:ad 95th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
A dni e ndibig 1,'eply thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvel,ley of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

9. The amount due by the firm, viz., BS. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance
and dc;bited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

: Y, Esq., Government Solicitor, to t}le Secretary to Government,
I‘roml}?l-blfiiﬂ\{gg;_ﬁs De;gr,tment, dated Madras, Tth February 1884, No. 82.

In reply to your memorandum, dated 6th 1:s_tant,MNo.B 2717 C,, ITgeghto inform
you that I am watching the cr1m19al char%esni;;atmst ; ; remner. e hearing of
these charges has, however, been adjourned to 'mo.n 3 i '

9. T can see no ground for Government bringing a crlmmfal‘l'charge against
Mr B'remner. His case is merely one of breach of contract by fai ing to deliver

fain timber his firm had contracted to supply to Government, and. for which they had
Oeltaln't'lrln. - dvance. The fact that some of the timber was delivered according to
rcfs&a%iltv;ﬁlg negati.ve any idea of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when
he obtained the advance from the Government Architect.

Orprr—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

. i into by the
, papers above recorded have reference to a transaction entered into by
C s;l:l}gngqri:;chitect to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
Bor)l i % nd Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
T;;nfaét; of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as follow.

! o S0 : i the
\Tarch 1883 a laree quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for

st elgraph o ut Marut, and. o fobder for tho supply was assepted
ﬁ; Mr. Chisholm From the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

cer, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
i 5 :{hat i1i11:(]11 tgvﬁ?. %gl‘fs(il‘ﬂeﬁl’l ?or aid in the shape of an advance of funds, Asthe
e a? tI?PpPublic Works Code preclude such advances being made, Mr. Chisholm
4ot t v e rehase from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-
B O} ﬁllg Waé to be sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
i I dn he 21st March, Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed :co
3. Dnd efc;ce he Wi;:ed to Mr. Chisholm as follows :—¢ Have measured up 70
iy for 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque
gha plgaf)é' (}) ayas thereupon sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a
o e tW e, providing for the sale of 1,780 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
b;lleor;S S;;%? aczlr)if,: Ef)ooi; This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting
at Rs. .

Architect.
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6. It would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified and separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire contro] gyer the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold' back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon, Sych an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus had entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Woykg Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholm had in view, by purchase of the tlm})er, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfield s’md Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever, The advance was worked out to the extent of Rs. 5386,
being value of scantlings delivered from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, 1S now undergoing, at
Madras, criminal prosecution by private persons for other alleged malpractices. The
Government Solicitor has been watching the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil suit ultimately, The assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the

Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by

Government in connection with the case above detailed.

9. The papers will be fory. d Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he ma
have to offer; and he will be aieggeﬁed to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which Grovernment may sustain.

(True Extract.)

. AW-STEWART, Celonel, R.E.
(Signed) J. SH Secretalzy to Gov,t., P.W.D.

To R. F. Chi : i igect to Governzaent,
Chisholm, Esq., Consulting A rchitect to ( tﬁzgugh the India Office).

» the Acting Consulting Architect to Government

Exd. E. Fernandez.,
Spare Copies

v i il
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PUBLIC WORKS.

Dated February, 14th.

Reed Enel.

G(;, 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

Mzr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer rogarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cavce why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment.

Reap—the following papers :—

: the Consulting Architect to Government. dated 25th
Extract from a letter fromocg((:her 1883, No, 907. A

« Ttem No. 4.—Bxplanation was sent Wit],l letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883, A full
copy of the con"espoudeuce will be forwarded.

————

NCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to Government, to
Fromt h(g'(XJIiL}OEngineel‘:qﬁubhc Works Department, dated Chepak, 9th .Auéust
1883, No. 528.

1 have the honor to report the following circumstances,

tity of teakwood scantlings being required £
9. In March last, a large quantity new post and t%celegra%h qofﬁces, 020?32
One letter. . tenders for th}? sgmtrzle& on tlﬁ pag; of the firm

nd Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisho
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, a i Myr Lennon,* the subordinate in ?;rr})ey-
* T otter of March 9th. diate charge of the works. The price
s s high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165
Orlgt‘;zllf%rn?ﬁe;gilingg \;rrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mlz)m};ﬁeld and
I())?;npany agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
Mr. ‘?Egg:fi?g' to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on
ount of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have the honor to apply to you for an
630 nce on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-
git;raof 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to b?, delivered in scantlings

by us on or before the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.

3, In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that ¢« the Code lays down a rule that

; no advances of any kind can be made;”
+ Letter of March 20th. but he suggested the following way of
(xlp(iletmg th({a difﬁcultﬁr — i "

« ure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity. I can then
pumhaliritI;in;(I)lr; rfl(i)nﬁel?:te, agreeing to sell it back to Jou, log by log, a% the sa)jme rate, to be
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement. ]

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, ‘wired on
March 21st—¢¢ Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day on bill of sale
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter ;” and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at RBs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

ing over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,
I magé 1An£1t$rlt§;{ ;egarding thegvarious contracts In hand, and was shown some timber
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe.ld and Company had sent in
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an interview with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-

gentative of the firm in Madras. Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr., Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the execution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,

and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But tl}e agreement was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal motice that it was cancelled; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the jmmediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must be exacted. This amount is Rs. 2,863-9-11, the balance

oEf tl}:hzl('ii.ginal advance of Rs. 5,250 haying been met by the value of the scantlings

8. 'ljhe firm pleaded for delay, and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; hut the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, they requested me to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtaip the necessary advance of funds.

- o

9. But as, from Inquiries T had made, I judged that the commercial standing of -

the firm was not of the highest, T refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to
consent to any further delay; and I have now the honor to report that I propose to

lace th i i - 2
%’0 i gonufstfr in the hands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction

_ 10. Such are the
will only udd that it
the first instance,
from them, and esp

sk ob the fiom requiring an_advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and fo

bring the latter to Madras, it . 11
, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
gle property of the firm, and thg;: the Rs. 5,2-)570 only enabled Messrs, Mansfield and
Olélpz.my to effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
lIna ¢ In foreign territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
ﬂlll any case 1t was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
Tlf arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
ey had perforce entire control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
::er_, 1 understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
> give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance

undelivered has now been otherwise disposed of.
11, Tt is

but th possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
t}111em ey are very small people, and I think legal pressure must be brought to bear on
)

the more so that, if they haye not at Pondicherry the bal f igi
| , 1f y the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinctly heen guilty of dishonesty.

12. In any case the circumstan ; i
. mstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantlings has caused serious delay to the progress of the new post and

telegraph offices. This, though inev: :
. igh inevitable, is much to my regret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and Batmfactory arran’gements with regard to’ the timber suppiy.

.circumstanees of the case. In the way of comment on them,_I
15 unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
In fact, I might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
ecially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. From the

——

~From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of

Madras, to the Chief Enoi Public Works Department dated Chepak
30th O:Jtober 1883, No.nﬁ?er’ ox P ) epik,

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
1 Contract agreement. ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

1 Book of correspondence. correspondence that passed between this
KRR I office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. ' .

2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but it
is extren,lely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

i

i ANT. R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-

meni\gz]toig 'tlﬁé%l?&?%nginéer, Public Works Departmznt, dated Chepik, 4th

February 1884, No. 1459. Ao :

encl for information an orders of Government copy 0

thi If%ila: 91235231 OlliTO: '{?L??g : SZiéd 95th January 1884, to the Government ,Sol1c1tor,

M;Sdr(z)ts cand his I,'eply. thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolver,lcy of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and qOmpany.

9. The amount due by the firm, viz., Rs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance

and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras.

—

.. Government Solicitor, to the Secretary to Giovernment,
From I&ﬁ;ﬁ%{ﬁgbﬁg{mnm dated Madras, Tth February 1884, No. 82.

ndum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform

o {ﬁa: e;l?lzmtlo g:;;gg?ﬁga;imh;al charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
Zhese charges has, however, been adjourned to next .mo't‘th- i i :

no ground for Government bringing a criminal charge against

o Se}?[‘ cage is merely one of breach of contract by failing to deliver

Mr. ,Bl'e_m%er.h- 5 flim had contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had

iy d:rance The fact that some of the timber was delivered according to

fﬁfﬁ.ﬁﬂ;ﬁﬁ negati;re any idea of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when

he obtained the advance from the Government Architect, .

Orprr—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

3 erence to a transaction entered into by the
: o palﬁiih??eoc‘ge tgccél('iﬁnlggst,r elf\ilr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
Bremner, and Company, for the supply of timber for works under execu’cl(%n1 1at Madras.
facts of the case, as shown by the record before GOVGI‘DII.IGIlt, are as follow.
o : March 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
e arcl ora il’ oﬂieeO ot Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
o s he firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

i from t P
by M: %111:32?; lv(::r e. however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
e b

: A ‘hisholm for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. Asthe
time, a?dt I?PPélggﬁtg %&Vzﬂ(;);ng:&;n p(;leclude such a_dvanee_s being made, Mr Ch1sho(llrp
rules((i) " s urehase from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Plgn i-
agrt;fy x:/)h]i!; b oas to be sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
cherry, ¢

4. On the 21st March, Mr Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
. On i

i :sholm as follows :—¢ Have measured up 70
POBdiCherW, Whe?:: ?}g g;zdtz%;??.og%ﬂl of sale signed by vendors.”” * A chg(}llue
i plea;er (%) s s thereupon sent to Messts: Mansfield and Company togeth;r w1{; 3
i oo :V - roviding for the sale of 1,790 cubic feet of teak-wood, va1 ue
ban.ﬁor?» sllngelr'l acxlxlgia:: If)oot This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting
at Rs. '

Architect.

Consulting
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5. Tt would appear that n, steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timbey Which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tong Were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified gpq separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactnesg of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entiye control over the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into Scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras ; but it would
appear that the logs thys converted were not actually sold back ir} detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed Upon.  Such an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus had entire control over the timber ; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Publie Works Department, and made away with the vest, The
security which Mr, Chisholm haq in view, by purchase of the timber, djsappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid ¢, Mansfield ;md Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever, The advance was worked oqt to the extent_ of Rs. 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted,

8. The present representas: he firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, crimiI;ml prosecﬁtion lt;;tggvzietgersons for other alleged malpracti.ces. The
Government Solicitor has been watchine the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil suit ultimately, The assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the
‘Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by

overnment in connection with the case above detailed.

9. The papers will be forws to Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
have to offer ; and he will be d:ggges(: ed to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which (GGovernment may sustain.

(True Extract.)

X -STEWART, Celonel, R.E.
(Bigned)  J.SHAW Secretaxzy to Gov,t., P.W.D.

To R F. Chisholm, Esq. : . Government,
Chisholm 5q., Consultmg Architect to (through the India Office).
»» the Acting Consulting Arhitect to Government.

Exd, E. Fernandez,
Spare Copies
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Dated February, 14th.

Reed. Enel.

G.0., 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

|

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

Mzr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may lLave to offer regarding his
transactions with — foi the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment.

Reap—the following papers :—

he Consulting Architect to Government, dated 25th
Extract from a letter fromo’zlzsbe: 1383, No. 907. )

Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent with letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883. A full
“ Ttem No. 4.—L3 t o
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.

I

_ Officiating Consulting Architect to Government, to
Fl‘omt_hc-(;{lligcgrgil‘éegsql_)’ubhc W or]t;s Department,.dated Chepik, 9th Aug’;ust
ne ] ]
1883, No. 528.

1 have the honor to report the following circumstances.

9. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the
. In Marc ’

new post and telegraph offices, some

One letter. tenders for the same, on the part of the firm
§ Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisholm by
0 el .

Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in imme-
* Totter of March 9th. diate charge of the works. The price
£, ioh. but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165
originally n:l}rln ei::;%ﬁl% v’vrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
o oohog r:ed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
pomggiﬁ:ieea of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
immediz
Mr. Chisholm:— - 2 . B P
y . hase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on
‘Reieiﬁngn::; ﬂ;it%fi ’:cjlegraph offices, we now have the honor to apply to you for an
a‘é”“?a‘;ncz (:m t]f1 ¥ purclIl)ase and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-
a b

: i ich is t ivered in scantlings
/ teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to bg delivere
'fblty uzfoloof'oél:f;f: t'hl: 3155 instant at the new post and telegraph offices.
: 3, In reply, Mr. Chisholmf informed them that ¢ the Code lays down a rule that
. ’ *

no advances of any kind can be made;”
# Letter of March 20th. but he suggested the following way of

meﬁating the difﬁcultg' — PP

i at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity. I can then
urel‘l‘agritgin; %%rg?nﬁe?;’;ieat;rzgg) _if) sell it back to)}rou, log by log, a.(% the same rate, to be
gonverted by you into scantlings according to agreement. . .

4 This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicherry, wired on
March. 91st—* Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for, ,35 tons to-day on bill of 3%13
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Haster;” and a cheque :for Rs. '5’E

nt to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
Zfa:esaiwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

i arge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,
I magé ﬁlﬂﬁfrfgg irégairlif]gc?hegvarious contracts in hand, and was shown some tlm’pex:
t the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe}d and Company had sent in;
%ut rgat delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparent, I made further
inquigries shortly afterwards, and had an interview with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-

sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,

f
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr, Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the execution of g stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June 8th, anq Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement was pot fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal motice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must be exacted, This amount is Rs. 2,863-9-11, the balance

of the original advance of Rg, 5,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished. z

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply

to an inquiry, they requested me ¢, give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the

bills of lading of some produce gn the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inquiries T had made, I judged that the commercial standing of
the firm was not of the highest, T refﬁ:e;’ ithheclettér of which I attach a copy, to
consent to any further delay; and T haye now the honor to report that I propose to

place the matter in the hands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction
to that course.

.. 10. Buch are the circumstances of tho case. In the way of comment on them, T
will only add that it is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
the first instance. In fact, I might go go far as to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of logs lyi%g at Pondicherry, was ur}fortunate. From the
fact of the firm requiring an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not reall
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield and
Company to effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm,
In any case it was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the WOQd back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no QOI}bt ‘whatever that
either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwise disposed of.

11. Tt is possible that the firm aye anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
but they are very small people, and T think Jegal pressure must be brought to bear on
them, the more so that, if they have not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinetly been guilty of dishonesty.

12. Tn any case the circumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantlings has caused serious delay to_ the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, though inevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

e——

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Oﬁioiatihg Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik,
30th October 1883, No, 914, +

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

correspondence that passed between this
office and Mr. Bremner, of the defaulting

1 Contract agreement.
1 Book of correspondence,

Ay ism.
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded.

2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but it
is extremely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

From Major J. L. L. MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
ment, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik, 4th
February 1884, No, 1459.

T have the honor to enclose, for information an:i orders of Government, copy of
this office letter, No. 1426, dated 25th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
Madras, and his reply thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvency of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

2. The amount due by the firm, viz., Rs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance
and debited to the new telegraph office work ?tt Madras,

by licitor, to the Seeretary to G
E. BARCLAY, Esq. Government S0 : e Secretary to Government
FromPublic g I’)epar;ment, dated Madras, 7th February 1884, No. 82.

our memorandum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform
you {]I;atf eII)lyantlo v?rrat.ching the criminal charges against Mr. Bremner. Thegheari_ng of
these charges has, however, been adjourned to next 'mo.nth. .
9. T can see no ground for Government bringing a criminal charge against
Mr. Bremner, IHis case is merely one of breach of contract by faxlmg_' to' deliver
certain timber his firm had contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had
been paid in advance. The fact that some of the timber was delivered according to
contract would negative any idea of a eriminal ntention on Mr. Bremner’s part when
he obtained the advance from the Govercment Architect.

¢}

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

The papers above recorded have reference to a transaction entered into by the
Consulting Architect to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm ~of Mansfield,
Bremner, and Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
The facts of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as follow.

9. In March 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
new post and telegraph office at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
by Mr. Chisholm from the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

8. That firm were, however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
time, and applied to Mr. Chisholm for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. Asthe
rules of the Public Works Code preclude such afivance_s being made, Mr. Chisholm
agreed to purchase from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-
cherry, which was to be sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.

4. On the 21st March, Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
Pondicherry, whence he wired to Mr. Chisholm as follows :—¢ Have measured up 70
tons, please pay for 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque
for Rs. 5,250 was thereupon sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a
bill for signature, providing for the sale of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting
Architect. :
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5. It would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified and separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire contro] over the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras ; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon, S§ych an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus hag entire control over the timber ; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholm had in view, by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfield and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever, The advance was worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representati he firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, criminal prosecﬁtionnkt);tgzvzieﬂ;ersons’ for other alleged malpractices. The
Government Solicitor has been watchin g the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil suit ultimately. The assets of the firm are, however, p_ro‘t.)lematlcal, m}d the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for & criminial prosecution by
Government in connection with the case above detailed. A .

9. The papers will be for r. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
Eoviis oﬁef;pand b blva:gggeg‘;sg to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which Government may sustain.

(True Extract.)

: W-STEWART, Celonel, R.E.,
(Signed) I s Secretar’y to Govt,, P.W.D.

To R. F. Chish. ; : oot to Government,
Chisholm, Esq., Consulting Architect t0 (through the India Offics).

»» the Acting Consulting Architect to Government.

Exd. E. Fernandez.
Spare Copies
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment,

Reap—the following papers :—

3, or from the Consulting Architect to Government. dated 25th
Extract from a letter fmmOctsber 1883, zf‘Io. 907, )

«Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent with letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883. A full
copy of the eoniespondence will be forwarded.

: . VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to Goy
met h(é.gl?ié}cgiiﬁeer, qP’ublic Works Department, dated Chepik,
1883, No. 528.

T have the honor to report the following circumstances,
9. Tn March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the

new post and telegraph offices, some
One letter. tenders for the same, on the part of the firm
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to My, Chisholm by

Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in e
* Tetter of March 9th.

diate charge of the works, The price
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165
D

r the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
Qiintog?nizogoreed to delfver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
i;nmgdiate need of funds ; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
Mr. Chisholm :(—

“Referring to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein te

ernment, to
9th August

ak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on
account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have the honor to

: ! to apply to you for an
this purchase, and in return for this we agree to g1ve you entire control over a quan-
?i(’%;’a:)lfc %'(()mtons t%ak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to

be delivered in scantlings
by us on or before the 81st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.”

Mr. Chisholmt informed them that ¢ the (lode lays down a rule that
v dn.zep 1 Yo f no advances of any kind can be made o
t Letter of March 20th. but he suggested " the following way of

(;Ilfileting the difficulty :—
i+ ure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity. T ean thon
purehagderitgin; g?)xfn(i)nlzﬁeg:te, agreeing to sell it back to Jyou, log by. log, a% the sgme rate, to be
converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.

4. This was accordjngly done: Mr. Lennon went down
March 21st—¢ Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for’ 35
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter; ’
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together wit

] _ h a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s offi
I made inquiries regarding the various contracts in hand, and was
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe}d and
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becpmmg apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an 1pterV1(3w with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr, Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,

to Pondicherry, wired on

tons to-day on bill of sale
and a cheque for Rs. 5,250

ce, on April 16th,
shown some timber
Company had sent in;
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with Mr. Mangﬁeld, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr. Bremner much about the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the execution of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This-was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must be exacted. This amount is Rs. 2,863-9-11, the balance

of the original advance of Rs. 5,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished.

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, they requested me to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inquiries I had made, I judged that the commercial standing of
the firm was not of the highest, T refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to

consent to any further delay; and I have now the honor to report that I propose to

place the matter in the hands of the Goyernment Solicitor, and to request your sanction
to that course.

... 10. Buch are the circumstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, I
will only add that it is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
the first instance. In fact, I might g0 so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and especially of log; lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. . From the
fact of the firm requiring an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs, Mansfield and
Company to effect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
In any case it was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
ever, I “understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwise disposed of.

11. It is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Govérnment,
but they are very small people, and I think legal pressure must be brought to bear on

them, the more so that, if they have not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70 °

tons, they have most distinctly been guilty of dishonesty.

12. In any case the circumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
. supply the scantlings has caused serious delay to the progress of the new post and

telegraph offices. This, though inevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber suppiy

———

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Governme
' Madras, to the Chief, Engineer,g Public Wgrks Department, da(izg Ch b

80th October 1883, No. 9714, Pk,

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the hongy to for-
1 Contract agreement,. ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

1 Book of correspondence, correspondence that passed between this

office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded.
2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.
" 3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but 1t
is extremely improbable that any of the palance remaining due by him will be recovered.

From Maior J. L. L. MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
men‘}c, to the Chief Enginéer, Public Works Departmgnt, dated Chepik, 4th
February 1884, No. 1459.

I have the honor to enclose, for information and orders of Government, copy of
this office letter, No. 1426, dated 25th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
Madras, and his reply thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvency of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

9. The amount due by the firm, viz., Rs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

E. BARCLAY, Esq., Government Solicitor, to the Secretary to Government
FromPublic Works ]’)epariments, dated Madras, Tth February 1884, No. 82. :

In reply to your memorandum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform
you that I am watching the criminal charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
these charges has, however, been adjourned to next 'mo.nth. i

9. T can see no ground for Government bringing a cnmmal_ charge against
Mr. Bremner. His case is merely one of breach of contract by failing to deliver
certain timber his firm had contracted to supply to Government, and for which they had
been paid in advance. The fact that same of .the tu_nber was delivered according to
contract would negative any idea of a eriminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when
he obtained the advance from the Government Architect.

OrpEr—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

The papers above recorded have referenc‘e.to a transaction entered into by the
Consulting Architect to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm _of Mansfield,
Bremner, and Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
The facts of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as follow.

9. In March 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
new post and telegraph office at Madras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
by Mr. Chisholm from the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

3. That firm were, however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
time, and applied to Mr. Chisholm for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. Asthe
rules, of the Public Works Code preclude such afivancqs being made, Mr. Chisholm
agreed to purchase from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then‘l.ymg at Pondi-
cherry, which was to be sold back to them, log by log, to be converted'into scantlings.

4. On the 21st March, Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to
Pondicherry, whence he wired to Mr. Chisholm as follows :—¢ Have me,e’isured up 70
tons, please pay for 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque
for Rs. 5,250 was thereupon sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a
bill for signature, providing for the sale of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting

Architect.

0l oy .r_“
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£ . Risngy W <o)



STt RTL T

Ty

s %
4 14te FEeBRusRy 1884, No. 396 W., PusLic Worxs,

A e

5. It would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased.  Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified ang separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entive contyo] gver the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into Scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras ; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold back In detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon. - Such an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thus haq entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholm had in view, by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansfield and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever, The advance was worked out to the extent of R, 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivered from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, criminal prosecution by private persons for other alleged malpractices, The
Government Solicitor has been watching the case on behalf of Government, with g view
to a eivil suit ultimately. The assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by
Government in connection with the case above detailed.

9. The papers will be forwarded to Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation ag he ma
have to offer ; and he will be requested to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which Government may sustain.

(True Extract.)

1 . SHAW-STEWART, Celonel, R.E.
(Signed)  J Secretar,y to Gov,t., P.W.D.

TO R. F. Ohish : E . C . " t GOVemment,
olm, Esq onsulting Architect to (through the India Office)
» the Acting Consulting Architect to Government.

Exd. E. Fernandes.
Spare Copies

P——
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment,

Reap—the following papers :—

. & the Consulting Architect to Government dated 25th
Extract from a letter from()etober 1883, No. 907, )

“Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent with letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883, A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.

JCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to Government, to
me‘fh%(}lfﬁfcl{l:j\‘r’irﬁeel's%’ubﬁc Works Department, dated Chepdk, 9th August
» D 3
1883, No. 528.

I have the honor to report the following circumstances.
9. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the
. )

new post and telegraph offices, some
One letter. tenders for the same, on the part of the firm
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisholm by

Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in imme-
* Letter of March 9th.

diate charge of the works. The price
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165°

er ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield agd
E‘ ny agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
;Jn(::llgcillia}tre need of tunds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
. “(‘1}%323‘1;; to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on
account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have ‘the honor to apply to you for an
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-

: - , dicherry, which is to be delivered in scantlings
i tons teak in logs, our property, at Pon s i 8
%;yu(;fozoorol?:fore the 318%; instant at the new post and telegraph offices.

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that “ the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made i

but he suggested the following way of

meeting the difficulty :—
“ Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity. I can then

urchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to Jou, log by log, at the same rate, to be
Eonverted by you into scantlings according to agreement. !
4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondic :
March 21st—¢ Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 85 tons to-day on’ bill of sale
igned by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter ;" and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
::fg: sentyto Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic St

+ Letter of March 20th.

herry, wired on

of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed and returned.

(ing charge of the Consulting Architect’s office. on April 16th,
I magt; ig&fgj ;Ié?ga?(i?;g thec;rarious contracts in hand, and was shown some timl')er
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe.ld and Company had sent in ;
but great delay in carrying on the wox_'k soon becpmmg apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an interview with Mr. Bremner, then the repre-

sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,
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with Mr. Mangﬁeld, but that gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr, Bremner much about, the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. B}'erpner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in much, I
had at last to insist on the execution of 4 stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment,

7. But t]}e agreement was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; that their
deposit was forfeited, and that the jmmediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
by them to Government must be exacted. This amount is Rs. 2,863-9-11, the balance

. of the original advance of Rg, 9,250 having been met by the value of the scantlines
furnished. 8

8. 'Ijhe firm pleaded for delay, and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
good their debt; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, they requested me ¢, give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
bills of lading of some produce op the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to ohtaip the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inqu_iries I had made, I judged that the commercial standing of
the firm was not of the highest, T refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to

consent to any further delay; and T have now the honor to xeport that T propose to

Place the matter in the hands of the Government Sglicitor, and to request your sanction
to that course. :

will (}I?,'y S:;g :}f:tt}]'e Oircliistances of the case. In the way of comment on them, I

e Mt it 18 unfortun_ate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
from ther - 0Ce In fact, I might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
ansc, b and . especially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate, From the
wns of the firm requiring an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs, 9,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield and
Compz_my to .eﬁect a whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
made in fore}gn territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
In any case it was practically impossible— the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that

either the whole of the wood never did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance

undelivered has now been otherwise disposed of.
11. It is

possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
but they are very small people, and T think legal pressure must be brought to bear on

them, the more so that, if they have not at Pondicherry the balance of the oricinal 70
tons, they have most distinctly heen guilty of dishonesty, E

, 12. In any case the eircumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantlings has caused serious delay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, thou_gh inevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber suppiy.

FromMC.anIN?EtET,(J]lillgqf., gfﬁciating Corﬁ)ulting Architect to the Government of
adras, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works De tment “hepé

e 0,c fobor 1883, Ne 9g112f3 T, partment, dated Chepik,

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-

T e e ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

1 Book of correspondence, correspondence that passed between this

office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. ) :

2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Goverqment by the Governmel}t
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but (11t
i5'e xtrerx’lely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be recovered.

P

i . L. MORANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
Fromml‘gz‘loig .tEeI(‘]l?ief Enginéer, Public Works Departmgnt, dated Chepik, 4th
)

February 1884, No. 1459.

lose, for information and orders of Government, copy of
this gf%ilgg elef?tzx}ml%oolz 320(? X Hzxt;d 95th January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
Madras, and his ;eply thereto, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolvel,lcy of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.

9. The amount due by the firm, viz., Rs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras,

ARCLAY, Esq. Government Solicitor, to the Secretary to Government,
B B RARULA Depuriment, dated Madras, 7th February 1884, No. 82.

- orandum, dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform

ou {ﬁa{ eﬁ?l);nio wga?tziirggrréhe crimirial charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
these charges has, however, been adjourned to next 'mo.nth. 9 :

9. T can see no ground for Government bringing a eriminal charge against

Mr. B'renmer. His case is merely one of breach of contract by faxlmg to deliver

certain timber his firm had contracted to supply to Gpvernment, an@ for which thqy had

been paid in advance. The fact that some of 'the tu_nber was deh\'el‘ed,aceordmg tb

contract would negative any idea of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when

he obtained the advance from the Government Architect,

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

, . i into by the
The papers above recorded have reference to a transaction entered in
Consfllzfngqg&rchitect to Government, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
Bremner, and Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
The f-lclts’; of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as follow.

.ch 1883, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the
new gostl Izlull\(ﬁiﬁlelglmph oﬂicé3 uthadras, and a tender for t‘he supply was accepted
by Mr. Chisholm from the firm of Mansfield, Br?mner, and Com.pany. :

3. That firm were, however, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated
ti dond applied to Mr. Chisholm for aid 1n the shape of an a(.lvance of funds. .As the
iy af tlZPPPublic Works Code preclude such aflvances being made, Mr. Ch1shoh_n
ik g rehase from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pondi-
agreeq toh{)cllll was to be sold back to them, log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
oyt 91st March, Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to

% S hd Sce ‘he Wi’red to Mr. Chisholm as follows :—¢ Have measured up 70
e efI:)r 35 tons today on bill of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque
e pleagcf_ Opayas thereupon sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company together with a
ey t‘gre roviding for the sale of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, valued
:':n}{io% s;g:'l acubic,: If)oot. This bill was duly signed and returned to the Consulting

Architect.
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5. It would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain

actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 85 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified anq separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire control over the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras.; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold. back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon. Such an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Pondicherry to carry on such a completed
transaction. The firm thyg had entire control over the timber; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholmy had in view by purchase of the tlm‘ber, d}sappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mangsfield and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever. Thg advance was worked out to the extent of Rs, 2,386,

being value of scantlings delivered from time.to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. The present representative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at -

Madras, criminal
Government Soli
to a ciwil suit ul

rosecution by pyi rsons for other alleged malpracti_ces. The
OIi)tOI' has beeﬂ%&g&?ﬁg tIk)lz case on behalf of Government, with a view
timately. The assets of the firm are, however, p_roblematma.l, ax}d the
Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a eriminal prosecution by
Government in connection vwith the case above detailed.

9. The papers will be forwarded to Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
have to offer ; and he will be reques%ed to show cause why he should not be held
personally liable for any loss which (yovernment may sustain.

(True Extract.)

: -STEWART, Celonel, R.E.
(Signed) AT Secretalzy to Gov’t., P."?V'.D.

Saise y : ment,
To R. F. Chisholm, Esq.., Consulting Architect to gﬁ:ﬁ;‘gh the Tndia Office).
» the Acting Consulting Architect to Government.

Exd. E. Fernandez.
Spare Copies

i
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Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

Mr. Chisholm ealled upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be

held personally liable for any loss which -

Government may sustain thereby,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment,

Reap—the following papers :—

A A : 25th
: the Consulting Architect to Government, dated
Extract from a letter fromoctgber 1883, No. 907.

“Item No. 4.—Explanation was sent with letter, No. 528, dated 9tn August 1883, A full
copy of the corz.'espondence will be forwarded.

: ; ficiating Consulting Architect to Government, to
Fr°“;h§-0‘{§§0§,§,}“,;e§“§u§hc Works Department, dated Chepalk, 9th August
. gineer,
1883, No. 528.

I have the honor to report the following circumstancesg,

tity of teakwood scantlings being required for the
2. In March last, a large quantity Dew post and telegraph offices, some
One letter. tenders for the same, on the part qf the firm
Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisholm by
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Comp Mo Lennon,* the subordinate. jr A
* Letter of March 9th. diate charge of the svotl;-ks. Thﬁ piigg
b q ntually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs.
Orlgtnzllf);rn:}f;ei;ﬁ;:},gh{v?;fgi‘;eand deyiivered; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
%er 0 Bt d lijver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in
i Igﬁgg;{ea%eed . fuends - for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
: )
Mr. Chisholm :— Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P Lennon on
. " Yy X, . .
4 « ]tgeieﬁlmg to 1:hetI)ux(‘ic}ltzz:vf(ae ofxpil Oofﬁ’:ez, s il have‘the honor to apply 1to you for an
dcoun . the' i }I;OS o din r%:um for this we agree to give you entire control over a gﬁlzn-
:it;’a:fcg(? nton;S fggieizs?:);: our property, at Pondlchgrryl, A c}ﬁ 1§ﬁto b;e, o Sulocitnge
by us on or before the 31 instant at the new post and te eg‘r‘ap v b that
isholm+ informed them that ¢ the Code la.ys down a rule a’
3. In reply, Mr. Chisho m no advances of any kind can be made ;’f
3 ' but he suggested " the following way o
T Letter of March 20th. meeting the difficulty :— : :
: i ire i tity. I can then
« timber at Pondicherry and wire in the quantity
pumhal;gritginﬂ? ﬁﬁrﬁ({nﬁ?ﬁ&r eaglrzefi to sell it back tt? Jou, log by log, at the same rate, to be
converted by you into seantlings according to aireemen .We tdown to Pondicherry, wired on
4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down &
March 21st—¢ Have meas%ry;d up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tong to-day on bill of sale
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter ;" and a cheque for Rs, 9,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a bill for 1750 cubic feet
of teakwood at Rs. 8 per cubic foot. This bill Was signed and returned.

5 i arge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on April 16th,
I magé ﬁgg{rﬁ ;Iéga%ggc:lhegvarious contracts in hand, and was shown some tlmnex:
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs. Mansﬁe.ld and Company had sent in .
but great delay in carrying on the wor:k soon bec_ommg apparent, I made further
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an 1nterV19;w with M;. Bremner, then the repre-
sentative of the firm in Madras, Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I believe,
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that : :
apparently telling N,[r. Broge gentleman had, by that time, left for England without

€T much acements into which he had entered.
6. Mr. Bremner was about the engag

had at last to insist on th Profllse.j_n Promises, but as these did not result in much, I

; € exe . stthnte
This was executed on June § thc‘ltlon of a stamped agreement to supply the scantlings

selves to supply one-half of the g : ; Fok 5 2
. cantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A depgossii of Rs. 250 v?as made to ensure fulfilment.
7. But the agreement

. Was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
a'(;peai_:ﬁd Zzaxf'gi?gz, dI gave the fiyy formal n70tice’that it vs?agr cancelled ; that their
b P tolim“;o Govell'nem,ez;;l d that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due
Og R n;ust be exasted. This amount is Rs. 2,863-9-11, the balance
furnished.g of Rs. 6,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings

8. The fi 1 ;
good theiredell;lf?; pbiifiigefogtdela)’: and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make

- P h passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
{gﬁa“;lolfn%:&g’ t(l)lfe 3; ;;qu%ted e to give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
ey %n B }f Produce gp the West Coast would reach them by that date,

able them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.
9. But as, from inquirieg T

: had made, T judged that the commercial standing of
2};:;8%;? :ga:nnot%u(:ihtg‘e (;1 llghe.st, I refused: ithhe letter of which I attach a copy, to
pléce e mattZr i tho'k egy » a0d T have now the honor to report that I propose to
to that course, ands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction

will ‘(}I?].y S:;(Ill :‘ﬁ':tt};ei:i(lﬁll;m‘itances of the case. In the way of comment on them, I
fhio frel instance. o fac tOIIUII?.te no regular agreement was made with the firm in
fhem them. and ospeeiall 2 lmlght 8o so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
fact of th«; et uirinZ- of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. From the
b riﬂ'g TR lillad 15 an advance mevely to cut.the logs into scantlings, and to
the property of the fir 155 12 IPaY be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
Compax?y toye o m, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield and
g IR a whole or part purcha_se of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
v o =g tem'ltm'}_’ undo}lbtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.

sty case 1t was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out

the arrangement made by Mr. Chisholm. to sell th d baek 1o the: fiem Too by 1o
They had perforce entire control over tl,leo viehio Bepigiantouba i L 0 s

wood, no delivery in its legal e havin
ever, I understand, been taken ; and, fro , N B ot i

? : m the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs stated to be still there, T have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood never diq 1,

: elong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
undelivered has now been otherwige disposed of.

11, It is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,
but they are very small people, and I think legal pressure must be brought to bear on

them, the more so that, if they have not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinctly been guilty of dishonesty. ‘

12. In any case the circumstances haye been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantlings has caused serious delay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, though inevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepilk,
30th October 1883, No. 914,

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-

ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the
} %ﬁf f’,‘f‘cﬁﬁgﬁgﬁ@e corre,spondence’ that passed between this
: ' : office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting

y and Messrs. Mansfield and Company then bound them-
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.you that I am watching the crimina

e
AT AI I INIITIIT
JUI G R R WURSS TPV e oS it et s

14ra Frsruary 1884, No. 396 W., PusLic WoRrxgs. 3

P

firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
also forwarded. i

2. These papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of August
9th, 1883, form a complete statement of the case.

3. The case continues to be watched on behalf of Government by the Government
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way back here ; but (llt
is extreu,]ely impl:obable that any of the palance remaining due by him will be recovered.

m————

g ajor ANT, R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to Govern-
rromn?(E;{OItoT .t%o%li'le(’f)%nginéer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik, 4th
February 1884, No, 1459.

. e, s f
; for information and orders of Government, copy ©
i If}ﬁmvelth(i holr?r ﬁ‘?g dﬁiiédozmh January 1884, to the Government Solicitor,
gﬁihsw C:ndeﬁti:r;‘epl; the;et;o, No. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insol\;ol,lc of the firm of Messts. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.
2 T); amount due by the firm viz., Bs. 2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advance
“n € @ 1

and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras.

vernment Solicitor, to the Secretary to Government,
dated Madras, Tth February 1884, No. 82.

dated 6th instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform
| charges against Mr. Bremner. The hearing of
been adjourned to next month.

From E. BARCLAY, Esq., Go
Public Works Department,

In reply to your memorandum,

these charges has, however, 4 for Government bringing a criminal charge aga;nst

G grm};l merely one of breach of contract by failing to deliver

Mr. Bremner. His O?S% éontm“"d to supply to Government, antlil.for v:lhwh thdoy he;d

certain timber his firm ha fact that some of the timber was delivere Jaccording to

B b bl R 1:,1 of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremner’s part when
des

contract would nezative any 1 7 t Architect.
he obtained the advance from the Grovercmen

M s

‘ 7o. 396 W., Public Works.

—d bruary 1884, No. : :
Orper—dated 14th Fe yd d have reference to a transaction eqtered into by tlltlie
The papers above redqr emment Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Manst:lie .
Consulting Architect to Qore ’of timber for works under execution at Madras.

Bremner, and Company, for the Suplljlg record before Government, are as follow.

pt sl ek bzfiatntity of teak-wood scantlings was required for the

9. In March 1883, a large q and a tender for the supply was accepted
new post and telegraph office i M@F;:s‘sf’ield; Bremner, and Company.

o L Rt ik :: anable to deliver the scantlings by the stipulated

P ek 1(13(1)1W0hi)h;1 for aid in the shape of an advance of funds. A }? tlh %
time, and applied to Mr. I %ode preclude such advances being made, Mr. Chisho d'.n
ool Riles fVV 5 2he firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then lying at Pﬁn i-
REnd gl r{,)m old back to them; log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
o L Lo A the sub-divisional officer, was deputed to

P dl.l.hOn i ];')‘ellf:e Liir(ili}e%{iblﬁ?nocrﬁisholm as follows :—¢ Have measured up 70
- Pondicherry, w ’

; bill of sale signed by vendors.” A cheque
tons, plesa‘s)e5 (})ay f<1):1}-1 836511 tﬁﬁssetr?tddt% %Illeser. Mansfield and Company togeth&ar foh 3
{)?{lRf(s).r ;idgnat‘zzz proviging for the sale of 1,750 cubic feet of teak-wood, value
7

at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill Wwas duly siguned and retumed to the Consulting
Architect. :
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6. It would appear that ng steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timbey Which he th g purchased. Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tong Were paid for : and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identifieq and separated from the bulk.

6. To the inexactnesg of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire contrg] s lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings andoseerﬁtv}géggzt {heb works at Mad};'as; but it would
appear that the logs thus conyeyeg Were not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upop, uch an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishmept at Pondicherry to carry on such a complgted
transaction. The firm thus haq entire control over the timber ; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholm py, In view, b p,m‘clmse of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of Rs. 5,250 paid to Mansﬁeld éndyCompany resolved itself into an advance,
Wwith no security whatever, The advap e was worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386,
being value of scantlj i

ngs delivergq from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.
8. The present representatiy

el e of ¢ Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
Madras, eriminal Prosecution by pri.v(;f;eth?arfsi;‘:;’ for other alléged malpractices. ’!‘he
Gover'nment Solicitor hag been Watching t?le case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil suit ultimately, e assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the
Government Solicitor considers thyt there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by
Government in connection with ¢

he case above detailed.
9. The papers will be forwardeq to Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
ave to offer; and phe wil

. be re how cause why he should not be held'
Personally liable for any loss s

Which Goyernment may sustain.
(True Extract.)

Si . SHAW-STEWART, Colonel, R.E.,
Ty 5 Secreta;y to Govft., P.W.D.

To R. F. Chisholm, Esq., Consulting Architect to Government,

(through the India Office).

» the Acting Consulting Architect to Gopermor.

Exd. E. Fernandes.
Spare Copies
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

General,
Establishment,

READ—the following papers :—

Extract from a letter from the Consulting Archi
, g Archite g
October 1883, No. 907, ¢t to Government, dated 25th

“Item No. 4.—Explanation was sent with letter, No. 928, dated 9th August 1883. A full
. 1w

Dated February, 14th.
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.”

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating C 1 :
e , E8q., ciating onsu]tmg Architect ¢
the Chief Engineer, Public Works Depart sl E}Overnment to
1883, No. 52% er, fublic Partment, dated Chepik, 9th Auéust

I have the honor to report the following Circumétances.

2. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for th
One letter. ?;I(V}mgo;;r tﬁnd telegraph ofﬁcés, Ol::iom:
e same, on the par
of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitte d » I\Erpaé)th (l)f ht(ﬁe ﬁll')m
: . sholm
* Letter of March 9th. %Irt L?nnon,* the subordinate in imme)t
originally named _ diate charge of the works. The npi
Pbieny Sy ed was high, but eventually'an agreement was arrived at to pay R price
b or t i scanthngs wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs Mﬁn}; a ls(i 165
immgéh{eaileeeid tfO tdehver the timber by the end of March, they seem to h"lve ?)eer? o
. ed of f . "G gl 3 i Cén 1n
ME, Chisholn unds ; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
“ Referring to the :
a6 purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made b ke
5 dc\g:]%z %f;l tt}lnﬁ new post and telegraph offices, we now have the hgnof g&gr"} IEI 11 Lyennon on
tity of 70 tonls tpu.rol_mse, and in return for this we agree to give you entire egzlt{ol 0 you for an
b dn o el sf eak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which s to be deliver 1 Over a quan-
etore the 31st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.” ered in scantlings,

5 : ;
In reply, M. Chisholmt informed them that ¢ the Code lays down a rule tf;t
no advances of any ki i g
T Letter of March 20th. but he suggested yth;ngolfgxréh}l)oer IVI;ade 2o
“Mr. Lennon ¢ ; meeting the difficulty : — oA
purchase it a g o 0 measure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the. ti
bl ominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to you, log by 1 quantity. I can then
i Thx you into scantlings according to agreement.” B B (.)g, at the same rate, to be
- 118 Was accordinely ( ¥
March 21st ¢ gly done. Mr. Lennon went down t By .
iy byStv endoHrgv: ni)easllilred up 70 tons, please pay for 35 toz]fgg%l;;le;lll‘y l’> _ﬁ’n'?d oln
. S banks close tomorrow for Easter:” i b1l of sale
was sent t e ster;” and a
o teakwoo?i gtesﬁls.?)Mansﬁel.d and Compi_m}’,' together x,vith a bil(l}hf(écll'u(l3 7f§8 i '5’250
S. 9 per cubie foot. This bill was signed and returned cubic feet

o. After taking o A

I made inaniv - 8 OVer charge of the Consulting Architect’ i
i tl?e epl(::tlu;;lgst rle{-,'ardmg the various contracts in hand, lafl(:i :V:ﬁﬁle(; on April 16th,
T i cianegraph.oﬁices which Messrs. Mansfield and Compa;f;lﬁgdme timber
S tite; carrying on the work soon becomi sent in :
Inquiries ShOrtly afterward - ! oming apparent, I made f ’
tati - s, and had an interview with Mr. By urther
sentative of the firm in Madras, Mr. Chisholm’s transactionslﬁgldnzll‘i {)}(1322 tIhelz) r]qpre-
) elieve,

Recd. Enel.

G.0., 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

Mr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
nation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.
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with Mr. Mansfield, but that gentleman had, by that time, .1eft for.England without
apparently telling Mr. Bremner much ahout the engagements into which he had entered.

6. Mr. Bremner was profuse in promises, but as these did not result in mugh, I
had at last to insist on the execution of 5 stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June 8th, and Messrs. Mansfield and Compz_my then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by July 16th, A deposit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement was not fulfilled, and, accordingly, on July 17th, after
repeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it was cancelled ; t.]lif,t their
deposit was forfeited, and that the immediate liquidation of the amount remaining due

by them to Government must he exacted. This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balance
of the original advance of Rs, 9,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings
furnished.

8. The firm pleaded for delay, and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make

good their debt; but the 5th passed without any payment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, they requested me to give them ftill the 156th instant, alleging that the

bills of lading of some produce on the West Coast would reach them by that date,
which would enable them to obtain the necessary advance of funds.

9. But as, from inquiries I had made, T judged that the commercial standing of
the firm was not of the highest, T refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to
consent to any further delay; and I have now the honor to report that I propose to
Place the matter in the hands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction
to that course,

10. Such are the circumstances of the case. In the way of comment on them, I
will only add that it

_ is unfortunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
the first instance. In fact, I might go so far as to say that the purchase of any logs
from them, and esp

ecially of logs lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. From the
fact of the firm requiri

: ng an advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
bring the latter to Madras, it may be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs. Mansfield and

Company to effect a Whole or part purchase of them ; and the fact of the purchase being
made in foreign territory undoubtedly gives Government less legal hold over the firm.
In any case it was practically impossible—the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out

the arrangement made by M, Chisholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entire control oyer )

ever, I understand, been taken :

; and, from the fact of Mr. Bremner steadily refusing
to give me delivery of the logs st

ated to be still there, I have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood n

ever did belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance
Uadelivered has now been otherwise disposed of.

11, Tt is possible that the firm are anxious to liquidate the claim of Government,

but they are very small people, and I think legal pressure must be brought to bear on
them, the more so that, if th

: . W€y have not at Pondicherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have most distinetly been guilty of dishonesty,

12, ¥ any case the eircumstances have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to
supply the scantlings «has caused serioug delay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, though {

\81 nevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and satisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

mebf dy 'INt%]?:ET,OEhgqf" %fﬁciating Consulting Architeot to the Government of
adaras (c] 1€ nol e P bli W k D 1 a
30th October 1883, No, 93112 e, tublic Works Department, dated Chepk,

As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, I have the honor to for-

1 Contract agreement,. ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the
1 Book of correspondence. correspondence that passed between this

office and Mr. Bremner, of the defaulting

e wood, no delivery in its legal sense having '

e
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firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate s
also forwarded.

2. These papers, taken in connectionhwith my letter to you, No. 528, of August
for hlete statement of the case.
9th, ;88,1%},130;;:(330222?1{:%8 to be watched on behalf of Govern_ment by the Gov%r%mfrixz
Solicitor, and Mr. Bremner is said to be in custody and on his way baplllc éle:: i :r s
18 extren,lely improbable that any of the balance remaining due by him will be

Tor NT. R.E., Officiating Consulting Architect to GPYern-
Fromnll\g]zﬁmtg t%elé‘}i‘ie(f)%ﬁ;r’fécr, Public Wozks Departmgnt, dated Chepék, 4th
Febr;mry 1884, No, 1459.

i f
information and orders of Government, copy o
A Mok hogyor ﬁgg Olgi(z’eéoggth January 1884, to the Government Sohclt(;f,
ﬁfdsgw:néeﬁtigﬁepl; the;e‘éo l\T o. 66, dated 30th January 1884, on the subject of the
insolver’lcy of the firm of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and (;ompany. s
2. The amount due by the firm, viz, Rs. 2,86?21-9-11, is now shown as an adva
~a 1€ ¢ A AL 9
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras.

ici Government
-l A Y. Es ment Solicitor, to the Secreta{y to .
= I}?"b]fic T\‘,&({;ﬁs b?;?;;ni‘;i‘f”é]ated Madras, 7th February 1884, No. 82,
u 3 )¢

. instant, No. 277 C., I beg to inform

ou {ﬁdtr g st ‘mzmel?ﬁ?g};ﬁafliﬁgighziagrzg ;Bi[ﬁ‘: Bremaer.  The hearing of

Zhese charges has, hOWeVgr’ i ad’(’m:nilrﬁznlé bringing a criminal charge against

2. 1 can L gml.md f,m:l Gf;: lof breach of contract by faililig. ;olothdehﬁr:;

o HIS g mbchg(rl to supply to Government, and for VE mcord?{w to

certain timber his firm m'l[(‘lhcmg:(;cthat some of the timber was d](;hvrf;;% r’chart W?], =
gfﬁ&ﬁ?&;ﬁﬁdgﬁg’g;@ an; idl}& of a criminal intention on Mr. Bre

t Architect.
he obtained the advance from the Govercmen

R

To. 396 W., Public Works.
gy Rantiiip Sy 1:reference to a transaction entered finﬁ) bgﬁ:I}:le
: : an
] rchitect to Government, M?- Chisholm, with dthe i&?ﬁgn at Ma dras’.
Consulting A1c‘ itec 0f o bannly of timber for works under e ke
oo, agd Compalny, zf)wn by the record before Governn'lent, are as fol d.f i
The facts of the case, as s Ml teak-wood scantlings Waslrequlreacc(;r o g
%eWN%) f),St(blilll'lh leui3 ?JI;OIP;I the firm of Mansfield, Br(?mner, and Com'pany. tivalated
L S h er. unable t0 deliver the scantlings by the s 1p2L o
3. That ﬁr1(111 W%}'e, C%Ys?;lﬂ’l for aid in the shape of an advance of ﬁﬁlds'(}his }:olm
time, and applie 1.t° Wr. %s Code preclude such advances being madei B g
rules of the Pu/b ic . or R quantity of timber in bulk, then 'yicno aantlinos
e tth.lg‘c mé’et rt(;):l sold back to them, 1og by log, to be converted into scantiings.
cherry, whic Wf)ls : h. Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was deputed :cg
4. .69 }: e 1\Iflm‘(wzvi,i'ed x’;o Mr. Chisholm as follows :—* Have me,?smzd EP :1 e
Pondicherry, w e;me - ; iy g of sale signed by vendors. = c et%
g plea;%(}) >4 (‘zlilereu on sent to Messrs. Mansfield apd C Ompany, Mg ; i Wll 3
f(?r s 5" tW . rovi(I])in for the sale of 1,750 cubic zeet of teak-wood, V‘it‘.le
b;llRﬁor?, s;)%f aczai’) If)oot T%is bill was duly signed and ' eturned to the Consulting
at Rs. .
Architect. '

The papers above recorded hav
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5. It would appear that no steps were taken by the Consulting Architect to obtain
actual delivery of the timber which he thus purchased. ~Of the 70 tons measured up at
Pondicherry, only 35 tons were paid for; and there is nothing to show that these 35
tons were specially identified and separate"d from the bulk.

6. To the inexactness of the transaction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the immediate subject of the present correspondence.

7. The firm had entire control over the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into scantlings and delivered at the works at Madras; but it would
appear that the logs thus converted were not actually sold back in detail to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon. Such an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being no Public Works establishment at Poﬁdicherry to carry on such a completed
transaption. The firm thus haq entire control over the timber ; cut some of it into
scantlings for the Public Works Department, and made away with the rest. The
security which Mr. Chisholm had in view by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
the sum of RS_- 5,250 paid to Mansfield a’lnd Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security whatever. The advance was worked out to the extent of Rs. 2,386,
being value of scantlings delivered from time to time, leaving Rs. 2,864 still unadjusted.

8. Th.e present representative of the firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing, at
I\C[adras, criminal prosecution by private persons for other alleged malpractices. The
Government Solicitor has been watching the case on behalf of Government, with a view
to a civil suit ultimately. The assets of the firm are, however, problematical, and the

Government Solicitor considers that there are no grounds for a criminal prosecution by
Government in connection with the ease above detailed.

9. The papers will be forwarded to Mr. Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
have to offer ; and he will be requested to show cause why he should not be held
¢ for any loss which Government may sustain.

(True Extract.)

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

To R. F. Chisholm, Esq., Consulting Architect to Government,

. X through the India Office).
»» the Acting Consulting Architect to Governmel(l A & )

Exd. E. Fernandez.
Spare Copies
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G.0., 14th Feb. 1884, No. 396 W.

FEBRUARY.

Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner,
and Company

~ Mr. Chisholm called upon for such expla-
pation as he may have to offer regarding his
transactions with — for the supply of tim-
ber, and to show cause why he should not be
held personally liable for any loss which
Government may sustain thereby.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Establishment.

REeap—the following papers :—

Extract from a letter from the Consulting Architect to Government, dated 25th
October 1883, No. 907.

“Ttem No. 4.—Explanation was sent Wlt’],l letter, No. 528, dated 9th August 1883. A full
copy of the correspondence will be forwarded.

From C. VINCENT, Esq., Officiating Consulting Architect to Government,.to
the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik, 9th August
1883, No. 528. -

1 have the honor to report the following circumstances.

2. In March last, a large quantity of teakwood scantlings being required for the
pew post and telegraph offices, some

. One letter. tenders for the same, on the part of the firm

of Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company, were submitted to Mr. Chisholm by
oo Mr. Lennon,* the subordinate in imme-

diate charge of the works. The price
originally named was high, but eventually an agreement was arrived at to pay Rs. 165
per ton for the scantlings wrought and delivered ; but although Messrs. Mansfield and
Company agreed to deliver the timber by the end of March, they seem to have been in’
immediate need of funds; for, on March 19th, they addressed the following letter to
Mr. Chisholm :—

“ Referring to the purchase of 70 tons Moulmein teak made by Mr. R. P. Lennon on
account of the new post and telegraph offices, we now have the honor to apply to you for an
advance on this purchase, and in return for this we agree to give you entire control over a quan-
tity of 70 tons teak in logs, our property, at Pondicherry, which is to be delivered in scantlings
by us on or before the 81st instant at the new post and telegraph offices.” A

3. In reply, Mr. Chisholmt informed them that ¢ the Code lays down a rule that

no advances of any kind can be made;”

but he suggested the following way of
meeting the difficulty :—

¢ Mr. Lennon to measure the timber at Pondicherry and wire in the tit
purchase it at a nominal rate, agreeing to sell it back to you, log by log, quantity. I can then

converted by you into scantlings according to agreement.” at the same rate, to be

4. This was accordingly done. Mr. Lennon went down to Pondicher ;
March 21st—* Have measured up 70 tons, please pay for 35 tons to-day 011;y i)iﬁlf)?ds:ﬁ
signed by vendors as banks close tomorrow for Easter;” and a cheque for Rs. 5,250
was sent to Messrs. Mansfield and Company, together with a billfor 1750 cubic fect
of teakwood at Rs. 3 per cubic foot. This bill was signed ».. A Toturnel

5. After taking over charge of the Consulting Architect’s office, on A
I made inquiries regarding the various contracts in hand, and was shown some timh
at the post and telegraph offices which Messrs, Mansfield and Company had sent ir?l:
but great delay in carrying on the work soon becoming apparent, I made furthex’-
inquiries shortly afterwards, and had an interview with Mr. Bremnel,-, then the repre-

sentative of the firm in Madras. Mr. Chisholm’s transactions had all been, I beligve
)

+ Letter of March 20th.

pril 16th,



; gentleman had, by that time, left for England without
apparently telling Mr, Bremney much aboyt the engagements into which he had entered.
6. Mr. Bremner wag

i Profuse in Promises, but as these did not result jn much, I
ha@ at last to insist on the €Xecution of 4 stamped agreement to supply the scantlings.
This was executed on June gt » 80d Messrs, Mansfield and Company then bound them-
selves to supply one-half of the Scantlings still remaining undelivered by June 26th,
and the other half by J uly 16th, A dEPOSit of Rs. 250 was made to ensure fulfilment.

7. But the agreement yagq not

: tulfilled, and, accordingly, on Jul 17th, after
Tepeated warnings, I gave the firm formal notice that it Wig ,caneelleg ; that their
L oot “orfeited, and that the immegiate liquidation of the amount remaining due
o7 dhem to Government mugs b sxacted. This amount is Rs, 2,863-9-11, the balance
4 ﬂil:h(;lc'llgmal advance of R, 5,250 having been met by the value of the scantlings

8. The firm pleade

d for delay and T accorded them up to the 5th instant to make
B oo etz debt; ut the 5¢h aséed i ment being made, and, in reply
to an inquiry, thzay requested nll)e . Without any payment being , and,

0 give them till the 15th instant, alleging that the
o0 the West Coast would reach them by that date,

’ 9. But as, from inquiries T haq i

the firm wag ot of theqhighest, I it
consent to any furthep
Place the mattey iy, the
to that courge,

10. Such are the circumstance f In the way of comment on them. I
Will only udd that ;¢ 1 unfor g I Y 2

: tunate no regular agreement was made with the firm in
i Tstanse. ' Ga fact, might go 5o far as to say that the purchase of any logs
om them, and especially of Jogg lying at Pondicherry, was unfortunate. From*the
fagt of the firm requiring ap advance merely to cut the logs into scantlings, and to
ring tho latter to Madras, it May be reasonably surmised that the logs were not really
the property of the firm, and that the Rs. 5,250 only enabled Messrs., Mansfield and

wdged that the commercial standing of
: refused, in the letter of which I attach a copy, to
delay ; anq T have now the honor to report that I propose to
hands of the Government Solicitor, and to request your sanction

In any case it was practically impossible_the logs being at Pondicherry—to carry out
the arrangement made by Mr, CL

: isholm, to sell the wood back to the firm log by log.
They had perforce entiro control over the wood, no delivery in its legal sense having
Ao understand, heen taken ; and, fropm the fact of MrsBremner steadily refusing
: stated to be still there, T have no doubt whatever that
either the whole of the wood never diq belong to the firm, or that, if it did, the balance

11. Tt is possible that the firm a0 anxious to liquidate ‘the claim of Government,
but they are very small people, anq

: I think legal pressure must be brought to bear on

them, the more &0 that, if they haye not at P(idigherry the balance of the original 70
tons, they have mogt distinetly heep guilty of dishonesty,

12. In any case the circumstangeg have been most unfortunate ; for the failure to

supply the scantlings hag caused gep; lay to the progress of the new post and
telegraph offices. This, tlous delay to the prog p

though inevitable, is much to my vegret ; but, I may add, I
have now made other and salisfactory arrangements with regard to the timber supply.

From C. VINCENT, Fsq., Oﬂiciating Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the Chief Epgs

gineer,  Public Works Department, dated Chepik,
30th October 1883, No, 914,
As promised in my letter, No, 907, of the 25th instant, T have the honor to for-
1 Contract agroement 3 ward, herewith, a complete copy of all the

1 Book of cofrres e correspondence that passed between this

> ¥ : office and Mr. Bremuer, of the defaulting

4
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fi £ Messrs. Mansfield, Bremner, and Company. The original contract certificate is
rm of Messrs. {
| . i ' gust
Y f;‘ WTaljj:e:l papers, taken in connection with my letter to you, No. 528, of Aug
« 4 e 4
' € lete statement of the case. ) :
9th, })883, fOIn} a coi?lllju(;s to be watched on behalf of Goverqment by ﬂf ligz(:rilsfrilt
ISk The case c(]);l-. mner is said to be in custody _aqd on his way bapl i c’overed.
Sothtor, c:i;dirg;oballfle that any of the balance remaining due by him will be
is extrem ‘

RANT, R iating ing i Govern-

From Major J. L. L. M .E., Officiating Consulting Architect to )

b a{oi .thé éhi(a(f) En Line’aer, Public Works Department, dated Chepik, 4th.
ment, to t / g

197 84, No. 1459«
S t : close, for information and orders of Government,sc?p};tozf

i i‘fg datéd 25th January 1884, to the Govel'nmenp 0 l(f) o é
Lo A lett.er,i ‘1\{0' tlhe;e{n i\I 0. 66, dated 30th January 1‘884, on the subject o
‘Madras, andflicllfelefi{;xi of Mesérs. Mansfield, Bremner, and (.,ompany. AR
111501“7)911(13);10 | 1t due by the firm, viz, Bs.2,863-9-11, is now shown as an advan

2. The amount ) ras.
and debited to the new telegraph office work at Madras

m icl to Government,

Y. Es ment Solicitor, to the Secretary

From I?-b]%-A%%iﬁ bE;g;;mG;f dated Madras, 7th February 1884, No. 82.
upiic (KS ) :

;i inform
h instant, No. 277 C., I beg to a
dum, dated 6t e ng of

{Ir: ;‘eIl?l);ngo Vz?tlélinirgglrtlﬁza;-imir;al charges ag‘a;;mst L\tf[l: Bremner. The hearing

you tha e % adjourned to next month. i 1

L, e« iskoion bgelfl r ]Grovernment bringing a crnnmal. phartge e:lgeiltll‘lrl::
2. 1 can SCE’[ M gzolil;l me(;cly one of breach of contract befiz-llvaPklgich()they had

> § case : , 0

X ‘Brb'ml‘tl)er.l 1 ﬁlzm had contracted to supply to Gpvemment, ?1111. ered according to

certaln by &IS ‘The fact that some of the timber was deliv s i

beeél I())il&rgﬁlg 1:;33%:%3 any idoa of a criminal intention on Mr. Bremne P

contra eg 3

hitect.
he obtained the advance from the Government Archi

Orper—dated 14th February 1884, No. 396 W., Public Works.

i tered into by the
: have reference to a transaction en
C sglltliengalixe;;ih?&?{c tzecé)rl(;%rzfxl'nnfent, Mr. Chisholm, with the firm of Mansfield,
on g

and Company, for the supply of timber for works under execution at Madras.
. Bremner, )

he facts of the case, as shown by the record before Government, are as follow.
The facts y

i i ired for the
3, a large quantity of teak-wood scantlings was i i :
i Lﬁmf;alliﬁg’ zfﬁ{zl;DthMadras, and a tender for the supply was accepted
gewlv%)lost(;)ﬁgholcm Dfrom the firm of Mansfield, Bremner, and Company.
y Y

i ines ipulated
—_— ever, unable to deliver the scantlings by the stipu
Ay {i'l‘l:ll tz (IBVIE, 1(1)(})1‘;sh01u,1 for aid in the shape of an advance of funds.Ch A;(;Cll:z
time, and 3PPP1cb1'c Works Code preclude such advances being made, M. t;; 2
il -ukasle from the firm a quantity of timber in bulk, then l_ymg‘a ntl(i)n
a}%ree§ il wes to b sold bedk 19 G log by log, to be converted into scantlings.
cherry,

ivisi deputed to
: rch, Mr. Lennon, the sub-divisional officer, was

P dL'the)l'rll‘Ytthhzelnsge hlllilsxiliz'ed I‘;o Mcr. Ch’ishoh? as follows d:—l;“ Hav;oﬁe?sutzdcﬁgq’; (;
s : lay on bill of sale signed by vendors. e
tf:onsl,{pl(gag%(}) a\'gasf(::l}‘leieﬁu;gﬁsse?tf dtyc: Messrs. Mansfield gpdfCotrnI;argaﬁogaot(l)lder j:ltgeg
o1l for. i iding the -sale of 1,750 cubic feet o - ’ .
biuRfOl;’» 511)5;1‘1 a::{)?é If)(fg: 1dl%t1)1i: 011;111 was duly si’gned and returned to the Consulting
at Rs. ; |

Architect.
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5. It would appear that

hus purchased. . Of the 70 tons measured up at
; and there is nothing to show that these 35

D O R A A I o it T

. . : saction in this particular is now due the probable
loss, which is the mmediate subjeet of the present correspondence,

7. The firm had entiye control ovey the logs lying at Pondicherry. Some of these
were converted into Scantlings anq delivered at the works at Madrag ; but it would
appear that the logg thyg converted wepg 101 actually sold back in detai] to Mansfield
and Company, as agreed upon,

i ; uch an arrangement was, in fact, impracticable ; there
being 10 Public Works establishment at Pox{fdicherry P carry :
transaction. The firm thus haq entire control over the timber ; eut some of it into
scantlings for the Pubhc Works epartment, and made away with the rest. The
security which My, ()hlsl_lolm had in View, by purchase of the timber, disappeared ; and
sl Bs. 5,250 paiq to Mangfielq and Company resolved itself into an advance,
with no security Whatever, Ty, advance was worked out to the extent of Rs, 2,386,
being valye of scantlings delivereq from time to time, leaving Rs, 2,864 still unadjusted.

1ve of the firm, Mr. Bremner, is now undergoing’i‘ I?t
by privat s for other alleged malpractices, e
Government Solicitor hag bee, Y Private person g

9. The Papers will be forwarded ¢, Mz, Chisholm, for such explanation as he may
have to offer ; and he i

. © Will be requested to show cause why he should not be held
bersoually liable fop any loss which Government may sustain,

(True Extract.)

Signed J. SHAW-STEWART, Celonel R.E,
o : Secretary to Gov’t., P.W.D.

To R. F. Chisholm, Esq,, Consulting Architect to Government,

: through the India Office).
»» the Acting Consulting Architect ¢, Govemmel(lt- :

Exd. E. Fernandes,
Spare Copies
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