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9 ’ No. 793, Posuic, 26ta June 1897,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :—

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis. No. 3210, dated
31st July 1896.

Read—the following letter from M.R.Ry. M. GOPAT.A ROW, Inspector of Salt,
Abkdri and Customs Revenue, Tirukkdyildr Circle, to the Secretary to the

Commissioner of Salt, Abkéri and Separate Revenue, dated 24th J uly 1896,
N0, O

With reference to the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, Routine No. 2160,
~dated the 16th instant, calling on me to report if the facts mentioned in g letter
published in the Hindu of the 27th ultimo are true, I beg to state that the contents

of the-said letter are true. The following Govern

‘ ment servants were present at the
meeting referred to :—

74 M.R.Ry. T. Varadarajulu Naidu, B.A.. B.1.., District Munsif, Tirukkéyilar, ‘ T
o A. Ramalinga Iyer, m.a., Lecturer, Rajahmundry College. . ,
8 C. Narasimha Charri, Inspector of Police, Tirukkéyilar. e
» V. Masilamony Mudaliar, Sub-Registrar, Tirakkéyilir. et

% M. Gopala Row, Inspector of Salt, AbkAri and Custo
i T. Mathava Row, Prosecuting Inspector of Police, C
» V. Narayana Row, Retired District Munsif.

» L. Arunachala Tyer, Retired Revenue Inspector.

»  A. Nadamuny Naidu, Retired Taluk Clerk,

bl A
ms Revenue, e &
uddalore, ‘

Resolution—Mis. No. 3210, dated 31st July 1896.

Submitted to Government with reference

to its official memorayn
Revenue; dated 13th Jaly 1896, dum, No. 101,

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  EDMUND MILLETT,

Assistant Secretary.
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

—

Endt. No. 1547-R.

. Transferred to the Public De

partment, with reference to office-note, N q
dated the 9th ultimo. » N0. 135-4,

OoracaMuND, | (Signed)  A. T. ARUNDEL,
10¢h August 1896. : Secy. to Govt., Revenue Dept, -
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From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 2nd September
om the - v

1896, No. 401.

the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 17th Septem-
m the o

e ber 1896, No. 434,

the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 25th Septem-
rom

F ber 1896, No. 447.

From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 16th October
1896, No. 481.

From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 23rd October
1596, No. 489.

From the Surgéon—General with the Government of Madras, dated 11th Novem-
ber 1896, No. 522.

Frém the President, Distriet Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896.

.

- with
] . SIBTHORPE, r.r.C.P.1., Surgeon-General wi
Fromﬂ?: r(g}iziﬂrijeﬁg(ﬁnﬁaidgs,sto the Chief Secretar} to Government, dated

adras. 26th November 1896, No. C.-84.
iy memorandum, No. 1355, Public, dated the 9th July 18?1?,
'« office letter ending with No. 522, dated the 'llth November 18;)6};111 %gﬁe. ;
bl cet that the ;’eport in the case of Civil Apothecary D. Jo 1 Pillai 'Oh
h('mol?]x:‘dtv(') l;;a lfas just been received from the Collector of South Arcot and is herewit
grr;ardgc; for the information of Government. e gy
7 rt consists of letter No. C, dated the 18th Novem %r,l o
% Thfldrfvl;g letters from the Deputy Collector and President of thfe ]z:.u oard,
St 'al tr. who conducted the inquiry, together with a copy of the clt\)gegiﬁ
Tirukkoyl i, 10 OO ated the 20th November 1896, from the District Me
memorm'ldum’Oﬂic'er 'T have kept back the voluminous enclosures to the Deputy
e o orts as the facts are very clearly and lueidly discussed tlllll the reports
Collecti)r Bsr:;glll)ere‘by doing away with the necessity of reading through them.
it ;i / ‘1l be seen from these reports and the Collector’s letters that t;h«;l apot.hei
i- beZn made the subject of a base conspiracy on the part of tltxe ]E;ra n}anze:o
g fficials and vakils of the place, simply because he was not su 1fuarvmn 2
2 Othe(; g'dc;lis work honestly. He has been fully aquttf)d of the c ix;ges ban
ﬂlllem 'zclil(lms :zontained in the memorials submittfed bga gle conspirators which have been
5 i ici d entirely devoid of foundation. . :
e tO_b? mzhczgzza?‘n John Pzrllai has since been rplieved of his acting appoint-
% Cw'll k]fg ilur gy the permanent incumbent 1n the ordinary course ; the
ol ryclonsiders it desirable that he shogld ‘pe re-appointed to the station
s e how%‘i? mav be convinced that such machmai:.mns as have been brought to
e i .the 78 blc allo%ved to succeed. I agree in this view, but as at present there is
T s etment available for the permanent incumbent, I have posted John
Ao appgn: at Cuddalore until arrangement§ can be made for retransferring
ijﬁa;ot%ig:kkgyﬂﬁr I however await the instructions of Government regarding the
r’s proposal. <
Coue;tol fsllypconcur with the Collector that the conduct of the accusers calls f(:;
em 'lary punishment, and I trust that they will be dealt with in such a v;g as
;:ote& medical subordinates from such base and malicious public charges in future.

With reference to your
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Excrosugres.

From Surgeon-Major J. (. MARSDEN, District Medical and Sanitary Officer, South

Arcot, to ‘the Secretary to the Surgeon-General with the Government of
adras, dated Cuddalore, 20th November 1896, No. 2-C.

5 é['he Papers in question are submitted herewith, together with éonfidential letter,

dated 18th November 1896, from th President, Distri
W 'ch,reviews the whole case. i e SRS N A R

2. There are two sets of papers from the President, Taluk Board, Tirukkéyilir,

consisting of reports, with enclosures, concerning (a) the manuscript memorial and
(%) the printed memorial against the apothecary.

3. I have already, in my No. 135, dated 19th September 1896, submitted some

remarks on the case, noting that my predecessors had reported favourably on this
apothecary. He is also held in good repute by all the European officers in the
district who are acquainted with him.

4. During my recent inspection of Tirukkéyildr, T was quite satisfied with his
work and he appeared popular with, all except the memorialists. T took the oppor-
tunity of meeting the leading %ehnoners (those who were present in the station), and
I heard their complaints, as well as the apothecary’s explanations.

The complaints are all detailed in the accom

panying file of correspondence.
. The explanations I considered satisfactory. The apothecary is of a nervous
disposition and he was disposed to be too verbose and, perhaps, not sufficiently alive to

the fact that the district munsif was his official superior. He had, however, received
great provocation and a little advice on this point seemed to be all that was needed.

5. In my opinion, the apothecary has cleared himself of the grave charges

brought against him and he is most painstaking and diligent.

6. But it seems very evident that his position as union chairman has interfered

with his other duties and has led to friction. I think that post should not be held by
the medical officer.

7. It is also very evident that several of the memorialists have a strong grudge
against him and they have, accordingly, raked up old stories, though they made no
complaint at the time of the alleged occurrences.

Nothing can justify their conduct in this case.

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., President, District Board, South

Arcot, to the District Medical and Sanitary Officer, Cuddalore, dated Cudda-
lore, 18th November 1896, No. C.

I have the honour to forward, for your information and itransmission to the
Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, the confidential reports Nos, 9 and

10 of 1896, dated 29th September 1896, of the Deputy Collector, Tirukkdyildr, and

President of the Tirakkdyilir Taluk Board, on (1) the manuseript and (2) the printed

memorials submitted against Mr. John Pillai, late Civil Apothecary and Union Chair-
man of Tirukkdyildr, in original, together with their respective enclosures.

2. The Deputy Collector and Taluk Board President has made a most thorough
and exhaustive inquiry. His reports are so complete and the records are already so
voluminous that I shall do as little as possible to swell the literature of the subject.
1 may state that whilst at Tirukkéyilir lately I made personal inquiries which satisty
me that the Deputy Collector’s conclusions ‘are correct and his lucid exposition of
what was a base conspiracy organized by a few officials of the place to ruin a brother
official leaves little room for further comment. It was my intention to have addressed
the heads of the various departments to which the implicated officials belong on the
subject of the gross misconduct of their subordinates, but this would involve
considerable delay in making several copies of the records, and this I desire to avoid
having regard to the reminders received for these reports,

B

s e
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: the late Civil Apothecary, Mr. John P111a1,_m
3. The inquiry has.g::gl?fegh: }rlx?:licious charges recklessly brought against him
entitled to be fally acql:; and others whose animosity he appears to have incurred on
by a few public servan rformance of public duties, both as a medical officer and as
account of his zealous P:t Tirukkdyilir, and his personal 1qdepepdence of charactey.
chairman of the umql;nt to the district munsif in particular, it is improbable that this
Had he been sn.bse!’;:)"ﬂd have been manufactured in the manner disclosed .by the
spurious agltaho? reports. Mr. John Pillai has abundant material for both civil and
Deputy Collector's 'nsf his traducers, but his reputation is in the hands of Government,
geiminnl a0t aﬁiatlhat the Surgeon-General will be so good as to forward these papers
to-whom I reqllt? i as the implicated officials are concerned. I am of opinion that, in
fﬁr ordl?m&r:sts, exemplary punishment should be meted out to the ringleaders.
the pu

4. The inquiry proves that the ringleaders were the following :—

i aidu Garn, Distriet Munsif of Tirukké‘_yllﬁr, i
(‘l L ;17‘ XzZ?{lt:;?){l‘ly}iiiIdaliar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar of Tirukkéyiltir and
(2) ” " Vice-President of the Taluk Board, Tirukkéyiltr, ik
Srinivasa Row Avargal, First-grade Pleader of T1rul§koy'1lﬁr and Member
@) 1 of the District Board, as also of the Tirukkdyilar Taluk Board,
(4) C. Narasimha Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkéyilir,
» "

e i
—— -

i

5 hals A 1, Inspector of Salt and. Abkéri' Bevenge,
Eg)) § gg‘l’)iﬂ:;aR(()):l‘;ya:arAg\?argal,ﬂ\dember of the Tirukkéyilar Union Panchayat,
»
d . - -y
) I Sat?:fsiva Pillai Avargal, a private Vakil of Tirukkdyildr.

; rincipal offender was the District qusnf of
i I?kéTlie’ rmfzdiz g::;:isg}tztg ig?atpan oigcer in his position should, E;) gratxfty gf;
Tirukkéy1 uf- imagined slight which, if it occurred at all, occurred some wdt
sonal spite _orsll ﬁqve takeg so prominent a part in the Rubhc meeting conv?ned 0
ik i lylr-’ o‘fﬁoer in another department. That nine of the eleven pleaders
condemn 2 bmtll{l have supported him is not surprising having regard to native
ghohini souct shol bsence thereof. Ie was ably seconded by the leading local vakil
character—or the a sﬁgw Avargal who did not consider it improper, though a
S By, Smng‘a::ict hoard and also of the taluk boa@rd, to which the 01v11_ apo-
Jooreber. of ?1' lf;tl subordinate both as the local medical officer and the chairman
Ty ﬁy to take a most prominent part in these scandalous proceedings.
of the IQCaldlu mgr;fted the manuseript memorial and was one of the five persons
e yb committee of the public meeting to draw up the printed memorial,
Sslpoted as:}l&;u h be characterized as a concatenation of wmisrepresentations. .The
both of th giaf{ Ry. Masilamony Mudaliar Avargal also t()Ol'I a very prominent
Sub-Regielrat tt r a'udy.attempted to induce the forest ranger to join the conspirators.
b m_at er was reported to me to be endeavouring to tamper with the witnesses.
This sub-reghs_ ml transferred at my request by the Inspeptor-General of Registration,
ighr acgox: ml?e);s now in the Salem district. The Police InsEector M.R.Ry. Nara-
and, I b‘ehe\,e’ Avargal signed the memorial and took part in the meeting and
LUl oo duce the lc;Dcal sub-magistrate to join in the nefarious plot. The
-{;t.tempted $0 lilt and abkdri referred to has since been.transferred; but his transfer
Epshon 05 )S»z:‘ou with his part in this agitation. Govinda Odayar, a member of the
had 1o Coun-wtrlic,uing acainst his own chairman, the apothecary. The private vakil
“m“{)l’.“usa:luoﬁi?;ial maf;7 well be treated with contempt. . : '
alew bli’c servants who are implicated in this conspiracy had any valid
_ 6. If the Put the civil apothecary either in his capacity as a medical officer or
grievances agam{S1 union, they could easily and, of course, should have made their
as chairman of t :hi.m to the proper authorities in the proper way. But for them to
complaints ggaméth er to get up a public meeting, touting for_mgnat.ureS and declaim-
bave ba?di t‘{)ggthe,. ublic servant, signing mahazars against him containing the
16 agalln ]s . rd falqepcharges, was an intolerable breach of the public rules and
ek i f‘es; a;lu disgipline. No public officer can be expected to do his duty fear-
subve]sf“%c On . moment he is liable to find himself the object of hostile declamation
}essly l ~ta sats) at a public meeting deliberately convened by and presided over and
Z;tikfle:l r{); brother officers whose malevolent eloquence is in inverse ratio to the

2
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truth of their utterances. The license of i
: ; the nat i :
::{pil:: seoP: is afforded for anonymous libellers to1 Yﬁgﬁ? Ofbtll,m country is such that
punity ; but this press has established for its s i Tﬁ'
liberate

misrepresentation that its malicious vapouri elf such a reputation for de
tempt; but where, 'as in this case pourings can best be treated with i
; public sery y merited con-
together publicly to attack a brother public serzzfxst }::avii.not hesitated to conspire
opinion, imperatively necessary in the int, p o, Puishment s, 5y my

agitation is expressly prohibited by rule 68ez(;s:;eot( I}{)Ell;lsic administration,  Such
r

conduct of public servants.” egulating the personal
7. As agitators of this kind are dang
venture to make the following recommenda

be considered to merit by His Excellency the Governor in Couneil

(@) That the misconduct of the distri i

: N : ct m

ngthour: in view to his prompt transfer after :izllfl t:;: 0;1 i, nokice af the
punishment as may be deemed proper. clion, suspension or other

(b) That the sub-registrar referred to b
(¢) That similar punishment be awardeii Buspendted and reduced.

of the salt and abksri, the latter to be subquuemtO the inspectors of the police and

' ly transt
(4) That M.R Ry. Srinivasa Row A g 'erred.
be removed from the local boards under setgg; lazzh&(;lszgiril;to ?nz 1;31‘1,1 f
¢t V of 1884, and his

re-appointment or re-election be prohibited ¢ :
» Or a period of th
(¢) That M.R.Ry. Govinda Od ¢ ot fhree years,
of his appointment in the union panelfa?;ft Avargal be similarly dealt with in respect
5 . ¢
coursz. l{:el‘im;gﬁlesvlgg’o:;shIisunder.stand7 that Mr. John Pillaj 1 :
manen’t incumbent. I am ofag) e Tiruldkdyilyr 1 t?s =in 1n the ordinary
working for, it is desirable 'fplmon that as thig s jlist Wha{ ¢ reversion of the per-
to Tiru%cké ilir ata ver ’el 1n°t absolutely necessary, that ;he s
machinatior{s as have beeyn g:oi;}?:e{ s(])j that the Publ,ie maye S Bowldide rg—appointed
e 0 licht wi e convinced that such
& ght will n
Bt bl OS2
agone excellent work at Tirukkdyilir and?}?ﬁ }fo deplorable miseon stmgitiill;;er (;I et}}:;:
his popularity. I append copy of my inspeeg‘sp :
1896 which also bears the remarks of the l:n ;1
gident. I am confident that the Surgeo puty Colleet,or, and Taluk Board Pre

b ] ] D-General i
such intrigues as have been laid bare by the Depugﬂ(ll‘ollllzt(;;tjor admgment gy
r and the retention of

this medical subordinate at Tirukkdyildr fop Some monthg gt |
at least to come together

with the punishment of his traducers w :
the mahazars under reference. ould, I thj y be the best possible answer to

erous to the public peace ang order, T
b

tions for such consideration as they may

k board member,

—

From M.R.Ry. R. SUNDARASA MUDAT,
A : y IYAR
General Duties and President, Taluk B lf\vargal Deput
South Arcot, dated Tirukkéyil’ﬁr, 29th SO:;&IEI:: :ﬁ%‘;}élﬁr, Pto {heo gllgi}lcetcotl;r%?
g Adgeing o rou enlorsoment, Qoo 06 1y 130, o 3 0
- e s 333 pothecar i P on a pri :
his explanation with all the connected r};’corg;] ]ai(“yllur, 1 ht’we the Iﬁggtoidr tl;r)lil:xlgn?:
follows. Per enclosed list, and to repon;m1
as

2, The memorial was the outcome of a i

I public i
on the mﬁoin-ung of the 24th June 1896, Amongeilt::gm‘;ongened at Tivukkéyildr
leading officials pf the Judicial, Registration, Police and Am:n €IS present were the
most of the vakils of the local bar. 'l.‘he president of the mént. epartments, ag glso
Row, Inspector of the Salt and Abkéri department, and he ‘ceting was Mr, Gopala
notes of the several complaints made by some of the 13 stated to have taken

civil apothecary. It was resolved that as the local members present against the

been for a long time inattentive to his duties and hz;‘(&lpl())ils;a: SiliMﬁ‘l- John Pillai had
841y unpopular and

inaccessible to the public on occasions of urgent nat
mitted to the Surgcon-General, the Collector and thtref);tggzng’;‘r‘l should be sub-
-Surgeon praying for

‘;-.—:.p—)

* the public meeting, six individuals are confine

o AR P T S 1 P P P P I PPN
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BEPREALC o £
and that a sub-committee of five gentlemen should

: - this station :
g::flﬁ'l?g ‘r:le:nrgr?al and do the,needful with special reference to the complaints made

at the meeting.
y 1 a he individuals who are stated to have
3. According to the memorial ‘t_self the : 4
oting the complaints against the apothecary of their own or of
represented at the mecting b he signatures affixed to the memorial exceed

bered only sixteen while t 3 . .
R T o pos};ible to trace out all the signatories, nor could it be conceived

. t .
150, 16,750, 28 d have had any grievance in the absence of specific mention of it in

coul y g
{11?: z)e:ll:ng itself. I therefore apportioned the work of examining the Tamil

signatories to the Tahsildar, and requested him to submit a report detailing the
circumstances which brought about the public meeting. His elaborate report which
speaks volumes against the memorialists themselves is herewith submitted. He has
examined some twenty persons, and 1 have recorded the statements of seventeen

others, most of whom are officials and vakils.

4. Tt is necessary for a correct understanding of the whole facts of the case to
deal with the subject in different sections, and I therefore propose to divide it into

three sections as detailed below :—

I. The specific grievances embodied in the manual.

II. How, by whom, and with what motive a public meeting was arranged for,
and the memorial drawn up with special reference to the action of public servant,
members of the local board and of the union panchayat.

III. The popularity of the medical institution at Tirukkdyilir.

5. Section [.—Of the sixteen persons who complained against the apothecary at
d to a vague complaint of irregular
tal referred to in paragraph & of the memorial, three gentlemen
who had either no complaiuts to make or who had no desire to press their grievance
are shown to have given utterance to the supposed grievances of four others who were
not present at the meeting, and of whom onl_y.one was made to sign the memorial,
and two persnns——futher and son—who are living together are shown in paragraphs
8 to 10 as two different complainants. Hence the actual number of individuals with

specific complaints has to be taken as only seven.
As for the first charge of irregular attendance specified in paragraph 5 of the
- memorial, I examined the three persons
(1) M.‘%lgﬁ. Srelggi:kaig )(,};{Jﬁa‘l:nar, Second-grade named in the margin. The Tahsildar has

er, . i i

(2) Ratnasabapatti Mudaliar, Head Clerk, if)t?n:negara iflev:h(:hle)rfl Wh:sihnames do
Stationary Sub-Magistrate’s Office. 0L apPb L ody of the memo-
(3) Marimuthu Naik, a ryot. rial.  No one is able to specify the exact
; date and hour when they found the

apothecary absent from the hospitalz nor has any person who happened to go to.the
hospital cared to inquire if the medical officer had gone elsevqhere on duty. Thisis
an accusation, which it is easy to make, but not possible to bring home to the person
charged, in the absence of particulars as to dates and hours. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa
Chari, who admits his obligation to the apothecary for gratuitous treatment, speaks of
the absence of that officer from the hospital on some occaswns,.probably in November
1895. He cannot, however, specify the days and he has admittedly made no inquiry
as to the cause of late attendance. He admits, however, having received medicines
at the hospital about that time almost continuously for fifteen days. This vakil has,
in the course of his examination before me, added a 'fresh count of charge—indifferent
treatment—which does not find place in the memorial. On being questioned on this

int, the vakil says that he considered his treatment indifferent, because he thought
that the apothecary had been engrossed with other thoughts when he (vakil) narrated
his case, but that he 1s unable to state definitely his reasons for calling the treatment
an indifferent one. The vakil states that some two or three months after November
1895, he sent to the apothecary, without any demand, Rs. 4 with a letter thanking him
for his services, and stating that the amount was not an adequate rentuneration for his
gervices ; but that the money was returned by the apothecary with a note expressing

that he valued friendship more than money. It may well be concluded how far the

attendance at the hospi
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A

charge of indifferent treatment can be believed. In explanati st

this new count of charge from the memorial, the vakil corll)tents ll(l)i!:nszflft}l:e Oalgsmn. of

it to.those w"ho dl.‘afted the lpemorial, while he has affixed his signature t?;:hrlbu

11'11al in Enghs? Ethta long tlttlle as Pleialder, District Munsif’s Court, Tirukké y?l l?xl'e’;,l:&
e is one of the two gentlemen i s . )

meeting. g who signed a notice for convening the public

M.R.Ry. Ratnasabapathi Mudaliyar says that the apo . :

kind and courteous to him, that on s{’)me gccasions, whguﬂ}lleecaﬁng:;:deig nrginmly
hospital at about 7 A, the apothecary was not present, but that he is unab{ge t i
the dates, and that he made no enquiries as to the whereabouts of the officer (;tgg:
time.

One Marimuthu Naik, who is stigmatized by the medical officer as an ex-conviet
says that he went to the hospital on one occasion at 7 A.M., and again the next da
that on the first day he was told that the apothecary had gone to the missionar {;
bungalow, that the apothecary was not seen the next day, but that he cannot m(?);l-
tion the exact dates of his visit. This man seems to have uttered a deliberate
falsehood by saying that he signed the memorial at the public meeting, while as a
matter of fact it was drafted subsequently, and to have acted under the influence of
one Govinda Udayar, who figures very prominently as will be seen from the sequel.

6. The next complaint is that of one David Carpenter, a Christian of the Local
Danish Mission, and he was examined by the Tahsildar (vide page 15 of his report
dated 15th September 1896). In this case, the charge is that the apothecary refusec’i
to attend at the house of David Carpenter on a certain day in the first week of May
1896 for the freatment of his baby, five months old, though the child was then in
precarious state. Tt is however admitted by the complainant that the baby was daily
taken to the hospital and placed under the treatment of the apothecary for about ten
days prior to its death, and that even on the last day when the medical officer’s services
could not be procured at his quarters, that officer was solicitous about the state of the
child, in having deputed two or three persons to go and asceftain why the child was
not brought to the hospital, and that the apothecary eventually turned up, in his own
carriage, after 9 A, The apothecary’s explanation is that he had paid due attention
to the treatment of the baby, which was suffering from high fever coupled with lung
complications, that on the last day when he had a call from David Carpeuter during
hospital hours, he explained to him the advantages of treatment in the hospital, and
asked him to bring the child as usual, that David Carpenter consented to do g and
returned home, that as the child was not brought up as agreed to, he (apothecary

" ascertained through a servant of the hospital the state of the chil,d and rnceedéd).
thereafter to the house of David Carpenter. It is also stated by the apothgear v that
he had attended at his quarters and treated gratuitously his other children il}l two
gevere cases of illness, and that this will be amply testified to by his own wife and
other Christians. The apothecary has sent up a copy of a letter from the European
Danish Missionary to the District Surgeon, which amply testifies to the good \I\':ork
of the medical officer done to the poor.Christians without any chargg and most
willingly. It appears from the Tahsildar’s report that Ddvid Carpenter was set up to
prefer his complaint some six weeks after the death of his baby by a private vgkil
named Sadasiva Pillai, who owes a grudge to the apothecary in his capacity as union
Chairman (vide correspondence ending with your letter, No. 166-D.B., dated 11th
May 18986, in the Local Fund Branch). I need hardly say that the,complaint of
David Carpenter is quite unfounded as aptly remarked by the Rev. 8. Berg, 1t is
very strange that the fact of the previous treatment of the very baby by the apothe-
cary has been suppressed from the memorial, P

; T!IB next pomplainant is one Devarajaya, a girls’ school teacher, Tirukkdyildr
whose grievance 1s set out in paragraph 7 of the memorial. It is stated there thaé
while Devarajaya’s wife was in acute stage of labour, the apothecary declined to attend
without previous payment of Rs. 15. The word ¢ previous ” is italicized in the
memorial with a view to draw the attention of the authorities, But Devarajaya
himself has on being cross-examined by the apothecary denied that the latter had
refused to attend without previous payment. It is admitted by this teacher that the
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apothfcaﬁlsﬁiggﬁgft he had no objection to handling the case himself. ) De‘_rarajaya
G aoramntly in a fix when he was suddenly told that the woman in his house
:vyzzldpl?ave to be delivered by a male member of the medical profession at a time when
he (Devarajaya) had gone to the apothecary’s quarters simply to bring back the
midwife. Ilence it will be seen that no great weight can be attached to this complaint
based on a misconception of facts. I have also heard of several instances of gratuitous
treatment of labour cases by Mr. John Pillai, and there is no reason to suppose that

in this particular instance he was unusually hard.

8. In paragraphs 8 to 10 of the memorial, Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar, B.A., B.L.,
first grade pleader, and his father Arunachala Aiyar figure as complainants, and the
former has made his statement before me both for himself and his father, a retired
revenue inspector. As regards the absence of the apothecary from the hospital
between 4 and 5-30 p.., Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar says that he does not remember
the exact day when he took his step sister to the hospital who had thrust a tamarind
seed in her nostril, that the apothecary was not then at his quarters, that no enquiry
was made as to the whereabouts of the apothecary, and that the apothecary turned up
after 5—30 p.ar. and relieved the child. The vakil does not remember if the apothecary
accounted for his absence by saying that he had been to the Sub-Magistrate’s Court
as a witness. The dateis approximately fixed as one between the 10th May and 22nd
June 1896, and the apothecary says that on that particular day he was absent in the
Sub-Magistrate’s Court which is corroborated by the compounder. Thus it will be
seen that the complaint is not worth the paper in which it is set forth, and that it was
apparently intended to swell the number of charges against the apothecary.

The next complaint embodied in paragraph 9 of the memorial is even according to
the complainant’s own showing a total misrepresentation of facts. Mr. Jayarama-
chandraiyar admits that the hospital midwife did attend on his step mother in labour
from 10 p.x. of the 13th May 1895 till 5 a.y. the next day, that finding the case too
difficult for her she left his house at 5 A.M., saying she would go and consult the apothe-
cary, that subsequently the midwife did not turn up, that his (Jayaramachandraiyar’s)
cousin Ramanadaiyar misunderstood what was wanted and went to call the apothecary
instead of the midwife, that at about 10 A, Ramanadaiyar was again sent to the
hospital to bring the midwife, and that he returned without the midwife and said that
she had gone out to attend on some other case of labour. Mr. Arunachalaiyar was
averse to allowing the apothecary to handle the case, though he had volunteered his
services as admitted by Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar himself, and the hospital midwife
had already expressed her inability to treat the case. I do not see how the apothe-
cary or the midwife can be blamed in the circumstances. The apothecary says that
as the midwife was unable to cope with the labour case, he sent her to attend on
another labour case at Keelur, and I find from the birth register of Keelur village
that on 14th May 1895 one Kaluvarayan had a son born dead. T his goes to support
the statement of the apothecary, and the inforg:nation furnished by Ramanadan to Mr.
Jayaramachandraiyar. Mr.J ayaramachandraiyar seems however to urge that his step
mother’s case should have been given preference. This is absurd on the fact of it
inasmuch as the midwife was not quite equal to the task, and her services could he
better utilized in the other case at Keelur. The midwife nevertheless turned up in
Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar’s house at 2 .. on 14th May 1895. The language in
the memorial in regard to this complaint that the apothecary could not be moved is
quite meaningless, if not malicious, and yet the very same Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar
was one of the members of the sub-committee who drafted the memorial. Tt should
be here noted that this complaint was thirteen months old at the date of the meeting.
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never ordered the boy to be k

some distance because of the bad smell, that the apot'hecary exami
first day, and -prescribed ici

which the Sub-Registrar, My,

aster there with a n
same officer,

Pillai, Gopala

gh he was the president of
transferred to N

n one of hj

public meeting, app

g

to have been ind

e medical aid at the v
Row ha

the meetin . A8 he

ami Pillaj, g

It 1s also evide

e dwelt upon later on, This complaint
to tl_xe ground the_apoth

ecary says that there is no need for

. This is one of a series of unsuccessful
g the charges againgt
trict munsif seems

the apothecary, and the peon being a

uced to say something against
arently because he was encouraged b

umber of complaints of his own against the

xt ievance embodied in
M.R.Ry. 8. Sun o

iyar, Tahsildar of Tiruk Gyilir.

aragraph 17 of the memorial is that of
meeting by the sub,-Begistrar, M.R.Ry.

It was represented at the publie

Masilamani Mudaliyar, though the latter was

o tahsildar was not one of the members of the public

ed his signature to

the memorial. The snb-registra.r says
ar on two occasions, he (sub-registrar)

.'
p R R o D
| S S

S

The report of the tahsildar, date
ol el

ery same hospital
S _purposely omitted to sign the
1 was subsequently
apothecary. Hig

~ that his case was no

to induce a belief that it was a sW

: Peon of the local Mystriet
in 16 of the ial

n the same kind of

nt from
as sent for through
-registrar, Mr. Srcenivasg

boy’s case, that the
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No. )
e S A -registrar that the tahsildar
Ry therefore inferred by the sub ge%l}lztrgglf-imposed duty of
£ the apothecary' ;t was J(;hn Pillai, and he dlscha_rgean of the public meet'ing~
?md a complaint agmn_it }]g,r'representing it Sto tﬂ:;,angl‘laig%le’ which I have gbtalélle(z
s tterance to 1 d 21st Septe rial will go to show tha
g : hs 17 and 21 of the memo flicer did comply
ding the allegations b ea against tho apothecarsy, il e (tahsildar)
ll:gﬁ:d not a shadovg 0&5;3; him (tahsildar) as ear}}’egs gp(z)niles ’fmm Tirukkéyi}ﬁll',
o T st and a 1895 at a pla d in the memorial,
with his reques horseback on 18th June iles from the town as stated in
. ; ial, that there was
hdd a fall from arriage at a village 6 mile stated in the memorial, th: -
i v oo of g ey i
enda : h 17 of the
was mg;g;‘te;ing;;;fggr z%lile, as a matter (t)f {t;czil :hso%):syt
c i n to
f the sub-registrar himself Washwe(ltlalgs?lgar) had vecourse to
hich was the property o en 2 miles an hour, and that 1 ena‘cure of the disease he was
;'eature unable to Wsalll)(tee;ber 1895 because of the ssl Tclz)c:sion when bo had angn]‘;;}’
ative treatment in Se is having, on a previous oc tions given him by the
?};eil suffering from, allld '?rfee}lltl:d with indifference th? ?Stmczl:agra%h of his report
i Hils forearm’.l}l)uy , f?'(;:s of the tahsildar in the concluding p
e Wo
apothecal‘.V-

for facility of reference—
be quoted here
under reference may

- 24l
: 1 signed the memonial,
ting, nor have T T
sither present at the mee jovanoes, if any
T fﬂ:ﬁtogf’ w;l:e:;;t 1y tl;m meit- t " rg{:)l::: !T;i:cgar%;d his sellf;lmposedu(izc‘::g
ked any o } himself in his true ¢ s Jrpnamney
por have I as sertheless, to show hi in doing so, he has, as shown al %qoh ire
s ] inants, snd in doing osition, inasmu h
s%b-:ef:glﬁng PR thegomﬁa;:snth; least of it, 8:11 :flﬁ [;B:e::iglxis cf)f facts 'with an ulterior
ﬁinl;sglf b n;olsg mdl)if c?rtun rpg;phens{ible distortion and sup:
7 indnlged himse ¢
has freely indnlg

: emorial.” g ildar visited the
object whish pervades the also bring to notlc(‘i] tl:iatt;f};ef zﬁgsélt;i}?lic meeting of
2 a a % ¥ .
4 thi87fc}(1)1.lflfrf;11()§§361y "-I: 7{;evelcllteentdgyizbglﬁzrevti;si:ors’ book that the institution
hospital on and note

which nothing w n known iyl 3 .
1lai for the interest h

A ' o inu At h o ea’t credit was due to Mr. John P; el e o

;cvery opwlar, anilt 'at ag‘;eurd to say in the face of thes mark:

was v p i g

took in his work.

. John
: gainst the Apothecary, Mr. Joh
. lly any grievance again ¥ Jobn Pillai has, in
T A g 5 f i gy e St Angut 150 My I e

illai. At page es maliciously u 2 for defamation an
fi]i ;10 f the various false Clrlgggoute some of the l‘eadmg tzinfo: o el
applied for pemimmfon fa(;sé) information ; and this is a ma

if not also for

damages if no

of the authorities.

the a
t request for
veyane drawn by a pony”

ial i resented
: 18 of the memorial is repres «
i t out in paragra.ph . by the Sub-Registrar,
14. The next complfalglmf1 ?ﬁvself, and this was, as bal('lmlﬁgglng Here again there
one which proceeded fr ventilated by him at the public d this division, a ryot from
;E[‘r risel A Mud@léia;f’ Bt AR aif}te: lfe] (;lv?zz unable to pay the hig‘g fee;
Er , sy L ffice tha ase. As
isa culp&bl.f‘ suppr resented to me m the o i Wi village on a labour ¢ i
: 24 : by this
a distant village rep hecary for attendance In limit had not been fixed ;
y the apothecary d the distance lim tly, the subject
demanded by ale of fecs an tter. Subsequently,
was informed t satisfactorily s d, and T was for 8
I could no ing of the taluk board, and I w f the poverty of the
taluk board, 1 eou t a meeting o in consideration o P y 0
decision at ent Orderin ¢ he particular incident
came up for the Governm iew I referred to the pa
ferred to 1n th t of my view 1 rei taluk board. was
scale of fees ke S and in suppor ice-president of the talu o
in this division, . ho, as vice-pres d a distance
;asasgxsnigted by the sub’rﬁ%slt;‘;grvgf the two ica;clﬁs ;ﬁkadl?g);::ll ’ azn the meeting.
the meetmg. : resolution of the ble in his demands,
present at iles was fixed in a hn Pillai was unreasonable entl
s e the least that Mr. Jo ge. The sub-registrar has apparently
A . : inf tion
Hiin oes fofk shows S o the, perticuleriod d and misused the informa
L el he taluk board an is end. The
or that he was undul ction with the A bogrd to serve his end.
. 2 f his conne E ident of the boa St inne
prailed Himseltio member and vice-presiden d to travel by the ryot in
had obtained as a istance he was desired tc evance. and that he
:;otheeary 35 thatlf(?stdllg miles, that he had bro“lfg hIt ﬁl:dcgﬁl:ught that Mr. John
Aoy refemnce(;v ta: ;a}‘ any fee. I may say that i
was not prepare
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Pillai was in any way
explanation, and seitleq the matter. But I had no just cause of co laint {
absence of definite rules o the subject, J mplaint in the

] Istant station at g cousiderable cost as if I ha
the medical treatment of Mr. John Pillai. This is another instance of exaggeration
and misstatement of facts. In the course of twenty days from the close of January
1896, three children in my family died one after another, and they were not exclusively
under the treatmen’_c of Mr. John Pillai. The first child had an attack of dysentery
when I was absent in camp 40 miles off. It was for some days under the treatment

of a native physician in my absence, and when Mr. John Pillai took up the case he
found it almost hopeless. The child g

) pel ed immediately after my return to Tirukkéyi-
lir. Mr. John Pillai tried his best and devoted great attention to the trcatmcnt}of
the other two children, who wer

: en, e also occasionally under the treatment of others, but
his labours proved fruitless. A woman from a village 5 or ¢ miles from Tirukkéyiligr

was sent for at the instance of the female inmates of my house for the treatment of
the last baby, simply as a last chance, but after g,
hopeless of cure.

condemn the apothecary as a medieal officer w
public. Even a few monthg ago, the apothecary has successfully tre
ving children when they were suffering from fever, The Tahsildar,
says that on many occasions after he had a fall from his

ho does not command i

that the allegation in paragraph 21 of the memorial rests on ve
and that it is calculated by the authors of the memorial
one, to unfairly represent Mr. John Pillai as an unwor
profession. I shall return to this subject when dealing with hi

of the memorial, and the officer who took upon himself
ing it at the public meeting was Mr. Narasimma Chariar, th
Tirukkdyilar Division. This officer attended the i
has signed the memorial on 2nd J uly 1896, in his capacity as inspector of police,
He says that he has made a report in his diary to the Superintendent of the convenin
of the public meeting, and of its object. It is not knowp if he has made his official
superior understand that he figured as one of the complainants against the apothecary,
He says distinctly that he had no grievance of his own against' Mr. John Pillai, that
on the other hand he was very much thankful to him for his having taken special care
of his brother and treated him for a month for lunacy, that his requisition for the
medical services of Mr, John Pillai was always readily complied with, that for all such
services no remuneration was at any time demanded or paid, that even when a remu-
neration was offered, Mr. John Pillai declined to receive it, ar}d that so far as medical
treatment is concerned, he (police inspector) ‘had no complaint against the apothe-
cary. The police inspector had howevcx: ofﬁ(:lgl complam@s against the z}pqth_ecary
Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as a medical officer and union c}lau‘m_an. _ Thhis is the
very ispector of police who is responsible for the scandalous lnsinuation in paragraph
19 of the memorial that Mr. John Pillai is indirectly responsible for the death of a
Pariah from Adichanallur, who had sustained injuries by a fall from a piccotah, and
who, according to the memorial, died some two days after he was refused admlsspn asan
in-patient in the hospital in February or March 1896. In his statement befor_e e,
the inspector says that he had the information from an unknown female relation of
the deceased Pariah, that when the latter was taken to the hospital, he was not taken as
an in-patient, and that the medical officer had not taken sufficient pains to treat the
patient. The inspector says that he got this information some ten days after the
death of the injured Pariah, that the Pariah was not sent to the hospital by the police,

and that no enquiry was made if the Pariah offered to be taken as an in-‘patien.t,
and if he had not already been under the treatment of a native quack. There is
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a the

3 indifferent treatment now spoken of by

e ltltsi35];9‘02Lg’lge‘;ﬁ(‘ﬁlteil;npl’ovemen‘c to aggravate the charge
aren

i Is of inquest in this case, I find
ilas eferring to the recorc : i e
against Mr. John Pllltut-i t(g: ;ase as one of accidental dieatclz,ort(;ih}zt g)lt ﬁﬁ%n %orma-
that the policetah repogte istrate, the apothecary sg:at:d }?:::til?g e g} A
su ‘mag 5 S : A : :
:?fer:?‘ii:r%':ﬁaﬁ, he fiad, snsiained thieli‘}:gstra);e and the police, the sub-magis-
ion

] e t hat
the subject between Y doocndatl i Fotl ok | SRS 8
spondence on L€ elations of the deceased : i f the
::::: %(;amined cerfglicl()-ilflggtfﬁ death. The police did not relish the idea o
the case to be one

- : : If
in i i to the line of their action.
ishing tain mformatlon.contrary SR
Rpotipossy fumlélhn:-?mflfirolf complaint against the ?.potlﬁecarry;l,e;}llctiaoll)ll;); itrwhen il
e 85111}}) ri(;fo tghe aggrieved parties would tc:fairtalnlg;sazft #FE ALE bs
AN K b-magistrate in about five ¢
the sub-mag

i ? uiry.
>d by T records of the sub-magistrate’s enq
e 1 such thing in the recorc : cherishing strong
ratier, of et Itoh{)lg tlil(')xt the inspector had for about a year been g
The fact seems :

val i nity of
oaln y availed himself of the Opportu_ ty_
official g dee ac¢i st the apotheeary,‘apd he a flllgq(lls l;o SR A E
a p(‘.')lbul' 53 xtiug countenanced by officials and vaki \rsdo mItMrillJ en Se}?e fl‘Oby

110;}1(:: fh«r imaginary grievance of an unknown person. W b n m
representing the g Vil

S t ns &) wi article of
what follow ¢ B .'])L‘l"tOl' is one of .the Wors o 3
i dl f‘ 4 ttl?:. gi‘l’t:uituus medical aid which he had so often receiv ed from Mr. John

St In h 19 against
Pilla1. ik £ e » his antecedents 1n a pe : h
i d in referring to his PN 5 OO L P gt
Mr. John Pillai an 20, needs hardly any comment, a s Sebed e
5 INg Dars Ul‘a.Ph.. , Deed y : to have ingenious y
in the next following parag eoistrar was certainly one, seem =
> 7 the sub-registrar wa k dence:of allega~
memO.llaé, tl?zir“ ;Sitin of eXPOSiaou by such, an qrgn%ie:]e%ﬁl dl’si(iilai. The aPOtie'
e b 1 authorities again : . v me
> 1 roperly influence the autho 2 o, 920 of the memorial was 8o
tions to impr nplf_l ‘1)(115 ension referred to in paragraph 20 O)eal e
cary says that his U-uld that it was cancelled on his apj thé Sibjont.
e y(grz ?flos o;iice may, if necessary, be referred to on Gicsny e o B
re -Lrener: D
Wi L- ial as its predecessor, the m.anu'seups t?e?::ilgusachar 3; i apgainst
16. This m_en}?‘}ma : yrayer not for the investigation o 1 e iy sh%wn i
i D;}E]?» Gl();csb?‘tltftr ﬁis pEmECh tranExﬁefi fr(g?éﬁegig;?- and it will be apparent
the apo ecar v) ; R ; tt 1.1 : unfoun( ea an 2 X 1 :
; i harges are utterly malicious, and that the memorial was
in detail that the char e instances they are malicious, ! ) phrabetys
from the seqluei tl}]:;tn :11:3 rszgl the wishes of a few discontended influential me
<1 r 10
got up sumply

1 ts

i ds of my enquiry and of the repor

: p rusal of the records P i
hl7'f‘ lfmll(;g oIfI"l‘irt(l)k[i;éa;‘iIifir, dated 15th ;u}l)d 2&18‘; Ssggﬁil;i; i sggiscolig}srt,“:ilated
t ahsild: ek 2] A g cary '

ginsifleration o i ]facts 112311%(})1 tcgzcﬁxcdtl:bthgt the chief instigators of the public

am le )

H . - he gentlemen named
26th August 1895, t printed memorial under report were the g ( i
meeting alil(t lfa{lte bs‘llltbgsil‘éﬁg d_Ii)stI'iCt munsif such a well-attended public meeting wo
below, anc -

not have };ge)n 31;0;;1121; 3;‘ Varatharajulu Naidu Garu, B.A., B.L, "District Munsif,
MTér%kkégmlﬁasilamaﬂi Mudaliyar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar and
(2) M.R.ky. V.

I\%c}e{-l’rgiigxili; ;l;a%l;iWBXiﬁ'gal’ 1st Grade Pleader and a Member of
M.E.Ry. ;

3 i ‘ ds. ! ; y
i utﬁegb.‘“o”‘i@ﬁi‘iﬁ‘iko]ﬁiffafmargal, Inspeotor of Police, Tirukkdyi-
(4) M.R.Ry. L.

Ml%rl? i"iéi"?ma Udayan, Landholder and Member of the Union Pan-
(5) Ry,

8 P =5
nothing said in the me
inspector, and this was app

Mcgaﬁa} " Sadasiva Pillai, Private Vakil, Tirukkdyildr. .
e Yk tleman felt aggrieved because, according to the information
The first Il?‘med §§3£s tl;e apothecary had refused to attend at hls, q;a:ée,;sh :lr;
iven him by h1;9§erqnd (’)n the 10th and 22nd August 1895. In_ reéf(;th A _Lst
the 28th tJ 1‘115' rlnﬁyD,St;te here briefly that it was onlytﬁn '(;)ne oegiacselg: g i therzg‘:as
B o ication in writing between the two o :
i89§), there was communication In wriing :

et o ALy o N Wk £ Ay l-':";,..".&-;&%’ﬂ}.;ﬁ ','.-'.‘Tfi'y_
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then a satisfactory reply from Mr, John Pillai.
the attendance of “the apothecary on  his son fop a

his peon one rupee to Mr. John Pillai, the receipt
It cannot b  said | 1 i

AN,

The district munsif says that fo
sham head-ache, he gent through
of which ig deniqd by the latter.

to the district munsif’s house to ascertain how the
In fairness to hoth the officers, the reasonable inference
the money wag misappropriated by the peon, and that,
In the second instance, some wrong information was given to Mr, John Pillai. These
instances spoken to by the district munsif himself gare sufficient to show what

can he placed on his ser ; and how fayr they can be relied on
i » it was and it sti]] continues to be the

hecary is to blame for not responding
In September 1895 when he (district munsif) went to see the tahsildar

bed accompained by his friend, the sub-rogistrar, he was observed by
the tahsildar very information against Mr, John Pillai. The district
munsif had not the mppy mplaints in writing to the
ntioning them ip i private conversa-

udaliar, who Jeft the distri
95, and then abandoned the ;

1 dea of putting in g written
shed a plan of getting rid of My, John Pillai.
nd vice-president of the taluk board seems to
: he meeting of the taluk hoard held on 134 November
1895 at which Mr. Raghaviah presided, the sub-regist solution on the
pretext of econom by second-class
hospital assistants, » Maintenance of ronds,
and the motion was seconded - Sreenivasa Row. A resolution was
accordin dissenting me

athi Aiyangar, But
1lai proved_ unsuccessfy], Inasmuch ag the
ture consideration,

1 Vetoed by the district board in spite of
T. Sreenivasa Row in i '

the distriet board. | joined the divie
ot December 1895, and the district munsjf says that, on the very
day of my assumption of charge, he made me undepst
indifferent medical offy

and that the apothecary was an
cer. 1 do not remember tg hy
show that the distrie

it ve heard of it. Byg it goes to
¢ munsif wighed ¢, influence me
Mr. John Pillai, and eventua]]

at the very outset against
Y to secure his transfer. "Phig wag certainly not a

commendable course. T Y noticed in the Sub-registrar a spirit of op
: 8 Capacity g Chairman of the Tirukkéyildr
Union. T had then, however, np knowledge of the details of the past events. In
February 1896, the sub-registrar anq My, Sreenivasa Row. who as members of the
taluk board had been 4

requested to report op house-tax g Is, complained to me
that the Union Chairman, Mr. John Pillai, haq ey foce -
p them in inspecting. the houses i i

sick child ywas getting on,
is that, in the first instance,

rict munsif that the apot

to hel

o)
e and 1 have in my endorsoment Ol the tahsildar's report, Dis. No, 392, dated
th May 1896, in the Tocal Fund branch, represented to you that the sub-registrar
was lightly suspected of having set up Mr. g e
the latter was pot to blame in Again, on 7th May 1896, there wti;'? 2
petitions purporting to have been signed by seven unjon servants and O:IIIHP mn:g '
against Mr. John Pillai for exacting from them hig private work. One of dae::d g; -
tions was addresseq you as President, district board (vide endorsement,d Pl
May 1896), and the other to the Distriot Surgeon, and they were !"’tfe‘:': Yir SHQDIrY,
disposal. The petitions were referred to the Stationary Sub-Magistra u?ionymﬂu%’
and his report, dated 22pq June 1896, shows that the petitions wem.e};sif - .
that they were believed to have been got up by scme of the enemi
Pillai and that the union sery.

file enclosed.

unsif for slight fever, Mr, John K

ct on transfer

» Holman against Mr. John Pillai, and that 3
the matter,

auts examined had no comylaintlavggin»sf t:hat oﬁeer-f 4:

mbers being the
even this attempt A
resolution of the
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d to the

: 1896, and addresse

” dated May 189 ,Bt the apothecary and

A o, This conteined o aubor of oharges agtinet the a by himsels

huitent ] itted by Mr. ial No. 9 of 1896 and sho

Surgeon-Genera and it was, as admitte 1 in my confidenti: i llegations
i . Most of the alleg:

union chairman, ted on the memoria Sreenivasa Row. M ¥ ae

\ dy reported t by Mr. Sreenivasa kv city as apothecary

. 11;81‘;1 eacatlil(‘:;a w?as taken 1n i;‘ig:;gi;gthZ John Pﬂla&al;l }(lésgfgp}unye 1896) on which

o ipt memor the very

g ip

in the manuscr

in the printed memoria Un i ignatures
. ok nuineness of the signa
repeated in thep ted men::)rial for report as to :;;]_19 gte el ( i
ei(l ] scundtfor convening a public meeting the next morning 24th June
I received .he T
ce was 188 o
in it, a noll

ice of ting

! . The notice of the mee
in the printed memorial undelﬁfpﬁxt'. Sreenivasa Chariar,

@) which resulted in tl éa.sl;)a Row and another valkil, G

189 )i«rne d by Mr. Sreeniv t munsif says that he was no

was 81g c

satel 96, that he
e. the distri 3 f the 23rd June 1896, ¢
In his statqmexzfl lblel?;eﬂtn:hg notice on t;eh];l%vh:u(l)d be called upon to state wha
: efing
t‘he pul)llo me

i ime th i in the notice that
it struck him at the time it was not mentioned in B
cannot say that 1t he apothecary, that b Hhey 40 o the mesting, i
h n}?;d to say ﬂa"ﬂms(tlt eit}ll) their complaints when e
e v
yuld be ready W
eople shou

>
ith him the apothecary’s
. he took with him Gonad t
meeting day A casually men
theless on the mornéniésg% theHe addsc"‘hat heﬂl::cili; ha;e may also obs%rve hbelll:z
r S us e 2 the apot . rtint epu
d 10th Aug laints agnll]St 1 | t have taken pa d
Jetter, datec vakils his complal tisine in his cour ; of them ha
; " Hractising . le onl one. '
some of lz,ll?t of the eleven Z:&:slstg the printed memon:lz) f“?lllti eeigh{een signatories tg
thattpmea ffixed their S.lgtllil r. John Pillai, that five oumferre P oy vakltls, a:it
meeling, #5- ts againt Mr. J is complaints are 6 after 5 P to 8
: mplaints ag :al in which his ¢ h August 1896 a all
gpecific o0 ipt memorial 10 W. tatement on 18t Speenivasa Row who are
e T s headed by Mr. Sre t a letter to me
‘hile 1 was vakils hes f others, sen ] !
ﬂ}at) “lu.:i]ienee’ 5 etll?()l'iﬂl juSt like a numi)ezo?ne- ques’tlons to hlmz ngfe};;
his ctﬂur;es to the Prmtedtn;t the enquiry altlzg r:i?strict munsif did not l:'qun;‘els%
Biﬂ‘ﬂ{l .O. resen 3 4 uCh as the ].5‘}1 Sep en'l' e 3
requesting %0 PO, o tahaiiis T ot Aiyar, 2
howeve;, W*:‘[St appears fﬂgﬁgg ;f the district ?I;I;iltf for and that it was the with o
presence. at the 1S a
that it was

s W s . he sub-registmr'
mmber of the. meetlnlgd, it Fieys
Tk ek afmtehai; his vakils shou
e s st
the district muns

like to
. : that he does nof
fag motide, sayh 4 for convening the
joned the mee requisition for
jvasa I : 1%? ?rom whom there, V:-aswio gas a joint slgnatory]:(’ tal.lri

Myr. Sreeni ames of the person Sreenivasa Chariar, ’s query as to who took part
ve out the n Similarly, Mr. nswer the aPOthecaiyb Mr. Jaga Ramachandraiyar,
public meetg‘é{; has decﬁnedt;ﬁgf it is diSﬁm’%y tstait:h qzite different tm‘nh"f mmf(:ii:g
meeting notice, B85 ' " n ther, Court, but with qur tor took the meetin;
3 ing the notice. he same olice inspecto t his
in drafting t kil of G 8ECH . nd the D ing and represen
B.A., B.I., an(f theih‘:: the *?“b"ﬁfésﬁr should attend thgiiie;mg[t appears also from
stated already, and told him ¢ o. denied by these th gte) that the police inspector
notice to hm(lphis fact is, of com;sﬁillai (the Sutf'ma%l; : and made him understan%
rlilzza{tslcgz; tod by Mr. Mugl:fi‘:fg of the ];neegl];gSemltyInSpe ctor’s carriage was kep
w . n the m 1 when
went to him o

d also d the meeting by the
lso attend t g s&pported by other statements recorded by

his i ther
that he shoul This is fur

to the
t Range officer
tement taken from theii &‘}g):ein pracss S e would
There is also a sta sub-registrar to atteltlher the various statements w_1th
oA, was invited by t;hfiuced on reading toge to lead one to the conclusion
effect ;h?ﬁ::-ethe impreSSioll}tPI;OO £ the case is no'fi?mtclilc ?Smmsi f, the sub-registrar, t?he
ask whet babilitie none the distr Yrone oonibinaE
due regard to_the P;; p,-e-atrr:amf!,e‘,1 among and that there wasdats r i kge s
that the meetmlgi Za nd Mr. Sreenivasd ki they could an th n;atisfactorily el
inspector of Potoc ivasa Row is unable tot e:%(;oi B o
among them ss? Mr. Sreen ublic meeting agains p NEL NG oo e
a thorough r‘bf:icg memorials and la I;l Board, in preference to representing,
having reso £ the loc

gervant under he con aluk or distri ; which he is
e s oT grievances at the district board of :
a 1ght. to ?l: t 8 : i 1 t'1m'e no hesitation in concluding that
4 e k duct deserves notice. Ih
d his con
a member, an

: ing under some official
recent departure oF o ihat the inspector of police smarting
i lping )
Jend his help




- \.2nd that he returned t
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10 arranging for the meeting and L M bo debiiled below, was of Some

i . unfounded complai i :
Induced to preside at the meeting and invitI:a c[:)tflp?ag'::tn:t s

Syilir murder case dvf:;:sgtir?)fand the apothecary arose from the date of tl;(: }'lli“it tlllie

records. In register se 3a yoar 8go, and on this information I referred t mh'

Mr. Krishnasamy Aiyar, on i)bth («)Ifuis 9i5é9délsposed 9517 the, then Sub~M?1gis(ir§1t§

went to show that it wes o s mmc’l el:Ir. John Pillai gave evidence which
b

the roprehensible an . 16 Sub-Magistrata has

: i i 5 on the fil
Trepresentation from the apothecary iy however, ended in acquittal, ingfoxtxh:

by the Superintendent of Poliad’ the inspector seems to have be

p:.eseriw: g)eace and order,
Stimulated an agitation in the to

fras ! Wi under ¢l
station-house officer of 0 common sense (;:fuﬁf nl(it ha

he is shown “to have
ty, which even a
Ve ventured to do,

ous and refractory in : he b

streets, and sanitation of th revision of houge-tax :anc ecame very obnoxi-
work of the panchayat in:thesz it::wn. He was chief instry reachments on publie

cholera was raging around Tir i . panchayat Yo
Pillai in his 1ette§, dated 1 4th“k§l<15c5:ﬂur, Govinda Udayay o 0% At a time when

1896, that ; :
. encroachments as desir. the very same Govinda Uday

ed by the panchayat with the asyi
he list of encroachments twice.as e

There was subsequent] : { y
on the pretext of ca% Y engther oceasion when this Govinda Udayan had refused,

te prejudices k
b S B currenlt) )!earcgg’ to do the work allotted to him of revising the

3 tering the Parachari ; i :
and he expressed his sympath W't);l :n 8 rachari included in his ward
chairman in his letter, dated lxzthl Apll.lif i“é’égay ers. This was reported to me by the

members, and thyg
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i ysicl having

i native physician and a channel monegar
This Govinda Uday an:)fb;?tgrﬁsupply, commands some influence especially among
control over the regulation 1 by the Tahsildar to have taken an active part in getting
the masses, and he 13 o on vavious false pretexts. As he is reported to have

signatures to the mebmreeoria(liiﬁerent occasions, he has rendered himself liable to be

d to act on t section 126 of the Local Boax:ds’ A_ct and Local
;:i‘:gsed from the g;zﬁgﬁfgdgé, dated 17th May 1894. This .Govu&da U(llagan
and Municipal Not ¢ the late Sub-Registrar Mr. Masilamant Mudaliar anh a rela og
was the nelgh};"?;eohouse in which the latter wats living, and he seems to have serve

he owner 0 § he sub-registrar. i .
::ta useful weapon 111 31 %331 i%%?cgg tis one Sad%siva Pillai, a private vakil, and he nﬁqes
The next persol:héeary inasmuch as the latter pressed hard for prosecuting m:
a grudge é:nzge:fger secti’on 504, Indian Penal Code. The prosecution was no
for an oli¢

» = - |
however sanctioned (vide your letter, Ref. No. 166-D ‘B., dated 11th May 1896) sk
oW il

: jointly with Govinda
- Jlai worked against the apothecary jointly

it was that tms-sa‘}%lvtahl’lgxnvger of signatures in the memorial under report, and
Udayan 11 mult;{)l.) ] rz ¢rom the Tahsildar’s report to have set up Davidy carpenter,
thlisf SladaS:‘Z?ezgs ’:; i%?neplain against Mr. John Pillai at the public meeting. Yt
S S; PI now turn to the next subject of the steps taken to. glraﬂi\& th?1 gﬁ?rﬁddaﬁ-
i | interest evinced in doing it by the Sub-Reglstrar 1{) S Y Gihsisting

the specta’ 1 ‘t the proceedings of the public meeting, a su -committ :
yar. According to the P 2 of the five gentlemen named in 1;,;19 n;;rf}lln
. . e

"Avargal, B.3., B.L. uty of dral i )

i %vﬁi){ll:l%?in ;:;Aiy ar Avargal, M.A. the needful with specific ri’t:er:ncgr }11:2 uth}(i
) V. Sreenivasa Rao Garu. complaints made}ft the meeting. W 158 3

(4) V. Narayana Rao Pantulu Garu. 1 the sub-registrar’s name 1s entere e
(5) V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avarga in the list, he was the very officer who

. p;.rt in drawing up and completing the memorial. Nos. 2 and 4 were
en

meeting, nor was it considered necessary by the remaining
?

f the power given them to add to their number.

istrict for
: iyt merely a name-lender, and he left the distric 0
No. 2 Mr. Raglahélaga ;‘f\t‘g.“:h:;?eeting_y No. 4 Mr. Narayana Rao 1shthe retlg,d 2])41:1; ,
Ra.]ahmun(?ry eh 4 ottled himself at TirukkdSyilur. He remained here on the
triot Munsif Who (58 her members. As for Mr. Jaya

t consultel by the ot . ( :
and 25th JuneAlngf ’111): taggsiilslsohaving taken part in drafting th.e meg;onal,ﬂll)ut ttl}::-
Rﬁma(;pamil;'amﬂ d}; a’pparenﬂy because he cannot well extricate himself from the o
allegation 3

.. ollecation will be found meaningless, when
me.mbel's e 8:1}21’1? %I:I?lﬁegi.sovfrﬂ:dai}hzg language in the memoria} ix{en in regard
it is remembered mplaints, and that he does not know who made vortain ia; tera 1;13
e s ookl goinpthe p;inted memorial in manuseript, though the su -reglsb
asr tmtel;h':]oeé‘:gfigve that he made them with the Igpprovlaél Oifil T}fu:t‘:::g :::rlo t}I;etn: nf:ﬁ
sy i enivasa Rao. will th
Messrs. daya lerllacv%:?d;: o?;yga::gleiissy exaggerations and tissue o(f1 f?ll_sehood .In:,s
groaning under t te. }i 1d relief by pointing to the_sub-regxstl_'ar an _;s associate
at least come oaa ms the real authors of the memonal_resp9n31b1e for its wording.
i Sroentvash S, bered that these were the identical gentlemen wko, as
It should now bo FOrC meeting held on 18th November 1895, succeeded

members of the taluk board at its theoary by a second-class hospital

y g lacing the apo ) :
in securing & resolutloléef(:;iaegh:? 0% these It)wo gentlemen, it was the sub-regis-

assistant. It may €ven BT took more active part, backed up perhaps by
trar who evinced greater interest andinasmuch M. Stoufitviss Rao’ sy CHARRRS

ttainments ELE i <
a gentleirzl)itﬂ}n:;lli’ziﬁoﬁs and alter’ations are not in his handwriting and as the sub
manuscr

” i n. and states that he got the memorial printed
S ad}?'lts ﬂ;f:; tolalc): }tjilec‘n?;vh there is a printing press at Cud’dalore_;. Further
?t i l18' I'ltfl d inp the ’enquiry that it was the Egub-regmt}'ar s acting peonh‘(a
e b < ] lso the son of an amin of the District Munsif’s Court here, that
Brahmin), who 18 & 50 to several residents of the town, and subsequently

ing notice .11 s :
tOOkt i-?)l:xlrll(cll :wgctehntlﬁgtﬁgmorial and obtained signatures in 1t. The sub-registrar says
wen

that he had personal grievauce against the apothecary,
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took a promifn ug Pk
t heard of alter
xIlr?embers to avail themselves 0
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and yet he did not choose to
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represent it at the meeting, though complaints were then invited by the chairman

%ngtigz ulﬁni?els asked by him to come forward boldly and represent their grievances,
e spec?al intes: r to Ill'f%pre.sel.lt there the imaginary grievance of the Tahsildar. He
' Sy s;, while sitting in the house of his friend the District Munpsif, to

he health of the son of a peon of the Distriet Munsif, and the audacity

fﬁi&a&z:pﬁ; tlllto?b ";(_??I:feadied - itr} manuscript to paragraph 16 of the memorial
studiedly introduced] b-y v ax%gsr:;;a ing the charge against Mr. John Pillai. He has

! t interlineations th ds ¢ ” L
unfrequently  in paragraph 3 ftl})l A e words “‘ often”” and * not
the Assistant Engilr)xeerg(Ll.) F.) :vithearlxn Pﬁﬁilt-hyzigam, ho is said to have induced

i ) } moti T
:lit::letﬂgfh he wished to notein favour of the apothecar?(;rgitmsliﬁ:l t]:)‘; Tl;‘:‘;?;gpt
theseo (;lflgnatgre portion of it, where it is almost sure to escape ngtice Perhno-
e :ln,'?_ s special functions intended to be coverod by the expression “ and d tgs
wan?éd n resolution No. 3 of the proceedings of the public meetin ‘"\‘Vh ¥ he
e as the arch conspirator was an authority to draft a memorial 151; h dpi:
i submlttefl for the approval of a second m, eting, and this h l,xw el
18 stratagem in securing. When he made hi 4 S smaod by

to be pushed out of the hospital by cortain h'ufo? provocation, and ordered him

him if he would answer the apothecary’s qliexl')ilet:,l ljzr:a}liz:adani “c'l}(l)ezvg a:ﬁ?d
n 8.

Hence the apoth . il
Lo o bettgl?t s;_‘;ary }?ad }?iOt the advantage of eliciting from him facts which

_ ngthen his case. The subsequent conduct of th o4 may
disclosed by the following two episodes will go to show that he w ehsub'.regl.s"‘%"
gator of the agltatlo_n in the town, whether for his own beneﬁtag tfe chief insti-
tage of othg,rs. Having submitted the printed memorial on or aho;t 2{1 e M
1896 (received by the Collector on 9th July 1896), the sub-registrar e 8th July
been brooding over the question of securing documentary evidence s&;eu;; to have
Pillai’s late attendance and other irregularities in thevhospital *On Oth Mr. John
of the 16th July 1896 (the date of receipt of the memorial by me was 141 L5
1896) when I was at head-quarters, the sub-registrar visited the hos ital i ilﬂy
my knowledge and, in his capacity as vice-president of the taluk boalx)'d i
remarks in the visitors’ book. He remarked that the apothecary appe » Hoted, hig
hospital at 7-45 A.m. according to railway time, and 7-80 a.g acggrg?ed at the
hospital time, while several patients had been waiting for him, and .that th g to the
register and the diet register had not been corvectly written up. A :01n~pat1eqt
remarks and the explanation of the apothecary accompany this report P%hof his
registrar (vice-president) had never before visited the hospital, and l:eoordedsulz-
remarks in the book. Again, on the same day at 11 a.a., the sub-registrare "hm
president) seems to have written to the apothecary for a copy of his remarks wi(t‘hlce-
reference to me. Finding this attempt fruitless, Mr. Masilamani M out

A x udaliya
me two days after, asking me for a copy of his remarks and of the apotheg;rry::z‘;:t;l:?

nation to enable him to submit a report to me. As I was not in need of his Teport

at that stage, the request was not complied with. There was subsequently another
incident between Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar and the apothecary, and this I haye
designated “ the carriage incident” for the sake of brevity.

On the morning of the 28th July 1896, Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar seems to have
driven into the compound of the Police hospital in charge of the apothecary in his
double bullock cart, in spite of the protest of the sweeper in attendance, and left there
the cart and the bullocks. An altercation ensued between the two officers. Mr.
Masilamani Mudaliyar refused to take out the cart as desired, and it had eventually
to be taken out forcibly by the hospital servants and left on the side of the road close
by. The apothecary says he has orders not to allow carts inside the compound,
which is kept serupulously clean. Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar metamorphosed him-
self for the occasion into vice-president, and in exercise of that authority he seems
to have insulted the apothecary by uttering the expression ““ you do not understand
your position,” sat opposite to the apothecary in the hospital dispensing room, and
demanded paper, &c., to enable him to report him to me. The request was not of
course complied with, and as Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar refused to quit the room as
desired by the apothecary, the latter asked his compounder to lead him out of it,
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: 1 tme when patients had to be attended to. Mr. Masilamani
l)?dmd‘ﬁ'e g v':va:ntl:l zosp:z::lfg;tnhwith amf asked me to enquire into his complaint. I did
7 l{?lli‘ lv. and the records of enquiry, together with an endorsement from the
ik z su!:%e);’n dated 30th July 1896, are herewith submitted. In this case, there
Dmtl?gno doubt ;;hat Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar was the aggressor, and he cannot be
gt ted from blame. The apothecary was threatened with a report, and he was
exfnm supply paper and pen for the purpose. This was certainly an unreasonable
g flisition with which Mr. John Pillai could not be expected to comply at the spur
r?qthe moment. But Mr. John Pillai would be considered to h.ave a_cted more
omdentlv if he had kept down his temper and shown some consideration to the
gxaspem'tf;d vice-president. I can, however, find nothing very serious to blame
Mr. Jobn Pillai in the special circumstances of the case and the strained relations
between him and Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar, whom he looks npon as his arch enemy.
This seems to be a disturbance created more Wlth_ a view to 1ts bemg_ taken as a
pretext for avoiding cross examination in the enquiry w}pch, the sub-reglstrar knows,
1 was about to convene, than for the purpose of asserting the authority of the one
over the other. This incident happened on 28th July 1896, and I examined Mr.
Masilamani Mudaliyar on 4th August 1896.
19. In the meeting proceedings prefixed to the memorial will be found the
names of the three gentlemen named in
M.R.Ry. A. Ramalinga Aiyar, a4, of the margin, who have no lopal interest
i ¢ and who had nothing to do with the agi-
7 R‘Ci;gﬁ:;am Aiyangar, B.A, OF tation against t111e medical oﬁi(;(iar. 'I;Ehe
R rst-named gentleman is a native of a
k- MpderaBesol Eod et \{Iiﬂlage calledgAgaram some four miles from

irukkévildr, and employed as a lecturer in the. Rajahmundry College. He is a
%[?Ix::t]c]r Oo}f Axr';s, and heyha)cnl come to his village during the summer recess. He seems
to have been specially sent for without previous notice of the publie meeting, presu-
mably because the authors of the memorial wished to have among them a_gentleman
with high university bonours. He was put as a member of the sub-committee, while

as a matter of fact he is ascertained to have left the district the day after the meeting.

He took no part in the deliberations of the sub-committee.

The next gentleman is Mr. R. Sreenivasa Aiyangar, B.4., of Cuddalore. The place
of his residence is not noted in the proceedings, and the omission cannot but be inten-
tional. He says that he stepped into the meeting hall simply to talge home the
inspector of police and remained there for half an hour as a spectator witnessing the

. of the meeting, that he had known the apothecary only by sight, and that the

»

{Jhairman Mr. Gopala Row asked the members to come boldly forward to represent

their grievances, if any. ; ;

Mr. I. Madava Row is the prosecuting Inspector of Police, Cuddalore. He says
he went to the meeting hall to speak to the District Munsif in connection with a case
sent by him, that he remained there only three or four minutes, that he had nothing
to do with the meeting, and that he is very sorry to find his name in the proceedings

of the meeting.

The two second-grade pleaders of the local District Munsif’s Court named in the

: margin say that personally they have no
(1) M R.Ry. Krishnasawmy Aiyar. complaint” against Mr. John Pillai, but
(2) »  Ragunatha Row. that they have signed the memorial

believing the complaints of others and without caring to verify if they were well

founded. A § ]
1 have also examined the two other individuals named in the margin, and they say

that personally they have no grievances:

(1) MR Ry. Narayana Row Avargal, retired against the apothecary, that nevertheless
District Munsif. they attended the meeting in persuance

(2) MR.Ry. Rungasawmy Naidu, Privabe 0%, "y otice  and signed the memorial -

Vakil. being heard of the complaints of others.
Tt will also be evident from the report of the Tuhsildar, dated 15th September, 1596,
who submitted it after examining 20 out of the 166 Tamil signataries 1n the memo-
rial, that in some instances the same signatures appear twice with seeming difference ;
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that even taking the number to be correct, it repre

population of the town ; that in a number of ingtazzgss s})glgafufs.: ::vc;nt. O}f) the male
blank sheets and by deceitful means by Govinda Udayan and Sadasiv;ep9ut’?med on
referred to above ; that though the signatories have no real ground of o i ) alre?,d
the apothecary, they were induced to sign because of the inoﬁuence of G?)lp' a(llnt s,
and of his misrepresentation of facts ; that the two leading officers, the DYltl:1 o Udayap
and the Salt Inspector, as well as several others who were present’ at th istrict Munsif
not signed the memorial ; that a number of persons who had no perzsona(lB ll;lneet}ng s
the proceedings in the meeting or of the contents of the memorial h & ledg i
signed the memorial ; that the object of the authors of the memorial g blmqu
the authorities by showing to them that it was countenanced by a W? b
local residents and by officers of position and vakils, while the nuﬁlberg(%o Dl}mper of
among the signatures was less than half a dozen; that the District 1& complainants
ofﬁeer.most interested in the transfer of the apothecary ; that in hfs ttunsnf e ﬂ'le
his object he was supported by nine out of the eleven I,)leaders of h?s (e'mpts i
by his leading pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row, as also by his intimate f Jonrt, not%\lbl
Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar; that these two agents aid ¢ I'll)end the Sub-
Inspector Mr. Narasimmachari, were in their turn able to see,ur te Simdodie
sub-agent in the person of Govinda Udayan and Sadasivs, © two unscrupulous

§ub—ag§nts aided by sympz.ithizers, friends and persons undrialgl?ll]éi:-hi?ﬁtl}::s? agents and
in getting up a mass meeting headed by the principal local officials and vca.f‘)ksilllfs:3 ceec(iled
y and a

memorial signed by a number of local residents who :

of ; that but for theypresence and encouragement of the%ﬁatrr‘iaflztlzlftxll;1 Otil}mg to complain
ing of the kind could not have been possible; that at the tir:: ’fa&ubhc Ihesk:
regarding the memorial there were frequent conferences among the oﬂioeial SEETE
at the quarters of the District Munsif, the sub-registrar, the inspector ofs anlq Al
salt inspector and the leading pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row ; that there We,.ep:ul ct:,. the
efforts at the time to throw obstacles in the way of getting at the truth : tha?: hncd
rant signatories to the memorial were threatened with unpleasant (301,1se uefno.
should they, having once signed the memorial, omit to say something aga%nst ct%s,
apothecary ; and that though the Land Revenue department was not represented az
the meeting in spite of strenuous efforts to secure at least the presence of the local
Sub-Magistrate, that even the village officers of kusbah Tirukkdyilir were so much
in the hands of the authors of the memorial that they proved traitors to the Tahsil-
dar in having suppressed certain facts within their knowledge and withdrawn their
oral representations to the Tahsildar.

20. It will be seen from the above that the public servants who took part in the

' ] : public meeting attended by about
1) M.R.Ry. "I Varatharajulu Naidu G e Y seventy
£ ma. pr. Distriot Munof, Tirukkéyildr, | POT0DS OF in its creature, the printed

) g i memorial, are those named in the margin
(2) M.R.Ry. V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avar- : ; .
gol, lato Sub-Registrar and Vios-Presi- Though the mass meeting may not he

dent of the Taluk Board. looked upon as a quasi-political gathering

(3) M.R.Ry. Narasimmachariar, Inspector of referred to in the Public Servants’ Manual,
Bolisa there can be no doubt that such a

llection for condemning the acti
(4) M.R.Ry. Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector g Bt
. Saltyand gbk i ol g 5 public servant on unfounded allegations
R i s T is certainly against the spirit of the rules,
Fed Auistant Ehginoar. %l)lrd (;—f) Js 1;11(1); sutch as will be countenanced
overnment.

. As for the District Munsif, he seems to have acted much bekhind the scene, and
his connection with the whole affair has been traced by strong inferences from the

statements of others. In his own interest it is desirable that h .
a transfer from the district. e should at least have

As for Nos. 2 and 3, I have shown by a line of inei
v convinelng arguments based
upon patent facts that they have acted maliciously against the a;othtiarv, and that

there can be no doubt that they deserv it 1 ont i : ' thei
ae it s ioriors y e suitable punishment in the hands of their

Mr. Gopala Row (No. 4) has already left the district, and I :
further action is needed in hus case excegt perhaps a s i‘.:. do not think that any
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ra Aiyar (No. 5), I think he deserves censure for having
: d away by the representations of the gub-revxstrar. In this
alloweéihlmfego?l;e ixlxev?ite yon}; lZind attention to the concluding p:ragra.ph of the
ﬁzﬁidog)othecary’s report, dated 25th August 1896.
Section JI1.—I1 unow turn to the state of the medical_inr_ititution at Tiruk-
. 21 ilcer the management of the Apothecary Mr. John Pillai. He took charge
koy xlurhuil ital in May 1894 It appears from the notes of visitors recorded in the
i th’etaloi'%sitors’ Book from time to time, that Mr. John Pillai has_been successfully
S DI and that it is gradually rising in popularity. It will also

R ekt

As for Pranatharthiha

managing the institution, '

foures obtained from the hospital records and noted below that
}t)}:}e:m;x:;ogleeﬂwingease from year to year in the number of in and out patients
admilted for treatment, as also in the number of major and minor operations, and that
thersfore they go to show beyond doubt the growing popularity of the institution
ander Mr. John Pillai and the absurdity of the {‘elnurks in the memorial that he is
highly unpopular and inaccessible to patients seeking medical aid :—

Particulars. 1803-94.  1894-95. 1895-96.

1) In-patients .. o oo .s abt oE AR 159 168
§2; OuF—putients & e .id o's e 9072 10,025 10,';4:2
(3) Major and minor operations oo Ve Lt DUD 331 393

The total number of in and out patients #reafed during the first five months o.
the current official year was 12,542 against 10,738 for the corresponding period of
the past official year, in spite of the memorial in June 1896 and the agitation created
thereby in the town. Thisis an unmistakable proof on record of the facilities afforded
to patients by Mr. John Pillai and of his popularity, and it will thus be seen that the
sweeping allegations in the memorial by a few discontented resident officials and
vakils condemning him for want of popularity and sympathy for the sufferings of the
poor are wholly unfounded. 1 may also observe here _that the Tuhsﬂ_dar, .who h?.s
frequent opportunities of coming in confact with the residents of outlying villages in
his division, has reported from informations he had fromseveral villages that the services
of the apothecary are duly appreciated by those yvho had occasion to resort to him
for treatment, and that he has very often found him overzealous and earnest in the
discharge of his duties, and I have no doubt that the Tahsildar’s representations are
well founded. In conclusion, I beg to state that there are no grounds whatever to
justify the transfer of the apothecary, and that facts and figures point most eloquently
to the desirability of his continuance at this station where he has gained popularity
and the confidence of the public in general even at the sacrifice of remuneration to

which he is entitled.

From M.R.Ry. R. SUN DARASA MUDALIYAR Avargal, Deputy .Colleetoy apd
President, Taluk Board, Tirukkdyilur, to the Collector and President, District
Board, South Arcot, dated 29th September 1896, No. 9.

With reference to your endorsement, dated 10th July 1896, on a manuseript
memorial addressed to the Surgeon-General to the Government of Madras, I have the

honour to report as follows.

2 memorial sets out a pumber of allegatio_ns against Mr. John Pil!ai, Civil
Apoth;ac'-lu‘xl-l; and Union Chairman, Tirakkdyilar. Ttis dated May 1896 and signed by
eighteen persons, of whom five are vakils practising in the local District Munsif’s
Court including M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, a member of ’th‘e :I.'alul_{ and District
Board, and Ramachandra Aiyar Avargal, a member of.the Txr}lkkoyllur union panchgyat;
presided over by Mr. John Pillai. Among the rest 1s a resnde_nt ryo.t named Govinda
Udayan, also a member of the same panchayat, whose eonduet i8 sppcmlly noted in my
report on the subsequent printed memog‘lal. There are no specific ch?,rges against
Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as medical officer, except that he had ill-treated his
compounder and omitted to attend at the private residence of some leading officials
and vakils and that he used to parade himself on his bycicle on the streets during
hospital hours. The memorialists make certain allegations against Mr. John Pillai as
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my predecessor with a demi-official letter dated 6th September 1895, from the District
Medical Officer, and the oomno,under put in a petition to the President on the 11th
idem withdrawing his complaint. The papers were recorded with a (confidential) note
by my predecessor- It appears that1n consideration of the strained relations between
the compounder and the apothecary, the
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my mem':?ﬁ against le-) Jl:l‘:: them ; i A posed grievances of an hospital servant
Was Teceive Pillai who had withdrawn his complaint. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal who drafted the
memorial states t that the compounder
’ + Deposition accompanies the report on the complained of his having been beaten, but
e printed memorial. that he does not know what was done
with the complaint to the District Magis-
trate.

dwelt at 1 i
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5. As for the charges of indifference to the sufferings of patients and of omission

4o attend in cases of grave urgency at the quarters of some of the leading officials
including the District Munsif, the Tabsildar and the Local Fund Assistant Engineer
directed against Jical officer; it is enough to

Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as a me
form in the manuseript memorial ; that

observe here that they appear in an undeveloped
lified and formulated in the printed memorial dated
co-President of the taluk board

* (1) Govinda Udayan.,

(2) Rangasami Pillai
(3) Rathmasabapathi Pillai bein vargal g
(4) Bawani Sinl;ﬂn hifias memﬁgﬁong the sigg:toa_nd four otheps * they have been subsequently amp
are includeq -i;m to the printed June 1896, in drafting which the Sub-Registrar and vie
is found to have taken a prominent part; & that I have this day separately reported
on them in detail with the explanation of the apothecary. hM.Er.-gy. S:eﬁnivzsa.chilw
e had not heard of the

examined by th
P ¥ the Tahais. 2 list of ,
3. T : ; ur in ¢ ~1¢ Tahsild ' of thoge
ey dileantxanuscnpt memorial, with a vie onnection with tha:t Tlmkkdyi'
PR yearsp X ml;ant, starts with a narration Qi‘,W apparent] memorig), =
33 ranrad Bagg &5 ¥os suspended, and transf, the an -
< P ( ueed 1 Pal'agl'aph 90 68 the ri erred f
uspension wus only a few years a printed

reference to the later printed merfc?x:ia]Mr

4

Avargal referred to in graphs states that
at it is not possible to give out the names of persons

Tahsildar's complaint himself ; th ) :
who made mention of that complaint ; that the Local Fund Assistant Tngineer had told
cks before the date of the memorial that the apothecary had failed

that he had not heard from the

to attend on him when he was suffering from fever; .
District Mun pothecary ; and that he is not inelined to

«if of his complaint against the aj
give the names of persons from whom he had heard of it. This vakil, in spite of his
connection with the taluk and district boards, has admittedly taken a part in drafting
the memorial without caring to verify its contents, as if that was the most appropriate
course for him to reach the authorities for punishing a public servant under the control
d he has flatly refused, for reasons best known, to mention the
ints of the District Munsif.

Y to bi
¢ bias th :
e eg:d?nts of the a;(}t’}?&d of the
memoria] Wi%he(tzg of duty, anq ee&rysthamést'
oAb Pillai by e lﬁx‘odiﬁeution t&e&t th 2

3 e

suspended und : r stated m
P nder a misconception of facts, but th;]tlat Some f‘fbeenls exPlanation, With

not understood wh e
RtbpRessiehal fowlvlo{‘ :(limu nlil:;:?;‘l%]liits.ﬂ]:ave thougbl.lte wtas restored
e with a motive to 0 mtrodyge thi
nd ce this

eVeﬁt’ m‘i o

undue weight to their unf
the very outset, in th un oux}ded allegations nor e uce the authopit:ne
y e absence of a sini r can the object o lorities to W
:hat the apothecary Mr. John Pillai ﬁ:t?r mg'ﬁlve, b(? percei]vgg thg‘?h,a men;:;h"h o of the local boards, an
wo years up to the date of th in charge of the sam 1t is remeny, i Sias names of persons from whom he had heard of the complaints
grade pleader and a member of t‘]fl :13131;1:1:1al. M.R.Ry. Sreemveas};f’iplt&l he";?b?;:% : He admits that he has 1ot at any time brought to the notice of the taluk or district
manuscript memorial, and states that hl'l%t and taluk board, admits how_' Avargal frei o o board any of the complaints against the apothecary embodied in the two memorials.
: e had not seen the records of :l:;n g f;d tn"l e These are, however, matters which I have commented upon 11 Mmy report on the printed
Pension ¢ ¢ memorial.
»
charges against Mz, John Pillai as chairman
here as the medical

6. T shall now deal with the several
of the Tirukkdyildr union panchayat. He joined the hospital
officer in charge in May 1894, and in April 1895 he twas appointed chairman of the
union. 1t cannot be said that he was more greedy of powers than his predecessor Mr.

£ the panchayat as also of

a local pleader, who it appears was a member 0
how M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal is

he is unable to menti

that he does not lfrlxloti\?%]ct)lvlvet%amez of persons from whom he got the j

very strange that Mr. Sl‘eeni‘:;,s() I lsr of. suspension was eventuall edl'nformaﬁou;

o Sy mnity a Row is not aware of the name yof l:ﬁ:sed of. i g
person whe

i

s

4, The first char i
Ho ge against Mr. Joh illai -
memorial is that he whi Jobn Pillai mentioned i '
ipped the hospital compounder some morrllt }?saragraph 4 of the Krishnaiyar,
ago, and that in the taluk and district boards, and I fail to see i b
having introduced paragraph 8 in the manuscript memorial, W ile he had
his stz\tem,ent before me

in one of his colleagues. In
al says that he had heard of the apothecary’s greediness

for power from one of his friends, but that he is not I_Jrepared to give out the name of
his friend who put him in possession of this information. This shows that there was
a deep plot among the enemies of the apothecary and that there was a conspiracy to

n 1 may observe that the District Medical

shoot him in the dark. In this connectio
Officer has once expressed it as his opinion that the local medical officer should have a
k board as in the case of Mr. D'Sylva of Tindivanam.

geat in the talu
7. Tn paragraph 9 of the memorial, reference 1 made to the chairman’s un-
authorized entry in private dwelling houses, and the case of one Sadasiva Pillai, a private

justified in
not grudged the love of power
M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avarg

spite of the representations of
merely transferre s of the latter to the then President -
compounder accf);lditx?e tc;) n;ﬁolmder- In this instance, thlelti’lg a:'?ek ]?ioard, s
signatories. This isgan th‘e ‘memorialist’s own showing an,ﬁ; th party was. 418
represent the medical Ofﬁ(:, er instance in which the mer’norialisfslshm)t one of the
apparently not aware of t(ilr as an unworthy specimen of humanity ave sought to
back as 5th September 189%a whole case as disclosed by the rc@ » {hough they were
petition to the District M. & that the then compounder, Naray oLe, It was so far
superior with assult ande_waullOfﬁcer through the apo,theoa;}acgldsan-ly’ submitted a
District Medical Officer wit}];lmu £ aqd the complaint was for‘tyh 1arging his official
of the tompounder snd ki a covering letter bringing to noti Wlllth sent up to the B
s culpable neglect of dut‘y.b The p:l(;;)ut's A i
T8 Were received by
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i g, ; M ‘Hai—(a), (¢) and ( /) and that one of them
BEIE R e e . against Mr. J "h’:ﬁzluip Jhg ’n(le)morm( as will be seen from the
vakil, is qu9ted as an mst_an_ce. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal on being questi e AT part 1 Bewe lg
on the subjeet says that it is not possible for him to name the persons whg b 15 (7F)h the printed memorial.
of it. As for Sadasiva Pillai himself, he is not one of the signatories to th:m - i : h 12 of the memorial, T have to state here that theri v{:s
under report, _and yet his supposed grievance seems to have been represented :,n T ILTRD . B i i . P,mgmp expenditure for making sanitary arrangements :d e
In this case, it was Mr. John Pillai who pressed for criminal prosecut;iony PRORy A pr 1896 ; but a small amount of Rs. 10 was sanctioned as &
Sadasiva Pillai for the latter having insulted him openly, but in eonsideratioﬁacﬁmsj?z ny | : he request of the ’hairman. The money was not, however, spent, a3
; ! at the 4

i Wy _ . ! . . he purpose, but
B e v o, e eI SR 1 al coolies were not procurable for the p )
his dignity by treating Sadasiva Pillai’s conduct with g' tallal would best. nsapet; (ted later on that speciat ¢

: i i ion staff. The
_ , ent P il T :  t was Tepo SRS ts were made with the ordinary union -
Boud Prsdeat’ et Ret. o Cur. 0 160Dt 1606, di 110 Ny 108 1 eyt L e w2 o
: 3 Lt : . a ) X vk
8. As regards the alleged unauthorized removal of lanterns referred to in g . chairman o inspecte d the locality in th(:; costgzeotéf t;l;e b:;\ e and. who chainot 97
graph 10 of the memorial, I have as yet received only one complaint against the ap:'m. | TR { 1- ‘plmn.Mr Sreenivasa ROW, who is also a tru ought it fit to note
of the chairman Mr. John Pillai, and that was from a con oo Y o ~ that Mr.

ibli tents of the memorial, has th ]
s ¥ vl £ his responsiblity for the con _ ey b e
mantha Row, who figures as one of the signatories to the menforli‘ail.amed vig i  yolieved of s Tesp laints against the chairman, whtie

i SN ~ this as one of the comp : lained to me on the occasion
was enquired into, and placed before the taluk board at a meeting heldT(?Iia zcgtﬁplﬁmt . , 5 th;:ri::&n to the correspondence on the subject mor comp

1896 and presided over by the vice-President M.R.Ry. Masilamani Mudaliyar T;-V & e rehen F o ron:tho spek ' MR
matter was disposed of in resolution No. 10, dated 29th May 1896. But iyn v1 ; B Skl laint in Paragl‘aph 13 of the mem_orlal, regarding (: inking pur-
the comments made in the resolution on the action of the union chairman ev(\; of A g 11. The comg th: diversion of the water course in the Pennar fofr lt;h ugrp o2
doubtful ownership of the lantern, there has been some further corresponden anﬁ. S refusal to carry ou t ey, A small amount of Rs. 25 was sanctioned for the P y
the chairman and the matter has not been finall P 0 rom oses is purely imaginary.

i g ith such a sma
- e : y disposed of ! i ' : X pres is inability to carry out the work wit
by him as a member of the taluk board, and regardless of the interest of the ho ed ' ' ~ amount, and m(?"ch with aid of village labour and collection of maten,%}f (?rk was
embodied it in the memorial and affixed his signature to it underneath that f :}I; : to the Tahsildar, W 0,'d A Al Fp o hetioned allotment. g
complainant Mr. Hanumantha Row himself. The threatened civil a AL 1d the

i i ' B 5 s bankment, d : i t a matter in which the
taluk board will be awaited ction against the =« S - - :lzoazueplgr\’ised b}',me personally, and this was certainly 1o

1 i f the agency
E | Sreenivasa Row pleads ignorance 0 /

% | . | | B - ' i R i the details of the actual expen:
9. As regards the allegation in para. 11t ﬁf the n(lien;ﬁn:lt,h I find on & reference to, , RN z}t;:;{gﬁn wcl(x)ich b ex(écutt%(lil ?}]12 Yoov;l; !:Egtofhe a‘ahendm i oo numbg:
e records tha t : i ¢ e | b

(@) M.R.Ry. Ramachandraiyar Avargal, the margin were a;P?)Ii}:ltgsr:: n;;:;mi l:} o i : BE b difmrei'wmfl:rltt ‘t:se ap\l\l 163[1}0::}“?:); adi ﬁerenﬁ;'ill)ages; :;e ﬁi‘;rmétilg:‘;hf; % 0;1;3.1""30"

5 : ! 2 A PR e ; : | 5 |

December 1895. the union pancbayat after M. John T A P {:‘,eﬁg accossible to have (Mr. Sreenivasa Raw : e
March  Pillai had his appointment as chairman B, TR | e s it e i
Ramasamy Pillai 1896, in April 1895, and that except in two B . 12. The union and e e in parsgroph 14 0 :

(é) Sad;’gopa Naidu. o cases Mr. John Pillai did not object to LA man in the way Flgey are relrling i T by. s serv.ants, afn
Govinda Udayan, the re-appointment of the out-goi g k. . There was @ stition purpo : oAl e e
o s iy IILP chaniriya Ao tfatn%emi?& E | e s allegaftlonsdafndlit 32 report of that officer that the complaint was
: . . k i : : S . e/ :
any thing to do with the appointment of M.R. Ry. Ramachandraiyar Avargal, a pleader Ty SR enquiry and Faporty (ft 8 for the occasion, and that the petition itself Wﬁ-s Ps?rtlzn‘y;f
of the Local District Munsiff’s Court. As for (5) Muthusawmy Pillai he was recom- R ' frivoloug,‘ t!lat it mv;izg me% o e e et e B o |

mended by the Tahsildar in place of one Adinarayana Naidu whose re-appointment was 1 RS e e

ial si i inted memorial. In that case
' L i fficial signatories to the printed ;
righlty objected to by the chairman because of his old age. I recommended Muthialu AES conversation by onge(;i ttnl;edoth(:t L . T (lylfa:he 0?1;}115
Chetty (¢) in place of Arunachala Aiyar, who had resigned his membership, and the | 1 was given to unders Sub-Ragiatrar e Tie L e hirys

- g i scheming mann iy subse-
chairman had no objection to the appointment. Sadagopa Naidu (e), a vakil, was T e .. board qttt.mgt?gs;nﬂ;"u ehairmfn, Mr. John Pillai, but that the Il)lrizgg:glt :V;Se e
recommended by the chairman in place of one Subbaramanier deceased. As for -l e same kind agal As. however, the information was not commu_It ok st
Govinda Udayan (f), he was an out-going member, and his re-appointment was i gﬁentllyaﬁ?’;)}?ectllgc'led fr(,)m entering i ths&e?;]:;fafgs :ﬁze;nemoﬁai I1):19,3 recorded
e wat ot s g f e g e o ( ik o ot (M otmidenon LS S e ik il 00 e
ance of the chaix'P;nan iga,smuch as the r%—a.pgointment of Sama Row was objected to Zn R - such frivolous é;lom}; g;?rman and this is certainly not what is expected 0
the score of his indii’ference and apathy to union work. This Sama Row, while his e ¥ vants against the :

i i he pal-
- ” \ £ the taluk and district boards. . ma_s;l allsz dlx‘ilwlgoz; glxgil:‘tﬁ:gﬁn thth:np&e
re-appointment was under consideration, and some two days after the vice-President i of the s 14 a

o e . orous statements in paragrap AR d to represent the imagi-
had sent me a note suggesting the desirability of enquiring him as to his consent to X e Pabl’:,ri‘;lﬁ:{;rgr rather the authors of the mbmfg:ldwi;nt;aragrapg 1408 his! Baxi®
continue in office, put in a petition to me on 21st January 1896 volunteering his ser- i e ]T:m shorteomings of the chairman, they cgmgxecuting private work from the union
vices; but I did not accept his offer as it was thought undesirable to throw obstacles B - regeted the sanitary condition of the tow111 nyd eslgoay neglect of his duty as 8
and impede the progress of union work by the addition of a useless member, and as s , corvants. Again, when they wished to tlla homnital during the hospital hours, they
there was already a member in the Panchayat reported against for presistent apposition SRR medical officer by frequent absence fr(-)tmﬁ a]t((i for l{lis good work (vide paragraph 15
to progress of work in the person of Govinda Udayan (f). The petitioner, Sama Row, e * have very reluctantly given him a cc% 1 2 cotion of honses for a general revision of
who has apparently been backed up by the taluk board members Mr. Sreenivasa . A e . as chairman of the union by Wayé’ 11“ ps“ ervision of the work of wnion servants.
Row has affixed his signature to the memorial, and this is another instance of the ) T house-tax, and of eneroachments an Ct‘)sfm 15“3 Tirukkdyilir, which comprises tbw
waut of interest of the latter in the proper and efficient management of union affairs. The use of a bycicle on occasions 1 2 ‘gin to result in advantage to the public inas-
I need hardly observe here that facts have been exaggérated and misrepresented for detachied portiuns in distaut pﬂl‘ts‘ 115 CF’ ‘1111 one corner to another. The memorialists
which Mr. Sreenivasa Row is one of the individuals responsible. It is absurd to : much as it facilitates speedy trips 1ro
suppose that the chairman has almost succeeded in having in the union men of his ! R

1 ] 1 have taken
could not, however, bear to see the chairman using it at times, and they have
vy g : |
own liking in the face of the fact that three out of the six new members have signed

() M.R.Ry. Muthusamy Pillai
(¢) »»  Muthiala Chetti

8
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him to task as if his object is to parade on public streets. From
my notice, I may say that Mr. John Pillai (feserves credit for his m?ﬁ
discharge of his duties as chairman, and that if he has erred at d :
zeal and warm interest in improving the condition of the union
13. The memorial closes with a prayer, not for an investigati
get out therein, but for the transfer of Mr. John Pillai, ol::ﬁzuagl‘i: ou:\:xfx tll::t w3
proved a failure as a medical officer and chairman of the union.gaMr 8 Kh'e .
oth the memorials states that he has s Krithigy
. Mr. John Pillaij; that on the other hand whenever
seek his medical aid there was.ready compliance with his request; that h St
ng personally of the complaints in either of the memorials, but th at he i
them both because he had understood from some of the re . . Sl
that Mr. John Pillai was unpopular. This is simply redicu

In conclusion, I beg to state that the charges c -

d that the memorial app ges complained of are purely
relude to the later printed memorial which sery
but which will be found destined to share the same
cial and vakil influence brought to bear,

all, it mbym—@ﬁif

who has signed b personally no com-

samy Aiyar

gﬁ‘ry in all cases where patients

on the face of it.

ears to have been P by a few interested

e 0}1 the gtage
s m spi ‘
as will be séen f:gx;te;;

persons as a p
the real actors,
considerable offi
report on that memorial.
15. The epnnected papers as per separate list are enclosed.

ENCLOSURE.

om the Visitors’ Book of the Local Fund H
by the President, District Board, South Are

rning. Found six in-patients (male) in te
the contageous disease shed, one female p )
ut-houses including latrines, kitchen,
Similar remarks apply to the in i
and instruments were neatly arr
that this institution is doing
Pillai who joined on 10th May 1894.

od in 1894-95 was 159. During the correspond-

Extracr of Remarks fr

nspected the hospital this mo
ward and two male in-patients in
in the female ward. The wards, compound, ©
dead-house were all clean and in good order.

hospital. The medicines
gures show

arrangements of the
and the latter were clean. The following fi

good work under civil apothecary

The number of in-patients treat
ing period in 1895-96, the number
1894-95 was 10,025 whilst the
1895-96 was 10,5642.

The following figures show the total nu
hospital during the last five months of 1896, comp
in the corresponding month of 1895 :—

was 168. The number of out-patients treated in
ber treated during the corresponding period in

mber of all patients treated in his
ared with the total number treated

CROR TR T

s show the number of operations (major and minor) performed

The following figure
the first two quarters of 1895 and 1896, respectively :—

by the apothecary during

lltdqnuker, 1895

1st quarter, 1896
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& tly disprove the allegations recently made by a few local
maffﬂﬁm iﬂ:;otie;f;o is unpopular. On the contrary, they conclusively
establish the fact that he is doing excellent work and that the popularity of the
jnstitution is rapidly increasing unde‘r his management. ,

1 find that the pumber of midwifery cases from 1st January to 31st August 1895
. m 28, whilst the total number of these cases for the cprre_spoqdmg period in 1896
 was 31. There is evidently room for improvement in this direction.

LT odicines are given to the public gratis. This seems quite unneces-
: i R gcan afford to pay for medicines. The attention of the
~ taluk board president should be drawn to this fact. ‘ »

" fhree screens are required for the use of the hospital, and they should be pro-
vided by the taluk board at an early date.

(Signed)  A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
6tk September 1896. President, District Board.

e

Qubmitted to the President, District Board, South Arcot, through the President,

Taluk Board, T irukkdyilir.
Signed D. JOHN PILLAI
TiRUKKOYILUR, (Signed) Apoth;cary.

7th September 1896.

Submitted to the President, District Board, South Arcot.

ars from a comparative statement obtained from the apotheca
Mr ﬁ;hllltp;ilnal.}ie on 29th July 1259% that the popularity of the institutlon under 1:1{
ma;mgement is on the increase. The figures are noted below for reference :—
1893-94.  1894-95.  1895-96.
Tpant L 7 i o 0,072 10025 10 542
0 ut-patieﬂts e oo e ’ ’ ¥
hat the public in eneral who resort to him for treatment
Fhepo o8, gtlaulal.ﬁlgosggiies, and I1)1fwe full %onﬁdence in him. His sphere of duty
appreciate h‘sé r is not confined to the town of Tirukkdyilir, and it will be seen
as a medical 071°¢ the memorial to be shortly submitted that the allegations against
from my rePo‘:t Ofn some discontented residents of the town, who appear to have been
:)he ap}fl’:hti‘;?h;, ander questionable influence and interested motives are unfounded
roug

and mostly malicious. i 1 : . Ak
e Tahsildar’s report as to the resu t of his enquiry whic
I I tI g%;zltﬂg:oa:?eor :wo, and shall shortly submit my final report on the
G
m:ﬁiﬂ against the apothecary.
o last two paragraphs of the enclosed notes.

4. Action will be taken on th
. Signed R. SUNDARASA MUDALIAR
TIRUKKGYILUR, (Signed) President, Taluk Board.

13th September 1896.

From the President, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896,

Dis. No. 15-Tour.

—_—

ENCLOSURES.

.. 1abitants of Tirukkdyildr South Arcot district, to the Chief
Pozrmiox from certain 8 P "G o vernment, dated 8th January 1607, |
sgowelH,—That the petitioners and certain others sentup a
MosT RESPECTFULLY Aendral o) May 1896 and another in July 1896 to the Surgeon-

i the Surgeon- ki s .
onilttlfe Peresi(ﬁ;lt, District Board, and the District Surgeon embodying their

?oet:l;{:ints against the then Local Fund Apothecary of the station Mr. D. John Pillai
and requesting his transfer from that place. 3
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2. That the said apothecary who had recently been sent out of the
make room for the permanent incumbent is giving out that he expect

. s be
hack to the station permanently. soon to be

RRR
3. That the petitioners belicve that expectation aforesaid of th (4
based upon the reports of the Acting Deputy Collector and the Collevﬁ:o:p::%g‘
petitioners respectfully submit, were prepared upon an incomplete and one-sidy
enquiry beld by the Acting Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar, ikl

4. That at the time of the enquiries some of the petitioners requested the De}mt 4

Collector and the Collector (the former in writing also) to permit them to be present a
the enquiries, which request was not complied with, though the apothecary had been
given the fullest scope to cross-examine the signatories to the memorials and others,

5. That as the Tahsildar was an important witness in the matter, and as he ha&
subsequent to the first memorial dated May 1896, committed himself to certait;

statements in the hospital visitors’ book very favourable to the apothecary, the

petitioners requested that the'Tahsildar should not be permitted to con
of the enquiry; but this request was also not complied with.

6. That the petitioners in their telegram dated 20th September 1896 h
represented to the Surgeon-General about the irregularities of the enquiries. ave also

7. That the enquiries were generally conducted VB
at th; houses of theql)eputy Coll%ctor anj(’l the Tahsildit.unusual hours during nights
8. That the petitioners learn and believe that the said apothecary was suspended
several times at different stations, and has been unpopular at various places for which
he had to be transferred, which will be evident from a perusal of his service book
and the papers connected with his antecedents.

duct any portion

9. The petitioners humbly pray that the threatened retransfer of the said
apothecary may not be effected, and before allowing him to come back to the station,
they may be allowed the opportunity of being heard by an independent Kuropean
officer.

10. A copy of the memorial dated July 1896 is herewith submitted.

For this act of kindness the petitioners shall, as in duty bound, ever pray.

—

PrriTioN from certain inhabitants of Tirukkdyildr Town, to the Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, dated July 1896.

Rrsprcrrurry snowerH,—That the civil apothecary Mr. D. John Pillai has been
for nearly two years now presiding over the local hospital.

2. That ever since he assumed charge of his office at this station, he has
continued to make himself unpopular in a variety of ways and has been unmindfal
of the medical needs of the people.

3. That he has been for a long time past irregular in his attendance at the
hospital, often discourtesus in his behaviour towards people anxious to avail them-
selves of his medical skill, and not unfrequently callous to the sufferings of the
unfortunate patients resorting to him for medical aid.

4. That a public meeting was consequently held in this town on the morning of
the_24th instant at which several persons came forward with specific complaints
against the apothecary, which were noted down by the Chairman for being embodied
in this memorial.

5. That on certain occasions, when Messrs. Streenivasachariyar and Naravana-
swamy Iyer, Pleaders, and Messrs. Arunachella Naicker, Maurimuthu Nuicker,
Devanayaga Pillay and Krishnasawmy Udayan, local residents of the town, had to go
to the hospital for medical aid, they found the apothecary to be very irregular in his
attendance, and some of them had consequently to return home without receiving
that aid which they had a right to expect.

aPot,heoary with a decent convey

Babicn o

7 master of the

~ as the patient had not been seen by
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id Asary of the Danish Mission he went to the
o D::(:e andrly'equested him to call over to his house to
dangerous condition, and the apothecary, who was

see his child, whi"l,‘ wathB:;mli‘;l“vakﬂ’ refused to go over to see the patient though

g:een convgbr:g; eemh‘;}:l Bbeen offered him, but directed the applicant to bring the child
he prescrib ;

A . i 1d not have done in the state in which the child then
to the dispensary t;?f;ﬁ;:::ry actually came over to the apphcant’s house three
was ; and when be of no avail and the child expired within two

. i roved to Wit
hq‘;;stelzt:rﬂ’;e?st h:;erg:s;oig o prescribed by the apothecary had been administered.
mi

4 il :tion which the said David Asary meant to present to the District Surgeon on
!&?sﬁ?ect ;s at his request submitted herewith.

7. That the apothecary declined to attend on the wife of Devarajiah, Head-

irls’ hen she was in an acute stage of labour about a
i st zf a fee of Rs. 15 and he had not even the

6. That according to

fortnight ago, without a previous paymen
kindness to pay an ordinary visit.

when Mr. Jayaramchendra Iyer, : First; ] ]
to thg .dg:flsary at 4 P.M.y about twenty days ago taking with hin a child W%lclfl ha(@id
thrust into one of its nostrils a tamarind seed, the apothecary was not ti)1 e 021111
at the dispensary, and that he had to patiently wait until 5-30 .. when the apothe-
cary was fetched from his house by the hospital compounder.

0. That on the 2nd of Vyasi of Manmatha (14th May 1895) when the wife of
Mr. Arunachella Iyer, a retired Revenue Inspector, was in labour, thih apothecary
refused to lend the services of the midwife, who had atten%ed on her ) r: ggz:1;u:
night, on the plea that she had other el;ggg:;nflllti ;Malzggutgh : ﬂ:pg:;;l;:ry gould ngt
1 'hi eate M.
{)nea‘li:otvoe(lil 1tlﬁoi:1tg31 ?énga;‘ }rl;:)lr%es:::egego him that the patient was hopelessly bad. .
10. That a child of the said Mr. Arunachella Tyer, elc?ven days i(i)ldi hatid Bi'bog (;n
its back which was opened by the apothecary one day ; but he ai_y -9(1}; ];ne 4 0
it the next day until he was assured of sufficient remuneration ; though a
v 0‘:)11lt equest with a carriage was made to him and that before the promise of
;:?;i::t :n:s ?nade, the apothecary passed by the house of the said gentleman that

B.A. and B.L., First-grade Pleader, went

‘day, but he had not the heart to call over and see how the child was doing.
g

othecary, when sent for, refused to call on Mr. Pranatharthyhara

11. The ap Assistant Engineer, when he was suffering one day from

Iyer, B.A., B.C.E, Local Fund
igh fever.

e 12. That when the attendance of the apothecary was sought for by Mr.

s WO adarajulu Nayadu, B.A., B.L., District Munsif, when he had an abscess, he
. t:rto hin:]1 that he had panchayat and hospital vs:ork to attend to, and that he

:Ic;?ﬂd call later on, which he did not do, and that he did not turn up till he was again

for the next day. :

e 13. That when);he said gentleman requested the apothecary’s attendance ;tﬂ}:m

house in connection with another abscess at about 7 P.M. one day, he sent wor . :(i;
too much tired to call over, and that when, in consequence, he was reques

- i ices of his compounder at least, he refused to comply with this request

to lend the services 9\.;md the compounder had therefore to be

that it was a late hour
ﬁZCZEt:e(;g rf(())‘:nvgho had the kindness to a{tend and do the needful.

:on when the daughter of the said gentleman was taken

) 141. Illiattori):sg?%i 0200:‘.: in the night,a lantern and two men were sent to the
aeno];m yi a'tii‘l a request for his attendance; but the apothecary refused to call
:ggf' :: g};t vl;lmr altho(}lgh his residence was within a hundred yards of the house of

SN 3 : :dered unsafe to administer the medicine then sent
e him ; and he appeared the next day at T a.m.

: ; d

when his services were not much needed.
15. That the apothecary did not attend when sent for by Mr. Gopal Row,
Inspem;)r of Salt, when he was suffering from ear-ache and he had to seek the aid of

the compounder who had the kindness to do the needful. g
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16. That one R T

s ungasawmi Pillai had his son treated for a N

‘ﬂlcgr Wa:yﬂf:;l efgvgr with no e'ﬁee.t and when he changed the (t,:ea’ét::;:n;gmerx
in one of his jaws for which he has again been placed under

hospital treatment i

d as it emi )
Boar sk & nt and as it emits foul smell, the apothecary does not a oach the
¥ eeps him at a distance and directs a ward cooly to ):lress it andl’gl:e boy is VA

still under such indifferent treatment.

17. :
illage si'i‘haylwhen the Tahsildar Mr. Sundara Iyer had a fall from his earriage at a
it mtl eﬁ from this town, a conveyance drawn by a pony was sent to the
Pahsil da:ywaa.s ab:::thi» E._l;., w1th‘an urgent request to go over to the place where the
one of grave urgency. id not choose to comply with the request though the caso was

18. That the Deputy Collector Mr Sand i

. ’ . erasa Mudaliar once e

I:Geh;lg of the ’l;aluk_ Board tl_la.t a certain person from a village in t;}};re&se& ali:ag

tﬁﬂ;p ;med to him with tears in his eyes and in a manner which moved him much

: g the apothecary had refused to go to his village to see his wife who was i:henm5

1:1_1 nt‘)t:; 1:)1111(1 mt; danhgelalrois st%ge, unﬁless the whole of the fee demanded was paid ltl(:
¢+ once, though he had been o d 1 ’ :

Fromiied th:a e ornTage ered a portion of the fees then and there and
19. That although a man from the villaze of Adichanell

a picofa and received severe injuries was bv%ught to theehgggi:glo }l::d fallen from

admitted as an out-patient and he died within two days after his a.du,lissio: :2 me;ely
920. That the apothecary had been at this very station a few years e

had to be sus.pended.a_nd transterred for having neglected an in): atiea%O and he

despair, committed suicide by drowning himself in a well adjoining tge h; I;it:lho’ in

91. That the apothecary does not command the confidence of the public in hi
8

medical treatment so much so, that s b
¢ ) ) everal, notably the Deputy Collecto
Tahsildar, had on certain occasions to send for medical aid from dsistant e:tatriozlslda:h: ¥

considerable cost.

922, That the unsympathetic and indifferent nature of the
: apothec
‘;Zi‘:i:f?gad%i the fac;'s above narrated, has rendered him so very ugpopu&;y’thaa:
St andg nl:ul? of the locality were put to the painful necessity of convening
S hioh Ehe ther{i) ing a public representation of their grievances in spite of the risk
e % eby run of precluding themselves from approaching the Apothee

5 more for medical aid with any degree of confidence. b

In conclusion the memorialis i .

ts humbly pray that their grievances ma
:agiret;sed at an early date by the removal of the present apothecary from this stitizz
el :c ippfomt“mem of a humane and large-hearted medical officer in his stead. For
s of kindness and generosity the memorialists shall as in duty bound ever

e

From l?urgeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.R.C.P.L, Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated
Madras, 29th January 1897, No. C.—9.

snbm‘jgtiith reference to my confidential letter No. C.—84, dated 26th November 1896,
i st;te ng papers in the case of Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, I have the honour
sl d,e;m' the information of Government, that this apothecary has since been
renf::ed frgg hlpe for three months for surreptitiously removing or causing to be
is ; 3y : Lot . 4
sl wOs:::;:; I11330.01: certain pages containing entries regarding his previous

—

Memorandum No. 378.
The Surgeon- ; . : :
g e Zpol&gegzlyf}eneml is requested to submit a copy of his proceedings suspend-
(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,

12th February 1897, Chief Secretary

N . o TN

A s

No. 793, PuBLIC, 95t Juse 1897.
. e AT

General C. SIBTHORPE, r.R.C.P.I Surgeon-General with
¢ Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated

SR e

From Surgeon-MajOI;-
the Government 0
\ladras, 16th February 1897, No. 66

e to your memorandum, No. 378, Public, dated 12th February

1897, T have the honour to forward here-

isl’s Proceedings, No. with a copy of my Proceedings, No. 429,

1%82. dated 29th January 1897, suspending

With referenc

. Sm—geou-Goneml Corn

. dated 15th August - o
u:g::'x-d(geneul Furnell’s Proceedings, No.  Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai.
3251, dated 2(1“1‘ Jé‘i'(‘l‘ie}f%' B cadings, 9. T also attach, for the information
s“{f"w "'Ggggrtmed 6th June 1886. of Government, copies of the Proceedings™
A i of my predecessors regarding this apo-

thecary in 1882, 1885 and 1886.

J—

ENCLOSURES.
n-General with the Government of Madras, No. 4266, dated
15th August 1882.

_letter No. 501 grom the Acting Zillah Surgeon, Cl}dd?lore with enclosures
Read h't:-?;arging the conduct of Civil Apothecary John Pillai in cixarge of the Local
I-‘:xjnd d{épensary, Tirnkkéyilir, 1 neglecting to relieve a mendicant, who
applied for medical aid on the 12th July last.

PROCEEDINGS of the Surgeo

P

1266, dated 15th August 1882.

0!‘(1(:7"1\-0. ¢ ar l =l b ) i :

geon- ral considers that, unless all the vitnesses in the case have
] i St‘llzrz:fs;vgf nihe charge of neglect agamst Civil Apothecary John Pillai is
per]ured ems wn by the witnesses that a poor wayfarer in pain and suffering
borllli?:gl;tt. thé dispensary, and after waiting for some time, without securing any
zgfp, Joft the place and subsequently

he died. 1ai deni

s ary John Pillai denies any knowledge of the man’s presence
2.d1t1'he 2;:11 ﬁp‘t’{f"aiémoon, but if the compounder’s evidence is trust?worthy,
at the S}ieﬂ, fyr of a patient seeking relief, and the evidence of
he was duly 1110 ¢ he saw the apothecary speaking to the patient,
apothecary to the compounder requesting him to

jtal, which the compoul;der d1d.G i e
. oumstances the urgeon-General has no cou t that the Civil
;:’ol. Und?;;,ltll:,e?iﬁgcdid gee and converse with the man, but that he was too proud
Apot eicary to administer & dose of medicine, or to take measures for the relief of the
or ":"Ot%iythe absence of the compounder, and that owing to the delay in administra-
. enf ;nedical relief the man wandered away and met with his death. The Surgeon-
tion 0 lin a circular NO- 48 of 21st December 1880 informed medical subordinates
General 1 wn proper duties fo hospital servants would not b

son of their O
that the delegatt e ;’ i t would follow breach of rules.

t. such as 18 desoribed in the depositions of witnesses, is simply dis-
rﬁce?‘f.\xlct(:)nglliccc’)ncerue . John Pillai has shown himself tobe unfit for his posit‘ii;\;,
and will not be again employed in an independent charge until he has shown himself

to be more trustworthy- '
of gross inhumanity and neglect of duty the Surgeon-General

5. For this act -
or this g suspended from ravk, pay and allowances for a period of

directs that John . 4 : : :
two months. At the end of the period of suspension he will be posted to some

subordinate situation, where he will be under.the supervision of a superior officer.
h Surgeon will be so good as to make arrangements in communication

6. The Zilla will be 1 :
with the President for the immediate relief of John Pillai, and to report if any of

the district subord nates are fit for the permanent charge at Tirukkdiyilar.

fell into a well receiving injuries from which

L ——————— N —————
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- 7. The Civil Surgeon will also communicate with the President,
» 10 Tegard to the conduct of the hospital servants at Tirukkdyiltr,
the depositions go, the Surgeon-General thinks they are all unfitted for their posi
and that it would be advisable to make a clean sweep of the establishment, buf
& matter entirely in the hands of the President of the Local Fund Board.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) ~ A. J. STURMER, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madras.
re

—

ProceEpiNes of the Surgeon-General with the Governme

nt of Madras, No. 3251, dated
26th June 1885,

Order—No. 3251, dated 26th June 1885,

The correspondence shows that if the charges of n
from patients are not conclusively proved against Civil Apothecary D). John Pillai &
charge of the Local Fund dispensary at Tiruvanndmalai, SR Al

- tact and conciliation, and is not fulfilling the purpose for which he has
medical charge of Tiruvanndmalai. His antecedent hist
against him, where in 1882 he so far neglected his d

been placed in

from rank, pay and allowances for two months and remo
John Pillai does not appear to have
re-employed in independent charge,
and for a request for his removal.
While holding with the District Surgeon that the cha

v he . rges of neglect of duty
have not been established, it is very evident from the correspondence that, as medical
officer of Tiruvannémalai, John Pillai has not earned the confidence and good will of

the people from want of tact and judgment, and is not further; g the object of the
Local Fund Board in providing medical relief for the Circle. The District Surgeon
will therefore submit the whole correspondence (herewith forwarded) to the President
for expression of his views as to whether it would not be desirable to replace John
Pillai by a Civil Apothecary who would co-operate with the District authorities in the
interests of the tax-payers. In that case John Pillai will be withdrawn to a subordi-

nate charge, where he may be induced to qualify for an independent charge at some
future time. A

profited by that lesson, and within a year of being
has given occasion for dissatisfaction in the district,

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. ELCUM, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Gout. of Madras.

—_—

Proceenies of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras
dated 6th July 1886.

Read—the following papers :—

, No. 0-228,

From the Superintendent, Lying-in-Hospital, Nos. 166 and 170, dated 18th and
20th June 1886, respectively.

From Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, dated 28th June 1886.

 neglect of duty and extorting foes
he is emnenﬂy wanting in : B
ory at Tirukkdyildr is also
uty towards a sick mendicant *
who applied for relief, as to have led to his death. On tha |

toccasion he wassuspended
ved from independent charge,

" him. but thought best to show the infan
7

No. 798, Pupiic, 25t Joxs 1897.
i st O

lated 1886.
X 28 6th Ju]y - - . -
Order—No. 0-228, oral regrets to Teceive such frequent complaints against Clgrxl
The surgeon—(.?'el{ In 1882 when attached to j:he Civil dlspel.lsa.ry, Tlruﬁk;syﬂ t(;
Apothecary John Pill a-"dﬁt towards a sick mendicant who applied for relief, as
he so far neglec il edhil:: his {]eath, and was suspended on that occasion from*rank, pay

have presumably o months and removed from independent charge.

and a OmeOe::t‘i’:nhzo an independent post, charges were brought against him of

. : i the Civil dispen-
On ing fees from patients applying for aid at L

neglect of duzﬁafﬁ)ﬁ? %v:net of taﬁé) and conciliation, and he was again removed

sary, Tt endent to a subordinate charge. duty on the part of the

e espondence shows still further neglect of duty on the p hospital
~_The groee co:;nﬂgin a subordinate position. An infant in th_e L%md;g-ll)n Otgken

Civil Apothecat!'g el7th June covered with acute scabies. No nptlce ta £ ;:nto the

‘;”ﬂfg‘;’;;};;,‘y John Pillai, no attempt to ?ﬁpbs’, : -“m.i%i'%h’t‘éa’;?"”;n n:risiting the

0 : tative—the Senior e

Medical officer, Oiet%i;hilf’ ;;E:ﬁ:igr; know the nature of the ailment. The fact of

e a Z

day—not on the report of the Civil Apothecary, but by an acecident.

i ing hi lect of duty and profes-
the Medical officer regarding his neg : iy
i dih Spgzelllleto‘})%ecame most insubordin%te in manner and bea.rmg,.:; 111‘1%111;23‘
gmgn?xll;%ﬁocrsgmt,naey when verbally ordered by the Medical officer to conside
in

spension from duty. i Rl :
udel;&z‘;;ﬁfl?:: to his own showing John 12’1115;1/c ]f;gﬁzl(lgcaia;léie;nwl;ft i‘:gc’l :ﬁ:
i hecary, in the absence 0 Y
although the Senior Apot v,

B A gl ¢
issi i Pillai did not report the admission t
wards after the admission of the infant, J Ohél e et (0 T o W

i -+t » and in that he failed also. In the meantime nothing was done to
fifm'mti Eiltsnﬁ?rings of an infant covered with acute scabies.
evia :

i i i t coupled
i s of the case, and his previous misconduct ¢

gl R t]:.e clgcm;lri:z.;lec eof his professi,on, the Surgeon-General questions t]ﬁe

WA Aoy o %lllmh a man in the public service ; but requests that he GIrnay )

adm?%ﬁa(;:f;:t’?ﬁ?zgxt occasion of misconduct he will not fail to move the Govern-
warne : :

is dismissal from the service. :
i h%s TS t offence the Surgeon-General sentences him to be suspended Mf;gm
d tyFOl('I}g:yPﬁ:e I;nta month, with effect from date of suspension by Surgeon-Major
uty an

Branfoot.

(True Extract.)

igned G. BIDIE, u.B., C.LE.,
(Slggi;g)eon- General with the Gout. of Madras.

———e

eral with the Government of Madras, No. 429, dated

Proceepines of the Surgeon- Gen29th January 1897. ;

Read—the following papers :— ‘
i rnment Maternity Hospital, No. 831, dated 1st
o ke Sup?élg)tg nxier:)?tg;v&at the service book of Civil Apothecary D. John
gﬁan::;t to iu'mp for verification by the District Medical and Samdtjxp:
Oﬂicflar South Arcot, does not contain the pages bearing the entries regardi~.

the Ap’othecary’s suspension.

i i i y dated 16th
istri dical and Sanitary Officer, Minute No. 193, _
FromDé&:mlgéitrllthF?f (:3«1113a No. DTC., dated 21st January 1897, forwarding the
Apothecary’s explanations. 5
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Order—No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,

It is observed from the above correspondence that a new service book havmg

been opened for Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, doing duty Cuddalore, on the plea

that the old one was in an unserviceable condition, it was sent by the District Medical

and Sani offi . .
Hidesd tal,%ry ’0(;;‘; 32:% Arcot, to the Superintendent, Government Maternity

attached to his ik cation of the period during which th‘e Apothecary was

2. While verifying the entries in the book with the records i i
: s in the hospital, the
Superintendent found that the new book contained no entries regarding to;g suspen-

sions of the Apothecary, and on examining the old service book he di
ich i t
pages which contained such entries werenx%issing from it. . e e,

3. The matter having been reported to this office, the A thecary called:
| :z;n uﬁr exphnatioq. He states that he. is unable to ac,eonnt ﬁg: the miss‘i':; pag:g
e 2;1:' only éoplgd in 'q;e new servxge boo’: such entries as were to be found m
© 4. The Apothecary’s explanation is most unsatisfactory. He knew 1
that he was suspended more than once in his service gﬂ tha: the enpt:ir:seczlfy ;Zlh}"
suspensions were made in his service book—so that if he had no connection with the
surreptitious removal of the missing pages from the old book, he ought to haye
reported the fact to his medical officer when, in the course of preparing his new book,
he found that the old one did not contain the missing pages. =~ Rt

5. His neglect to do so and his attempt to get the new Bouk—.w; R, o
entries of his punishments—passed through poll)nt to the. fact that the pages vfhfr:;t mr
old book were removed either by himself or at his instance or with his cognizance,

6. The presumption, supported as it is by very clear circumstantial evidence, is
so strong that the Surg’eon-Genera.l does not consider that the Apotheeary can’l::"
given the benefit of doubt.

7. Such dishonest conduct on the part of an official calls for his s dis-
missal, but in the present case, in the absence of direct evidence, the Surgeon-General
considers that the ends of justice can be met by a lighter punishment. He accord-
ingly directs that Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai be suspended for three months
from his duty, pay and allowances from date of receipt by him of this order.

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  D. SIMPSON, 3., Surgn.-Captain,
‘ Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madras.

From Surgeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.p.1., Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated
Madras, 3rd March 1897, No. C.—20.

With reference to your memorandum, No. 513, dated 1st March 1897, I have the
honour to forward Civil Apothecary John Pillai’s letter of explanation, dated the 25th
August 1896.

2. I also enclose, as requested, his appeal against his suspension in 1882 together
with the District Medical and Sanitary officer’s report thereon. His statement that
the appeal resulted in his being restored fo his office is wrong. The only effect of the
appeal was that his suspension was reduced from two months to cne month, but the
order about his removal from independent charge stood fast, as will be seen from
Surgeon-General Cornishe’s remarks i pencil on the back of the report of the District
Medical and Sanitary officer, South Arcot. I would also draw your attention to the
proceedings of my predecessors in 1885 and 1886, eopies of which were sent with my
letter, No. 66, dated the 16th February 1897, and which will show that his punishment
in 1882 was not cancelled.

Lo e B fad

+

" No. 0.—9, dated 90th January 1897.

by on
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From Apothooary D. JOHN PILLAL dated 11th March 1897.
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Maior- ral C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.C.P.I., Surgeon-General with
ov;nﬁfggi %?n&adras, to the Chief, Secretar),' to Govern‘mgnt, dated

Modras, 13th March 1897, No. C.—25.

k1 - .

inuati tters quoted in the margin, I have the honmour to

_In continuation of .8y 48 k ~ forward herewith an appeal submitted by
Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai against
66, dated 16th February * his suspension as ordered in my proceed-
» 0.—20, dated 3rd March  , ings No. 429, dated 29th Jamuary 1897,

co of which has already been forwarded to Government, with my letter No. 66, |

Gated 16th February 1897.

9. According to G.0., No. 788, Public, dated 23rd October 1894, punishments -

e of medical subordinates other than dismissal are not appealable, but as the

Apothecary insists on his appeal being sent to Government in spite of this order, I
po

sonsider it best to do se, and to lay the whole facts before Government.
co

3. On the Ist December 1896, I received an official letter from the Superintend-

ent, Government

Maternity Hospital, which I reproduce below for ready reference :—

ewith, correspondence regarding the verification of entries

onrf mé?gﬁ:)&e:ouy D.J ohnpoPi]la.i (wiﬂ?a the old service book and a new
gervice book ]<;r ; s on which references were made to his suspension from duty in
observo that the 11)1(,1;ei1;a] are missing, and I have reason to believe that entries referring
1886 when posted to th18882 PMG also missing from the book, A great, deal of valuable time and
usion (1 ed)in verifying these entries, and if I had signed the new bock as

been ?xpgnd ledical and Sanitary officer, South Arcot, no mention would have been
requested by the Distriet (blu:j when the Apothecary was ab this hospital. I forward the books

nsion from : ald be given by the Civil Apothecary regarding the torn
ﬁ:ﬁeszﬁ?ﬁk that some 9"332? t:?:vsilég and t;hg;1 attempt made to obtain my signature to what

and partiall .destroyed recor

would have a fulse record. . * »

i & . us matter and the Apothecary was called upon
4. Thfﬂ W?’:’%t_:’p{; rga: elﬁ:uonly unsatisfactory but evasive, as discussed
nation. :
:;rn:; ;ﬁeaedings quoted above. 7
fly based

: is chie
5. His present aI’Pe”l‘]lal1 interview that

my satisfaction pa T hand I was never

N,

on his presumption that he explained to
the original service book had never been
before more convineed of the service book

i o i it. 1send it herewith
tilated. On the other when I closely inspected it. I send it herew:
i':!::’ ing been m'“wgeg;;lgﬁnﬁeitfait will be seen that the pages not being numbered

ome of them being removed or replaced
fact that 1 t.instance all sheets are separate and
by new ones anC s a thread sonsiderably confirms this suspicion. Above all, it will be

joined together ook from 1881 to 1889 (the period which comprised

noticed that t?‘ilfnittﬁexﬁotﬁzary was suspended) are all in the Apothecary’s own
the two occasio

: andwriting of the medical officers undex: whom he
handwriting mSt(‘adt‘;lf i;ndg;ish as is the gse in all the subsequent entries. More-
ed. or of efrom 1881 to 1889 has been attested by any medical officer as
over not a single eny 12 of the book, as is the case in all other entries, and the
provided for in column 1881 to 1889 arein a better and more serviceable

for the inspection 0% e © 1o whatever in
: x o difficulty W
in print, there u:l nthe % prés

., ® : ﬁ‘om :
sheets containing entries TEE 5 fhook which was used much after them. All
condition than the latter po?mg;.OSufgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel Branfoot’s evidence of

these facts citpieli:iﬁb?rr;ﬁhe entries of suspension in the book, conclusively prove
having seen

that the book was tmnpered with, and the handwriting of the Apothecary is a suffi-
a

cient proof of his complicity and guilt. .
g. His other statements call for no remarks—suffice it to say that there was not

the least prejudice against him in this office as will be seen from my letter No. C.—

84, dated 26th November 1896.

.:‘E.!J"-‘m'"!' }1.;‘.:,‘1.‘.3 BAT ) Wk, e '-r"': LY S Ay, B T R
=y - ; ¢ 5 3 L
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7. I would request the attention of Government to the intemper e
s X % o rate natu;
language in the appeal as it originally stood and hich has eem slightly
on the Apothecary’s attention being drzwn to it. e htly x

Orper—No. 793, Public, dated 25th June 1897,

His Excellency the Governor in Council ig
months inflicted on Civil Apothecary John Pj
omission from his service book of the entries re ting to his
was well merited, and his petition will accordingly be dismiss
later correspondence read above shows the Apothecary in g .
and the Government therefore directs that he he severely censured
censure be recorded against him. The allegation in John Pili':i{:
~ signature of a public servant in his service book does not entail on hl?ﬁ the

for the entries therein cannot be accepted ; a public servant i Pé8D0 ]:'193 onsibility
thing that he signs. The Surgeon-General should take que o by ggnﬂs: e for every-
way in which the Apothecary’s service book hag been kept. e dmmdltf}hlu

- 2. With regard to the public meeting held at Tirukkéys B

observes with surprise that among the ind%viaual“;t@a took?ﬁ;’, 1:2: (znv ,

several officers of Government, certain retired public servan: ,;P e en

local boards. That these persons should have assisted at g 1 »

purpose of attacking the official character of a public servant, w

they are deserving of severe censure for what, as they must have

gross breach of decorum. , , e e
3. These proceedings will be communicated to all departments of the Se

for communieation, in view to officers in the public service being warned to

from action of the nature of that commented on above,

'

B . (True Extract.)

Claansr g

-//‘Okief Secretary.

To the SBurgeon-General.
4 the Revenue Department.
4> the Local and Municipal Department.

,» the Judicial Department.
,’, other Departments of the Secretariat. ./4 e

Exd.T.X. Narsyama Aiyengar.



Enclosures

Spare copies

& ' 07 ‘ |
T “ i "; RS -“'— ’# o j.
: AR o 7. 4 W Affees |-
. ﬂ
RS T h Civil Apothecary John Pillai.
> - s ‘ e - S i ks, potition from — & pealing against the order of the 8
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" From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 2nd September
1896, No. 401.

From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 17th Septem-
ber 1896, No. 434.

From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 25th Septem-
ber 1896, No. 447.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

" From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 16th October

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT. 1896, No. 481.

From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 23rd October
1596, No. 489.

Reap—the following papers :—

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mi
31st July 1896. ), Mis. No. 3210, dated

Read—the following letter from M.R.Ry. M. GOPALA ROW :
Abkéri and Customs Revenue, Tirukkdyilir Circle, to {hinggcefem OftDSalf;,
Commissioner of Salt, Abkdri and Separate Revenue, dated 24th July 1 831(156 g
No. C. :(— Vs

With reference to the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue : '_
dated the 16th instant, calling on me to report if the facts méﬁgﬁeﬁ ?1' ﬂg& 13
published in the Hindu of the 27th ultimo are true, I beg to state that the contents
of the said letter are true. The following Government servants were present at the
meeting referred to :—

M.R.Ry. T. Varadarajulu Naidu, 8.a., 5.1.., Distriet Munsif, Tirukkéyiltr.
A. Ramalinga Iyer, m.a., Lecturer, Rajahmundry College. 3.
C. Narasimha Charri, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyiltr. |
V. Masilamony Mudaliar, Sub-Registrar, Tirukkéyildr. el
M. Gopala Row, Inspector of Salt, Abkéri and Customs Revenue,
T. Mathava Row, Prosecuting Inspector of Police, Cuddalore,
V. Narayana Row, Retired District Munsif.

,. L. Arunachala Tyer, Retired Revenue Inspector.
", A.Nadamuny Naidu, Retired Taluk Clerk.

“,. ' From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 11th Novem-
i ber 1896, No. 522.

From the President, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896.

From Surgeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.r.I., Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated

Madras, 26th November 1896, No. C.-84.

With reference to your memorandum, No. 1355, Publie, dated the 9th July 1896,
and this office letter ending with No. 522, dated thg 11th November 1896, T have the
honour to state that the report in the case of Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai of
Tirukkdyilar has just been received from the Collector of South Arcot and is herewith
forwarded for the information of Government.

9. The report consists of letter No. C, dated the 18th November, from the
Collector and two letters from the Deputy Collector and President of the Taluk Board,
Tirukkéyilir, who conducted the inquiry, together with a copy of the covering
memorandum, No. 2-C, dated the 20th N ovember 1896, from the District Medical
and Sanitary Officer. I have kept back the voluminous enclosures to the Deputy
Collector's reports as the facts are very clearly _and lucidly discussed in the reports

" themselves, thereby doing away with the necessity of reading through them.

3. It will be seen from these reports and the Collector’s letters that the apothe-
cary has been made the subject of a base conspiracy on the part of the Brahmanical
and other officials and vakils of the place, simply because he was not subservient to
them and did his work honestly. He has been fully acquitted of the charges and
allecations contained in the memorials submitted by the conspirators which have been
pro:?ed to be malicious and entirely devoid of foundation.

4. Civil Apothecary John Pillai has since been relieved of his acting appoint-
ment at Tirukkéyilir by the permanent incumbent in the ordinary course; the
Collector however considers:it desirable that he should be re-appointed to the station
so that the public may be convinced that such ¥nach.ma1§10ns as have been brought to
light will not be allowed to succeed. I agree in this view, but as at present there is
no other appointment available for the permanent incumbent, I have posted John
Pillai to do duty at Cuddalore until arrangements can be made for retransferring
him to Tirukkgyilir. I however await the instructions of Government regarding the
Collector’s proposal. :

5. 1 fully concur with the Collector that the conduct of the accusers calls for
exemplary punishment, and I trust that they will be dealt with in such a way as to
protect medical subordinates from such base and malicious public charges in future.

»
»
»”
”
”
”

A

Resolution—Mis, No. 3210, dated $1st July 1896.

Submitted to Government with reference to its official memorandum, No. 101,
Revenue, dated 13th July 1896.

(’I,'tﬁe Extract.)

(Signed) EDMUND MILLETT,
Assistant Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

——

Endt. No. 1647-R.

Transferred to the Public Department, with reference to office-note, No. 135-A,
dated the 9th ultimo. )

(OTACAMUND, | (Signed)  A. T. ARUNDEL,
10¢h August 1896. Secy. to Govt., Revenue Dept.
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From Surgeon-Maj
jor J. C. :
i b Seere?gfyR o District Medical and Sanitary Off
i, et Cuiiin, S R o, O o
y No. 2-C.

The papers in questi
No. C, dated 18th I(‘}ovs On are submitted herew;
. : embe rewith, together wi :
which reviews the whole casl(‘e.1896, from the Presiéentg, Dizlt‘rz};tth:?(flidsenhta]} letter,
y DO Arcot’

2. There are two sets of
consisting of reports, Witho egzpers from the President, Taluk Board, Tirukké
H y Ad1ru yﬂ(ir,

(b) the printed memorial agai losures, concernin :
against the apothecary 8 () the manuscript memorial and

3. I have already, in
remtagks on the case,yﬁoﬁn;n Xchlzg - 155, dated
apothecary. He 1 F
district W{IO are ‘s a'lso hel(f.[ m good repute b i
acquainted with h P y all the European officers in th
In the

g im.
4. During my recent ins

work and he appeared po pection of Tirukkgvila :
pular with all exce yuur, T was quite sati :

t the memorialis satisfied with his

ts. I took the o

ppor-

tunity of meeting the leadi iti

Ih p : ng petitioners (t]

eard their complaints, as well as the apgttﬁzzzr?goezei'e present in the station), and
planations, -

disposition and he was dis e too ) pothecary is of a nervous
' posed to b verbose a.nd ah . L
the fact that the district munsif was flis oﬂ'lici:I P 2 G : A fﬂ '
P Ps, not sufficien y alive to

eat ati i : Super]
grea 5pr;woca.t1on a.m.d a little advice on this poin?f:;;’;;i tH§ had, however, received
. In my opinion, the apothecary has cleared him:elfe afn g
o

brought agai - ; 1
% Baff liI:,Stshlm and ke is most painstaking and diligent. the grave charges
Wit his afbiey dsz‘:: ;’I‘f;yh:;fliiee&ltt tlga:_t his position as union chairman hag i
the medical officer. o friction. I think that post should nozsb?gle:f:?d
y

7. It 1 3
against hinlls ::11? tvlf:y ?ldent that several of the memorialists have
b T y have, accordingly, raked up old stori a strong grudge
P at the time of the alleged occurrences. ories, though they made no

Nothing can justify their conduct in this case.

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Es

Arcot, to the District Medi 1
al
lore, 18th November 1896, l% 0. %l.d e

I have the honour to fo 1
po e : rward, for your information i issi
o gofoilg(;gngzt (;nz%lt ]§h§ Government of Madras, the conﬁd:rlllt(iiaitr:nsmISSIOD b
e B f, e kk 9pfember 1896, of the Deputy Collector ;P::E Nqs. heet
] submjttu('iu d.yllur Taluk Boqrd, on (1) the manuseript ;mci 2 kéyll\ir? e
D ﬂq against Mr. John Pillai, late Civil Apothee[; ((i Mo
g yilur, in original, together with their respective egl(?n M
. The Deputy Collector and Taluk Board President has made z.u:z:;st th
orough

and eXhaﬂSti 1 .I 9 i y

. e 8 l V.

q., President, District B
ary Officer, Cuddalore, da?::ad’(]ﬁ?lggf

I may state that whilst at Tirukkéyilir lately I made

n f

what was a base conspiracy organized b i
: o y a few officia :
g&cﬁaiaz?sﬂllgt‘l’i room for further comment. It waésm?i' iﬁﬁilﬁliz‘f t?;um i
eubject of the cr"xous departments to which the implicated officials ba‘ie g
e bt delagr i;s mlig,conduct of thelr subordinates, but this w e i);lg ~on the
s 5 yh making §evera} copies of the records, and this I Vo g
g regard to the reminders received for these reports ’ L Senoy M

;”

e e ket Sl
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3. The inquiry has disclosed that the late Civil Apothecary, Mr. John Pillai, is
entitled to be fally acquitted of the malicious charges recklessly brought against him
by a few public servants and others whose animosity he appears to have incurred on
account of his zealous performance of Pubhc duties, both as a medical officer and as
chairman of the union at Tirukkdyilir, and his personal independence of character.
Had he been subservient to the district munsif in paytmular, it is improbable that this
spurious agitation would have been maqufa}ctured in the manner disclosed by tbe
Deputy (Collector’s reports. Mr. John Pillai has abundant material for both civil and

' is traducers, but his re{mtation is in the hands of Government,

 hinal action against h .
o w aest that the Surgeon-General wil beyso good as o forward these papers

far as the implicated offivials are concerned. I am of opinion that, in
t should be meted out to the ringleaders.

I A TIPS

to whom I req
for orders—s0 .
the public interests, exemplary punishmen

4. The inquiry proves that the ringleaders were the following :—

(1) M.R.By. T. Varadarajuln Naidu Garu, District Munsif of Tirukkéyilar,
2) ,, V. Masilamony Mudaliar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar of Tirukkdyiltr and
Vice-President of the Taluk Board, Tirukkdyilar,

(3) ,,  Srinivasa Row Avargal, First-grade Pleader of Tirukkdyiltr and Member
of the District Board, as also of the Tirukkéyilar Taluk Board,

(4) 0 (. Narasimha Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyildr,

() ,  Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector of Salt and Abkéri Revenue,

(6) Govinda Odayar Avargal, Member of the Tirukkéyilar Union Panchayat,

ke & and
’ (7 ,,  Sadasiva Pillai Avargal, a private Vakil of Tirukkdyilur.
5. The recordsprove that the principal offender was the District Munsif of

Tirakkéyilir. It is astonishing that an officer in his position should, to gratify per-
hich, if it occurred at all, occurred some twelve

sonal spite for imagined slight which I . ¢
months previously, have taken so prominent a part in the Rubhc meeting convened to
condemn a brother officer in another department. That nine of the eleven pleaders
of his court should have supported him is not surprising having regard to native

thereof. He was ably seconded by the leading local vakil

character—or the absence § y y kN
M.R.Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal who did not consider 1t 1mproper, though a
board and also of the taluk board, to which the civil apo-

member of a district d . :
thecary was directly subordinate both as the local medical officer and the chairman
ke a most prominent part in these scandalous proceedings.

of the local union, to ta . \
He admittedly drafted the manpuseript memorial and was one of the five persons

selected as a sub-committee of the public meeting to draw up the printed memorial,
both of which may be characterized as a concatenation of misrepresentations. The
- M.R.Ry. Masilamony M udaliar Avargal also took a very prominent

art in the matter and attempted to induce the forest ranger to join the conspirators.
This sub-registrar was reported to me to be endeavouring to tamper with the witnesses.
He was accordingly transferred at my request by the Inspegtor-Genera.l of Registration,
and, I believe, he is now in the Salem district. The Police Inspector M.R.Ry. Nara-
! :oned the memorial and took part in the meeting and

attempted to induce the local sub-magistrate to join in the nefarious plot. The
forred to has since been transferred ; but his transfer

inspector of salt and abkdri re L to has s :
had no connection with his part in this agitation. Govinda Odayar, a member of the
_ union, was intriguing against his own chairman, the apothecary. The private vakil

11 be treated with contempt.

not being an official, may We
6. Tf the public servants who are implicated in this conspiracy had any valid

ievanees against the civil apothecary either n his capacity as a medical officer or
as chairman of the union, they could easily and, of course, should have made their
complaints against him to the proper al.lthorltl_es in the proper way. But for thesa o
have banded together to get up a pnbhc.me.etmg, touting for signatures and declaim-
rother public servant, signing mahazars against him containing the

ing against a brot !
most reckless and false charges, Was an ‘ntolerable breach of the public rules and
subversive of all discipline. No public officer can be expected to do his duty fear-

lessly 1f at any moment he is liable to find himself the object of hostile declamation

in the streets at a public meeting deliberately convened by and presided over an &

attended by brother officors whose malevolent eloquence is in inverse ratio to the
2
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truth of their utterances. The liceuse of the native press of this country is such
i : that
amnle scope 18 8ﬁ0rd<a_d for anonymous libellers to defame public servants with pmg:
cal impunity ; but this press has established for itself such a reputation for deliberate
misrepresentation that its mghmous vapourings can best be treated with merited con-
tempt ; but where, as in this case, public servants have not hesitated to conspire
together publicly to attack a brother public servant, condign punishment is, in my
Op}l;;%n, l_mperat:;lly nee?%a{ydu{) thel interests of public administration. Such :
agitation is expressly prohibited by rule 68 of the « R =
conduct of public servants.” e “Rules rebulat:mb the personal
7. As agitators of this kind are dangerous to the publi : d
venture to make the following recommendations for such zons;geg:g;fl :: th‘::;'li;’;
be considered to merit by His Excellency the Governor in Council :—
(«) That the misconduct of the district munsif be brought to the notice of th
High Court in view to his prompt transfer after such ! > 1 he
puﬁishment as may be deemed proper. uch reduction, suspension or other
(b) That the sub-registrar referred to be suspended and reduced.

(¢) That similar punishment be awarded to the i .
of the salt and ablkdri, the latter to be subsequently tmg;’i‘!;‘;féfiors of the police and

(4) That M.R Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal, the district and taluk board member,

be removed from the local boards under section 24 (1) (iii) of Act V of 1884, and his
f 3

re-appointment or re-election be prohibited for a period of three years. R A
(¢) That M.R.Ry. Govinda Odayar Avargal be similarly dealt with in respect

of his appointment in the union panchayat.
Q. In conclusion, as I understand, that Mr. John Pillai has lately, in th 1
been relieved of his appointment at Tirukkéyildr by the mg.LiOn o;' :;iin;z

 eircumstances whi
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his removal from this station, and that a sub-committee of five gentlemen should
draft the memorial and do the needful with special reference to the complaints made

at the meeting.

3. According to the memorial it.self the individuals who are stated to have
represented at the meetipg the conjplamts against the apothecary of their own or of
others numbered only sixteen, while the signatures affixed to the memorial exceed
180, It was not possible to trace out all the signatories, nor could it be conceived
how so many could have had any grievance in the absence of specific mention of it in
the memorial itself. I therefore apportioned the work of examining the Tamil
signatories to the Tahsildar, and requested him to submit a report detailing the

¢h brought about the public meeting. His elaborate report which
speaks volumes against the memorialists themselves is herewith submitted. He has
examined some twenty persons, and I have recorded the statements of seventeen

others, most of whom are officials and vakils.

4. Tt is necessary for a correct understanding of the whole facts of the case to

~ deal with the subject in different sections, and I therefore propose to divide it into
three sections as detailed below :—

I. The specific grievances embodied in the manual.

1I. How, by whom, and with what motive a public meeting was arranged for,
and the memorial drawn up with special reference to the action of public servant,
members of the local board and of the union panchayat.

III. The popularity of the medical institution at Tirukkdyilir.

5. Section T.—Of the sixteen persons who complained against the apothecary at

el el e i TR g

course, 0L UK
manent incumbent. I am of opinion that as thisis just what the conspirators have been R tabli I PR : : 3 i :
! e : ’ ¢ . » : public meeting, six individuals ure confined to a vague complaint of irregular ‘
working ﬂzr,_lfg is desirable, lflno(ti absoluteﬁy tmzﬁesmrgrf that heghould be re-appointed attendance at the hn,spital referred to in paragraph 5 of the memorial, three gentlemen ;
to Tirukkdyildr ata very eary ate, 8o that the public may be Gonvinced that sucts ‘who had either no complaints to make or who had no desire to press their grievance 3
are shown to have given utterance to the supposed grievances of four others who were d
4

machinations as have been brought to light will not be allowed to succeed. In the

not present at the meeting, and of whom only one was made to sign the memorial,

public interests such a course seems ergpedienti ﬁir Oit)}llerwi_se the transfer of this
apothecary at this juncture must give rise to ‘déplorabile’ Tnisdonsirudian: " HeUES and two persons—father and son—who are living together are shown in paragraphs .
done excellent work at Tirukkdyiliir and the hospital figures afford the best evidence of S to 10 ag two different complainants. Hence the actual number of indiviI:i i algs leth S,
his popularity. I aPPendhCUPY of 1‘:15' mSﬁ)e%t)lOIl ?ot(ejs ﬁ)as:ed °ndt%916;h§eptemher specific complaints has to be taken as only seven. 2:
1896 which also bears the remarks of the Depuly Lo ector, and Taluk Board Pre- e ¢ i f k-
sident. 1 am confident that the Surgeon-General will not for a moment tolerate , As for the first charge of irregular at s:,i?;ﬁ;l s“f"ﬁf&,‘féfﬁ?ﬂiﬁ’e 0 ;’fsﬂl’l" ?
such intrigues as have been laid bare by the Deputy Collector and the retention of (1) M.R Ry.Sreenivasa Charriar, Second-grade . named in the margin, The 'I‘ahsillcjial; gag f
Pleader, Tirukkoyilar. examined a few others whose names do H%

bordinate at Tirukkdyildr for some months at least to come together

the best possible answer to (2) Ratuasabapatti Mudaliar, Head Clerk, o appear. inthe body of the memo-

Stationary Sub-Magistrate’s Office. : ; ;
(3) Marimuthu Naik, a ryot. rial. No one is able to specify the exact
date and hour when they found the
apothecary absent from the hospital, nor has any person who happened to go to the
hospital cared to inquire if the medical officer had gone elsewhere on duty. This is
an accusation, which it is easy to make, but not possible to bring home to the person
charged, in the absence of particulars as to dates and hours. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa
Chari, who admits his obl’ gation to the apothecary for gratuitous treatment, speaks of
the absence of that officer from the hospitul on some oceasions, probably in November
1895. He cannot, however, specify the days and he has admittedly made no inquiry
as to the cause of late attendance. He admits, however, having received medicines
at the hospital about that time almost continuously for fifteen days. This vakil has,
in the course of his examination before me, added a fresh count of charge—indifferent
treatment-—which does not find place in the memorial. On being questioned on this )
point, the vakil says that he considered his treatment indifferent, because he thought R
that the apothecary bad been engrossed with other thoughts when he (vakil) narrated
his case, but that he is unable to state definitely his reasons for calling the treatment A
an indifferent one. The vakil states that some two or three months after November Eiks
1895, he sent to the apothecary, without any demand, Rs. 4 with a letter thanking him gt
for his services, and stating that the amount was not an adequate remuneration for his
gervices ; but that the mouey was returned by the apothecary with a note expressing
that he valued friendship more than money. It may well be concluded how far the

this medical su '
with the punishment of his traducers would, I think, be

the mahazars under reference.

o
P9

——

From M.R.Ry. R. SUNDARASA MUDALIYAR Avargal, Deputy Collector on
General Duties and President, Taluk Board, Tirukkdyilir, to the Collector of

South Arcot, dated Tirukkdyilar, 99th September 1896, No. 10.

Adverting to your endorsement, dated 10th July 1896, on a printed memorial
against Mr. John Piliai, Civil Apothecary, Tirukkdyilir, 1 have t‘he honour to submit
his explanation with all the connected records as per enclosed list, and to report as
follows. ] _

9. The memorial was the outcome of a public meeting convened at Tirukkdyilir
on the morning of the 24th june 1898, Among the members present were the
leading officials of the Judicial, Registration, Police and Abkdri departments, as also
most of the vakils of the local bar. The president of the meeting was Mr. Gopala
Row, Tnspector of the Salt and Abkéri department, and he is stated to have taken
notes of the several complaints made by some of the members present against the
civil apothecary. It was resolved that as the local Apothecary Mr. John Pillai had
been for a long time inattentive to his duties and had become highly unpopular and
inaccessible to the public on occasions of urgent nature, a n}emonal should be sub-
mitted to the Surgcon-General, the Collector and the District Surgeon praying for
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charge of indifferent treatment can be belioved In explanation of the omic

. K 3 b
this new count of charge from the memorial, the vakil contents himself by (:t‘;;i:ﬁ:? ]
lt' to.those \Yho drafted the memorial, while he has affixed his signature to the me::;)g
rial in English with a long title as Pleader, District Munsif’s Court, Tirukkdyﬂﬁ'r, ami

he is one of the two gentlemen who signed a notice for conven; ;
meeting. g 2 vening the public

.. M.R.Ry. Ratnasabapathi Mudaliyar says that the apothecary has heen uniformly
kmd'and courteous to him, that on some occasions, when he happened to g0 to the
hospital at about 7 A, the apothecary was not present, but that he is unable to give

gle dates, and that he made no enquiries as to the whereabouts of the officer at the
me.

One Marimuthu N aik, who is stigmatized by the medical officer as an ex-conviet
says that he went to the hospital on one occasion at 7 M., and again the next day,
that on the first day he was told that the apothecary had gone to the missionary’s
b'llngalow, that the apothecary was not seen the next day, but that he cannot men-
tion the exact dates of his visit. This man seems to have uttered a deliberate
falsehood by saying that he signed the memorial at the public meeting, while as a
matter of fact it was drafted subsequently, and to have acted under the influence of

one Govinda Udayar, who figures very prominently as will be seen from the sequel.

" .6}-1 'l].;}l.e next complaint is that of one David Carpenter, a Christian of the Local
5 e:ne:f 3 hlsswn, and he was examined by the Tahsildar (vide page 15 of his report,
ta At dt September 1896). _ In this case, the charge is that the apothecary refused
108 36 in at the house of David Carpenter on a certain day in the first week of May
for the treatment of his baby, five months old, though the child was then in
precarious state. It is however admitted by the complainant that the baby was daily
taken to the hospital and placed under the treatment of the apothecary for about ten
days prior to its death, and that even on the last day when the medical officer’s services
could not be [Procured at his quarters, that officer was solicitous about the state of the
Chtlda 1n having deputed two or three persons to go and ascertain why the child was
2: brought to the hoslzltal, and that the apothecary eventually turned up, in his own
to!;:rl::gte’ after 9 aM. The apothecary’s explanation is that he had paid due attention
comnlic;(;? mentf};l of the baby, which was suffering from high fever coupled with lung
Eoeuiial h10118, hat on the last day when he had a call from David Carpenter during
askgd b 01:rs,b e explained to him the advantages of treatment in the hospital, and
eyl dull1l 13 ?}Illg the child as usual, that David Carpenter consented to do sv and
ascertainedo t}fx,' alt1 as the child was not brought up as agreed to, he (apothecary)
sl thouﬁ a servant of the hospital the state of the child and proceeded
g e ot 3 ouse of David Carpenter. It is also stated by the apothecary that
8overe: ous g g.lat his quarters and treated gratuitously his other children in two
e B ‘ett!_o lllness, and that this will be amply testified to by his own wife and
Danish LPS lans. The aPOt_hef{ﬂl'y has sent up a copy of a letter from the European
of the 13@1(;31&1-}7 to the District Surgeon, which amply testifies to the good work
" ]me leal officer done to the poor Christians without any charge and most
witingly. It appears from the Tahgildar’s report that David Carpenter was set up to
prefer his complaint some six weeks after the death of his baby by a private vakil
gimpd Sadas{"a Pillai, who owes a grudge to the apothecary in his capacity as union
Mas 1oaB (vide correspondence ending with your letter, No. 166-D.B., dated 11th
Day‘dlsgﬁ’ I the Local Fund Branch). I need hardly say that the complaint of
3 Vid Carpenter is quite unfounded as aptly remarked by the Rev. 8. Berg, Tt is
oy ﬁtlmlge that the fact of the previous treatment of the very baby by the apothe-
¢ary has been suppressed from the memorial,

. T!le uext complainant is one Devarajaya, a girls’ school teacher, Timkkéyihir,
whose STievance is set out jn paragraph 7 of the memorial. It is stated there that
while Devarajaya’s wife wag in acute stage of labour, the apothecary declined to attend
without previous payment of Rs. 15, The word previous ” is italicized in the
memorial With a view to draw the attention of the authorities. But Devarajaya
himself has on being cross-examined by the apothecary denied that the latter had

refused to attend without Previous payment. It is admitted by this teacher that the

ey s |
£ I

+ Lt Qe gy !
".'rl k 3

=

%
No. 793, PusLic, 26TH Joune 1897. 9

apothecary sent the midwife to attend on the labour case in his house, and that on
being told by the apothecary that the woman would have to be relieved by the appli-
cation of instruments, Devarajaya hesitated, and that he proposed to consult elderly
people. The apothecary is said to have dgmanded a fee of Rs. 15, and asked Deva-
rajaya to make arrangements sharp. In this case there seems to have been a miscon-
ception of facts. Devarajaya says that. when' the prescribed amount of fee was
mentioned to him, he did not offer anything less in consideration of his impoverished
circumstances, and he understood the words of the apothgcary ¢ arrangements should
be made seon ” to mean steps to procure the fee required. But according to the
apothecary’s explanation, he mshefl to-hurry his visit and fo ask Devarajaya to decige
once for all whether he had no objection to handling the case himself. _ Devarajaya.
was apparently in a fix when he was suddenly told that the woman in his house-
would have to be delivered by a male member of the medical profession at & time when
he (Devarajaya) had gone to the apothecary’s quarters simply to bring back the
midwife. Hence it will be seen that no great weight can be attached to thie complaint
based on a misconception of facts. I have also heard of several instances of gratuitous.
treatment of labour cases by Mr. John Pillai, and there is no reason to suppose that.
in this particular instance he was unusually hard.

8. In paragraphs 8 to 10 of the memorial, Mr., Jayaramachandraiyar, 5.4., BE.,
first grade pleader, and his father Arunachala Aiyar figure as complainants, and the
former has made his statement before me both for himself and his father, a retired
revenue inspector. As regards the absence of the apothecary frem. the hospital
between 4 and 5-30 .., Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar says that he does not remember-
the exact day when he took his step sister to the hospital who had thrust a tamarind
seed in her nostril, that the apothecary was not then at his quarters, that no enquiry
was made as to the whereabouts of the apothecary, and that the. apothecary turned up.
after 5-30 p.x. and relieved the child. The vakil does not remember if the apothecary
accounted for his absence by saying that he had been to the Sub-M agistrate’s Court
as a witness. The date is approximately fixed as one hetween the 10th May and 22nd
June 1896, and the apothecary says that on that particular day he was absent in the
Sub-Magistrate’s Court which is corroborated by the compounder. Thus it will be
seen that the complaint is not worth the paper in which it is set forth, and that it was
apparently intended to swell the number of charges against the apotheeary.

The next complaint embodied in paragraph 9 of the memorial is even according to
the complainant’s own showing a total misrepresentation of facts. Mr. Jayarama-
chandraiyar admits that the hospital midwife did attend on his step mother in labour
from 10 »p.M. of the 13th May 1895 till 5 .M. the next day, that finding the case too
difficult for her she left his house at 5 .., saying she would go and consult the apothe-
cary, that subsequently the midwife did not turn up, that his (J ayaramachandraiyar’s)
cousin Ramanadaiyar misunderstood what was wanted and went to call the apothecary
ipstead of the midwife, that at about 10 a.x., Ramanadaiyar was again sent to the
hospital to bring the midwife, and that he returned without the midwife and said that
she had gone out to attend on some other case of labour. Mr. Arunachalaiyar was
averse to allowing the apothecary to hundle the case, though he had volunteered his
services as admitted by Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar himself, and the hospital midwife
had already expressed her inability to treat the case. I do not see how the apothe-
cary or the midwife can be blamed in the circumstances, The apothecary says that
as the midwife was unable to cope with the labour case, he sent her to attend on
another labour case at Keelur, and I find from the birth register of Keelur village
that on 14th May 1895 one Kaluvarayan had a son born dead. This goes to support
the statement of the apothecary, and the information furnished by Ramanadan to Mr.
Jayaramachandraiyar. Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar seems however to urge that his step.
mother’s case should have been given preference. This is absurd on the fact of it
inasmuch as the midwife was not quite equal to the task, and her services could he.
better utilized in the other case at Keelur. The midwife neverthelegs turned up in
Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar’s house at 2 p.ar. on 14th May 1895, The las guage in
the memorial in regard to this complaint that the apothecary could 4ot be moved is
quite meaningless, if not malicious, and yet the very same Mr, J ayaramachandraiyar
was one of the members of the sub-committee who ‘drafted the memorial. It should

be here noted that this complaint was thirteen months old at the date of the meeting,
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9. Paragraph 11 of the mgmorialﬂ deals with the
thihara Aiyar, Local Fund Adsstllsltant Enﬁ-ﬁfe& ik b
sig mem
R It ies said in the memorial tha
od to ¢ Mr. Pravatharthihara Aiyar when ' :
Zillelst fﬁr} gﬁﬁ“llzif;(;z C_?Z}Ll'e?'f] In his statement before me, Mr. Pranatharthihara Afyar
says that on 11th February 1896 he had fever (not high fever) tha?.that day between
6 and 8 a.m. (hospital hours) he sent Word.to the apothecary .asklng him to attend
at his quarters—two furlongs from the hospital—that he‘ was informed that as the
apothecary was then busy at the hospital, he had expressed {?S
with the request, that the compounder was however sent to 'm}ll
medicines from the hospital, and that the fever Sul.)Slde that' nig t :
thihara Aiyar adds that the apothecary went to him the next mornin
about his health, and on being questione _
gave out that it was in a critical state the previous d
Aiyar) knew that the apothecary had also to attend o

grievance of Mr. Pranathar.
present at the meeting,
from the Sub-Registrar
t the apothecary, when
the latter was suffering

who was not

Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar.

inability to comply

Mr. Pranathar-
and enquired
(apothecary )
ay, that he (Pranathathihara
u my baby the previous day,

d as to the health of my child he
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£ it rious attention of complaining
ial in print, he had no serio ot cor
meﬁngn{:e ne‘Tr’er d’esired any one to rg;l)rgsent_ }tlsé %rllelgztu;g(iar;;
inst the apothecary, t 3bli0 meeting, that as the memoria 1{}11 prlln 1f ey
the thorities or at the ph' case, he added a note in pencil at the close of parag pd
thf aut the whole facts of ttljn d6a ’the next day when his services were not in need,
set out

11 that the apothecary 2 bjected to the appearance of such a record (favourable

but that as the s%b:re%;lsfi‘;gy of the memorial itself, the pencil entry was scored
hecary) 10
to the apot

te repeated in ink just above his (Pranatharthihara Aiyar’s)
r

that before seeing the

am : i to say the least of it,
the same note repea’ olf shown to be frivolous, {
O}Igtl’l:t?l‘:e The 001(11{?1*113&1;;1100133 not, in justice to his duties, be present in the
81 " o« the medica

i ivar’s house to attend to an
inasmuch a; ;.t the same time in Mr. Pranatharthihara Aiyar’s
hospital an

1 in inten-
i ehensible conduct qf the officers in in
rdinary €ase - P blllitel?gefft?;gf};«l)?nrteg; body of the memorial, and transferring a
by a sa ac

1 : 1 ignatures
tionally suppressing ticeable portion of the memorial amidst a number of signature

¢ . i ials in a separate
mote'of 1t 10 40 “';mmI shall, however, deal with the action of the officials in a sep
1nt. )
deserves comime

: 3 i thecar

ised. In his explanation in regard to 'ih{s cor;np_l;t;g‘;i,egleb;%% : factz
e t.that the wording in the memorial 1s nOtJ fer to “ high fever »
pguily porm’s on Pranatharthihara Aiyar himself, which do not red relations between
depos?d tfo byl’ tl\grf;tteild ” ard that being unawge (])?f t-h{;at }iﬁ;ﬁiara g allyeel
sl gl Sub-Registrar, Mr. Pranatha h-
himseg Eap}?th;ciliz()l ?\lxix\ﬂfv the pre?ssure ;Jf the sub-registrar, who had throug
himself to be c : L N

out acted with a sinister motive.

10. The next complainant, whose grievances are embodied in paragraphs 12, 13

al t se gri CeS. ) - .

and 14 .()f 11}?8 Hl'ellcnOI'lia})l 115 L&l. l’{.RV. i iarathara‘]ulu Naidu Garu, B.A., B.L., Distric
: s | v

-3 before me for
=0 e d his personal attendance _

: irukkéyilir. He wished to avold t idea of mesting
Bsrent wt Tuul;k;)ﬁcl Ls]core of his official position a? dtlth?'::?sp iefa his complaint. But
01}1)811 ent(gllé'frf and s;ent me a written sﬁx.temglcti ;1 calpeac‘itv, andins 1ths sgothecary
the apothecary, oference to his o J colivict e

i { L ubi: peiofenp od tatement of the district munsi
s 'his complaints bad itting on record any sta g if after
idde brhind M0E s ~e?1ted to depose before me. Heﬁpélebslace in the memorial,
oA (foih a. new charge which does bt ln 2 11 no less than ten
vehimently, adde g three complaints in the memorial were a e ph- s
apparently because td et of the public meeting which he attended, and m
1e date

wmonths old (t)ll gnt which I had to record on two days successively for full twelve
elaborate statem

. i 13 of the

hours. R logical order is set forth in paragraph 1.
e con%pla_uzt Iil?lgsirf‘oggysothat he had an abscess neiir 0111869§ff l:'li]r];:seiis;
e :{1 ltStr;?le apothecary at about 7 p.u. on 28th July 0 g
Or 0 : AV

. ] uld
a}111d 111)(3 sent WThe apothecary sent word in reply that he was much tired and co
the abscess. :

t to the apothecary asking him to
A message was again sent : o The
P melonteh g Vf ["z.t leasltl butgeven this requisition was not gggP}lll:‘g-ch;fhoun ey
et gomp;gizn ‘sent for,' independently 'I?}f the aggt’:}]::;rgé abont cozﬁmenced
compounder W id the needful. e apothe ;
L i b S, e 1l Ll T
$ipi treatuiont: G the morning of the Ul ) A
deputo! his Somportlen (0 i Tin qasriets Ga Wl bl SO
attended on the dis 'l(llcte There was no need to cut op e?i 5 he bandaged the
o days from tha?} la 1895 when the compounder turne sﬂa% o hoursga }-
might o e e sanrior that it might mob fall pudac friien S is admitted
oo 1]21 sul;:hc;:n éhat the apothecary had %exﬁsu:lybgsgaged it. In connection
ing to the abscess wh » might himse v :
byo S siocomm s = }tl}(ie;l;g says that if there was any real requlsltﬁog
with this complaint, the apo in@’r have attended on the district munsif as he ha

1 certa ve ! : § e
for his attendance, he V;’]‘;“%(Idat‘f that it is impossible for him {0 I‘eme:nbetx{'; da{,te .
L alnd attfe I:aLr t?xe miu7ute details of every individual case trea y :
lapse of nearly a year,

istri i his people to apply for his services
1 al wi district munsif and ;
R “:a? usud‘l mlthwt(:fld request a reference to the apothecary’s explanation
even in ftrivial cases.

with recard to this and other complaints against him.
e
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As regards paragraph 12 of the memorial Ay i
the distriet munsif
to the treatment of anpther_abscess near hig an{xs, and in connection with this h
to the apcthecary asking him to attend at his Quarters on the 10tk August 19 wrot,‘a,l
which he received a reply that, as it wasg g meeting day of the b g 895 to
might be fully occupied with th, ¥ panchayat, and ag he

e hospital n
Sitlesbraing sd ook b wolhl o ;é)nl.da ! work, the apothecary could not call oyer

e D

12 noon without going to. court, beg thd €ron. The, district munsif waited till

e medical officer did not t

apothecary’s note, dated 10th August 18 . urn up. The
one yeur, and produed by the disrit manst-gn gy0) FOL2E VS preserved for fl
munsif admits that the apothecary turpeq up the next da g(llth g e district
on the 12th August he opened the abscess ag he had un delytak ¥ ggu?t), and that
day. The apothecary says that, to the best of his recollection hen to do the previous
the distriet munsif in the afternoon of the 10t August 1 89” ¥ g(;nt to the house of
left his court which he would not bave done if the diseaseo,, and learnt that he had
the district munsif ref}lses to believe it, and hig content Was a serious one. I}ut
officer appeared after his going to court, his sery 1on 1s that had the medical
it. It is really very strange that the distp;
as to what happened a year ago, and woy .
distriet munsffl’)s absen}ce from ’his houselad ::1:1(}) eﬁeve the apothecary, though the
enquiring his own servants, I may als observe here that | fnd Hom o4 st

xtrac

from the hospital visitors’ book that it wag on the 10 pol
the Assistant Collector, visited the hospital, and reesgdéiuﬁgszgtigintﬁazhgn ]I: oberts,
ook,

The next paragraph (14) deals with the complaiy iy
to the treatment of his daughter. He says thatlz) on 1‘;]:: t;;zgl ?z:c
L A, his daughter was seriously ill, and that he sent g lantern
the apothecary with an urgent request that he should come L
The men returned with a medicine and said that the apothecar?zzsfdszztﬂ;e Ppatient,
to come at that hour. The medicine was not however administered as the aeolalduoed
had not seen the patient. In this instance there was no written comml:mi 90:}1‘}’
between the district munsif and the apothecary. The apothecary says that h?ﬁ::i
seen the girl the previous evening at his quarters, and given the necessary medici
to be taken at stated hours for the night, that to the best of his recollection op tﬁ::
very night at about 9 o’clock a servant of the distriet munsif sent by his wife orall
reported the state of the child, and asked for certain instructions as to the g dminisy
tration of medicine and diet for the night, that he forthwith gave the re Uire(i
instructions, and attended on the child the next morning, and that the allegatio% that
the child which was stated to be very seriously ill at 2 a.m., was all right the next
morning is enough to indicate the simple nature of the disease. s

The fourth complaint of the district munsif which, for the first time, wag brought
to notice in his written statement sent to me on 16th August 1896, i.e., seven weeks
after the public meeting, refers to the apothecary’s failure to attend on him in the
early part of March 1896, when he (district munsif) had slight fever, and when a
female member of his household had sent word to the apothecary in his name, It ig
however admitted by the district munsif at the cloge of sheet No. 6 of his statement
made before me that the apothecary attended on him when he had slight fever. It is
not clear whether this was not the occasion spoken of as referring to March 1896,
The apothecary says in his explanation that to the best of his recollection, he saw the
district munsif at his quarters and preseribed medicines on 5th March 1896,

As for remuneration * to the apothecary, the district munsif has attempted to
show by a peculiar classification of the
medical officer’s visits, into official and
friendly, and visits entitling him to remu-
neration and no fees, that the visits for
which any fee was due were not more than the value (Rs. 5) of a tennis bat, which he
had given him in the middle of 1895, and Rs. 3 which he has sent in cash on two
different occasions after January 1896. The apothecary denies having received more
than Rs. 2 in cash and says that, on receipt of this amount on 18th February 1896, he
sent him a note thanking him and pointing out this payment as a new departure in
his case, that the bat was merely given as a loan, and that the district munsif had

With two servants to

* Vide apothecary’s separate list enclosed of
medical attendance and quality of medicines
supplied.

§ complaint refepg
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ered as its price. The bat was returned to the district

refused to acggptle:ftfr (f),ge meeting and that very day, and it was accepted by him.
g { wazits me to believe that as the scale of fees for private attendance
The district nlmntﬁm r had not been fixed, there was no payment throughout the year
of the medical o c: of thetennis bat, which he says, he intended to serve as remune-
1895, excep tﬁ) Z Ylaﬁ not openly expressed it. But the district munsif did not care to
ration, thoug :he fee due, apparently because he never meant to pay, and does not
know what wﬁ:ve maintained a record of the number of official visits at his quarters
remember t(;ﬂ to produce that officer’s letter written to him so recently as 18th
S o umngﬁ while he has carefully preserved notes as to the dates of all his
Febma}'yts ai,nst the apothecary, though nearly a year and old, and the scrap of
complant agto him by that officer so far back as 10th August 1895. A careful
PE: wr}tﬁlz district munsif’s statement made before me will convince the reader that
Pevenl o ously and by a sustained effort tried his utmost to withhold or deny every
!le i St'r(f which may be construed favourable to the apothecary, that he has exerted
mforinatlf;n possible loopholes where the medical officer can be expected to afford
- 211:%)19 explanation, and that he has positively asserted everything unfavourable
:gathat officer even though the events referred_ to happened some months ago, and he
based his assertions on the oral informations given him by his servants, who acted the
art of messengers between himself and the apot!leqary. In this aspect, the distriet
Emnsif’s statement is a striking contrast to that of his Pleader Mr. Jayaramachandra-
iyar, which is marked for candour and fairness. It1s tobe regretted that the district
munsif's memory fails just where whatt may be elicited from him is hkgly to favoqr
the contention of the apothecary even in regard to recent events, but his memory is
very strong and probabilities rush in where an assertion touching incidents many
months old is likely to bring home a charge to the medical officer. It seems as if the
district munsif has carried a little too far his judicial acuman, and allowed his sense of
fair dealing as a judicial officer to bfa overpuwered_ by Pre(}omman.t seﬂf—mt'eres_fi.l bI
shall however return to th.s subject 1u another portion of this report where it wi e
h much he has worked to bring about thq memorial under r(;port. T_Ils

shown how inly based on what he was told by his servants, and the information
ComPlf’?"}:s a;;er:;e {0 what happened some ten months ago. In the light of the
o “lt;;' i ? rnished by the apothecary, I cannot attach any weight to the charges,
o g 'subat incident will suffice to show at once whether it was becoming on an
iy th? t(:ln:a] : osition of the district munsif to have treated the bat as a rem}meration for
:}ff;ee;;fl; s;iolll)ﬂl visits of the apothecary, while it was originally given him as a loan,
and I;ubseqwutly as a present when its price was offered by the apothecary. I may
bserve here that the exact dates ot the sevgral complaints now given out by
:lliod(i’strict munsif do not find place in the memorial, that he has purposely omitted
to sign the memorial, and that in a portion of his statement before me he says he is

onsible for the wording in the memorial.

S “1‘51P The next gentleman who appears on the stage is Mr. Gopala Row, Inspector
f the S-alt and Abkari Department, Tirukkdyilar circle, who had the honour of presid-
. o at the public meeting held on 24th June 1896. He appears to have been
i under some imaginary grievance against the a-pothecar.y_ in @hat he was not
smartlnggl received at the hospital on the occasion of his f_irst visit _Wlthout previous
et o and that the apothecary had refused to give hm} a medical certificate to
mtunatll;)in, to apply for sick leave. These two personal grievances all shown to be
en',?,ble nfm dedpby the Tahsildar in his accompanying report, dated 15th September
o bt h as the apothecary was not to blame for omitting to do what he was not
s musmmﬁio in the matter of sick certificate to be granted to a gazetted officer,
:;?Iziftng/ltl? Gopala Row should have previously announced his position when he
first vm.t'edtgt]edhi(;splgigmph 15 of the memorial that the apothecary did not attend,
be{; ls»sl?arlt‘.efox' b)Iz) Mr. Gopala Row, when he Was'sufferlng from ear-ache and he
o t geek the aid of the compounder who had the kindness to do the needful. Mr.
léad ufasRow evaded open enquiry in the presence _of the ap_othecary, qnd he has sent
op ritten statement wherein he has improved his complaint by add.mg throat-ache
. vi’ he. It appears from the explanation of the apothegary and his compounder’s
:?‘,ai:;:flt that Mr. Gopala Row never applied for medical aid for ear-ache, that

4




]

¥
i

o ¢ '1T' vy

e

R T

AR A i,

14 No. 793, Pusric, 25mu Juxs 1897.

e

s

VNN SIS AA
s

when Mr. Gopala Row wanted some mediei
. d
him through the compounder, that therz ;g?mt.;

of the apothecary, that the diseas
=<5 t 4 .
Setan gtotom St the apo%h et:;;t ache, was introduced in Mr. Gopala Row’s

in regard to it, and that the accusation i resorded the statement of his €om d
Ro .10y X | on 18 quite unfounded Tai A
By s den statement, dated 5th August, 1806 ey e -
] Y Jority of the : . ceary was
t;1;"11111;3 e:srzsmtgtfler of fa.qt several members of pﬁg P(l):vﬁaf;;li(])st their confidence in hin},
oo by e o B oBlins el i . vy v g

: . H T. Opa].ﬂ. R .l'y same OSPI,
E:?&Zﬁt’dthtmg}? hg was the president of th(e’swnlll::tﬁ?mposely pibed.Jo SN
unwarmnted0 andyal he could not be cmss-examii.»d ?)s e o be
8 aspersions, out of interested motiye on th ed by the apothecary. His
eserve severe notice. ’ € populurity of the aputhecary,

apply to his throat, it was sent to
equisition from him ,for the services

apothecary, that as the ulcer was emitting foul smell th
me e

distance, and had th
ad the ulcer dressed by 3 warq cooly, and that the boy was under

indifferent treatment. There i

. . S a marel in m int in

the sub-registrar that the boy died sin(i;;ntfillenc;):felgf tl:]musc-.rlpt s DancwiHAC
e

due to indifferent treatment. * B ; .
due Bt Wt ! nemorial, as if the death was
in his statement before me distinetly Etai::ln 15;2122 o docs not know Loglish, 48

the t ; iced At :
e treatment of the boy, that the apothecary r egret.ga?itlfﬁg :e(;u?:rtfotfl mdlﬁe?%:
4 i 01 the quac ¥

cary examined the boy on the

first day, and - S
Y, and prescribed medicines, and that the boy was given fhe samo. kind of

treatment as w i .
Ny sicss tal?:mgelnvfrtlht;t tolf gltlher patients in the hospital. It is gleo evident from
e day of the publie meeting he vs;as ;:n:vflo,.ﬂ)rough

munsi :
tr:,lﬁzlsfi’fa?d asll:ed by the sub-registrar, Mr. Srcenivasa
.o 0 Make a statement of his boy’s case, that the

Row, and the retired distric
istriet i
munsif are friends apd that the former evinced E‘Pe‘:l.nl

gnb-regigtrar and the distri

er was washed by t

There is virtually he ward cooly as is generally done in the

case of other patients,
o valid ground of complaint against the

apothecary. F i
which thg Sub?ﬁ;sgi];z;erb%n d}&tof ted and misrepresented with unworthy motives for
e language in the m,emor-‘ *1 asilamani Mudaliyar, was one of the few responsible.
drafted it had an ulterio b_rm 18 greatly misleading, and the sub-registrar Who
r object which will be dwelt upon later on, This complaint

having complete]
> y fallen t
him to offer his expla:al.lti © the ground the apothecary says that there is no need for

attempts at multiolot. o W regard o it. This is one of a series of unsucce

subordinate of the Ic)iliigigtthe charges against the apothecary, and the peon being 8
the medical officer at thc g seems to have been induced to say something against
the Presence of his maste public meeting, apparently because he was encouraged by
same officer, ster there with a numger of complaints of his own against the

13. The ne i Y
M.R.Ry. 8. Snni;ﬂiva;:ﬁ embodied in paragraph 17 of the memorial is that of
meeting by the Snb-yR » Tahsildar of Tirnkkéyilir. It was represented at the publie
not desired to do go egistrar, M.R.Ry. Masilamani Mudaliyar, though the latter was
meeting, nor has he g migf ht_ahsgldar was not one of the members of the publio
that when he happened 18 signature to the memorial. The sub-registrar says
voluntarily mentioned to meet the tahsildar on two occasions, he (sub-registrar
i s R pi tt? t'to him that the apothecary had not been kind enough to atten
e at the tahsildar did not contradict, and that in the course of his

rsation with the tahsildar it was clear that he preferred native treatment to that

pative treatme

B e
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. It was therefore inferred by f:he sub-registrar that the tahsildar
;ictlt:a :f,;;,];:mgainst Mr. John Pillai, and he discharged the self-imposed duty of
e uttaraneé to it by representing it to the chairman of the public meeting.
’%ha ge t of the tahsildar, dated 21st September 1896, which T have obtained
diE:o the allegations in paragraphs 17 and 21 of the memorial will go to show that
regﬁ; 3 %t a shadow of grievance against the apothecary, that that officer did comply
he % n st and attend on him (tahsildar) as early as possible, that he (tahsildar)

with his red on 18th June 1895 at a place 9 miles from Tirukkdyildr,

horseback h
hag aof:]fl;;m; carriage at a village 6 miles from the town as stated in the memorial,
::at 1111is case was not one of grave urgency as stated in the memorial, that there was

o urqent request for the attendance of the apothecary, that the expression “a con-
04 nze awn by a pony ”’ was inserted in paragraph 17 of the memorial with a view
:oe yi:duce a belief that it was a swift conveyance, while, as a matter of fact, the pony
which was the property of the sub-registrar himself was well known to be the slowest
creature unable to walk even 2 miles an hour, and tl_lat he (tahsildar hac.l recourse to

nt in September 1895 because of the simple nature of the disease he was

then suffering from, and of his having, on a previous occasion, when he had an injury
in his forearm by a fall, treated with indifference the instructions given him by the

‘apothecary. The words of the tahsildar in the concluding paragraph of his report

under reference may be quoted here for facility of reference—

«T beg to observe that T was neither present at the meeting, nor have I signed the memorial,

have T asked any of those present at the meeting to represent my grievances, if any. The
:;;-registrar has nevertheless, to show himself in his true colours, discharged his self-imposed glnt_v
of representing me as one of the complainants, and in doing so, he has, as shown above, acquitted
himself in a way most unbecoming, to say the least of it, an officer of his position, inasmuch as he
has freely indnlged himeelf in reprehensible distortion and suppression of facts with an ulterior
object which pervades the memorial.” .
In this connection, I may also bring to notice that the tahsildar visited the
hospital on 7th June 1896, z.c., seventeen days before the date of the public meeting of
hich nothing was then known, and noted in the visitors’ b(_)ok.that the institution
! : at credit was due to Mr. John Pillai for the interest he

; d that gre:
zf;i‘;ir}h%’solﬁtﬁ anIt is fbsurd to say in the face of these remarks recorded so
recently, that the tahsildar had really any grievance against the Apothecary, Mr. John

Mai. A 96 of his report, dated 25th August 1896, Mr. John Pillai has, in
filgv?lof Jt&heptriiious false ehargés maliciously urged against him in the memorial,
applied for permission to prosecute some of the leading men for defamation a:nd
damages if not also for false information ; and this is a matter for the consideration

of the authorities.

14. The next complaint set out in paragraph 18 of the memorial is represented
as one which proceeded from myself, and t-hls was, as a@mltteti_ by the Sub-Registrar,
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar, ventilated by him at the public meeting. “Here again there
is a culpable suppression of facts. A few days after I joined this division, a ryot from
a distant village represented to me 1n the oﬁ‘ige th_at hfa was unable to pay the high fee
demanded by the apothecary for attendance in his village on a labour case. As I
was informed that the scale of fees and the distance limit had not been fixed by this
taluk board, I could not satisfactorily settle the matter. Subsequently,' the subject
came up for decision at a meeting of the taluk b(_)ard, ax_ld & was for fixing the lower
scale of fees referred to in the Government Order in consideration of the.povert_y o.f the
masses in this division, and in support of my view I referred to the particular incident
as admitted by the sub-registrar, who, as vice-president of the taluk board, was
present at the meeting. The lower of the two scales was adopted, and a distance
limit of 12 miles was fixed in a resolution of the taluk board at the meeting.
This does not show in the least that Mr. John Pillai was unreasonable in his demands,
or that he was unduly cruel in the particular case. The sub-registrar has apparently
availed himself of his connection with the taluk board and misused the information

he had obtained as a member and vice-president of the board to serve his end. The

apothecary says that the distance he was desired to travel by the ryot in the case
ander reference was about 15 miles, that he had brought no conveyance, and that he
was not prepared to pay any fee. 1 may say thatif Thad thought that Mr. John
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Pillai was in i
e 21:1{1 :Zzﬂt(:i b:z}zlme in the matter, I would certainly have called for hi
e t,ieﬁm'be mle(: ’31 matter. But I had no just cause of complaint g; tlia
it on the subject, and the matter was therefore dropped at th:
In para i
s Igd gzgha ?11'15 ta?Ifltthe memorial, a reference is made to my having sent f
G e Mstatlon at a considerable cost as if I had no conﬁgd n
e sy ot r. John Pillai. This is another instance of ex eneeti 0
gt ia;c s. fIn ‘the cowse of twenty days from the close o?gﬁ::mon
L e ﬁy z:lmilll}lf died one after another, and they were not exclusi Iiy
wfhen ! e cam;; : 6) mﬂiﬂéaﬁl. 'll?the ﬁr;t child had an attack of dvsel:::rg
b it nt 1n ¢ ’ was for some days u I
b ﬁn}:,l;{slllgla; in m)’r‘absenpe, and when Mr. John Pil{ai t;]o(tru th(t>hte:0 (Q’s;tsrenelx;t
e s 1?131 eis: dll}e child died immediately after my return }t)o Tirukkd ¥
e e rleh his best and devoted great attention to the treat ty‘;
o vt s ff-ﬁz Sr o were also occasionally under the treatment of oth u;:nbot
s i e 1 ta;alss. A woman from a village 5 or 6 miles from Tirul(:k(; 'lltli
hiprds b s clc;:f the female inmates of my house for the treat ytl'. ;
it rz Ve p rgh:s : t chance, but after some days she gave up the l;:ell)l i
o e i Waso:;lan 1-:38 thereafter sent back with a remunergtion of aa.yf =
e S st lfplaa not because of want of confidence in the apoth e‘y
e Lt e e s e
: ik A
;ﬁ,‘k?n %fe;p:t}]::a;y atsha medical officer who does n:: ioﬁiﬁl&f cthlgdmmdent ¥
e B et theon s ago, the apothecary has successfully tr:zl;: dence ek
o ¢ et y were suffering from fever. The Tahsildar, Mr g g]ayr:“rn-
e }.’I lfeagi(ﬁl; after he hafl a fall from his horse, he h’ad. r ik 1ot
et of ati(.mq n 1 for hlmsglr, his wife and children. It wiﬁc&lm el
gy i§ i ui:tepg?graph 21 of the memorial rests on very shab f‘(l)s bdeas_een
e - e y the authors of the memorial, of whom the su{)-rem}str;mq’
Pm%e&iounnfml ysl::ﬁresent Mr. John Pillai as an unworthy member of th i
Y return to this subject when dealing with his general popﬁlan:ft‘;lcal

15. The last specific charge agai :
of the ; gainst the apothecary is recorded i e
b I:Emiﬁgai;uﬁiﬂzegftﬁcer who took Ppon‘himselfythe responsigillir':}-p&rtgmph 19
Tirakkéyilr Division, Tﬁ]i]sgog;rhgéefdiﬁﬁmﬁeg}mar’ éhe Inspector ofp;?SEEZ:
10 . in
o signd the memoril an 2y 146, i s cpacty st hietisgebmty.
ST bl msehn (Ea ;e:por t in his diary to the Superintendcntpof t(})1r i
e itiad Biat 1s i Diento Ten ‘not kst i he: had tnade. his olici ]
ng;a : distin t;m th a; he figured as one of the complainants a, insin:i) s onss
i o o o ol b 8 g ; Py e
oo, K MR T Mot o ivio R iAo it for B iyl Anligr e p
sl P :ic :sn A ;l[eated him for a month for lunacy, that s en special care
, of Mr. John Pillai was always readily complied wi };’eqmsxtlou for the
services no remuneration was at any time demanded or paiﬁ th Tt + Shiat Sar il e
neration was offered, Mr. John I"illai declined to receive it,an;theven when a remu-
treatme'n't 18 cqnce;ned, he (police inspector) had no co'“i’laint at so far as medical
cary. The polx‘eg inspector _had however official complaints a Jaguinst the apothe-
Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as a medical officer and union gﬁﬁst the Apothecary
‘lfgryfmspector of_pohce who 18 respopsible for the scandalous insinum' ; st s
- 0 k:he memorial that Mr. John Pillai is indirectly responsible for ti . gamngh
ariah from Adichanallur, who had sustained injuries by a fall from a o .eath st
yho, according to the {nemonal, died some two days after he wus refused adl:;qco'tah’ .
in-patient in the hospital in February or March 1896. In his statement lbss;on h
ﬂ}e inspector says that he had the information from an unknown female PLOIE
the .deceaged Pariah, that when the latter was taken to the hospital heL;[;Z 5 relsiee
an in-patient, and that the medical officer had not taken sufﬁcien’t he Boiist
tient. The inspecto P . pains to treat the
] e inspector says that he got this information some ten days after the
death of the injured Pariah, that the Pariah was not sent to the hospital b} the police
and !;hat no enquiry was made if the Pariah offered to be taken as any in-patient:
and if he had not already been under the treatment of a native quack. There 18

‘nothing said in the memorial I Sy a subseq
e this was & aren
' mggector, and this Lo referring to the records of inquest in this case, I find

. there was any real ground 9 :
' the deceased being the aggrieved parties
\ 1 about five days after the death ; but, as a

" The fact seems to be that the inspector ha
~ official grudge aga
- a public
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tself of the indifferent treatment now spoken of by the
uent improvement to aggravate the charge
pillai. On
age tfléh[rpo].ll:ehnre rted the case as one of accidental death, that in reply to a
Sofleronco from th ‘sub-magistrate, the gpot}:epary stated that, according to the informa-
tion of the Pariab, he had sustained the injury by a beating, and that, after some
obrréspondéme on the subject between the magistrate and the police, the sub-magi.
y ined certain blood relations of the deceased and others and found
ccidental death. The police did not relish the idea of the

| to be one of a : .
Ay thacw i certain information contrary to the line of their action. If

» hin o
apothecary fUrmISEINS o o plaint against the apothecary, the blood relations of

s would certainly have mentioned it when they

ore examined by the sub-magistrate 1 .
- I find no such thing in the records of the sub-magistrate’s enquiry.

‘matter of fact,

d for about a year been cherishing strong
inst the apotheeary, and he availed himself of the opportunity of
meeting countenanced by officials and vakils to defame Mr. John Pillai by
representing the imaginary grievance of an unknown person. It will be seen from

inspector is one of the worst offenders without a particle of

what follows that the
gratitude for the gratuitous medical aid which he had so often received from Mr. John
Pillai. The object in recording this unfounded complaint in paragraph 19 against

Mr. John Pillai and in referring to his antecedents in a parallel case some years ago
in the next following paragraph 20, needs hardly any comment, and the authors of the

memorial, of whom the sub-registrar was certainly one, seem to have ingeniously
gement and sequence of allega-

 exercised their powers of exposition by such an arran
. John Pillai. The apothe-

tions to improperly influence the authorities against Mr :
cary says that his suspension referred to in paragraph 20 of the memorial was some
fifteen years ago, and that it was cancelled on his appeal. The records in the
Surgeon-General's office may, if necessary, be referred to on the subject.

16. This memorial as its  predecessor, the m.anu.script memorial already reported
on by me, closes with a prayer not'for the investigation of the various charges against
the apothecary, but for his immediate transfer from the place. I have shown above

rly unfounded and imaginary, and it will be apparent

in detail that the chargesare utte i
from the sequel that in some instances they are malicious, and that the memorial was
got up simply t0 pander to the wishes of a few discontended influential men in the

town.

17. Section I.

of the Tahsildar of
consideration of the facts brought

—On a perusal of the records of my enquiry and of the reports

to notice by the apothecary in his repert, dated
25th August 1896, I am led fo conclude that the chief instigators of the public
meeting and the subsequent printed memorial under report were the gentlemen named
‘below, and that but for the district munsif such a well-attended public meeting would
not have been possible :— ' ;

(1) M.BRy. J. Varatharajulu Naidu Gara, B.A., B.L, "District Munsif,
Tirukkdyilir. : . :
(2) M.R.Ry. V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar and
Vice-President, Taluk Board.
(3) M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal,

the District and Taluk Boards. \
(4) M.R.Ry. (. Narasimma Chariar Avargal, Tnspector of Police, Tirukkdyi-

1st Grade Pleader and a Member of

Ir Division.

(5) M.R.Ry. Govinda Udayan, Landholder and Member of the Union Pan-
hayat. .

R Private Vakil, Tirukkdyilir.

(6) M.R.Ry. Sadasiva Pillai,
The first named gentleman felt aggrieved because, according to the information
:ven him by his servants, the apothecary had refused to attend at his quarters on

the 28th July 1895, and on the 10th and 22nd August 1895. In regard to these

complaints, 1 may state here briefly that it was only on one occasion (10th August

1895), there Was communication in writing between the two officers, and there was
9

Tirukkdyilir, dated 15th and 21st September 1896, coupled with a
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:ﬁ:naaegzt;izcar%hgeglgotfggg;rgfg J i)hn Pili.ai. Tlﬁe district munsif says that for
! Ty on his son for a sham head-ache, he ser
his peon one rupee to Mr. John Pillai, the receipt of which is de:iede bs;l;iéh;:;gk

18

e ; ! _the district munsif’s house to ascertain how the
?;c:{h:llﬂ(iin VtV;: gfglinl;g ton. I:;] fairness to both the officers, the reasonable inference
bl b ’second e stance, the money was misappropriated by the peon, and that,
indte ance, some wrong information was given to Mr. John Pillai. These
stances spoken to by the district munsif himself are sufficient to show what
amount of confidence can be placed on his servants, and how far they can be relied on
for accurate information. Whatever it may be, it was and it still continues to be the
Impression of the district munsif that the apothecary is to blame for not respondin
to his calls. In September 1895 when he (district munsif) went to see the tahsildar
then on sick bed accompained by his friend, the sub-registrar, he was observed by
the tahsildar to welcome every information against Mr. John Pillai. The distriet
munsif had not the moral courage to represent his complaints in writing to the
authorities, and he sought for a device of mentioning them in his private conversa-
tion with my predecessor Mr. Rajaratna Mudaliar, who left the district on transfer
in the middle of October 1895, and then abandoned the idea of putting in a writt
complaint, though he seems to have cherished a plan of getting rid of Mr, John Pill:?

The sub-registrar being his close friend and vice-president of the taluk board seems to

have come in for aid. At the meeting of the taluk board ‘
1895 at which Mr. Raghaviah preside%, the sub-registrar m?‘?«lac(}l znrigcfll:ltionvemgﬁr
pretext of economy to replace the two apothecaries in the division by secom(i)f::la 5
hospital assistants, as if lives of men are not so precious as the maintenance of roadsss
and the motion was seconded by his comrade Mr. Sreenivasa Row. A resolution was
accordingly passed by a majority of the board, the dissenting members being the
tahsildar and a vakil by name Mr. Parthasarathi Aiyangar. But even this attempt
to replace Mr. John Pillai proved unsuccessful, inasmuch as the resolution of the
taluk board was, on mature consideration, vetoed by the district board in spite of
vehement support by Mr. Sreenivasa Row in the district board, I joined the divi-
sion in the middle of December 1895, and the district munsif says that, on the very
day of my assumption of charge, he made me understand that the apothecary was an
indifferent medical officer. I do not remember to have heard of it. But it goes to
show that the district munsif wished to influence me at the very outset against
Mr. John Pillai, and eventually to secure his transfer. This was certain] iot a
commendable course. I subsequently noticed in the sub-registrar a spirit oyf 0
sition to Mr. John Pillai chiefly in his capacity as Chairman of the Tirukkd pil -
Union. 1 had then, however, no knowledge of the details of the past eventsy il;
February 1896, the sub-registrar and Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who as members 03[‘ th
taluk board had been requested to report on house-tax appeals com’)lained t :
that the Union Chairman, Mr. John Pillai, had refused to lend one of the gnion se g n::e
to help them in inspecting the housesin the union and I pacified them and av r:ﬁn ;
the required aid. In April 1896, there was a report from Mr. Holman Ir%s eeto en;
the Salt and Abkdri Department, complaining of the action taken by Mr J olfncpfu:'
on sanitary grounds and bringing to notice his unpopularity. The report.was referreqi
to me, and I have in my endorsement on the tabsildar’s report, Dis. No. 392, dated
24th May 1896, in the Local Fund branch, represented to you that the s;ub-régistrar
was lightly suspected of having set up Mr. Holman against Mr, John Pillai. and that
the latter was not to blame in the matter. Again, on 7th May 1896, there’were two
petitions purporting to have been signed by seven union servants and complaining
against Mr. John Pillai for exacting from them his private work. One of these peti-
tions was addressed to you as President, district board (zide endorsement, dated 12th
May 1896), and the otier to the District Surgeon, and they were referred to me for
disposal. The petitions were referred to the Stationary Sub-Magistrate for inquiry,
and his report, dated 22nd June 1896, shows that the petitions were pseudonymous,
that they were believed to have been got up by scme of the enemies of Mr. John
Pillai and that the union servants examined had no complaint against that cfficer—
pde file enclosed, :
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. eript memorial, dated May 1896, and addressed to the

Aga11}1 thexie W";‘?l?s "Eﬁﬁ?:meﬁ a number ’of charges against the apothecary and
Su.,geon-(}ener:% and it was, as admitted by Mr. Sreenivasa Row, drafted by himself.
maion chaiAEAT rted on the memorial in my confidential No. 9 of 1896 and shown
T have already repe by Mr. Sreenivasa Row. Most of the allegations

: in regard to it v .
what action was ;alfmi]:nﬁ-i;‘;g:%ainst Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as apothecary are
in thc; I(x;ail;lstc;;!)pﬁn tod memorial. On the very day (23rd June 1896) on which
repeate

: i ; i f the signatures
: «oript memorial for report as to the genuineness ol :
1 rgcelved iy maz:n :;::(Il) fc?ll'econvening a public meeting the next morning (24th June
nit, 4 no-“{}e vrulted in the printed memorial under report. The notice of the meeting
1599) W1Z,:f ;,;eih- Sreenivasa Row and another vakil, Mr. Sreenivasa Chariar.
was sign ¢ M.
istri i he was not aware of
i Jfore me, the district munsif says th?,t
I his stattqllil: [;itllbﬁe got the notice on the night of the 23rd June 1896, that he
the pubiio € T8 he time that he would be called upon to state what

cannot say that it e that it was not mentioned in the nofice that

inst the apothecary 3 »
- };ﬂi ;](:, fﬁz %ganlzl:dy witl? their C(;mplmuts when they go to the meeting, and that
Peo o )

ing otine day he took with him the apothecary’s
neverthelesi (])r(;tinhf&?«vo;gtmTSgg.thelirgzecﬁllﬁhatyhe might have casually mentioned to
] dut}e" vakils his complaints against the apothecary. I may also observe here
B Pf llst of thé eleven vakils practising in his court have-taken part in the publ@lh(cia
st lgea(};ixed their sienatures to the printed memorial, while pnly one .of then.l ai

m’v’et.‘;ﬁ? ,coml;luiuts agaiﬁt Mr. John Pillai, that five out of the elghteenhs.lgn:]tc(ﬁ:esi1 ng
e momorl i b onmit, S, SRR e 8 i

i ras recording his statemen a
;11;: t’c:»vl}l\l'oﬁilm:‘oé? rﬁmr of his vakils headed by Mr. Sreenivasa Row who are all

: ial tust li number of others, sent a letter to me
to the printed memorial just like a stgEneY; ques’t s i which,

signatories o g stio : :
requesting to be pmsi?etd ::ittlfl?n:;g::&yas the }Zlistrict munsif did not rqu]reltélgér
fowovor, was BEH com}; ther from the tahsildar’s report, dated 15th September -
presence. It appears ut;ﬁce of the district munsif that Mr. Ramalinga Aiyar, 4.,
that it was at' the m‘: f the meeting, was sent for and that it was the wish of
who was put as a memoer > uld not expose his friend, the sub-registrar.

. : i kils sho C ;
the dsxstnc_t m;ﬂﬁiihafvﬁlgssg‘n;d the meeting notice, says that he does nof like to
Mr. Sreeniva s

cons from whom there was a requisition for convening the
ioe out the namss of (0 Pemnolyif Sreenivasa Chariar, who was a joint signatory to the

public meeting. Similaﬂy’d to answer the apothecary’s query as to who took part

tice, has decline

meeting 10 i Further, it is distinctly stated by Mr. Jaga Ramachandraiyar,
An dramngagz)ihiztf:i{il olf1 the ,same Court, but with quite different turn of mind as

B.A., B.L., -reci and the police inspector took the meetin
stnlzed aln;lqd)' 3 a;‘:l“ttotige h?[:lb «:E;Ft}ll':r should attrt)and the mI‘)eeting and represent hi%
mnotice o mrijhis fact is, of course, denied by these two officers. It appears also from
mva:uces.t d by Mr. Murngasa Pillai (the sub-magistrate) that the police inspector
what is stated DY ke morr?ing of the meeting day and made him understand

- t .
m‘;th:"shg:ﬁi ;,)120 attend the meeting, when the Salt Inspector’s carriage was kept

iti -0 This is further supported by other statements recorded by the
gﬁfillrtliir.f OIT%ZIIL is also a statement tlf)tll)mn from the Forest Range officer to the
effect that he was invited by the sub-registrar to attend the meeting. Now I quld
ask whether the impression produced on re.admg together the various statements W}th
due regard to the probabilities of the case is not such as to lead one to the conclusion
that the meeting was pre-arranged among the distriet munsif, the sub-reglstr_ar, '.Che
inspector of police and Mr. Sreenivasa Row, and that there was a strong combination
among them to press the charges as best as they could and to make the meeting
a thorough success? Mr. Sreenivasa Row 1s.unable. to account satisfactorily for
having resorted to memorials and a public meeting against the apotheqary, a public
1 board, in preference to representing, as he had

rvant under the control of the loca ce t . _
Zerighr to do, the charges or grievances at the taluk or district board of which he is

a member, and his conduct deserves notice. .I have 1o hc_esitation in eou(}ludillf-' that
the vakils joined together to support the district munsif, the sub-registrar whose
recent dcpzirture on transfer he seems to have regretted very much, was ready to
Jend his helping hand, that the inspector of police smartng under some official
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grievance against Mr. John Pillai, which will be detailed below, was of some use
lﬁral‘l‘(a}ngullg Ifior the meeting and securing the attendance of members, and that
. Gopala Row, who had some unfounded complaints against Mr. John Pillai,

‘;:e:el;duced to preside at the meeting and invite complaints from the members

misu'r{:g: r;lspggtor l;)f police I_nentloned to me, after I closed his statement, that the
-t ar(li ing between him and the apothecary arose from the date of the Tiruk-
l‘9£rds mlir er case disposed of a year ago, a_nd on this information I referred to the
44 Kr.is’hnn regls‘t:y case No. 3 of 1895, disposed of by the then Sub-Magistrate
Wei;lt Rt asattln;yt \iyar, on 10th June 1895, Mr. John Pillai gave evidence which
i seveow tr? h;t was a real case of murder, and the Sub-Magistrate has passed
i 1yd_ re strictures on the reprehensible and suspicious conduct of the police
cluding the inspector (vide preliminary register enclosed for reference). In this
tlzlase it does not appear that any notice was taken of the conduct of the inspector and
e having escaped unscathed seems fo have worked in a revengeful spiriﬁ a"‘tius’t the
apothecary, by causing a charge sheet to be put in on 18th October 1895 «tb;;in;zf the
apothecary’s private servant and one of his union servants, charging them v:;ifh theft of
a bark of a tree worth @ pie (vide calendar No. 36 of 1595 on. the flo. of th
Sub-Magistrate fr?)f T;lrukkéyxlﬁr) 8. filo of the
vepresentation from the a theeary, the ins
'byp‘ the Superintendent (I;fo Policlz, Thmeps;}::r Z?f‘t?;:q?et}lﬁ;e ::;g e
between the apothecary and the Superintendent of Police thro hcortll‘fspongien_ce
Magistrate in respect of gambling countenanced by the police hex:g The i
real official grievances which apparently set up the inspector to joi;l the Zse m.fatithe
and represent at the public meeting the imaginary grievance of an rx]:l i<
person against Mr. John Pillai. The inspector of police had to appear before nl,l(:) ‘?1:
the day of the meeting in my camp at Manalurput eight miles from Tirukkdyilir in
conneotion with a criminal case. He did not appear there before 2 p.y. e cared
more for the success of the meeting, and he would not quit the meeting hall even
though he was desired to return home by a Vakil Mr. R. Srinivasa Aiyangar of
Cuddalore; who had also business in my court the same day at Manalurput. With
these facts, I would request you to decide whether an officer, whose duty it is to
preserve peace and order, can be let off with impunity, when he is shown to have
stimulated an agitation in the town under cloak of his authority, which even a
station-house officer of ordinary common sense would not have ventured to do.

As for Govinda Udayan No. 4, Union Panchayat member, he became very obnoxi-
ous and refractory in the matter of revision of house-tax, encroachments on public
gtreets, and sanitation of the town, Te was chiefly instrumental in retarding the
work of the panchayat in these important branches of panchayat work. Afa time when
cholera was raging around Tirakkéyilir, Govinda Udayan was reported by Mr. J ohn
Pillai in his letter, dated 14th August 1895, to have requested him very much to
slacken the rule as to giving effect to the speedy removal of rubbish from the back-
yards of houses in the limits of the union, and it was ordered in your endorsement,
dated 19th August 1895, that he should not again be nominated as a panchayatdar.
But on a further representation from my predecessor, you {ntimated in your endorse-
ment, Cur. No. 1140-D.B., dated 95th September 1895, that you had no objection to the
re-appointment of Govinda Udayan provided no better man is availabe when he retires.

Again, it was reported to me by the Chairman Mr. John Pillai in his letter, dated
93rd March 1896, that the very same Govinda Udayan had refused to report on
encroachments as desired by the panchayat with the assistance of two other members,
and that he returned the list of encroachments twice.

It appears further from the panchayat resolution, No. 13, dated 20th March 1896,
on this subject that Govinda Udayan was unguarded in his expression and mannerless.

There was subsequently another oceasion when this Govinda Udayan had refused,
on the prefext of caste prejudices, to do the work allotted to him of revising the
house-tax for the eurrent year by entering the Parachari ineluded in his ward,
and he expressed his sympathy with the tax-payers. This was reporied to me by the
chairman in his letter, dated 17th April 1896.

This case, however, ended in acquittal, and on a
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: . being a native physician and a channel monegar having
¢ Tlh‘s Gi;‘g?:ggi:i}:;nz)f watgr-supply, commands some influence especially among
control over o e shown by the Tahsildar to have taken an active part in getting
the masses, a1 ial on vavious false pretexts. As he is reported to have
d t on three different occasions, he has rendered himself liable to be
ealied /10,88 the panchayat ander section 126 of the Local Boards’ Act and Local
removed .fr_om Notili’icaﬁon No. 326, dated 17th May 1894. This Govinda Udayan
and Mumc}Phbom_ of the late Sub-Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliar and a relation
was the neig in which the latter was living, and he seems to have served
. the hands of the sub-registrar. ! \
person to be noticed is one Sadasiva Pillai, a private vakil, and he owes
dee to the apothecary, inasmuch as the latter pressed hard for pros_eoutmg him
a g Fonce under section 504, Indian Penal Code. The prosecution was not
o : sanctioned (vide your letter, Ref. No. 166-D.B., dated 11th May 1896). Hence
at this Sadasiva Pillai worked against the apothecary jointly with Govinda
: ber of signatures in the memorial under report, and

this Sadasiva Pillai appears from the Tahsildar’s report to have set up David, carpenter,

on false pretexts to complain against Mr. John Pillai at the public meeting.

ow turn to the next subiject of the steps taken to draft t-hg memgrlal, an_d
the s%géigl lilnterest evinced in doingJ it by the Sgb-Reg}strar Mr. Masilamant Mudali-
yar According to the proceedings of the public meeting, a sub-committee consisting
: of the five gentlemen named in the margin
(1) MR Ry. L. A.Jaya Ramachandra Aiyar  with power o add Was entrusted with the
Avargal, B.4., B-L. duty of drafting the memorial, and do
(2) A. Ramalinga Aiyoy Avargal, M.A. the needful with specific reference to the
BE N, Brpepuvees }? ae [()} artu.l Gt complaints made at the meeting. Though
f‘) Y e Il ;i) dail- u 2 AJ:M .a.l the gub-registrar’s name 1S entered last
B N Mt ¥ L0 in the list, he was the very officer who
1 art in drawingu and completing the memorial. Nos. 2 and 4 were
?ootkl?egign:fui?se? the meeting;g nlc))r was it con.sidered necessary by the remaining
members to avail themselves of the power given them to add to their nu_mber.
No. 2 Mr Ramalinga Aiyar was merely a name-lender, and he qut the d1§tr1ct fpr
Raiahmun-dry the day after the meeting. No. 4 Mr. Narayana Rao 18 the retired Dis-
trict Munsif who has settled himself at Tirukkdyilur. He remained here on the 24th
and 25th June 1896, but was not cqnsultei by the'other Iqembers. As for Mr. Jaya
Ramachandra Aiyar, he admits having taken part in drafting the meqnonal, but this
allegation is made apparently because he cannot well extricate himself from the other
members of the sub-committee. His allegation will be found m.eanmglegss, when
it is remembered that he has disowned the language in the memorial even 1n regard
to one of his own complaints, and that he (!.OGS. not know _who made certain alterations
and interlineations in the printed memorl.al in manuseript, though the sub-registrar
wants me to believe that he made them with the approval of the other two members
Messrs. Jaya Ramachandra Aiyar and Sreenivasa Rao. It will thus be seen that truth
roaning ander the weight of a mass of g%osgy exaggerations angi tissue of fal-sehood _has
at least come out in bold relief by pomntng to the-sub-reglstl_'ar and his associate
Mr. Sreenivasd Rao as the real authors of the memonal‘respt.)nmble for its wording.
Tt should now be remembered that .these were the identical gentlemen who, as
members of the taluk board at its meeting held on 13th November 1895, succeeded
in securing & resolution for replacing the apothecary by a .second-class hos;pn':al
assistant. OIt may even be said that of these two g_entlemen, it was the sub-regis-
trar who evinced greater interest and' took more active part backed up perhaps by
a gentleman of better attainments, 1'nasmuch as .Mr.' Sreenivasa Rao says that the
manuseript interlineations and alterations are not in his handwriting and as the.sub-
registrar admits them to be his oW, and states that he got the memorial printed
at_Vellore, his native place, though there 18 a printing press at Cuddalore, Further
it has been elicited in the enquiry that 1t was the §ub-reglst}‘ar’s acting peon (a
Brahmin), who is also the son of an amin of the District Munsif’s Court here, that
took round the meeting notice to several re§1de11ts of. the town, and sut{sequently
went round with the memorial and 'obtamed signatures in it. The S}nb—reg\strar says
that he had personal grievance against the apothecary, and yet he did not choose to
6
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- % by him to e then mvi Mﬁmww 23
- lllli:;ithought it safter to m{;res i tl;30me 1florward boldly and mpre?dtmm chairman =
special interest, while sitti ere the imaginar e s o ir gri because it was h ital ti hen patient
/ thin y grievan Zrievances, e1 ospital time when pa jents had to be att : :
1 ﬁ(}:ﬁe about the health of the s%n“;ftge house of his frien dei };‘ef %egpmudu, He Mudaliyar went to me forthwith and asked me to enquire ??lgﬂi?'c Mr. Masilamani
i vy ﬂf a side note * since died ?’ in mgeon of the District Munsifls rict Munsif, to so accordingly, and the records of enquiry, together with an endoromp ik, ki
- o edf apparent object of aggravatin tlﬁuscnpt to paragraph e afnd the audacity District Surgeon, dated 30th July 1896, are herewith submitted. I;i’}?.e“t from the
::f y introduced by manuseript i%t (13 charge against Mr. Joh » P-t he memorial can be no doubt that Mr Masilamani Mudaliyar was the aggressor and;f gt ARt
£ th rzqu_ently ’ in paragraph 3 of the mer ineations the boaibls et nf 111,%’11. He has exonerated from blame- The apothecary was threatened with a repo figaRoey, be
& tho Assistant Enginoer (L. ¥.) with an emorial, " Again, he is said. fo have indury e njiply papanisnd pentor £80 POTPUE N
% ri:l which he wished to notein favour ofuﬁlwol‘thy Rotivel toEpingl to have induced requisition with which Mr. J ohn Pillai could not be expected to chP; unreasonable
&5 5 to the signature portion of it, where it 16 apothecary from the befi the manuscript of the moment. But Mr. John Pillai - would be considered to havy at the spur
by e;e (50 315 special functions intdriid tl b:,? almost sure to esca ody of the memo- prudently, if he had kept down his temper and shown some oonside :‘cted ks
needful ” in resolution No. 3 of th 0 be covered by the pe notice. Perhaps exasperated vice-president. I can, however, find n thin i et the
wanted as th i e proceedin expression ¢ P 1ai in th & : 7 9 g very serious to blam
2 ki he arch conspirator was an authori gs of the public meeti and do the Mr. Jobn Pillai 1n the special circumstances of the case and. the strained rel 0t
N | hi e submitted for the approval of a s ority to draft a memo _:letmg_ What he between him and Mr. Masilamant Mudaliyar, whom he looks upon as hi e oo
g l?) stratagem in securing. When he n‘ic?ind meeting, and this }il ix which was not This seems t0 be a disturbance created more with a view top s s arch enemy.
g" il;d]eet himself to cross examination b t; e his statement beforee as succeeded by text for avoiding cross examination in the enquiry which, the sub_rmg_ t:‘«aken as a
i ; brecent:ly insalted  him  without }arn e apothecary, on the pr gle, he refused to T was about to convene, _than for the purpose of asserting,the auth e-gls o Koy
& hoi e pushed out of the hospital b y cause for pmvo"atiolile xt that the latter over the ot.her. This incident happened on 28th July 1896, and I(’“"Y of the one
o Hglllcgt}};e Wotuhld answer the apozhe%zl;‘t;;l;l hospital servants ’anagld ]gl‘dered him Masilamani Mudaliyar on 4th August 1896. : examined Mr.
i ea e querie ? when 1 £
3 tend to bettgl? Str?;gtl?gg ]llli‘;t the advantage of elic;t’in};e f:efﬂseq to do ev:n a:ﬁfd 19. In the meeting proceedings prefixed to the memorial will be found the
9 . disclosed by the following two CssiodThe.subsequent ki d(::gt hlén facts which m;S; M.R.Ry. A. Ramalinga Aiyar, M, of a‘l"mes of the three gentlemen named Lo
gator of the agitation in the togvn CShW11111 go to show that heo the sub-registrar Rajahmundry. Zm?]‘;gmv who have no local interest
tage of others. - Having submitted gl for bis DRt LG el ohist taatos R Uiy Aipmnger, a0 tatton had nothing to do with the agi-
e 1896 (received by the Collect e printed memorial on o hOr for the advan- I Ma.darorﬁ s e medical officer. The
been brooding over the questi(()); 0? 9th July 1896), the sub-r: 'Ztont the 8th July ¢ R ﬁi&it_named eifipiiagt 8 native of a
Pillai’s late attendance and oth O IpEIIng, doos e ory evigdle rar seems to have  pirukkéyildr, an Mistrlrind AN village called Agaram some four miles from
3 of the 16th July 1896 (the d ter fmegularltles in the hospital n‘g of Mr. John Mastor of Arts, and hepha}:i g ﬁ?tur'elll‘ n (tlhe' Rajahmundry College. oo
; 1896) when I was ho. dato.of zeooipt of the, Temonialobs e the morni been speci to his village during the smmer L H
5 at head-quart : morial by me piniss to have been specially sent for without previous noti £ : g% 3R IAOHNE
2 my knowledge and, in hi quarters, the sub-registrar visited th was 14th Jul bly because the au e the public meeting, presu-
3 ] ) g hcate July mably because the authors of the memorial wished to h 45
e ;3 capacity as vice-president of th e hospital without th high universi : ave among them a gentleman
3 : ook. e taluk bo b with high university honours. He was put as am b L . :
lﬁosptal at 7-45 A accOrdino}tIf ::-I{mrked. that the apothecary ap‘;’g’rélgted his as a matter of fact he is ascertained to ha?ve left thee(xﬁs:rl;c(:;ft;ie;:b ;f(t)mrgﬁttee’ e
. r:SPIttal time, while several patiebnts hatll \gay time, and 7-30 A.u. aceordin zt b He took no part 1n the deliberations of the sub-committee. P,
gister and the diet register had not b o6, WIbDg for him, AuGH: the ig 0 the The next gentleman is Mr. R. Sreenivasa Aiyan
remarks and the explanation of thgo e}eln corvectly written up. A co n-patient ~ of his residence is not noted in the proceedings Zmdgf‘;éB'A'-’ of Cuddalore. The place
zilsu];ar' (sieo-presidant) had never ?I)I:Et ecary accompany this report. P%hgf his tional. He says that he stepped into the m;eting. ha(ﬁm 3?1110]:1[ cannot but be inten-
arks in the book. Again, on the ore dVlSlted the hospital, and recordedsub-' inspector of police and remained there for half an hour as a P yt s B
: president) seems to have written t ‘th same day at 11 A, the sub-registra .hls o of the meeting, that he had known the apotheca 1 i g ot
3 Slrobita to e, Finding fhis 8t 1? e apot'hecary for a copy of his reerks :‘Vi(t\}'llce- Chairman Mr. Gopala Row asked the members to c(g; o? Iydzb y sight, and that the
mei;-two days after, asking me for ae?opt fl}hﬁ!ess? Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar WI‘Ot: :t their grievances, if auy. o boldly forward to ropresent
nation to enable him to submit a re P{ of his remarks and of the apothecary’s expl t Mr. I. Madava Row 18 the prosecuting Tnspect £ Poli
at that stage, the request was port to me. As I was not in need of his g he went to the meeting hall tos 2% o the Lt pector of Police, Cuddalore. _ He says
incident between Mr. Masi not complied with. There was subsequentl Py 4« sent by him, that he remained tg o District Munsif in. connection with a case
designated “ the carx;ége ﬁi@(‘f‘aglnhfduflaliyar and the apothecary, afln;n;h}i’saf"ﬁher to do with the meeting arlxlcllethatelfz ignizr;hrge ortfogi(;n ]11n utes, that he had nothing
; ident” for the sake of brevit b i ’ PO+ is name in the proceedi
N driveglixfth etﬁlommg of the 28th July 1896, Mr Masila:ny' i Mudali , th?l‘llfeitmg. d G
4 double bui)loclf S ut, the & broe ho’Spitél in charag : ofut}il liyar seems to have o two second-grade pleaders of the Tocal Distriet Munsif’s Court named in the
the cart d> cart, in spite of the protest of the sw g (? spothecary 14 hia (1) M R.Ry. Krishnasawmy Aiyar. margin Fay that personally they have
cart and the bullocks. A J eeper in attendance, and left th 2 agun y complaint agai T 0 iy
Masilamani Mudaliyar e n altercation ensued between the two’ officers Le{[m T gyt thatp th a%a;mst st Johu Eillai, but
;J‘)Obe 'trzﬁten out forcibly b;sfget}(;otsﬁ: i)ut the cart as desired, and it had ever.ltualll; })elie(;r'mg the complaints of others and without c:Zing tze ve?i%;ei(}{ t%ae memorial
. a N U
w);lich isek: pto thecary says he has ordesgrzzltltiom:lll(l ift on the side of the road close b <8 iy : S T
gt Pocs"“}PU%Ously M) A MaaHEdant ISZ[ ud;?'rFs inside the compound, b i 1 have also examined the two other individuals named in the margin, and th
b ol f;stlﬁg gi;c;)t };rice-prgsident, and in exercise ol‘f)?ﬁa?mﬁgfg};ofed him- ; 3; (1) M.R Ry: Narayana Row Avargal, retired that P:Ifﬁnallytﬁhey have 1o griex?Zns:o‘az
g age - _ : X istri : & agains e apothecary, th
E your position g ecary by uttering the expression ' pix e seems ] District Munsif. P Y, that nevertheless
B demanded Pal;er, &e (:pé:os;;t?]) t£9 atpothecary in the hospitﬂ)ll (lllis(i)znr;?;ou:f erstang & v M'%hi'ivl' Rangasewny, Tty g géeyaa;cl’tf&c}:d zt;hfi Hoshing, i PREHISIAS
course . d with e him to report hi 25 £ FOOREN Gy e ' : e and signed th i
i dcgmpliled with, and as My. Masilamgn; ]y%l 1151 l.t_O me. The request was not of e Tt will al 4 being heard of the eomplaintseofn:;i?onal .
y the apothecary, the latter asked Ludalryar refused to quit the room as i - will also be evident from the report of the Tahsildar, dated 15th Septemb EL7 3
ed his compounder to lead him. out of it i el “r;‘{’ :ﬁhtm_ltted it %}fter examining 20 out of the 166 Tamil signatarie:I;n r:heer LS, -
s L i at in some instan : . ) : memo- L]
¢ y instances the same signatures appear twice with seeming difference; :
Pl
g
-
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ct, it represents but 5 per cent. of the male
a number of instances signatures were obtained on
eans by Govinda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai alread
referred to above ; that though the signatories have no real ground of complaint againsg
the apothecary, they were induced to sign because of the influence of Govinda Udayan
and of his misrepresentation of facts ; that the two leading officers, the District Munsit
and the Salt Inspector, as well as several others who were present at the meeting have
:lﬁ)t signed the memorial ; that a number of persons who had no personal knowledge of
ne proceedings In the meeting or of the contents of the memorial have blindly
signed the memorial ; that the object of the authors of the memorial was to deceive

i;he f.uthprities by showing to them that it was countenanced by a good number of
ocal residents and by officers of position and vakils, while the number of complainants
among the signatures

S was less than half a dozen; that the District Munsif was the
;;f_ﬁaer.most interested in the transfer of the apoth;cary; that in his attempts to gain
bl; ﬁ})s]tig;dhe waf sgppo;{t:ds by nine oxg of the eleven pleaders of his Conrt, notably

] 1ng pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row, as also by his inti fri -
?eglstlt'ar ﬁ[r' ]Igasilamani Mudaliyar ; that : e e

nspector Mr. Narasimmachari, were in their turn able to secure t

sub-agent in the person of Gpv,inda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai; thatvtc(l)le:::g;}:?::s
sub-agents aided by sympathizers, friends and persons under their influence succeeded
in getting up a mass meeting headed by the principal local officials and vakils, and a
memorial signed by a number of local residents who had really nothing to complain
9f; that but fo;' the presence and encouragement of the District Munsif, a ubli . t
ing of the kind could not have been possibl g il

e; that at t i e
regarding the memorial there were frequent conferences ar:l:t?g tffll';n :ﬂiocfiat{:z gnqauﬁg
at the quarters of the District Munsif, the sub-registrar, the inspector of nlic: th
salt inspector and the leading pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row ; that there werepznsta,ine:
efforts at the time to throw obstacles in the way of gettin

: ’ s g at the truth; that igno-
rant signatories to the memorial were threatened with unpleasant cox’xsequefc‘;z,

should they, having once signed the memorial, omit to say something against the
apothecary ; and that though the Land Revenue department was not represented at
the meeting in spite of strenuous efforts to secure at least the presence of the local
Sub-Magistrate, that even the village officers of kusbah Tirukkdyilir were so much
in the hands of the authors of the memorial that they proved traitors to the Tahsil-

dar in having suppressed certain facts within their knowledge and withdrawn their
oral representations to the Tahsildar.

that even taking the rumber to be corre
population of the town ; that in
blank sheets and by deceitful m

20. It will be seen from the above that the public servants who took part in the

1) MRRy. L ; : public meefing attended by about seventy
- B.A., B.);,., Distv;-?;: ﬁﬁi?ul‘ir}iil]‘;igyigim’ persons, or in its creature, the printed
(2) MR.Ry. V. Masilamani ]’![u daliyar Av;a,r- memorial, are those named in the margin.

gal, late Sub-Registrar and Vioe-Presi- Though the mass meeting may not be
dent of the Taluk Board. looked upon as a quaSI_-pohtlcal gathering
(3) M.B.By. Narssimmachariar; Tnsoedt referred to in the Public Servants’ Manual,
Police.y T there can be no doubt that such a
(4) M.R.Ry. Gopala Row A collection for condemning the action of a
of Saltyand fﬁkiﬁ mvenv:;gal, Inspeotor public servant on unfounded allegations
(5) Pranatharthih Aj ¥ 18 ce_rta:mly against thq spirit of the rules,
Fund Asaistalff aEngilge:i B, Local and it is not such as will be countenanced
by Government.

e for the District Munsif, he seems to have acted much behind the scene, and
'8 connection with the whole affair has been traced by strong inferences from the

statements of others. In his own interest it is desirable that he should at least have
a transfer from the district.

As for Nos. 2 and 3, I have
upon patent facts that they have a
there can be no doubt that they
departmental superiors,

Mr. Gopala Row (No. 4) has already left the distri :
further act ) has already left the district, and I do not think that any

lon 18 needed in his case except perhaps a censure.

shown by a line of convincing arguments based
cted maliciously against the apothecary, and that
deserve suitable punishment in the hands of their

these two agents, aided by the Police

there has been increase f

~ under Mr. John

oS
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i i No. 5), I think he deserves cens.ﬁre for having

As for Pmmtharﬁmgal:wf; 5{)9;' t(ﬁe rep)r’eseutations of the sub-registrar. In this

al]owed_ hlmIselfot;)](;’eine;te your kind attention to the concluding paragraph of the
conneection, 1 W

1896.
v's report, dated 25th August gl :
ol apotl‘lecalYI IP" now turn to the state of the medical_m§t1tnt10n at Tuuk-
21. Section I'In;;;agement of the Apothecary Mr. John P.lll.ﬂl. He took c}:arge
kéyildr trider the ay 1894. It appears from the notes of visitors recorded in the

of ‘the hospital in - time to time, that Mr. John Pillai has been successfully
Hospital ilﬁtzﬁhfsgiﬁnf,rg?d that it is glzadually rising in popularity. It will also
ng '

al i that

managing : ined from the hospital records and mnoted below -

be seen from the figares 0?:;1111;%1. to year in the number of in and out pahe}x:ts
- 1. for treatment, as also in the number of major and minor operations, a;il;i :1 at

a&”.’,med :12 n o to show beyond doubt the growing popularlty of th’eluftlﬁ on

. 'T0 gPillai and the absurdity of the remarks in the memorial that he 18

highly unpopular and inaccessible to patients seeking medical aid :—

Particulars. 1898-94. 189«;—593. xagi—;g.

i o PP | 16¢

5 SRR il Rl bag DATELS (0TS 1002 10542
23) Majgr and minor operations . .. 235 33

i : 1 ths o«
| number of in and out patients treated durmg the first five (:non .
the c'tll‘llr(::xtzta(;ﬁiial year was 12,642 against 10,738 for the corre}zlspon('itl::tti,m;:ecrrlt(;;.it :5
the past official year, in spite of the memorial in June 1896 (;mg :he f?ﬂh A
thereby in the town. Thisis an unmistakable proof on recor il0l b :S S
to patients by Mr. John Pillai and of his popularity, and it w

sweeping allegations in_the memorial by a fewddslsf;m;:ﬁ::’ego :ﬁ;ljﬁ:ﬁﬁ;lz f?}lxe
vakils condemning him for want of popularity and sy Pthai e o

. unfounded. 1 may also observe here | | i :
o a’ret Wh(:)lrlzu?n%ies of coming i.ny contact with the residents of outlzﬁntgtgglas;gs?cg
b ivis Op}:;l reported from informations he had fromseveral villages tha e
e dwlsmn.h ¥ pare duly appreciated by those who had occasion to resort 0 o7
e ecaryd hat he has very often found him overzealous and earnest 1n the
fitomient B2 doubt that the Tahsildar’s representations are

: i i d I have no ,
dmflh*;‘l«')guzgfedms I%lu:;frsl::l?ll;ion, I beg to state that there are no grounds whatever to
we :

i int most eloquently
justi f the apothecary, and that facts and figures pomnt .
Juaﬂy(ith?rf:l?inlff;ro(f) his coll)ltinuancyé at this station where he has gained pop;laniy
tzxéhfhee:;nﬁdence of the public in general even at the saerifice of remuneration to
a

which he is entitled.

From llector . and
R.Ry. R. SUNDARASA MUDALIYAR Avargal, Deputy .Co r.al
o LIE}eéidzhf 'i‘a.luleoard, Tirukkdyilar, to the Collector and President, Dlstnc§
b

Board, South Arcot, dated 29th September 1896, No. 9.

896, on a manuseript
i to vour endorsement, dated 10th July 1896,
memgiﬁhaégizggggetooth); Surgeon-General to the Government of Madras, I have the

honour to report as follows. : o A
- pumber of allegations against Mr. John le]_al, Civil

2. The memorial sete 00t yilir,  Ttis dated May 1896 and signed by
iiPotiocary o s. of whom five are vakils practising in the local District Munsif’s
eighteen pega.ot‘l’ MR Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, a member of the ??alul; and District.
Court mclunglol h‘a[{dra.Aiyal' Avargal, a member of the Tlr_ukkéyllur union panchayat
Board, and III)MCMI‘ John Pillai. Among the rest is a resident ryot named Govinda
presidad olver 7 mt;er of the same panchayat, whose conduct is specially noted in my
g%tz:[(l)’na :geas?ll‘ssequent printed memoriall. £here are ?(;hZIzegleﬁ% a‘g‘?ﬁg;z&g;’;‘l‘;t

MY ity as medical officer; excep ill- ;

M. Jogde]{).l;ﬁ lgmlil::e;i%aﬁzend at the private res.idence. of some leading oﬁicl_als
001(1111:70 kils and that he used to parade himself on his bycicle on the streets during
' zl;spitZI hours. The memorialists make certain allegations against Mr. "17 ohn Pillai as
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chairman of the union, and T
about the memorial is that no
his grievances imaginary or r

behind the scene, and that th
the manuseript memoria] to
without demur to receive as

1n his capacity as medical off
the 23rd June 1896 for reportcer.

the printed memorial ¢o
meeting was hea
dwelt at len
to recapitulate them here,
there is scarcel
under report.

® (‘l) Govinda Udayan,
(‘.)) Rangasami Pillaj.
(3) Rathnasabapathi Piflai,
(4) Bawani Sing,

suspension was only
reference to the lat
suspended under g
not understood wh
suppress what followed

compounder according to the memori
signatories. This is another instance in
represent the medical officer as an unworth
apparently not aware of the whole case
back as 5th September 1895 that the th
petition to the District Medical Officer ¢
superior with assult and insult, and th
District Medical Officer with a covering 1
of the compounder and his culpable negl

No. 793, Pusric, 25re June 1897,

AAAANA A,

shall deal with them seriatim.
t one of the signatories to 1t has
eal, and there is therefore virtua

ey have, through their s
prejudice the minds o
true all their alle
This man
as t

zg:yver?&i‘ f(llay when a notice was segt i

3 € meeting was held on i S ] in

e gxl)zclil;irlrnéﬁg of the ensuing day, which resulted in

aded by most of the leading
gth in my report on that memor
In view of the
¥ any need to examine th
I have, however, examin

officials and the local vakils, and as I have
al with my remarks, it will be superfluous
facts set forth above, it will be seen that
¢ Signatories to the manuseript memorial

tion of the antecedents
sp‘ended, and transferred for neg ¥

a few years ago,
er printed memorig)
misconception of fye
¥ the memorialists
unless it be with

Mr. Johu Pillai has

» Stated that some fift i
ts, but that he was een years ago

¢ thought fit to introduce this event, and
.8 motive to induce the authorities to attach

01 Suspension wag éventually dizgosed of. Itis
e

8 own showing, and he js not one of the

¥ specimen of
as disclosed b
en compounder, Narayanasam itbed & | 8
rough the apoth Y, s ofslal =
¢ complaint was forthwith sent up-to the
etter bringing to notice the gross misconduct
ect of duty. The papers were received by 5

SRR GRS, . T
v % . et e -'i. AL
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One moteworthy fact
ventilated in it any of
lly no one who can be

: ire-pullers worked
ympathizers and others, submitted
~of the authorities and prepare them
gatious en masse against Mr. John Pillai
useript memorial was received by me on
ineness of the signatures, und that was
convening a meeting against the apothe-

arges against the medical officer. That

two of the vakil signatories M.R.Ry.
Sreenivasa Row Avargal and Krish-
nasamy Alyar Avargal and four others®
being among the signatories to the printed
memorial are included in the list o? those
examined by the Tahsildar of Tirnkkéyi-

rin connection with that memorial.

ew apparently to bias the head of the

f the apothecary that -
) ‘ lect of duty, and the same
memorial with the modification, that the

in his explanation, with

restored on uppeal. It il‘ &

m he got the information ; an

person who

the aggrieved party was th

which the memorialists have sought t0

humanity, though th#y were
Y the records. It was so far

ecary charging his ©

" the taluk and district boards,

L ringiiing PSS P Sy g . LR S g s R Ll nl Ent s
et et o e gl L M o

s

RO e R
Lnaphade

redecessor with a de
ll?e'dgcﬁ,l Officer, and the compoul
idem withdrawing
by my predecessor.

th President, Taluk
; Vsd];m :nf)“ti:fh Drl::mn:t Szrgeon, dated 5th

s"s“““. ' the latter, dated 26th
aAn m&.mﬁeﬁzusbr had no refer-

ence to the compounder’s complaint.

who had withdrawn his complaint.

eposi i the
:tion accompanies the report on
5 Dprinted memorial.

5. As for the charges of indifference
to attend in cases of grave urg

No. '793, Pusric, 25mm June 1897. o7

A

mi-official letter dated 6th September 1895, from the District
der put ina petition to the. President on 1-:he 11th
! his complaint. The papers were recorded with a (confidential) note
It appears that in consideration of the strained relations between

the compounder and the apothecary, the
former was transfered® to the Kalla-
kurichi hospital on or before the date of
his complaint. It will thus be seen that
the memorialists had taken upon them-
selves the onus of representing the sup-
posed grievances of an hospital servant

M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal who drafted the
" memorial states t that the compounder

complained of his having been beaten, but
that he does not know what was done
with the complaint to the District Magis-
trate.

to the sufferings of patients and of omission
eney at the quarters of some of the leading officials

including the District Munsif, the Tahsildar and the Local Fund Assistant Engineer
inclu

o here that they appear 1
:l}::;r;ave been subsequently amp
June 1896, in drafting which the

is found to have takeu a prominent part ; and that

oxii e i f the apo
detail with the eliggaxrt;o;ﬂi agraphspstates that he had not heard of the

not possible to give out the names of persons
hat thé‘ Local Fund Assistant Engineer had told

on them in :

4] referred to 1n .the pr
’%:ﬁ’:iﬁar’s complaint himself ; thgt it is
who made mention of that complaint ; t
him one or two Wwee
to attend on him when

Distriet Munsif
ive the names of persons from w

connection with the t

he was suffering

the memorial wi

for him to reach the autborities for punis
zgu:liz local boards, and he has flatly refu

names of persons i
He admits I1:hat he has not at any time

: i othecar g
board any of the complaints against tlalge zgmmented apon in my report on the printed

These are, however, matters which I h:
memorial. .

6. T shall now deal.thh bl

he Tirukkdyildr union panchayat.

ziﬁze: in charge in May 1894, and in

%n:i(;ﬁ;mi yar, @ local pleader,

sustified in having introduced paragra
nﬁngﬁr?ldlglelzd the love of power 1n one o

: eedy of
16 peanoh e g that;*lllfo ‘;Vta:P];::Ssg;as g me)flber of the panchayat as also of

ce how M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal is
ph 8 in the manuseript memorial, while he had
£ his colleagues. In his statement before me
he had heard of the apothecary’s greediness

and I fail to s

that

T i lai in his capacity as a medical officer ; it is enough to
dircoted against W, o0 P]lf;;nundevell;ped)frorm in the manuseript memorial ; that
lified and formulated in the printed memorial dated
Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk board

T have this day separately reported
thecary. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row

< £ the memorial that the apothecary had failed
iy betosn Jae f:om fever ; that he had not. heard. frlqmdthe

i i inst the apothecary ; and that he is not mclined to
i e 1%?;63 had heard of it’. This vakil, in spite of his
aluk and district boards, has admittedly taken a part in drafting
thout caring to verify its contents, as if that was the most appropriate

hing a public servant under the control

sed, for reasons best known, to mention the

heard of the complaints of the District Munsif.
Nt %?ought to the I1)101:ice of the taluk or district

y embodied in the two memorials.

haroes against Mr. John Pillai as chairman
et E[: rﬁ)ineg the hospital here as the medical

April 1895 he was appointed chairman of the

owers than his predecessor Mr.

M.R.Ry. Sreeuivasi Bom AAR s{;{: that he is not prepared to give out the name of

from one of his friends,
gx?s‘ g;:t?; v:ho put him in possession of t
a deep plot among the enemies of

_ghoot him in the dark. In this connection

. : is opinion
Officer has once expressed it as his oPufhi[ o Driislvt of Tindivena

geat in the taluk board as in the case 0

the memorial, referen he chall' )
7. In paragraph gt‘;fdwecili,;lg houses, and the case of one Sadasiva Pillai, a private

authorized entry in priva

his information. This shows that there was
the apothecary and that there was a conspiracy to

T.may observe that the District Medical
that the local medical officer should have a

- - 7 ’
ce is made to the chalrman’s un-
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vakil, is quot : : e g ’ snted rial against Mr. John Pillai—(a) (¢) and (f) and that one of them

quoted as an instance. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal on being questioned t'hfe) ll;;nmkeﬁ(:\mxgost :xi?ve part in getting up the memorial as will be seen from the
"Tahsildar’s report on the printed memorial.

h 12 of the memorial, T have to state here that there was

on the subject says that it is not possible for him to name the persons who complained
ing to paragrap : "
10. Refernng expenditure for making sunitary arrangements at the

of it. As for Sadasiva Pillai himself, he is not one of the signatories to the memorial

ds : ’
‘fz t(;:‘i:egs:;: ;niaietl}l:‘s iﬁosg?nga?evaﬁlce oyin o e reprosented by proxy; vision for any
: who pressed for criminal prosecution against l]‘{oeell)::'i%::ﬁg:{, ‘n February 18965 but a small amount of Rs. 10 was sanctioned as a
t of the chairman. The money was not, however, spent, as

peci at the reques ¢
gfe;l:sl- f:;?md later on that special coolies were not proourable for the purpose, but

rrangements were made with the ordinary union staff. The

necessary sapitary @
that the = Jical officer has done the needful, and there were no com-

airman beip also the me
iy = 4 cted the 1oca_1ity in the course of the festival. It is very strange

z hen 1 inspe
laints W trustee of the temple and Wwho cannot be

Sadasiva Pillai for the latter having i i

siva g insulted him openly, but in consid ation of th

;g:(:ilgl cilrcu;ns:aneqs of the case, it was held that Mr. Jy ohn Pillai v::)u‘i:l blez:z oa.ssor:.

Boardgi]’ :y.dy x;eaicmg Sadasiva Pillai’s conduct with silent contempt (vide District
esident’s letter Ref. on Cur. No. 166-D.B. of 1896, dated 11th May 1896).

8. As regards the alleged unauthorized removal i
‘the ; of lanterns referred to 1n para- ;
gﬁ’.%h lga?f the memorial, I h,a"? as yet received only one complaint against the aIc):tion that Mr. Sreenivasa Row, B : i
e chairman Mr. John Pillai, and that was from a contractor mubned Mr. Hanu- relieved of his responsiblty for thecsogieste S ¥ merprgl, Hon O b
\ ' this item as one of the complaints against the chairman, while he had admittedly not
o correspondence on the subject nor complained to me on the occasion

~ referred to th

~ when I was on the spot.
11. The complaint in paragraph 13 of the memorial, regarding the chairman’s
refusal to carry out the diversion of the water course in the Pennar for drinking pur-
ses is purely imaginary. A small amount of Rs. 25 was sanctioned for the purpose,
and the chairman expressed his inability to carry out the work with such a sm
amount, and suggested the need for professional help. The work was then entrusted
to the Tahsildar, who, with aid of village labour and collection of materials for putting
kment, did the needful within the sanctioned allotment. The work was
also supervised by me personally, and this was certainly nota matter in which the
chairman eould be taken to task. Mr. Sreenivasa Row pleads ignorance of the agency
through which the Tahsildar executed the work and of the details of the actual expen-
diture, while it isa well-known i hat the Tahsildar collected a number
of coolies for the purpose from different villages as also materials; and the records
were accessible to have (Mr. Sreenivasa Raw) as a member of the taluk board.
12. The union sweepers and scavengers have not complained against the chair-
ented to have done in paragraph 14 of the memorial.

man in the way they aré repres i :
g to have been written by the union servants, and

mantha Row, who figures as one of the si i
0w, signatories to the memorial. The compl i
Yggﬁex;gtélgeg;iﬁi(:i 21:;1 ptl’ac:};l before 1_}he tg.luk board at a meetingaheld o: ‘2(‘.())8111) 11\111::‘
‘ r by the vice-President M.R.Ry. Masil i Mudaliy !
matter was disposed of in resolution No. 10, dat g Aoy g
) 1 No. 10, dated 29th Ma 1896. But in vi
gt:;b(;cf)‘@lmlments nﬁ?.de in the resolution on the action of thgv union elu:;m::nv:len‘; z:
it ir(:;vnerg (ipt }(:f the lantern, there has been some further correspondence from
ek r:: fil:‘a.sa % mazter has not been finally disposed of by the taluk board
‘ by. i u};as e g;v th::raﬁ}; sﬁﬁ?rsd mal;lz‘xive madde1 use (;i the information obtaineti
Al b ; ) regardless of the i '
?:n‘:o?;fx:la 12 &1 tlg memorial and aﬁi_xed his sig;ture to it u‘;cllx:atr?:::hdththte l;ozid
talu]’; g ar?l Ir. anumantha Row himself. The threatened civil acti et 0 |
T ho waitel, vil action against the

9. As regards the allegation in para. 11 of the memorial, I find on a reference to
VISR A the records that the six persons named in
S o ndraiyar Avargal, the margin were appointed as members of

() M.R.Ry. Muthusamy Pillai the umion panchayat ‘altér. M. JGRHS
March Pillai had his appointment as chairman

up an emban

: (;)) » Muthialu Chetti 1896 ¥
((8)‘ Sad:gopanhﬁﬁmy i g Aplﬁl 1895, and that except in two
(f) Govinda Udayan. :ﬁses r. John Pillai did not objeet to There was a petition purporting i ,
e re-appointment of the out-going mem-, Y ? containing similar allegations and 1t was referred to the Stationary Sub-Magistrate for S
e enquiry and report. 1 found from the report of that officer that the complaint was e
t up for the occasion, and that the petition itself was pseudony-

i . : bers. It does mot appe

3?’61‘3‘1’1&2‘1’ %"i;“t,fc}i ﬂif BRI L Y- B 1 Romachandraiyar &:;rg?ta 1;78231‘1
mended by the Tahsild unsiff’s Court. As for (5) Muthusawmy Pillai he was recom-
righlty obyeoted ¢ e Tt re-appointment was
Chettg ( c)]in pla.Ze gft j eha“'}l;ﬁn because of his vld age. I recommended Muthiala
e Tiad 1 b tli'unac la Aiyar, who had resigned his membership, and the
recommended by th ]ech i 0 0 Sepnenut Sadagopa Naidu (e), 2 vakil, was
Govinda Uda y the chairman in ‘place of one Subbaramanier decea

yan (f), he was an out-going member, and his re-appointment

frivolous, that it was g0 ¢ ony e | >
mous. This reminds me of a curious incident mentioned to me I the course of

conversation by one of the official signatories to the printed memorial. In that case
1 was given to anderstand that the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk
board attempted in 2 scheming manner to secure evidence to prove a charge of the
same kind against the chairman, Mr. J ohn Pillai, but that the proposal was subse-

the information was not communicated to me offici-

quently given up- As, however, the 1 ! : )
ally, 1 am precluded from entering into the details of the case. It isa point worthy
of consideration that Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who has drafted the memorial, has recorded

: 1 which will serve to stir up the union ser-

complaints in the memoria

moﬁeﬁgegagy gée- chzlnrman himself. It was only in the case of Ramasam
e the ok aul-)ma in place of the out-going member Sama Row (a vakil) at the inst- sach frivolous mo - :
n, inasmuch as the re-appointment of Sama Row was objected to OB+ i vants against the chairman, and this 18 certainly not what 18 expected of a member
ile his o of the taluk and district boards. 1 may also draw_your kind attention to the pal-
) statements n paragraphs 14 and 15 of the memorial. When the

wanted to represent the imagi-

¢ the chairman, they complained in paragraph 14 of his having
dition of the town by executing private work from the union
gervants. Again, when they wished to hand him up for neglect of his duty asa
medical officer by frequent absence from the hospital during the hospital hours, they
have very reluctantly given him a certificate for his good work (vide paragraph
as chairman of the union by way of inspection of houses for a general revision of
house-tax, and of encroachments and close supervision of the work of union servants.
The use of a byeicle on occasions in a town like Tirukkéyiltir, which comprises three
detached portions in distant parts is certain to result in advantage to the public inas-
ips from one corner to another. The memorialists

much as it facilitates speedy tr : rner
could not, however, bear to see the chairman using it at times, and they have taken
8 2

the score of his indifference and a | i

. | apathy to umion work. This Sama Row, while
mpi‘::tment was under consideration, and some two days after the vice-President
ik me ?ﬁ note suggesting the desirability of enquiring him as to his consent to
iced: g\;tnlodice’ put in a petition to me on 21st January 1596 volunteering
o l;npod d not accept his offer as it was thought undesirable to throw obstacles
el e‘the progress of union work by the addition of a use ess’member, and as
to already a member in the Panchayat reported against t apposition

progress of work in the person of Govinda Udayan (f)- The petitioner, Sama Row,
who has apparently been backed up by the taluk board members Mr. Sreenivasa
Row has affixed his signature to the memorial, and this is another instance of the

want of interest of the latter in the proper and officient management of union affairs.
I need hardly observe here that facts have been exaggerated and misrepresented for ‘
which Mr. Sreenivasa Row is one of the individuals respon ible. It is absurd to .
suppose_that the chairman has almost succeeded in having in the union men of hi .
of the six new members have signed

pably inaugrous
, memorialists or

&0 nary shortcomings ©
reflected the sanitary con

rather the authors of the memorial

own liking in the face of the fact that three out
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ect is to parade on public street
that Mr. John Pillai deserves credsi.t fF rom what has come to

as ehairman, and that if he has erred O ot Sumest and seelig

in improving the condition of :
13. The memorial closes with a u of the union.

s the"?i“’ but for the transfer o i oo oin‘tlﬁztl;xgila:iolé- of 3: e "i‘arg‘
gation that he g

signed both the memorials states t the union.

. ] John Pillaif; that
his medical aid there Waé I‘eaad;nc otxlxlxe other han

them both because he had un

that Mr. John Pillai was un R
. 14. In conclusion, popular. This is simply redicu

imaginary, and that the

ous on the faece of it.

15. The eonnecte@ Papers as per separate list are enclosed.

—_—

ENcLosurs.
ExtracT of Remarks from the Visitors’

kéyildr, by the Prosidugt, 1oy h¢, Local Fund Hospital, Tiruk-

» District Board, South Areot.

isease shed, one female pahém
compound, out-houses including latrines, kitchen, -
good order.  Similar remarks apply to the intemi ’

‘ilmefﬁcines and instruments were neatly arranged
OM(;wmg figures show that this institution is doing
Ty Mr. John Pillai who joined on 10th May 1894.

treated in 1894-95 was 159. Duri d
59. ring the correspond-
y tillm,ber was 168. The number of out-psifal“ treated in
¢ number treated during the corresponding period in

The following fi /|
hospital duzing {10 3 s, SHOW the total number of all patients treated in his
in the mpfndisgh;toﬁ“’ months of 1896, compared with the total number treated -

nth of 1895 :—
/ 1805,
. : 1,703

. ‘ 299 2,021

i e el e o'l 3383 2,06
.n % 4 3 'W"‘:l

. L BB T NiBL

..
—_—

G 1 o ‘ Tobal 44 10,738
by th’éh:pf‘t:})lowing figures show the number of operations (major and minor) performed
thecary during the first two quarters of 1895 and 1896, respectively :—
1st quarter, 1895 e ol Y

2nd
nd LI » - e ik PR TR Y . .o .. 132

Total 197

Lst quarter, 1896 ‘ —_—
£ A .. ™ . -s 9 x £ sni
M ” » _‘“‘, _:. : A \ p . ldé PO

. .e "V o P .. ..

at all, it i :
all, it was by exwmyeﬁ,l;; ~ institution is rapidly

hat ho Lus personally no com- I find that m

: 0 d whenever he had occasion to
nothing personally of the complaints in eitﬁhance with his request; that he knows

er of the memorials, b Eed d
derstood from some of the respectable ‘:talgi:taﬁa :: ers ;

S 3 all cases where pati

Tl
o R
il
4

as will be seen from my

~ the apothecary of

e

No. 798, Pustic, 2brs JuNe 1897. 31
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. loquently disprove the allegations recently made by a few local
‘ ;wd;l;ht?:hgg uff: iiv!ill apothecary 18 unpopular. On the contrary, they conclusively
establish the fact that he is doing excellent work and that the populatity of the
: - v increasing under his management. ,
; o pumber of midwifery cases from lst January to 31st August 1895
9 myﬁtﬁ&ew‘ number of these cases for the corresponding period in 1896
e 32"_‘ There is evidently room for improvement in this direction. |
Vet odicines are given to the public gratis. This seems quite unneces-
ents can afford to pay for medicines. The attention of the
% board president should be drawn to this fact. | ,
?’ “hree sereens are required for the use of the hospital, and they should be pro-

fiﬂédiby the taluk board at an early date.
oy

: (Signed) A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
- DPresident, District Board.

I find

Gtk September 1896.

—

 Submitted to the President, District Board, South Arcot, through the President, .

‘Taluk Board, Tirukkdyildr.

(Signed) ~ D. JOHN PILLAIL

YILUR :
TIRUKXO ) Apothecary.

7th September 1896.

Submitted to the President, District Board, South Arcot.

mparative statement obtained from the apothecary

pears from a €O P G AR :
Mr J2.h111tP?lIl)ai ons ‘.1.91"0(1)1 July 1896 that the popularity of the institution under his
d a;ement is on the increase. The figures are noted below for reference :—

1803-04.  1804-95. 1895-96.
ik g 44 ohap oy g1 begy 159 168
Rty oG ba.eltin b 0,012 10,025 10,542
1% doubt that the public in general who resort to hjm for treatment
Tl.letr:h!i_l;n vgfuzf,le cervices, and have full confidence in him. His sphere of duty
apprecia : d to the town of Tirukkdyilir, and it will be seen

b i) T ' is not confine o iy 2
e as a medical A to be shortly submitted that the allegations against

AT the memorial .
! i some discontented residents of the town, who appear to have been

brought together under questionable influence and interested motives are unfounded

and mostly malicious.

' 3. T am waiting

T expect to have in a day or two, and sha
_memorial against the apothecary.

4. Action will be taken on the last two p

(Signed) R. SUNDARASA MUDALIAR,
President, Taluk Board.

for the Tahsildar’s report as to the result of his enquiry which
1l shortly submit my final report on the

aragraphs of the enclosed notes.

TIRUKKROYILUR,
13th September 1896.

et

From the President, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896,
Dis. No. 15-Tour.

—

ENCLOSURES.

. inhabitants of Tirukkdyilir South Arcot district, to the Chief
O msfﬁfegr; t:; Government, dated 8’th January 1697,

- wrii,—That the petitioners and certain others gentup a
memm t: tlf: Esm;&ﬁml in M 96 and another in July 1896 to the Surgeon-
General, the President, District Board, and the District Surgeon embodying their
ﬁomplail’lts against the then Local Fund Apothecary of the station Mr. D. John Pillai
and requesting his transfer from that place.
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2. That the said apothecary who had recently been sent out .
make room for the permanent incumbent is giving ou{ that he expec‘tl: goﬁz:: : )

back to the station permanently. ¥ i

3. That the petitioners believe that expectation afores Rk ¥

& aid of th JOR T
based upon the reports of the Acting Deputy Collector and the Collec‘::o:P:,ﬂ}:? A &
petitioners respectfully submit, were prepared upon an incomplete s Which, the

enquiry beld by the Acting Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar, Gk od

4. That at the time of the enquiries some of the petitioners re e
Collector and the Collector (the former in writing also) to permit t}?:;:s:: (ll)ethe Deputy ¥
the enquiries, which request was not complied wi Present at .

th, though the apoth
given the fullest scope to cross-examine the signatories to the mem%riaf: :.1;1{1 ];:'hfleyl:m

5. That as the Tahsildar was an important witness in the mat
subsequent to the first memorial dated May 1896, commiited ﬁlﬁs?llfd :: he had,
statements In the hospital visitors’ book very favourable to the apothecarcertmn
petitioners requested that the Tahsildar should not be permitted to conduct ap 3;’ t{he
of the enquiry ; but this request was also not complied with. ¥ portion

6. That the petitioners in their telegram dated 20th

September 189
represented to the Surgeon-General about the irregularitie F 6 have also

s of the enquiries,
7. That the enquiries were generally conducted at
at the houses of the Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar.,

8. That the petitioners learn and believe that the said a

¢ othecary was s
several times at different stations, and has been unpopular atp ¥ as suspended

various pl 3
he had to be transferred, which will be evident from a perusal of lll)xsa esiivfi(zzgwl?;:]l:

and the papers connected with his antecedents.

unusual hours during nightg

9. The petitioners humbly pray that the threatened retransfor of the saiq
apothecary may not be effected, and before allowing him to come bace :

A : ; k to the station, U
they may be allowed the opportunity of being heard by an independent Eumpeali ripk
officer.

10. A copy of the memorial dated July 1396 is herewith submitted.
For this act of kindness the petitioners shall, as in duty bound, ever pray.

PrritioN from certain inhabitants of Tirukkdyildr Town, to the Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, dated  July 1896.

RrsprerruiLy snowerH, —That the civil apothecary Mr. D. Jobn Pillai has been
for nearly two years now presiding over the local hospital.

2. That ever since he assumed charge of his office at this station, he has

continued to make himself unpopular in a variety of ways and has been unmindful
of the medical needs of the people.

3. That he has been for a long time past irregular in his attendance at the
hospital, often discourtesus in his behaviour towards people -anxicus to avail them-
selves of his medical skill, and not unfrequently callous to the sufferings of the
unfortunate patients resorting to him for medical aid.

4. That a public meeting was consequently held in this town on the morning of
the 24th instant at which several persons came forward with specific complaints

against the apothecary, which were noted down by the Chairman for being embodied
in this memorial,

5. That on certain occasions, when Messrs, Streenivasachariyar and Naravana  d
swamy Iyer, Pleaders, and Messrs. Arunachella N aicker, Maurimuthu Nafcker,
Devanayaga Pillay and Krishnasawmy Udayan, local residents of the town, had to go Rt |
to the hospital for medical aid, they found the apothecary to be very irregular in his S

attendance, and some of them had consequently to return ‘home without receiving
that aid which they had a right to expect,
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: i of the Danish Mission he went to the

6. That according ?cgln:\:e?::;g fxfgrgequesteq him to call over to his house to
apothecary with a deoen then in a dangerous condition, and the apothecary, who was
g wasBra.hmin vakil, refused to go over to see the patient though
then conversing with aﬁe@ offered him, but directed the applicant to bring the child
the prescribed fee e 1d not have done in the state in which the child then

i ) iR ie otn icant’s h three
to the dispensary whic cary actually came over to the applicant’s house
Ry ?nérwhis s:f:ic:lsm;%ved to be ofyno avail and the child expired within two
hours later,

i ¢ inistered.
ici scribed by the apothecary hud been adminis
iy qﬁerwg;:h?:g f;ﬁf Ig)af\erid Asary rzleqnt to present to the District Surgeon on
?hl:esﬁi?g;?is at his request submitted herewith.

i i jiah, Head-
declined to attend on the wife of Devarajiah,
maste.:. Th?f tlltl)za?pgicgz?aghool, when she was in an acute stage oil li,lbou: al;;ufh:
tortn;}?tf :gs without a previous payment of a fee of Rs. 15 and he had not ev
1 b

kindness to pay an ordinary visit. -
8. That when Mr. Jayaramchendra Iyer, B.A. and B.L., ﬁ?lrsﬁ-gmdehgée:gfghwlf:;
'd's ensary at 4 P.r. about twenty days ago taking with hua a ¢ R
to thi .l'tI:) one of its nostrils a tamarind seed, the apo_thecz‘xry was }1110 g
t]:l.t!;fe (ﬁ;pensary, and that he had to patiently wait until 3—30 p.M. when the apo
:ary was fetched from his house by the hospital compounder.

9. That on the 2nd of Vyasi of Manmatha (14th May 11835) Wltlgg taheo'cva;zfcem?;
Mr Arunachella Iyer, a retired Revenue Inspector, was md 3 our,h 5 thep R
efl'lsed to lend the services of the midwife, who had attended on Py Eest -
i ht. on the plea that she had other engagements; although an Qaﬁne q e
nlgd ‘,to hin 'l}t 7 s which was repeated at 11 A.. and the apot; tlacarly ﬁod
o d 1tlllotuwh it was represented to him that the patient was hopelessly bad. .
LB ; 1d of the said Mr. Arunachella Iyer, eleven days old, had ai _bmé c;n
; 10. Tha_\t acl’u 0 ened by the apothecary one day ; but he ﬁatl_y d'ee };ne h 0
ok Whmh wast ?lg autil he was assured of sufficient remuneration ; t oug :;
‘ot inn nel.;x ithya carriage was made to him and that before the promxseho
et reque(is v:he apothecary passed by the house of the said gentleman that
i gain:iani,t the heart to ecall ‘over and see how the child was doing.
i i thecary, when sent for, refused to call on Mr. Pranatharthyhara
Iyer ]:Bl'A TE(:: 1? I,’OLocal fund Assistant Engineer, when he was suffering one day from

, B.A., B.C.E.

i f;ve;:hat when the attendance of the apothecary was sought for by Mr.

i Y L., District Munsif, when he had an abscess, he
T. varadilfa]ult‘}l]a? ?Jia%]l:dngzﬁlcll});fat and hospital v:v_ork to attend tino, ;:nd that he
wr?ltl?i t:allli:tef on, which he did not do, and that he did not turn up till he was again
Wo

t day. .
e i(:; tTh;t:;e:heuihe said gentleman requested the apothecary’s attendance at his

. : > at about 7 p.u. one day, he sent word that
Pt counecﬁlziegﬁl cz,rll{)t(?:;r?g;?st;at when, in consequence, he.wash 'requestec%
he was to0 U0l :; of his compounder at least, he refused to comply with t }s reque;
gld 'the serﬂ;:g that it was a late hour ; and the compounder had therefore to be
”’1.30 on-{he f 1;(())1; who had the kindness to attend and do the nefedful.
ixectly son ther occasion when the daughter of the said gentleman was taken
14, ',!That on ant? 1 or 2 A in the night, a lantern and two men were sent to the
ety il 3 hos equest for his attendance; but the apothecary refused to calil
filinogary wit1 5 7o h his residence was within a hundred. yards of the house o
over at that hour althong considered unsafe to administer the medicine then sent

i it M 4TSy e ppered th B day 1 13
as

- i : h needed.
when his services were not muc ; i b
did not attend when sen y Mr. 20w,
1 1‘:’. rl;l;aéa%ewigontlﬁc:gs sxiﬁering from ear-ache and he had to seek the aid of
nspec 0 )

i dful.
the compounder who had the kindness to do the nee :
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16. That one Rungasawmi Pillai had his son treated for a fortnight in the
dispensary for fever with no effect and when he changed the treatment a cankerous
ulcer was formed in one of his jaws for which he has again been placed under
hospital treatment and as it emits foul smell, the apothecary does not approach the

boy but keeps him at a distance and directs a ward cooly to dress it and the boy is
still under such indifferent treatment,

17. That when the Tahsildar Mr. Sundara Iyer had a fall from his carriage at a

village six miles from this town, a conveyance drawn by a pony was sent to the
apothecary at about 5 P, with an urgent request to go over to the place where the
Tahsildar was, but he did not choose to

comply with the request though the case was
one of grave urgency.

underasa Mudaliar once expressed at a

2 Laluk hat a person from a village in this taluk had
complained to him v ith tears in his eyes and in a manner which moved him much
that the apothecary had refused to go to his villag

‘ e to see his wife who was then in
labour and in a dangerous stage, unl

) ess the whole of the fee demanded was paid to
him at once, though he had been offered a portion of the fees then and there and
promised the rest in the village,

_ 19. That although a man from the village of Adichanellore who had fallen from
a picota and received severe injuries was brought to the hospital, he was merely -
admitted as an out-patient and he died within t

s 3 wo days after his admission as such.
20. That the apothecary had been at this very station a few years ugo and he
had tg be suspended.a.nd transferred for having neglected an in}-’patie:%, who, in
despuir, committed suicide by drowning himself in a well adjoining the hospital.

21. That the apothecary does not command the confidence of the public in his

medical treatment so much ‘so, that several, notably the Deputy Collector and the
Tahsildar, had on certain occasy ’ y puty  Collec

_ ons to send for medical aid from distant stations at 8
considerable cost,

.. 22. That the unsympathetic and indiff
evidenced by the facts

. s res t,ati f . . . . t f the
which they thereby run of precludi rovltlad ol Sy sil ye

any more for medical aid with any degree of confidence,

In conclusion the memorialists humbl : : s may be
redressed at an early date by th vy pray that their grievance Y

L e removal of the present apothecary from this station

and the appointment of a humane and large-hear&l:l medicg(l) oﬁceryin his stead. For

;;1 ¢h act of kindness and generosity the memorialists shall as in duty bound ever
y.

i ——

Fromﬂ?nrgeon-Major-Geneml C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.p.1., Surgeon-General with

e Government of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated
Madras, 29th January 1897, No. 0.—9. :
Wi

With reference to my confidential letter No, 0.—84, dated 26th November 1896,
submitting papers in the case of Ciyil Apothecary D. John Pillai, I have the honour
to state, for the information of Government, that this apothecary has since been
:m by me for three months for surreptitiously removing or causing to

om his service book certain pages containing entries regarding his previous
suspension on two oceasions, g ‘

Memorandum No. 878.
. The Surgeon-General is requested to submit a copy of his proceedings suspend-
ing the apothecary,

(Signed)  J. ¥. PRICE,

12th Pebruary 1897, Chief Secretary.

it

No. 798, Pusuic, 25ra June 1897. _3,5.
SRR R R General with
3 . SIBTHORPE, r.R.C.P.I., Surgeon-Gene
— smgeo:;i‘:ézi-?feﬁ;ig, to the Chief ’Secretary to Government, dated
m 16th February 1897, No. 66.

. No. 378, Public, dated 12th February
With roferonce ‘fo your MemOInItIL, b v e the hamour fo forward heror

vi edings 429

. 175 Proceedings, No. with a copy of my Proce , No. 429,

* Surgeon-General Coznx;-l:,:g 1882, AR dated 29th January 1897, lspspendmg
426, dated ,,l,,?t%‘nn‘:ell’s Proceedings, No. Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai.

i e o also attach, for the information
; 926th June 1885. f 2. I also attach, :
Su?&lﬁ.%ﬁdml Bidie’s Igg%oeedmgs, of Government, copies of the Proceedings*®
pﬁ:o 0—228, dated 6th June 1850. of my predecessors regarding this apo-
thecary in 1882, 1885 and 1886.
ENCLOSURES.

n-General with the Government of Madras, No. 4266, dated
15th August 1882. ;
i ith enclosures,
ting Zillah Surgeon, Cuddalore, wi
No; 50}11 frzxf(llutclilseolfé‘(%i?i%Apothecary John Pillai in charge of th?; Loc;:
mgardl(ilig tenasf‘:ry Tirukkdyilir, in neglecting to relieve a mendicant, w
f;l:ll(itd to medical aid on the 12th July last.

ProceEpINGs of the Surgeo

Read—letter

_ No. 4266, dated 15th ] ! he
Order—No ’General considers that, unless all (t)l:xeﬂWlXD ?)sts}fecarys & t;l:h:a]gl?nﬂivi:
The Surgeon- the charge of neglect against Civ I:-in ain and suffering
perjured theII:;]s'eIZ}iz,Wn by Aho. winnees Zhat af po:;‘nma);f:‘: witI})mut securing any
ut. 18 fter waiting for AT TR i
:ogﬁig at the ?;spe:nsgr);,ubﬁiu:nﬂy fell info a well receiving injuries from which
help, left g i

2 et ; f the man’s presence
he died. s John Pillai denies any knowledge o ; .
2. The Civil ,Ap:f};ec:;‘tzrn%on, but if the compounder’s 9vflden(&et1;et::1§3::$h§i
at the d;; 1 nf:fr(i'xi;d of the presence of a %z;ltlex;; ::}?l:(l::fyreslll)z ‘; k?n?g o ihs etk
; W the v g
Hoo man Bal showsfrglrrtthléeaps&hecary to the compounder requesting him to

the hospital, which the compounder did.

doubt that the Civil
come 1o . the Surgeon-General has no

3. Under ;heﬁiﬁgcgﬁsgﬁﬁd :onverse with the man, but that he was too proud
Apothecary John

s for the relief of the
L f medicine, or to take measures ¢ f brig
or too lazy to adm]mstgi‘ :hgossgpomder, and that owing th?htiheddgﬁy 1%}:;1 gluli'];s:;:-
atient in the abs?gl‘;ethe man wandered away and met wit 3 niediéal B
o of medma} f:xll:r No 48 of 21st Decgmtt;er 11:88(1)1olr;lpf%lz;.lile:servantss would not be
eneral in a CII( ‘ir own proper duties to
gmt the delegatml: ijzhgﬁnighmelﬁ would follow bll'e.ach of rul.es. i
permitted and that s .« described in the depositions of Wltnesse;, is hl;lmp yt. is-
4. Conduct, such 38 lsJohﬂ Pillai has shown himself tob_e unflilt orh 8 p(l)lgl 101;is
eful to alll) concingﬁployed in an independent charge until he has shown himse
d will not be aga
::be more trustworthy. s humanity and neglect of duty the Surgeon-General
5. For this act of gross 10 ded from rank, pay and allowances for a period of

Ao n ! ; .
dir that John Pillai be suspe iod of suspension 1}9 will be popted to som
tw: c::ont;s. : Azi the ;ﬁ;eoﬁeta?u I{)e: lunder the supervision of a superior officer.
subordinate situation,

i ood as to make arrangements in communication
6. The Zillah Sfurgtiznizlge%?aiz grelief ot John Pillai, and to ‘re:})’mt if any of
withd'thti'cls)trzrgc?;in;ies are fit for the permanent charge at Tirukkdiyilur,
the distri %




7. The Civil Surgeon will also communicate with the President. ¢ R
Board, in regard to the conduct of the hospital servants at hmkké?i}ﬁfmm

the depositions go, the Surgeon-General thinks they are all unfitted for their n w g £ C’ '

‘and that it would be advisable to make a clean sweep of the establishment,

ent, buf
~ a matter entirely in the hands of the President of the Local Fund Board, _" ooy
(True Extract.) ’

(Signed)  A. J. STURMER, Sur .
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the aa,,?.";’}?’m,..: ;

[

ProceEpINGs of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras .ty
7 26th June 1885, adras, No. 3251, dated

Read—Iletter from the District Surgeon, Cuddalore, dated 15tthune 1885, No. 28 s
- i L e e

and enclosures.

- Order—No. 3251, dated 26th June 1885.

The correspondence shows that if the charges of neglect of duty and extorting fees
from patients are not conclusively proved against Civil Apothecary D. John Pillaj in
charge of the Local Fund dispensary at Tiruvanndmalai, he is eminently Wwanting in X

~ tact and conciliation, and is not fulfilling the purpose for which he has been placed in

medical charge of Tiruvanndmalai. His antecedent history at Tirukkdyilir is alsp '

against him, where in 1882 he so far neglected his duty towards a sick mendicant
who applied for relief, as to have led to his death. On that occasion he was suspended

from rank, pay and allowances for two months and removed from independent charge. - ¢

John Pillai does not appear to have profited by that lesson, and within a year of being
‘re-employed in independent charge, has given occasion for dissatisfaction in the distriet,
and for a request for his removal. ,
‘While holding with the District Surgeon that the charges of neglect of du
have not been established, it is very evident from the correspondence that, as medical
officer of Tiruvanndmalai, John Pillai has not earned the:confidence and good will of
the people from want of tact and judgment, and is not furthering the object of the
Local Fund Board in providing medical relief for the Circle. The District Surgeon
will therefore submit the whole correspondence (herewith forwarded) to the President
for expression of his views as to whether it would not be desirable to replace John
Pillai by a Civil Apothecary who would co-operate with the District authorities in the
interests of the tax-payers. In that case John Pillai will be withdrawn to a subordi-
;mte charge, where he may be induced to qualify for an independent charge at some
uture time.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. ELCUM, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madras.

Proceenines of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 0-228,
dated 6th July 1886. i
Read—the following papers :—

From the Superintendent, Lying-in-Hospital, Nos. 166 and 170, dated 18th and
20th June 1886, respectively.

From Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, dated 28th June 1886.

No. 798, PusLic, 26ta June 1897.

 Order—No. 0-228, dated 6th July 1886.

The Surgeon-General regrets to receive such frequent complaints against Civil

'Apothecary John Pillai. In 1882 when attached to the Civil dispensary, Tirukkdyilir,

he so far neglected his duty towards a sick mendicant who applied for relief, as to
have presumably led to his death, and was suspended on that occasion from rank, pay
and allowances for two months and removed from independent charge.

On restoration to an independent post, charges were brought against him of
neglect of duty and extorting fees from patients applying for aid at the Civil dispen-
ary, Tiruvanndmalai, and of want of tact and conciliation, and he was again removed

from an independent to a subordinate charge.
The present correspondence shows still further neglect of duty on the part of the

~ (Civil Apothecary even in a subordinate position. An infant in the Lying-in hospital
~ was found on the 17th June covered with acute scabies. No notice had been taken

of the case by John Pillai, no attempt to apply a remedy, no report made to the

- Medical officer, or to his representative—the Senior Apothecary—on visiting the

hospital, nor did the Civil Apothecary know the nature of the ailment. The fact of
the admission and neglect were discovered by the Medical officer on the following
day—not on the report of the Civil Apothecary, but by an accident.

~ When spoken to by the Medical officer regarding his neglect of duty and profes-
sional ignorance, he “ became most insubordinate in manner and bearing,” manifest-
ing much contumacy when verbally ordered by the Medical officer to consider himself
under suspension from duty,

According to his own showing John Pillai signally failed in his duty, for
although the Senior Apothecary, in the absence of the Med?cal officer, went rongd the
wards after the admission of the infant, John Pillai did not report the admission to
him, but “thought best to show the infant the next day to wne Doctor on his
morning visit” and in that he failed also. In the meantime nothing was done to
alleviate the sufferings of an infant covered with acute scabies.

Under all the circumstances of the case, and his previous misconduct coupled
with his comparative ignorance of his profession, the Surgeon-General questions the
advantage of retaining such a man in the public service ; but requests that he may be
warned that on the next occasion of misconduct he will not fail to move the Govern-
ment for his dismissal from the service.

For his present offence the Surgeon-General sentences him to be suspended fron
duty and pay for one month, with effect from date of suspension by S;?egeon-ﬁ;;;
Branfoot.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. BIDIE, m.B., c.LE,,
Surgeon- General with the Govt. of Madras.

Procerpinas of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 429, dated
29th January 1897. g

Read—the following papers :—

From the Superintendent, Government Maternity Hospital, No. 831, dated ist
December 1896, reporting that the service book of Civil Apotheea’ry D. John
Pillai sent to him for verification by the District Medical and Sa;litm'y
Officer, South Arcot, does not contain the pages bearing the entries regarding
the Apothecary’s suspension.

From the District Medical and Sanitary Officer, Minute No, 193, dated 16th
December 1896, and No. D-C., dated 21st ,January 18§7, fo;wa;fing the
Apothecary’s explanations, .

10




No. 793, Pusric, 26me Juse 1897.

Order—No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,

It is observed from the above correspondence that a new serviee book having
been opened for Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, doing duty Cuddalore, on the plea
that the old one was in an unserviceable condition, it was sent by the District Medical
and Sanitary officer, South Arcot, to the Superintendent, Government Maternity
Hospital, Madras, for verification of the period during which the Apothecary was
attached to his hospital.

2. While verifying the entries in the book with the records in the hospital, the

Superintendent found that the new hook contained no entries regarding th n-
sions of the Apothecary, and on examining th garding the suspe

; ¢ ( the old service book he discovered that the
pages which contained such entries were miss

ing from it,
3. The matter having been re

ported to this office,
upon for explanation. He states th i

the Apoth lled
at he is unable to aee it et

ount for the missing pages

4. The Apothecary’s explanation is most unsatisfactory.
that he was suspended more than once in his servics and that the entries of such
suspensions were madle in his service book—so that if he had

Sreptitious, xemoval of ithe missing. pages from the old book. be oauht o heve
reported the fact to his medical officer when, in the course of prel;ariggo l;;i new book,
he found that the old one did not contain the missing pages,

5. His. neglect to do so and his attempt to get the new book—without the
entries of his punishments—passed through point to the fact

old book were removed either by himself or at his instance or with his cognizance.

by very clear circumstantial evidence, i8

He knew perfectly well

6. The presumption, supported as if is
g0 strong that the Surgeon-General does

not consider that th can be
given the benefit of doubt. e Apothecary

. 1. Such dishonest conduct on the part of an official calls for his summary dis-
missal, but in the present case, in the absence of direct evidence the Surgeon-General
considers that the ends :

; r ds of justice can b hter punishment. He accord-
ingly directs that Civil Apothecary D. e susgended for three months

his duty, pay and allowances from date of receipt by him of this order.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. SIMPSON, w.s. Surgn.-Captain,
Secy., Surgn.-Ger:!. with the Govl. of Madras.

——

From Surgeon-Major.General C. STBTHORPE, ».1.0.7.1., Sargeon-General
the Government of Madras

to the Chief Secre to Government,
Madras, 3rd March 1897, No. (.—20. i

With reference to

nour to forward nly rl‘ memorandum, No. 513, dated 1st March 1897, I h‘% & "‘,
o th Slngd oft, dnite .
August 1896, pothecary John Pillai’s letter of explana MV ‘ the # !

~ .. 2 Lalso enclose, as re uested, his appeal against his suspension in 1882 together
with the District Medical aud Santtary offcer's. ‘

the appeal resulteq

2 suspension was reduced from two months to one month, but the
order about his

» removal from independent charge stood fast, as will be seen from
Surgeon-General Co

rnishe’s romarks in pencil on the back of the report of the District
Medical and Sanitary office

T, South Arcot. I would also draw your attention to the

roceedings of my predecessors in 1885 and 1886, copies of which were sent with my
etter, No. 66, dated the 16th

in 1882 was not cancelled.

~ one)

that the pages from the

i my satisfaction at a perso
~ mutilated.

officer’s report thercon. His statement that
In his being mst%:gﬂ to his oﬁic%ois wrong. The only effect of the
appeal was that his

February 1897, and which will show that his pmwt ‘

e 19, Fona, 2 Jows 15

From Apothecary D. J OH.N' PILLAL, dated 11th March 1897.
m -

| c ith
: : . SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.P.I., Surgeon-General wit
From Snwn‘uaggi‘gfnﬁ?a;gs, to the Chief’ Secretary to Government, dated
%:d?a?,' 13th March 1897, No. C.—25.

in the margin, T have the honour to
In continuation e Apn dnps fﬁward heregv:'it,h an appeal submitted by

R ﬁo 0.—9, dated 29th January 1897. Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai against

» i ension as ordered in my proceed-
3 %6, d;?dd‘}ggsm > ?;;ss 1{;5 429, dated 29th January 1897,
”» TR

A £ which has already been forwarded to Government, with my letter No. 66,
~acopy of W s alr
- m l%th February 1897.

According to G.0., No. 788, Public, dated 23rd October 1894, punishments
2. Accord! 0 .

' f medical subordinates other than dismissal are not appealable, but as the
- byone o m

his in Government in spite of this order, I
: insists on appeal being sent to
Apothecary 1nsis pea

00

On th ecem i i the Superintend-

D 18986, T received an official letter from ;
é. mm;l]i:e;hte;litybe;iospit;d, which I reproduce below for ready reference :—
ent, Gove

i ification of entries
i orrespondence regarding the vquﬁcat1on 0

R th_e honour{ wé?ﬁi%?}fxghbil ohnp Pillai (with the 91(1 service booilioa::c}i 3;;9;

in & ne}v smbtﬁzf tg:; papers on which referexéo%shwe:er e:::;llf g’]?;?i ei?f}?::l::tﬁes aizia

& i ital are missing, an av , es referring

1886 when posted tprt,}zlng;)SIz’:re also missingg from the book. % g}:eat sgiieale :l)f :ﬁuzbel; ims und

to a former suspensio ended in verifying these entries, and if a 5 ﬁg:;ntion G ki Jotit oy

trouble has heen ?igict Medical and Sanitary officer, South A;e«};lt, nital iagi wosld vy b

requested by the Dwfrom daty when the Apothecary was at %h_l:il : oAspoth(;cary o i o

made of mgen:n%nt ome explanation should be given by the (; 5 o%t,ain e s
iy Ii:llimgez;o;ed record of serviee and the attempt made

and partially-

would have a false reoord.- . 4 . e
o . alled upon
s matter and the Apothecary_was call

4. Thli: w::i:o dgil: E‘:p;; Iza: eﬁ'ﬁuomy unsatisfactory but evasive, as discussed

for an explanaiion. ted above. g

: dings quo : , ;
i ~g al is chiefly based on his presumption that }}116 ;xpl‘?;l%ti::
5. His present appe 1 interview that the original service book had nev e
h nl?énd I was never before more convinced of th«zi s%rvligie v:iZh
e oé v?ith as T was when I closely inspected it. I tsliginl et
having been ta.mpereG ernment. It will be seen that the pages no e %r replaced
for the inspection & dioﬂgculty whatever in some of them al{flzge::;m;r‘; separatg ond
there 18 no in the present instance i
the fact thatin the Prost hi icion. Above all, it will be
ne g bly confirms this susp : : .
joindll together by ﬂhﬁe&d ﬁgﬁiiﬁrzm 1881 to 1889 (ﬁ‘? Pﬁwd X;ﬁf&ﬁ;ﬁrﬁi
ad that the entrie nded) are all in the |
- Bl ﬂ::e Apogzcﬁidﬁgtfﬁépff the) medicalbOﬂicerst und;ge:vh*’ﬁor};e
inste n : uent entries. "
{ : is the case in all the subseq ’

employed or of Bhet clerlksséﬁgs 1&3869 has been attested by any medzegzl oﬁic&art }a;.s
ot a single entry from f the book, asis the case in all other entries, and the
: column 12 o 1881 t0’1889 are in a better and more serviceable
“entries fr(;l_nn of the book which was used much after thfa(in. Ali
the latter por 1(:1 Sm-geon-Lieutenant-Colonel Branfoot’s evidence o
theso facts coupled with Briga hE:a- entries of suspension in the book, conclusively prove

i Derde. X ‘ iting of the Apothecary is a suffi-
having seen and remenm o with, and the handwriting ‘
that the book was tampe

3 2os and guilt. ] i
cient proof of his comphclt{s call for no remarks—suffice 1t to say that 1;her(;‘I wasouff
. tHis ']?;}:I?E:magate;nn:? him in this office as will be seen from Wy dptariio. L.
the least pre ‘ '

84, dated 26th November 1896.
3




No. 793, Pusiic, 25ma Juxe 1897.

v el | wmg;i requeslt the_:ttexgtipx:n of Government to the intemperate ' og x .
language in the appeal as it originally stood and which has been sli ure of the . - ——
on the Apothecary’s attention being drawn to it. ghtly modified ,

Orper—No. 793, Public, dated 25th June 1897.

His Excellency the Governor in Council is of opinion that the su, i ~:' S

months inflicted on Civil Apothecary John Pillai for failure to brinspgela(;;gmtht;:i

omission from his service book of the entries relating to his previous punishmentg

was well merited, and his petition will accordingly be dismissed. A perusal of the

later correspondence read above shows the Apothecary in a most unfavourable light,

and the Government therefore directs that he be severely censured and that such '

censure be recorded against him. The allegation in John Pillai’s petition that the

signature of a public servant in his service book does not entail on him responsibility

for the entries therein cannot be accepted ; a public servant is responsible for every-

thing that he signs. The Surgeon-General should take due notice of the discreditable

way in which the Apothecary’s service book has been kept. ‘ v '
2. With regard to the public meeting held at Tirukkéyildr, the Government L e : Spare copies

observes with surprise that among. the individuals who took a prominent part were ~a

several officers of Government, certain retired public servants, and two members of

local boards. That these persons should have assisted at a public meeting held for the

purpose of attacking the official character of a public servant, was most Improper, and

they are deserving of severe censure for what, as they must have been aware, was a

gross breach of decorum.

3. These proceedings will be communicated to all departments of the Secretariat : N ; i G.O., No. 793, 25th .June 1897,
for communieation, in view to officers in the public service being warned to abstain : e 14 N

from action of the nature of that commented on above.

(True Extract.) S . : : ol :
J. F. PRICE, Otecciivii et B

Chief Secretary, J / / P :

To the Surgeon-General. ’ : : ' .

» the Revenue Department, g . ’5
» the Local and Municipal Department,

»» the Judicial Department. 8 /b/?( A= / ’ﬁ

Enclosures

y» other Departments of the Secretariat.

Civil Apothecary John Pillai.

ismissing, with remarks, petition from — appealing against the order of the Surgeon-
Dmnunnngdjng him for three months for failure to bring to notice the omission of certain

entries from his service book ; commenting on the conduct of certain officers of Government, &e.,
who have assisted at a public meeting held for the £urpose of attacking the official character of

—, a public servant ; and communicating the proceedings to all departments of the Secretariat in
view to its communication to officers in the public service.

Exd. T. K. Narayaos Aigengar,




No. 79‘3; Pusric, 258 June 1897, 3

No. 793
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the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 2nd September
m the Surgeon- :
5 1896, No. 401.

S n-General with the Government of Madras, dated 17th Septem-
the Surgeon-G : |
meber 1896;86130. 434,

the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 25th Septem-
e
meber 1896, No. 447.

GOVERNMENT oOF MADRAS.

the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 16th October
From the

1896, No. 481. ‘
PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

ber
the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 23rd Octo
mels%, No. 489.

Reap—the follow-ing papers :—

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis, No.
31st July 1896,

Read —the following letter from M.R.Ry. M.

the Surgzeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 11th Novem-
3210, dated From the Surg

ber 1896, No. 522.

- 5 ber 1896.
: GOPALA ROW, Inspecto : g d, South Arcot, dated 25th Novem
Abkdri and Customs Revenue, Tirukkéyildr Circle, to 1,:he il S:lte From the President, District Board, )
‘Cﬁommﬁ stoner of Salt, Abkéri and Sepa Revenue, dateq 24th July 1896,
0. U. :—

With reference to the Proce'edings of the Board of Reven i
dated the 16th instant, calling on me to report if the fwfsil]l:énlzt?uggeinlﬁg ?eltgg;
published in the Hindy of the 27th ultimo are true, 1 beg to state that : n

of the said letter are true. The following Government servants w
meeting referred to :—

., Surgeon-General with
Eind C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.r.I, Sus ent, dated
o o o Sais o Gl S o Govereny
' : 1896, No. C.~ ' :
Madras, 26th November ndu:m No. 1355, Public, dated thfsgtél ,%ug vlesgf;
is office letter ending Wlfl?%wz 22, dm% tchfvglltAhpﬁgeg;‘bYe?D- Johu. Pillai of
ce . o , . :
;l;gotl?rlstﬁ state thatttbeanhe rgpomﬁeivg:i :rl}:nic::: Collector of South Arcot and is herewith
irakkdyiltr has jus p vernment.
mrdeyc:l for the mfo,m?tt:olz):flgz’er No. C, dated the 18th Novemb%l;l ufi‘og’ ag‘lf
9. The report tters fsrom the Deputy Collector and I_’remdent of tg;e A hevettnl
By, who il o iy, tshr i o cpy af the evrng
3 20t ovem b
ﬁmyim’,olg- 2-C,Id}?§:g l:ggt back the volumixllou%] en(;:ilosm::d t(i’n tt];:: ]3:11)’:1_2 -
und Sanitary Officer. very clearly and lucidly discussed 1 X,
,?Bnolle"t"r,s r:f:rreti;s dzlifgfzztvzyar;ith :ge necessity of reading through them. e
themsel ves,

With reference to your m

M.RRy. T. Varadarajulu Naidu, B.a., B.1., District Munsif, Tirukkéyilgr, Tt e
,, 5 inga Iyer, m.a., Lecturer, Rajahmund.ry College.
51 C. Narasimha, Ol{mt Inspector of Police, Tirukkéyilﬂr.
» V. Masilamony Mudaliar, Sub- Registrar, Tirukkéyilr.

5 M. Gopala Row, Inspector of Salt, Abkéri and Customs Revenue,

" T. Mathava Row, Prosecuting Inspector of Police, Cuddalore,

4 V. Narayana Low, Retired District Munsif.

» L. Arunachala Tyer, Retired Revenue Inspector.
» A, Nadamuny Naidu, Retired Taluk Clerk,

——

] Resolulion—Mis. No. 3210, dated 31st July 1896,

1t will be seen from these reports and the Colleett}gr’s I:ttte?t&at]}ﬁ%;%%;
3. It will be . base conspiracy on the part o e e
: ade the subject of a base cor not subservient to
Submitted to Government with reference to it official memorandum, No. 101, ' ::iy ohtg:rbggcil’:ls and vakils tlof th]?[ 511(:;, §22£l§$;3£?u§; ;Va:f the charges and 11
. EaEE honestly.
Revenue, dated 13th July 1896. them and did his work
(True Extract.)

1 i i i by the conspirators which have been
i d in the memorials squmtted |
;Ll;agggx :onsbzoﬁaalli]::?ous and entirely devoid of foundation.

P . ieved of his acting appoint-
. . John Pillai has since been rpheve 1 2

(TR ) it 3 e S
< i iders it desirable that he should be re-
" g howeggr f:: Blg:rzogv(}zsclgd that such machinations as h:wet been bzo&ihrz ko
so that .the puti)lc allo};ve d to succeed. I agree in th1§ view, but aIs ia Egese(?sted o hllf
R oot 'etment available for the permanent incumbent, Ly reIt)mnsfening B
no other appglltl at Cuddalore until arrangements can be made . Pt e
{ima;ot'orﬁifkkgyﬂﬁr I however await the instructions of Government regarding ek

m .
sal.

Couecwisfiﬁopzoncur with the Collector that the conduct of the accusers eallgsf:;

5. Znishment and T trust that they will be dealt with in such a vaz{ ,
°xf{2£g !:;}o:di%al subordinates from such base and malicious public charges in future.
pr

(Signed)  EDMUND MILLETT,

Assistant Secretary. .

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,

—

Endt. No. 1547-R.

Transferred to the Public De
dated the 9th ultimo,

partment, with reference to office-note, No. 135-A,

UND (Signed)  A. T. ARUNDEL, 6
jogo?:;:st% 896. é Secy. to Govt., Revenue Dept.




No. 793, Pusuic, 25mn June 1897.

ExNcrosures.

From Surgeon-Major J. C. MARSDEN, District Medical and Sanitary Officer, Sou
» South

Arcot, to the Secretary to the § A
Madras, dated Cuddalore, 20th N ov:;]gbz‘;nigggm;lo v;l%l the Government of
] . e W )

The papers in question are submitt : :
No. C, dated 18th November 1896, ﬁoxﬁdtggr%v:leﬁ‘, together with confidential letter,

which reviews the whole case. dent, District Board, South Arcot,

2. There are two sets of papers from the President, Taluk Board, Tirukkdyilgr,
2 b

consisting of reports, with enclosures, ¢ ; ;
(5) the printed memorial against the i g 5 e e s

3. I have already, in my No. 135, date
rema}:ks on the case, noting that my ’predege:s?)?; E:gtegbe:tgggf , submitted some
apothecary. He is a}so helc! in good repute by all th po avourably on this
district who are acquainted with him. v e European officers in the

4. During my recent inspection of Tirukkéyi g
Zvor}; and he appeared popular with all except t?};lhg; Ii;’;lii s(11:1111;&3Isatinsﬁed with his
unity of meeting the leading petitioners (those who were pr 8. 1took the oppor-
I heard their complaints, as well as the apothecary’s explangt?f:il;t in the station), and

The complaints are all detailed in the accompanying file of correspond
ndence.

The explanations I considered satisfacto
disposition and he was disposed to be too e g };hd,T Iiith‘;ﬂﬁc:ry is of a nervous
the fact that the district munsif was his official superior Il)ié hc;ds‘i%iv?ently alive to
1 3 ever, received

great provocation and a little advice on this point seemed
il to be all
5. In my opinion, the apothecary has cleared himself of :l}:at was needed,
brought against him and he is most painstaking and diligent. e grave charges
6. But it seems very evident that his position as union ehai :
with his other duties and has led to friction. I think eairman has interfered
the medical officer. ink that post, should not be held by
7. Tt is also very evident that several of the memorialists h
against him and they have, accordingly, raked up old stories, th?)?gﬁ stt]:gng gl(‘iudGe
complaint at the time of the alleged occurrences. Y ateY

Nothing can justify their conduct in this case.

—

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., President, District B

e : g d, South
Arcot. to the District Medical and Sanitar Officer C’ ddal v ’C‘u
lore, 18th November 1896, No. C. i Rommocinsai.. o

I have the honour to forward, for your information and itransmission to the
Surgeon-General with the Grovernment of Madras, the confidential reports Nos. 9 and
10 of 1896, dated 29th September 1896, of the Deputy Collector, Tirukkéyil%u- and
President of the Tirukkdyilir Taluk Board, on (1) the manuscript and (2) the pri,nted
memorials submitted against Mr. John Pillai, late Civil Apothecary and Union Chair-
man of Tirukkdyildr, in original, together with their respective enclosures.

9. The Deputy Collector and Taluk Board President has made a most thorough
and exhaustive inquiry. His reports are so complete and the records are already so
voluminous that I shall do as little as possible to swell the literature of the subject.
I may state that whilst at Tirukkdyilir lately I made personal inquiries which satisfy
me that the Deputy Collector’s conclusions are correct and his lucid exposition of
what was a base conspiracy organized by a few officials of the place to ruin a brother
official leaves little room for further comment. It was my intention to have addressed
the _heads of the various departments to which the implicated officials belong on the
subject of the gross misconduct of their subordinates, but this would involve
eom?lderable delay in making several copies of the records, and this I desire to avoid
having regard to the reminders received for these reports.

|
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3. The inquiry has disclosed that the late Civil Apothecary, Mr. John Pillai, 18

ted of the malicious charges recklessly brought against him

entitled to be fully acquib charg }
by a few public servants and others whose animosity he appears to have incurred on

account of his zealous performance qf public dufles, both as a medical officer and as
chairman of the union 8t Tirukkdyilir, and his personal independence of character.
Had he been subservient to the district munsif in particular, it is improbable that this

uld have been manufactured in the manner disclosed by the

i itation WO i !
3’:;‘;;30751'6“ or’s reports. Mr. John Pillai has abundant material for both eivil and
criminal action against his traducers, but his reputation is in the hands of Government,

to whom I request that the Surgeon-General will be so good as to forward these papers
for orders—so far as the implicated officials are concerned. I am of opinion that, in
the public interests, exemplary punishment should be meted out to the ringleaders.

4. The inquiry proves that the ringleaders were the following :—

(1) M.R.Ry. T. Varadarajulu Naidu Garu, District Munsif of Tirukkdyiltir,

(2) » V. Masilamony Mudaliar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar of Tirukkdyiltir and
Vice-President of the Taluk Board, Tirukkéyilar,

(3) 3 Srinivasa Row Avargal, First-grade Pleader of Tirukkéyiltr and Member
of the District Board, as also of the Tirukkéyilar Taluk Board,

(4) * (. Narasimha Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkéyilar,

(5) 5 Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector of Salt and Abkéri Revenus,

(6) »  Govinda Odayar Avargal, Member of the Tirukkdyilar Union Panchayat,
and

(7) »  Sadasiva Pillai Avargal, a private Vakil of Tirukkdyilar.

5. The records prove that the principal offender was the District Munsif of
Tirokkdyildr. It is astonishing that an officer in his position should, to gratify per-
gonal spite for imagined slight which, if it occurred at all, occurred some twelve
months previously, have taken so prominent a part the public meeting convened to
condemn a brother officer in another department. That nine o_f the eleven pleaders
of his court should have supported him is not surprising having regard to native
character—or the absence thereof. He was ably seconded by the leading local vakil
M.R.Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal who did not consider it improper, though a

oard and also of the taluk board, to which the civil apo-

ber of a district b
N bordinate both as the local medical officer and the chairman

thecary was directly su : '
of the local union, to take 2 most prominent part in these scandalous proceedings.
He admittedly drafted the manuscript memorial and was one of the five persons
sclected as a sub-committee of the public meeting to draw up the printed memorial,
both of which may be characterized as a concatenation of misrepresentations. The
. M.R.Ry. Masilamony Mudaliar Avargal also took a very prominent

tter and attempted to induce the forest ranger to join the conspirators.
This sub-registrar was reported to me to be endeavouring to tamper with the witnesses.
He was accordingly transferred at my request by the Inspector-General of Registration,
and, I believe, he is now in the Salem district. The Police Inspector M.R.Ry. Nara-
gimha Charriar Avargal signed the memorial and took part in the meeting and
attempted to induce the local gub-magistrate to join in the nefarious plot. The
¢ salt and abkéri referred to has since been transferred; but his transfer
on with his part in this agitation. Govinda Odayar, a member of the
union, was intriguing against his own chairman, the apothecary. The private vakil

not being an official, may well be treated with contempt.

6. If the public gervants who are i;nplica.ted in this conspiracy h_ad any valid
jevances against the civil apothecary either his capacity as a medical officer or
as chairman of the union, they could easily and, of course, should have made their
complaints against him to the proper authorities 1n the proper way. But for them to
have banded together to get up a public meeting, touting for signatures and declaim-
ing against a brother public servant, signing mahazars against him containing the
most reckless and false charges, Was an intolerable breach of the public rules and
subversive of all discipline. No public officer can be expected to do his duty fear-
lessly if at any moment he is liable to find himself the object of hostile declamation
in the streets at a public meeting deliberately convened by and presided over and
attended by brother officers whose malevolent eloquence is in inverse ratio to the
2

mspector 0
had no connectl
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truth of their utterances. The license of
0

ample scope is afforded ¢ the nati :
ca_l impunity ; but this Pg‘:;s:nﬁnymous !'bellers % g: f};lclss of tl_ns country is such that
misrepresentation th as established fop its ¢ public servants with practi-

at its malicj 1 :
tempt; but where, as in m?'hcé::: vapourin elf such a reputation for deliberate

/ ! this

together publicly to attack

opinion, imperatively n(;ce:s:): i iy
agitation is expressly Prohibited b
cviduet of public servants.”

7. As agitators of this 14

is k
venture to make the following ?;d are dangeroys t, the .
be considered to meri commendationg fop g Public peace and order, I

t by Hi :

I (a) That the misZorEilch};:e};rncy the GOVerno:Oi?l ‘éf:)lllﬂllldglration as they may
lgh Court in view to hi e distnct munsi cu i—

punishment as may be d;:{g;gmpt transfer aftep Suzllfg be brought to the ST

¢ o :
ot 1 may 2 e ean eduction, Suspension or other
(¢) That similar punis

of the salt and abkdri, the lat At ;
(4) That M.R Ry. Spin; Sequently transfeppeq. e police and

be removed from the loca]
) boa :
RSP IASHE b Ferali e ll).gsp ;lglﬁiiexi Section 24 (1) (iii) of At luk board member,

. Sublts o -
y rulg 68 of the « Rules remg:;m&:ni)erg:fﬁ

of his appointment in the union Panchayat

8. In conclusion, as T und
course, been relieved of his ap;;‘f;lt?;i;l:g?%n John Pillai hag lately, in the ordin
r » In the ordinary

manent incumbent, I ) ukkdyil ;

wisking £ it is desirzgie()f' gplmon that as this ig just li,rhgf tgla reversion of the per-

o TirulkAiiee: 56 o vor ,e '1 1not absolutely necessary, that h . (;Pnspirators have been

Ko s s e b e); g:o}\; d}zlztte, 80 that the Publ’ie_ ma“e :?e ould be re-appointed

public interesty snch.z _coy: 8% to light-will not be aH{)wedO&n:;IclgggdthatI; e
' i - In the

s e cirse seems ex 1 :
aDQinecary at this juncture must give rigs d;zngeg;r:therw%e the transfor of this

the mahazars under reference.

From M.R.Ry. R. SUNDARASA MUDALIYAR
- . A
SGeneral Duties and ?remden_t,”l‘aluk Board, Tirz?(l]‘gﬁa)}ilﬁDrePt%t{hf E‘u?lcmr -
outh Arcot, dated Tirukkdyilir, 29th September 1896, No 10 o

Adverting to your endorsement, dated 10th Jul .
against Mr. John Pillal, Civl Apotheary, Tirukkdyilis, T b the hanges by
18 explanation with a e connect 3 ubimi
follows. cted records as per enclosed list, and to report as

2. The memorial was the outcome of a publi i
on t_he morning of the 24th June 1896. PAt;ggnlgeiﬁglnggge?ed

leading officials of the J udicial, Registration, Police and Abkzirie ?e yart
most of the vakils of the local bar. The president of the meetino-h I'L?cints’ 2 also
Row, Inspector of the Salt.and Abkdri department, and he is sta? l“ab A Gopala
notes of the several complaints made by some of the members - i t? hm’? taken
civil apothecary. It was resolved that as the local Apothecar L}fresenb against the
been for a long time inattentive to his duties and had become)]7 ; 7}:' John Pillaj had
inaccessible to the public on occasions of urgent nature, 3 m ughly Unpopular and
mitted to the Surgeon-General, the Collector and the ]’)isstric(:;Jl g{:?l should be sub-
geon praying for

at Tivukkdyildr
present were the
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M it
\ this station, and that a sub-committee of five gentlemen should

glsﬁmﬁ;oml fr::i]al and do the needful with special reference to the complaints made
raft the mem

at the meeting.
3. According to

:al itself the individuals who are stated to have
gl:g ?ilimgglmplaints against the apothecary of their own or of
d only sixteen, while the signatures aﬁixed to the memorial exgeed
others numherst yib]e to trace out all the signatories, nor could it be conceived
180. Ibwas noy pgssve had any grievance in the absence of specific mention of it in
how so many coul 1f : I therefore apportioned the work of examining the Tamil
the men_lorml itse Tahsildar, and requested him fo submit a report detailing the
signatories to thf}h brought’about the public meeting. His elaborate report which
circumstances WhICL t the memorialists themselves is herewith submitted. He has
speaks volumes aﬁ:ﬁy 'persons, and I have recorded the statements of seventeen
efxl? l?';n(:go;sog;ewhom are officials and vakils.
others, for a correct understanding of the whole facts o‘f .the case to

4, Ttis necessalt'yin ?ﬁﬁereﬂt gections, and I therefore propose to divide it into

deal with the subject :
ions as detailed below :—
three sections Sl e

i ie
I. The specific g7 motive a public meeting was arranged for,

d with what : -
11. How, %%X:;Oﬁ’pﬂvnvith gpecial reference to the action of public servant,
and the memorl*l’»(l)c al board and of the union panchayat.

members of the larity of the medical institution at Tirukkdyilir.

111. The popt 3 ’

the sixteen persons who complained against the apothecary at
. Ot ting, SiX individuals are confined to a vague complaint of irregular
the public mee ,hg, sital referred to in paragraph 5 of the_memorml, three gegtlemen
attendance at s laints to make or who had no desire to press their grievance
who had either no comp posed grievances of four others who were

: rance to the sup : 3
are shown ttso ili;‘; ﬂ;::i;gtferand of whom only one was made to sign the memorial,
not present &

father and son—who are living together are shown in paragraphs
and two persons—_’ omplainants. Hence the actual number of individuals with
ik EE ae twio.n be taken as only seven. .
specific comp #¥ first lar attendance specified in paragraph 5 of the

As for the memorial, I examined the three persons
a Charriar, Second-grade named in the margin. The Tahsildar has
Pleader, Tirukkéyil@r. Houd | Cleck examined a few others whose names do
(2) Ratnasabapattl M“d@?'t ; 8"&1 ;- % not appear in the body of the memo-
Stationary Su b'Mugls Ll rial. No one is able to specify the exact

(3) Marimuthu Naik & 1yok date and hour when they found the
absent from the hospital, nor has any person who happened to go to the
d to inquire if the medical officer had gone elsewhere on duty. This is
make, but not possible to bring home to the person
charged, in the absence of particulars as to dates and hours. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa
Chari, who admits his obligation to the apothecary for gratuitous treabment, speaks of
the ab’sence of that officer from the hospital on some occaslons,'probably in No.veml‘)er
1895. He cannot, however, specify the days and he has admittedly made no inquiry
as to the cause of late attendance. He adl'mts, however, having recelqu med‘lcmes
at the hospital about that time almost continuously for fifteen days. This vakil has,
in the course of his examination before me, added a fresh count of charge.——-mdlffere,}t
treatment—which does not find place in the memorial. On being questioned on this
point, the vakil says that he considered his treatment indifferent, because he thought
that the apothecary had been engrossed with other thoughts when he (vakil) narrated
his case, but that he is unable to state definitely his reasons for calling the treatment
an indifferent one. The vakil states that some two or three months after November
1895, he sent to the apothecary, without any demand, Rs. 4 with a letter thanking him
for his services, and stating that the amount was not an adequate remuneration for his
gervices ; but that the money was returned by the apothecary with a note expressing
that he valued friendship more than money. It may well be concluded how far the

vance

ts has to
charge of irregu

(1) MR Ry. Srecoivas

apothecary
hospital care inquire
an accusation, which it is easy to
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’ » the vakil contents himself by attributing
it to'those vgho d!‘afted the memorial, while he has affixed his signature to the memo.
rial in English with a long title as Pleader, District Munsif’s Court, Tirukkdyildr, and
he 18 one of the two .gentlemen who signed a notice for convening the publie
meeting.

. .M.RRy. Ratnasabapathi Mudaliyar says that the apothecary has been uniformly
kmd.a.nd courteous to him, that on some occasions, when he happened to go to the
hospital at about 7 A.M., the apothecary was not present, but that he is unable to give

gl; dates, and that he made no enquiries as to the whereabouts of the officer at the
e.

uttered a deliberate
public meeting, while as a
acted under the influence of
ill be seen from the sequel.

falsehood by saying that he signed the memorial at the
matter of fact it was drafted subsequently, and to have
one Govinda Udayar, who figures very prominently as w

6. The next complaint is that of one David Ca te ‘hristi

Danish Mission, and he gva)s examined by the Tahsl’.lft;:r l;;i S idEon of the Local
dated 15th September 1896). Ip this case, the charge is that th

to attend at the house of David Carpenter on a cert%.in day in tl?eag::t}',l :vc:;]{ ;(fafg&s:d
1896 for the treatment of his baby, five months old th : 4
precarious state. It is however admitted by the complainant that
taken to the hospital and placed under the

to the treatment of the baby, which was suffering from high fever
complications, that on the last day when he had a call from David
hospital hours, he explained to him the advantages of treatment in the hospital, and
asked him to bring the child as usual, that David Carpenter consented to do so and
returned home, that as the child was not brought up as agreed to, he (apothecary)
ascertained through a servant of the hospital the state of the child and proceeded
thereafter to the house of David Carpenter. It is also stated by the apothecary that
he had attended at his quarters and treated gratuitously his other children in two
severe cases of illness, and that this will be amply testified to by his own wife and
other Christians. The apothecary has sent up a copy of a letter from the European
Danish Missionary to the District Surgeon, which amply testifies to the good work
of the medical officer done to the poor Christians without any charge and most
willingly, It appears from the Tahsildar’s report that David Carpenter was set up to
prefer his complaint some six weeks after the death of his baby by a private vakil
named Sadasiva Pillai, who owes a grudge to the apothecary in his capacity as union
Chairman (vide correspondence ending with your letter, No. 166-D.B., dated 11th
May 1896, in the Local Fund Branch). I need hardly say that the complaint of
David Carpenter is quite unfounded as aptly remarked by the Rev. 8. Berg, Tt is
very strange that the fact of the previous _treatment of the very baby by the apothe.
cary has been suppressed from the memorial,

7. The next complainant is one Devarajaya, a girls’ school teacher, Tirukkdyildr,
whose grievance is set out in paragraph 7 of the memorial. It is stated there that
while Devarajaya’s wife was in acute stage of labour, the apothecary declined to athedd
without previous payment of Rs. 15. The word ¢ previous ” is italicized in the
memorial with a _View to draw .the attention of the authorities, But Devarajaya
himself has on be1pg crou-ex_ammed by the apgthecary denied that the latter had
refused to attend without previous payment. It is admitted by this teacher that the

S
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idwife to attend on the labour case in his house, and that on
?,p?;;etc;tivl'?;lgletl;;xl;(i;lr; that the woman would have to be relieved by the appli-
eing t

tion of instruments, Devarajaya hesitated, and that he proposed to consult elderly
o  catio

is said to have demanded a fee of Rs. 15, and asked Deva-
The ap “theczgerts sharp. In this case there seems to have been a miscon-
¢ m";ket: rmﬁgvarajaya says that when the prescribed amount of fee was
ception of a](;in.l he did not offer anything less in consideration of his impoverished
mend ot and he understood the words of the apothecary ¢ arrangements should
clrcumstancf’sl; ” to mean steps to procure the fee required. But according to the
be made oy oex lanation, he wished to hurry his visit and to ask Devarajaya to decide
3P°thecar5hswh gther he had no objection to handling the case himself. _ Devarajaya
once for a ntly in a fix when he was suddenly told that the woman in his house
sy gp}?::: tb%)e delivered by a male member of the medical profession at a time when
;lv OulDevmjaya) had gone to the apothecary’s quarters simply to bring back the
qd( ife. Hence it will be seen that no great weight can be attached to this complaint
o ‘Z ona misconception of facts. I have also heard of several instances of gratuitous
:)rf:as:tment of labour cases by Mr. John Pillai, and there is no reason to suppose that
in this particular instance he was unusually hard.

ragraphs 8 to 10 of the memorial, Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar, B.4., B.L.,
first %mlfepglezdef, and his father Arunachala Aiyar figure as complainants, and the
former has made his statement before me both for himself and his father, a retired
revenue inspector. As regards the absence of the apothecary from the hospital
between 4 and 5-30 p.m., Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar says that he does not remember
the exact day when he took his step sister to the hospital who had thrust a tamarind
seed 1n her nostril, that the apothecary was not then at his quarters, that no enquiry
was made as to the whereabouts of the apothecary, and that the apothecary turned up
after 5-30 p.M. and relieved the child. The vakil does not remember if the ap«:thecary
accounted for his absence by saying that he had been to the Sub-Magistrate’s (éozurt
as a witness. The date is approximately fixed as one between the 10th May and I};d
June 1896, and the apothecary says that on that particular day he was absent ll‘]) tbe
Sub-Magistrate’s Court which is corroborated by thp cgmpoundgr. Thus it will be
seen that the complaint is not worth the paper in wh1ch. 1t 18 set forth, and that it was
apparently intended to swell the number of charges against thq appthecary. :

i Th )next complaint embodied in paragraph 9 of the memorial is even according to
the comglainant’s own showing a total misrepresentation of facts. Mr. Jayarama-
Chandraiyar admits that the hospital midwife did attend on his step mother in labour
' }rom 10 p.u. of the 13th May 1895 till 6 a.x. the next day, that finding the case too

pex )p]e.
rajaya to

%, difficult for her she left his house at 5 A.x., saying she would go and consult the apothe-

uently the midwife did not turn up, that his (J ayaramachandraiyar’s)
gzgint }g;xsgx};:?iziyar Zlisunderstood what was wanted and went to call the apothecary
instead of the midwife, that at about 10 a.x., Ramaqadalyar was again sent ?o the
hospital to bring the midwife, and that he returned without the midwife and.sald that
she had gone out to attend on some other case of labour. Mr. Arunachalaiyar was
averse to allowing the apothecary to hundle the case, though he had vol}mteergd his
services as admitted by Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar himself, and the hospital midwife
had already expressed her inability to treat the case. I do not see how the apothe-
cary or the midwife can be blamed in .the circumstances. The apothecary says that
as the midwife was unable to cope with the labour case, he sent her to attend on
another labour case at Keelur, and I find from the birth reglste‘r of Keelur village
that on 14th May 1895 one Kaluvarayan' had a son born dead. This goes to support
the statement of the apothecary, and the mforgnatlon furnished by Ramanadan to Mr.
Jayaramachandraiyar. Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar seems.hqwever to urge that his step
mother’s case should have been given preference. This is absurd on Fhe fact of it
inasmuch as the midwife was not quite equal to thq tas.k, and her services could l.le
better utilized in the other case at Keelur. The midwife nevgrthele‘ss turned up n
Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar’s house at 2_ p.M. on 14th May 1895. The language in
the memorial in regard to this complaint that the apothecary could not be moved s
quite meaningless, if not malicious, and yet the very same Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar
was one of the members of the sub-conlrplttee who drafted the memorial. It shc_)uld
be here noted that this complaint was thirteen months old at the date of the meeting,

3
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The next complaint set forth in paragraph 10 of the memoria] refers to the
treatment of a baby eloven days old born to

Mr. Jayaram achandraiyar’s step mother
spoken of in the labour case just disposed of. The apothecary opened a hojl on the
back of the baby at Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar's quarters some ten days after deljve .
and on this oceasion there was admittedly no delay in attendance on the part of the
apothecary. ' The next morning when the apothecary passed along the street, withoug
the necessary dressing materials and on some unknown business, he did not enter the
Douse to see how the child was getting on (and it is not known to Mr. Ramachandra-
1yar if the apothecary then enquired Ramanadan about the child), nor was he inyited
by Mr. Jayammachandraiyar to attend on the baby. My. J ayaramachandraiyar was
admittedly inside his housg at the tire, Immediately after Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar
8ays he sent his eousin, Ramanadan, with g carriage to hospital to bring the apothecary,

and Ramanadan retarned without the apothecary, and explained that he was then very

busy in the hospital. It was not then expressly given out by Ramanadan that the
apothecary demanded fees, and that his failure to attend was attributable to it, though

1t was understood from Ramanadan’s conversation with My, J ayaramachandraiyar that
that might be the case, Ramanad i |

assurance as to the payment of any fee that might he demanded. At about 10 AN,
apparently ufter the hospital work ‘wa

t § over, the apothecary went to Mr. Jayarama-
chandraiyar's and dressed the boil but refused to receive a sum of Rs, 5 thouggoﬁered

bgv. Mr. Jayaramuehandraiyar, explaining that he would receive the feq only after the
child was cured. The apothecary attended at Mr. ayaramaahnndr&iy&r’s quarters

more thaq twelve 'da):S, and cured the baby completely. My, Jayaramachundr'aivar
never noticed any indifference i i apothecary atte}lfled

e 1n his treatment during the time the

on :the babv_v, and eventual}y sent of his acecord Rs. 20 to the apothecary as his remune-
ration. Now I would ask would any same man, who cannig bring himself tg stoop to
foul means and misrepresent indubitable facts So much in favour of the apothec:I:rv

think of complaining against that very officer, and express his imaginary grievance in
such strong language as to induce the authorities to beljeve that the medica] officer
was devoid of even the rudimentary principles of humanity, and heartless in exacting
money, without regard to the sufferings of the patients. Tn fact, Mr. Jayarama-
chandraiyar has practically withdrawn all his complaints, and on being questioned as
to the wording of paragraph 10 of the memorial purporting to have been drafted by
himself and his comrades, members of the sub-committee, Mp, a_varamaehandraiyar
says that the words in paragraph 10 are not his own, and that his fathep Arunachala-
iyar does not know English, Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar candidly admitted before me,
when questioned as to why the good services of Mr, John Pillaj were not represented
at the public meeting, that the meeting was convened to ¢

the action of the medical officer. T may, however
outspoken manner in which as g geutleman Mr,
statement before me regardless of the dire co .
district munsif, and his friends, which seem to have threatened other m

the local bar, deserve consideration,

9. Paragraph 11 of the memorial deals with the grievance of My, Pranathar-
thihara Aiyar, Local Fund Assistant Engineer, who was not present at the eeting,
and who seem to have signed the memorial under pressure from the Sub-Registrar
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar. It is sajd In the memorial that the apothecary, when
sent for, refused to call on Mr. Pravatharthihara Aiyar when the latter was suffering
one day from ZAigh fever. In his statement before me, Mr. Pranatharthiharg Aiyar
says that on 11th February 1896 he had fover (not high fever) that that day between
6 and 8 A, (hospital hours) he sent word to the apothecary asking him to attenq
at his quarters—two furlongs from the. hospital—that he was Informed that gg the
apothecary was then busy at the hospital, he had expressed hl_s ma'bility to comply
with the request, that the compounder was however sent to him with the required
medicines from the hospital, and that the foyer sul;»sxded that night, Mr. Pranathar.
thihara Alyar adds that the apothecary went to him the next morning anq enquired
about his health, and on being questioned as to the health of my child he (apothecary)
gave out that it was in a critical state the previous day, that he (Pranathathihara
Aiyar) knew that the apothecary had also {9 attenq on my baby the previous day,
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Ry o i tention of complaining
1 in print, he had no serious attention 0 !

ing the memoria er desired any one to represent. his grievauce to
that b(t%f:;z s:;Otlgecary, thzt;li}(lzeulll:&i“g’ that as the_» memorial in print dlq not falrliv
the authorities or at the fphis case, he added a note in pencil at the close of pa.ragrag)dl
ot out the whole facts oatten ded the next day when his services Werednoft in llfzgl :
801 that the apothecary. trar objected to the appearance of such a record (favourable
1 that as the sub-regis body of the memorial itself, the pencil entry was §eoz;ed
E,Utthe apotheea'r)’) n therepeate d in ink just above his (Pranatharthihara Aiyar s)

out, and the fmzo;‘;tﬁint is in_itself shown to be frivolous, to say the least of it,
’ e

R e e e

ol i 5 ies, be present in the
ignature. medical offi uld not, in justice to his duties,
;‘ml uch theh r(::el ?imze;-ncoMr. Pra’natharthihara Aiyar’s house to attend to an
at the sa

: : it of 's in inten-
hospital and § fever, but the highly reprehensible heonduct (-)italt};en gTr?ai:ftlerring .
ordinary case o ing a salient fact from the body of the memorial, ber of signatures
tionally suppresst fotioeable portion of the memorial amidst a nu&xiu 'el : a%e B
ftees oot 1kl v den i o setionof thooiils & ot

gerves comment. is explanation in regard to thi et :

g:etion as Pl‘emlse;1 'th:{? }:lli W(}J)rding in the memor{al i8 not Justlﬁed“l;yotilllﬁe vfzﬁtg
rightly p OmtsMOU Pranatharthihara Aiyar himself, which do not refer tfl) G 1 ol
deposed to by ! I:-ttel;d » and that being unaware of the strained re a.l?ns ilw d
g ‘;{ e(fuszil::e;r\*) and the Sub-Registrar, Mr. Pranatharthihara Aiyar, allowe
himself (apothecary

If to be carried away by the pressure of the sub-registrar, who had through-
imself to be 1e( yby
lo?tlz?acted with a sinister motive.

' iev: ar ied 1 graphs 12, 13
1 rhose grievances are embodied in parag 2, ]
> next compiainant, whose g J ) 4
lf. f:rlll?elmemoria{) 18 M. l,{.Rv. T. Varatharajulu Naidu Gal‘u], B.A.,bB.;.;eI)lilse‘clflgr
0 lf (())f Tirukk(»vihir? He wished to avoid his personal a{ten( ﬁlicgeaeog Lk
ﬁg%nquiry on the score of his official ptuﬂthl; a;ldt ht(l‘lefaatéir;)spoefas;gs S g
. Ty ' a written statement o > fa : 2
R e ey e his official capacity, and as the apothecary
i aints had no reference to his : SR At
oy COII]})LI‘IH\(T against admitting on record any statement 'O(;th?t ¢ Y in
stoutly pr'nte-%i(' bloll Bg e 6 by cross-examination, the dlsgle Eunss més.t
e behl.nd_n.s -t'u xe(ntéd to depose before me. He‘prease is (i arge i
much hesxtuu(ti(n1 fuilos a new charge which does not find plac?l n t.lle mtci))mm}ca: 1;
vehimently, a} ec the three complaints in the memorial were ad ({10 (,e:is, ; a(;l) ;n
apparlrlentl{lbe(.allﬁs date of the public meeting which he attended, and made
months old on )

laborate statement which I had to record on two days successively for full twelye
elaborate state

hour?l.‘h first complaint in chronological order is set forth in paragraph 13 of the
e St € o

istri i t he had an abscess near one of his knees,
memorial. The éhtb(i);r;ﬁte :;;?;fc:fg ;tf h:bout 7 p.a. on 28th July 1895 c{or %ressuiigl*
e W’.ﬁfxe apothecary sent word in reply that he was much tlrek.an h;zout
the abscess. > O‘Ifer A message was again sent to the apothecaau‘{ri a; u;gi- 1311‘ ho
not therefore ca e a.t least, but even this requisition was not complied with, 3 ve
send the compou e A independently of the apothecary, and he (compoun el({
compounder “éas P T e U apothecary had already commence
Sarméd.ap ,at PaM“a,s asked by the distriet munsif either to atte:1d himself, or to
the treatment an ‘;der On the morning of the 29¢k July 1895, the apot.h‘ete)ar};
dftp u?edhfnez}lﬂm;istrie; munsif at his quart;elg Etxnd ant;‘;e(};hzoa%gczgs fOIb; (t)lljle
atten : There was no need to cut o :
t\yo days from tﬁa’% u({a?eisggh(é’ﬁe;mshél b e tuI:ne S 1_16 <
.o 4o, 1) ann):er that it might not fall away during sleeping hours, apply-
abscess in suc!l it mwhat the apothecary had previously prescnbe(-l. IIt is admltted
ing to the abicesslnsif that he might himself have bandaged it. 1; connection
b)f the .dlsmcfln}lt the :1pothoozu'{* says that if there was ‘z.my rea.frequlsltﬁog
il c?imp a,mh: would -oertainlif have attended on the district munsif ag ha tﬁ
for his atten a!(lie?,f : that date. that it is impossnblq fox" }}1m to remember, after the
Spcks iny 5 t'e ar the.miu’ute details of every individual case tr'eate'd by Ipm,
agpeof gy s ?Tw‘ith the distriet munsif and his people to apply f?r his services
and tl.mttllt_ ‘““115 ‘(l:i: I would request a reference to the apothecary’s explanation
even 1n trivial cases.

with regard to this and other complaints against him.
gt
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hAs regards p:;ragr:};;h 1% of the memorial, the district munsif’s
to the treatment of another abscess near his anus, and in connecti i .

to the apcthecary asking him to attend at his quarters on the ggt;‘nt:uthux:‘h; s
which he received a reply that, as it was a meeting day of the panchaygt md895 to
might be fully occupied with the hospital work, the apothecary could n (;t callu he
in the morning and that he would attend later on. The district munsit Waitedov-er
12 noon without going to court, but the medical oficer did not turn up ﬁll
apothecary’s note, dated 10th August 1895, on a scrap of paper was preserved - tn]el
one year, and produced by the district munsif on 16th August 1896. The district
munsif admits that the apothecary turned up the next day (11th August), and that
on the 12th August he opened the abscess as he had undertaken to do the previous
day. The apothecary says that, to the best of his recollection, he went to the house of
the district munsif in the afternoon of the 10th August 1895, and learnt that he had
left his court which he would not bave done if the disease was a serious one But
the district munsif refuses to believe it, and his contention is that had the n.ledical
officer appeared after his going to court, his servants would have given information of
it. It is really very strange that the distriet munsif preferred to rely on his servants
as to what happened a year ago, and would not believe the apothecary, though the
distriet muz.xsﬁ’s absence from his house could be ascertained witl{out directl
enquiring his own servants. I may also observe here that I find from an extmcyt

from the hospital visitors’ book that it was on the 10th August 1895 that
the Assistant Collector, visited the hospital, and recorded his notes in t%e%:o& oberts,

The next paragraph (14) deals with the complaint T gia
to the treatment of his daughter. He says thag on tlfef tzhﬁizgmjti:‘;z‘:? ull?;?lstre%ar(t
1 A, his daughter was seriously ill, and that he sent a lantern with two servagt: 1:0
the apothecary with an urgent request that he should come over to see the patient
The men returned with a medicine and said that the apothecary could not be induced
to come at that hour. The medicine was not however administered as the apothecary
had not seen the patient. In this instance there was no written communication
between the district munsif and the apothecary. The apothecary says that he had
seen the girl the previous evening at his quarters, and given the necessary medicines
to be taken at stated hours for the night, that to the best of his recollection on that
very night at about 9 o’clock a servant of the district munsif sent by his wife orally
reported the state of the child, and asked for certain instructions as to the adminis-
tration of medicine and diet for the night, that he forthwith gave the required
instructions, and attended on the child the next morning, and that the allegation that
the child which was stated to be very seriously ill at 2 Am., was all right the next
morning is enough to indicate the simple nature of the disease.

The fourth complaint of the district munsif which, for the first time, was brought
to notice in his written statement sent to me on 16th August 1896, i.e., seven weeks
after the public meeting, refers to the apothecary’s failure to attend on him in the
early part of March 1896, when he (district munsif) had slight fever, and when a
female member of his household had sent word to the apothecary in his name. It is
however admitted by the district munsif at the close of sheet No. 6 of his statement
made before me that the apothecary attended on him when he had slight fever. It i8
not clear whether this was not the occasion spoken of as referring to March 1896.
The apothecary says in his explanation that to the best of his recollection, he saw the
district munsif at his quarters and prescribed medicines on 5th March 1896.

As for remuneration* to the apothecary, the district munsif has at(empted to
show by a peculiar classification of the
medical officer’s visits, into official and
friendly, and visits entitling him to remu-
neration aud no fees, that the visits for
which any fee was due were not more than the value (Rs. 5) of a tennis bat, which he
had given him in the middle of 1895, and Rs. 3 which he. has sent in cash on two
different oceasions after January 1896. The apothecary denies having received more
than Rs. 2 in cash and says that, on receipt of this amount on 18th February 1896, he
sent him & note thanking him and pointing out this payment as a new departure in
his case, that the bat was merely given as a loan, and that the district munsif had

complaint refers

* Vide apothecary’s separate list enclosed of
medical attendance and quality of medicines
sapplied.

—————— o
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od as its price. The bat was returned to the district
refused to accept m'ffsr :g:rmiet'mg agd that very day, and it was af:cepted by him.
munsif immediately & ts me to believe that as the scale of fees for private attendance
The district e wﬁ:d not been fixed, there was no payment throughout the year
of the medical officer £ the tennis bat, which he says, he l_ntepded to serve as remune-
1895, except by wa)(’i (1,1013 openly expressed it. But the district munsif did not care to
ration, though he Jib feo due apparently because he never meant to pay, and does not
o (?ef,ain:ad a record of the number of official visits at his quarters
remember to have ma;!éuce that officer’s letter written to him so recently as 18th

and is unable t0 %li.le he has carefully preserved notes as to the dates of all his
February 1896, ¥

arv. though nearly a year and old, and the scrap of

complaints agmushtintlhiyagﬁgéezﬂizgr 80 %ar back as 10th _August.: 1895. A careful

Pt g g trict munsif’s statement made before me will convince the reader that

rusal of the 81 ‘ nd by a sustained effort tried his utmost to withhold or deny every

he has str e““"l':-sg,? av be construed favourable to the apothecary, that he has exerted

infoﬁlr{nam:[llwp(::sibl; }lyoopholes where the medical officer can be expected to afford
to fill up

ble explanation, and that he has positively asserted everything unfavourable
reasona

ts referred to happened some months ago, and he
i hage et"regstgzut%: 1<;)111':1 ?;fe;'mations given hgm by his servants, who ac:fid t:het
fiSed 1o aﬁs? : 'lors between himself and the apothecary. In this aspect, the . Sdlc
i Qf,nxesscnge t is a striking contrast to that of his Pleader Mr. Jayaramachan r_'a;
munmf b 'Stat'emenrked for candour and fairness. It is to be regrgttqd tt}at the distric
Lisih 'W‘hwh 1 i £ails just where what may be elicited from him 18 hkgly to favour
g m.(,morty the a] othecary even in regard to recent events, but‘hm_ memory 18
i contentlon(a roba%ilities rush in where an assertion touching incidents ;al}lly
(ﬁg' ailike{) to bring home a charge to the medical officer. It STII?iS as st oe;
rqont‘hs g ls't‘ hasycarried a little too far his judicial acuman, aqd allowe] 5 ? S::t e :
?;?;réitqiﬁ;l: Z}s a judicial officer to be overgowereﬁig)z Ogﬁgxﬂléﬁi :vehe-rl: iirwil'l 1
< o - s . N . 4 0 :
sl SoweTenaeils tﬁ thi:vzglgge(&ett;ub?ilr?; ‘;lbgut the memorial under rgport. 'l:fhs
ghown how much he ];1 3 d on what he was told by his servants, and the information
gomplainia 4¢ i e T at happened some ten months ago. In the light of the

] b i he charges
was with reference to W othecary, I cannot attach any weight to the charges,
exglaﬁatti"“ .fsu{)glts}il:g(h};ttg:u? sfuﬁice toys:how at once whether it was becoming on an
and the tenni

1 1 ¢ tion for
: it :strict munsif to have treated -th'e bat as a remunera
giiconis O posxtxonso f)fthfh?:;othecary, while it was originally given him as a loan,

th?l proéessf::&;i:;t a present wheu its price was offered by the apothecary. I may
and subseq

1 : i i t b

t dates of the several complaints now given out by
O obser\ée hlfxrmziftgztnglgiizﬁa;lace in the memorial, that he has purposely omitted
¢t m

- n the memorial and that in a portion of Mis statement before me he says he is
to sign the m ] e

: rding in the memorial.
not responsible foz' tzstﬁ(r)nfm gvh o appears on the stage is Mr. Gopala Row, Inspect':)ir
11. The élfbk%iri Department, Tirukkéyilir circle, who had the honour }?f Pl'ebSI 4
of the Salt an ‘meeting held on 24th June 1896. He appears to have been

ing z:t thsn grflgme imaginary grievance against the apothecary in that he was not
smarting

: i i t visit without previous

: hospital on the occasion of his firs ) ]
courteously rf{il?flt‘l’fa‘}c %ﬁ:g;othegary had refused to give hima medical certificate to
a

intimation, ick leave. These two personal grievances all shown to be
enable ﬁﬁrfgeﬁpg;ytg'rz‘ﬁsﬂd“ in his accompanying report, dated 15th September
uite w

1tti t he was not
: was not to blame for omitting to do what
1896, masmu(ilh ?z 'g;: fg::&ici?sick certificate to be granted to a gg?tted (l)lﬁicer,
col(iilpt}alteél‘f\ ItO G?o;)ala Row should have previously announced his position when he
and that Mr. i
e al. , . d
first visited the hospita the memorial that the apothecary did not attend,
1t is stated u{)Pa{gf mé%l;:li offiovv? when he was _suﬁering from ear-ache and he
on(})img ifl:{:l :Or:id )L ¢ the compounder who had the kindness to do the needful. Mr.
had to seek t

i has sent
G v in the presence of the apothecary, and he
et I'{tcf);wn :t‘:':gi(liez'f (:lh?:alilxlllrhi has im%roved his complaint by adding throat-ache
me a writte A

: )
he. It appears from the explanation of the apothecary and his compounder’s
to ear-acie.

3 lied for medical aid for ear-ache, that
statement that Mr. Gopala Row never appie :

very str
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of the apothecary, that the disease, throat-ache, was introduced in Mr. Gopala Row

written statement after the apothecary recorded the statement of his oompoﬁnﬂ;:j;:w

in regard to it, and that the accusation is quite unfounded and malicious. Mr. Go
Row says in his written statement, dated 5th August 1896, that the apotheecary wag

P

tal records to have received in full confidence medical aid at the very same hospital
managed by Mr. John Pillai. Mr. Gopala Row has purposely omitted to sign the
memorial, though he was the president of the meeting. As he was subsequently
transferred to Nandyal he could not be cross-examined by the apothecary. His

unwarranted aspersions, out of interested motive, on the populurity of the apothecary,
deserve severe notice.

12. The next complainant is one Rangasami Pillai, a peon of the local Distriet
Munsif's Court. His complaint as set forth in 16 of the memorial is that his boy
with a cancerous ulcer in one of his jaws was placed unger the treatment of the
apothecary, that as the ulcer was emitting foul smell the apothecary kept him at a
distance, and had the ulcer dressed by a ward cooly, and that the boy was under
indifferent treatment. There is a marginal note in manuscript in the handwriting of
the sub-registrar that the boy died since the date of the memorial, as if the death was
due to indifferent treatment. But Rangasami Pillai, who does not know English, has
in his statement before me distinetly stated that he noticed no sort of indifierence in
the treatmen.t. of the boy, that the apothecary regretted the result of the quack treat-
ment in the interval and even apprized him ‘of the dangerous consequences of it, but
never ordered the boy to be kept aloof, that the boy’s mother used to keep him at
some distance because of the bad smell, that the apofbecary examined the boy on the
first day, and prescribed medicines, and that the boy was given the same kind of
treatment as was given to the other patients in the hospital. 1t is also eyident from
this peon’s statement that on the day of the public meeting he was sent for through
another peon of the district munsif, and asked by the sub-registrar, Mr, Srcenivasa
Row, ax}d the retired district munsif to make a statement of his boy’s case, that the
sub-registrar anq the district munsif are friends and that the former evinced special
lnterest In enquiring about the death of the boy in the house of the district munsif.
The ounly complaint of this peon is that the apothecary did not go near the boy after
the first day, though the boy was every day taken in his presence and given preserip-
tion. It was the compounder who gave medicines to the boy as prescribed by the
medical officer and the ulcer was washed by the ward cooly as is generally done in the
case of other patients. There is virtually no valid ground of complaint against the
apothecary. Facts have been distorted aud misrepresented with unworthy motives for
which the Sub-Registrar, Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar, was one of the few responsible.
The language in the memorial is greatly misleading, and the sub-registrar W}lo
drafted it had an ulterior object which will be dwelt upon later on. This complaint
having completely fallen to the ground the apothecary says that there is no need for
him to offer his explanation in regard to it. This is one of a series of unsuccessful
attempts at multiplying the charges against the apothecary, and the peon being 8
subordinate of the district munsif seems to have been induced to say something against
the medical officer at the public meeting, apparently because he was encouraged by

the presence of his master there with a number of complaints of his own against the
same officer,

13. The next grievance embodied in paragraph 17 of the memorial is that of
M.R.Ry. 8. Sundmg;,r, Tahsildar of ﬁmk}idyiﬁ? It was represented at the public
meeting by the Sub-Registrar, M.R.Ry. Masilamani Mudaliyar, though the latter was
not desired to do so. The tahsildar was not one of the members of the public
meeting, nor has he affixed his signature to the memorial. The sub-registrar says
that when he happened to meet the tahsildar on two occasions, he (sub-registrar)
voluntarily mentioned to him that the apothecary had not been ku}d enough to attend
cn him forthwith, that the tahsildar did not contradict, and that in the course of his
conversation with the tahsildar it was clear that he preferred native treatment to that

when Mr. Gopala Row wanted some medicine to apply to his throat, it was sent ¢n
him through the compounder, that there was no requisition from him for the em,f ‘_,,:E

highly unpopular, and that a majority of the people have lost their confidence in him, <
while as a matter of fact several members of his own family are shown by the hospi-

B L
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had a complaint against Mr. John Pillai, and he dlscha.rged the self-imposed duty of
jving utterance to it by representing it to the chairman of the public meeting.
he report of the tahsildar, dated 21st September 1896, which I have obtained
regarding the allegations in paragraphs 17 and 21 of the memorial will go to show that
he had not a shadow of grievance against the apothecary, that that officer did comply
with his request and attend on him (tahsildar) as early as possible, that he ( tahsildar)
had a fall from horseback on 18th June 1895 at a place 9 miles from Tirokkéyilir,
and not from a carriage at a village 6 miles from the town as stated in the memorial,
that his case was not one of grave urgency as stated in the memorial, that thero was

b no urgent request for the attendance of the apothecary, that the expression “a con-

| veyance drawn by a pony ” was inserted in paragraph 17 of the memorial with a view
induce a belief that it was a swift conveyance, while, as a matter of fact, the pony
which was the property of the sub-registrar himself was well known to be the slowest

i ./ creature unable to walk even 2 miles an hour, and that he (tahsildar) had recourse to

native treatment in September 1895 because of the simple nature of the disease he was
then suffering from, and of his having, on a previous occasion, when he had an injury
in his forearm by a fall, treated with indifference the instructions given him by the
apothecary. The words of the tahsildar in the concluding paragraph of his report
under reference may be quoted here for facility of reference—

“T beg to observe that I was neither present at the meeting, nor have I signed the memorial,
nor have I asked any of those present at the meeting to represent my grievances, if any. The
sub-registrar has nevertheless, to show himself in his true colours, discharged his self-imposed duty
of representing me as one of the complainants, and in doing so, he has, as shown above, acquitted
himself in a way most unbecoming, to say the least of it, an officer of his position, inasmuch as he

has freely indulged himself in reprehensible distortion and suppression of facts with an ulterior
object which pervades the memorial.”

In this conncction, T may also bring to notice that the tahsildar visited the
hospital on Tth June 1896, 7.c., seventeen days before the date of the public meeting of
which nothing was then known, and noted in the visitors’ book that the institution
was very popular, and that great credit was due to Mr, John Pillai for the interest he
took in his work. It is absurd to say in the face of these remarks recorded so
recently, that the tahsildar had really any grievance against the Apothecary, Mr. John
Pillai. At page 26 of his report, dated 25th August 1896, Mr. John Pillai has, in
view of the various false charges maliciously urged against him in the memorial,
applied for permission to prosecute some of the_a I_eading men for defamation and
damages if not also for false information ; and this is a matter for the consideration
of the authorities,

14. The next complaint set out in paragraph 18 of the memorial is represented
as one which proceeded from myself, and this was, as admitted by the Sub-Registrar,
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar, ventilated by him at the public meeting. Here again there
is a culpable suppression of facts. A few days after I joined this division, a ryot from
a distant village represented to me in the office that he was unable to pay the high fee
demanded by the apothecary for aitendance in his village on a labour case. As I
was informed that the seale of fecs and the distance limit had not been fixed by this
taluk board, I eould not satisfactorily settle the matter. Subsequently, the subject
came up for decision at a meeting of the taluk board, and I was for fixing the lower
scale of fees referred to in the Government Order in consideration of the poverty of the
masses in this division, and in support of my view I referred to the particular incident
as admitted by the sub-registrar, who, as vice-president of the taluk board, was

resent at the meeting. The lower of the two scales was adopted, and a distance

imit of 12 miles was fixed in a resolution of the taluk board at the Mmeeting.
This does not show in the least that Mr. John Pillai was unreasonable in hig demands,
or that he was unduly cruel in the particular case. The sub-registrar has apparently
availed himself of his connection with the taluk board and misused the information
he had obtained as a member and vice-president of the board to serve his end. The
apothecary says that the distance he was desired to travel by the ryot in the case
under reference was about 15 miles, that he had brought no conveyance, and that he
was not prepared to pay any fee. I may say that if I had thought that Mr. John

of the apothecary. It was therefore inferred by the sub-registrar that the tahsildar -
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Pillai was in any way to blame in the matter, T would certainly haye called for 1¢
explanation, and seftled the matter. But I had no just cause of complajng or his

absence of definite rules on the subject, and the matter was therefore dropped :l: ttt
time.

the medical treatment of Mr. John Pillai. This is another instance of e ra i
and misstatement of facts. In the course of twenty days from the close of Jan
1896, three children in my family died one after another, and they were not exelnsivaly
under the treatment of Mp. John Pillai. The first child had an attack of dysente
when I was absent in camp 40 miles off. It was for some days unde
of a native physician in my absence, and when Mr, J ohn Pillai took
found it almost hopeless. The child died immediately
lir. Mr. John Pillai tried his best and devoted grea
the other two children, who were also occasionally un
is labours proved fruitless, A Woman from,a villag
Was sent for at the instance of the female inmates of my house for the treatment of
the last baby, simply as a last chance, but after som
hopeless of cure. The woman was thereafter sent b
rupees. This course was adopted not because of w
but because we had to ry the last chance as is oce
medical officers. It is very strange that so muec

ack with a remuneration of a few ‘
ant of confidence in the apothecary, B
asionally done even by professional

ving children when they were suffering from fever., The Tahsildar, My, §

saysg that on many occasions after he had a fall from his horse, he haq recgt?lisdgr:oly;g;
treatment of Mr. John Pillai for himself, his wife and children,

that the allegation in paragraph 21 of the memorial rests on ve
and that it is calculated by the authors of the memorial, of who
one, to unfairly represent Mr. John Pillai as an unworthy member of the medical
profession. I shall return to this subject when dealing with his general popularity,

ry shaby foundation,

f
15. The last specific charge against the apothecary is recorded in paragraph 19 ‘;

of the memorial, and the officer who took upon himself the responsibility of represent-
ing it at the public meeting was Mr. Narasimma Chariar, the Inspector of Police, i
Tirukkdyilir Division. This officer attended the meeting on 24th June 1896, and he .

has signed the memorial on 2nd July 1896, in his capacity as inspector of police. Al |

He says that he has made a report in his diary to the Superintendent of the convening

of the public meeting, and of its object. It is not known if he has made his official o
superior understand that he figured as one of the complainants against the apothg ; B
He says distinctly that he had no grievance of his own against Mr. John Pillai, that

on the other hand he was very much thankful to him for his having taken special care
of his brother and treated him for a month for lunacy, that his requisition for the
medical services of Mr. John Pillaj was always readily complied with, that for all such
Bervices no remuneration was at any time demanded or paid, that even when a remu-
neration was offered, Mr. John Pillai declined to receive it, and that so far as medical

treatment is concerned, he (police inspector) had no complaint against the apothe- i

cary. The police inspector had however official complaints against the Apothecary

Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as a medical officer and union chairman. This is the i

very inspeetor of police who is responsible for the scandalous Insinuation in paragraph
13 Zf thg memoria?l that Mr. J othPillai is indirec.tly_ responsible for thg death of a i}
Pariah from Adichanallur, who had sustained injuries by a fall from a piccotah, and k.
who, according to the memorial, died some two days afger he was refused admtssnor‘l asan ¢
in-patient in the hospital in February or March'1896. In his statement befo, e me, I,
the inspector says that he had the information from an unknown female relation of ,
the deceased Pariah, that when the latter was taken to the hos;‘nt.al, he was not taken as j 1
an in-patient, and that the medical officer had not taken. sufficient pains to treat the

patient. = The inspector says that he got this information some ten days after the

death of the injured Pariah, that the Pariah was not sent to the hospital by the police,

and that no enquiry was made if the Pariah offered to be taken as an in-patient, ?

and if he had not already been under the treatment of a native quack. There is

e days she gave up the baby as e

It will thus be seen .

m the sub-registrar ig P

)

N
-~
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e ial itself of the indifferent treatment now spoken of by the
nothing said in the memon:rlelntff; aosubSequent improvement to aggravate the charge
inspector, and this was app ing to the records of inquest in this case, I find
inspec 1 On referring .
ag . nst Mr. ,.Iohn Pﬂm& the case as one of ‘accidental death, that in regly to a
that the police repcg' . istrate, the apothecary stated thatz according to the informa-
reference from the 81‘: '1]'1’:‘% sustained the injury by a beating, and that, after some
tion of the Pariah, be ubject between the magisirate and the police, the sub-magis-
e01'1‘931'011‘1"'.’“’e on thqs bljood relations of the deceased and othprs and fonnd that
trate examined cert‘;fu;ccideni;al death. The police did not relish the idea of the
the case to be ofliig certain information contrary to the line of their action, If
apothecary fmz %und of complaint against the apothecary, thg blooq relations of
SaoE Whe A7T g‘e aggrieved parties would certainly have mentioned it when they
the deceased l:fll"‘g the s%%,magistrate in about five days after the death ; but, as a
L I {ind no such thing in the records of the sub-maglstraﬁes. enquiry.
tan L to be that the inspector had for about a_year been cherishing strong
The .faCt segms inst the apothecary, and he availed himself of the opportunity of
giginl gru gt‘;nagacom]tenf-znced by officials and vakils to defame M r. John Pﬂla}l by
a public mee th eg imaginary grievance of an unknown person. It_ will be seen 1ron;
TePresenﬁmgs that the inspector is one of the worst oﬁegders without a particle 131
e (;'W the gratuitous medical aid which he had so often received from Mr. J 0

B e rding this unfounded complaint in paragraph 19 against
Pillai. The f b-JGCtd o rfgj?errin?g to his antecedents in a parallel case some years ago
Mrt.h?k:xf{f{)ﬂloign&*n}l)aracrraph 20, needs hardly any comment, and tﬁle authors of tllle
" e b e tainly one, seem to have ingenious y

rial, of whom the sub-lgg_lstlar was certainly ) 4
gg:ised’their powers of exposition by such an arrangement andPgﬁillfenC;lfef aal(l)i%ae_
tions to improperly influence the authorlt}es against Mr. Jthﬁ al.orial waspsome
'8 that his suspension referred to in paragraph 20 of the mem .
g;y says tha E aﬂlj] that it was cancelled on his appeal. The records in the
n years ago, » L ; Sl
Suregeo 11)-Generagl’s office may, if necessary, be referred to on the subjec

. : ; : he manuseript memorial already repor_ted

. T memf)t!aa; a;ial;ir%r:;i ;gisflg;,iltlvestigation (I))f the various charges against

o by s, CI(?sesbw; for }L's immediate transfer from the place. I have shown above

3 apqthe}a]caljt'},] gharges are utterly unfounded and imaginary, and it will be apparent

5 2 lethat in some instances they are malicious, and that the memorial was

fr(::m ;)hs%;iﬁ;eto pander to the wishes of a few discontended influential men in the

got uw

town. !

y ot rusal of the records of my enquiry and of the reports

IZI.‘ feﬁﬁ;: ogI'i‘ir&Iicé?iIi?ir, dated 15th and 21st September 1846, coupled with a

of the at_s of the facts brought to notice by the apothecary in his report, dated

e ]Ont 1896, I am led to conclude that the chief instigators of the public

L A“gud8 the sui)sequent printed memorial under report were the gentlempn named

bmeiﬁfvtngana(lil thétdbut for the district munsif such a well-attended public meeting would

elow,

il lge)nl\I;O];Slel; J_ Varatharajuln Naidu Garu, B.A., B.L., "District Munsif,
@) M?éfﬁ%ég}ﬁ%as%aﬁn}& ggl%daliyu Avargal, late Sub-Registrar and
(3) M%?ﬁ&frgségi?vés%zigg Ié&o;%%al, 1st Grade Pleader and a Member of
4) M%{?R];l.sgiﬁ:rzsimma Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyi-
(5) M%ﬁflgvggilﬁda Udayan, Landholder and Member of the Uniop Pan-
(6) Mclgalyz;t Sadasiva Pillai, Privato Vakil Tirukk?rihirt. .
e et e do i ot
1ve;1 }111111';11:1}v 2‘§9§?r2nd <;n the? 10th aud.22nd August 1895. Iq regagdhtl these
copsane i\ ity G s s g
1895), there was communication 1n writing Fhee A ;s
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The district man

pothecary on his son for g sham head-ache,
his peon one rupee to Mr. John Pillai, t

he receipt h i8 denied by the latter.

It cannot be said in re rof the officers is uttering false-
' March 1896 when his aunt sent
munsif for slight fever, Mr. John
s house to ascertain how the
flicers, the reasonable inference

is that, in the first inst Y Was misappropriated by the peon, and that,
in the second instance, some wrong information was 2i

instances spoken to by the district munsif himself gre sufficient to show what
amount of co_nﬁdence.can be placed on his servants, and how far they can be relied on
for accurate information. Whatever it may be, it was and it still continues to be the
impression of the district muniy that the apoth

to his calls. In September 1895 when he (dist
then on sick bed accompained by

then a satisfactory reply from Mr, John Pillai.
the attendance of the a

ance, the mone

rict munsif) went to see the tahsildar

¥ his friend, the sub-registrar, he was observed !’Y
the tahsildar to welcome against Mr.g John' Pillai. The district
sent his complaints in writing to the 3
: ] device of mentioning them in his private conversa= -y
tion with my predecessor My, Rajaratna Mudaliar, who left the distriet on transfer
in the middle of October 1895, i i

. every information 5
munsif had not the moral courg

. ge to repre
authorities, and he sought for

ghaviah presided, the syl

pretext of economy to replace the two apothe

hospital assistants, as if

being the

hi Aiyangar. But even this attempt

8ion in the middle of December 1895, and the district munsif says
day of my assumption of charge

N ¢ tset
show that the distrie munsif wished to influence me at the very outs
Mr. John Pillai, and eventually to secure his tramsfer. This was certa
commendable course, T g,

inly not 8

. spirit of ﬁ" et

bsequently noticed in the sub-registrar a sp! irukkdyildr

sition to Mr. John Pillai ehBeq s : ts. In

g iefly in “his capacity as Chairman of the
Union, I had then, howeve

: events. In
*> 10 knowledge of the details of the past of the

February 1896, the gu i

taluk hoard

members
b-registrar and Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who a8

complained to me
; been requested to report on house-tax ap P ion servants
. that the Union Chai :

uni
irman, Mr. John Pillai, had refused to lend."‘:l :{13?‘
to help them in inspecting the houses iy the union and I pacifi
the required aid, [y

Im
April 1896, there was a report from ﬁmﬂ"b‘y-m J
the Salt and Abk4r Department, complaining of tht;;lctlg:;
‘onsanitarygronndsandbringin to notice his unpopularity. Dis. No #
o me, and T have in my endorsgement on the tahsﬂdﬁl":bmmt the sub- e
24th May 1896, in the Tocal Funy branch, represented to YO8 By pitlai, i
was lightly suspected of baving set up Mr. Holman a th May 1896, there Wla' :
the latter wag not ¢ blame in the matter. Again, on 7! servants and comp lmltlig-
petlhonsw rporting to have been signed by seven u}:m; work. One of these 1i92 =
against Mr. John Pillai for exacting from them his PriVE'L 0 o coment, dated
tions was addresse to you as President, district boar((ll (t'i'le}' were referred to me for
May 1896), and the other to the District Surgeon, an Sub-Magistrate for inquiry,
disposal. The petitions were referred to the Stationary titions were pseudonymo‘tl;
and his report, dated 29,4 June 1896, shows that the pe f the enemies of Mr. Jo
that they were believed to have been got up by scme 0 laint against that officer—
Pillai and that the union mmuexamxmdgldm O A as +
wide file enclosed. s 5

¥

. .:_-,: .-snrgmn-General.

ven to Mr, John Pillai. These

‘  ’. the public
% cnm{;tﬁﬂy

- - . vV aga
ecary is to blame for not responding ~ he had to s

. 0
- Dovertheless on the morning

s ol {h
roved unsuccessful, inasmuch as the res::‘;"izqspiw of
d was, on mature consideration, vetoed by the district bo st
vehement support by Mr. Sreeni

‘oined the divi=
vasa Row in the district board. 1 Ll{:;n?:‘ the very
L4

e : » he made me understand that the _8P°%nt ?t'goes $0 e
indifferent medical officer. T dq not remember {o have heard of it. inst

A TS

J A NS

d .7". N = 3 . . 19
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. d addressed to the
vial, dated May 1896, an

in, there was a manus?rigtamzfl;nﬂ?ber ’of cha,rges i dtlg;t:g Oﬁl;ecmg
Agaw, '1‘!118 oonm:dmitted by Mr. Sreemvagallglw:g of 1896 and shown
; irman, and 1t Was, - memorial in my eox.]ﬁdenna oM i s
e chaalml dy ;OPOT tod st the to it by Mr. Sreenivasa &Z;,paci:; - e
T have . taken in re st Mr. John Pillai in 1896) on Wlhl()h
what action was t memorial agains . the very day (23:@ June ) sl o
in the ma?qs:hr;pprin‘e‘! memona;l f(gxl-l report as to the genumer:essoglfl i’glge (%‘f&gJﬁne
'vedmthﬁ' b Zli’tfmeggl;ening a public meeting the next morn '
recel sued Tor

, g : t. The notice of the meeting
: jce was 18su inted memorial under report.
init, 8 no_hce alted in the prin
1896) which res
- 1896) whic

el f . 1'.

- t aware of
S if savs that he was no
thetic(:lésct);mt‘il:l Ll;]gsht ofythe 23rd June 1:(3)93; t?:;;hiz
him at tﬁg time that he would be (}alle((ll ?111)0?}19 el
that it Siﬂtlﬁg a;zheeary, that it was no:hemegglg;lihe S
i 3 1 . . )
ey M e Sk wih i the sty
August 185)1;') ' eHe adds tllxmt he tlr:(]elcg;:; ha?[e 1(;2:; :13; observe here
10th Aug L B e :
Jetter, duted

L laints against L€ a] n part in the publie
some of his V?‘:Ll: gf:vz(:lmé:ﬂaiﬂs pra?:tisll}gtmd %Z;%tﬁlhgﬁﬂt:%zlypone of them hatd

: t ol the €le} to the printe ) ichteen signatories to
that nine B wed their signatures to the pr that five out of the eighteen signatories to
meeti]flilf ,c:r?}flz?nts A -inlt-MI;};Ii(éhhnhiI;l}:l:;;plaints are referred to are his vakils, &
spec ipt memorial m

5 P to suit
ec 1 h August 1896 after -
auhul i ding his statement on 18¢ ’ : x to
g::t’ e, rfm;); ;}g his vakils headed by Mr. Sreenivasa Row w
his convenience,

: s, sent a letter to me
inted memorial just like a num?ero?::d;zs’ﬁons to him, which,
jenatories to the printe t at the enquiry and I(’;ll tr?ct munsif did not require their
: gnesting o be presepd ith inasmuch as the, & rt, dated 15th September 1896,
;?)(grlevel', was not com}')flli(rathgr from the tah.s}édar : riefpt?ha’t Mr. Ramalinga Aiyar, M'A'f’
». It appears of the distriet muns d that it was the wish o
presence. t the instance eting, was sent for and Aty sheg
that it was 2 BBt ot L Lo a b Mlenil. the s gis
: t as a me is vakils should not expa hat he does ot like to
who was pu sif that his va ting notice, says tha )
5 . 2 he mee lng b) vois g for conveninge iﬁe
the district mﬂnRow who signed t hom there was & requisition for g
g x Soi tory to the
Mr. Sreenivasd of the persons from w Chariar, who was a joint signa -
. the names W . Sreenivasa ) to who took .pa
puvbeh'?:utmeetmy. hsméiﬁfilgédhg answer the ?lpot%::earyd 1;; ](Eerga;: i drmgar.
: : as it is distinetly stat Es t turn of mind as
meeting notios, 2% . Further, 1t 18 th quite differen :
in draffing the 8% *F the same C°“'t&b$ewllmlic% inspector took the meeting
B.A., B.L., a0

-registrar an ting and represent his
that the sub-regis hould attend the mee e
8mi:t' i(; :;r eﬂ, and told 1;12 th:t d]:;i:d by these two officers. 1t appears also
BOHE his fact is, of course,

' ice inspector
Tai -magistrate) that the Bohce inspec

ievance:;teg by Mr. Murugasa Plfllzzlhg:h; ::tb' Iga{!‘,il:y mz ol R padland
what is st e - sta

) arriage was kept

t to him on the naozll:;nmeeting’ when the Sal]g In:ﬁztl;)lgtsc ;i erézxg'ded i
m he should also a!]f‘sltﬁg is further supporte%rbg oéh:rForest Range qﬂicerI to tlllg

iting for him. tatement taken fro ceting. Now I wou

::%]still?lir- e 'lsv?tl:((i z; :he Sub-regmtrzl: t; zgéﬁge?}c%entlrariou% tstatf?ments1 with
was ImvIiLed n readin : the conclusion

e th:tt::ethe T T mg? z]i: gaSe is not: such as to le?%d 51129 ;gb-registrar, the
sk who rd to the Probabllltles od among the distriet hmml:; a.,s S\iThny onmbibgtion
that thgeameetinfgl was El‘;&?g;ﬁnivasa ng,t and :hey tc:\:fd and to make the n':fetifng
: o8, A1C 5 as best as tisfactorily for
m-sprei‘;":hzfmpzo Pr(’;,ss ﬁle %E-?eie'::asa Row is unabl: int:t ﬁt;m:;'i)&; czry, : glblic'
amo e88 ! K ' blic meeting ag ine. as he had

a thorough suce morials and a pul in preference to representing, as !
having reszrb:?}:: :;zzol of the loci :Z?t%entlaﬁlk or district board of which he is

servant unde 1evan

K ent bEfore me,
In his Izgtteifllg till he got the

le should be ready with t

& itation in concluding that
a right to do, o ehm%?c:rd;;erves notice. I have no hesitation

N i rhose
: Sl f, the sub-registrar w
d his con rt the district munsi,
a memb(_-ll‘, o ed together to suppo
the vakils jon

dy to
tted very much, was ready |
b, Sesind 10 e IRgt : der some official
recent dePai't‘.’re (})ll:mtdran:}fl:l; the inspector of police smarting un

lend his helping )

By WL
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grievance against Mr, John Pillai
1n arranging for the meeting lal;l:i,

A .

20

R

which will be detailed below, was of some use

Mr. Gopala Row securing the

) W attendane

was induced to I’Jres?ge hid tﬁome unfounded complaintdsm:aa(?fl .'t"p\m bers, and that

present. at the meeting and invite complzfiutss frZ)Ir- t‘lllo}m ok i
m the members

—————

The inspector i

; of police menti

X ntioned me, afte

misunderstanding between him and thetzpot?l’eem o p lis statoment, that the

kéyilir murder wso di :
redords. n ngc?:tZrdlgfs?e% Of.a year ago, and 0311 iﬁ?gigg;’;ﬁ;?‘date of the Tiruk-
Mr. Krishnasamy Aiyar, o nl fO%h of 1895, disposed of by the tlkuu I referred to the
went to show that it was a 1 f June 1895, Mr, John Pillai gave Sub-Magistrate
Yery severe strictures on eal case of murder, gave evidence which

; and 3 et
including the Aniamotes ( the reprehensible and d the Sub-Magistrate has passed

. . S suspicious g

p vide prelimi il P s conduet of ) "

ase it does not appear that an? notir'él ?qu:gkmer enclosed for ""ft'!‘enc.-)th(‘]ﬁ' vtllllt,i(‘:
ce was take : i !

he havin
ese i ¢ '
aPOtheeafy, b;pggu:?nscath‘id seems to have workegf it':ltatgnduct of the inspector, and
apothecary’s private g a charge sheet to be put in on 18 fvﬁl{gt~fl|l spint against the
servant and one of his y th October 1895 against the

a bark of a tree . nion serv gt
Sub-Magistrato of Tirakkéyhies o oiar No. IR, e
yilir). This case, however, ended in ;)gql:}]t?alhlgnnlf s
s dona

representation fro
by the S“Perinte:dg:]i a&“;ﬁlmy ) t}ll‘(:l ;f:pector seems to have been severely scolded
\ '@ Was subsequently so o ‘ e

th? Superintendent of Policey thr?ueghcmtg: p’ir;;h:l:;:
y thf p‘:li@ﬁ here. These are the

meeting the imaei spector to join the oppositi
The ginSpeectol:'n;fD lnz;.ry gne\'ancje of an Iulnk:m(\’\:;
mp at Manalur IZO - h“d‘ to appear before me on
He did not Eu eight miles from Tirukkdyildr in
ting, and he w I’Pleal‘ there })efore 2 p.u.  He cared
rn home by a Vz»(:l‘:iil ﬁ"t ql"t'ﬂ_le meeting hall even
88 in my court the s r. R. Srinivasa Aiyangar of
you to decid .he Same day at Manalurput. With
can be let off Wi‘tjh“- ether an officer, whose duty it is to
the town ung 1]mp unity, when he is shown to have
rdinary commg er cloak of his authority, which even a
n sense would not have ventured to do.

As for Govinda Ud
ayan No. 4, Union Panchayat member, he became very obnoxi-

ous and refractory i
Ty In the mat -
streets, and sanitation of the t:(l)‘“?[f revision of house-tax, encroachments on publie

work of the panchayat in’ He was chi ¢
chayatin'these i chiefly instrumental in retarding the
cl;olerg Wwas raging around Tirurlzkpg;ti!ln’lt bmnc_hes of panchayat work. Ata time &'hen

person against Mr. John Pillaj
the day of the meeting in m y

connection with g crlibminal ga:;
allore for the success of the mee'
(}E(l)(lildgiill he was desired to retu
N f(;l(';; w}u:v haclldalso busine
e e
stimulated an agitation in’
station-house officer of o

dBaI::i 19th August 1895, that he sho
— n a further representation fro
y Cur. No. 1140-D.B., dated 251:{:1

uld not again be nominated as a panchayatdar.
Bl e Smy predecessor, you intimated in your endorse-
ppointment of Govinda Uda eptember 1895, that you had no objection to the
Rusin, it was o yan provided no better man is availabe when he rvetires.

orted :

23rd March 1896, tﬁat fiheto me by the Chairman Mr. John Pillai in his letter, dated

encroachments as dosired b t;ery same Govinda Udayan had refused to report on

and that he returned the liZt ofeel!);!;ghal}lrat with the assistance of two other members,
achments twice.

It appears turther fy
on this subject that 8’(’)2031 the panchayat resolution, No. 13, dated 20th March 1896,
nda Udayan was unguarded in his expression and mannerless.

There was sub
on the pretext of ?‘:qs‘::“tly ‘another oceasion when this Govinda Udayan had refused,
house-tax for the curre I:m]udl"e”, to do the work allotted to him of revising the
and he expressed his s}’nltpa{fur bg;l ::11'92“8 the Parachari included in his ward,
i e L w1 ¢ tax- % 18 Wi
chairman in his letter, dated 17th April 189 ey This was reported to me by the

AT AT ANE ATt —————
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This Govinda Udayan,
control over the reg
the masses, and he 18 §
signatures to
refused to act ©
removed from
and Munici
was the neigh
of the owner 0
as a useful weapo

sician and a channel monegar having
ands some influence especially among
dar to have taken an active part in getting
As he is reported to have
ns, he has rendered himself liable to be
126 of the Local Boards’ Act and Local
17th May 1894. This Govinda Udayan
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliar and a relation
ving, and he seems to have served

being a native phy
water-supply,
hown by the
rial on var
different occasio
t under section
0. 326, dated
late Sub-Registrar
in which the latter was li
hands of the sub-registrar.

iced is one Sadasiva Pillai,
inasmuch as the latter presse
Indian Penal Code.

the memo ious false pretexts.

Notificatio
bour of the
f the ‘house

a private vakil, and he owes
d hard for prosecuting him
prosecution was not
Ref. No. 166-D.B.,dated 11th May 1896). Hence
apothecary jointly with Govinda
the memorial under report, and
to have set up David, carpenter,
hn Pillai at the public meeting.

the steps taken to draft the memo
the Sub-Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudali-
a sub-committee consisting
n named in the margin

he apothecary,
nder section 504,

d (vide your letrer,
his Sadasiva Pill
ltiplying the num
va Pillal appears from
lain against Mr. Jo

a grudge to t
for an offence 1
d against the

ber of signatures in
the Tahsildar’s report

it was that t
Udayan in
this Sadasi
on false pretexts to comp

18. I now turn t
ecial interest evinced in d
According to the proceedings of the

o the next subject of

public meeting,

of the five gentleme

with power to add was entrusted w

duty of drafting the memorial, and do

the needful with specific reference to the
s made at the meeting.
trar's name is entered last
e very officer who
g the memorial. Nos. 2 and 4 were
dered necessary by the remaining
ven them to add to their number.
-lender, and he left the district for
Narayana Rao is the retired Dis-
Tirukkéyilir. He remained here on the 24th
ltel by the other members. As for Mr. Jaya
drafting the memorial, but this
m the other

(1) M.R.Ry. L. A. Jaya Ramachandra Aiyar
Avargal, B.A

Aiyar Avargal, M.A.

ivasa Rao Garu.

Narayana Rao Pantulu Garu.

Masilamani Mudaliyar Avargal.

(8) V. Sreen
the sub-regis
in the list, he was th
g up and completin

part in drawin )
as 1t consl

r the meeting, nor w
] themselves o

took a prominent
not heard of afte
members to aval
No. 2 Mr. Ramalinga Aiy
Rajahmundry the day
trict Munsif W
and 26th June 1896, but
Ramachandra Aiyar, he a
is made apparen
ub-committee.
he has disowne
laints, and that he d
the printed memorial in manusc
that he made them with the appro
Aiyar and Sreenivasa Rao.
mass of glossy exagge
by pointing to the sub
hors of the memorial respons
at these were the identical gentlemen who, as
held on 13th November 1895, succeeded
thecary by a second-class hospital
ntlemen, it was the sub-regis-
backed up perhaps by
h as Mr. Sreenivasa Rao says that the
t in his handwriting and as the sub-

f the power gi
ar was merely a name
the meeting
d himself at
was not consu
dmits having taken part in
e he canno

. No. 4 Mr.

ho has settle

t well extricate himself fro
is allegution will be found meaningless, when
d the language in the memorial even in regard
oes not know who made certain alterations
ript, though the sub-registrar
val of the other two members
It will thus be seen that truth
rations and tissue of falsehood has
-registrar and his associate
ible for its wording.

tly becaus

members of the s
it is remembered that
to one of his own comp
and interlineations 1
wants me to believe
Messrs. Jay.
groaning un
at least come

Mr. Sreenivasa
It should now b
members of the tal
in securing & reso
It may even
d greater ip

a Ramachandra
der the weight of a
out in bold relief
Rao as the real aut
o remembered th
uk board at its meeting
lution for replacing the apo
be said that of these two ge
terest and took
ttainments,

rations are no
and states that he got the memorial printed

ere is a printing press at Cuddalore. Further
that it was the sub-registrar’s acting peon (a
£ the District Munsif’s Court here, that
esidents of the town, and subsequently
The sub-registrar says
and yet he did not choose to.

trar who evince more active part,

a gentleman

manuseript in
registrar admits
at Vellore, his native p
it has been elicited in

who is also the son
d the meeting noti
ith the memoria

of better a
terlineations and alte
them to be his own,
lace, though
the enquiry
of an amin o
ce to several r
1 and obtained signatures

nal grievance against the apothecary,

Brahmin),
took roun
went round W
that he had perso
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represent it at the meeting,

and the members asked by hithough complaints were then invited by the chairman

. m to e
fa?itilought.lt safter to represent tl:grrclaletlflzriv:: rd.zoldl// and represent their grievances.
pecial interest, while sitting in the h o s rruse BINS ER S
enquire about the health of th he house of hls_ friend the District Munsif, to
to make a side note * since dieeso,l,l of a peon of the District Munsif, and the audacity
with the apparent object of a ‘mvaltq manuscript to paragraph 16 of the memorial
studiedly introduced b Egrarsiing the charge against Mr. John Pillai. He has
unfrequently * j y manuscript interlineations the words ¢ often” and *
ently ” in paragraph 3 of the m ol : ¢ ‘often © an¢ not,
the Assistant Engineer (L, F ; emorial. Again, he is said to have induced
Dok bk ha Wikt .) with an unworthy motive to transfer the manuscript
Sl i it 0 note in favour of the apothecary from the body of the memo-
et hisgsn c‘};’f f}:lortu?n of i, where it is almost sure to escape notice. Perhaps
needful” in x'eI;l] v nections intended to be covered by the expression “ and do the
! Sy lllllou No. 3 of the proceedings of the public meeting. What he
Rt : i(;lnsplmtor was an authority to draft a memorial, which was not
A e or the approval of a second meeting, and this he has succeeded by
s hism sellfnt securing. When he made his statement before me, he refused to
Sk s 1 inguclz::;s ﬁﬁm:}ﬁggﬁtby the apotl;ecaty, on the pretext that the latter
] any cause for provocation, and orde i
i’;u}mﬁl’u}::ei zlug of the hospital by certain hospital servants, ‘and when Pl.edas}ll;:g
Hence the apgthecaigsl‘::(; 1:‘21: tlinglecag,s qi? ei'_ieS, hef T T o atilds
. vantage of eliciting from him facts whic v
T s R e e el
AOROWI W o to show th Y e
tg:tgr fof ;c}}lje agitation in the.town, Whethergfor his ox:na{)egzﬁtazrﬂflsrc:ﬁef gy
; 8g9 60 others. Having submitted the printed memorial on or about th 80 s
(received by the Collector on 9th July 1896), the sub-registrar se;mttlz) guly
8 to have

been brooding over the question of securing documentary evidence of Mr Toh
: Mr. John

Pillai’s late attendance and other irregularities in the i
§f8'gée 16th July 1896 (the date of regeipt of the memolrl';):lpllt){:}'meoavatshi4'310mmg
iy k)n:vlvlfxti I was at head-quarters, the sub-registrar visited the hospital witllIuly
rexy;larks i;el %1!: an_d,_tm ,hls capacity as vice-president of the taluk board notedui]qt
gnarks -i visitors’ book. He remarked that the apothecary ap[)Ca’red e
pital at 7-45 a.m. according to railway time, and 7-30 a.u. accordi at the
hospxtal time, while several patients had been waiting for him an.d.thatc (;1]'1 e e
register and the diet register had not been corectly SRy A ¢ In-patient
rem.arks anq the e{tplanatlon of the apothecary accompany thisp.r 5 copy of his
registrar (vice-president) had never before visited the hospita‘l all;grt' The sub-
remarks in the book. Again, on the same day at 11 ax., the sub-re rfactorded A
president) seems to I_laV_e written to the apothecary for a copy, of his remg:-i l’ar..(vlce_
reference to me. Finding this attempt fruitless, Mr. Masilamani IS(ludali\mu‘:i W}thout
me two days a'ter, asking me for a copy of his remarks and of the apotheca ;mote o
nation to enable him to submit a report to me. As I was not in need of Tgis e
at that stage, the request was not complied with. There was subsequentl sarxl'eg;)rt
incident between Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar and the apothecary, and thyis Ioh *
designated “ the carriage incident” for the sake of brevity. ; s

On the morning of the 28th July 1896, Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar seems to have
driven into the compound of the Police hospital in charge of the apothecary in his
double bullock cart, in spite of the protest of the sweeper in attendance, and left there
the .cart and the bullocks, An altercation ensued between the two, officers. Mr
Masilamani Mudaliyar refused to take out the cart as desired, and it had eveﬁtualli
to be taken out forcibly by the hospital servants and left on the side of the road close
by. The apothecary says he has orders not to allow carts inside the compound
which is kept serupulously clean. Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar metamorphosed him:
self for the occasion into vice-president, and in exercise of that authority he seems
to have i{ls_ult-ed the apothecary by uttering the expression ““ you do not ‘understand
your position,” sat opposite to the apothecary in the hospital dispensing room, and
demanded paper, &., to enable him to report him to me. The request was not of
course complied with, and as Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar refused to quit the room as
desired by the apothecary, the latter asked his compounder to lead him out of it,
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: tal time when patients had to be attended to. Mr. Masilamani
}ﬁ\ﬁadztlaiev; vau:ut:nge orthwith and asked me to enquire into his complaint. I did
= Q~c(§f¢lillgly and the records of enquiry, together with an endorsement from the

v 8 eo’n ated 30th July 1896, are 'herewuh submitted. In this case, there
Distriet ‘:}"gubt ‘hat Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar was the aggressor, and he cannot be
ean be nod‘; ' blame: The apothecary was threatened with a report, and he was
exonerate rlv aper and pen for the purpose. This was certainly an unreasonable
asked £ - sup?'{; I:vhich Mr. John Pillai could not be expected to comply at the spur
requisition “lt But Mr. John Pillai would be considered to have acted more
of the mo"ilffmh-e hﬁ d kept down his temper and shown some consideration to the
prudenﬂy ’ 1 can, however, find nothing very serious to blame

- o-president. ) :
exasperated wotienpthe special circumstances of the case and the strained relations

Mr. Jobn ?xllmd Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar, whom he looks upon as his arch enemy.
disturbance created more with a view to its being taken asa
ss examination in the enquiry which, the sub-registrar knows,
than for the purpose of asserting the authority of the one
Sth July 1896, and I examined Mr.

o ———————————

bout to convene, | ‘
(Iwz:zl?e other. This incident happened on 2

Masilamani Mudaliyar on 4th August 1896.

19. In the meeting proceedings prefixed to the memorial will be found the

names of the three gentlemen named in
M.R.Ry A. Ramalinga Aiyar, M.A., of the margin, who _have no lopal interesﬁ
RS T Rejabmundry. ; and who had nothing to do with the agi-

» B.Csige%\;:sa Aiyangar, B:A» OF to4i0n against the medical officer. '.[;he

S first-named gentleman is a mnative of a

1. Madava Bow A village callechgaram some four miles from

yed as a lecturer in the Rajahmundry College. He is a
4 come to his village during the summer recess. e seems

for without previous notice of the public meeting, presu-
hed to have among them a gentleman

»

ild .emplo
srukkéyilur, and - emplo
’gast—er of Arts, and he ha
se been specially gent

to hav # the memorial wis
authors of th ? 5
mably bemuﬂf\,:fitv honours. He was put as a member of the sub-committee, while
AT left the district the day after the meeting.

with bigh

matter of fact he is ascertained to have
as a

the deliberations of the sub-committee.

o part in Y s
o to?k . I?t entleman is Mr. R. Sreenivasa Aiyangar, B.a., of Cuddalore. The place
L gis; not noted in the proceedings, and the omission cannot but be inten-

of bis mgldenc: < that he stepped info the meeting hall simply to take home the
tional. B and remained there for half an hour as a spectator witnessing the
that he had known the apothecary only by sight, and that the
w asked the members to come boldly forward to represent

i polfce

1. Madava Row is the prosecuting Tnspeector of Police, Cuddalore. He says
i . o hall to speak to the District Munsif in connection with a case
. that he romained there only three or four minutes, that he had nothing
sen‘;: byifﬁn:i;e meeting, and that he is very sorry to find his name in the proceedings
to do W '

ting: 1 :
of the 20 Ogsecond-grade pleaders of the local District Munsif’s Court named in the
The tW margin say that personally they have no

; Ry. KrishnasawIy Aiyar. complaint against Mr. John Pillai, but

8; MI}, ¥ Ragunatha Row. tha.tP they have signed the memorial

believing the complaints of others and without caring to verify if they were well

founded' . . ) d 3 th .

I have also examined the two other individuals named In the margin, and ?hey say

! that personally they have no grievances

(1) M R Ry Narayana Row A"Mgﬂl, retired against the apothecary, that nevertheless

District Munsif. " Privat they attended the meeting in persuance

(2) M.B.Ry. Bungasawmy Naidu, Private ¢ "5 potice and signed the memorial
Vakil. being heard of the complaints of others.

he report of the Tahsildar, dated 15th September 1596,
6 Tamil signataries in the memo-
twice with seeming difference ;

Tt will also be evident from t
who submitted it after examining 20 out of the 16
rial, that in some instances the same signatures appear
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that even taking the rumber to be correct, it represents but 5 per cent. of the male
population of the town ; that in .a number of instances signatures were obtained on
blank sheets and by deceitful means by Govinda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai already
referred to above ; that though the signatories have no real ground of complaint against
the apotheca_ry, they were induced to sign because of the influence of Govinda Udayan
and of his misrepresentation of facts ; that the two leading officers, the District Munsif
and t’he Salt Inspector, as well as several others who were present at the meeting have
not signed the memorial ; that a number of persons who had no personal knowledge of
the proceedings in the meeting or of the contents of the memorial have blindly

signed the memorial ; that the object of the authors of the memorial was to deceive
fhe authorities by showing to them that it was countenanced by a good number of

oo} residents and by officers of position and vakils, while the namber of complainants
among the signatures was less than half a dozen; that the District Munsif was the
oi_ﬁner.most interested in the transfer of the apothecary ; that in his attempts to gain
hig object he was supported by nine out of the eleven pleaders of his Conrt, notably

by his leading pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row, as also by his intimate friend the Sub-
Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar ; that 4

. these two agents, aided by the Police
Inspector Mr Narasimmachari, were in their turn able to secure two unscrupulous
sub-agent mn the person of Govinda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai ; that these agents and
gmb—aggnts aided by sympathizers, friends and persons under their influence succeeded
In getting up a mass meeting headed by the prine'pal local officials and vakils, and a
memorial signed by a number of local residents who had really nothing to complain
of ; that but for the presence and encouragement of the District Mnnsif, a public meet-

ing of the kind could not have been possible: that at the ti 7
regarding the memorial there were fre L / le time of the enquiry

thert quent conferences among the officials and vakils
at the quarters of the District Munsif, the sub-registrar, the ginspcctor of police, the
salt inspector and the leading pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row

1 ; that there were sustained
efforts at the time to throw obstacles in the way of geiting at the truth ; that igno-
rant signatories to the memorial were threatened with unpleasant consequences,
should they, having once signed the memorial, omit to say something against the
apothecary ;

s st and that though the Land Revenue department was not represented at

in spite of strenuous efforts to secure at least tl of the local
Sub-Magistrate, that even the vill PER 1

: age offie f kusbah Ti G much
in the hands of the authors 6f the 8 ers of kusbah Tirukkéyilir were so

memorial that they proved traitors to the Tahsil-

dar in having suppressed certain facts within thei 3 § wo their
oral representations to the Tahsildar. ot S Tt A S A

20. It will be seen from the above that the public servants who took part in the

1) MR.Ry. I i ; public meeting attended by about seventy
( ) B.A., B.y[.., II)ls'vtn?;:m:;’lnngylg:ru’ personﬂ., or in its creature., the pr]nt.&%d
(2) M.R.Ry. V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Av;“_ memorial, are those named in the maxt‘glll):
gal, late Sub-Registrar and Vice-Prosi. Though the mass meeting may not
dent of the Taluk Board. looked upon as a quasi-political gatheruuthg
(3) M.R.Ry. Narasimmachariar, Inspector of referred to in the Public Servants’ Manual,

Police. there can be mno dqubtththat ﬁsu:l:f:
(4) M.R.Ry. Gopala Ro collection for condemning the action t
of Saltya.nd £bkﬁri I:;vg::;.g . Apeptony public servant on unfounded allegations

(5) Pranatharthihara Aiyar, B.c,E

| 1s certainly against the spirit of the rules,
Fund Assistant Engiueer. A

and it is not such as will be countenanced
As for the D by Government. b i
: or the District Munsif, he seems to have acted much bebind the scene,
e with the wh ‘affai inferences from the
statements of others, e whole affair has been traced by strong

In his own interest it is desirable that he should at ot
a transfer from the district.

As for Nos. 2 and 3, I have shown by a line of convineing arguments based
upon patent facts that they have acted maliciously against the apothecary, and that

there can be no doubt that they deserve suitable punishment in the hands of their
departmental superiors.

Mr. Gopala Row (No, 4) has already left the district, and I do not think that any
further action is needed in his case except perhaps a censure.

h
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: Ad No. 5). I think he deserves censure for having
As for Pmnaﬂll;ﬂihi%m:w:yl Sltgf élie rep)r’esentations of the sub-registrar. In this
allowed himselt told ine:ite your kind attention to the concluding paragraph of the

‘;i’,’;i‘:s"e‘é°2;)3ﬂ$¥y 's report, dated 25th August 1896.

; turn to the state of the medical.ingtitution at Tiruk-

é 1?51. Sffet:'o?hivxﬁa-—;:g:;:nt of the Apothecary Mr. John Pillai. He took charge
kdyildr un i
of the hospital 1t} from time to time, that Mr. J ohn Pillai has been successfully
Hoapital tijzsamn and that it is gradually rising in popularity. I::)erﬂl tahli(t);
manuging the tlk?: ﬁgures’ pbtained from the h_ospltal records and noted owﬁr s
e frmll)leen inerease from year to year mn the number of in and out P‘"d 1?1111 :
e ha? ‘treatnient, as also in the number of major and minor opefratlljons_, attiltuti :n
admitted ‘z; o to show beyond doubt the growing populamty of the u;sth !
therefO;;r ; th Pillai and the absurdity of the {'emarks in the .memorlal that he 1s
Ef;;ll; un'popular and inaccessible to patients seeking medical aid :—

Particulars 1808-9¢.  1804-95.  1895-96.
articuiars. '

i oo e 127 159 ]‘.68 :
(5)) e L I bt bivg o ] g 110G 10,542
23) Majcﬁ' and minor operations olé oo 285 331

The total number of in and out patients itaeat;gl (}uriﬁ;l; the r&;f;oggfn m;x;:?:d (());‘
sial year 542 against 10,7 or the corresponding
the current official year was 12,542 agawst 1V, B o i i
jcial year, 1 o of the memorial in June 1896 and the agitab
the past official year, in spite o ] 2 i e i
-1 the town. This is an unmistakable proot on recordé
:2?:332& by Mr. John Pillai and of his popularity, and 1t mél thgisdggt s‘gxeit;ﬁt ;!}:113
sweeping allegations in the memorial by a few dlscontegteforu:h N o
vakils condemning him for want of popularity and sympathy o S SR
oy, WA watogndel ST alsto (;;b:v(;gethliae;:sit:lleagts o; outlying ,villages in
tuniti ing in confac ¢ S
fr'eqqel'l't' OPI:;OI tl;;ut«:ftsegffr?)(g]ilsérmaﬁons he had fromseveral v111a_ges that the tsezrv;le_es
2;3 Sﬁ;q:;)sfheizrypare duly appreciated by those who had occasion to resort to him

for treatment, and that he has very often found him overzealous and earnest in the
0 )

: ; i ve no doubt that the Tahsildar’s representations are
dlscs‘ha}' 52 ﬁf dhm ﬁuzﬁ’cﬁgi&ox{, liab:;g to state that there are no grounds whatever to
e ioultxl : ansfor of the apothecary, and that facts and figures pownt most eloquently
_]ustlfydt ; ~rbi1it of his continuance at this station where he has gained popularity
g;(tlhfhee:(;;‘;idenge of the public in general even at the sacrifice of remuneration to

which he is entitled.

d

NDARASA MUDALIYAR Avargal, Deputy .Collecto? an

i %;gé}}l%htRTalsu?;Board, Tirukkdyilir, to the Collector and President, District
Board, South Arcot, duted 29th September 1896, No. 9.

6, on a manuscript
] , to vour endorsement, dated 10th July 1896,
memxﬁhaégfigzggbtoothi Surgeon-Genera,l to the Government of Madras, I have the

honour to report as follows.

ial se t a number of allegations against Mr. J ohn Pillai, Civil

3 Tl-l? 1;\31111}0;1;1111 s(e);sail?lllllan, Tirukkdéyilir. Itis @ated May 1896 and signed _b’y
iyt s. of whom five are vakils practising in the local District Munsif’s
iy pegs:on MR Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, a member of the :falu!: and District
S megle]g cl{aﬂdra Aiyar Avargal, a member of the Tlr}lkkdyllur union panchgyat
Boat:c}, gn 7 l‘];“ Mr. John Pillai. Among the rest is a resldqnt ryof: named qumda.
Udayer 01‘ A zmem‘t;er of the same panchayat, whose conduct 18 sppcmlly noted in my
g%?}:%;f iﬁeasubsequent printed memoria}. jghere are xéoths;ge?ﬁ(;l ??ﬁg:z :ég;l;ﬁ

Mo in his capacity as medical officer, except that he had ill-tr .

e Jc?tlxlx?del:lzlalitli n;mliléied t% atg:znd at the private residence of some leading officials
cmcrllgrakils and that he used to parade himself on his bycicle on the streets during
a}\xl(l;spital hours. The memorialists make certain allegations against Mr. John Pillai as

1

' tes of visitors recorded in the
ital in Ma{1894. It appears from the mnote
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M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal on being questioned

possible fer him to name the persons who complained
of it. As for Sadasiva Pillai himself, he is not one of the signatories to the memorial
under report, and yet his supposed grievance seems to have been represented by proxy.
In this case, it was Mr. John Pillai who pressed for criminal prosecution against
Sadasiva Pillai for the latter ha

ving insulted him openly, but in consideration of the
special circumstances of the case, it was held that Mr. John Pillai would best assort
his dignity by treating Sadasiva Pillai’s conduct with silent contempt (vide District

Board President’s letter Ref. on Cur, No, 166-D.B. of 1896, dated 11th May 1896).

8. As regards the alleged unauthorized removal of lanterns referred to in para-
graph 10 of the memorial, T have

as yet received only one complaint against the action
of the chairman Mr. John Pillai, and that was from a contractor named Mr. Hanu-
mantha Row, who figures as one of the signatories to the memorial. The complaint
Wwas enquired into, and placed before the taluk board at a meeting held on 20th May

ce-President M.R.Ry. Masilamani Mudaliyar. The

vakil, is quoted as an instance.
on the subjeet says that it is not

doubtful ownership of the lantern, there has be
the chairman and the matter has
M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal
by him as a member of the taluk board, and regardless of the i

embodied it in the memorial and affixed his signature to it underneath that of the
complainant Mr. Hanumantha Row himself. The threatened civil action against the

taluk board will be awaited.
9. As regards the allegation in para. 11 of the memorial, T find on a reference to

- the recorgls that the ai'x persons named in
(a) M.R.Ry. Ra.fnachandrmya.r Avargal, the margin were appointed as members of

December 1895. i the union panchayat after Mr. John
() M.R.Ry. M“th.“mgh illai March  Pillai had his appointment as chairman
&) » guﬂ::::] Peitﬁ;i 1896. in April 1895, and that except in two
(¢) Sadagopa h?ﬁdu. 4 cases Mr. John Pillai did not object to
(f) Govinda Udayan. the re-appointment of the out-going mem-

bers. 1t does not appear that he had
any thing to do with the appointment of M.R.Ry. R

amachandraiyar Avargal, a pleader
of the Local District Munsiff’s Court. As for (5) Muthusawmy Pillai he was recom-
mended by the Tahsildar in place of one Adinarayana Naidu whose re-appointment was

righlty objected to by the chairman because of his old age. I recommended Muthialu
Chetty (¢) in place of Arunachala Alyar2 who had resigned his membership, and the
chairman had no objection to the appointment. Sadagopa Naidu (e), a vakil, was
recommended by the chairman in place of one Subbaraman}er deceasgd. As for
Govinda Udayan (f), he was an out-going member, and his re-appointment was
recommended by the chairman himself. It was only in the case of Ramasamy Pillai
(d) that he was put in place of the out-going member Sama Row (a vakxl)_at the inst-
ance of the chairman, inasmuch as the re-appointment of Sama Row was objected to on
the score of his indifference and apathy to union work. This Sama Row, while his
re-appointment was under consideration, and some two days after the vice- President
had sent me a note suggesting the desirability of enquiring hl‘m as to his consent to
continue in office, put in a petition to me on 21st January 1896 volunteering his ser-
vices; but I did not accept his offer as it was thought undesirable to throw obstacles
and impede the progress of union work by the addition of a useless member, and as
there was already a member in the Panchayat reported against for presistent apposition
to progress of work in the person of Govinda Udayan (f). The petitioner, b?ma Row,
who has apparefitly been backed up by the taluk board members Mr. Sreenivasa
Row has aflixed his signature to the memorial, and this is another Instance of the
want of interest of the latter in the proper and efficient management of union affairs.
I need hardly observe here that facts have befzn. exaggerated z_md misrepresented for
which Mr. Sreenivasa Row is one of the individuals responsible. It 1s absurd to
suppose that the chairman has almost succeeded in having in the union men of hexs
own liking in the face of the fact that three out of the six new members have sign

and of
en some further- correspondence from
not been finally disposed of by the taluk board.
» seems to have made use of the information obtained
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ST Pillai—(a), (¢) and ( f) and that one of them
the printed memorial ag{;ir;s;ahrltrijgéa,ng up the "memorial as will be seen from the
ost actlv :

has taken a m inted memorial.
(1) i

Tahsildar’s report on t h 12 of the memorial, T have to state he;e:;hi;gl?:: ‘:’;:

10. Referring to PaZErAD expenditure for making samtarylg i sgsanctioned as a

budget provision for anyél 896: but a small amount of Rs. W}'tll B

Xt ival in Februaty f the ‘chairman. The money was notf, Ot‘{ne u, (I)’; i)u .

jal case at the reQueitI;;:t special coolies were not procurab(}g (;r uniolljl sl'tP;ﬁ‘ i

it w S’t!alu' arrangements were made with 3}3 1or ::&at}}]rere ki

that the necess’ry Sthes edical officer has dono the nooci , 'aval It is very strange
chairman being also ttl;g tTw locality in the course of the festival.

ec

asa Ro t be
: : . temple and whq canno
ints when 1 ISP is also a trustee.of the t A
};);:?Mr. o nsibgt,yv?;g the contents of the memorial, has thought it

£ his respo

: S 8
i i while he had admittedly no
BHievods : laints agamnst t}w chairman, wt IR
:his 4 &st(;lne g(f)r:ggngxrggnce on ihe subject nor complained to me o casl
referred to the s

I was on the spot. |
whenll The complaint in paragraph 13 of the memor

> b
ial, regarding the chairman’s
the P%nnar for drinking pur-
A small amount of Rs. 25 was sanctioned for the purpose,

1 '11.
d 1he charman € (‘) @38 ] i ili y 9 tthe WOI‘k Wlth Such a sma
an } e "eS Cd hls lna.blht FO cal‘r‘ Our : X
'() “Ie l, l.(} Q.ll‘ial tho W ith aid Of ‘:’illﬂge laboul' m]d Colle‘ltlon Of lllﬁ.t@l lB.lS fOI pllttlng
LY d < 1; ( ‘, b

i The work was
kment, did the needful within the ganctioned allotment. T
¢ )

i f the agency
i Row pleads ignorance 0 /
] - to task. Mr. Sreemivasa ) ils of the actual expen
S e - 1;10 t%:ﬁgilgar executed the work and ththfi‘;ifs?lld;r collected a number
A “'h“’!l o % 1‘lv-known B s - 1e aterials; and the records
A Whlfle ‘ttlis al)\l.‘lff)0<e from different villages as also m )
of coolies for the D:

, i f the taluk board.
blo to have (Mr. Sreenivasa Raw) as a member 0 M bamifat the ohair-
S 4 ko d scavengers have not complaine aba; el
12. The union sweepers an ted to have done in paragraph 14 of the 1

; resen : ion servants, and
i tg;fn}l a;flrl:&lling to have fbeelld Trlzlgeens,; {igﬁ:l‘;’l Iéll(:b-Magistra;;e for
There Was & P3 ions and it was referred to ' mplaint was
containing similar : uegiaft(l):ﬁl from the report of that Ofﬁc?i't _’t)l;agtggﬁ v‘;‘; : I;seu Ly
enquiry ‘m‘i :‘?E ::a's got up for the occasion, and that the pefity

frivolous, that1

- . se of
; ‘neident mentioned to me in the cour
30 » f a curious inciden : ial, In that case
This ;em;ggsofnzﬁeooﬂicial signatories t.otthe prx;xtstiic;n%lggﬁnt 5E e dalil
conversation by t the Sub-Registrar an Rt h of the
‘o derstand tha ; dence to prove a charge
I was given fo un ine manner to secure evide 1 subse-
3 scheming Rt that the proposal was :
board attempted in a : Mr. John Pillai, but :cated offici-
Pt the chairman, . . ot communicated to me
gsame kind against however, the information was n X ? oint worthy
iven up. A8 hOWEREs AL o the details of fhe case. Itisap
quently given luded from entering into the "drafted the memorial, has recorded
ally,; 1 s precinats ivasa Row, who has draftes Tl
. t Mr. Sreenlv
of consideration tha

) g

: ber
e At hat is expected of a mem
: Jhinii d this is certainly not w S SO T
Sy aglalESt téledic};?ilétm ii)no,eui:ttrlls. 1 may allsz dradwlgm;; 511;1(}“ :ﬁiﬁgﬁn Whenpthe
of the taluk and (%> in paragraphs 14 anc ent the imagi-
pably inaugrous stt]?tf'mt(ﬁl;sauthgrs of the memorial “:antedmtoml‘;{’lfﬁ of his havi%lg
memorialists oF Ifs 02 the chairman, they complained in parag
nary shorteoming

2 o 7o
lition of the town by executing priv ate work from the unio

i ! f his duty asa
reflected the& sm.ntar‘{hco(;;ut o ehod to. hand him. up for neglect o y
servants. Again, Y

i i i they
tal during the hospital hours, they
i e bsence from the hospl_ y Joiy 15)
medical ofﬁc({r t;y nftf;;q‘ng him a certificate f_or 111; Egg;i(}:foorl]:c afmg ef; eI;gl ge v};ion °)
T vact : by way of inspection o . i a3
. sl f the work of union s
e b e ents and close supervision of t! : ' L o
A chinss Of' e‘ncrflag}c]g:ions in a town like Tn'u]Fk(’{’;] u"'t W};‘&}: tﬁ?—) }I))ublic inas-
< usedof at":ilc:cif gist'lnt parts is cortain to result in advantag
detached porti ant p

i 1 1 y e taken
could not, hO Wever, bear tO see the Chdlrman 0 g he hav

poses is purely imaginary.
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him to _tankas if his object is to parade on public stree B

my zﬁohc’e, 1 may say that Mr. John Pillai geserves' cre:(isi't foil"rﬁli: e::ih: ¢ has_come to

261:.‘1: arge of his duties as chairman, and that if he has erred at all, it est and gealous
aln?:l WTa;m mtere;i;l in improving the condition of the union et b Sxmas.

. The memorial closes with a prayer | PRt Y 3 O
set out thergm,‘ but for _the_transfer ofp M{. j oxli;t lﬁgll‘lazn oﬁﬁfﬁ’f‘mﬂm the charges
proved a failure as a medical officer and chairman of the nnionegagfon ihet ho has
samy Aiyar who has signed both the memorials states e r. 8. Krishna-
S:Zk th?sgme?ic]ﬁr- ng:n Pillaij; that on the other hand whenever Ezrsh;r(;ally iy
nothin mrs 11 1 f gi.re was ready compliance with his request; th : o Kedi

g personally of the complaints in either of the metmi:)x'iall % ; that he k_nows
them both because he had understood from some of the respect %1 ut that he signed
that Mr. John Pﬂlal. was unpopular. This is simply re dicﬂlonsaonetiakfgs and others
(1 14 In m(ignclumon, I beg to state that the charges complai ; ce of it.
imaginary, }:hat the memorial appears to have been got v P %me of are purel
fﬁrsons as a prelude to the later printed memorial which serve£ t y a few interested

e real actors, but which will be found destined to share the 0 expose on the stage
copgxderable official and vakil influence brought to bea same fate, in spite of
report on that memorial. . r, as will be seen from my

15. The connected papers as per separate list are enclosed

v, b
—_—

N ENCLOSURE.

Extract of Remarks from the Visitors’ Book of the L : g ;
kdyildr, by the President, District Boa.rd?egéntplfnﬁcgml)m' g

Inspected the hospital this morning. Found six in-pati ale) i :
ward and two male in-patients in the countageous diseas% ;1‘:23? g:::l t;l&:he e
in the female ward. The wards, compound, out-houses including latrines kli!at.lent-
dead-house were all clean and in good order. Similar remarks apply to thars :chen, '
arrangements of the hospital. The medicines and instruments were neatl an-am emngal
and the latter were clean. The following figures show that this institutioj;l is d =
good ;r;rk under civil apothecary Mr. John Pillai who joined on 10th May 1894 N |
" The number of in-patients treated in 1894-95 was 159. Duri : o
;ﬁf_eglgi in i(3)9052—596,}fi111:t1;gmber V{;as 168. The number of out-;agzt:'el:;sc%;:iggn& b

as 10,0Zo w num 1 . i

1895-96 was 10,542. ¢‘number treated during the cortespanding period 'in

The following figures show the total number of all pati ‘

: - ts treated in hi
hospital during the last five months of 1896, com ared with the'fe TIO8 an, g
in the corresponding month of 1895 :— A Ioh Uh0 o mmloe Gscied

=
E;l?? ;

! 1896. 1895,
A-Pnl . L LY .. . L L .- 1,745 1'703

m s . . .. . - .. . 2,151 2’021
Jnl . ) . . .. .e . .. 3,383 2’186
A yusta- - . .o . . .. . 2,951 2’887
ug e .e . . " . . 2,312 X 2’467
Total .. 12,542 10,738

The following figures show the number of operations (major and mi
! m
by the apothecary during the first two quarters of 1895 and 1896, resplelal:t!i')vzle;{o_n.ned

1st
hdqnlmr,l895 .. .. L .. .o \ . .. 65

» . .. . .o L Ll .. . 132

—

Total .. 197
l“qﬂmu’,lsgc . . e &) .o Ul .. _9-
M ’, ” . - .. .. .- L L :: 14é

———

Total .. 237

e e T e,
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Joquently disprove the allegations recently made by a few local

'd“t?:higut!:: ;iog apot’lrxecary is unpopular. On the contrary, they conclusively

I;:Lbel]ilsh the fact that he is doing Qxcgllent work and that the popularity of the
e itation is T pidly in under his management.

4 that the number of midwifery cases from 1st January to 31st Aggust 1895

I find 1at the total number of these cases for the corresponding peri in 1896

was 285, "li"lhel"’ ‘s evidently room for improvement in this direction. pary

was 31. hat modicines are given to the public gratis. _This seems quite unneces-

I find t where patients can afford to pay for medicines. The attention of the

falalk board presid

ent should be drawn to this fact. .
' Three screens are required for the use of the hospital, and they should be pro-
: taluk board

at an early date.

A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,

(Signed) ; e
President, District Board.

Bth September 1896.

——

Sobmi tted to the President, District Board, South Arcot, through the Preéident-,
abmi

Taluk Board, Tirulkéyilir:

T1RUKKOYILUR;
7th September 1895 —

g g President District Board, South Arcot. »
Submitted tor:h:ro By or’n rative statement obtained from the apothecary

g C
g, I8 appon™ o <96 that the popularity of the institution under his
Mr. John Pillgn on tigthe mgrelz; The figures are noted below for reference :(—
n

D. JOHN PILLAIL,

(Signed)
Apothecary.

management 18 0 1893-94.  1894-05. 1895-96.
fieecae b RV SR L adi
o Ll 9012 10,025 10,542
o-ut’ Hhm L B
oubt that the public in general who resort to him for treatment

" There can be 0 d :ces, and have full confidence in him. ~ His sphere of duty -
i valuable ”Tnﬁéed to the town of Tirukkdyilir, and it will be seen
Tty rt on the memorial to be shortly submitted that the allegations against
from my rep? £ some discontented residents of the town, who appear to have been
% ijonable influence and interested motives are unfounded

ort as to the result of his enquiry which

and mostly malictous. L Loy
a0 Tahsildar’s re
ting for the ~a1 . ortly submit my final report on the

1 ,pects' Itﬁ“}':;? in a day or two, and shall sh
m:morial against the apo poecis \ h
3 N otion will be taken on the last two paragraphs of the enclosed notes.
i y signed)  R. SUNDARASA MUDALTAR
3&%‘:632;]?895 (Signed) President, Taluk Board.
13th Septe ; J

From the President, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896,
ro v

Dis. No. 15-Tour. _ e

ENCLOSURES.

7 1 itants of Tirukkdyilir South Areet district, to the Chief
PerrrioN from certain mhal::) Government, dated S,th January 1697. :

Secretary 5

: R —That the petitioners and certain others sentup a
g'iﬁr to the Sm:-(ieneml in May 1896 and another in July 1896 to the Surgeon-~
E::aml the President, District Board, and the District Surgeon embodying their
complail’lts against the then Local Fund Apothecary of the station Mr. D. John Pillai

and requesting his transfer from that place.
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2. That the said apothecary who had recently been sent out of the station to

make room for the permanent incumbent is giving out that he expe
back to the station permanently.

3. That the petitioners believe that expectation aforesaid of the apothecary je
based upon the reports of the Acting Deputy Collector and the Collector, which, the
petitioners respectfully submit, were prepared upon an incomplete and one-sided
enquiry held by the Acting Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar. »

4. That at the time of the enquiries some of the petitioners requested the D ‘
i t
Collector and the Collector (the former in writing also) to permit tl?em to be presaellzi‘:l a{;
the enquiries, which request was not complied with, though the apothecary had been
given the fullest scope to cross-examine the signatories to the memorials and others.

5. That as the Tahsildar was an important witness in t
!ubsequent. to the first memorial dated May 1896, eomm}iltizim tli?xgsirllfd:: Itlzzr}z:idl;
statements in the hospital visitors’ book very fayourable to the apothecary. th
petitioners requested that the'Tahsildar should not be permitted to condt?et an y’ ti 3
of the enquiry ; but this request was also not complied with, AR
6. That the petitioners in their telegram dated 20+
represented to the Surgeon-General about;gﬁ:e irrégih?ittlgetsse og bte}?;b::q&i?'?ei FEm A
7. That the enquiries were generally conducted at
at the houses of the Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar.
8. That the petitioners learn and believe that the s
several times at different stations, and has been unpopul
he had to be transferred, which will be evident from a
and the papers connected with his antecedents.

unusual hours during nights

aid apothecary was suspended
ar at. various places for which
perusal of his service book

9. The petitioners humbly pray that the threatened retransfer of the smd
apothecary may not be effected, and before allowing him to come back to the station
they may be allowed the opportunity of being heard by an independent Eumpeax;
officer.

10. A copy of the memorial dated July 1896 is herewith submitted.

For this act of kindness the petitioners shall, as in duty bound, ever pray.

Peririon from certain inhabitants of Tirukkdyilir Town, to the Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, dated  July 1896.

ResprcrrurLy sHowerH,—That the civil apothecary Mr. D. Jobn Pillai has been
for nearly two years now presiding over the local hospital.

2. That ever since he assumed charge of his office at this station, he has

continued to make himself unpopular in a variety of ways and has been unmindful
of the medical needs of the people,

- 3. That he has been for a long time past irregular in his attendance at the
hospital, often discourtesus in his behaviour towards people anxious to avail them-

selves of his medical skill, and not unfrequently callous to the sufferings of the
unfortunate patients resorting to him for medieal aid.

4. That a public meeting was consequently held in this town on the morning of
the 24th instant at which several persons came forward with specific complaints

against the apothecary, which were noted down by the Chairman for being embodied
in this memorial,

5. That on certain occasions, when Messrs, Streenivasachariyar and Narayana-
swamy Iyer, Pleaders, and Messrs. Arunachella Naicker, Maurimuthu Nuicker,
Devanayaga Pillay and Krishnasawmy Udayan, local residents of the town, had to go
to the hospital for medical aid, they found the apothecary to be very irregular in his
attendavce, and some of them had consequently to return home withont receiving
that aid which they had a right to expect. :

T T Dl et oy - T SRR NGt ST ST L PO S A0, s e TRV et S
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: : David Asary of the Danish Mission he went to the
6. That according fo O7C c: andrzequested him to call over to his house te

apothecary with a decent COMYOYREPR o o condition, and the apothecary, who was
sg: his child, whlcl!th ghﬁml?navd;(ﬂg, refused to go over to see the patient though
then conversing mh.dabeen offered him, but directed the applicant to bring the child
the Pm?nbed‘ﬁee hich he could not have done in the state in which ’the e]n_ld then
to the dispensary Wil thecary actually came over to the applicant’s house three
was ; and when the apot e of no avail and the child expired within two

. : ved to b i
hours later, his services A ibed by the apothecary had been administered.
minnte:ig?f wﬁzh'ffgl :;1; ]g);:sgrkgary gleant to present to the District Surgeon on
The pe

the subject is at his request submitted herewith.

i i jiah, Head-

declined to attend on the wife of Devarajiah,
'mst,:' ?‘ZZ‘; tﬁ)ia?pgﬁ?azzrhool, when she was in an acute stage of labour about a
fwi;];)t ago, without a previous payment of a fee of Rs. 15 and he had not even ghe
kindness to p,ay an ordinary visit. il :
., First-grade Pleader, wen

hen Mr. Jayaramchendra Iyer, B.A. and B.L, First ] :
to thg .dg;;zz:;r;nat 4 P.M.y about twenty days ago taking with him a child which had

thru 1 i amari : hecary was mot to be found
i of its nostrils a tamarind seed, the apot :
at ths: dl?sg)e;sziy, and that he had to patiently wait until 5-30 ».m. when the apothe

cary was fetched from his house by the hospital compounder.

9. That on the 2nd of Vyasi of Manmatha (14th May 1895) wh]elan the :;ief: a;)f
Mr Arunachella Iyer, a retired Revenue Inspector, was 1in labour,h t eth aporeﬁouy;
reﬁ-med to lend the services of the midwife, who had attended on her the p

: t st was
night, on the plea that she had other engagements; although an earnest reque

made to him at 7 a.m. which was repeated at 11 a.. and the apothecary could not

be moved though it was represented to him that the patient was h°P"11(;38iZdbadl; 5

10, That a child of the said Mr. Arunachella Iyer, cleven days eld, hatt 8.00% &%
its baok' which was opened by the apothecary one day ; but he atiZn epl
. . WA xt day until he was assured of sufficient remunera e 12 :
i o s 11setx',xwith a carriage was made to him and that before the promise o
respectable l'eqwi1 o. the apothecary passed by the house of the said ge_ntleman that
paym{:n: ;lv :’ mam;t the heart to call over and see how the child was doing.
day, bu 528 othecary, when sent for, refused to call on Mr. Pranatharthyhara
Iyer,lnl..A., Bi.l?l'.l,) Local Ft’md Assistant Engineer, when he was suffering one day from

s lfgve;:hat when the attendance of the apothecary was sought for by Mr.

i ‘A.. B.L., District Munsif, when he had an abscess, he
5 Y;;'artad %Elllﬂt‘lllag ?;ai‘:dnéﬁmhayat and hospital vzc:ork to attend to, 11lmd that he
::1(‘)(1)113 (?all later on, which be did not do, and that he did not turn up till he was again

the next day. X
2im i(g‘ T;at whenythe said gentleman requested the apothecgry’shattengancigtﬂ}:; :
% : i ther abscess at about 7 p.x. one day, he sent wo
house in connsggczxilr eglgl ;11110 o:er, and that when, in consequence, he was requested
he was t(})lo m vices of his compounder at least, he refused to comply with this request
to lend the ser und that it was a late hour ; and the compounder had therefore to be

also on the gro ho had the kindness to attend and do the needful.

direcfilz s:;lllli; fosn:nothet oceasion when the daughter of the said gentleman was taken

: ¢ : | the night, a lantern and two men were sent to the
sedonl il att%blutrngzi Af‘())‘:'. llfisﬂ;tten%an’ce; but the apothecary refused to call

apothecary Wi . residence was within a hundred yards of the house of
(t?lrer 1;1; gi:: il&)&l;s?j}t;‘&‘ﬁf v?;ss I('::;lsidered unsafe to administer the medicine then sent
e

as the patient had not been seen by him ; and he appeared the next day at 7 aM.

i i ded.
-when his services were not much nee ;
7 15. That the apothecary did not attend when sent
Ins ct;)r of Salt, when he was guffering from exa,r-achlei1 an
théP:ompounder who had the kindness to do the needful.

for by Mr. Gopal Row,
d he had to seek the aid of

9
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16. That one Rungasawmi Pillai had

AL ey 1€ his son treated fo i i
sp y for fever with no effect and when he changed the ::eaatmfg;:n;g}(::nll;ng:

ulcer was f : Sk
ormed in one of his jaws for which he has again been placed under

hospital treatment and as it emi

S bk Nt and as it emits foul smell, the apothecary d

stll'yl unde eeps him at a distance and directs a ward gool 7t r{l 09 Bot Apprgueh. £
r such indifferent treatment. 0 Godes- 55 NV S S

T :
village six lﬁ?l:;hf}’ﬁ;hfh};u]:ﬁt‘r Mr. Sundara Tyer had a fall from his carriage at a
apotheca 5 wn, a conveyance drawn by a
ry at about 5 Par., with an urgent request to go c?:rer %): [tli)l'e ‘;\?;c:e ?vtht::e ?111:

Tahsildar was, but he di
v o rrave &r s 1d not choose to comply with the request though the case was

18. Th
oo t{ge E[t]aelull);ell)}uty Collector Mr. Sunderasa Mudaliar once expressed at a
et i hoard that a certain person from a village in this taluk had
i e :rl wiltd tears In his eyes and in a manner which moved him much
% sebmoly T day 1ad refused to go to his village to see his wife who was then in
ngerous stage, unless the whole of the fee demanded was paid to

him at once, though he had be :
promised the rest in the villag:.n L A v BB ok e i -

19. That although 2 man from the vi
. . n from the village of Adichanell K
:dlx);xei(t)::dmg recelzred severe injuries was brought to theehz;;i:a}lm }::d:allen frolm
e as an out-patient and he died within two days after his admission :: sme:, y
firy 'bThat the apothecary had been at this very station a few vea s
- o be suspended and transferred for having neglected an i years ago and he
espair, committed suicide by drowning himself in a well adjoininlgn ;gztllfnt”t:ll.m, in
di211. That the apothecary does not command the confidence of the 0:,1:{ o ot
?:hs flati a:re}i:tzclixent sotrx}uch so, that several, notably the Deputy Collel:::orwnnlclil 3: .
ad on certain occasions to i : : A o
considerable cost. wons, 9;send Jor Modicay aid. fram, Gt Nl ot

_ 22, That the unsympathetic and indifferent nature ‘

evidenced by the facts above narrated, has rendered him so: vg:'; zﬁotoheclary, s
several leading men of the locality were put to the painful necessity (?f anl
a meeting and making a public representation of their grievancés in spite cfo xtxlxlrempg
which they thereby run of precluding themselves from approachi tII)1 J: g
any more for medical aid with any degree of confidence. okt

In conclusion the memorialists humbly pra i

that i
redressed at an early date by the removal of {hcf pl%lseniz1 apt(;l:ﬁ;agn?:anc‘:i. may be
and the appointment of a humane and large-hearted medical oﬁiceryin (})11']1 Y 5
which act of kindness and generosity the memorialists shall as in dutyl's Efﬁff& ezz:

e ——e

From Surgeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c :
the Government of Madras, to the Chief, Sec.rélt:;-;r tsoﬂg:::;n(ﬁne:aldmé%
Madras, 29th January 1897, No. C.—9. st

With reference to my confidential letter No. O.—84., dated

S 8 i )G 2 :

submitting papers in the case of Civil Apothecary D. J : a Pilla?ﬂ; I;:::Tl?:lil (1)233;

to state, for the information of Government, that this apotheca;-y_ jareiig ey

::;P:;‘;ide% by hme for three months for surreptitiously removing or causing to be
1 from his service book certain pages containing entri Biaresp s

suspension on two occasions. ; o es regarding his previous

Memorandum No. 378.

The Surgeon- : ) . : :
ing the apot h%ca:}yf}.eneml is requested to submit a copy of his proceedings suspend-

(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,

12th Pebruary 1897, Chief Secretary.

S
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Afaior-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.P.I. Surgeon-General with
meﬂ?f gg:zra&n?gﬁi of Madras, to the Chief ’Secretary’to Government, dated
Madras, 16th February 1897, No. 66.

emorandum, No. 378, Public, dated 12th February

b - m
With reference f your 1897, I have the honour to forward here-
. h’s Proceedings, No. with a copy of my Proceedings, No. 429
. surgeon—Get‘:?i";lﬁg’ e :t l,r;%cg, 3 dated 29th January 1897, s,uspending’
8 o ?(geneml Furnell’s Proceedings, No.  Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai.
o 1885. 9. 1 also attach, for the information

361, dated 26th Ju-!(lﬁ o) Pmeedings,

Sur. n-General  Bi of Government, copies of the Proceedings*

of my predecessors regarding this apo-
thecary in 1882, 1885 and 1886.

JE—

ENCLOSURES.

_General with the Government of Madras, No. 4266, dated
cxpives of the Surgeon st 1883, ) )
from the Acting Zillah Surgeon C\}dd?xl.ore with enclosures
Read—letter b:gmg(zllle c:nduct of Civil Apothecary J ohn Pillai in cilarge of the Locai
;?8: i dizp ensary, Tirukkdyilir, in neglecting to relieve a mendicant, who
a;plied for medical aid on the 12th July last.

Proc

P

Order—No. 4266, dated 15th August 1882. . .
_General considers that, unless all the witnesses in the case have
3 The Surgem} i ge of neglect against Civil Apothecary John Pillai 1s
rjured themselv 1‘:(—) wn by the witnesses that a poor wayfarer in pain and suffering
borne out. It :f_s oBEATY and after waiting for some time, without securing any
ap{)held fitﬂ:};eplgzg i cubsequently fell into 2 well receiving injuries from which
help, 1€

he died. e ;
e ohn Pillai denies an knowledge of the man’s presence

% '.J.‘he S iﬁp:‘:ll:zec:fl';zr{mon, but if the comgounder’s evidence 18 trll§tworthy,
oty martd med of the presence of a patient seeking relief, and the evidence of
Singh ghows that he saw the apothecary speaking to the patfient,
: o from the apothecary to the compounder requesting him to

which the compounder did. '
stances the Surgeon-General has no doubt that the Civil
with the man, but that he was too proud

. 11a7 did see and converse :
Apothecary tJogldnmfﬁiiLf ; doese of medicine, or to take measures for the reheit of the
or too lazy to e compounder, and that owing to the delay in administra-

jent in the absence of th :th his death. The Surgeon-

. : i wandered away and met wi ) '
tion of lxqed;cgrlc‘ﬂll:f %s g ormed medical subordinates
General 11 .

3 of 21st December 1880 inf¢
that the delegation of their own proper duties to hospital servants would not be
a

. follow breach of rules.
: d that some pumshmeut would oS : i :
Perm'tted al:l t. guch as 18 Jdescribed in the depositions of witnesses, is simply dis-
4. Con 11;0 ? corned. John Pillai bas shown himself to be unfit for his position,
ceful to at €9 loyed in an independent charge until he has shown himself

ill not be agH o
v v-
to be more tr;'?t‘;‘z F gross iphumanity and neglect of duty the Surgeon-General
: 5. Fort lﬁn Pillai be suspended from rank, pay _and allowances for a period of
directs that Jo ‘At the en d of the period of suspension l}e will be posted to some
twl()) Ig?nths.gituatiOD where he will be under the supervision of a superior officer.
i st ¢ ood as to make arrangements in communication

5 : will be so
6. The Zillah Surgoon B ot of John Pillai, and to report if any of

1. the President for the immediate re . rep
:L‘(t:hditst(;ict subordinates are fit for the permanent charge at Tirukkdiyildr.
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7. The Civil Surgeon will also communicate with the President, Local Fund
Board, in regard to the conduct of the hospital servants at Tirukkéyilir. So far as
the depositions go, the Surgeon-General thinks they are all unfitted for their positions
and that it would be advisable to make a clean sweep of the establishment, but this is
a matter entirely in the hands of the President of the Local Fund Board.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) A. J. STURMER, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madras.

ProceepiNGs of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 3251, dated
26th June 1885.

Read—letter from the District Surgeon, Cuddalore, dated 15th June 1885, No. 23
and enclosures.

Order—No. 3251, dated 26th June 1885.

The correspondence shows that if the charges of neglect of duty and extorting fees
from patients are not conclusively proved against Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai in
charge of the Local Fund dispensary at Tiruvanndmalai, he is eminently wanting in
tact and conciliation, and is not fulfilling the purpose for which he has been placed in
medical charge of Tiruvanndmalai. His antecedent history at Tirukkdyilar is also
against him, where in 1882 he so far neglected his duty towards a sick mendicant
who applied for relief, as to have led to his death. On that occasion he was suspended
from rank, pay and allowances for two months and removed from independent charge.
John Pillai does not appear to have profited by that lesson, and within a year of being
re-employed in independent charge, has given oceasion for dissatisfaction in the district,
and for a request for his removal. ;

‘While holding with the District Surgeon that the charges of neglect of duty
have not been established, it is very evident from the correspondence that, as medical
officer of Tiruvannimalai, John Pillai has not earned the confidence and good will of
the people from want of tact and judgment, and is not furthering the object of the
Local Fund Board in providing medical relief for the Circle. The District Surgeon
will therefore submit the whole correspondence (herewith forwarded) to the President
for expression of his views as to whether it would not be de.siratble to replgce John
Pillai by a Civil Apothecary who would co-operate with the District authorities in the
interests of the tax-payers. In that case John Pillai will be withdrawn to a subordi-
nate charge, where he may be induced to qualify for an independent charge at some

future time.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. ELCUM, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madras.

Proceepixes of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 0-228,

dated 6th July 1886.
Raad-—-the fOHOWiDg papers :—

From the Superintendent, Lying-in-Hospital, Nos. 166 and 170, dated 18th and

90th June 1886, respectively.
From Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, dated 28th June 1886.
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Order—No. 0-228, dated 6th July 1886.

" .General regrets to receive such frequent complaints against Civil
A g::agu} %zznPﬂlai. In 1882 when attached to the Civil dispensary, Tii’;kkdyilﬁr,
hepzo far neglected his duty towards a sick mendicant who applied for relief, as to
have presnmably led to his death, and was suspended on that occasion from rank, pay
and allowances for two months and removed from independent charge.

On restoration to an independent post, charges were brought against him of
f duty and extorting fees from patients applying for aid at the Civil dispen-
sary vannamalai, and of want of tact and conciliation, and he was again removed
from, an independent to a subordinate charge.

The present correspondence shows still _h}rther neglect of duty on the part of the
Civil Apothecary even in a subordinate position. An infant in the Lying-in hospital
was found on the 17th June covered with acute scabies. No notice had been taken
of the case by John Pillai, no attempt to apply a remedy, no report made to the
Medical officer, or to his representative—the Senior Apothecary—on visiting the
hospital, nor did the Civil Apothecary know the nature of the ailment. The fact of
the admission and neglect were discovered by the Medical officer on the following

day-—not on the report of the Civil Apothecary, but by an accident.

neglect o

When spoken to by the Medical officer regarding his neglect of duty and profes-
sional ignorance, he “ became most insubordinate in manner and bearing,” manifest-
ing much contumacy when verbally ordered by the Medical officer to consider himself
under suspension from duty.

According to his own showing John Pillai signally failed in his duty, for
although the Senior Apothecary, in the absence of the Medical officer, went round the
wards after the admission of the infant, John Pillai did not report the admission to
him, but “thought best to show the infant the next day to vne Doctor on his
morning visit” and in that he failed also. In the meantime nothing was done to
alleviate the sufferings of an infant covered with acute scabies.

Under all the circumstances of the case, and his previous misconduct coupled
with his comparative ignorance of his profession, the Surgeon-General questions the
adyantage of retaining such a man in the public service ; but requests that he may be
warned that on the next occasion of misconduct he will not fail to move the Govern-
ment for his dismissal from the service.

For his present offence the Surgeon-General sentences him to be suspended from
duty and pay for one month, with effect from date of suspension by Surgeon-Major
Branfoot.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. BIDIE, m.B., C.IE.,
Surgeon-General with the Govt. of Madras.

——

Proceepines of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 429, dated
29th January 1897.

Read—the following papers:—

From the Superintendent, Government Maternity Hospital, No. 831, dated 1st
December 1896, reporting that the service book of Civil Apothecary D. John
Pillai sent to him for verification by the District Medical and Sanitary
Officer, South Arcot, does not contain the pages bearing the entries regarding
the Apothecary’s suspension.

From the District Medical and Sanitary Officer, Minute No. 193, dated 16th
December 1896, and No. D-C., dated 21st January 1897, forwarding the
Apothecary’s explanations.

10
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" Superintendent found that the ne
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Order—No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,

It is observed from the ahove correspondence that a new service book having

L y doing duty Cuddalore, on the plea

Zl::it tgl:n:tlg one ﬂvévas msantlﬁnsznvmeable condition, it wgs senz, by the District Med%ceal
: Iy oflicer, South Arcot, to the Superintendent, Governmen i

Hospital, Madras, for verifieation (;f the pe i o Ghih e Aocpagr

attached to his hospital. riod during which the Apothecary was

2. While verifying the entries in the book with the records in the hospital, the

| w book contained no entries regarding the suspen-
sions of the Apothecary, and on examining the old service book he discovered that the
Pages which contained such entries were missing from it.

3. The matter having been reported to this office, the Apothecary was called

upon for explanation. He states that he is unable to account for the missing pages

and that he only copied in the new service book such entries as were to be found in
the old one. &

4. The Apothecary’s explanation is most unsatisfactory., He knew perfectly well
that he was suspended more than once in his service and that the entries of such
suspensions were made in his service book—so0 that if he had no connection with the

surreptitions removal of the missing pages from the old book, he ought to have

reported the fact to his medical officer when, in the course of
he found that the old one did not contain the missing pages.

5. His neglect to do so 'and;‘his attempt to get the new book—without the
entries of his punishments—passed through point to the fact that the pages from the
old book were removed either by himself or at his instance or with his cognizance.

6. The presumption, supported as it is by very clear circumstantial evidence, is
8o strong that the Surgeon-General does not consider. that the Apothecary can be
given the benefit of doubt. »

preparing his new book,

7. Such dishonest conduct on the part of an official ecalls for his summary dis-
missal, but in the present case, in the absence of direct evidence, the Surgeon-General
considers that the ends of justice can be met by a lighter punishment. He aceord-
ingly divects that Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai be suspended for three months
from his duty, pay and allowances from date of receipt by him of this order,

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. SIMPSON, 2., Surgn.-Captain,
 Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madras.

From Surgeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.p.1., Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated
Madras, 3rd March 1897, No. C.—20.

With reference to your memorandum, No. 513, dated 1st March 1897, T have the.

honour to forward Civil Apothecary John Pillai’s letter of explanation, dated the 25th
August 1896.

2. 1 also enclose, as requested, his appeal against his suspension in 1882 together
with the District Medical and Sanitary officer’s report thereon. His statement that
the appeal resulted in his being restored to his office is wrong. The only effect of the
appeal was that his suspension was reduced from two months to one month, but the
order about his removal from independent charge stood fast, as will be seen from
Surgeon-General Cornishe’s remarks in pencil on the back of the report of the District
Medical and Sanitary officer, South Arcot. I would qlso draw your attention to the
proceedings of my predecessors in 1885 and 1886, copies of which were sent with my
letter, No. 66, dated the 16th February 1897, and which will show that his punishment
in 1882 was not cancelled.
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From Apothecary D. JOHN PILLAI, dated 11th March 1897.

e

ior- O. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.P.1., Surgeon-General with
Fromﬂ?: m&g (ignflr:}lras, to the Chief’ Secretary" to Government, dated

Madras, 18th March 1897, No. C.—25.

sk ted in the margin, I have the honmour to

In oontinuptign of my Jotlers, 4R0e f:u'ward herewith an appeal submitted by

Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai against

his suspension as ordered in my proceed-

ings No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,

| ¢ which has already been forwarded to Government, with my letter No. 66,
a copy o .

ebruary 1897. : '
. din MZ) G.0.. No. 788, Public, dated 23rd October 1894, pumshmenlil;s
" Accol‘d' El subord’inates other than dismissal are not appealable, but as the
by one of medic ts on his appeal being sent to Government 1n spite of this order, 1
i Oig:ﬁ?b;:tfltso do so, and to lay the whole facts e o
cons

m ive flici intend-
On th 1896, T received an official letter from the Superin :

3:' vernm:n%;stMIzztee?nitbye liiospit;d, which I reproduce below for ready reference :—
ent, Go b

i rrespondence regarding the verification of entries

I have the honom‘f tﬂé{’xﬁ;r;;:;;hb.c?f O}mP Pillai ( witl? the old service book and atnqw

i & mewW Service Dokt on which references were made to hls. suspension f'rom du y in

‘one). 1 observe that the pal?m-‘:al are missing, and I have reason to believe that entries referring

1886 when posted to thllssélg;glrp also missing from the book, A great deal of valuable ti)mekmﬁ

to a former snspension ( rod B verifying these entries, and if I l}ad'slgned‘ the Eje;vh oob .

trouble has been expent {3' dical and Sanitary officer, South Arcot, no mentlon WOt % thavgb glis
requested by the Distrist g etv when #he Apothecary was at this hospitali I forwarrd s 211 (:;o

made of suspension from du *Janation should be given by the Civil Apothecary regarding ; e hrr;

now, as [ at.l}lﬁng t?;g;;’(;“:cz:gd of serviee-and the attempt made to obtain my signature to wha

and partially-des &

—9, dated 29th January 1897.
% (636 331‘.0& 16th February
" 0._20, dated 3rd March - 5,

would have been"a,'fa]se reoord.. ; : ;
*

doubt a very serious matter and the Apothecary was called upon

4. This was no His reply was not only unsatisfactory but evasive, as discussed

for an explanation.
: roceedings quoted above. ' o .
in my PH' resent appeal is chiefly based on his presumption that Iﬁe ;xplamegi to
‘5" e ~t a personal interview that the original service book had never been
my {sangfacﬂ%ﬂ athe (I:ther hand I was never before more convmped of the service bo‘d}f
mut_llated. tﬂ ered with as I was when I closely inspected it. I send it herew1td
having })een I:l_m&) of Government. It will be seen that the pages not being numblgred
for the inspec l?s no diffieulty whatever in some of them being removed or rep ced
L) ibinp ld ihe fact that in the present instance all sheets are sepa?am'lﬁ)
by new one;1 anb a thread considerably confirms this suspicion. _Above all, it wil s
jou}ed fogsh 0{1 intries in the book from 1881 to 1889 (thf period which com,prlse
noticed that the s the Apothecary was suspended) are all'in the Apotlheoarg 8 ov;ln
the two occas m&ad of in the handwriting of the medical officers under w Oﬁl e
handwiIvels (1103 of their clerks, as is the case in all the subsequent er(llt‘m:ls. i ore-
was employed 00 T om 1881 to 1889 has heen attested by any medical officer as
over not a single enlu;nh 12 of the book, as is the case in all other entries, apd the
provided for 1n 0-Coentries from 1881 to 1889 are in a better and more sgrvmea.glﬁ
sheets contaml?{i" latter portion of the book which was used much ‘aft’er them. .
condition than 13 wi ik Bri gade_Surgeon-LieuteDant-Cglonel Branfoot’s eyldence 0
thead g Coul:ie membered the entries of suspensi_on m‘the book, Conclusw.e]y prof;vie
ha,vtu%g s%(;%l?:m;e’;ampered with, and the handwriting of the Apothecary is a suifi-
e i !
2?2nt proof of his complicity and guxlt. : R s
6. His other statements call for no remarks—suffice it to say tha e

the least prejudice against him in this office as will be seen from my letter No, C.—
e lens X . 3 7

84, dated 26th November 1896.
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