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Civil Apothecary John Pillai, % . % . &2 <

Dismissing, with remarks, petition from — appealing against the order of the Surgeon-
General suspending 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 purpose of attacking the official chara.ct.er 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.
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published iy fhem"'an calli 8% of the Boarg
: Hindy on me to gy M of Revenue, Rou: =
l(:lfezttlie Said letter gy, tn:g the 27¢h ultimg ’:rp‘n :t i the facts ‘::.: R_mmm,. No, 2160,
ng referved ¢, - * The following ;.. 2 I beg ‘ttioned in a letter
Wi n 0 i g Governmont :»n?amt" that the contents
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From the Surgeon-Greneral with the Government of Madras, dated 2nd September
1896, No. 401.

ith the Government of Madras, dated 17th Septem-

the surgeon-Genetal w
mebcr 1896’ No. 434-

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

e, copmm——

From the Surgeon
ber 1896, No. 447.

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

1896, No. 481.

- - Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 23rd October
rom
1896, No. 489. b

from the SurgeOn-General with the Government of Madras, dated 11th Novem-
m :
o ber 1896, No. 522. &

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

¢ 1 C. SIBTHORPE, r.R.c.P.I, Sur on-Greneral with

i sor Sm&ﬁ’:ﬁﬂ:ﬂﬁnﬁ:dms, to the ‘Chief Secre_tar; to Government, dated
ﬁ:&a: 96th November 1896, No. C.-84. ; s

’ No. 1355, Public, dated the 9th July 1896,

: ndum
With reference t0 10'?:}:}‘:‘%. 522,’ dated the 11th N ovember 1896, I have the

lettet gra - “ihe case of Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai of
: %“:mwmiv;% from the Collector of South Arcot and is herewith

Government.

g that the apothe-
‘Brahmanical

A-'}‘:'nndﬁct of the accusers eslls!or

“¢hey will be dealt with in such a way as to
o ]. 'Ons Pnb}.ic Oharges in f‘ltm.
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ok . quiry has disclosed that the late Civil Apothecary, Mr. John Pillai, is _
3. The iSRS d of the malicious charges recklessly brought against him ‘i

hose animosity he appears to have incurred on
¢ duties, both as a medical officer and as

account of }“:hff“,ff,‘{:np:t Tirukkdoyilir, and his personal independence. of character.
chairman O B0\ vient to the district munsif in particular, it 18 improbable that this
d in the manner disclosed by the

1tati 1d have been manufacture . by
. o Mr. John pillai has abundant material for both civil and

From Surgeon-Maj
jor J. C. MARSDEN, Distri : ' itte
Arcot, to the Secreta «y istrict Medical and Sani entitled to be fully 800"
4 wwetary to the § e 1 Sanitary Officer : ants and others Whosb
Madras, dated Cuddalore, 20th N ov::l'ﬁ)i?lgggerlglo ‘;1%1 the Govem;ﬁegznz}; by a few public serv rformance of publi
) » &0 2

The papers in question are submitted herewith, together with confid
onfidential 1

i A, £
S e AR e
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No. C, dated 18th Novemb
. il er 1896, f . !
which reviews the whole case. , from the President, District Board, South xf:\is;’ spurio ; A
: rts.
2. There are two sets of papers from the Presiden : ”?P‘-lty Collector s .repri" traducers, but his reputation is in the hands of Government,
e President, Taluk B : criminal action against DIS y ‘
) oard, Tirukkdyilir hom I request that the Surgeon-General will be so good as to forward these papers
y to who far as the implieated officials are concerned. I am of opinion that, in
. shment should be meted out to the ringleaders.

consisting wi i
g of reports, with enclosures, concerning (a) the manuseri
i i
pt memorial and fo

(®) ﬂ;ﬁ' printed memorial against the apothecary
. T have already, i '
remarks on ;ﬁealcase ylioltxilnmytl}%' 135, dated 19th September 1896, submi
apothecary. He is ’also hgld Y Jteomaary kg SESE & f":vsu e e
ks ) I eld in good repute by all the E ourably on this
. v]t; 0 are acquainted with him. utopean officers in. the
4. During my recent inspection of Ti i
% ‘ : irnkkdéyilir : : .
ork and he appeared popular with all except th}; 1 lrlr: :3 Iiofizsiisc%glteIsa;zl(s:lf{ie(tihmth his
: 0 oppor-

tunity of meeting the leading petiti
! : g petitioners (those wh ant i :
I heard their complaints, as well as the aps)thecarv;’soet:;{gnl;i?g;l;t in the station), and

T . b
he complaints are all detailed in the accompanying file of correspond
ence.

The explanations I consi i
Oy 3 onsidered satisfactory. Th :
isposition and he was disposed to be too verbose J:;nd, e‘ihig‘;fhjgg?‘; £Ci21f1t’1,ly 1;‘13}'v01t15 ;
ive to

the public interests, exemplary punl
t the ringleaders were the following :(—

4. The inquiry proves tha
. Varadarajulu Naidu Garu, District Munsif of Tirukkéyiltr,
(;) M.R.Ry. ;17‘. Xaasilafx?ny \ludaliar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar of Tirukkéyiltr and
Pl S Prosident of the Taluk Board, Tirukkoyiltr,
Srinivass Row Avargal, First-grade Pleader of Tirukkdyilar and Member

@) Lo of the District Board, as also of the Tirukkéyiltr Taluk Board,

C. Narasimha Chariar Avargal, Tnspector of Police, Tirukkdyilar,
tor of Salt and Abkéri Revenue,

(4) »
la Row Avargal, Inspec
g’;; ’,’ ggsiﬁl;a Odayar Agvargal, ‘Member of the Tirukkdyilar Union Panchayat,
; d
(M » S:;;:Siva Pillai Avargal, 2 private Vakil of Tirukkéyildr.
5. The records prove that the principal offender was the District Munsif of
' It is astonishing that an officer in his position should, to gratify per-

the fact that the distri : . .
great provocation al‘l;fiu:' ﬁﬁzﬁxx l(::ls tﬁﬁc;)zlilzlper&r' He bad, however, received Syilik
seemed to be all that was needed. Tl;‘;}d: )';te l*;‘or imagined slight which, if it occurred at all, occurred some twelve
i g i have taken 80 prominent a part in the public meeting convened to
£ the eleven pleaders

viousl ;

'J:,‘:g:;f r: tl)(;otlz*’r officer in another dgpax:tment. That nine ol €
of his court ghould have suppor’ced him is not surprising having reggrd to native
haracter—oT the absence thereof. He was ably seconded by the leading local vakil
g Qrinivasa Rew Avargal who did not consider 1t improper, though a
oard, to which the civil apo-

i{eﬁ;g of a district board and also of the taluk boa 2
thecary Was directly subordinate both as.the local n}edlcal officer and the chairman
of the local union, to take & most prominent part in these scandalous proceedings.
He admittedly drafted the ‘manuseript memorial and was one of the five persons
selocted as 8 gub ¢ meeting to draw up the printed memorial,

_committee of the gubli B o iy
| ay be characterized as @ concatenation of wisrepresen ions. e
gﬁ%ﬁigxal':ll} Iﬁ,{{.Ry. Masilamony Mudaliar Avargal also took a very prominent
art in the matter and, attempted to induce the forest ranger to join the conspirators.
This gub-registrar Was reported to me to be endeavouring to tamper with the witnesses.
rdingly transferred at my request by the Inspector-General of Registration,
ector M.R.Ry. Nara-

5. In my opinion, the
‘ ! ) y _apothecary has el :
brought against him and he is most painstakzn; 2?1?%1?;?::“ R i

6. But it seems ve i : .

i ry evident that his ti i 1

Wilh i othicr dhtibs wod b t his position as union chairman has int

the medical officer. I bl‘:l;:lfg by

7. It is also very evident that several of the memorialists have a strong grud
udge

 against him and they have, accordingl x
~ complaint at the time of the’alleged 2&5&3&@1 Wp PAPER P, B

i ‘Nothing can justify their conduct in this case.

Fiom A
B. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., President, District Board, South

Arcot istri : d
ldre(: istfh %zvfﬁézfis%gdl 1{’;:1 ’gd Sanitary Officer, Cuddalore, dated Cudda- He was acc0 . :
I G iaad A )rd ; . wnd 1 believe, he is now in the Salem diStl'l(Et.l T}:le 5;011:09 IrI;BP 2] R r
P ey forward, for your inf i b iy L .. Avargal si od the memorial and to0 part in the meeting an
Aisfgm?;fggenem with the }‘Governme’nt of %rtladrals:l :;;n:?xggd: n& ‘ltransmmon to:the sﬁha gga?owirnduce %he 15‘;1 sub-magistrate to join in' the nefarious plot. The
Pre % q 6, dated 29th September 1896, of the ]’)eput Colln ; t”’ reports Nos. 9 and s mstor of salt and abkéri referred to has since been transferred ; but his transfer
b r(i:.lt of fPQ_TMkayllﬁr Taluk Board, on (1)the Zlan ector, Tirukkdyilir, and faﬁo connection With his part in this agitation. Govinda Odayar, a member of the
memorials submitted against Mr. John Pillai, late Civil A tisoript and (2):the: printed - n. was intrigning against his own chairman, the apothecary. The private vakil
) pothecary and Union Chair- zﬁobéing an official, may well be treated with contempt.
cated in this conspiracy bad any valid

blic servants who are implicat

6. If the pu AL
grievances against the civil apoth
as chairman of the 1;1.1110:10, t;c-lhey (;;1; 4 oy

i i im e pro |
(13;‘:2 ﬁtd:gg‘?o‘g::her to get ug a publie meeting, touting for.algnaigures and declaim-
; ing against a prother public servant, signing abazars against him containing the
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- .
Jessly if at any moment he i8 liable to find himself the object of hostile declamation
in the streets at a public meefing deliberately convened by and presided over and
levolent eloquence is in inverse ratio td the

attended by brother officers whose ma :

ecary either in his capacity as & medical officer or

1d easily and, of course, should have made their
in the proper way. But for them to

B ’ ;f ’Ig‘;uk;éyﬂﬁr, in original, together with their respective enclosures
S NG b it s i
e s that Iquhlar{l.d is reports are 8o complete and the records a: ﬁmmugh
o Y oat w;i i é’ ;?rtllllﬁtéle as possible to swell the literaturo of :ha v
hat the Deputy "cg Tirukkdyilir lately 1 made personal inquiries h'e s
Ve mi’qgs Lo lector’s conclusions are correct and his lucid & loh» Satisfy
vaa s hase conspruoy organisod by s fow ofiala of tho placeto Brpriagsn
b 4o Of"iﬁe-irarib(:x? doe;; a::lt;ler t:ott:m%qt. It was my intention to haég :dgr:::;
i subject of the gross misoondueetnof Vhigh e, Hplickfed Suils ‘hel e
g A o 4 BoRS g their subordinat L delong ol he
| gl;ﬁ;dmfble d"tl“{hm making geveral (;?ies of the recor?lss’ :rﬁit t}?‘m Wwould  involve
g regard to the reminders received for these mpoﬂ&> i8 1 desire to avoid
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truth of their utterances, The J;
ample scope | #08, 1€ license ‘ff the native ress of this o : 1
ml;mpnn?tey 9 gg:rg:;g for anl(m_vmous libellers to (lf‘-f}:)mw publie ao:‘vl;:'tz \?i:}?Chz-:z’:f
miBNpresentaiim et itprexel.u_xx (!stubllsh(,'.d for itself such a reputation for deliberate
Pt; but where, as i;s t’}n‘? \lous vapourings can best be treated with merited con-
4 PUBlicly ’to atta(l-k ushca:.u-, puhlur servants have not hesitated to conspire
Opinion, imperative] ‘ ‘a rother public servant, condign punishment is, in m
- agitation ig expl‘essly nfgﬁ??fyl l? s interests of public administration. Sue
conduet of public Ber{ax?ts;’ ted by rule 68 of the “Rules regulating the personal

7. As agi TR W
venture to m:%;attgm folfl this kind are dangerous to the public peave and order, I
considerad t e Tollowing recommendations for such consideration as they may
: o o ment.by His Excellency the Governor in Couneil :—
High C‘g:x)rt i}xlxa:riteh: tn:)lt;qonduct otf tthe (flistrir;t munsif be brought to the notice of the
e 115 prompt transfer after such reduction. sus nsion or oth
Punishment as may be deemed proper. £ o

(%) That the sub-registrar referred to be suspended and reduced.

(e) That similar punishment be awarded to the inspectors of the police and
of the salt and abkdri, the latter to be subsequently transferred. :

(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
re-appointment or re-election be prohibited for a period of three years,

(¢) That M.R.Ry. Govinda Odayar Avargal be similarly dealt with in respect
of his appointment in the union panchayat.

8. In coneclusion, as I understand, that Mr. John Pillai has latel , in the ordinary
course, been relieved of his appointment at Tirukkdyilir by the reversion of the per-
manent incumbent. I am of opinion that as this is just what the conspirators have been
working for, it is desirable, if not absolutely necessary, that he should be re-appointed
to Tirukkdyilir ata very early date, so that the publie may be convinced that such
machinations as have been brought to light will not be allowed to succeed. In the
public interests such a course seems expedient, for otherwise the transfer of this
apothecary at this juncture must give rise to deplorable misconstruction. He has
done exceﬂent work at Tirukkdyilir and the hospital figures afford the best evidence of

y Inspection notes passed on the 6th September

his popularity. I append copy of m

1892 whieh also bears the remarks of the Deputy Collector, and Taluk Board Pre-
sident, I am confident that the Surgeon-General will not for a moment tolerate
such intrignes as have been laid bare by the Deputy Collector and the retention of
this medical subordinate at Tirukkdyildr for some months at least to come together

with the punishment of his traducers would, I think, be the best possible answer to
the mahazars under reference.

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

South Arcot, dated Tirukkdyilir, 29th September 1896, No. 10.

. Adverting to your endorsement, dated 10th July 1896, on a printed memorial
peainst Mr. John Pillai, Civil Apothecary, Tirukkdyiltr, T have the honour to cubmit
,m::fhnmon with all the connected records as per enclosed list, and to report as
o ﬂ?; The memorial was the outcome of a public meeting convened at Tirukkéyildr

9 e Of the 24th June 1896. Among the members present were the
ﬁ:“}‘ of the Judicial, Registration, Police and Abkdri departments, as glso

© vakils of the local bar, The president of the meeting was Mr. Gopala

S .:ol, thﬁﬁgl:t‘md Abkdri department, and he is stated to haye taken
civil apoth pok kgl tmphm made by some of the members present against the
been fbf'i"long ’tm": Tesolved that as the local Apothecary Mr. John Pillai had
inaccessible to tha nﬁ:‘ tentive to his duties and had become highly unpopular and
mitted to the Snrkgdh-'(g’.%" veasions of urgent nature, a memoriaf should be sub-
, RO M’aﬁ“ 001190&0: and the District Surgeon praying for

3 et g%
ARy

|

for his services, and stating that the amount was not an adequate remunera
. b
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: this station, and that a sub-committee of five gentlemen should
ggftmt?:::fl’ :;’g;l and do the 'needful with special reference to the complaints made

at the meeting. / +
3. According to the memorial itself the individuals who are stated to have

' the meeting the complaints against the apothecary of their own or of
r:g;;a:e ﬁzergb:ied only six%een, while the signatures affixed to the memorial exceed
280 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 apportloned.the work pf examining th.e Tamil
signatories to the Tahsildar, and requestec! him to submx? a report detailing the
circumstances which brought about the public meeting. His elabora@e 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.
II1. The popularity of the medical institution at Tirukkdyildr.

on I.—Of the sixteen persons who complained against the apothecary at
5. Secho’zei ing, six individuals are confined to a vague complaint of irreg{:lar
he hospital referred to in paragraph 5 of the memoriul, three gentlemen
who had either no complaiuts to make or who had 1o desire to press their grievance
hown to have given utterance to the supposed grievances of four others who were
e meeting, and of whom only one was made to sign the memorial,

ther and son—who are living together are shown in paragraphs
t individuals with

the public m
attendance at t

not present at the -
! a

gnt% %ou”t:znz;émnt complainants. Hence the actual number o

ific compluints has to be taken as only seven.

e As for the first charge of irregular a,t;tenda.ncel s;Imciﬁed in pa;l']agraph 5 of the

: memoria examined the three persons

(1) M.R Ry. Sreenivasa Charriar, Becond-grade  pameq in'the margin, The Tahsilgai‘ has

- Pleader, Tirukkéyilér. Head Clork, ©Xamined a few others whose names do

(2) Ratnas?bupa“é gﬁg‘g&,ﬂ Office. Dot appear in the body of the memo-

S.tmtm;]mﬂ'{I m‘i ;i % g : rial.  No one is able to specify the exact

(3) Marimuthu Sooiil e date and hour when they found the

bsent from the hospital, nor has any person who happened to go to the
;goﬂiltﬁagr:d to inquire if the Ix;mdical officer had gone elsew_rhere on duty. This is
anssocusation, 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 occaslons, 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 adqnts, 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 oharge-.—mdlﬂerent
treatment—iwhich does not find place in the memonal,' Qn.bemg questioned on thig
oint, the vakil says that he considered his treatment indifferent, because he thought
that t’he apothecar} 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
atll indiéerent 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
4 tion for his

cary with a note expressing

bl i PR &b ey was returned by the apothe,
services ; but that the money it b e

that he valued friendship more than money. It may well b
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charge of indifferent treatment can be believed. I i i H
thi mt o » believed.  In explanation of the omission of Wi PR e ikt
itlzontizszogit) ‘:il r:azl(‘igfzﬁfgorgle rtr::)erizllelz?lr'l?]’\m?\ vak:‘l‘ lenlc!lts himself by attributing “P?theca{({ ;Untth th:m“t‘:},:;fe :}?a:tf]igdw(;;zze;t?lﬁrh:::etznb?iegggﬁ’ gndththat ‘f.n
rial i fan o , , while he has affixed his signature to the memo- being told by the &8 7 : . e L s
e ;;1 12::08112!{1 :I::ht; long title as Pleader, District .\hx_nmt’s Court, Tirukkdyilar, and cation of instruments, Deynraj?'gat hisn-at?: anddtliat ?e prthpI%:edl to consult elderly
o gentlemen who signed a notice for convening 1l bli eople.  The apothecary 18 S o have demanded a 166 O 5, and asked Deva-
g the publio ia'al.)ya:to make arrangements sharp. In this case there seems to have been a miscon-
: of facts. Devarajaya 8ays that when the preseribed amount of fee was

meeting.
M_.R.Ry. Ratnasabapathi Mudali apl
s m); siarys: hgm, that“o: ;};z:; ::\g’:c :”};i::)tn;h:v ‘?I‘)«)ﬂ;noary has been uniformly ;’fﬁlﬁ’fn to him, he did not offer anything less in consideration of his impoverished
urte , when he happened to go to the eircummc(.g, and he anderstood the words of the apothecary ¢ grrangements should
» to mean steps to procure the fee required. But according to the

hospital at about 7 A, the apothecary was not present, but that he is unable to give

the dates, and that he made no en uiries as t
“ : be made 8001 : R
q o the Whercgbouts of the officer at the o hed to hurry his visit and to ask Devarajaya to decide

apothecary’s explanation, he wished to i
1] whether he had no objection to handling the case himself. Devarajaya

time.
One Marimuthu Naik who is sti i : : once for &
A igmatized by the medical officer as an ex-conviet L 2 apparently in a fix when he was suddenly told that the woman in his house
would have to be delivered by 2 male member of the medical. profession at a time when

says that he went to the hospital on one occasion at 7 AM., an i

{)h:: (;1110210 t%?ttt%ay he ﬁwas told that the apothecary hud’gong at?‘tt}]xe“:i:;i’zt da?: .

tiong a Hhuie det a.potf el():?.ry was not seen the next day, but that he caxmotn :nr) ;

po - g Osa i‘; esthothm visit., This man seems to have uttered a deliber;lt:

s oF fzc . igwfs d:aft e(zl signed the memorial at the public meeting, while as a

s D e ‘subsequently, x}nd to have acted under the influence of
ayar, who figures very prominently as will be seen from the se(’{m’*l 5

he (].)evarajaya) had gone to the apothecary’s quarters simply to bring back the
midwife. = Hence it will be seen that 10 great weight can be attached to this complaint
based on a misconception of facts. 1have 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 memovial, Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar, B.A.y B.Luy
first grade pleader, and his father Arunachala Aiyar figure as complainants, and the
s statement before me both for himself and his father, a retired

former has made hi
As regards the absence of the apothecary from the hospital

revenue inspector. .
between 4 and 530 par, Mr.J ayaramaehandrmyar says that he does not remember

the exact day when he took his step sister to the hospital who had thrust a tamarind
geed in her nostril, that the apothecary was not then at his quarters, that no enquiry
o the whereahouts of the apothecary, and that the apothecary turned up

was made as ¥ ¢ b ;
od the child. The vakil Joes not remember if the apothecary

after 5-30 P.M. and relieve :
is absence byssaylng that he had been to the Sub-Magistrate’s Court

accounted for h > ‘
as g witness. The date 18 apprommately fixed as one between the 10th May and 22nd
d the apothecary says that on that particular day he was absent in the

June 1896, an. pLY.
which 18 corroborated by the compounder, Thus it will be

Sub-Magistrate’s Court . e co
t worth the paper 1n which it is set forth, and that it was

geen that the complaint 1s 10
apparently intended to cwell the number of charges against the apothecary.

The next complaint embf)died in paragraph 9 of the memorial is even according to
a total misrepresentation of facts. Mr. Jayarama-

the complainant’s owil showing ¢ .
chandraiyar admits that the hospital ;mdwife did attend on his step mother in labour
from 10 P.M. of the 13th May 1895 till 5 A, the next day, that finding the case too.

¢t his house at & A, SayINg she would go and consult the apothe-
y the midwife did not turn up, that his (J ayaramachandraiyar’s)
jsunderstood what was wanted and went to call the apothecary
dwife, that at about 10 Ao, Ramanadaiyar was again sent to the
bring the midwife, and that he returned without the midwife and said that
ut to attend on some other case of labour. Mr. Arunachalaiyar was
o apothecary to hundle the case, though he had volunteered his

ervices as admitted by Mr. J ayaramaehandraiyar himself, and the hospital midwife

had already expressed her inability to treat the case. I do mot see how the apothe-
o midwife can be blamed in the circumstances. The apothecary’ says b

y or th
as the midwife was unable to cope with the labour case, he sent her to attend on
and 1 find: from the birth register of Keelur village

another labour caseé at Keelur,
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,
J ayaramachandruiyar. r.J ayaramachandraiyar seems however o urge that his step

mother’s case chould have been given preference. This is absurd on the fact of it
inasmuch as the midwife was not quite gqual to the task, and her services could he
better utilized in the other case at Keelur. The midwife nevertheless turned up in

Mr. Jayaram%handraiyar’s house at 2 P.M. oD 14th May 1895, The language in
the memorial in. regard to this complaint thab the apothecary could not be moved 18
aite meaningless, if not malicious, and yet the very same Mr. J ayaramachtmdmiyair ‘
was one of the. members of the cab-committee Who drafted the memorial. It should
be here poted that this complaint was thirteen months old at the date of the meeting.
'3

6. The next complaint is that of one David Carpe hri
: en b Jarpenter, a Christia
}l)aﬁ:;}i;gx“gégé ;ggrliesav&s exIx;mtltr]lgdc:y tthl:) 'I‘l:)xhsill)dar (L:z'dc page 1.‘;1 :ff htiger(;zi‘:}
i se, the charge i
gosgg,efnd :}: the house of David Carpenter, on a cert':z,xinl sd::;'l :ttx tltlﬁeagg;:l?zerl{ re{yfg;ed
or the treatment of his baby, five months old, though the child ob n
precarious state. .It is however admitted by the complainant that the babwas . fin'm
:laken to the bospltal and placed under the treatment of the apothecary fg; w{o).s tmly
ays prior to its death, and that even on the last day when the medical office gt e
could not be .procured at his quarters, that officer was solicitous about the sx;:t:er?ces
child, in haviug deputed two or three persons to go and ascertain why the chil?i s "y
not prought to the hospital, and that the apothecary eventually turned up, in his ;:: ; :
carriage, after 9 oM. The apothecary’s explanation is that he had paid due attention
to the'trea}tment of the baby, which was suffering from high fever cou led with 1 o
complications, that on the last day when he had a call from David CaI: nter d it
hospital _hours, h_e explamefl to him the advantages of treatment in the pﬁoa it lurm%.
asked him to bring the child as usual, that David Carpenter consented to?l e
returned home, that as the child was not brought up as agreed to he (a o(t)hso s
ascertained through a servant of the hospital the state of the chil,d and g eca(;'y({
thereafter to the house of David Carpenter. It is also stated by the a othg mceelf
he had attended at his quarters and treated gratuitously his other chli)ldrexfayy —
sovere cases of illness, and that this will be amply testified to by his own v:rvfl e
(]);:hey Christians. The apot_hec.nry has sent up a copy of a letter from the Eu1 i
anish Missionary to the District Surgeon, which amply testifies to the go dropean
S:il 1t_lm medjcal officer done to the poor Christians without any char . :nd e
mg]y. It appears from @he Tahsildar’s report that David Carpenter ‘ge i
prefer his complaint some Six weeks after the death of his baby by a bl 4
xé:;,lmgd Badasl'va Pillai, who owes & grudge to the apothecary in hgs 3; )afi?v:te va_lnl
e 31%%% (vide correspondence ending with your letter, No. 166-D 115 d};tesluimn
D:y'd , in the Loqal Fund Branch). I need hardly say that ih; com I( e
vid Carpenter is quite unfounded asaptly remarked by the Rev. 8 B o ("f
very strange that the fact of the previous treatment of the ve b b b i il
cary has been suppressed from the memorial. b e s

7. The next complainant is one Devarajaya, a girls’ i
E ¢ I girls’ school tea i
zl};ga:bg;;zgice is snaait'E out in paragraph 7 of the memorial, It icshes;;g:ir‘tlilf: il
i i vf‘ OZ? s wife was in acute stage of labour, the apothecary declined t s
memorialpwith s p:.‘yment of Rs.15. The word ‘ previous ” is italiciz do e
- g P view to draw 'the attention of the authorities. But l;) ln.the
on being cross-examined by the apothecary denied that the 12:&1;'”{‘1{3

refused to attend without previous payment. It is admitted by this teacher that th
0
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emorial in print;
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Rttt

; : omplaining
‘ “ i e | i e he had no serious attention of comp
No. 793, Pusuie, 25t Jone 1897. '

t his grievance to
: m irod any one to reprosent te=. t fairl
dat bfore 30688 0 My e never et S8l o memoria i print did not faiely
: against the 2 or at the pubhc m fak (ided a note 1n pencil at not in need,
: rvices were

The next complaint set forth in paragraph 10 of the memorial refers to the o Phe auﬂ:)l;tleﬁole facts of }tl::nﬁ: tho next day wEL ools
t;?:mentf of :hhaf;{( eleven days old born to Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar's step mother : g, oot :
Spoxen of in the labour case just disposed of. The ’
back of the baby at Mp. J .

d (favourable
earance of such a recor i
the apothecary ¢ objected to the appea clf, the pencil enfry was SCOX¢
apothecary opened a boil on the i B thatt as_the sub'_re%f; body of the me-mog'l at;,lbolfrz his (Pmnatharthlhara Atl;yagist)
‘ Jayamxmwhandmiynr’s quarters some ten days after delivery, h apothecal'y) i epeated iD ink jus be frivolous, to say the least of 1t,
and on this occasion there was admittedly no delay in attendance on the purt of the ' d the same note .rtpfs in itself shown to

:g:t‘;l:cary. 'ﬁhe next momixg,' when the apothecary passed ininng the street, without ' out, 2% oa
vAe Necessary dressing materials and on some :

b !

: . ies, be present in the
. rootice to his duties, 3t an
‘ The comp could not, in Justy Aivar’s house to attend {

: : jgnature. ical officer rthihara Aly ten-
; . unknown business, he did not enter the b as the medics time in Mr. Pmatﬁ:nsible conduct of the Oﬁicersfmrlilxlx a

Bouse to see how the child was getting on (and it is not known to Mr. Ramachandra- at the sam‘;mt the highly repreb dy of the memorial, and transferring

yar if the apothecary then enquired Ramanadan about the child), nor was he inyited : case of fever, OL, t fact from the Hody

:{ 4 Jayaramm:handmiyar to attend on the baby. M. Jayurs;xmvbaxulmi\‘ar was f S OriReey i i
admittedly inside his house at the time. Immnediately ; x
~#ays he sent his cousin, Ramanadan, .

i i ber of signatures
Iy suppressinig : ble rtion of the memorial amidst a num
W : iona . gna’
* . after Mr. Jayaramachandruiysrt t B
. ith a carri 3
and dan refurned without the apoths eable po
“busy in the hospital an

; ials in a separate
it to however, deal with the action of thio offcials

2 i ote of 1 hall, oW 3

age to hospital to bring the apothecaryy A n

laint, the apothecary
g . 0 in regard to this complailt, the facts
deserves comment- I] his @ 1"‘?‘&“92 1the gf:;morial is not Jusnﬁ:d “lﬁgh fover
seary, and expluined that he was then very ‘ tion 88 premised. hat the wording 1 hinself, which do not refer to ¢ st
.- 1% was not then expressly given ont by Ram lan that the : 860 ly points out tha tharthihara’ Al.ya,r i r(,a of the strained relations ‘
apotheeary demanded fees, and that his failure to attend was atirib mi:”?m '"." th ough rightly P Mr. Pram§7 ard that being unawa
it was understood from Ramanadaw’s conversation with My Jaya o }c e iyar that '
that might be the case. Ramanadan AL AL ANRATE
assurance as to the

¢ : ; a.nd “ye an ssure o
. Was again sent to the apothecary with an i himself (apomeoagd away b ik
apparently after the }I]":z".‘g;t of n}?y fee that might be demanded. At about 10 ANy i himself to e giYe-
: ; OSpital work was over, the a othecary we ‘ mhs

cgsndralyn’s and dressed the boil but refused to mnl:-i\-qz(” i
by Mr, Jaymmachandmiyar, ‘

\ : 3
. ipister mo iod in aragraphs e |
: out acted with a sinl ¢, whose grievances are embodie P
g a sum of Rs. b though offered ‘
. o explaining that he would ! Ra. b though o
child was cured. The apothecary att

: ] / ary. B.A., B.L., District
h 10. The nex? complainan R.Ry. T. Varathara] uln Naidu Gart,
receive the fee only after the ; ;
Gided st Al cive the fee only afte :
days, and cared th

for
id hi ttendance before me
i oid his personal a
ho-Mankie wished to av
yarsmachundraiyae’s quarters Ay e
e baby completely, My, Jayaramachandraiyst
reatment duriug the ti :

t idea of meeting
! foade v A ‘tion and the unpleasan . % ot
st of k07100, f i ot portion 80, f b omplaint, Bt
; ‘ \lir on eawrl . 'caa‘,C‘.lty and as LN T
on tl ‘ y {8 Wcoord Re, D) me the apothecary attende ,openaei:& eugl‘y’ and senf] Ommfene“"e to his :ﬁc:ﬁv égateme’nt_ of the district munsif
‘I‘QﬁOn. ‘N i : = heaphob 8, h’ to th(} ay ()!h(&(ra.ry as his remune W thehlg oomplﬂints ha . 3dm1tti“g on Tee Ath !
%ﬂﬂ means and mis sent indubitable faets ,s: n?n?l:nix::’ttn o h; m;e v “:,MP,;? ; .
think of complaining against that yory .. ) in favour of the apothecarys
such strong languag 8 ery officer, and ex pY

i i allowed
1 _ Pranatharthihara Aiyar, }
fusal to attend the Sub-Reglstrar,f}ge s:; andaribitgs, Ao

S if after
:ation. the district munsif af
n gs-examination, S es most
oty oot L el B 0% Ve et bl chorge mo
) . iy i ¢ ‘ : de benin® = sent ‘hich does 1o
Buc ! 1age as to induce the authorities to r?sihm b Sy ggmaum ‘: " _much hesitatiofh eOt.o a mew charge whi
was devoid of even the rudimentary principles of huy 1eve that the medieal offiet
_ money, without regard to the sufferings of s bk nan
chandraiyar has : i

emorial were all 1o less than fen

: in the m
: - ; s R v, @ o complaints 11 :
ity, and heartless in exacting : : vehimentlys e thre

SRR ttended, and made an
: ting which he atie for full twelve
v b the public mee s successively for 1u
thd ] uts. In fact, Mr. Jaynmm" _ ‘appmnths t‘ﬁ' 4 on the dﬂ;f?-h"‘fl had to record on two days su
o the wording of paragraph 10 of the peey " » and on being questioned 88 ; O barate statement WAI®
himself and his comrades, members of the sub~cbs§r‘::ri?:ftmg to have been dratted by el 3
says that the words in pa i ‘

(% aragraph 10 a

iyar does not know En is}ﬁ g o ’
when questioned as to why the

at the public meeting, that th

‘ - £ the
: . forth in pa.ragrayh 1? 0

laint in Ohmmhgwhaalt 0]:11‘2 e}:aas ::t af’::ceas near one of his knees,
t comp :

: ! i
18 own, and th The The distriet munsif says

‘ 5 for dressing
28th July 1895 for g
) at about T P08 A much tired and coul
: o b mm?;;uslént word to *,-‘5,";,*‘;’,‘.“?;212%@& in rs%P‘ge;‘;“fo}iiewfﬁomewy, edukm 8 h‘-mTﬁ‘;
. ti : . b s The apo e was againl SbT not complied with.
Sl o, Lo, L e oo T T D
~outspoken manner in which as a gentlo ; - \ - mot S Smpounder cas’s independently O had already_commence
;?&%m;:;igexz rl:ig:;gil:;:]:ﬂ | Jv iy i wls R eon(llp‘mnde:t vgasrt::e:‘af; did the needful. The apo Ty
the local bar, deserve oonsi’dmt’ion, i

‘ district munsif either to attend himself, or to
’;‘mmdupmt and was asked by the nu

oth July 1895, the apothecary

il i i componnder, P S sarors s sonfnney 0 (28, Yon e
orial deals With' the uter. K e Tq:.«dai’;“ i on thn&?‘&w There Was 3°é;1£e%n§der turned up he lilaxﬁasg? ptlye
thihara Aiyar, Local Fund Assistant Engineer, whe wet 0 2000 of Mr.. ,  gwo days from ly 1895 when the COPRPRL 0 g ring ﬁ-‘“ngﬁ i
and who seem to have signed the memorial under e ., night of 5 L anper thati « had previously prescribed. Tn connection
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar. Tt 18 said in the ‘memopig theiadath LT ‘  abscess in at oS mself have ‘bandaged it. eal requisition
 sent for, refused to call on Mr. Pravatharthihara A 2B b g Pt e the 8 ¢ munsi 8 thgh A%, Wipte, WEO MAY. ¥ Lo SNt ad
gt RErahos shitiee S Ehomelel ot b e o
gays that on 11th February e had fover (ot bigh' tavast t1ar T ALMATR AR . with ance, he would ce t is impossible for Tur Thnta i
Bt 5 . (hopial Houm) ho s vont st e e ' ot o e, a1 Bl o et by i
“at his quarters—two furlongs from the hospital— thar. o O done before and ~
it y was then busy at the hospital, he

< A . the minute deth® & T people to apply for bis servi
‘with the Tequest, that tho compounder was - dagee sl mowrty. 3.0 sl i G0

en v distriot ™ o apothecary’s explanation
3 R  gud thet it was usual with distne & a reference to the apothecary

dicines from the hospital, and that the fever subsided th 8

thihara Aiyar adds that the’ apothecary went to od tr1

¢ (BN R I would reque st him.
:.«,J..gv%-;’gg;ﬁ‘;ﬁ (hie and other complaints BgHYE

‘ . hat : ) him the nex b _with

~ about his health, and on being questioned as to the he f my ) 68T :
gave out that it was in a critical state the previous day, R i PR R

Aiyar) knew that the apothecary had also to attend on
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As regards 2 :
b 418 tma%ﬁ; entl:;r:g;:}}:; }ﬂ‘; of the mem.onal, the district munsif’s complaint refers
S0 Wi il ‘aaking b s:ess near his anus, and in connection with this he u;r?;rt:
syt syt reglvlf}lx ;) attend at his quarters on the 10th August 1895 to
q\i%};t be fully ooeupiedpv;rith aﬂ,}: Shgs;;?:law?oer?h:% o' O}f St et
i 2 : § , the apotheca
e s o v 28
el iRy ‘ y ical officer dic
st S it 2 L
b a,d v ghat t};e Ythe district munsif on 16tk August 1 806. "1‘h ;u' i
ou the 12th August h: 3 eflcaﬁy turned up the next day (11th August : (:iq that
i ik Ayt St S it o Gk povon
ok e A PR s recollectic o Aol
i};; ‘:ili?r:;itu xt:lvi;i 1inhtbe aftelaanoon of the 10th August lggl;'; haeugei‘;;::ttif Sty
e e finit Eu would not have done if the disease was & 8rio il
i sabeiet after(;x i;es to believe it, and his contention is that hadusth(;ne’ ed]‘}nt
e Mty e stragomtghto court, his servants would have given informn;,' 1
el Sl happeneyt'i ' gagre at the district munsif preferred to rely on his Bt;:on “
g e absen};e f&go, and would not believe the apothecary, thou ;aa:.s
ity ‘B owisirvat roni his house could be ascertained without dﬁ' tle
from the hospital visitors’ bsc;ok tl:;;:l }iyt%i(; :xll)qtzcwi()}tl}o”;\ B 696 At e;gaé
7 s B o 5
the Assistant Collector, visited the hospital, and recorldeilllﬁ;;sixgtigdint};ﬁzl\lf;bllthberts’

e e aya . on the Sond g 1095 a abo
%b:"l;" 01,:11: edaugl;t:i; was seriously ill, and that he sent(:\. lgagnntc(im‘il :vgi:flttfvi% Moaboan
Thé nl:en . :::I? edl .ttﬁn urgent request th_at he should come over to see tﬁerva.n'fs 0
b thﬁtlil oum T‘;‘l medlqn}e and said that the apothecary could not b(e’ mt:flent.(
L % . emedxcmq was not however administered as the apoth s
o AL L }Za ient. In this instance there was no written commpuni ectt;,ry
b '?t };s ric ;nuneuf agd the z}pothecary. The apothecary says that hcahoﬁ
to be takgrlxrat sza{);gvims evfen ing at his quarters, and given the necessary mediecina
ot 11 R ?urs or the night, that to the best of his recollection hes
y mg tha about 9 o'clock a servant of the district munsif sent b his wif on that
::5&211 of ;:dt?t? of thde child, and asked for certain instructions asyto thv:;l :dx(x)::al'ly
instructions ang,lx;?tem:l ddlet flor the night, that he forthwith gave the re ulil;ls(i
{hd 'w;hieh nded on the child the pext morning, and that the allegati g the
hild was gztat‘ed to be very seriously ill at 2 A.m., was all 11 gk, ik
morning is enough to indicate the simple nature of the diSe.a,s'é right the next

The fourth complaint of the district munsi i :

t(;tzotice in hiS_Written. statement sent to me ?)115 Y&lghj&fﬁéﬁf {igztﬁtl:'nee, b .
a l1' the p\;bho meeting, refers to the apothecary’s failure to attend ;;)’ns%en i
;:;ngl part Obe Mt;rﬁl_x 1896, when he (district munsif) had slight fever, an dm 11111 the
i :?gglm : t:d bw housqhol_d had sent word to the apothecury in his, nam R i?n'.a
) adg lﬁefore LU A y tllmle district munsif at the close of sheet No. 6 of his s&t o
o 1, P whl:t% a:ht: e apothecary attended on him when he had slight fever enlxex}t
e er ; 1is ]v]v'as not the occasion spoken of as referring to Maroh. 18t Y
distrieri munc:ay SRYS.10. 08 explanation that to the hest of his recollectio h’ o

at his quarters and prescribed medicines on 5th March 1&?{36 e saw the

As for remuneration * to the apothecary, the district munsif has attempted t
* Vide upothosary’s separate L s e g show by a peculiar classification of tho
medical attendance and quality of medicines medical officer’s visits, into official r
sapplied. friendly, and visits enti'tling himi:)am;nd
e ; nerati : ' ‘0 Tému-
which any fee was due were not more than them Bl i (e

Yol el ; value (Rs. 5) of a tennis b :

given him in the middle of 1895, and Rs. 3 which he has sent ?u :; l;vh;eh he
on two

different oceasions after January 1896. The apott

- oA ‘ ‘ pothecary deni : :

than Rs. 2 in cash and says that, on receipt of this amoZnte:x;ei s’iivﬂ%nr,e;ﬁvfggg’"ﬁ‘ |
y 1O

sent him a note thanking him and pointin : '
e - i 3 s R v

he has gtrenuously 2

iyar, which is ma

" was with refere

~ enable him t0 apply for gick leave.

r——

B i adind s~ ' ” 'W
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5 offered a8 its price. The bat was returned to the district
munsif immediately after the meeting and that very day, and it was apcepted by him.
The district munsit wants me to believe that as the scale of fees for private attendance
of the medical officer had not been fixed, there was no payment throughout the year

¢ by way of the tennis bat, which he says, he intended to serve as remune-

W : -
1895, except bY fi not openly expressed it. But the district munsif did not care to

h he ha
8% e foe due, apparently because he never meant to pay, and does not
maintained a record of the number of official visits at his quarters

hat officer’s letter written to him so recently as 18th
1896, while he has carefully preserved motes as fo the dates of all his
2 <t the apothecary, though nearly a year and old, and the serap of
aper written to him by that officer so far back as 10th August 1895. A careful
ict munsii’s statement made before me will convince the reader that

ctained effort tried his utmost to withhold or deny every
ch may be construed fayourable to the apothecary, that he has exerted
ible loopholes where the ;n_edlcal officer can be expected to afford
lanation, and that he has positively asserted everything unfavourable
to that officer even though the events re'ferred' 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 apothecary. In this aspect, the district
is a striking contrast to that of his Pleader Mr. Jayaramachandra-

munsif’s statement 1 : i
tked for candour and fairness. It is to be regretted that the district

unsif’s memory fails just where what may be elicited from him is likely to favour
the contention of the apothecary even in regard to recent events, but his memory is
yery strong and P ities rush in where an assertion touching incidents many
months old 18 likely to bring home a charge to the medical officer. It seems as if the
distriot munsif has carried a little 100 far his judicial acuman, and allowed his sense of
{air dealing as & judi(zial officer o be overpowered by predominant gelf-interest. I
ghall however retur ect in another portion of this report where it will be
shown how much he has worked to bring about the memorial under report. His
complaints are mainly based oD what he was told by his servants, and the information
nee to what happened some ten months ago. In the light of the

explanation furnished by the apothecary, I canmot attach any weight to the charges,
and the tennis bat incident will suffice to show at once whether it was becoming on an
officer in the position of the district munsif to have troated the bat as a remuneration for
the apothecary, while it was originally given him as a loan,

rice was offered by the apothecary. I may

nd by a st

information whi

Phe rofessional visits of

an"subsequently as a present when its p
also dpserve here that the exact dates of the several complaints now given out by

the district munsif do not find place in the memorial, that he has purposely omitfed

emorial, and that in a portion of his statement before me he says he is

to sign the M 3 A
not responsible for the wording 11t the memorial.
11. The next gentleman who appears on the stage is Mr. Gopala Row, Inspector
of the Salt and Abkari Department, Tirukkéyildr circle, who had the honour of presid-
it i ing held on 24th June 1896. He appears to have been
smarting under some imaginary grievance against the apothecary in that he was not

courteously received at the hospital on the occasion of his first visit without previous
intimation, and that the apothecary had refused to give him a medical certificate to -
These two personal grievances all shown to be

quite unfounded by the Tahsildar in his accompanying report, dated 15th September
1896, inasmuch as the apothecary was not to blame for omitting to do what he was not
certificate to be granted to 2 gazetted officer,

competent t0 do in the matter of sick ¢ 0
and that Mr. Gopala Row should have previously announced his position when he

first visited the hospital. ) :

1t is stated in pamgraph 15 of the memorial that the apothecary did not attend,

on being sent for by Mr. Gopala Row, when he was 'snffenng from ear-ache and he
to soek the aid of the compounder who had the kindness to do the needful. Mr.

ala Row evaded open enquiry in the presence of the apothecary, and he has sent

ritten statement wherein he has improved his complaint by adding throat-ache

of the apothecary and his compounder’s

to ear-ache. 1t appears from the explanation _ : :
Gopala Row never applied for medical aid for ear-ache, that
4
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meg:ﬂ‘j, Pusric, 25ra Joxy 1807 c S Nwwwww;t was therefore inferred bydthfil Sub-ge%ilstrar l;];?;ngg ;a;;x‘:tiidzxf-
Sideasee il RS Ll i : illai, and he discharged the seli- Grecdl,

when Mr. PO of the apothecary. . r. John Pillai, an ! : .
o8 thmug(iogﬁla Row wanted some medicine to apply to his th : | had a complain’ a%zmiit aﬁ representing 1t to the Cha{’é%? 3{,&9 Ipllllgl:g ?;ft?ul:egd
of the apothe compounde"; that there was no requisitio ; sl o e " - givi e : dated 21st Septatber ~morial will zo to show that
vl afatef:ry '2 that the disease, throat-ache, v.ni i‘;\(r( ? r ”;n ~h'm f,.r‘ the wwm:’ : 1 hs 17:and 3 Lot t0° migl;;nt?]at ofﬁ%er did comply
in regard “to it e;nd ?;fxt::ﬁtlh@ :Illoth?(?&")' recorded the ks(:l;::::(nntl . ;\I { e Rﬂ: - - . h:«liing tt ‘;es?mdow g a%alﬁsylghe)aafso t:;i;’;rzsy possible, that he (tahsildar)
Bow £ays in his weit - e acousation is quite unfounded aud s RO £ he had 1088 75§ attend on him (tahstCa% 9 miles from Tirukkdyildr
e written statement : mded and malicions. Mr. Gopala : ith his request At gth June 1895 at a place 9 mile : ur,
highly unpopular, g ont, dated 5th Au } - ‘ o W seback on 18t : tated in the memorial
g nd that s gust 1896, that the apot , & , fall from horse : les from the town as statec :
whilsas s matter’ at a majority of the people have Jogt n‘::n',- :.?"?f? é:ﬁ::fﬁ:f l:,: e il f:g‘ ::: from a ca at a village Z:;(‘}y as stated in the memorial, that thero was

his own familc s one of grave urg that the expression ¥ a con-
mmlim]m?ll y are shown by the lmgpl' ._ : attendance of t_he apo’checalx;yl.7 i memI(’)rial ittia
Mical mid at the very same hospital , . » was inserted In paragrap

y ; -3 £ fact, the pon

posely omitted to sign the . 5 s vey S was a swift conveyance, while, as a Eatter z b‘; ot ogvesyi’:

: he was subsequently to induce ath proper f the sub-registx]'lar hlmsslzhwfshze(l%ah:iolvr;:r)Ohad v Sy
» apothecary, His s = which was the k even 2 miled A8 AT, O0C e t £ the disease he was

Populurity of t ' ' ture unable to Wa 95 because of the simple nature o 1@ |

. P ¥ of the aputhecary, ; ;“:ﬁ v‘e treatment in S:ﬁeﬁbﬁ{sllﬁmng’ on a previous occasion, when he had an mjury

ok m : g . £

Munsif’s Court. i plainant is one Rangasami pi]l then suffering 1o

B ; i i the
. -1 indifference the instructions given hllp by
: 2% ; . 1, treated with indL ; f his report
‘with a oancerous ulclif?ﬁ’ﬁif““t a8 set forth in 14 nfd" & peon of the local Pisiriet  in his forearm by 8 fall, o tahsildar in the concluding paragraph o By

_ apothecary, that ag @ of his JaWs was pla

th S
the memorial ; ] his bo ‘ The words of facility of reference—
; : . gpothecary. ted here for facity ol ;
B . the uleer w J8 ced und ot thak, 248 M R ce may be quo : ioned the memorial,
dmtance, and had the UICO:rd:,::p emitting foul g ol th der the treatment of the G under referen: T e %resent at the meeting, nor have I sign: e

S i * 5 ¥ . 3 : 1 .f a . The
indifferent treatment, 7 : rard cooly ?- Shatheot Y kept him at 8 s «T beg to ohpare ose present at the meeting to represent my grievanoes, 1,40y
There is a ¥y and that the boy was ander bd AT > sked any of those P
, Zx .

19, The next o5

; x R " ischareed his self-imposed duty
the sub-registrar that the warginal note how himself in his true colours, discharg :

: itted

; g : I manuseript | e ortheless, to 8 : in doing 0, he has, as shown above, acqul

* due to indifferent treatment J gletd Igmce the date of the :3::':‘}(’):‘! 1;: the handwriting qf “ gnb-re :emntinl::“:z one of the_comﬂa;:;ntt;; ?:itll(l)f ig:‘;i officer of his position, inasmuch as he
1o his statement before me dist‘ilnc.t Angasami Pillaj, whe g al, as if the death was -~ of repre becoming, to 8a;

s b : t unbeco ‘blo distorti 1 suppression of facts with an ulterior
the treatment of the boy, that does not know English, has ~ himeelf }: ;g&éﬁoﬁmmf in repl'",}’nenmble distortion and supp

st i a.ng, > | sl oo dolliglal ' 3 2§;€£;e;rli°h pervades the o lso bring to mnotice that the tahsildar visited the
never orde: : : . also bring to mnotic : 4oL YIRHO%: (X

- some dist:;:(: &Zal::osy t(; : g quenc e . i In this conncchg“éﬁl i?a{;eventeen dfys before the date of ',‘hehg:}ilﬁ" %ﬁﬁ%ﬁ

first day, and i : gt : : i ho'spitﬂ on Tth June 1899, 65 F0 4™ oted in the visitors book that the institution

; cnown Mas for interest h
 treatment 8 Riven £ the other o, thut the y ’ '~ which nothing W”af,r&eﬁ;;ngrea,t eredit was due to Mr. John Pillai for the interest he

. ks recorded so
this peon’s sta i 3vas very populan ARCFINE Cord to say in, the face ol thejer, Deme A+ Tohn
" ﬁﬂﬁﬁhpgl? n o?ﬁm?&‘thg? b iillo dhideics “"mgt in "his work: Itﬂi;;rgl:c‘ll really any grievance against the Ap?hﬁﬁaﬁﬁgﬂ i =
‘Row, and the retired lm i e was gont for throug  pecently; ﬂm‘t ';";,"2"3‘2‘} his report, datef‘i ,25t}11yA1;‘rgg‘;ff ;gsfig’stmm;ﬁ e L,
e Oy Ty o ¢ Sk, T e . : r'e t g - & . s Fharetad ; 4 : i L a clous 4 7 5
gistrar and the district mungit qen ¢ - tement of g:: r;;;,yr,srmm: & wof %he‘p‘a'van, ous false chg;g::temsome of the leading men for defamation and
e ) | m’, aL. v " { 2

oF t(; (f li‘nfornrm’cion; and this is a matter for the consideration

the former evinced special : * applied for
» Sl

the fivst day, though the bo i ; i use of the district munsif. gt og)

-’tid:(;i.l It was the compoun o ga presen 1 oy : :  of the aut_hontleﬂf ‘ i Sub. Regist:
medical officer and the uleq edicineg ce und given proserip- : e next complaint 8¢ ° was, as admitted by the Sub-Registrar,
- case of other patients, SOF Was wa the erdtzoto};; &Oy as preacribef by !&; 104;&'}31’2; proceede‘,i from mgf:gh 11;;1}]13;:‘115% s public meeting. Here again tf};ere

%gppﬁheqary. Facts have been i it roiad 1{3 seWIy done in the a8 onMasilamaﬁi Muda.hyar, "'ellt8 A fow days after I joined this division, a ryot irom
yhich, thé Sub-Rogistrar, Mr, Magilomars sp STopresentod with yoak unt WBuinst the 8 s anof fucts. SN hoe that ho was unable to pay thebigh foe
_The langnage in the memoria] Lo P20 Mudaliyay, Wﬁlon: ;mw_orthy motives for i PR fmz‘n sttendance in his village on a labour case. Atsh.
 drafted it had an ulterior objeet greatly migleg e, Aot &-&ai” responsibl , s potl_xecail'yf toos and the distance limit had not been ﬁxed_‘bygﬁz li
11151;?1118 Gomple}ely fallen to the be dwelt upon 'uiiere ‘l\,lb*mpam!‘, who » S, (P scale gsfactorﬂy settle the matter. Sub?equently,_xthghsfui jec
him to offer his oxplanation in reg, (TOimecary says ‘fﬁnion‘ This. comple:9s ‘? 1 I could not &2 tine of the taluk board, and I was for fixing the. gygr
_attempts at multiplying the charees - . Lhis is opg at there is no need for : it ecision at 8 Mee a oge'mment Order in consideration of the poverty of the
_subordinate of the district munsif gee, A8ainst the gp, E 168 01 unsuccessiti’h N of fees referred to 11 vg}fe u;v 1t of my view 1 roferred to the particular incident
the medical officer at the public » ems to have b“nmilwed t(’) ¢ peon being - : in this division, an in suppo

t in paragraph 18 of the memorial is represented

egented

e v ] .o oresident of the taluk board, was
W6 med a blic meotj 1 b-registrar, who, ‘88 Vice-Prosict d a distance
‘the pre h .o 08y apparently g alnst nasses . iad by the sub-reg L les was adopted, and a dista
:ﬁfog;? Of s mastar, thery Wwith 8 nmggeofﬂggm' !“: he was encouraged by , it o gneetingi ﬁThg 1.‘::”: (;feszlllzﬁzzooﬁﬁ: ‘taluk board at tillle ‘;neetn:lg.
T igmn (dvren PE s s O IR 0 4 xed 1 Yo Pilldi was unr ble in his demands
. it e U i ; wih oy 8L Al : il ; 1lai was unreasona : )
3 P ok eﬂvalli:; .eﬁbodf Ed.in? g it e e MrJg}la!; f;ﬁe,l oy Gl rghabins has’apparenyly
L wﬂ“’ submm sﬁd;{r 'Q,f Tiruk ‘;5!'5; B Yl t of : or that he was unduly ik aluk board and misused the information
ot desired to do so Th}"’h . ;géﬁm Mosilamani Muaor: . CPresented at the publ : v ;ﬁaodhmsd:dﬁf h“’m":mber and vice-president ‘of the boaxl'%) to :ﬁrve hl: ?mziae 6'122
el L RO IR Re TRAIARE whs Bt oo v latter W | o had obtained as a membe ‘desired to travel by the ryot in
_meeting, nor has he affixed his signature to gh , : k" : , he had © | he distance he was des 1 ‘ s
i el i oy aandy the " v Lecary says that the . brought no conveyance, and that be
gty ton ene st e Sty Subrogistrar a B efarence was about 10 miles, 1t be JU0 LY a0 thought that Mr. Jobn
‘voluntarily mentioned to him that the apothecary had Vo O T, e i - unde e opared to pay WY fee. 1may say .
.on him forthwith, that the tahsildar did not. controds kitid enoy, ‘ e 5 1 prepared to

~conversation with the tahsildar it was clear {hat
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Pillai was in any way to blame in the matter, I would certainly have called for his :

explanation, and settled the matter. But I had no just c : int 1
¢ er. ¢ just cause of com hlaint in the
;})nz:fme of definite rules on the subject, and the matter was therefore dn}pped at the
In paragraph 21 of the memorial, a reference is made i
. ¢ : : Teference is o to my having sent fo
:llleod:;:ldiacfl m a distant station at).a considerable cost asif I had yno conl%dcnce i;
it et ‘tmefnt of Mr. John Pillai. This is another instance of exaggeration
eredocen n;:gil drg facts. In the course of twenty days from the close of January
| y i children in my family dxgd one after another, and they were not exclusivel
: er the treatment of Mr. John Pillai. The first child had an attack of d ~scntm~y
Wf en 1 was absept' in camp 40 miles off. It was for some days under the tt)‘ at {
of & native physician in my absence, and when Mr. John Pillai took up tl e sy
found it almost hqpelgss: Tl}e child died immediately after my return {)0 '1‘l'L Lﬁie' h'e
ldr. Mr. John Plllal tried his best and devoted great attention to the trutl?l ) uyx;
tlfe other two chlldren2 who were also occasionally under the treatment of oth lﬁmho
his labours proved fruitless. A woman froma village 5 or 6 miles from ’l‘irul:ll(s’, 'lu’t
was sent for at the instance of the female inmates of my house for the treatm:gtl: u;-
the limt baby, smply as a last chance, but after some days she gave up the bab :;s
hopeless (:{" 1(1:_111'0. The woman was thereafter sent back with a remuneration of a }Eew
;l;}‘);es:éause I:rec(;]l::;et :vtafy a&opi:dt n(l)lt because of want of confidence in the apothecary,
k ( e last chance as is occasionally done even by professional
medical officers. It is very strange that so much has begn made of uident
;%x;)(}ie:n %:ezp:tfl;::a;;% :tsha medictali oﬁicexi1 who does not command cct)lxlnlfgdéﬁzzdg? ttl:g
; . 8 ago, the apothecary has successf pate r 1
ving children when they were suffering ?rom feer. T}fﬁf?}f&?ﬁﬁf ﬁ(;utégng?r: 1IIrVI-
says that on many occasions after he had a fall from his horse, he h’ad r.ecourse to yt%r,
treatment of M?. thn Pillai for himself, his wife and children. It will thus be seee
that the qllqgatmn in paragraph 21 of the memorial rests on very shaby foundationn
and that it is calculated by the authors of the memorial, of whom the sub-registrar is
one, to.unfalrly represent Mr. John Pillai as an unworthy member of the medical
profession. I shall return to this subject when dealing with his general popularity.

15. The last specific charge against the apothecary is recorded i 0g
of the memorial, and the officer who took uponphimself‘the responsibilliltlyI?im::;Ir)[rlgsltlexztsz
ing it at_t}le pupl.lc meeting was Mr. Narasimma Chariar, the Inspector of Police
Tirukkéyilir 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
He says thgt he ha}s made a rqport in his diary to the Superintendent of the convenin .
of the public meeting, and of its object. It is not known if he has made his ofﬁeiagl
superior understand that he figured as one of the complainants against the apothecar
He says distinctly that he had no grievance of his own against Mr. John Pillai cht;
on the other hand he was very much thankful to him for his having taken speciai 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 remt‘x‘
neration was offered, Mr. John Pillai declined to receive it, and that so far as medical
treatmen‘t 18 cqnce.rned, he (police inspector) had no complaint against the apothe-
T'he police inspector had however official complaints against the Apothecar
Mr. J ohn Plxllmfm 1:}3 caplz:cx_ty as a m%dical officer and union chairman, This is thi
very inspector of police who is responsible for the scandalous insinuation i :
19 of the memorial that Mr. John Pillai is indirectly reaponsibigu?(f:n:hl: g::txgrz})h
Pariah from Adichanallur, who had sustained injuries by a fall from a piccotah, a 3
yho, a'ocorc.lmg to the gnem'onal, died some two days after he was reiused admissibu .
in-patient in the hospital in February or March 1896. In his statement befor e
the inspector says that he had the information from an unknown female rela:!e o
the deceased Pariah, that when the latter was taken to the hospital, he was not t i{on e
an in-patient, and that the medical officer had not taken sufficient pains to ta e
tient. - The inspector says that he got this information some ten days ;‘«mt o
ath of the injured Pariah, that the Pariah was not sent to the hospital by s
and that no enquiry was made if the Pariah offered to be tukenpas 4
and if he had not already been under the treatment of a native qua:l':‘

the police,
in-patient,
There is

W
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* RIS . 1 stself of the indifferent treatment now spoken of by the
?othmg said (;ntjlt'l:e;nazl?pgal lntly a subsequent improvement to aggravate the charge
mSEOOtO": an hzlx pillai. On referring to the records of inquest in this case, I find

t Mr. Joith - d the case as one of accidental death, that in reply to a

that the police reportec U the apothecary stated that, according to the informa-

 reference from ‘he had sustained the injury by a beating, and that, afer some
the 50 'on” the subject between the magisirate and the police, the sub-magis-

it d certain blood relations of the deceased and others and found that
e tal death. The police did not relish the idea of the

be one of acciden ; : 4 i}
Vo e tain information contrary to the line of their action. If
thecary furnishing cgl'oﬁ} complaint against the apothecary, the blood relations of

1£:re ey s g jeved parties would certainly have mentioned it when they

ey GETEE . h 1
fhadéceased b; l{;? 211: asgu%r_magistrate in about five days after the death ; but, as a
1 find no such thing in the records of the sub-magistrate’s enquiry.

to be that the inspector had for about a year been cherishing strong

The fact seems : ; :
: .+ the apothecary, and he availed himself of the opportunity of
'?Oﬁm;‘}. gr ggéggnaga;gi;te;anged by gf’ﬁcials and vakils to defame Mr. John Pillai by
A £ . £ an unknown person., It will be seen from

i ina jevance O
mPN?ﬁ;nltfngst?}?atu&aéglizsgcﬁ is one of the worst offenders without a particle of
‘h’-’"fﬁ ; g ‘%o’r the gratuitous medical aid which he had so often received from Mr. John

m&,’u ?l‘he object in recording this unfounded complaint in paragraph 19 against
M. J:‘lin" Pillai and in referring to his antecedents in a parallel case some years ago
oY i raph 20, needs hardly any comment, and the authors of the

in the following para ‘ o agliyh
ge%r?aixtof; whomg tI.)he gub-registmr was certainly one, seem to have ingeniously
> b ’

i of exposition by such an arrangement and sequence of allega-
_ ﬁiﬁoﬁe%igiggggegﬂuencgothe auth%rities against Mr. John Pillai. ‘The apothe-
‘véary says that his suspension referred to in paragraph 20 of the memorial was some
fiffeen years ago, an that it was cancelled on his appeal. The. records in the
Surg‘eOn-General’s office may, if necessary, be referred to on the subject. .~
B Aggea . 1 aa its predecessor, the manuscript memorial already reported
o B’;I%Tﬁ;’;'fﬁ?{ﬁ ?rayer%ot for the’investigation of the various charges a?gainst -
th & th,ecary but for his immediate transfer from the .place. I have shown above
gy St hie chargesare utterly unfounded and imaginary, and it will be apparent

i - & < h
n fgt&l ts'}ffltugl]eo}fat in some instances they are malicious, and that the memorial was
ot up éiniplyfto’pandér to the wishes of a few discontended influential men in the

1w Quetion IT—On a perusal of the records of my enquiry and of the reports
f th"é Zfaﬁ:fﬁ:: of Tirukkéyi%dr, dated 15th and 21st September 1896, coupled with a
onsideration of the facts brought to notice by the apothecary in his report, dated
5{;]:{'*1&\1 ast 1896, I am led to conclude that the chief instigators of the public
A Y b gnnd the sui)gequent printed memorial under report were the gentlemen named
ew “and that but for the district munsif such a well-attended public meeting would
DEIP W, T 4 i

not have been possible :— : A LR T

S i) MBRY. J. Varatharajulu Naidu Garu, B, B.L, "District Munsif,
Y7 irukkdyildr. P e el P e

) M.RRy. V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar and
M " Yice-President, Taluk Board. : SRR VR
(8) MRRy. Qreenivasa Row Avargal, 1st Grade Pleader and a Member of

the District and Taluk T T A e e :

(4) M.R.By. C. Narasimma Chariar Avargal, Tnspector of Police, Tirukkdyi-
: ) M_R.Ry. Govinda Udayan, Landholder and. Mamber of the Union Pan-
i Private Vakil, Tirukkéyilir.

* Tar Division.
el oty pliagabe o ng
anmed gentleman felt aggrieved because, ascor Pl s o on
im by khi&“ﬁﬁt&:me apothecary had refused to attend at his quarters on
C5ath July 1895, and on the 10th and 22nd August 1895. . In' regard to these -
TR may state here briefly that it was only on one occasion (10th August
), there was communication in writing between the two officers, and there was

Y, b
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o M, dated May 1896, and addressed to the

ipt memor 4
Again, there was 2 manus;;r;gta number of charges against the apothecary and

A A A A I I SIS o i 5

then a satisfactory repl o

= ply from Mr, John Pillai. The distric : : ta : -

B bdindarice of the & : ; e district munsif says that for General. This con 7 Mr. Sreenivasa Row, drafted by himself.
. pothecary on his son for a sl head- : Surgeon-(rel S ag admitted by M. ; ’

his peon one rupee to Mr. John' Pillai, the receipt oi'av':hi(:ﬁa;s ugggiel:le b.;'mt.ht :b{toiﬂsh_‘ union Ghairman, and tl:dv::, the memorial in my confidential No. 9 of 1896 and shown

1 have already’ R \gard to it by Mr. Sreenivasa Row. Most of the allegations

It eannot be said in re i :
> . gard to this paltry sum either of th i : : ; re A .
1#;0‘% to%limm t}l}xe distriet munsif say? that in Ma(;oh ie 83?(’:"};(} t‘f ﬁ;:eﬂgtfﬁﬁ what action ngs ?;?m?ﬁal against Mr. Jﬁhn Pﬂlaéal}lrl l(xés?)::p}c‘ﬁ; afs%%‘ithfﬁag h?éﬁ
~ word to the apothecary to attend on the district : : ey the man : . On the very : :
~ Pillai sent an hospital servant to the district cm&‘;ﬁf;f hf«;: s:ht%ht fever, Mr. Jobn i-gpeated in the printed ?ﬁﬁ?ﬁal for report as to the genuineness of the signatures
ascertain how the 1 received the manuscrip : ublic meeting the next morning (24th June

: vening a p - ; :
in it, 8 potice was 155‘22‘1;2}:;);,3(1 megmorial under report. The notice of the meeting

sick child was getting on. In fairness to both the officers, the ol il
7 ioh resulted 17 - asa Row and another vakil, Mr. Sreenivasa Chariar.

is that, in the first instance, the money was misa i

%n the second instance, some wrong infirmation wapgfﬁ:?ﬁy ;’;g plgoll;, .anth]};qu ¢

instances spoken to by the distriect munsif himself are 'auﬁi.bieutnt l ;%L hat
- amount of confidence can be placed on his servants, and how far they o = Seowl‘ what
- for aceurate information. Whatever it may be, it was and it still Oznt?:um :: gl tﬁj

the district munsif says that he was not aware of
In his statement beforeOtn:ﬁ,e notice on the night of the 93rd June 1896, that he

~ impression of the district munsif that the apothecary is ; LT e lic meeting till he g9 he time that he would be called upon to state what
~;;J@.’fig;‘q;11a;‘ In September 1895 when he (]:iistriot Xn:ns?? ) glggxtet?:;“:h P"‘mmﬁ A th?"}::;bgay e hm;ha:c:,ry, that it was not mentioned in the notice that
then on sick bed accompained by his friend, the sub-registrar, he waé bg:m dar, ;ﬂ had to say against the_alllw their complaints when they go to the meeting, and that
the tahsildar to welcome every information against Mr. J ohn’ Pillai *f.‘he" ° be ready Wit o meeting day he took with him the apothecary’s
munmf had not the moral courage to represent his complaints in ‘wriﬁn to ertheless ne 1895 He adds that he might have casnally mentioned to
authorities, and he sought for a device of mentioning them in his private gon\i” net\t’ r. da Oth August 1 ints against the apothecary. 1 may also observe here
tion with my predecessor Mr. Rajaratna Mudaliar, who left the district on tranafes letters ¢ his vakils his comI:3 ﬁils pratéﬁsmg in his court have taken part in the public
in the middle of October 1895, and then abandoned the idea of putting in a writte f the eleveR T to the printed memorial, while only one of them had

complaint, though he seems to have cherished a plan of getting rid of Mr. John P ‘

e out 0 e , i .
that 015 affixed their g hn Pillai, that five out of the eighteen signatories to

The sub-registrar being his close friend and vice-president of the taluk board seems to me?:flilég complaints & 'alt ‘gzlfizh his complaints are referred to are his vakils, and
R i have come in for aid. At the meeting of the taluk board held on 13th November the manuscri t memorial 1 s statement on 18th August 1896 after 5 py. to suit

d10f his vakils headed by Mr. Sreenivasa Row who are all

for l;,e 1 memorial just like a number of others, sent a letter to me
signatories to the prnt ot ab the enquiry and put some questions to him, which,
: ing to be P re‘%; { with inasmuch as the district munsif did not require their
Gl ., was not com}} wther from the tahsildar’s report, dated 15th September 1896,
 presence. 1t appeey !iti:;ﬂ“ of the district munsif that Mr. Ramalinga Aiyar, M.A.,

L PROsBINE: 16 * per of the meeting, was sent for amd that it was the wish of
” mtehn;t his vakils should mot expose his friend, the sub-registrar.

who signed the meeting notice, says that he does mot like to

1895 at which Mr. Raghaviah presided, the sub-registrar moved a resolution on the
'pretht_of economy to replace the two apothecaries in the division by second-class .
hospital assistants, as if lives of men are not so precious as the maintenance of roads
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
‘yehement support by Mr. Sreenivasa Row in the district board. 1 joined the divi-
‘gion in the middle of December 1895, and the district munsif says that, on the very ‘ the persons from whom there was a requisition for convening the
day of my assamption of charge, he made me understand that the apothecary wasan b sgmﬂar Mr. Sreenivasa Chariar, who was a joint signatory to the
indifferent medical officer. 1 do not remember to have heard of it. But it goesto ' i h dec]jgéd to answer the apothecary’s query as to who took part
ghow that the distriet munsif wished to influence me at the very outset again‘ét o notice, a’;w Further, it is distinctly stated by Mr, Jaga Ramachandraiyar,
Mr, John Pillai, and eventnally to secure his transfer. This was certainly not a ; the}f : vakil of the same Court, but with quite different turn of mind as
commendable course. I subsequently noticed in the sub-registrar a spirit of oppo- ,i}eh;t e:hat the sub-registrar and the police inspector took the meeting
gition to Mr. John Pillai chiefly in his capacity as Chairman of the Tirakkéyilir % y’md told him that he should attend the meeting and represent his
Union. I had then, however, no knowledge of the details of the past events. In hm'_lrhisfactis of cofirse, denied by these two officers. It appears also from
February 1896, the sub-registrar and Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who as members of the b Mr.'hiumgasa Pillai (the sub-magistrate) that the thce inspector
taluk board had been requested to report on house-tax appeals, complained to me i 05;1 the morning of the meeting day and made him understand
that the Union Chairman, Mr. John Pillai, had refused to lend one of the union servants  hould also attend the meeting, when the Salt Inspector’s carriage was kept
to help them in inspecting the houses in the union and I pacified them and gave them : > 3: ‘him. This is farther supported by other statements recorded by the
the required aid. In April 1896, there was a report from Mr. Holman, Tnspector of qdar. There is also a statement taken from the Forest Range officer to the
the Salt and Abkéri Department, complaining of the action taken by Mr. John Pillai. ¢ that he was invited by the sub-registrar to attend the meeting. Now I would
on sanitary grounds and bringing to notice his unpopularity. The report was referred whether the impression produced on reading together the various statements with
to me, and I have in my endorsement on the tahsildar’s report, Dis. No, 392, dated o regard to the probabilities of the case is not such as to lead one to the cpnclusmn
94th May 1896, in the Local Fund branch, represented to you that the éub.régigtm that tlige meeting was pre-arranged among the district munsif, the sub-registrar, the
was lightly suspected of haying set up Mr. Holman against Mr, John Pillai, and that inspe

~ 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 com lnining

~ against Mr. John Pillai for exacting from them his private work. One of thege pe(;‘g '

 tions was addressed to &ou as President, district board (vide endorsement, dated 12t

Mr. Sreenivasa Row, and that there was a strong combination
 May 1896), and the ofher to the Distriot Surgeon, and they were referred to me for

. inspootor of pobist Bod the charges as best as they could and fo make the meeting
~ disposal. The petitions were referred to the Btationary Sub-Magistrate for in

among them to press . : t satisfactorily £
: R <<? Mr. Sreenivasa Row 1s una lo to account satisiactorily ior
a thorough success morirals and a public meeting against the apothecary, a public
 and his report, dated 22nd June 1896, shows that the petitions were pseudon o

~ that they were believed to have been got up by scme of the enemig, of M

SR eeniod to 16 cal board, in preference to representing, as he had
e i not
. 8 juember, M) vnoninct Fomere he district munsif, the sub-registrar whose
~ Pillai and that the union servants examined had no complaint against th:

8% ¥ als t rt t
R S e i e B 5 Sl

s ‘ he 1
j Ao g fhe s gf gtr?eavznces at the taluk or district board of which he it
| Jend his iel‘ping hand, that the inspector of police smarting under some official

a right to do, the charges ico. 1 have no hesitation in concluding that
 pide flle enclosed.
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~ grievance agai s
i ginggag:ttﬁr' xgggtl'l Pillai, whic}} will be detailed below, was of no
Mr“. ‘. Ganopula ey 318 and securing the attendance of m,embers an?lm
‘ ) ad some unfounded complaints against Mr. John P)'

was induced to presi .
present. preside at the meeting and invite complaints from the members

The inspector i
L or of { -
police mentioned to me, after T closed his statement, that the

m_‘ “m _ﬁ: ﬁm ndil et w:
REYEE wnrder s i :en him and the apothecary arose from the date of the Tiruk-

PosoRdE TH ‘rén posed of a year ago, and his i ~
ords. istar o , and on this information I ref
e Km}lnusamy ase No. 3 of 1895, disposed of by the then gﬁb?&?l%ig;rta};:

Aiyar :
~ went to show that ityw 3 (;n rtglthc :;Tune 1895, Mr. John Pillai gave evidence which

~ very severe strictures o se of murder, and the S i
| very severo sty " ] I e Sub-Magistrate h:

me;z} ng the inspector (m,gelep:flli)rghenmble and suspicious concﬁ;?:t%; ?&1‘; I?:ﬁiz
mﬁm not p:gpm hit any not‘;lmary register enclosed for reference). In this
el ing escaped unseathed séoms t((ijéh\vavs taken of the conduct of the inspector, and
‘\ﬁmf ‘ my; by;ognamg & cliarge shisot t:‘e worked in a revengeful spirit agnins’b the
= ‘:‘puﬁﬂ mggpﬂm servant and one of h'be put in on 18th ¢ Jetober 1895 against the
s’”mgj&' “of 4 tree worth a pie (vid is union servants, charging them with theft of
’ ‘,‘r:’ Mﬂsmtyate of Tirukk 6yihir)(m ';'h calendar No. 86 of 1895 “on the file of the
i F&f‘;mﬁ?‘m.fmlﬂ this ap0thenar‘ ki i8 case, however, ended in acquittal and on a
by th »-§:ﬁ)mntendent of Poﬁcey’ T(;x mspector seems to have been schn:ly scolded
 between tween the apothecary and the 8 ere was subsequently some corres ondence
Magis w‘m;l‘eﬁpect of ‘gambling ;lops;;z;tendent of Police through thepDistrict
- officia Ml::nces which apparently s l:anced by the police here. These are the
sty erﬁJle public meetin v ﬂ‘: up the inspector to join the opposition
the day of i tu:ﬁm Pillai. Thegngp :ct;:l:fgma_ry grievance of an anknown
e &mmﬁ; s rgum 1:81 mg; ::mp police had to appear before me on

e for the success of the meei:ing,e did not appear there before 2 p.u. e cared

and i
he would not quit the meeting hall even

. . l ln y

ddalore, who had also bysiness in 3
e facts, I would mqng't““m my court the same d P
mnd order, eanyl?:l:t? v‘,‘ddﬁmw%:hwﬁether an 31’%022 %ﬁimﬁt' th:l;
e : ‘mPunitg,-when he is ahowntyt; llx';;‘veffl;
his authority, which even &

T P PR tion in the town. v
ﬁ“ house officer of ord itmhery"ﬂfg:n?knaer eloak of
~ As for Govinda Udayan No. 4 T

not have ventured to do.

d refractory in the matter of on Panchayat member, he became very obnoxi--

rofractory in the matter of revision,
I sanitation of tho town, Hy rae ji u5-taX, encroachments on publi

th epa;nchay He was chiefly 11 rod publ

heyat et mportnt Vs of byt work. 1o by hen

‘ b August 1895, 1 (oLeYeR Was Toportod b M, Yohn

e g o Sy 0 A Sl L
arther ‘r‘eprasé;f&{gh“m uld not aga b vins s

o N LD DB, dued Sy redece d ds & pancl

tment o G B e A ssepietgbon 1

h 1896, that the "'Ve:yky
a8 desired by the |

at :
Manalurput eight miles from Tirukkdyilir in

allegation is made apparen

 groaning under
“at least come 0
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This Govinda Udayan; being a native physician and a channel monegar having
control over the regulation of water-supply, commands some influence especially among
the masses and he is shown by the Tahsildar to have taken an active part in getting

A false pretexts. As he is reported to have

i to the memorial on various 1
:%3:::!9; th on three different occasions, he has rendered himself liable to be
removed from the panchayat under section 126 of the Local Boards’ Act and Local
{ No. 326, dated 17th May 1894. This Govinda Udayan

jcipal Notification . .
and Municipd ar of the late Sub- Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliar and a relation

s the neighbo ] _ fas
:tathe owné% of the house 1n which the latter was living, and he seems to have served
eapon in the hands of the sub-registrar.

as a useful W AN 5k vy : 2
to be noticed 18 one Sadasiva Pillai, a private vakil, and he owes

The next person :
a grudge to the apothecary, inasmuch as the latter pressed hard for prosecuting him
der section 504, Indian Penal Code. The prosecution was not

for an offence un

however sanctioned (vide your letter, Ref. No. 166-D.B., dated 11th May 1896). Hence

it was that this Sadasiva Pillai worked against the apothecary jointly with Govinda

Udayan in multiplying the number of signatures in the memorial under report, and
o Tahsildar’s report to have set up David, carpenter,

. Sadasiva Pillal appears om th .
this Sadasi in against Mr. John Pillai at the public meeting.

on false pretexts to complal
to the next subject of the steps taken to draft the memorial, and

18. I now turn ' Sub]€ s
vinced in doing it by the Sub-Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudali-

the special interest e . : :
ar. According to the proceedmgs of the public meeting, a sub-committee consisting

AAPAIS P PILE T B aaashhail

y : of the five gentlemen named in the margin
) M,}E,Ry. 1L.B :Ai JB aly:a Ramachandra Alyar zivlth pofweg' t;) add was entrusted with the

vargal, B.A«y BIn uty of drafting the memorial, and do
(2) A. Ramalings Aiyat Avargsl, M-A. the needful with specific reference to the

V. Sreenivasa Bao Garu. : :
8% V. D;.:f:}l';n: Rao Pantulu Garu. complaints made at the meeting. Though
(6) V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avargal. the subjregwtrar’s name is entered last

Py in the list, he was the very officer who

took a prominent part in draw ing up and completing the memorial. Nos, 2 and 4 were
he meeting, nor was it considered necessary by the remaining

not heard of after t :
members to avail themgelves of the power given them to add to their number.
No. 2 Mr. Ramalinga Aiyar was merely a name-lender, and he left the district for

Rajahmundry the day after the meeting. No. 4 Mr. Narayana Rao is the retired Dis-
trict Munsif who has settled himself at Tirukkéyilir. He remained here on the 24th
and 26th June 1896, but was not cqnsultei by the other members. As for Mr. Jaya
Ramachandra Aiyar, he admits having taken part in drafting the memorial, but this

tly because he cannot well extricate himself from the other

members of the sub-committee. His allegation will be found meaningless, when
it is remembered that he has disowned the language in the memorial even in regard

to one of his own complaints, 'and that he QOes_ not know who made certain alterations
and interlineations in the printed memorial 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
the weight of a mass of glossy exaggerations and tissue of falsehood has
at in bold relief by pointing to the sub-registrar and his associate
40 as the real authors of the memorial responsible for its wording.

Mr. Sreenivasa Ra
membered that these were the identical gentlemen who, as

It should mow be re ¢ f
£ the taluk board at 1ts meeting held on 13th November 1895, succeeded

members 0 ) i
in seouring a resolution for replacing the apothecary hy a second-class hospital
assistant. 1t may even be said that of these two gentlemen, it was the sub-regis-
ter interest and took more active part, backed up perhaps by -

trar who evinced grea : .
a gentleman of better attainments, inasmuch as Mr. Sreenivasa Rao says that the

manuscript interlineations and alterations are not in his handwriting and as the sub-
registrar admits them to be his own, and states that he got the memorial printed
though there 18 2 printing press at Cuddalore, Further

at_Vellore, his native place, thou, .
it has been elicited in the enquiry that 1t Was the sub-registrar’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 residents of the town, and subsequently

went round with the memorial and obtained signatures in it. The sub-registrar says
ce against the apothecary, and yet he did not choose to

~ that he had personal grievan
: 6
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T e : ) 2 e wmw"‘"w"w"M
l'e%resent it at the meeti B bt s SIS 1o 1 o . ! _ ’
e ing, though complaints we & = A hospital time when patients had to be attended to. Mr. Masilamani
e members asked by hi plaints were then invited by the chairman N lﬁmsle ;ﬁ-::snt topme forthwith and asked me to enquire into his complaint. I did
” 2 d the records of enquiry, together with an endorsement from the

a quiry

an

e il £ m to come forw rd

] % » torward boldl, rOnToson o : il

n8_h safter to represent there the im dly and represent their grievanoces, 80 aceo ingly;

special inter MR
enauire about th:sgeavgx;loefséttmg 1 the hou

aginary grievance of the Tahsi : 2 ith submitted. In thi e, t
» he ildar. = T dated 30th July 1896, are herewith SUDMILLEC. this case, there
silder, e : District Sur8coft, M. Masilamani Mudaliyar was the aggressor, and he cannot be

se of hig frie i
he son of a %€ of his Iriend the District Munsi ubt t
peon of th tunsity: 4 : can be no doub’ The apothecary was threatened with a report, and he was

to make a side . 2
=L et & slde note “ since died ” L the Distriet Munsif g _
the ‘ ed ' In manuse sif, and the audacit d from blame. 1 1 2
apparent object of aggravating tﬁgﬂggg:t to paragraph 16 of the !::mz?i:; : : ::::;mupplv paper and pen for the purpose. This was certainly an unreasonable
¥ manuseript interlineat 8¢ aganst Mr. John Pillai. He has : roquisition with which Mr. John Pillai could not be expected to comply at the spur
ations the words “ often ” and ¢ not v ofqthe moment. But Mr. John Pillai would be considered to ha(;’e acted more
: wn his temper and shown some consideration to the

graph 3 of the memorial
; 1¢. if he had kept do :
prudently, o ide‘,’,t, I can, however, find nothing very serious to blame

r (L. ¥.) with Again, he is said :
e o an unworthy moti id to have induced ‘
he wished to note in favour rorthy motive to transfer the i : ted vice-pres
of the the manuscript — exasperate P cireumstances of the case and the strained relations

rial to the signature apothecar
L e o eary from the ; : 108 1 ial
the“mhlﬂ special almost sure to ese;}}: )l‘xlgu(:f ) th(;)me;mo- ' gﬁ;,i‘;ﬁﬁﬂﬁfﬁ?n{%mni Mudaliyar, whom he looks upon as his arch enemy.
‘ the expression “ ,1(:; "}‘5" This seems to be @ disturbance created more with a view to its being taken asa
ritv public meeting ‘"\',Vh ot | : retext for avoiding cross examination in the enquiry which, the sub-registrar knows,
co ll ¥ to draft a memorial Wh:‘h e II, as about to convene, than for the purpose of asserting the authority of the one
‘ond meeting, and this } i ich was not 4 h This incident happened on 28th July 1896, and I examined Mr.
tatement he ‘,Or‘:"m:‘ns l"“"“"’“ﬁ’ d""{i by (ﬁe:ﬂtﬂhmeaonti g;ldaliyar on 4th August 1896. :
ecary, on the Pmtex’t ‘_;&t]&:i“;: 2 oceedings prefixed to the memorial will be found the

hé meeting Pr : : :
{wmvof‘atiun, and  ordered: him Ly T b i names of the three gentlemen named in
‘ : Ramalinga Ajyar, M.A.,

servants, and | ; iRy A of the margin, who have no local interest
» And when 1 asked : ’ : M.R.By Rajahmundry- and wht? had nothing to do with the a%'-

tend to ¥ ub ‘ he refused : ) 4
disclosed 'tt?g‘hg»fo . . } 1g from h(imt?nc:igo :'\’rqnh t:]uam o R. Sreenivasa Aiysngat, B4 o tation against the medical officer. e
gator of the agitati ‘ : " uent conduct of the sub i : : C“dd“k’r;z' ¢ Cuddalore. first-named gentleman is a native of a
age of others. Tfa hie toy - to show that he wus th: l:‘h.'r:;gl‘g:if 3 » L Madnvs iR village called Agaram some four miles from
Thhneitug! ving sub P his own benefit or for ‘tlu’ a(;valh ol Tirukkdyildr and employed s a locturer in the Rajahmundry College. He is a

Te 7 ne : A Ml::tbr 03; Ar;s and he had come to his village during the summer recess. ‘He seems
b-regist 2 5 ‘ 2% : > at for without previous notice of the public meeting, presu-

el b Tk e sptﬁl;;y;ﬁgﬁ of the memorial wished to have among them a_gq’n eman

cumentary evidepeo 0 b
Rap: : v f Mr. John : ably because t ‘ ‘ ‘ 8¢
1896) whe (the d recei spital, © s . mably DOV . ity honours. He was put as a member of the sub-committee, while
my k‘%xowle']:l}gleﬁa"- headquarters, the L s memorial by 240 the momine. . vith high “;‘;g;i‘i?; O ortained to have left the district the day after tho HEGALRE.
e Lo, T e th ooy L e, wee 1th July e L dbeion of te ol commils
: W i T Sreenivasa Aiyangar, B.A., of Cuddalore. The place

remarks in the visitors’ 1, p it
i : s at '+ pentleman is Mr. . S .

oard, noted his ‘ B et Thr:ﬁ!;:toege: not noted in the proceedings, and the omission cannot but be inten-

e 4 into the meeting hall simply to take home the

30 A, according t¢ L, says that he ste
him, and thnﬁg?g.;:ﬁ:g% : e e ’tor%? ;:13;:9 and mmaig)g there for half an hour as a spectator witnessing the
Written up, A copy of his : T g?"the meeting, that he had known the apothecary only by sight, and that the
this report. The sub- i | ﬁmchﬁ,-r’mn Mr. Gopala Row asked the members to come boldly forward to represent
l1‘1:‘fettid.¢m’c) seems to have written to the ¥ at 114, 051111?11, and recorded his  their grievances, if any. ; !
m:gy;nedatosn;?é Finding this “tfmnpta t;]:fmy for & oo y’ - gi :?b‘mmstm (vice- - | . Mr. 1. Madava Row is the prosecutu}llg %speptoxﬁ)f P&h'ce, Cuddaél.ore. 't}]lle says
i ys alter, asking me for g cony - less, My, Magilarant remg;'ks without e went to the meeting hall to speak to the District Munsil in connection with a case
nation fo enable him to submit a Py of his remarkg anq i Mudaliyar wrote to - : by him, that he remained there only three or four minutes, that he had nothing
at that stage, the request was m:?POrt' to me, : Asrung: of the apothecary’s expla- ”ngo zith.tile meeting, and that he is very sorry fo find his name in the proceedings
incident between Mr. Masilamani M. lied with, ' Thepa ‘:Ot"m _heed of ‘Zin i ?}ﬁ;e meeting. : V
o binquis(ly atiotiiet | g Tﬁe two second-grade pleaders of the local District Munsif’s Court named in the
' * margin say that personally they have no

Agai“, on the same da

1 Mudali

designated “ the carriage incide

] Bum nt » apoth : .

dﬁ?eg’;:tt:)eti?: T;I@lmgp((;fu:g zfsttg‘a%ﬂfiiwe, Mr, “Jhma;n i ’ ) ’t'm"l B (1) M R.Ry. Krishnasswmy Aiyar. complaint against Mr. John Pillai, but
olice hospital in chape, ._,M“d&hy?nr iy o, Rapepa Row. that they have signed the memorial

‘g:bdl:r:ulloek cart, in sﬂite of the protest of}:;h | : v : : St san w80

Masilam ﬁ%ﬁixfﬁi"&fi &A e en ® sweoper i attand e oMy in ] pelieving the complaints of others and without caring to- verify if they were well
laman . sed to take o : ) And left there : : - founded. . e

taken n;htqrmbly by téw lﬁspi:nm,;ﬁmw | two officors, Mr. rr ] have also examined the two other individuals na‘meg in ';he e 5, and they say

apothecary says ho has ordors not o o i " that poreonally they have 10 griovanoee

pt sorupulously clean, Mr’@l&:& to a ar O it el ‘_ (1) MR Ry. Narayana Row Avargal, retired against the apothecary, that nevertheless

oceasion into vice-president, and in?m‘ | Mudaliy - " District Munsif. : . they atfended the meeting I persuance

+d the apothecary by uttering the oxee of that authoriy e | 0. ERA Rongmerey Naidu, Privto . ¢ 4 notice and signed the memorial

’ p:;e,. s;t °P£"-’§;:§;’ tﬁb i g s : oms o V % : L (T heing heax"ld of the comiplaints of others.
aper, &c., to enable him to r ‘»15 = “disven P i A . 1¢ will also be evident from the re ort of the Tahsil ar, dated 15th September 1396

se complied with, and as Mr. M whm:tﬁ;fing}, Pmns i = e "?-b o "*“f’?‘ e o t of the 166 Tamil signataries in the memo-

.. od o auit e L 3 : ¢hat in some instances the's -gignﬁtdrés appear twice with seeming difference ;

the apothecary, the latter asked his compounder §
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Sl e e s B i ink he deserves censure for .
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24 No. 793, Posric, 25ra June 1897. tharthihara Alyar ¢ ore )r,esentatlons of the sub-registrar of s
. : ’ Bl As for P”HZ, be lead away by t(}ll e tteption to the concluding paragraph

o S A A PN 04 i e i be lead ¥ (%4 atten g

that even taking the rumber to be correct, it represents but 5 per cent. of tl_ae male : 2onnecti0n, 1 wonld,s”g;’org dated 25th August 1 dical institution at Tiruk-

population of the town ; that in a number of instances signatures were obtained on ~ enclosed qpo,th‘?@’y I uow turn to the state of the I,!Ilghn Pillai. He took charge
blank sheets and by deceitful means by Govinda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai already i - ¢ of the Apothecary Mr.

referred to above ; that though the signatories have no real ground of complaint against
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 Munsif
and the 8alt 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 meetin% or of the contents of the memorial have blindly
signed the memorial ; that the object of the authors of the memorial was to deceive
the authorities by showing to them that it was countenanced by a good number of
»  local residents and by officers of position and vakils, while the number of complainants
among the signatures was less than half a dozen; that the District Munsif was the
officer most interested in the transfer of the apothecary ; that in his attem

21. ﬁ'&‘:; ‘the managemen

i peen successfully
from time to time, that Mr. John.l’ﬂlaollgziit;? It will also
jm,teog:m l.:;nd that it 1s gradu}rlllly '?slmagecgl"d}; I;,nd. noted below that
. . A ita g tients
g the 1SEA ' obtained from: the hosp umber of in and out pa
: m the ﬁgures to year 1n tf,le B . ions, and that
has been increase f{olninY:lal; number of major and mllar;)i; OP:; a:}l::y institution
thed for t'reatmem,hi;s‘eva Z‘;Y‘md o }? rowmgrkgoip‘ll the ymemori:all that he is

to s ity of the rema -
herefore they 8010 S o the absurdity : dical aid :—
ander Mr. John Pillai an‘eessible to patients seeking medica ks i
highly unpopular and inac 189304,  1804-95.

: pts to gain Pustienlars. il e e
hig object he was supported by nine out of the eleven pleaders of his Court, notably TR R e e A s 9,072 1 it 203
by his leading pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row, as also by his intimate friend the Sube (2) Out-patients.. - .. ¢ LerGe L B0 ; ‘
Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar; that these two agents, aided by the Police

D and. misor ope i titkn b
ol ) li“]or i { in and out patients treated durlilfetlészgssgoggfng period of
. The total number O PR 519 against 10,738 1096 and the agitation croated
+hs onrrent official year W ¢ 'the memorial in June 1 o facilitios afforded
?%e cu t official year, 1n Spite On unmistakable proof on re(}ord.of ttia e b e
the pas L lai and of his popularity, and it will hut be o
by e the memorial by a few dlscont:ﬁtefor the sufferings of the
sweeping allegations 1t t of popularity and SymPRAR (8 i Gldur, who. has
i:kill; condemning him fO;dWaIi may also observe here Fga‘tg h; o:tlyi'ng villages in
: : UMt o i contaet with the residents ol OUlLylig services
| frequent opportunitics Ot‘figomilx?!go;slzftgons he had fromseveaalh‘e':}g:gf:? :J;,i:ato}};im 4
'his%iVi«SiQ-‘»i! ua repgrt'egulomhppréc. ted by those who harzeglous and earnest in the
of the aPchecary& agrh‘;t hg has very often iﬁ;“ﬁ&é‘ 1fﬁeOrflr:hsildal"s representations alt'e :
for t,!;‘??'tmznta is duties, and i € hIa{:z D& (i::te that_there are o gr?unds szlggg‘\;glﬂ;
d. o conce e ecary, and that faots and e P ained popularity
6 tranafer of fhe D tinuance at this station where Q‘ﬁ of remuneration to
iEan Off htllsl c;llllblie in general even at the sacrifice OL B Ry
ce of 1he g :

ich heis entitled. ety

Inspector Mr. Narasimmachari, were in their turn able fo secure tw
snb-agent in the person of Govinda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai ; that these agents and
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

of; that but for the presence and encouragement of the District Munsif, a public meet-
ing of the kind could not have been possible ; that at the time of the enquiry
regarding the memorial there were frequent conferences amon g the officials and vakils
at the quarters of the District Munsif, the sub-registrar, the inspector of police, the
salt inspector and the leading pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row ; that there were sustained
efforts at the time to throw obstacles in the way of getting at the truth ; that igno-
rant signatories to the memorial were threatened swith unpleasant consequences,
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 kushah Tirukkéyilir 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.

0 unserupulous

i In GOnelMion,

.

it ‘ ol D ty Goﬂéct°r1and. ¢
e . UDALIYAR Avargal, Deputy bo oCte. &%
From M.R.Ry. R. Smgfrg‘& '?i%ug]‘;gyli)lﬁr', to the Collectog and President, Distric
gmsi((li,msl;ﬁl?ﬁcot, da’ted 29th Septpmber 1896, No. 9.

~ Board,

& R : 6, on a manuscript
Faiits t. *dated 10th July 1896, i
| to your endorsement, he Government of Madras, \
With reference the Surgeon-General to the Gove : : : :
_addressed to the S

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

; " public meeting attended by about sevent
g l:f,.[:.);:., II).isX'?:: %auﬁi‘g%gu;fél;ﬂ%:ru’ persons, 1or in its creatuge, the printei
; : . " memorial, are those named in the margin.
@ ?ﬂ%%ﬂe Véuﬁaﬁgaﬁm L::g‘h lz:_?:e;r: Though the mass meeting may not be
ent of the Taluk Board. looked upon as a quasi-political guther;:zlg
Manv 2

]

4 : i i - to report as follows.. : : " Pillai, Civil 9
R ™ 5. T monorisl s vuta pumterof i ol FEUL Nty
: ‘ i i i Goaare chonatoman. Tiid S et , istrict Munsif’s s
i T by i o STt e Eo oy UBion O e vkl practining in o lueal Diste Mool

evenue. ! ! o S : rsons,. 0 Sl Avargal; & 0emper 0% wE on T, - it

(5) Pranatharthihara  Aiyar, megp, Lol 1 Certainly against the spirit of the rules, : including M.R.Ry. S_reemK::gBarlO";mem g8 Vot the Tlr}kkéyﬂﬁ: z::gg faé'f,??ﬁa

Fund Assistant Engineer, ;nd G:f) is not mtch as will be countenanced o il B RamachandmhA‘PY"i‘l"lai Among the rest is a 1;811@1’&&5“)7 kot Y
ay Y Government. : : ' f ., John : , conduct 18 SP¢ 2%
. 4s for the Distriot Munsif, he seems to have acted much behind the scene, and s flﬁ&a of the same panchayat, Wh‘;‘; are no specific charges against
‘his connection with the whole affair has bee er, €3

! n traced by strong inferences from the
statements of others. In his i it is desi : |
a transfer from the distrt OWN interest it is desirable that he should at least have

 As for Nos. 9 and 3, T have shown by a line of convineing arguments based |
:hp;: g:nm;e f:g“dzgttt ?11;}; I:EVB acted malx'y(:;iously against the apothecary, apnd :hnt
departmental superiors, ey deserve suitable punishment in the hands of their

_ M. Gopala Row (No. 4) has already loft the district. and
further action is needed in ln)n case excegt perhaps a censtre,

uent ﬁ?ﬂ? f;nei?ezi officer, exﬁept :iihaét :lgm};”ii;u tw?%{gﬁ:

is ca *the private residence of some leading offisials -
m‘“% attend & thheiﬁmpnségt‘zﬁ!eﬁl}s bycicle on the streets fﬁ‘;’mg A
ho used fo paradh et allogations against Mr. Joha Pillalas

1

I do not think that any
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PN S it o e SRR L i < MM ; .
LT . ' St OSSO i ; i.official letter dated 6th September 1895, from the District
:h&;rﬁzn of the umon, and I shall deal with them seriati bor I Hmdeoessof th :hie;:npounder put in a petition to the.Premdent on the 11th
T © memorial is that not one of the signatories ratim. . One noteworthy fact L L Medieal Officer, anhis complaint. The papers were recorded with a (confidential) note
grievances Imaginary or real, and thé gnatories to 1t has ventilated in it any of " idem withdra

' i at in consideration of the strained relations between
called JPon fo substantiate any of the cha 0= Muralore virtually no one who can be - by my predecessor. AL Soe' 15 0 the compounder and the apothecary, the
~'ah§§2tmn'h?s reference to - tmanta Rao, whose specifie _ oy E { a lotter from the President, Taluk former was transfered® to the Kalla-

g _Workmg of the unio present chai - As for the charges bearing L2 V‘cdamz{:o o District Surgeon, dated 5th  kurichi hospital on or before the date of
f 19prove them, and to show that some of them at ]all'mau, th“}’ are records sufficient to St o mber 1895, with reference to ” 685: his complaint. It will thus be seen that
5 i:‘:;‘mv réport on the subsequent printed mmnoe'f"!;t are malicious, Tt will be evident s orsement from the latter, dated fer. the memorialists had taken upon them-
~ Dbehind the seene, and that they have, through t), nl that the real wire-pullers worked 0 August 1895. The transfor hl“d ‘t‘° 54 selves the onus of representing the sup-
| withomuseript memorial to prejudico thegmin ;‘“ :ymp“h'%m and others, submitted . - enos to the compounder's compiait: posed grievances of an hospital servant
2 ?"'5“9‘?»,'% ‘Zenmr to receive as true all th o5t the authorities and prepare them fae . Jaint. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal who drafted the
n his capacity as medieal officer, 7 IO en masse against Mr, John Pillai & ~ who had withdrawn his complaint. .1 i A g

th:gg?‘r’;;ﬂn;?;ﬂ | | : complained of his having been beaten, but
e e msetin, ‘ ; : s, & ‘ .+ Deposition accompanies that he does not know what was done
e memmg lw:xs i pen s neoting " thes ‘ printed memorial. with the complaint to the District Magis-
;ﬁmﬁg =ﬁas"heade(;ab containing specific charges against th -y resulted in o
ting 'a by most of the lead Bl

A . i ) i("al omeel' That : . . 0
‘ it length in my report on t g officials and the logal vakil 5 : . . difference to the sufferings of patients and of omission
- to recapitulute themyherg. I(;xnvil:\l: ::EGT}:’:‘I;!I with my remarks, it wilﬂs’beansi“ rlﬁ'h“g: L Hie c}) arge:eolfl:;le;cy at the quarters of some of the leading officials
th%re 18 scarcely any need to examine t}Lne asﬁ:n:;t forth above, it will ba I::enu&:& to ?ttsind 111;] %ﬁrﬁct%mif’ the Tahsildar and the Local Fluni% Aaswftax_it Englge:r
under report. 1 have, how : shatories to the m A6 BnaeoiE - _ including the ot in his capacity as a medical officer ; 1t is enough to
] . y however, exammedstwo of the wvakil a?;;:g;’?; nﬁ*’“ﬁoﬁlﬁi A : ~ directed against M}:‘ thn_l:‘lég‘; ;nmdevelgped};orm e st mibmorial ; that
- *(1) Govinda Udayan.’ nreemvasa. Row A and  Krish e s 1:b i ugntly amplified and formulated in the printed memorial dated
i 0 19), Ranguanimi, il b:::gaz nfuyazhAm 50 _ ~ they l;zg;)osbgaend::ﬂ?i% which the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the u:fhﬂ{ b(.;:.r(é
o (3) Rathna i Billad  4mong the si ries to tha watns ~ June m : . : , have this day separately reporte
Wi ((4) Ba“;.il:is%b;gtmmlm‘ rial are inelu e the printe . ggufound to have taken a prominent part ; and that I have this day sep gk

: 1vasa Row
; . 1 the explanation of the apothecary. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa
: ; ? tbc?i ;x;f(::::il ::’)122 tt{feiaft two paragraphs stﬁtes that he ltxa;ckll not l;searéipczfmzlsg
e i i i : g ; ' 5 bl - o1 18- that it is not possible to give out the names o
medifa‘l '(lillg'tﬁ?:;f:lg:rt??i?}?:l' Wlt?‘ : W? W;happarently to bias th oad - | i comtii}(l)i:?); ltl!;l;sgﬂ,ltﬂaint; that thé) Local Fund Ass]ilstant ;f;‘lmgmeell;al‘liad fati?lg
ST, narration of the antecedents of the anetho. | who inade mEDHA L date of the memorial that the apothecary had faile

some )e(zlu's a:lgp he was sqsp.ended, and transferred for neglect of ‘d&fyaﬁge? & - him one ot bW weelismrew?sesu?fsring from fever ; that he had not heard from the
i8 rc_aprg. uced in pilzragr?ph 20 of the printed memorial with the modiﬁé‘ntimad : : ~to attend on }?megi ecom laint against the apothecary ; and that he is not inclined to
”“;Pen, 1: I; '“;?]s 0? ,EV @ o yoars ago.  Mr. John Pillai has in his explanatie . District Muneif % :sons From whom he had heard of it. This vakil, in spite of his
relerence to the later printed memorial, stated that some fifteen: years ago | ; give the mfveisthotg taluk and district boards, has admittedly taken a part in drafting

suspended under a misconception of facts, but that he w g 4 ection . o : 55 goriotnate
not understood why the memorialists have thought f;ta:o r?:ttizfiie?tﬁgp even ‘ :l;.:n memorial without caring to verify its contents, as if that was the most approp

i - : : . iti ishine a pablic servant under the control
suppress what followed unless it be with a motive to induce the authorities o ¢ course for him to reach sh}e; aﬁﬁ?(ﬁ‘;ttl]“s fgffuls’:é“;oﬁi as?)ns best known, to mention the
v undne weight to their unfounded all.eg.atmns nor can the object of such o m itio o e of the local boards, an 1(: s hazi S o’f the complaints of the District Munsif.
the very outset, in the absence of a Sinister motive, be perceived when it is remembe ; 5 names of persons from Wt ot e e & broaght £ the notice of the taluk or distriot
that the apothecary Mr. John Pillai was in charge of the same hospital here f¢ o ik ‘He admits that s ﬁf t?s S i};st the apothecary embodied in the two memorials.
two_years up to the date of the memorial. M.R Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal ‘ board any of the compt . ﬁh 1 have commented upon in my report on the printed
grade plga;ier and a lmem(;)er of the district and taluk board, admits having draf: ! These atle’ hevover, mesere w
manuscript memorial, and states that he had not seen the records of suspensiﬁﬁ‘-"" th: - memorial. ! 7 ot J
is u i : s | : . . John Pillai as chairman
i %11? ;shpngble to tmlfntxc’n;l the rlllames of persons from whom he got the i_nformation’; a : ‘ 6. 1 shall now desl with thehsew:atral :(ézargoe;z :ga:ﬁ: Inlgpital gy R R
‘ ve?‘v’ sira;?e I%%at nl&? Sggex:iv;:; %;vgfi:\;srmswn W?st(}a]ventually El tsljl)osed iy " ! @ e Txr‘;kkdy{lﬁrml;:lt{légiar;id&ym .April 1]895 he was appointed chairman of the
3 . ov aware o ‘ ‘ : e in May ’
Wroge the temordsl. bt pgrsogz e : 3?1?)? mli g:;gnot be said that he was more greedy of powers than his predecessor Mr.
S }‘é : . “

i . : ber of the panchayat as also of
4. The first charge against Mr, John Pillai mentioned in ivh 4 of : ‘Krishnaigar, 8 local pleader, who it appears was & M2 e vl s
memorial is that he whipped the hospital compounder some mont]?sar:g;? I;ﬁf t(l)xitﬂil; " : the taluk and district boards, and I fail to see how M.R.Ry. Sreenis

‘ | i N L - the manuscript memorial, while he had
~ spite of the representations of the latter to the then President, Taluk Board, that officer ~ justified in having mtrgd“xirfi’;rz%?g? ﬁi;ncolliogues. Ig his statem’ent before me
~ merely transferrod the compounder. In this instance, the aggrieved party was the 0t grudged the love of P

e e ; : rd of the apothecary’s greediness
. compounder according to the Jmemorialist’s own showing, and he is not one of the : L.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Ifiohv: Af:it;gd? sgty;ts :Il::itﬁ %2 Iil:,:lll c?te;repared top s o e
ignatories. “Tlvn‘s‘ is another instance in which the memorialists have sought to power from one 1;)' i; 8 this information, ‘This shows that there was
t the medical officer as an unworthy specimen of humanity, though theg were : ‘ -who put th;m ul:?es of the apothecary and that there was a conspiracy to
back as’gfhn%ipatembewm x?gsglg gi:ifh B Dty s 5o i S Skt A i cho Yark. In this connection I may observe that t%ie msgiﬁgﬁfdm
Gt S e LoPd, ARt The then comipounder; Nurayanasa 16z L ‘ 2 g < opinion that the local medical officer should have a

i fgﬁﬁthﬁ, to i?};e D}Stlript,ﬁec}mal Officer through the apot‘hemr; ohar;{gfg s:};@! ed & o . Ol b m 9:&,:;3::1 i;: :{eh: sc;p;lf; S D'Srive of Tindsvansm.
e 45'*1%%0?}%(11%eafsgtﬁf’c;e:nd‘ﬂ,znmu’ ik o it i iy dent i f':dr\ the RPN e b h 9 of the memorial, reference is made to the chairman’s un-
. ofthe com COr WILL B oovering letter bringing to notice ¢ - P0UY UP 8 58 S .7, In paragraph 9 0 lline houses, and the case of one Sadasiva Pillai, a private

dt » compounder and  his Gulgwble neglect of duty, * The Pan; 1&1;9 gross mixcond e ~ guthorized entry in private dwelling houscs,
Dl ” 1188 - were receive A ~ :

the report on the




- suppose that the chairman hasvm‘(’f Fhe T
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, is quoted as an i Al e ks
on the subject s nstance. M.R.R . :
of it Ast ays ?hut it is not 0 .y Sl‘eemvﬂgu Bk ot s, o ; ) inst Mr. J ohn Pillai—(4), (¢) and (/) and that one of them
under repor: rai?idam"“ Pillai },impseﬁm}lc for him to name t}:‘ rgal on being questioned o Kmtb:ge: me::st Skive part in getting up. the momorial as will be scen from the
T this a0 Yot his supposed gri he i 10t o of the gkl s W0 Complaine ( £) has taken & S o printed momorizl -
. case, 1t was Mr, J 1 grievance seem 1e signatories to th Pihes Tabsildar's r°P? |
Sal _da‘mva. Pillai for the 1. ohn Pillai wh 'ms to have been re 810 the memorial 0. R oferring to h 12 of the memorial, I have to state here that there was
1 sovisi expenditure for making ganitary arrangements at the

special cir 1o Tatter having 1n e, Fressed. for ori presented by proxy

lﬁs dignit;li,ms:’ances of the casg,"ilg lwl’l::léed hixn ”p(;::lycr{) ¥ Prﬂsm\uti()syul;.g}:).t:

Board Presi Y treating Sadasiva eld that M, Jo’hnubilﬁ consideration of t;:i!
a1 would best as

: sort

8. Asrepard Cur. No. 166-1.B
graph gards the alleged unauthori -B. of 1896, dated 1
) 1zed removal of Ith May 1896

h 10 of th A
of the chatrne, omorial, T have as yet reco;
the chairman Mr. John Pillag a8 yet received on| . referred to iy
7and that was f ¥ one (!Omplmn 0 1n para-

mantha Row, wh
w%ﬂx )'.A‘Lu' : )“ 0 ﬁgures as one % .rOm t a i »
fs%«“ﬁ%%dlﬁsﬁt& and placed befgf'et:llf signatories to "t"}ﬁ;)ntmctor na,i’:, :ﬁ‘t[ t;.laelt}c:hqn
L g i over .by thd “Vice p e taluk board at memorial, Thc; + Hanu-
ke : SPOSed of {0 poaolist 3 l‘(.‘Bl(](mt MR a meetmg he]d Gompl_umt
i olution No. 10, datml'cl){-v- Masilamani Mydg 2ot May
tlf)[l on “le “(t' "gth May 1896_ “dall)‘ar, Tfhcﬁ

1896; buta small amount of Rs. 10 was sanctioned as a
, at the request of the chairman. The money was not, however, spent, as
?PG::: :;irt;ed later on that special coolies were not procurable for the purpose, but
o y arrangements Were made with the ordinary union staff. The

: : Sa ganitar
ghist £ NECL g : oal officer has done the needful, and there were 1o com-

bk being also the medica : .
etlngzazhe‘; 18 inspected the locality 1n the course of the testival. It is very strange

" Sreenivasa Row, W o is also a trustee of the temple and who cannot be
:—2%23&3 of !iliS responsiblit’y for the contents of the memorial, has thought it fit to note
he complaints against the chairman, while he had admittedly not

is jtem as one of t : : .
;2}?,;:& to the correspondence o0 the subject nor complained to me on the occasion

when 1 was on the spot
Jaint in paragraph 13 of the memorial, regarding the chairman’s

. The com ; oy
A0 5 he diversion of the water course in the Pennar for drinking pur-

minal

lan : ‘ 4
tion of the union o Jut i view of

tern tl
M.R.R nd the matte y there has hoe :
iyt uy:. Sreenivasa Row Avl‘ has not heep fuﬁln some further ¢ hairman and of rofusal to carry out t ‘ .
embodi 258 Jnember of -th argal, seems to | ally disposed of 1 rrespondence from oses is purely imaginaty. A <mall amount of Rs. 25 was canctioned for the purpose,
mbodied it $n e taluk 1, ave made use of {} Y the taluk board End the chairman expressed his inability to carry out the work with such a sm At
o . 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
1ful within the sanctioned allotment. The work was

up an embankment, did the neet . : : :
jsed by me personally, and this was certainly not a matter 1 which the

task. Mr. Sreenivasa Row pleads ignorance of the agency

chairman conld be taken to :
which the Tahsildar executed the work and of the details of the actual expen-

}
SRR S e well-known fact in the town that the Tahsildar collected a number

diture, while1t 158 A : .
of cooiies for the purpose from different villages as also materials; and the records

e t . oard :
complainant ¢ memorial rd, and regay nf :
tomplainant. Mr. Hamumantha Row posees rogardloss of tho interest of the b o
§50 s ik ﬂmll awaited W himself Tgxlat“l‘e to it un rest of the board
9 As rogards the allogat; +  Thethreatened givil pathy, 4.2% the
: ion in para, 11 lion against th
# of t 1€

o e i Ra h #i . ﬂn
D Ty machandr iyar A e ordes oh
ecember 1895, » vargal, : il that t,hi s

() MR.R : d on a refe
¥. Muthy © margin werg g rence to

X Persons named in

{9 Moty sy Pillaj :

@ . uthialn Chetti the unign Ppointed

(o) BgdagopaRN"ﬁgmy Pillai Bi‘gg’gfl Pillai haq h?:n:hay‘ﬂt aft:: mMG!:be;sl:,: were accessible to have (Mr. Sreenivasa Raw) as a member of the taluk board.

, (f) Govinda Udayan, ;ﬁm‘:P"l 1895, fgs":;ment as ohnim,o” 19. The union sweepers and scavengers have not complained against the chair-

any thing | Py et : ho'nd . John Pillai ?it except in two man in the way they are represented to have done in paragraph 14 of the memorial.

of the Local 'D(2 with the appointmen, bers, uﬁp Ointment of t}, 1d not object to There was 8 petition purporting to have boen written by the wnion servauts, and

Wendud by th ’%mf‘: Munsifp’g C"o‘ent of M.R.Ry. Ry does ot i © out-going mem- containing similar allegations and it was referred to the Stationary Sub-Magistrate for

righlﬁy Obxected ahsildar in Hlise O,Iflrt,. As for ( b) MMh‘fmdraiy i IX&I' that he had énquiry and report. I found from the report of that officer that the complaint was

Chbtty, (0)3 in : ltO by the chairman ]‘D’ne Adimmyuha‘gh?la my Pill vargal, a pleader frivolous, that it was got up for the occasion, and that the petition u;sqlf was _pseudony-

chairman hadp ace of Arunachaly A?"“‘lse of his olq aidu whogq rem he was recom- - mons. This reminds me of a curious incident mentioned to me in the course of
SRR 1o objection yar, who k age. I “appointment was conversation by one of the official signatories to the printed memox:lal. In that case

5 1 was given to anderstand that the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk

ted in a scheming manner to secure evidence to prove @ charge of the

game kind against the chairman, Mr. John Pillai, but that the proposal was subse-
i As, however, the information was not communicated to me offici-

recommended by th to the appoj ad resigned i Cmmend, A
v Do (5 Chaiztan in. place of ‘o Sadﬁgﬁg}g&embmﬁ?p}‘;‘;gﬁz
Nhida ‘

out-g Of one Subbgrgy, (e board attemp

recommended by the chai :
ance of the el:?:il? ub in place of the on}f It stonl.vi‘ri;xanti his re-appointm, As for quently given UP. %0 803 sl et - ~
P man, inasmuch as the 80ing membey g, the cage of Ili’:fo tment was ally, Iam precluded from entering into the dotails of the case. 16183 point worthy
W nrinint 18 indifference and apgt Te-appointment ma Row (ava masamy Pillai '  of consideration that Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who has drafted the memorial, has recorded
ppoin ment was und A p&thy gl sy n Of I VM) at 1 s A | 2 r 4 & 7 § th 3 5
er consid union work, Y00 mete, such frivolous complaints in the memorial which will serve to stir up the umion oF
4 Lt : hairman, and this is cerfainly not what i expected of a member

¥ e VOW wag obi
bt i ggestin 1, and. g This Samg R ] inst the
' »ﬁ:et;%“lggf Ioﬁﬁi?ie, YL “.Pegiﬁtfxff‘imbﬂlty of emigﬁg“ i the ::I;;se ﬁfﬂn& distriet boards, 1 may also draw your kind attention to the pal-
4 thdu;zpede & not accept his offer a:‘.et.on 218t Janyay n% hin : ably inaugrous statements in paragraphs 14 and 15 of the memorial, ‘When the
- there wasal © progress of union work 1 was thoug 'Y 1896 volunteorin '  memorialists of cather the suthors of the memorial wanted to represent the imagi-
s vebertu i B by the adduiy. "desirablo to thre e | g : e O inplaimt G peshEipn LEGL 1S T YOS
 ahat of work in the person of an chayat reported agnina | tacles : _ roflected the samitary town by executing private work from the union
" Row has affix y been backed u w‘tl;nda Udayan (, esist d 6s T L b Agin, when they wished to hand him up for neglect of his duly asa
wmgag in ed his signatare to thg il  medical 'oﬁcg‘r by frequent absence from the hospital during the hospital hours, they
I need M‘mof’the latter in the .mmem 5 'ﬁé}v'e'ﬁi-y cluctantly given him a certificate for his. good work (vide paragraph 15
Wideh M SY observe here tha P vl iy ient m. ' ~ ' 23 ohaieman of the union by way of inspection of honses for a general revision of
Mok M. Srecuivasa, Bow is, o i ! i sD ment of unj ;  honse-tax, and of encroachments and close supervision of the work of union servants.
ep e ‘ " fThe use of a bycicle on occasions in a town like Tirukkoyilir, which comprises three
. detached portions in distant parts is cortain to result in advantage {o the public inas-
' much as it fucilitates speedy trips from one corner to another. The memorialists
eould not, however, bear to see the chairman using it at times, and they have taken
e e 8 :

‘had sent me a note sug eration, and gome t,

i m the face of the fact that &“;"zﬁegfmﬁ?ng
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: 3 is unpopular, On the contrary they conclusively
re:"}is?tl: :ll::tfatch:tg’;:ﬂb:pﬁhﬁg excell)l(;nt work and that the popularity of the
g 8 x : i ‘ :
5 " iatitution is rapidly Insredsing nacor his mmgeme;t J to 31st August 1895
an investigation of the charges I find that the number of midwifery cases i‘mmthztc:r?::rgrnd & peri(:dgnin 1896
John Pillai, on the allegation that ho has 28, whilst the total number of these cases for the o ™ p g 8
- s s was 31, wTh’ere is evidently room for immprovement in this direction.
was J1. g

3% iven to the public gratis. This seems quite unneces.
I o mth'md ':C;il:;n;:t:tzl:tsg;inaﬁord toppay for medicines. The attention of the
::lruk‘go‘;l:d president should be drawn to this fact.

h reens are required for the use of the hospital, and they should be pro-
8C ! :
’ videdTb;efhe taluk board at an early date.

. igned A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART
S Jer 1806 - Lresident, District b”oard.
6th September . ‘

)

. 8 - l ! s -l 7 4

» o LR (Signed) D. JOEN PILL?;[,
' : IRUK Lo Apothecary.
A Excrosurs, : : Tth September 1896. L
Extract of Remarks from the Visitors' Book of the Local Fupq t : i ; District Board, South Areot,
s ~ kéyilir, by the President, District Board, South Arcﬁospxtal, Firal: e e Submitted to the President, Di )
Inspected the hospital this morning. Foy :

parative statement obtained from the apothecary
Be R e ot S ; 2 It Sppeats Sum co;r;ﬁ that the popularity of the institution under his
ward and two male in-patients in the contageous dﬁszisganEf (E:: It;g;::dthe esar : s Jaho lel.a l o: tigt?nigzsi The ﬁgul‘espal'e noteg below for reference —
in the female ward. The wards, compound, out-houses includi’ng latrines ekpta tﬁent e e e 1998 94., 1804-05.  1305-s,
dead-house were all clean ang in good order, Similar remarks apply to the K1lchen, : R AR s R Voo 35
arrangements of the hospital. The medicines and instruments were Zleatl Pl : Ry B e 9,072 10,025 10,542
and the latter were clean. The following figures ghoyw that thig ingtjt ti . A : : ' | e
good work under civil apothecary Mr, John Pill Tty ‘ : 2

The number of »

i s - S aiibe hat the public in general who resort to him for treatment
ai who joined on 10y ‘There can be no doubt t

. Patients treated in 1894 ' May 1894, ’ '5‘“1’

ing period in 1895-96

95 o le services, and have full confidence in him, His sphere of duty
e . ble < : e Yo :
e b o LS o ng:n beg_ " uring the correspond- cer is not confined to the town of Tirukkdyilir, and it will be see:
1894-95 was 10,025 whilst the number treate

n
d duting ths coou “Patients tregted in on the memorial to be shortly submitted that the alle
1895-96 was 10,542,

: gations against
Iresponding period in Iae@rg of some discontented residents of the town, who appear to have been
: t
The following figures show the tota] numb A
hospital during the last five mont b %

‘ it er under questionable influence and interested motives are unfounded
tients troated fn pig o d mostly malicious.
bs of 1896, compared iy, the ¢ whalhedii B s ildar’ It of hi iry which
; i tal ting for the Tahsildar’s report as to the resy ot his enquiry whic
2 the‘ sorresponding month of 1895 :— e e treated : ' : ‘nect f:n]l,a:? inga day or two, and shall shortly submit my final report on the
A . oty 1896, yggs e s morial against the apothecary.
}‘EY N el YR T s %"Igf i:ggt'* : 4. Action will be taken on the last two paragraphs of the enclosed notes,
une e L b 2,021 T : :
: e i e Al e  Prvreirritn, (Signed)  R. SUNDARASA MUDALIAR,
i S . 2312 3:432; ges o ' 13th September 1896,

President, Taluk Board.

i, . From the Prosident, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896,
. The following figures show the number of ¢ eration ; i b S B e Diwo Mo 15:Tonr ;
e the apothecary during the first two quarters gf 1895 saggafgﬁgnd mm;lg plarlorm@d 2 L

- ,é:lqmur,ls% S g : » Tefpectively ;. : :

2 LR ..
. .

S E~cLosures.
s SH el s R - il t district, to the Chief
PN e L . ' ; from certain inhabitants of Tirukkdyilir, South Arco strict, e Chie
| : G e iy 5 iﬁ“ s v s - Secretary to Government, dated 8th January 1697,
S e '
- lst quarter, 1896 b

o T : Hos'r RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH,—That the petitioners and certain others sent a
fo ki 1 el : morial to the Surg {Genemliﬁmay 1896 and another in July 1896 to the
» ) : s SRR I TR : ik ik e
. i ; : i ik oy 148 ;

foad, eneral, the President, District Board, and the District Sury
4 it ”‘ L

et e B R U R R

s Sty < o m et VRV Ny L LS 5

These figures cloquently disprove the allegations recently made by a few local
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16. That one Rungasawmi Pillai had hi
: ) : 18 son treated for a fortnight in the
dispensary for feyer with no effect and when he changed the treatment lag(;unl:(ierm.lll
lvlvl‘atx;;h he }l:aa again been placed under
oy but keeps him at 2 distance and directs & ward Lo roCory does not approach the
AR Gl T e i rects a ward cooly to dress it and the boy is

wunr. 17+ That when the Tahsildar M g : :
mE" six miles from thisa t:)lWl:,ra cf(-mSundara Iyer had a fall from his carriage at 8

. veyance drawn b
;aoiltsl;le;ary at about 5 P.M., with an urgent request to go oyve: &0 ?ge w»‘;:r:e ?v';u::e :::
%, ar was, but he did not choose to comply with the re t th rey
B ravd s quest though the case was
X5, . That the l.]){epButy Collector Mp,
] uk Board that i
complained to him wi D
that the apothecary had re
labour and in a dangerous stage,
mm a$ once, though he had be
Promised the rest in the v
19. That although g

T d man from ¢ y :
# Picota and received seyere in’u:;::s l::fa:ﬂll)ar%ﬁ{;lft“g)mltlgg 0;1]01‘0 st icuigdi

admitted as an out-patient and : e ospital, he was merely
20. That the apo £ mthu} two days after hig ldll’liﬂsion as such.

20 to his villg -
'h in
unless the whole of the fee demnndu(()i :ﬁ: ;)l:telg to

en ﬂ ) :
illage, oftered & portion . of the fees then and there and

Irated, hag rendered hi
: ocali A 80 very unpopular that
& a publie ty were put to the painful neoe?;it v pox‘)}

: : of econveni
run of preg of their grievances in gpite of th:?il:{

In conclusion the memopatier. o . O cOnfidence
arly date by t;l:hsts humbly

. ppointmwent of 5 humane anq e present Apothecary from this station
which act of kmdn_ess and generosity tﬁzg::::gd. Wedical officer i his stead. For
pray. rialists shall ag iy, duty bound ever

From Surgeon-Major. al O
the Government of Madrag
Madras, 29th January 187 }

With reference to my confidept: Vot
submitting papers in the Zase' ofﬁﬁ‘,‘} f:ﬁér No. Q-ﬁ-&l, dated

Ty dated 26th Novem' 1895
to state, for the information of Goy e D. John Pillai, 1 hfé"{{:%?ﬂ& 3

suspended by me for three monthg - ment, thy 1at this apog, lave
- removed from his service book ee for surreptitioys ecary has since been

suspension on two occasions,

2 §

e

g Menprisdig Mibtites ot it 200
~ The Surgeon-General is requ ted SRR R e
ing e apotcary. P oy ofhi. pr

Lihe

 19th Pebruary 1897,

“Pproaching the Apothecary  he was du

pray that their grievances may be  some to the hospital, which the compounder
. Apothecary John
patie nt in the absence of the compoun
; .'lm.bf medi . N

 General in a circular No.

"i'directs that John Pillai be suspended from rank

v f . » o
ot At' i end_ 0h ill be under the supervision of a superior officer.
gubordinate situation, where he Wi

N
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: . SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.p.1., Surgeon-General with
From Sufge‘m‘M‘Jmt"gegleﬁlmcs, ?o the Chief ,Secretary to Government, dated
: en

ruary 1897, No. 66.

, No. 378, Public, dated 12th February
With reforence fo JOur memorandumlsgp})’ I have the honour to forward here-

o ) . with a copy of my Proceedings, No. 429,
_General Cornish’s Il’xrgczeedmgs, No (Y;ted 29th January 1897, suspending
. dated 15th Au Proceedings, No.  Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai.

e Furnell’s ' -
s 3261, :g:::r;‘l‘th June 1885. 2. I also attach, for the information

o n-Genersl ~ Bidie's Proscedings, of Government, copies of the Proceedings*®

P Nb. 0—228, dated 6th June 1886. of my predecessors regarding this apo-

thecary in 1882, 1885 and 1886.

B

ENCLOSURES.

i 1 i losures
ting Zillah Surgeon, Cuddalore, with enc :
Read—letter No. o fwn:lutcl;ﬁof(%ile'ilgApothecary J ohn Pillai in charge of the Lo;al
Lienson. Sireghtdiof B8 o0 Tirukkéyilir, in neglecting to relieve a mendicant, who
F“ptiidd'fzge;?d?eh aid on the 12th July last.
ap

15th August 1882. .
o’d”f‘N"‘ itk d“tedal considers that, unless all the witnesses in the cals’?l]};v’e
The S“fgeon'Gen?l‘le charge of negiect against Civil Apog;heca}'y Jo:lms ui;fe rinm

perjured themselves, by the witnesses that a poor wayfarer m%alnt ahe 8118
gz?ne out. Itis sh_OWn, Y and after waiting for some time, without se;nnn%v 3
applied at ﬁhe ‘aze:nssr’;hbsequently fell into a well receiving injuries from
Thelp, left the P , :
e died. 57 ' illai denies any knowledge of the man’s presence
o * 9., The CiY;" é"‘:ﬁe":ﬁr{,ﬁi Il,)lllx};a;fdthe comgounder’s evidence is trustworthy,
at the dispensar

informed of the presence of a patient seeking relief, and the evidence of
g

he apothecary speaking to the patient,
i ingh, shows that he sawt potl Lo 0,405, pesients
the man Babu 3ingh thecary to the compounder requesting
:!.tii& that he took a message from the apo djg. g e
: i eon-General has no dou at the Civ
' 3, Under these ml:c:'x:ilszzc:;;h:on%:;ge with the man, bat that he was too proud
o g edicine, or to take measures for the relief of the
der, and that owing to htiheddetlﬁy %hadgxm;s:g;-
i ed away and met with his death. e Surgeon-
R el e q. G1st D, 1680 informed medical subordiuates
‘ egation of their own proper duties to hospital servants would not be
that the del d thz.t some punishment would follow breach of rules. gy :
a,ttt‘;(‘}l m:iuct, such as is described in the depositions of witnesses, is simply dis-
. Con

or too lazy to administer a dose of m

raceful to all concerned. John Pillai bas shown himself to be unfit for his position,

aqd will not be again employed in an independent charge until hev has shown himself

o be more trustworthy.

y and neglect of duty the Surgeon-General
ey ne,gpay» and allowances for a period of
the period of suspension he will be posted to some

B. For this act of gross inhumani

6. The Zillah Surgeon will be so good as to make arrangements in communication
A ah Su

s : immedi lief of John Pillai, and to report if any of
" :hi th&?&gr:m;$;;h:;m£eg)‘:§%er;ermanent charge at Tirukkéi yildr.
~ the ¢ e '
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7. The Civil Surg
Board, in regard to
the depositions go,

~and that it would
a matter entirely

-

eon will also communicate with the President, Loeal Fund
the conduct of the hospital servants at Tirukkdyilir. So far as
the Surgeon-General thinks they are all unfitted for their positions
be advisable to make a clean sweep of the establishment, but this is
in the hands of the President of the Local Fund Board.

(True Extract.)

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

—

?lomnnses 6f'thev‘8urgeon-(}eneral with the Government

b 26th June 1885,

ol ﬁnd-—letter from the District Surgeon, Cuddalore,
B , and enclosures.

—— i —

Order—No. 3251, dated 26th June 1885,

The correspondence shows that if the charges of neglect of duty and extorting f

from patients are not conclusively proved against Civil A
charge of the Local Fund dispensary at Tiruvanndmalai,
tact and conciliation, and is not fulfilling the purpose for which he has been placed in
- medical charge of Tiruvannimalai. His antecedent history at Tirukkdyildar is also
ainst 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 oceasion 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 duty
have not been established, it is very evident from the corr

espondence 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
inferests 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

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. ELCUM, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt, of Madyas,

———

- Proceninos of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No, 0-228,
Has dated 6th July 1886.

mgonowmg papers :—

:;t From the Superintendent, Lying.in-Hospital, Nos. 166 and 170, dated 18¢h and
~ 20th June 1886, respectively. i

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

T A A A i e

~ have pwsnm

of Madras, No. 3261, dated

dated 15th June 1885, No. 23

pothecary D. John Pillai in
he is eminently wanting in

37
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ted 6th July 1886. ] e
OndrBo. L " 1 ots to receive such frequent complaints 'I?’g‘r:]‘:ig Cﬁg
The Surgeon-Genera I;?lg8r82 when attached to the Civil dlst‘l{ls;ryf’or lrelief yas .
thecary John Pillal. duty towards a sick mendicant who applie s ay
e far neglected s {i th, and was suspended on that occasion irom L
i ably led to his e: and removed from independent charge.

? : i ivil dispen-
= £ duty and extorting fees from patients applying for aid at the Civil disp

iliati he was again removed
neglect 0 n4malai, and of want of tact and conciliation, and he aga
sary, T“P’(f;’pendent to a subordinate charge.

sl dence shows still further neglect of duty on the part of the

The present correspon bordinate position. An infant in the Lying-in hospital

i APOt’hecm‘hy elv;&ig:nsucovered with acute scabies. No notice had been taken
was found on the

t made to the
illai ttempt to apply a remedy, no report mace
of the case by JOhntoP%ljzl’rl;;r:se?xtaI;ive—-the Senior A?ogiecalr{——z? vag;]t;nficz:lﬁ
jcal officer, O 0. know the nature o e ailment. g
llfoz;l)lital, nor did tge cl;ll:cf\g:ieggovered by the Medical officer on the following
neg

the adm:ssiol:h :I:-eport of the Civil Apothecary, but by an accident.
day—no on

[ |
i ing hi lect of duty and profes-
edical officer regarding his neg : il
When spoken t}o“b %e?;fngmgst insubordinate in manner and beanng,.:; Tsﬁl}l;flt;:fﬁ
el igﬁ"mnf:m’ ha:y when verbally ordered by the Medical officer to conside
ing muc con

under susPZ!.]Siont:m litilsdzg;l showing John Pillai hsigf]al(lly flaﬂéieinwlﬁt f:utg& :ﬁ;
According * in the absence of the Medical o ) ‘i
although the Semo(ti' Als):i?lfcz';y Be infant, John Pillai did not report thle) adt;nrxszlgn hti:
wards after the a mbest to show the infant the mext day to “Le- Ocm done to
him, but .“.th,?ug}:lt s that he failed also. In the me@nﬁ M ]

morning zllx?snﬁznrmgS' s of an infant covered with acute s@bles- 3 led
alleviate ircumstances of the case, and his previous mlsc({ndue:ﬁ?;Pﬁhe
o0y Moiler -al) tltli‘:r:ui‘gnorance of his profession, the Surgeon-General que

with his comparat

advantage

and allowances for two month

i ice ts that he may be
i in the public service ; but reques .
warned tha:for:t:h?zgx?ggc:sxnof misconduct he will not fail to move the Govern
W eor his dismissal from the service, : ‘ '
ment fof h%s 5 t offence the Surgeon-General sentences him fo l}))e sgsgezngl Mf;g;x:
Fogh;:yp;::e I(:ne month, with effect from date of suspension by SUrg
duty an

ranfoot.
o (True Extract.)

igned G. BIDIE, 8., C.I.B.,
(SI%S'Izzg)eon- General m'tlz, the Gout. of Madras.

Em————

i No. 429, dated
g ral with the Government of Madras, 5
Proceepines of the Surgeon Geng ey 1607,
__the following papers :— . :
R”d the sintendent, Government Maternity Hosl‘)3t§l, No. 831, daigedhﬁt;
" methe = 96 nre oxzting that the service book of Civil AI_)otheca:in ® :
Pillai bertl?;o i;imp for verification by the District Medical and Samtary
illai sen

.

Officer, South Arcot, does not contain the pages PR Gl e repai S
; cer, g X
: e : s suspension.
&OAPOthm ;Z:.l end Sanitary Officer, Minute No. 193, dated 16;}1
R Ig;‘;gtgsu eandl No. D-C., dated 21st January 1897, forwarding the
December 1896, 2
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UNe 1897.

Order—No. 429, dated 20th January 1597, -

It is observed fr
om the above

n opened for (§vi € correspendence that & newsiaiis ‘ :
hie old one Walsniiltzg()thmq_’ D. John Pillai, doing dult i',"(‘?u:;‘dnim' book having
ﬁnd Sanitary officer Sont?lnszzlctea?le t‘i""diﬁun, it was sent by tﬁ: I‘;rx:)i (.mt g};‘,’,dp-]“‘;

ospital, Madras, for verification o 1 C SuPerintendent, (i T -

¢ catio . E nt, Gov TIm :

attached to his hospital. % of the period during, Wh’i(:h tlte A;!‘i):hg::’t';rtz

2. While verifyi i
2 ying the ent
Superintendent found gmt thgnn’:

~ sions of the Apothecar :
. g Y, and on :
Pages which contained s’nch entn?;agézng th_p old sery

8. Th i

ok e: iam;l?te.r having been reported to thig o

and that helc)mly cl: ni.ed}’ie g, Lo ta wocoun
P g Pled in the pew service book such

A i

MRt P P
e —

es in the book with th
» . he records in ¢ spi

book contained N0 entries rcgardi}:; ht(lrll'n:l?i’[):‘,':e
: 1ce i .
Reiae it(,( book hLe dwuov(\‘nsd that the

i Apﬂtheﬁary was called
ent ount for the missing pages
'W1e8 8s were to be found in

t he most unsatigfae
; ok tory. Hek
suspensions were made i 1+ 1 @ 10 his service o @ knew perfectly well
‘“mtim removal of (1 "rrice book—s0 that if e g o 00 €ntries of euch
reported the fuct o his magies] .25 2808 from the ol oy MeCtion with the
the old one did not — 1 the course of prep s, oulbonite o
i ¢ ng,

paring his new book,

fi}; by a his cognimce,
ele : .
b oo not m?ﬁdefrtﬁl?:hm:tzm a(e”:ridence, ;:
s y can

"l by hinigeltionidy t tho pagos from- tho
~Ueneral q

rnment of Madp
3rd March 1897, §

N o s o
honour to forward CivﬂyAggwéﬁryi oﬂ' il
August 1896.

2. 1 also enclose, as request.
: withthe DiatrictMed’ical G%d Szgitﬁ?yao‘
_tl;efnppogl resulted in his being restored toi;.:’
appeal was that his suspension wus reduced frq
order about his removal from independent o}
Burg'eﬂn-(ieneml. Cornishe’s remarks Ii’:: pem;i]-' w
Medical and Sanitary officer, South Arcot, 1 ?aﬁ i
fme@dms& of my predecessors in 1885 and 1886
letter, No. 66, dated the 16th Febraary 1897, and
in 1882 was not cancelled, oo

. and m'tin.u{-f‘ﬂ{mo

oot ¢

~ handwriting instead of
~ was employed or

i ingle entr Q1Ce
e ot e e S e
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From Apothecary D. JOHN PILLAL dated 11th March 1897.

rzeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.R.c.P.1., Surgeon-General with
b6 Government of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated

R ' Madras, 13th March' 1897, No. C.—25.

: tion of my letters quoted in the margin, I have the honour to
In continua y forward herewith an appeal submitted by

No. C.—9, dated 29th January 1897. Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai against
, 066, dated 1bt'.h‘Febﬁmyl'1 » his suspension as ordered in my proceed-
» 0.—20, dated 3rd March ings No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,

a copy of which has already been forwarded to Government, with my letter No. 66,

dated 16th February 1897. i

9 According to G.0., No. 788, Public, dated 23rd October 1894, punishments
b one of medical subordinates other than dismissal are not appealable, but as the
Ay the;:ary insists on his appeal gemg sent to Government in spite of this order, I
colx)lzider it best to do so, and to lay the whole facts before Government.

8. On the 1st December 1896, T received an official letter from fhpBuperintend-
ent Government Maternity Hospital, which I reproduce below for ready reference :—
’ X :

forward, herewith, ‘correspondence regerding the verification of entries
. e ﬁt]izehgggll;“;o?(}?vﬂ Apothecary D. John Pillai (with the old service book and a new
m:) ne‘iv :ﬁ:erve that the papers on which references were made to his suspension from duty in
one).

1386 when posted to this hospital are missing, and I have reason to believe that entries referring

to a former suspension (1882) are also missing Kijlio book, - "} ot t.ieslé:aofx;nlus g
trouble has bﬁm “penf}edm 1 y officer, Sou ﬁt il n Bttt

requested by the DISHEE & 0 en the Apothecary was at this

made of suspension iro tion shonlg be given by,tbo»ﬁ)i

now, as I think that

~and the att

WO have

osely inspec

seen that the pag
spe of them
et instance all sheets te and
his suspicion. Above a
1 t0o 1889 (the period which comprised
spended) are all in the Apothecary’s own
riting of the medical officers under whom he
rks, the case in all the subsequent entries. More-
1881 to 1889 has been attested by any medical officer as

t the en

the two 00(3*1!‘1"’lm t"’

y 1881 to 1889 are in a better and more serviceable

the book which was used much after them. All
urgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel Branfoot’s evidence of
tries of suspension in the book, conclusively prove
ind the handwriting of the Apothecary is a suffi-

{Tes

for no remarks—suffice it to say that there was not
in this office as will be seen from my letter No, C.—




- 7. I would request the a

- lar in the appeal as it originally stood and w
. on the Apothecary’s attention being drawn to it.

% >

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

~His Excellency the Governor in Council is of opinion that the suspension of three
nths infli ivil Apothecary John Pillai for failure to bring to notice the
n from his service book of the entries relating to his previous ‘punishments
 werited, and his petition will accordingly be dismissed. A perusal of the
rrespondence read above shows the Apotheeary in a most unfayourable light,
overnment therefore directs that he be severely censured and that such -
ded against him. The allegation in John Pillai’s petition that the
1atu a public servant in his service book does not entail on him responsibi
» entries therein cannot he accepted ; a public servant is responsible for every
g that he signs. The Surgeon-Greneral should take due notice of the discreditable
1n which the Apothecary’s service book has been kept. v : ;
2. With regard to the public meeting held at Tirukkéyildr, the Government
observes with surprise that among the individuals who took'a prominent part were
' officers of Gov ' - retired public servants, and two members of
"hat ersons should have assi t a public meeting held for the
servant, was most improper, and
hat, as they must have been aware, was a

de ~partmeﬁfb, of the Secrw. :
vice being warned to abstain

Exd.T. K. Naroyana Aiyengar,

~




Gobernment (18973 of FEladras,
PUBLIC

Enelosures

Spare copies

G.0., No. 793, 25th June 1897,

Civil Apothecary John Pillai.

S £ ith remarks, petition from — appealing against the order of the Surgeon-

W' "Y:hhim for three months for failureﬂ'ht?%rmgto notice the omission of certain
'eﬁtﬁ'“ t"’w service book ; commenting on the conduct of certain officers of Government, &e.,
who have assisted at a public meeting he

for the ej;urpose of attacking the official character of
—, & public servant ; and communicating the proce

: ngs to all departments of the Secretariat in
view to its communication to officers in the publio service. :




AN i .
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No. 793, PusLic,

26mH June 1897,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC DEPART.\[ENT.

Reap—the following papers :—

Proceedings of the Board
31st July 1896,

Read—the followi
y oéll")iw;zg (1381:5‘; fmﬁl M'R'R,y.'. M. GOPALA ROW, Inspector of Salt,
ommissioner of S:lli Aeg}:;n_xe. Lirukkéyilir Cirele, to the Secretary to the
i b A . 'l and Separate Revenue, dated 24th July 1896,

of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis, No, 8210, dated

oard of Revenue, Routine No. 2160,

Tth ultime —POrt if the facts mentioned in a letter
The following (1. % I beg to state that the contents
oWing Government servants were present at the

M.R.Ry. T. ' i
7 y }‘ Xarada:ra]uln Naidu, p.4,, B.L., Dist

” .
» C. Naras; €T, M.A., Lecturer
Ing

£ ‘:,, 5 99 V. Masi ) . '
By

pect gistrar, T
“%ﬂ-\ q§ Mathava ROW;[ %W:tggsﬂt.’pgztfﬁ, y 10nltoms Revenue,
AR Oy, R fad of Police, (
; » L. A.!'ui , nachs ] % A Mnnlif. e OUddllom-

R“”é"}fﬁ%‘?ﬁi@%‘dgma@nt July 1894
itted to Goverriment" :
Revenue,*‘_datedxlv\t}tbaney”‘ﬁlgg&m?‘ reference to it official memorandum, No. 101;

| (True Extm,ct;)

(Signed)  mpyENp MILLETT,

Assistant Secretary.

To the Becretary to Govemment, Revenue Deputmgnt

S—

Tr@nsferred to the Public Department

Endt. No. 1547.3,
dated the 9th ultimo,

» With referonce ¢ office-note, No. 135-4,
OorAcAMUND

10t August 1896, (Bigaed) o, m, ApuNpEL, - °

Seey. to Govt., Revenue Dept

~ go that the public may

~ Collector’s proposal.

~
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o i No. 793, Pusic, 25ma JuNe 1897. 3

SRR R
General with the Government of Madras, dated 2nd September
-e

i . P BIAIAINIIIIITINII

he Su. 2on
Fromlgg%’ N. 401

General with the Government of Madras, dated 17th Septem-
n-

the Surgeg
Fromber 1896) No. 434,

P

8 n-General with the Government of Madras, dated 25th Septem-
the Surgeon-
meber 1896, No. 447.

: t of Madras, dated 16th October
.General with the Governmen
From the Surgeon

1896, No. 481.

General with the Government of Madras, dated 23rd October
m the Surgeon-
g 1896, No. 489.

General with the Government of Madras, dated 11th Novem-
the Surgeon-Grex
Fromber 1896’ NO- 522.

oar v 96.
: trict Board, South Arcot, dated 25th No ember 18

e 'dent, Dlstrlct )

From the Presi

& 3h
: . SIBTHORPE, r.R.c.P.1., Surgeon-General wit
From snrgeon-MaJOY'G:;n%‘;ldgs’ to the Chief’ Secretary to Government, dated

b (‘ rrn“] nt ; ‘
;A:dragvgﬁth%ovember 1896, No. C.-84.
)

dum, No. 1355, Public, dated the 9th July 1896,
With reference to your MEGERG 2 3 1 ed the 11th Novomber 1896, I have tho
and this office letter ending t in the case of Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai o

honour to state tl}at tg:e;eg:e‘aived from the Collector of South Arcot and is herewith
Tirukkdyiltr has J:;'*;o Pation of Government.

from the
forwarded for the isists of letter No. C, dated the 18th November,

2. The mp“]%t‘:‘e)fsm;xt'zmothe Deputy Col’lector and Ifresldent of thfe 'Itl‘;lukolgg:ilf;
Collector and tw<1)] conducted the inquiry, together with a copy of 'et °M odi cagl
Tirukkdyilir, who C. dated the 20th November 1896, from the Disiric :
memorandumm. 0. > kept back the voluminous enclosures to the Deputy

i . I have i i d in the reports
and Sanitary Officer ) e very clearly and lucxdl_y discusse

Collecti)r;ss r:};l)::;ls); sdzlilsz‘; ‘:t‘i:'i}’al\‘with tl{e necessity of reading through them.
themselves,

tor’s letters that the apothe-
; these reports and t.he Collec ]
B bed:ef}?ef:rl:}ect of a base conspiracy on the part of tltleS u%:?\?il:stmﬁ
cary has A he place, simply because he was no

and other officials and iy He has been fully acquitted of the charges and

them a.nd i I:;Sjnzgr}{n Itllc:: ‘:sttelx{).orials submitted by the conspirators which have been
allegations con

T d entirely devoid of foundation. . : :

proved to.b? mg,hctl;:us . John Pillai has since been relieved of his acting aPITOI&t‘

4. Civil Ag’: ﬂf{;argy the permanent incumbent in the ord}narg_ t:(:;ll:st’a tioz
e }:mnsiders it desirable that he ShOI.lld bﬁ re-appointe b Bt to
Collector however be convinced that such machinations }?St havet beel;enzo&ge =

ey o

: : to succeed. I agree in this view, but as at p
g i ue ‘?et all:tw :(vlailable for the permanent incumbent, I Ifnave gosﬁitfieﬁ};n
no other appomtm t Cuddalore until arrangements can be made for retra < thg
vl'i]la;o to do k](;lg;{l ﬁ: I however await the instructions of Giovernment regarding
him to Tiru :
th the Collector that the conduct of the accusers calls for

5. 1 fully concur wi d I trust that they will be dealt with in such a way as to

°‘°$§tmmea£§1n?3$§g$s from such base and malicious public charges in future.
pro

|
o
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« 793, PusLic, 251u June 1897, _ 3 R e Nostiaheis W ons Pilki i

e R e ; entitl?a;i fohiﬂ%ﬁl;yacquitted of the malicious charges recklessly brought against him
Excrosores. e T

: ts and others whose animosity he appears to have incurred on
by a few fpﬁglmmﬁomanm of public duties, both a8 a medical officer and ag
account o - lthe union at Tirukkdyiliir, and_his personal independence of character.
g’:‘;'g;‘%;n subservient to the district munsif in pa.rtlcxillar, it 1s m%xlzobfble that this
2 . : hogs Id have been manufactured in the manner sclosed by the
adras, dated Cuddalore, 20th November 1896, No. 2-C i 'P‘?";°“"Cz§1’$f$; ;‘;f,m, Mr. John Pillai has abundant material for both civil ang
The papers in question are submitted herewith, together with confidential letter, : ggigl action against his traducers, but his reputation is in the hands of Svataml,
No. C, dated 18th N ovember 1896, from the President, District Board, South Arcot, o whom I request that the Surgeon-Gene;al will be so good as to forward. t.hese papers
Wwhich reviews the whole case, for orders—so far as the implicated officials are concerned. I am of opinion that, in
b public interests, exemplary punishment should: be meted out to the rin,

gleaders,
4. The inquiry proves that the ringleaders were the following :—
ptember 1896, submitted some

. I. Varadarajulu Naidu Garu, District Munsif of Tirukkdyildr,
22 (;) by \,IT‘ Kasﬂnmoily Mudaliar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar of Tirukkdyiltr and
predecessors had reported favourably on this : k7 Vice-President of the Taluk Board, Tirukkéyilgr,
d repute by all the European officers in the : 3) Srinivasa Row Avargal, First-grade Pleader of Tirukkdyiltr and Member
¥ of the District Board, as also of the Tirukkéyilfr Taluk Board,
(4) C. Narasimha Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkéyilir,
(5) ot Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector of Salt and Abk4r; Revenue,

From Surgeon-Major J. MARSDEN, Distric

t Medical and Sanitary Officer, South
Arcot, to ‘the Secretary to the Surgeon-General with the Government of

2. There are two sets of papers from the President, Taluk Board, Tirukkdyilir,
consisting of reports, with enclosures, concerning (a) the manus

eript memorial and
(%) the printed memorial against the apothecary.

3. I have already, in my No. 135, dated 19th Se
remarks on the case, noting that my
apothecary. He is also held in goo
district who are acquainted with him,

4. During my recent inspection of Titukkdyilir, T was

work and he appeared popular with all except the memori

quite satisfied with his
tunity of meeting the leadi

) alists. I took the oppor-
ng petitioners (those who were present in the

. : : _ 6) Govinda Odayar Avargal, Member of the Tirukkéyilar Union Panchayat,
: station), and | = ( o ek
I heard their complaints, as well as the apothecary’s explanations, : (7) ,  Sadasiva Pillai Avargal, a private Vakil of Tirukkéyil dr,

The complaints are all detailed in the accompanying file of correspondence, 5

The explanations I considered satisfactory. The a

pothecary is of a nervous o 5. The records prove that the principal offender was

‘ . ; i ishing that an officer in his
too verbose and, perhaps, not sufficiently alive to e iy Tn-ukkdytlllilf'- {:DI: ;?,st:imzlhilgnﬁ which, if it occurre
the fact that the district munsif was his official s, perior.  He had, however, received N gonal spite for imagin

d at alé, occurred some twelve
: ominent a part in the public meet]
great provoeation and a little advice on this point seemed to be all that was needed., i : mozg:g nP r:"égg:g;. i’,gfe?i]ﬂ:gtﬁgr departmezll)t.rt That rf)ine gfn};iet lglgv(;?;?::ge::
5. In my opinion, the apothecary has cleared himself of the grave charges i : cgnhis court should have supported him is not surprising having regard to native
brought against him and he is most painstaking and diligent, ' . gharacﬁer-—or the absence thereof. He was ably seconded by the leading local vakil
6. But it seems very evident that his position as union chairman has interfered M.R.Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal who did not consider it improper, though a
with his other duties and has led to friction. I think that post should not be held by - o member of a district board and also of the taluk board, to which the civil apo-
the medical officer. : thecary was directly subordinate both as the local medical officer and the chairman
e a strong grudge of the local union, to take a most prominent part in these scandalous proceedings,
against him and they have, accordingly, raked up old stories, though they made no - He admittedly drafted the manuseript memorial and was one of the five persons
laint at the time of the alleged occurrences. £ elected as a sub-committee of the public meeting to draw up the printed memorial,
SRR s : o . I may be characterized as a concatenation of misrepresentations, The
Nothing can justify their conduct in this case. : Sgb-Registral‘ M.R.Ry. Masilamony Mudaliar A

vargal also took a Very prominent
part in the matter and attempted to induce the forest rang
From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., President, District Board, South
Arcot, to the District Medical and Sanitary Officer, Cuddalore, dated Cudda-

er to join the conspirators,
This sub-registrar was reported to me to be endeavouring to tamper with the witnesses,

lore, 18th November 1896, No. C.
I have the honour to forward, for your information

ingly transferred at my request by the Inspector-Gieneral of Registration,
‘g?iw?sbz‘i?gzgﬁi);s now in the SalZm distriqt. The Police Insgector M.R. y- Nara-
simha Charriar Avargal signed the memorial and took part in the meeting and
attempted to induce the local sub-magistrat? to join in the nefarious plot. The
T i inspector of salt and abkdri referred to has since been transferred ; but his transfer
Surgeon-General with the Government o
10 %f. 1896, dated 29th September 1896, of
President of the Tirukkdyilir Taluk Board, on (1) the
memorials submitted against Mr. John Pillai, late Civi
man of Tirukkdyilir, in original, together with their r

the District Munsif of
disposition and he was disposed to be

position should, to gratify per-

7. It is also very evident that several of the memorialists hay

tion with his part in this agitation. Govinda Odayar, a member of the :
& L %:?osovgzsuiﬁx};guing against his own chairman, the apothecary. The private vakil
manuseript and (2) ' & not béing an official, may well be treated with contempt, '
1 Apothecary and Union Chair- :

: ts who are implicated in this conspirac had any valid
espective enclosures, Sy vgimlefs t:l 2 %';fléﬁeﬁ:ﬁn apothecary eitlll)er in his capacity aspa n{;;dical oﬂ{cer or
2. The Deputy Collector and Taluk Bo gh - : Esn:ha),rman %fmthe union, they could easily and, of course, should have made their
and exhaustive inquiry, His reports are so s
voluminous that I shall do as li . g : : :

e : im to the proper authorities in the proper way. But for them to
mflsezﬁlgo?:h};mto get ug al;)eublic_ meeting, touting for signatures and declaim-
g against a brother public servant, signing mahazars agamnst him containing the
: reckless and false charges, was an intolerable breach of the public rules and
i A ubversive of all discipline. No public officer can be expected to do his duty fear-
official leaves littie room for further comment, Tt Wwas my intention to haye addressed  at any moment he is liable to find himself the oebgect of hostile declamation
the heads of the various departments to which the implicated officials be] it

S Wha 2Pr i i i by and presided over and
. ong on the the streets at a public meeting deliberately conven Dby and p _

subject of the gross misconduct of their subordinates, but thig Wouldginvolve ; ~ ‘attended by b‘rotherpoﬁoers whose malevolent eloquence is in inverse ratio to the
considerable delay in making several copies of the records, and this I desiye 4, avoid i : 35 ik

having regard to the reminders received for these reports.
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T e, 798, Pusua, 265 JuaE 1897, ot
P, s 1, hould
- ' - ittee of five gentlemen s
i No. 798, Pusuio, 25t Jons 1897, wmd ot e
MM"W‘~VV. 3077 s O N Ao A R o o P N P i his removal from
truth of their utterances, The license of the native press of this cou

df l ] ]) i f ? I i
ul wi p n
& L i ﬁOrd d or anon th s eelal reierence to the complal ts made

ymous libellers to defame
cal impunity : but this press h

3 ; > d do the nee:
ntry is such that =8 i draft the memorial an
as established for itse

public servants with practi- at the meeting:

ivi ted to have
i individuals who are stg
e th(? 9 f their own or of
o b Sramed sl 3. According to g::g Eimg:mplaints against the apothecary o
misrepresentation that its malicious Vapnulvings can best be treated with meritad sokd . ; ording 4o
tempt ; but where, as in this case, publie

rial exceed
i ignatures affixed to the memo :
i thlel :ﬁnZignétories, nor could it be eon;eilz(ia;li
o :ee in the absence of specific mention o

eva

. epresented sixteen,
servants have not hesitated to conspire ;tlxl)ers nnmberedt ;’,ﬁgible to trace ¢ ining the Tamil
together Publicly to attack 4 brother publie servant, condign punishment is, in_my : 180, It was nzld have had any gr1 rtioned the work of examm;nagetaﬂjng the
Opinion, impemtively necessary in the interests of public administration, Such ' how so man-ylogtself. I thereforg applfested hig 4o sbmit al;f)ggar\te report which
ag‘?tmn fis ell;tlpressly prohibited by rule 68 of the “Rules regulating the personal = : the Te::s":o the Tﬁhﬂﬂdﬁ’azgut 1:133, public nlneetipg'her];{::itﬁ submitted. He has
oonduct of public servants signato which broug ialists themselves is he
7. As agitators of this kind are dangerous to the public peave and order, ¥ S inst; the memorial
venture to make the following recommendations for gye
be considered to merit by His E

f seventeen
; ded the statements o

hey may : speaks volumes aga and I have recor

h consideration as they ma

xcellency the Governor in C

ty persons, d vakils. ©
: :ed some twen cials and v f the case to
souneil ;- , \ : F—— most of whom are off understanding of the whole facmd(.)ivide it into
. Loy . o of B - others, for a correct u d I therefore propose to
Fioide) That the misconduct of the distriot munsif be brought to the notice o , 1t is necessary ifferent sections, an
High Court in view t, his prompt transfer aftor such reduction, suspension or other o st
Punishment ag may be deemed proper.,
() That the sub-registrar refo

deal with the subje;tilz‘li below :—

ecti o died in the manual.
rr sections as mbodied in the
ed to be suspended and redyced. three ¢ S

s ecific gri : s ing was arranged for,
i d H 1. The c grie d with what motive a public meeting was g
awarded to the nspectors of the police and s SP, ik Hioals o
transferred. - . H w whom

i f public servant,
i i ference to the action o
wn up with sPecml. re j
m L the d board ber, : and the memo y d and of the union panchayat

fro argal, the district and taluk board mem Iy : , i

qved the local boards under section 24 (l) (iii) of Act V of 1884, and his of th ocal boar
re-appointment or re-election be

M.R.R ical institution at Tirukkdyildr.
‘v of the medical ins

hibited ¢ iod of ti ; members S e hailatity o

Tha Prohibited for 5 period of three years, |

(¢) ¥ M.R.Ry. Govin I1I. The populari

; . &
ixteen persons who complained against the apothecary
: ' the six
¢ g - da Odayar Avargal be similul.ly dealt with in respect.
of his appointment in the union

e complaint of irregular
~ B. Section I‘-‘Ofsix individuals are confined to a vagu P

panchayat,

8. In conelusion, gs | understand

i tlemen
i : the memorial, three gen :
i e e T e b e e
& r . g
_attendance 2 no complaints to rr;a the supposed grievances of four o lfrs oy
. | | . : ; rersi e’ ho had either 19 % en utterance to e was made to sign the m ;
ERenCemn i T vt S (ol s, o i i Tt S e D
~ working for, it i desirable, if no absolutely necesélary that he shoulr:l be re-appointed Ly  mot prosent fatoad v f"ifmnt& e tidiue st &0 dave
 to Tirukkéyilir at o very early date, so that ), bli inced that sueh  and two pe different compla i
. machinations us have beo brought to light i) x::)t s ?ﬁﬁwb?ic&m;nmedw Inthe. = ‘8t0 10 as tWO G "L "be taken as
. public interests suc oourse seems expedient, for otherwi ed to succeed.
apothecary at this Juncture mygt give ri

this | : ified in ph 5 of the
: | : gpecific complaints ba oo of irregular attendance specified in paragra
35 se the transfer of this . spec ) §roi T ren
done {1 rise to 1 : ion. He has - As for the first char
“one excellent work at Tirukkéyi ir and the hospitae!;?i e, isconstruotion

memorial, I examined the three persons
o Py 0 ures afford the best evidence
hich bears h‘c Ty inspection not,egg oo foe

y that Mr, John Pillai has lately, in the ordinary

: in. The Tahsildar has
: , SRR e Charriar, Becond-grade named in the ;n :vrgot?lers whose names do
ber e = y M.R ,ﬁ&%gyﬂﬁr. examined a fe
passed on the 6th September ; e T
remarks of the Peryt :
the puty 09

3 < ify the exact
istrate’s Office. ial. No one is able tO 8] ify
er | e e o - Rl Bl e
Noh e i he hospital, nor has any person f’e°he,§P§n duty. This is
at least to come t : ocary absent from the cal officer had gone elsew.
1k, be the best possible answer 0. | »

e edi A i to the person
hospital cared to }nqgltrcieslzagl;et? make, but not possab}ia %ﬁ) :rl‘;ng ;‘ng’RY‘ Sroanivas
v an @usaﬁo?hwgﬁgx:ce of particulars as :ﬁec?tﬁ't;sf:f gratuitous treatment, IfTPeakstf
- god, b fue absenee O B e apo : bably in November
: ' * bligation fo : e oceasions, probably g
Hoctor : , : who admits his o be hospital on som : de no inquiry
A“’%“lhﬁ% pt‘:’t{hf a"w g ”G]:aan’bheﬁee of th:"" g?;:ig? l';11’::0;;)’ thg dgﬁ-: ndh};:y:::r amdlg’egé?v:d medici;xes
m . 1895.  He canno dance. He admits, fteen days. This vakil has,
Pyﬁm | ly 15 7 . 7 Ew s e%‘t:asf:lféﬁtethittt?me almost contﬁ%%%ﬁlg’ é‘;}ffxgﬁt oz}y charge——indlﬁe’;"l’.‘t
n Fillai, Cf ik ' : culi ‘at the hospi ; minati fore me, ial.  On being questioned on this
lanation with aﬁ t X5 = yulur, I 16 43 : :;;z]h;: course ‘l)l.fl li'lmd;:: not gﬁg ;?age in ]gwtme?o;ftl‘ indoiﬁe?zg;’g,b%g:zs: he though;
: AP e e A e ains ‘ treatment—whic that he considered his treatm houghts when he (vakil) narrate
o B e mat was the ; v b B point, the vakil saYshad been engrossed with chellx‘"t‘ el;gdm for calling the treatment
~ on the morning of the 24} J [tong + # ey %’:atvthe aP"“"”’t"{e is unable to state 'deﬁmtelytv;so" Zr three months after November
 Joading offcials of the Judicial, B ' | if oago, but tha The vakil states that some 1d, Rs. 4 with a letter thanking him
: local 1 indifferent one. wilhiout sty depaaus, 1, 2% te remunération for his
- | 5’“?'95. ‘e sent to the gpoiEhGO:]l;y& the amount was not an gdequawitrgxg note expressing
iexisons bt fht the money. ¥E5 ey T Taky el 1o on
i  valued friendship m ' |
~that he valued fri

e
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¢ the midwife to attend on the labour case in his house, and that on
apothecary sen

be relieved by the appli-

that the woman would have to

being told by the alzth]‘;‘:;?mjaya hesitated, and that he proposed to consulit de%ierly
“cation of mstrum‘t’ﬁec’a ry is said to have demanded a fee of Rs. 15, anl;l asked Deva-

A RatnasabaPathi Mudaliyar says that the apothecary has been uniformly people. e rp. In this case there seems to HB%p U S L ee

' ements sha ;
that on some occasions, when he happened to go to the rajaya to make arrang iaya says that when the prescribed amount of fee was

i facts. Devaraja ine less in consideration of his impoverished
M., apothecary was not present, but th : : : ; ; ception of . he did not offer anything less in
made no enquiries as to It)he wh:areaboutast 2;:‘3 ;ﬁemtl)?i}i)(l:(;rt(;tgtlg: ~ mentioned to him, he derstood the words of the apothecary ‘ arrangements should

giremusianoss, ?’ngol::eg,ﬁ steps to procure the fee required. But according to the

be made soon : ished to hurry his visit and to ask ]?evarajaya to decide
apothecary’s ethlﬁnatii): ’1123 :;vcl)sobjection to handling the case himself. Dﬁyar;al]aya
e Ht 1Y )9 ne: fix when he was suddenly told that the woman in his house

. i i i hen
; B was _apparently in 2, le member of the medical profession at a time w
cannot men- Lo : would have to be delivered by a male

midwife, Hence 10 ¥t : T have also heard of several instances of gratuitous
ed under the influence of based on a misconception of facts.
be seen from the sequel.

ases by Mr. J ohn Pillai, and there is no reason to suppose that
y & Christian of the Local in this particu

he memorial at the p

9. 2act 1t was drafted subsequently, and to have act
one Govinda Udayar, who figures very pro,miuently as will

6. The next complaint is that of one David Carpenter

treatment of labour ¢

lar instance he was unusually hard.

: ; 10 of the memorial, Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar, B.A., B.L.,
g as examined by the Tahsildar (vid 4 8 « s 8. In paragraphs 8 to il ) e
dated 15th September 1896 Ay ar (zde page 15 of his report, ; , T4 el brusiala VARG
to attend at thi house of th.vi  "Ois case, the chargo ia that the apothecary refused | . first grade pleader,
1896 for the treatment of hj

d Carpenter on a certain day in the firs

has madz his statement before me both for himself and his father, a retired
former has 2
s baby, five months old

he hospital
i ecards the absence of the apothecary from t
b mspect50r.30 2; legl?: Jayaramachandraiyar says that he does not remember
kil an’d h;n he took his step sister to the hospital who had thrust a taman.nd;
o . ’ thede?(act?e‘sagogzril that the apothecary was not then at }llns g};mrter:i] thatyntou:llll;l&nlrl'i)
o abott s e i s S : f the apothecary, and that the apothecar
gy ; quarters, that officer was solicitous about the sta.t:e ‘T"}(;s & ' was made as to the Wh?reabmlits (1)1 £ e 'l%le vakily(,i e
:}20121%,1‘ olgéhhatvggthdeﬁmte%atiwo (3' t}llzree persons to go and ascertain why the chﬂg v:'a: : after 5-30 p.. and *;ehevedb; g :viln g, e st Lom ke S it M
- e hospital, and that the v , - od for his absence v Mugininin ot
et v wimom, Tho desieapposinsly o s o s Do UL A3t i
thecary say ] nt ir
June 189.6, and, thg;ﬁ% Whic}i’ is corroborated by thg cgmpounder. Thus lllt ;v.lzl he
Sub-l\&a?ﬁlr: 1fo’lsnplaint is not worth the paper in which it is set forth, and that it was
seen tha

tly intended to swell the number of charges against the apothecary.
apparen

. 2adi oraph 9 of the memorial is even according to
; t complaint emb.o(hed MR i f facts. Mr. Jayarama-
i he (apothec o a total misrepresentation of facts. K et 4 :
e o i 1{;'h a sefrvant_ of the hospital the state of the child amg lz)roceea('{gg the complama::ilt’ﬁft; fﬁ:{ﬁ: }?ﬁ%pital midwife did attend on his step mother in labour
he Had attendeg atO;:is o Dt? iy Cf:irpenter. 16 3 xlatsiing by the | chandi‘glyal‘ ] fn;;)e 13th May 1895 till 5 a.m. the next day, that éindmgl :1;{;‘ cas?)t}tl(()eo

A8 quarters and treated gratui i - y : AR PM. 0 el ' Id go and consult the apothe-
severe cases of illness, and that this willebe grtnttonsly his other children I two ; : i e left his house at 5 a.y., saying she would g

r faste : : difficult for her sh riately that his (Jayaramachandraiyar’s)
othe}' Ghr_ist}.ans. The apothecary has sent u B Lo by Lis own wife and g C:‘ g that e Tood what was wante i
Danish Missionary to the District Surgeon,

i 11 the apothecary
bich sy sty e ot | 1 daivar misunderstood what was wanted and. we'nt to call
of th dical WI}lc.h amply testifies to the good £§:ﬂ i e cousin R%‘qiﬁanlid}wife, that at about 10 a.n., Raman_adalyal Was_ggailfn s::gts agg t'{l};:
_the medical officer done to the poor Christians without any char e and instead o sauidviles Bt Gt e0 B s s
F | g vio g bnngt to attend on some other case of labour. Mr. Arunachalalyar;1 vifla:s
e tiowin the apothecary to hundle the case, though he had volpnteerqd .Es
<hnircie allownpgt d by Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar himself, and the hospital mi ?}I e
B edyher inability to treat the case. I do not see how the apoth:;
g ey qxpr_t}ss can be blamed in the circumstances. The apothecary e:;ysd $
cary or t}xe '.deI ; unable to cope with the labour case, he sent her to 1a en & oe
| - th}f mlldglfer ‘Z:sse at Keelur, and I find from the birth register of Keelur villag
g another labou

d. This goes to support
¢ Kalwvarayan had a son born glea ;
7. The next complainant is one Devaraj irls’ ; tﬁ“ :;; 14tht1%; }th{asi’;?o:l?:cm'y, and the inéorpmtmn furﬁshgge?);ofil?;ﬁﬁ%ﬂhgz gfte;;
e g : § Jaya, a girls’ school teacher. T ] : ‘ P statement OF - . Jayaramachandraiyar seems how :
: wmmnee is set out in paragraph 7 of th,e memorial. It iz z:;tftlir:l]:ekrgy?hﬁ:t’; ; : Jayaraz’nachandrm)l?ir.hal:i;r bi:xyx given preference. This is absgrd on @heS f:gltﬂ(()if hlZ
o Levarajaya’s wife was in acute stage of labour, the apothecary declined to attend o 5 Kl 8. oad0 zhou idwife was not quite equal to the t"f“%’ e Sf 18 e:: uiﬁmed up in
cows payment of Re. 15. The word « previous ” is italicized in the , - inasmiel as ; 4 The other case at Keelur. The midwife ni‘;%% e "31‘ i [; i
h a view to draw the attention of the authorities. But Devaraja . : : ‘ bettes utllmmalza c]hx;ndraiyﬂr’s house at 2 2. on o lg,ay ould not be gmovgf'd is
,clt'oss-ex.annned by the appthecary denied that the latep thz 7 lt&jil; m:.{:) vial in regard to this complaint t-haﬂt1 the apwgaﬁ cJ et i R
Out previous payment. 1t is admitted by this teacher that the ' i quite meaningless, if not maliCiou% angxgi%oee ;Ezrydrafted the memorizl. It should -
was one of the members of tmuw-::thirteen months old at the date of the meeting.
be here noted that this comp. 3
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_ The next complaint set forth in paragraph 10 of the
treatment of o baby eleven days old born to Mr, J ayaramachandraiyar’s step mother

spoken of in the labour case just disposed of. The apothecary opened a boil on the

of the baby at Mr, Jayaramaclgandraiyar’s quarters some ten days after delivery,
and on this occasion there was admittedly no

: elay in attendance on the part of the
apothecary. The next morning when the apothecary passed along the street, without
1€ Necessary dressing materials and on some unknowny business, he did not enter the
}musg to see how the child was getting on (and it is pet known to My, Ramachandra-
1yar if the apothecary then enquired Ramanadan about the child), nor was he inyited
by Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar to attend on the baby. My, Ju)’urumaohum,lmiyar was
admittedly inside his house at the time. Immediutely after Mr. J ayarsmachandraiyar
says he sent his cousin, Ramanadan, with g carriage to hospita] to bring the apothecary,
‘and Ra returned without the apothecary, and explained that he was then very
busy in the hospital. It was not then expressly given out by Ramanadan thet the
apotheeary demanded fees, and that hig failure to atten was attributable 1o it, though
1t was understood from Ramanadan’s conversation with M r.d ayamnmwhu'ndmi,\'ar that
that might be the case. Ramanadan oy again sent to the upothomr)‘ with an
assurance as to the payment of any fee that might be demanded, At a;lmut 10 A,
-apparently after the hospital work was over, the apothecary went Me. Iavsiunin-
~chandraiyar’s and dressed the boil bu : 9 -ur. Jayal

t refused to receive a sum of Rs. £
: ; R Clve 8. 0 though offered
bl);i lagr. Jayaran::lach?rnhdralyar, exp_lammg that he would recejve the fJf, (,)l(,)l:,gaf?" the
i 0 :{1:';1 ctu l‘el.e d 2 ap(()lthecary Atended at Mr. '.“.Yul‘amuolmndmi\"ur"s quarters
more : tWelve days, an cured the baby completely, My Jayaramachandraivar
never noticed any indifference in his treat e & SYRramachy :

3 ment o Bl A :
on the baby, and eventually sent of his g duy g the time the apothecary attended

i ccord Rs, 2 . .
ration. Now I would ask woulq any same ;,a}:s wh((’) to the apothecary as his remune-

: i ital ‘annot bring himself to stoop to
g again, (- dubitable facts 80 much in favourg of lt]h‘:) apOtheczIx,r)' )
Xpress his Imaginary grievance in
0 believe that the medical officer

and heartless in exacting
chandraiyar has practically In fact, My, Jayarama-

i ~ is laints, ; d on bej ioned as
to the wording of paragraph 10 of P ; A0d on being questione
himszll;ia ax:c}il his c?lml:ades, memt})lem : n{)t:?t)to(:mg tg 1:;::;; 30;2 ‘,’,‘;’;{5‘;‘;}2{.
says that € WOrds In paragra 10 are y, : 3 - Jay o
ier does not know English, Iiz{r. Jayam&tggﬁ: OWn, and that phig father Arunachala-

g ndraiyar candid] : 4
when questioned as to why od sery Qidly admitted before me,
at the public meeting, oting v of Mr. John Pijja

I may, 1

the action of the mgdical officer, » however
outspoken manner in which ag a ! :
statement before me regardless of the dipe consequ, aramag draiyar has made his

distriet munsif, and his friends, which Seem to g the wrath of the
the local bar, deserve consideration,

memorial refers to the

gentleman Mr.

9, Paragraph 11 of the memorial. deals with the o
thihara Aiyar, Local Fund Assistant Enginoer, wh:hvtﬂ?,‘{": of Mr, Pranntl;ar.
M, Mastoman Mudalipes re, Pmorial undog pros 20¢ Protont t the meo e
A, Masigmont Mudaliget, bl i sl iy, Somitialthat the apett ccrs S
sent for, refused j;o call on Mr. Efranatha.rthlhara Aiyar When th la {’: eeary,ﬂr o
one day from Aigh fever. In his statoment pes ¢ latter was suffering

says that on 11th February 1896 he had foyey (not 'kil;ﬁ,hv. Pranatharthihara Aiyar

6 and 8 .. (hospital hours) he sent wopq to the ")ithgt‘tbat day between
at ‘l?as quarter(s—-tho furlongs from the he ltal—-th;rhtg%m asking him to attend

apothecary was then busy at the hospital, had ‘W&n,gnf.omgd, that as the

- with the request, that the compounder wag hows th nability to comply

ever | L ey ;
medicines from the hospital, and that the fever subgj i 15 hﬂl \ytth the‘ requ
thihara Aiyar adds that the apothecary went to hip, the.. night,
about his health, and on being questioned as to the health

Aiyar) knew that the apothecary had also M Lo, Prana

h‘?mi'j_“he first complain

and he sent word to the apothecary at a
an
the abscess.

"turned up at 8 P.L, an

£ te his compounder.
| g:tg?lded on the district mu

~ ing to the abscess what

for his attendance, he wou

lext moming gnq enquivpd}:r 3
‘gave out that it was in a eritical state the ::?y 0&1& he (lpow

A
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W e had 110‘ Serious attention of complaining

ial in print, h 1S grievance to
geeing the i 5:1' desired any one to Hy Iir'e Sen:inltlfii%l lzo?;‘airl

that before hecary, that I ueyo that as the memorial in p {

against the apot at the public meeting, od a note in pencil at the close of paragrap

Staey 0% is case, he add is services were not in meed,
th: ::; l:ﬁ? whole facts 0£a:‘t§n?ie§’the next day when his s uch a record (favourablo
se :

of & !
t the apothecary r objected to the app eqr::‘ll(f:e the pencil entry was scored
11 thhaat“ the sub-registra J al 1tsell,
but t i

SRty is (Pranatharthihara Aiyar’s)
the aPOtheqary) L’;t:hiegt{ad_ in ?io{;‘:t tﬁbﬁg ef?ilvs/‘ol(Ous,.to say the least Ofttt,
and the same el 47 ﬁlsﬁln(s)t in justice to his du,tlei, be I;;e:(tag; (;nto a;:
signature. the medical q{ﬁeeg' co 3 Pm’nathartl_lihal‘a Aiyar’s t‘;lusiﬂ‘icers g A
inmuch a; at the same tune mh' biy reprehenmble conduct = 1 o d transferring a
hosttal an of fever, but the tlg om the body of the memorial, aT}l) ey
‘ordinary case sing a salient fact of the memorial amidst a num .ei' 0 a%e s
tio&allfy i:‘gp“rﬁsunmtic::u however, deal with'thg %gt:%?sogoﬁglggila tlslemapot é’ecary
e g Tehap, e B R e L i
Yoo cone hid exphene {f emorial is not justitied by t

g:::;ai:m = Premf:g. thg s ‘Vordllzgi;':r g}fnsz]lf, which do not refer t(1> . hlg};)i:v:re:
st e PSS g v o th el sions v
‘“;d ‘;fre {:;z};tf:e::;e)nind ﬂg’y Sttlllz. g;gsl:g;r:)f tl::a sub-registrar, who had through-
himse rried away b

himself to be ¢

5 s 0 motive. 2 :
out acted st smlﬂt‘{" t. whose grievances are embodied in paragraphs 12, 13
?

10. The next cognpl?}lnan&R‘,. T. Varatharajulu Naldlu an(ll, allsl g,}gﬁ;;ebﬁérfxgi
" ¢ the memorial; 18 A wished to avoid his personal attendanc bt
and lfi o 'tl"rukkd)'il‘ir’ 3 his official position and the unpleasapt idea o _ meeB %
Munsif Of' l n the score of ‘;Sritten statement of the fgcts of his complamtt‘.h a;l
and sent me & ence to his official capacity, and as the apothec sff
the apothectrys ts had no -refe.r ing on record any statement of. thg district _munsi
as bis complain 3 adm:tg;gﬁ by cross-exumination, the dlstr.mt' munsif aftez
'anddu:;lo&depose before me. He‘pressed h}s -t(lzlharg(;n ;:-li(;sl
~oh hesitation - nt;ew charge which does not.hnd place in 1e e 1;
mﬁﬁlwﬂy’ added :;;),eathree complaints in the memorial were all no less
i cause

ARSI
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AT

l i oti ich he attended, and made an
.aPPmntg&_b:n the date of the public meeting which he :

the hich I had to record on two days successively for full twelye
mon ¢ A

horate statement W

A e ; h 13 of the
: ical order is set forth in paragraph 1. :
tplimt Ch-;m;;losg'lc(})l{;t (ife had an abscess near one of Ins(si knees,
The distriet munsif say bout 7 p.M. on 28th July 18{)5 for l'esssuﬁd
h sent word in reply that he was much nre];i. andh('zouto
The apot eczr{n essage was again sent to the apothecar{i :; v:l;g‘\ urxll‘ &
o thémforepﬁigxll(;):: :t least, but even thils re;p&suth;tv}: ::;:;t ::Ezlnphe (compéunder)
com » A e ,
:eog;lp(t)l:lider was then s?t dflcg' tx}xlléli};x(ll(}git yThe apo%)hgcal‘y fod ftlé‘ eg di. conﬂnix;ci g
district munsif either to attend himself,
the treatment and was asked Egeﬂ:om:isng of the 29th July 1895, the apotheﬁar)‘:’
Oisif at his quarters and 'continuedhto %o 80 fox;) : (t);]le
s no need to cut open the abscess.
u

memorial.

: ; ri leeping hours, apply-
night of the r that it might not fall away during s
~ abscess in such a manne

i reseribed. It is admitt.ed
the 3P°th°.‘f,alf{ }lllzllse}]);e g:::'l ybgndaged it. In connection
that he g says that if there was any real requisition
13%33?33’ ha\}r’e attended on the district mungxf 1 ftl:; I;Z%
that date, that it is impossible f‘é‘i' t.‘:im dmcl:;?ege::édaby i
B pRS Sl afler the mir:ute details of every individu ly for his services
lapse of nearly a year, he district munsif and his people to apply : v
and that 1twa: usual mlthwto |fl d request a reference to the apothecary’s explana
even in trivial cases.

by the distriet tr!unsif
w%th,this complaint, the

with regard to this and other complaints agmn§t im
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reatment of another abscess near his anus, a
to the apothecary asking him to attend at his qu
which he roceived a reply that, as it was a meetir
might be fully occupied with the hospital work,
i the morning and that he would attend later on
12 noon without going to court, but the medical
apothecary’s note, dated 10th August 1895, on a scra
one year, and produced by the district munsif on 16tk

August 1896. The district
munsif admits that the apothecary turned ¢

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 10t, August 1895, and learnt that he had
left his court which he would not bave done if theg disease was a serious one. But

¢ A » 118 servants would have given information of
it. It is really very strange that the district munsif preferred to rely on his servants

as to what happened a year 480, and would not believe the apothecary, though the
district munsif’s absence from his house could be ascertained without directly
enquiring his own servants. I may also observe here that I find from an extract
from the hospital visitors’ book that it was on the 10th August 1895 that Mr. Roberts,
the Assistant Collector, visited the hospital, and recorded his notes in the book.

The next paragraph (14) deals with the complaint of the district munsif in regard
to the treatment of his daughter. He says that on the 2%nd August 1895 at about
1 A, his aaught_er Wwas seriously ill, and that he sent a lantern with two servants to

The men returned with a medicine and said that the apot

10 hecary 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
instruetions, 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 digease.

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 1898, 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 is
not clear whether this was not the occasion spoken of as referring to March |89,
The apothecary says in his explanation that to the hest 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 distriot munsif has attempted to

. show by a peculiar classification of ],
* Vide thecary’s separate list enclosed of : M. on of the
V:n;d?c‘;g attem{ance al;zd quality of medicines }n?dm?l officer s VIsits, into official and
s T riendly, and visits entitling him to remp.
neration and no fees, that the visits for
which any fee was due were not more than the value (Rs. 5) of a t

ennis 'hi
had given him in the middle of 1895, and Rs. 3 which he has sent inbgaz;lr };:;}1;:11:
different occasions after January 1846, The apothecary denies having recaiyed more
than Rs. 2 in cash and says that, on receipt of this amount on 18th Februar: 1896, he
sent him a note thanking him and pointing out this payment o ’

as .
his case, that the bat was merely given as g loan, and that the dzl::i:t ‘i:Pﬂrt.ure h;:

-

As regards paragraph 12 of the memorial, the distriet munsif’s complaint refers
to the t nd in connection with this he wrote
arters on the 10tk August 1895 to
1g day of the panchayat. and as he
the apothecary could not call over
- The district munsif waited till
officer did not turn up. The
P of paper was preserved for full

up the next day 11th A t d that
on the 12th August he opened the abscess p TEAA HgusY), and S
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WMA;: 5 offered as its price. The bat was returned to the district

refused to accept y after the meeting and that very day, and it was accepted by him.

unsif immediatel ieve that as the scale of fees for private attendance
gh S district munsif wants me {)‘;etflfli‘;veil, there was no payment throughout the year

of the medioalbofsf:; g?(:hl::—,gnnis bat, which he says, he intended to serve as remune-
: : 4

1895 1 istri if did not care to
1895, except xpressed it. But the distriet munsif

“"-".i-at’iﬂ”ly though he ha% n0(113 lgfe];,lp);:re%ﬂy because he never meant to pay, and does not
oy whit was the eetaim’ed a record of the number of official visits at his quarters

remember to have main hat officer’s letter written to him so recently as 18th

i dope ob of all his
and is unable to pro efully preserved mnotes as to the dates o
s+ while he has car y
February 1896, w

: though nearly a year and old, and the scrap of
complaints against th% a{)}(;:l;eg%;‘zér 50 %ar back 5;9 10th August 1895. A ear;a]f:‘l;
paper written to h}n: minSif’s statement made befgre me will convince the reader
persaal.of the distrle d by a sustained effort tried his utmost to withhold or deny every
s has strenyion=ly 87 bg construed favourable to the apothecary, that he has exerted
information which xflafoo holes where the medical officer can be expected to aﬁorld
to fll up all poseie apnd that he has positively asserted everything unfavourable

(j epmpabe explanattlg(l)l:lgh the events referred to happened some months ago, and he

s n the oral informations given him by his servants, who acted the

- based bis assertions o himself and the apothecary. In this aspect, the district
cers between him
. part of messeng

] riki ntrast to that of his Pleader Mr. Jayaramachandra-
munsif’g-stat.ement];:daf:? Zl;ffﬁ)ﬁg and fairness. Itis to be regretted that the district
A B marf ils just where what may be elicited from him is likely to favour
munsif’s memory 1at® ] thecary even in regard to recent events, but his memory is
the contention of the b:[l))gllities rush in where an assertion touching incidents plarlnly

very strong and f) rc;o bring home a charge to the medical officer. It seems as if t 3
“months old is like yarried a little too far his judicial acuman, and allowed his sense oI
district ".“‘ms‘f b gicial officer to be overpowered by predominant self-mt'eres.ii.l :

Thre QUEHIE £5 ]um to this subject in another portion ofthis report where it wi H-e
e ke retI‘; he has worked to bring about the memorial under report. His
g e e nj(;r based on what he was told by his servants, and the information

i : light of the
complaints are mat t happened some ten months ago. In the lig

‘wasl th;l.l ;efgl;::i(’;e? b‘;h&e a}?olt):hecary, I cannot attach any weight to the charges,
explanatio

: inci i e to show at once whether it was becoming on an
and the fennis b?;t, lefd:g; x;lt}r?.g‘fﬁ n(:unsif to have treated the bat as a renﬁpneratxoln for
officer in the posi !(s)i ts of the apothecary, while it was originally glveli1 im as aI oa;x,
the professional 4 a present when its price was offered by the apothecary. mby
and subsequently a?; t%he exact dates of the several complaints now given out g y
also observe here tda ot find place in the memorial, that he has purposely omit ed
e muns;f‘ia{) I::nd that in a portion of his statement before me he says he is
to sign the -gllz“;or th’e wording in the memorial. . = .
g tleman who appears on the stage is Mr. Gopala Row, Inspe i

i e gost ~ge!1De artment, Tirukkdyilir circle, who had the honourl(:: PI'ESl :
of the Salt and A})Léf‘eetifg held on 24th June 1896. He appqarshto - ve eer;
ing at the public m fmaginary grievance against the apothecary in ¢ ﬁt e was no

 smarting under some WSS ital on the occasion of his first visit without previous

| ;- courteously received at e = had refused to give him a medical certificate to

* intimation, and that the :1;31?‘?::;{' These two personal grievances all shown to be

~ enable him to apply for sick ‘eat. companying report, dated 15th September
: (el?:}; unfounded by the Tigzlé::; ?a:l 1:0:(20 blglneyflmis omitting to do what he was not
- 1896, inasmuch as the apotter of sick certificate to be granted to a gazetted officer,
e mmpmw %o Plzl;hig:: should have previously announced his position when he
: and that Mr. Gopala , :

M ﬁﬁwdméthmde - h 15 of the memorial that the apothecary did not attend,

S e M m»pamgmGP pala Row, when he was suffering from ear-ache and he
- onbeing sent for by ME om ounder who had the kindness to do the needful. Mr.
A to soek. £5 aid of T comyp in the presence of the appthecary, a_nd he has sent
.jl‘fGopala Row evaded ol)ellhell(l,gnilye has improved his complaint by add‘mg throat-ach,e
‘me a written statement w erexthe explanation of the apothecary and his compounder’s

6 ear-ache. - It appesss from ied for medical aid for ear-ache, that
% "-?:t:;ent that Mr. Gopala Row never applied fo A ;

2
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e refore inferred by the sub-registrar that the tahsildar
;lvihen s Row wanted some medicine. to apply to his throat, it was sent to = of m}p‘)ﬂ;’e{‘:?; _Ir:,s:v ;z:r.tgzhn Pillai, and heydischarged the self-imposed duty of
fnl th.tongh the compounder? that there was no requisition from him for the services _ thtl‘)e:noe fo it by representing it to the chairman of the public meeting.
of the ppotheoary, that the disease, throat-ache, was introduced in Mr. Gopala Row’s . - ‘ B ort of the tahsildar, dated 21st September 1896, which I have obtained
written statement after the apothecary recorded the statement of his compounder Yy -ho the allegations in l;aragraphs 17 and 21 of the memorial will go to show that
1n regard to it, and that the accusation is quite unfounded and malicious. Mr. Gopala ; ha?llz%t a shadow of grievance against the apothecary, that that officer did comply

Row says in his written statement, dated 5th August 1896, that the apothecary was

highly unpopular, and that a majority of the ] i R i irukkdyild

; people have lost their confidence in him N o back on 18th June 1895 at a place 9 miles from Tirukkdyilar,

tv;lllﬂegs_a.,..matter of fact several members of his own family are shown by the hosPi: : _h“g zof:lflrg:ﬁhcﬁagz at a village 6 miles from the town as stated in the memorial,
records to have received in full confidence medical aid at the very same hospital & :}?at his case was not one of grave urgency as stated in the memorial, that there was

h his request and attend on him (tahsildar) as early as possible, that he (tahsildar)

managed by Mr. John Pillai. Mr. Gopala Row has : 3 h ion *a con-

rial. : 4s purposely omitted to sign tl the attendance of the apothecary, that the expression (
g::;er re’d tht(:)ugl}; hg Z.Vlash the president of the meeting. As he was subse(;g(?ntll; : - urz:n&;;{:eg; f:;)on;?’ was inserted in paragraph 17 of the memorial with a view.
: andy e could not be cross-examined by the apothecary. His : ,Z: };:I(liuee a belief that it was a swift conveyance, while, as a matter of fact, the pony

~unwarranted aspergions, out of interested motive. o
~ deserve severe notice. :

12. The next c At | paaid
Munsif’s Court, Higmég{:mant s one Rangasami Pillai, a peon of the

with a cancerous ulcer in

: -registrar himself was well known to be the slowest
T wasn?}l)tlaep;) I;:;flz zigllie;z]l;l;:galn hour, and that he (tahsildar) hat.i recourse to
qr?:grtz‘;tment in September 1895 because of the simple nature of the disease he was

laint Purn I the local Mistrict ?ﬁen suffering from, and of his having, on a previous occasion, yvhn he had an injury

P as set forth in 16 of the memorial js that his boy : " i1 his forearm by a fall treated with indifference the instructions given him by the

¥ . ek g 59 B : ;notilsec:ry. The word;; of the tahsildar in the concluding ‘paragraph of his report
e ; cary kept him at a ' ulx)lder reference may be quoted here for facility of reference—

~ indifferent treatment. : g cooly, and that the boy was under = «T beg to observe that I was neither present at the meeting, nor have I signed the memorial,

1L have T asked any of those present at the meeting to represent my grievances, if any. The
nor ha

the sub-registrar that B 5 uscript_iil the handwriting of LT g % s sl irincasd ey
e ant memorial, as i i i in hist ours, discharged his self-imposed
due fo indifforent treatment.” But Rangasami p Ilai, i G W sub-registrar has nevertheless, f0 shoﬁgﬁizs, ;I;dlfn rcil:iz; 80, Bl’m has, ag shown above, acquitted

in his statement before me distinct] Ulal, who does not know English. has i as one of the com i is position, i

yi y stated that he not; v Linglish, ha of representing me ming, t the least of it, an officer of his position, inasmuch as he

the treatment of the boy, that the apothecary regret te(:i ‘:}‘l’g :é(:m?(tﬂ:c)fotil Ln:li:lt;eiex;ce ntn himsfelf i; i‘; ;;‘l-‘ée‘d”"ﬁit n‘;.‘;‘l’;"‘i’,, mp}eﬁe:]?i’ble distortion and suppression of facts with an ulterior
he quack treat- as free :

ment in the interval and e object which pervades the memorial.”

n the populurity of the apothecary,

: : i tice that the tahsildar visited the
: - : oction, I may also bring to no t E 2t
ﬁﬁﬁi day, and prescribed medici : @ apothecary examined the b th ; In this conn ' ».. seventeen days before the date of the public meeting o
P GIXI*:as war; givenetd txlllt%l:ﬁgfi!, :.ndt that the boy ‘Was given the sam(;yk(;ﬁd u(;. : hospital on 7thJ unf;hlgfi,;o% f T fod in the. visitors’ book that. the institution
thlspeon’ iy g g hosp1ta1. 1t is also evident froin which nothing was credit was due to Mr. John Pillai for the interest he

i | hat great ‘ ,
8 he was sent for through ‘ ‘waiYeryhﬁo%l(lﬂk’,an%tt i: aehsurd to say in the face of these remarks recorded so
Mr. Sreenivasa took 111 ~

Pillai has, in

: : ; ot. dated 25th August 1896, Mr. John Pillai has, 1r

Finy o T RHE & ds and that th . Lra i Pillai. At page 26 °£,hls 254 g s oionsl ed against him in the memorial,
interest in enquiring ab : e former k] : s maliciously urged aga )

The only eom'qlaint %fat}fil;t the death of the boy in the house of the ;i?t:f:td ,;gzc:i% ~ view of the va;;)sl;?oxflalts: ;i'lggeg:ute some of the leading men for defama%on :‘nd

Ha day g _&ough the bo in hi ‘ . ;- Spplied fq; n}:)iralso for false information ; and this is a matter for the consideration

tion. It was the compoun v iven proseri damages 1

- of the authorities. et - o
. i t out in paragraph of the memorial is repres

‘ 14. The neﬁeggggﬂfarﬁz S,ﬁy:elf, an}f)l this was, as admitted by the Sub-»ngﬁ;r:r, ‘
as one w.hlch P}'M dalivar ventilated by him at the pul.)h.c meeting. .l?.[ere again - re
Mr. Masilamani ¥uca o0 A few days after I joined this division, a ryot from

a culpable suppression e in the office that he was unable to pay the high fee

o m?l;amgg .ilfla %ﬁ:rsﬁeﬁrﬁg zﬂmﬁf:ﬂ taliyar, was one of the few responsible.
dmfted it had an ulterior object whiglll" wﬂ{ bﬂ:ﬁ;;ng’o:nld i sub-registrar ‘f?h; : distant village represented to mettendance in his village on a labour case. As I

, m completely fallen to the ground the apothecary Ea . a&rtth;; This complaint , emanded by the aPOthec‘;"Y f"fgé‘é “nd the distance limit had not been fixed by this
im to offer his explanation in regard {0 i 2 Y8 that there is no need for .  was informed that the scale 0 tor. Subsequently, the subject

s : i b This is one i o J : ily settle the mat ;
ik atte ¢ il Ly charges against the apot e::'y a ::gmt?: of unsu{))egssful Tl taluk board, 1 c(.,u'ld not s::‘telzi?ztgol(’;fythe taluk board, and I was for fixing the lower
; ‘ : ced te the peon being a : ‘came up for decision at 2 g wment Order in consideration of the poverty of the
Oﬁce}‘ at the public qeetmg, apparently beeause %:“mm::g;nﬂ against scale of fees '.g-efe;n:e(.i to In ; ifl support of my view I re.ferred to the particular incident
of his master there with a number of complaints of his gwn uraged by 2 this division, an : trar, who, as vice-president of -the taluk board, was
: ; Sl e W0 against the - ted ;by_‘ﬁ;.e sub-;‘e;lg; lowe’rof the two scales was adopted, ?;m:ha dmta‘tr]:lnce
ie next grievance embodied in paragraph 17 01 b Jaiite R o s  present e . ed in a resolution of the taluk board at the meeting.
- Sundraiyar, Tahsildar of Tirukkdyilir, It was “;m:‘:::;lal is that of fir , ""notmdea ?:s'thgid « that Mr. John Pillai was unreasonpléle 11111 al;lz dﬁ:::gls’
e o e, Ay Mcinas Mol g Lo e Ll s o s -k o
5 - Ae tahsidar was not -‘ PR , e et ol e hith the ;
it Yo 2 ot of i e of gl i et e cmeetion v 1 S 0 S
pened to meet the fahsi e | : : bm;ﬂthat ance he was desireg to g:vel by thyeanrzg : alxllldﬂtll?azaﬁ:
ly mentioned | Wl o as about 15 miles, that he had brought no conve , and t i s
orthy I;";‘“"" ;_‘;*;;ﬁ‘:;?g}; foo. Tmay say thatif Ihad thought that Mr. John
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! blame in the matter Iw
explanation, and seftled the ’

zbm of definite rules on th tter was there
me

and misstatement of facts.

In the course of twenty days f
1896, three children in my f the i

¥y family died one after another, and they
under the treatment of Mr. John Pillai, The first chil

when I was absent in camp 40 miles off.
of a native physician in

t

d had an attack of
It was for some

' Pillai took
: ., The child died immediate
Lir, Mr. John Pillaj tri

1 ly after my re
_ ed his best and devoted great attention t

the other two children, who were als, occasionally unde
labours proved fruitless, : |

was sent for at the instance of
last baby, simply as a lagt
hopeless of cure, The woman
This co

but because we
medical officers. Tt ig very
eondgmn the apothecary as a medical officer who does not command confidence of the
public. _Even a few months ago, the apothecary has successfully treated my survi-
ving children when they were suffering from fever, The Tahsildar, My, Sundara Iyer
says that on many occasions after he had g fal] » he had recourse to the
It will thus be seen
very shaby foundation,

om the sub-registrar s
0 unworthy memh.

! ’ °’r of the medical

dealing with his general popularity,
against the apothecary is recorded in
who took upon himself the r

esponsibility
y : ubl was Mr. Narasimma Chariar, the Ing
Tirnkkdyilir Division.

This officer attende
has signed the memorial
He says that he has made
of the public meeting,
superior understand th

r the treatme
H or 6 miles from Ti

was thereafter ge
urse was adopted not be

strange that so much hag been made of this incident to

>

15. The last specific charge
of the memorial, and the officer I;?:g;:gsgx}t?
ing it at the public meeting pector of Police

)

ane 1896, and he

known if he has made his official
nd at he figured as one of the complainants against the apothecary,
He says distinetly that he had no grievance of his own against Mr. John Pilla; that
on the other hand he was very much thankful to him fo ’
of his brother and treated L

rhis having taken s cial ?
i _ him for a month for lunacy, that his requisi ¥y
medical services of Mr. John Pillai was a

i : lways readily complied wit
Services no remuneration was at any time q
neration was offered, Mr, J

Balt emanded or paid, that
. ohn Fillai declined to receive it, and that so far as med;
treatment is concerned, he (police mspector) had no comi)laint against the a;ﬁ‘f:f
2 Ehb POh.C? mspector had however official complaints againgt the Apotheca
John Pillai in his capacity as a medical officer and unjop chairman, Thig ; s

h, that for all gyeh
even when a remy,.

the inspector says that he had the
the deceased Pariah, that when ¢

B Boutocs B o oan S

ould certainly have called for his
matter. But I had pe just cause of complaint in the
e subject, and the ma fore dropped at the

were not exclusively

da der th ctlysentery ;

ys under the tpea :
: my absence, and whep Mr. John up the oag:amlf:
found it almost hopeless, turn to Tirukkdyi-
0 the treatment of
nt of others, but
rukkdyilie
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jal 1
-1 in the memork
e (;I:;his was ‘appf)ren:e
inspector, ;m John Pillai. On
ns .

- hing certain in
apothecary furnishing

h thing in
¢ find no such 1
%gtt?:czfsf;ijs Ito be that the inspector
e -
b gmdgtgnafggaggsmenanceq bynoﬁi
: - by
% Publéf]tlil:g the imagnaryegle
::l?;zsfollows that the 1nspe

i ‘ect in recording i
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inflr{:h{aonext following paragrap

i hom t ition by such
emorial, of W t exposition by Su
;nxercised their polv;eirlfﬁt‘)l encé’ihe it ta
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kPl thatalg: sx;snp:ntshat it was cancell
years .
ﬁftee:og-General’s office ma:y, s
- his memorial as 1ts preae :
b; ieTc;oses with a prayer It

th ’ but
fhed:[tgtih&c&r{{]e charges are U
;l:om the sequ
got up simply
town.

! —On a pe
17'3:5%2: oIfITirukkéyllur, dated 15th
considerationt ;g slée ,
Z%e&m%ufﬁlg the su,bsequent print
Ililelow, and that b_u_tb1e :
not have been post

e MM(Syilﬁr. . e
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tterly unfound

to pander to the wishes of a
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jven Nl

o 9

qsompla nts I ma; State he!e b! ieﬂy thﬂl&
i i s vy e
18 ) W

P

17
No. 793, PUBLIC, 25t June 1897.
0. §
T T R e

cel
reported the case a8 one of a

icion
] that in some instances they are malic
e

AR AAAA A AN AN AP AT A AT

i

ken of by the
indi t treatment now spo

ot of e nieen, ettt o8 LA o
1¥ a E.’u‘gs:;l‘éie records of inquest in this case,

errin

i ly to a
| death, that In rep :
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i fter some
beating, and that, a e
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: d others and i
fT';xhe I()ltﬁ(if:s?ﬁda?lot relish the idea of the
e

formation contrary to the line

; . the apothecary, the A e
al grOund of eomplalt.nts ajf:ﬁ(siteertairﬁy have mentioned it when they
there was any re partie

h; but, as a
days after-the death; g
5 abouf,f(lizeof t%m sub-magmtrat_e’q engt‘;:)rgg
t}ﬁedr?c?r about a_year been ehermhc:xl'lt%nity of
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t the apothecary, iials and vakils to defame Mr.

of their aotio_n. 1f
the blood relations of

t will be seen from
known person. It frons
. t? I}clllenwl(ln'st o%faen(fers w1‘thout a p&rtrchOhn
b 0hich he had so often received from Mr.

] inst
this unfounded complaint 1n paragraph 19 aga

' 8 ag0
edents in a parallel case some years ag

llega-
t and sequence of 2 :
o ?zﬁn%zg efllohn Pillai. The a.pot};:l:e
i h 20 of the memorial was sothe
pgra;%raﬁ)is appeal. The records in
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the manuscript memorial already :?031?3;
ot for the investigation oflthe vax"[mﬁ:‘ :‘};z;;%; L ibove
the place.
is 1 diate transfer from
for his imme

imagi it will be apparent
it 1mag;na3(,1 ﬁtl the memorig,l v:;:s
few disconte,nded influential men 1in the

i eports
rusal of the records of my enquiry and of the rep

and 21st September 1896, coupled with a

that the chief instigators of the public

g d

istrict Munsif
J. Varatharajulu Naidu Garu, B.A., B.L., District K

daliyar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar and

.R . S

it d Taluk Boards.
4) Mﬂﬁ.eB];l.sg.l%:risimma Chariar Av

argal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyi-
)

Landholder and Member of the Union Pan-

: o i b e
M.R.Ry. Sadasiva Pillai, Private Vakil, Tirukkdyil
(6) M.E.Ry.

od because, aceording to the mforrtmangxl:
vhad refused to attend at his quatoertsh
29nd August 1895. In regardh b es?;
it was only on one occasion (10t ugus

g between the two officers, and there was
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then a satisfactory reply from Mr. John Pillai. The district munsif says that for
the attendance of “the apothecary on his son for a sham head-ache, he sent through
I:,B peon one rupee to Mr. John Pillai, the receipt of which is denied by the latter.
cannot bo sald in r.ega.rd to this paltry sum either of the officers is uttering false-
hood. Again the district munsif says that in March 1896 when his aunt sent
word to the apothecary to attend on the district munsif for slight fever, Mr. John
Pillai sent an hospital servant to the district munsif’s house to ascertain how the
sick child was getting on. In fairness to both the officers, the reasonable inference
is that, in the first instance, the money was misappropriated by the peon, and that.
in the second instance, some wrong information was given to Mr. John Pi“!,l.i. 'I‘hesé
instances 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 morgl 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 written
complaint, though he seems to have cherished a plan of getting rid of Mr. John Pillai.
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 held on 18th November
1895 at which Mr. Raghaviah presided, the sub-registrar moved a resolution on the
pretext of economy to replace the two apothecaries in the division by second-class
hospital assistants, as if lives of men are not so precious as the maintenance of roads,
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-
gion 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 certainly not a
commendable course. 1 subsequently noticed in the sub-registrar a spirit of oppo-
sition to Mr. John Pillai chiefly in his capacity as Chairman of the Tirukkdyildr
Union. 1 had then, however, no knowledge of the details of the past events, In
February 1896, the sub-registrar and Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who as members of the
taluk board had been requested to report on house-tax appeals, complained to me
that the Union Chairman, Mr. John Pillai, had refused to lend one of the union servants
to help them in inspecting the houses in the union and I pacified them and gave them
the required aid. In April 1896, there was a report from Mr., Holman, Inspector of
the Salt and Abkdri Depart_ment, complaining of the action taken by Mr. John Pillai
on sanitary grounds and bringing to notice his unpopularity, The report was referred
to me, and I have in my endorsement on the tahsildar’s report, Dis. No, 392, dated
24th May 1896, in the Local Fund branch, represented to you that the sub-régistrar
was lightly suspected of having set up Mr. Holman against Mr. John Pilla; 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 (vide endorsement, dated 12th
May 1896), and the other to the Distriot Surgeon, and they were referre’d 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 officer—
pide file enclosed.
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A : 3 1896, and addressed to the
ipt memorial, dated May 1595,
Again, there “'%?,“s “éiﬁl’fﬁféﬁ o number of charges s:gﬁxt ;rl;;t:go}t)l;ecﬁz ;?fd
Surgeor;l-(‘}egg’;]al@ 4 it was, as admitted by M;-jj,fggg,’,}‘ial No. 9 of 1896 and shown
union chairman, 1 -  of the allegations
v ¢ A : Row. Most of the alleg
{ have already reporte in regard to it by L%’ﬁnsr;ﬁlll;zais: his capacity as apothecary are

what action was taKe? W08 et Mr. J 1896 hich
: :nt memorial agains day (23rd June ) on w
in thi rg*‘?;l stcl:.;p;n'lx‘;ted memorial. On t;ir:zyt 5 thy;a éenuinenes s of the signatures
repeate :

: ial for report ¢ ing (24th June

1 received the man}lscr;gtfﬁezz?:}amg a public meetmogrtthe 'lll‘iitnl(?t(i)g: ](I)lfg t§1e meeting
in it, a notice Was 1850 the printed memorial undeli‘;'fPMr' Sisanivisa Chnidar,
1896) which rei‘;lteg gni\'afa Row and another vakil, AL
donldtc, by Mr. or : . t aware of
e before me, the district muf‘sﬁi Z‘}y:hzhggkieJZZ: f§96?\:hat he

14 lus b.mt‘:‘lmn'tll he got the notice on the mg ould be called upon to state what
the public meeting & k %im at the time that he Wot mentioned in the notice that
cannot say that 1t str;l{:e apothecary, that 1t Wisenn they go to the meeting, and that
he had to say agams(tl ; wlith their complﬁ}‘ntsdw he took with him the apothecary’s
people should betg:amiming of the meet(liﬂgtha% he might have casually mentioned to
rtheless on aaas
other, o 010 ASEE [, gt o polhocy [ B0Y A0 DTS A5
some of his vakils vakils practising 1t i c.ou_al while only one of them had
that nine out of the elever rared $0,the printed memont s o Garbirile 45
meeting affixed their s1gpd v John Pillai, that five ou f; i e R R
specific ,cﬂml’lai“ts ”’ga.ml b which bis compl‘"‘“étgl ﬁi;fst 1896 after 5 .. to suit
the manuseript memoﬂg_n his statement on 1 by Mr. Sreenivasa Row who are all
that, while 1 was rfiff: 1ofg his vakils :lleii;ieg nuymber. of others, sent a letter to me

1 v ce . § 0 $ ¥

h.ls ct(:)n; ::;f)nth:e print mem(;r;aleg:luiry and put some que:sttf.ns to hnnz Ytl}llcl.l,
signa tirn to be present at.él ligasmuch as the district munsif 51;1l got rquu‘e,l8 ;ér
hmqu:ger gwas not complied Wi from the tahsildar’s report, ﬁtede ! o ePt‘i&“, 4 ’
p:c::encet It appt qfurt,}::: of the district munmtf tfhz:t ancli- t}?;,lait :vg:s tﬁzav?is)ﬁ.:f,
that it was at the e of the meeting, Was Al his friend, the sub-registrar
ho was put as @ member. kils should mot expose his iriend, gistrar.
the dist 1:: ansif that his ¥3 the meeting notice, says that he does nof like to
S ek msa ’ . whom there was a requisition for convening ke
Mr. Sreeniva the persons from ariar, who was a joint signatory to the

: mes of nivasa Ch

B oeting notioo, hae decliDed 0 PR qierinaily stated by Mr. Jaga Ramachandraiyar,

in drafting the notice- = .7, o same Court, but with quite o e
oL another vakil o b-registrar and the police inspector took the meeting

B.A.,d- o y, that the su that he should attend the meeting and represent his

stated 8lres: "and told him denied by these two officers. It appears also from

zgitelf':nﬁzg_hm'}his fact ])siszf'u ‘;"a‘;’as%ﬂlai (the sub-magistrate) that the police inspector
what is stated by M;;- morning of the meeting day and mz’xde him understand
went to him on f ?en d the meeting, when the Salt Inspector’s carriage was kept
that he should also &this is further supported by other statements recorded by the
waiting for him- also a statement taken from the Forest Range officer to the
tahsildar. There 18 ited by the sub-registrar to attend the meeting. Now I would
effect that he was o gsion produced on reading together the various statements W}th
ask whether the 1mpr;})abilities of the case is not such as to lefzd one to the qonclusmn
due regard to_the pro re-arranged among the district munsif, the sub-registrar, the
that the meeting Was g Mr. Sreenivasa Row, and that there was a strong combination
inspector of police a1 the charges as best as they could and to make the meeting

among "h‘l’lm mt:@l;"; 3 Mr. Sreenivasa Row is unable to account satisfactorily for
;,; :,lil:;o:egsol‘bed to memorials and a public meeting against the apothecary, a public
a

trol of the local board, in preference to representing, as he had
sel‘}mnt :ngsl‘ 311: 5}2:,;28 or grievances at tk:e taluk or district board of which he is
g l'lghtb (; ar,ld his conduct deserves notice, I have no hesitation in concluding that
ahmev'gkfﬁs’ joined together to support the district munsif, the sub-registrar whose
the

arture on transfer he seems to have regretted very much, was ready to

fezgnthigell)xelying hand, that the inspector of police smarting under some official
e
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ii;;lﬁme. aga;nst kl\lir. John Pillai, which will be detailed below, was of some use
Mg‘ Gogullg Ror the meeting and securing the attendance of members, and that
r. Gopala Row, who had some unfounded complaints against Mr. John Pillai,

was induced t i i iy !
glféﬂent. pdheng gresxde at the meeting and invite complaints from the members

The inspector of police mentioned to me, after I clos i
mderstandxng betvyeen him and the apothecary arose frz(}nl::?e s&:::zn:)?n&;et}}&tntxlll‘e
yilir murder case disposed of a year ago, and on this information I referred t th-
liuords._ In register case No. 3 of 1895, disposed of by the then Sub-M e
[r. Krishnasamy Alyar, on 10th June 1895, Mr. John Pillai gave evid : aglstrgte
went to show that it was a real case of murder, and the Sub-Ma istrs:teegce e
very severe strictures on .the reprehensible and suspicious com%uct of tixm pases.ed
ine uding the inspector (vide preliminary register enclosed for reference) eIP()lllf'e
;ase h;t .does not appear that any notice was taken of the conduct of the ins[;ectol:- ; 13
ae thvvmg esgaped unscathed seems to have worked in a revengeful spirit ugains,t tl}l\e
aggth:cc:g:”s p};‘i (x}r:::us]égr :azlzag'fg 23§e§ftg_be put in on 18th October 1895 against the
a bark of a tree worthga pie (vide ce:i}elrlxﬁ;orn];’eor Vct;lﬁts,otf:hi:gmg il
b S e ‘ 3 595 on the fil

E:li'eﬁﬁt'mtef of ']hllruk dyilir). This case, however, ended in acquittal :ngfoflhae,
g p tile s ion x:;md e apothecary, t,he inspector seems to have been severély scolded
byt e g&)enn ndent of Police. There was subsequently some correspondence

etween the apothecary and the Superintendent of Police through the Distri
Magistrate in_respect of gambling countenanced by the police hereg Thes s lft
real official grievances which apparently set up the inspector to joi;1 the o > ar.(;; the
and represent at the public meeting the imaginary griévance of an [igflsl i
person against Mr. John Pillai.  The inspector of police had to appear before n?eown
the day of the meeting in my camp at Manalurput eight miles from Tirukké 'hir(Zn
connection with a criminal case. He did not appear there before 2 p.x H);l carlﬁ

more for the success of the meeting, and he would not quit the mee.tir.l hall :
though he was desired to return home by a Vakil Mr. R. Srinivasa Agi*an evel;
Cuddalore, who had also business in my court the same day at Manalur lit ggf'gh

| these facts, I wounld request you fto decide whether an officer, whose ({)ut'.' it islt
preserve peace ax}d prdgr, can be let off with impunity, when 1,1e is shown )to h :
stimulated an agitation in the town under cloak of his authority, which o
station-house officer of ordinary common sense would not have ventu,red to do R

As for Govinda Udayan No. 4, Union Panchayat memb ‘

ous and refractory in the matter of revision of }lrlouse-taxirgllgr})):gﬁgzlz'tirﬁn()b!\]ﬁ;'k
streets, and sanitation of the town. He was chiefly instrumental in retardiII: tl:c
work of the panchayatin these important branches of panchayat work. At a time gh .
clgole.ra: was raging around Tirukkéyilir, Govinda Udayan was reported by Mr z t(:ﬁ
Pillai in his letter, dated 14th August 1895, to have requested him veg m l(it

slacken the rule as to giving effect to the speedy removal of rubbish fromythe ul(: ko
yards of houses in the limits of the union, and it was ordered in your endors ik
dated 19th August 1895, that he should not again be nominated as a Panchaengnt,
But on a further representation from my predecessor, you intimated in your egg )
ment, Our No. 1 140-D:B., dated 25th September 1895, that you had no obxectio torse-
re-appointment of Govinda Udayan provided no better man is availabe wh(]an he !;et(;)i::se

Again, it was reported to me by the Chairman Mr. John Pillai in hi
23rd March 1896, that the very same Govinda Udayaon nhac;u:;fluns::;stls tlt‘:gol(‘l: t‘e)d
n

encroachments as desired by the panchayat with the assi
and that he returned the list of encroacl)x’ments twi:e?’s RN o o it ey

It appears further from the pancha i
A : ' yat resolution, No. 13, d
on this subject that Govinda Udayan was unguarded in his exprzt:?oioggdmxgzi};elr?zx’

There was subsequently another occasion when thi i
;\g‘ the pretext of caste prejudices, to do the work al.ﬁg&?n&a Ei(xlzya;x had refused,
ouse-tax for the current year by entering the Parachari ineludedo irevxsmg the

and he expressed his sympathy with the tax- : n his ward,
chairman in his letter, dated lynh Aprief 1%?5 ayers. This was reported to me by the
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: ‘ an. being a native physician and a channel monegar having
This Go;g:;lf Ud‘t‘i}(’) & of Watgr-supply, commands some influence especially among
control over ! d he is shown by the Tahsildar to have taken an active part in getting

the masses, alt :al on various false pretexts. As he is reported to have

i ; memorl : :
mg;natgre& “;c:h?)n three different occasions, he has rendered himself liable to be
yefuse .

from the panchayat ander section 126 of the Local Boards’ Act and Local

removed frot A h May 1894. This Govinda Uday

IOV Notifieation No. 326 dated 17th May . 3 ayan

:v,::: t%:xgtc»i]gilh‘t“(: 10f the late Sub- l,{egistrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliar and a relation
o

Sk bwner of the house in which the latter was living, and he seems to have served
0

in the hands of the sub-registrar. : i R
as a ‘a‘st?;uxlxewx:apg;on to be noticed is one Sadasiva Pillai, a private vakil, and he owes
dee to thg apothecary, inasmuch as the latter pressed hard for prosecuting him
& grucge ' on 504, Indian Penal Code. The prosecution was not

] y tion
for an offence under SeCtion To o g No. 166-D.B., dated 11th May 1896). Hence

A1 vid
e gipbepis sa“°t1{;“§if:;if£ri1lai worked against the apothecary jointly with Govinda

it was that th : S : f d
. :nlving the number of SIgnatul es in the memorial under report, an
HOAYNC e o s from the Tahsildar’s report to have set up David, carpenter,

s : >illal a ar < s ¥ >
z?llsfaﬁzga;;geitls ;1, c%ﬂ?plain against Mr. John Pillai at the public meeting.

18. T now turn to the next subject of the steps taken to draft the memorial, and

the special interest evinced in doing it by the Sub- Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudali-

According to the proceedings of the public meeting, a sub-committee consisting

b of the five gentlemen named in the margin
(1) M.R.Ry. 1. A. Jaya Ramachandra Aiyar with power fo add was entrusted with the

Avargal, B.A., BIo duty of drafting the memorial, and do
(2) A. Ramalinga Aiyar Avargal, M.A- the needful with specific reference to the
(3) V. Sreonivasa Rao Garu. complaints made at the meeting. Though

(4) V. Narayana Rao Pantulu Garu.

) V. M Hamani Mudaliysr Avargal. the sub-registrar’s name Iis entered last
: 9 asl

in the list, he was the very officer who
. ot partin drawing up and completing the memorial. Nos. 2 aud 4 were

s pmm]fnztfltexl') the meeting, nor was 1t consiﬁered necessary by the remaining
il themselves of the power given them to add to their number.
v ~ Ramalinga Aiyar was merely a name-lender, and he left the district for
go:a%lm{jnll;dry the day after the meeting. No. 4 Mr. Narayana Rao 1s the retired Dis-
t ?lgt Munsif who has settled himself at Tirukkdyilar. He remained here on the 24th
l'r:d 95th June 1896, but was not consultel by the other members. As for Mr. Jaya
g{amachandra Aiyar, he admits having taken part in drafting the memorial, but this
tly because he cannot well extricate himself from the other

:on is made apparen : 0 ! :
,:Il‘?"gl%ggnof e sull;ggommlttee. His allegation will be found meaningless, when

gt s t he has disowned the language in the memorial even in regard
ltt) i)srx;eﬁellﬁ:irv?i ::l;?nplaints, and that he does not know _who made certain alterations
and interlineations in the printed memorial in manuscript, though the sub-registrar
to believe that he made them with the approval of the other two members
want‘s n:Ie .2 Ramachandra Aiyar and Sreenivasa Rao. It will thus be seen that truth
Ngesrs. 443 der the weight of & mass of glossy exaggerations and tissue of falsehood has
- out in bold relief by pointing to the sub-registrar and his associate
Shpeat C(-m.le Rao as the real authors of the memorial respousible for its wording.
20 aropive ) membered that these were the identical gexité%rgen who,dag
ard at its meetin held on 13th November , succeede
Mt of 14 rtea::l]fxggnr for replacing gt".he apothecary by a second-class hospital
fatatit Itamay even be said that of these two gpntlemen, it was the sub-regis-
S s ter interest and took more alci{t[xves part, baCkiga up perhfl,s: t})ly
tainments, inasmuch as Mr. reenivasa Rao says t the
ﬁ::}:;n:?ng:ﬂ?gﬁ‘{o?s and alter,ations are not in his handwriting and as the sub-
2 o his own, and states that he got the memorial printed

ist i to v S

::gggﬁr:d;nilstsn?;;’;: place, though there 18 a printing press at Cuddalore. Further
it has beel’l elicited in the enquiry that 1t was the Efub-reglst}'ar’s acting peon (a
: son of an amin of the District Munsif’s Court here, that

in)., who is also the s
a?ﬁ;ukd the meeting notice to several regldents of. the town, and sutgsequently
went round with the memorial and obtained signatures 10 it. The sub-registrar says

that he had personal grievance against the apothecary, and yet he did not choose to
6
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?;}:‘islfnt it Zl; the meeting, though complaints were then invited by the chairman
ity e members asked by him to come forward boldly and represent their grievances.
ought it safter to represent there the imaginary grievance of the Tahsildar. He
special interest, while sitting in the house of his friend the District Munsif, to
enquire abm}t the health. of the son of a peon of the District Munsif, and the audacity
to make a side note ‘since died ” in manuscript to paragraph 16 of the memorial
thh. the apparent object of aggravating the charge against Mr. John Pillui. He has
studiedly introduced by manuscript interlineations the words ¢ often ” and “ not
unfrequently ” in paragraph 3 of the memorial. Again, he is said to have induced
the Assistant Engineer (L. F.) with an unworthy motive to transfer the manuscript
note which he wished to notein favour of the apothecary from the body of the memo-
rial to the signature portion of it, where it is almost sure to escape notice. Perhaps
these are his special functions intended to be covered by the expression “ and do the
needful > in resolution No. 3 of the proceedings of the public meeting. "~ What he
wanted as the arch conspirator was an authority to draft a memorial, which was not
to be submitted for the approval of a second meeting, and this he has succeeded by
~ his stratagem in securing. When he made his statement before me, he refused to
subject himself to cross examination by the apothecary; on the pretext that the latter
had recently insulted him without any cause for provocation, and ordered him
to be pushed out of the hospital by certain hospital servants, and when I asked
him if he would answer the apothecary’s queries, he refused to do even  this.
Hence the apothecary had not the advantage of eliciting from him facts which may
tend to better strengthen his case. The subsequent conduct of the sub-registrar
disclosed by the following two episodes will go to show that he was the chief insti-
gator of the agitation in the town, whether for his own benefit or for the advan-
tage of others. Having submitted the printed memorial on or about the 8th July
1896 (received by the Collector on 9th July 1896), the sub-registrar seems to have
been brooding over the question of securing documentary evidence of Mr. John
Pillai’s late attendance and other irregularities in the hospital. On the morning
of the 16th July 1896 (the date of receipt of thg memori.ul by me was 14th July
1896) when I was at head-quarters, the _sub~regmtrar visited the hospital without
my knowledge and, in his capacity as vice-president of the taluk board, noted his
remarks in the visitors’ book. He remarked that the apothecary appeared at the
hospital at 7-45 .M. according to railway time, and 7-30 a.u. according to the
hospital time, while several patients had been waiting for him, and that the in-patient
register and the diet register had not been corvectly written up. A copy of his
remarks and the explanafion of the apothecary accompany this report. The sub-
registrar (vice-president) had never before visited the hospital, and recorded his
remarks in the book. Again, on the same day at 11 a.w., the sub-registrar (vice-
president) seems to have written to the apothecary for a copy of his remarks without
reference to me. Finding this attempt fruitless, Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar wrote to
me two days after, asking me for a copy of his remarks and of the apothecary’s expla-
nation to enable him to submit a report to me. As I was not in need of his report
at that stage, the request was not complied with. There was subsequently another
incident between Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar and the apothecary, and this T have
designated “ the carriage incident” for the sake of brevity.

On the morning of the 28th July 1896, Mr, Masilamani
driven into the compound of the Police hospital in charge of the apothecary in hig
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 sa{s 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 hospita dispensing room, and
demanded paper, &c., to enable him to report him to me. The request was n,ot of
oourse 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,

Mudaliyar seems to have
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: ded to. Mr. Masi ni

ital ti hen patients had to be attended Masilamar
because it was hospital hm}?w?;.h an(f asked me to enquire into his complaint. T did
Mudaliyar went t0 ¢ o together with an endorsement from the

: ds of enguiry, . ! .

g0 accordingly, and $e3$%03uly 1896, are herewith submitted. In th;als case, tltxel:e

District Surgeon, }?att Mr Masilamani Mudaliyar was the aggressor, and he cannot be
a -

ith a report, and he was
n beno doubt t thecary was threatened with 2 ;
gione:-ated from blame- dThen gf?: the purpose. This Was ce(;tmnly anl un:e:;gnabii
asked to supply Pap?rhml;[r P.(T}ohu Pillai could not be expecte dt?c col;np 4 :cted ;};m
s Wltth wnl:t Mr. John Pillai s (li)e h%?:ld:c::le gons?(;:ration to the
g . x - n s
"tut:]e(:ltllr:"o“i]: nhe had kept down his temP - find nothing very serious to blame
pruac Y

i however, . .
exasperated V”i,ce,'Prﬁmd:;;ial Icixc'::,mstances of the case and the strained relations
Mr. John Pillai in the

: i looks upon as his arch enemy.
: Mudaliyar, whom he 1 : ;

between him a5¢ Ml:i'ht[gf'lban]an:;mcreated more with a view to its being taken as a
This seems to be a @S

: examination in the enquiry which, the sub-registrar knows,
pretext for avoiding crossthan for the purpos

e of asserting the authority of tl(lie &ne
y N

1 was about to conw:en,eyci dent happened on 28th July 1896, and I examine

over the other. This m August 1896.

Masi;lzigna;li l:{;:aylg:eeting Proceedings prefi

yar on - xed to the memorial will be found the

ames of the three gentlemen named in
s, e o O, i P 1 Lol
A Ramﬂlinga ’ and Who ad no mg 0. a -
il R“jah"?undxy}y angar, B.A of (ation against the medical ofﬁc(_ar. The
” Gfﬁ '11:,:“ xy J first-named gzntleman is t; nanixlfe fof a
g i s from

§ Cuddalore. village called Agaram some four mile !
. Madava Row © v « : fie i
: ke e A
Tirikusyitey, snd PICYEL L g aigwillags dATImE Ke B e

1ruk Koy Arzs and he had com thout previons notice of the public meeting, p

Master of secially sent for wit rial wished to have among them a gentleman
o Jiuve besp S rs of the memo ut as a member of the sub-committee, while

e i ipn istrict the day after the meeting.
::?th };]igh i e is ascer:tained to have left the district the day g

he . : { the sub-committee.
as a matter of fact deliberations ¢ : f Cuddal The place
art in the ivasa Aiyangar, B.A., of Cu ore. P

= too:: uc:ft gentl ; thesrgggdings’ and the omission cannot ]imthbe mt:}r:—

A e}(li c6 is not noted 10 1 I;nto the meeting hall simply to take home the
of his res}lI :nsays that he st?Pe%e there for half an hour as a specta:‘,o;'1 Wltn:szilltl% :ge
tional. ¢ police and remain known the apothecary only by sight, and that the
lane(t!.t:; "mggﬁng, that he hal(;ied the members to come boldly forward to represent
Jun of the G opél& Row as
S if any- : o Tnspector of Police, Cuddalore. He says
thelrﬁne;ml!;:;;n Row is the Pmslfet‘;tlti% Dislzrict Munsif in_connection with a case

r. L. :

he went to the meeting ha!l::; :E::e only three or four minutes, that he had nothing

M.A-y Of

”»

; : d his name in the proceedin
sent by Elin;’h th:ee]:fi’n: ‘“:;ﬁ that he is very sorry to find his n P gs
s istri iPs Court named in the

ting- the local District Munsif’s Court nam

g ogsecond-gl'nde pleaders - margin say that personally they hgve no
il wmy Aiyar. complaint against Mr. Jobhn Pillai, but
R 'lK‘ ,ﬁ“hg,mma . hey have siguned the memorial
M M R.Ry tha Row. that t Y gue 1

o A Jaints of others and without caring to verify if they were we

RGN omp ;

believing the © : !

nded. : individuals named in the margin, and they say
s i ot that personally they have no grievances

¢ . Avargal, retired against the apothecary, that nevertheless
('13“3{-3.33{--1“"1‘{;2‘ _M : : they attended the meetfig in persuance
- Didnct o resawmy Noidu, Privabe 4 7y otice  and signed the memorial
@ M %3‘:5 being heard of the complaints of others.

b om the report of the Tahsildar, dated 15th Septeﬂﬁ)er 1596,

gl aleo be erion g 90 out of the 166 Taml signataries in the memo

some instances the same signatures appear twice with seeming dxﬁ‘e?noe;
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that even taking the number to bhe correet, it repre
Population of the town ; that in a nu

eets and by deceitful means by Govinda

s that though the signatories have no real g
the apotheca.ry, they were induced to sign bec

tor, as well as several others who we

¢t of the authors of the me

m the transfer of the a

Ported by nine out of the eleven pleaders of his Court, notabl

gistrar Mr., Masilamani My
1, Were in their turn able to

|lb' g o % s . .
Snb-agent in the person of G Sadasiva Pillai ; that these agents and
ersons under their influence succeeded
ed by the Principal local officials and vakils, and a

2 t8 who had real] hi i
of ; that but for the presence and eneouragement of the Distr(x:ct il:r?sti;’:nag ptl(x)b(lz(i)cmrfl)}::!ltlf

2 have be .
regarding the memorial there e possible ; that

- ) Presence of the local
ers of kusbah Tmlkkéyildr were 80 much

morial that t),q Proved traj '
‘lal that t tors to the Tahsil-
ts within thej, l{nowledge and withdm:m aths;il'

in the hands of the authors of the me

dar in having Suppressed certain fac
oral representations to the Tahsildar.

20. Tt will be seen from the above thatptlixgal .publicf Servants who ook
(1) M.R.Ry. 1. Varatharajulu Naid G 10 meeting attondeq }, ab
B.A., B.L., District Mungif, Tiruk}n‘.':.lyilﬁfu’ persons, or jn b ki o4

: its creature, the rinted
(®) MR.Ry. V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avgr. M€MOFial, are those named in the nI:arsin-

al, late Sub-Re istrar and Vice-Prosi. Though the mg
: t of the Taluk Board. s IOOkeg

(3) %.I;.Ry. Na.rasimmaohariar, Inspector of referred to in th
olice.

sy
» there 40 be no doubt that suchnalz
(4) M-R.Ry. Gopala Row - Avargal, Tuspootor eolleptmn for condemning the action of 4
of Salt and Abkéri Revenye. public sell'vant on unfounded allegutions

(5) Pranatharthihara Aiyar, g, b against the spirj ft
Fund Assistant Engineor, son and it is not 11 bo ogupr, Tules

I
b : by Goverhmen. " f0untenancod
As for the Distriot Munsif, he ceems 1, havé acted my

his connection with the wholo affair h ‘much bekind the goay, ok
statements of others, 45 been traced by str. ’

In his own inter t it i : Yy strong inferenceg from the
i s ok €8t 1t is desirable that he should g¢ least have

. ar )
sly against the a[!);othegumonts based

ere can be no doubt that they g i : : “ary, and that
departmental superiors, T sy unishment jn the hands of their
 Mr. Gopala Row (No. 4) has alread :

y left the distriot, and T do

further action is needed in his case except Perhaps a cengnpg, 10t think that any

24 No. 7

e e Dp

sents but 5 per cent. of the male
mber of instances signatures were obtained on
; Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai already
round of complaint against
ause of the influence of Govinda Udayan
two leading officers, the District Munsif
re present at the meeting have
ersous who had no personal knowledge of
. > contents of the memorial have blindly
signed the memorial ; that the obje

morial was to deceive
howing to them that it was countenanced by a good number of

the number of complainants
/ ; Was less than half 4 dozen ; that the District Munsif was the
officer most interesteq

pothecary ; that in his attempts to gain

1 » 88 also by his intimate friend the Sub-
adalivar: 8o ant ide y y Polica
InSpeotor Mr- Namsimmachar' yar; that these two agents, aided by the Police

secure two unscrupulous

s
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i : | for having
‘ i Aiyar (No. 5), I think he deserves censure :
As 1f°.t ng mtﬁﬂl;:;]:la la;.away {)y tfhe repr,esentatmns of the gub—regxstrar.h Ionf ttli::
adlom a8 it e ;old invite your kind attention to the concluding paragrap
con;:g;go:ﬁo{h:gary’s report, dated 25th August 1896.
enc

the medical institution at Tiruk-
: ' . 7.—1 now turn to the state of 1ns h
; e Sffho?hgfmanagement of the Apothecary Mr. John P}ll_zél. H(c:o:(()lgl(ci cina;‘}gz
kéyilir un 'erl in May 1894. It appears from the notes of visi orsb re s
‘I,]r_: th?t:io;%stizo;sn’ Jgoo)]; from time to time, thatHMr.. John Pillai ﬁ::i t}e:en Iltl e alsg
5 4 e that it is gradually rising in popularity.
{)n anagmfg.,;otllrlle tlbrtgs%?lf;g:’:sgtinti from gthe hospital records and noted below that
¢ seeln D

: has been increase from year to year in the number of in and out patients
there has be : ;

jor 1 tions, and that
, . in the number of major and minor operations, and tl
g tleatmf;l ts’hzswalgg;ond doubt the growing populanty of th.e1 1:1;3?210{1;
i th; yh g(i’illai and the absurdity of the remarks in th_e ‘memorm ‘ :
;glgdlfl; 1\1611;'1)01)?11:1'-and inaccessible to patients seeking medical aid :-—

ticul 1893-94.  1894-95.  1895-96.
Particulars.

i . %4 127 159 168
R s 9072 10025 10,42
53; Ml;] olt and minor operations . e s ROD

The total number of in and out patients #reafed during the ‘ﬁrqst Ii;l(xlrl(; m;x;ﬁ?:d gf
t official year was 12,542 against 10,738 for the correspo 4 gon e
e cur:entﬁcial vear, in spite of the memorial in June 1896 and the fag!l't' o -
o pﬁs i the town. Thisis an unmistakable proof on record of the ia')gl i 1en bty
themt'y 1tn by Mr. John Pillai and of his popularity, and it will thu_sd ¢ seieﬁ Foamashiis:
< it g l{ tions in the memorial by a few discontented resi enﬂ’oin s
. o him for want of popularity and sympathy for the sgld er gho i
sersiy COndemlllnng founded. I may also observe here that the Tahsildar, iﬁ’a has
e, 2’ uﬁ'ies of coming in contact with the residents of out]y;ntgﬂ;'e se%vices
fl:eqqex.lt. op];lor ug orted from informations he had fromseveral villages tha e
. lelSlOﬂ,h o pare duly appreciated by those who had occasion to resost i
? f1' ti;l::a?;g):nzeagd that he has very often fomll1d hi;}r; o;ell;zgladl:lu’: ;:;ge eszl;;;tions o
™ i 1 ve no doubt that the Tahsildar
o gfdhls I(ilugoe;:ﬂzggnf, l;abeg to state that there are no grounds ?hfge;:;ﬂt;
;letlif;ogl?e:ra;nsfer of the apothecary, and 1fl_mt ti;aé?ti ?ﬁegﬂ?ﬂhggnga 511:(81 c ;0 I()lularity
irabili i 1 is statio 1
s éhtehg ii;;%IHB;ZeO:f l;lﬁecgﬁﬁﬁg aigceg:flef-al even at the sacrifice of remuneration to
an

which he is entitled.

‘ Collector and
ASA MUDALIYAR Avargal, Deputy r ar
o L%'R.%Z;ltR'l.‘alsug%gaAré{, Tirukkéyilur, to the Collector and President, District
Board, Suath Arcot, dated 29th September 1898, No. 9.
)

rsem ipt
Wi ent, dated 10th July 1896, on a manuserip
'ltlh ;:;fzgsxﬁoﬂio{;:‘regﬁz-(genem’l to the Government of Madras, I have the
memorial a

“honour to report as follows.

SN : yumber of allegations against Mr. John Pillai, Civil
iy mgntl;)rilglll %&i:::;:, ?l‘irukkéyihir. t(%:aI.t; is dated May 18]?)6 :«!}dt sﬁned'?’{
Afothecary an nf whom five are vakils practising in the local 118 lfglf’ q ];1.11:1. ¢
elghtegq pergonsﬁJR Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, a member of the Taluk an 1:13 ric
oo hand y.Ai ar Avargal, a member of the Tirukkdyiliir union panc ayat
Board, and RamacMan J’r:hn {’illai. Among the rest is a resident ryot named Govinda
presided olvel' by - lt.) of the same panchayat, whose conduct is specially noted in my
Udayan, a sg o mgm = t printed memorial. There are no specific charges against
report En %71:111 se‘lll‘}enmP city as medical officer, except that he had ill-treated his
Mr. Jo nd 1 dlz i tlls:ed tgaat fend at the private res;dence_ of some leading ofﬁel.als
compmlz:il1s el;:s thaltnh'e used to parade himself on his bycicle on the streets during
ﬁpzal' hours. The memorialists make certain allegations against Mr. gohn-Pﬂlal %
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As for the charges bearing®

ast are rxlxnmi‘:):: m‘?rdg suffisioht ¥
tous. It will be cvidont‘

emorial th
% a »
i & t the real wire-pull k
ympathizers »-pullers wor

88 of the si
i » signatures, and that was

Mornine £ & meeti A
i ng of the neeting against, the apothe-
| ( charges o i S s “'hif‘h. res l‘t}gd i
eading ')ﬁi(':i:llq?mst the medical offi '“ 'l'h“:
In view memorial Witl; nd the local vakils doek 4
i ax of the facts my remarks, it will , and as I have
ave, b amine the s ;'&rt forth g i itl | be superfluous
examined t{-:v:atunea to the rlx’nu “vlll be seen that

: )y of the "*ikil simm;:‘pt n]emoga
guatories M.R. d)".

4 . ngth i ’
ere is scarc h

report o
. n that

undor rep‘)rt 91{ any nee

S!‘el-ni
v
asa Row Avargal and Kri

g th‘:"f"‘mtl qnd four others

g vlﬂlguat_orum to the print

by tho "i‘d“d in the list o those

e ahsildar of Tirukkdyi-
on with that memorial.

riew ap
; rgmlgi?t!:ﬁggnt‘z brmtsh the head of the
T e oo he apothecary that
My Jmemoﬁal !\]::319:;, of duty, r;nd theysamo
- Joh e modification, that the

n Pillai has in hi
y Stated that Bom:s ﬂ;?eehls explanation, with

. l Qov
(ﬁg)’ R:t“x‘:"ﬁdf’ﬁ?“'
d b tllai, nasar b
a.;::;‘g‘?“lmthi Pillaj b"i"gnﬁ Aiyar
g : memori:ll(m
€Xamined
ir in con

Ject of such ey
@ ch a men at

rge of ﬁ?"“"d when it is ,emi,,,?g’;‘,
-R.Ry, smmme hospital here for full
W it o Row Avargal, first
admits having drafted the

‘very strange th ‘
- wrote the lgl,eemo‘;tiallilf. Sree

Foa 4. The first ;
 memorial chargo agai;
g whippes oot Mr. Joha Pilja;
'€ O1 the represe . the ho Pillai 4
E e D et
f”f"‘ﬁfﬁ.",ﬁ??d}ng*ton: g e i hen President, Taluk go, and that in
represent the m, 18 is another i emorialist’y W‘,‘“an this & duk Board, that officer
'.%ggﬁ'renﬂyrnof‘ i offcer o de. which "owing, an eved: pasiy wad he
back i of th orthe ok ‘thi ‘emorialists have gt
petition i b 1605 P oase b épéoien of humangyy i wugh#?t:' '.
superior with istrict Medical Officer frr. 0" nanity, though they were
Bistrih Mediont Offcor it m cor hrongh ypureet, Noryunasay t was fo far
OF io-obib umder shd ‘Bis oo complaint.

e n ;
ame of the person who

R

my predecessor
Medical Officer, and the compoun
idem withdrawing his complaint.
by my predecessor: It appears t

® Vide copy of 8 letter from the President, Taluk
Board, to the Distriet Surgeon, dated 5th
September 1895, with reference to an
endorsement from the latter, dated 26th

ast 1895. The transfer had no refer-

ence to the compounder’s complaint.

who had withdrawn his complaint.

+ Deposition wcnq:pa.nieu the report on the

printed memorial.

-

5. As for the charges of indiffer

to attend in cases 0
including the District Munsif, the Ta

directed agains

they have been subsequently
June 1896, 1in drafting which t

is found to bave
on them in detail with the exPp
Avargal referred to in

Tahsildar’s complaint himself ; that

who made mention o
him one or two weeks before the d
to attend on him when he was suffering
District Munsif ¢
ive the names of persons from W
connection with the taluk and district
the memorial ithout caring to verify it
course for him to reach the autborities for

names of persons
He admits that he has not at any time

board any of the comp

These are, however; matters whi

memorial.
6. I shall now deal Wi

officer in oharge in May 1894, an
not be said that he Was
the taluk and distric

dged the love of power in one
jvasa Row Avgrgal says

geat in the taluk board as in the case of

% In paragraph 9 of the memorial,

f grave urgency at the
hsildar and the Local Fund Assistant Engineer

t Mr. John Pillai in his capac
ohserve here that they appear in an unl eveloped form in the manuseript memorial ; that

ified and.formulated in the printed memorial aated
the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk board

takeu a prominent part ; an
Janation of the apothecary. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row

the last tWO, pftragrap :
it is not possible to give out the names of persons

£ that complaint; th?t It1he :
ate of the memorial that the apothecary had fai

grom fever ; that he hacll) not hea};‘d froxf:l 11;;:
f his complaint against the apothecary ; and that he is not énclined to
hom he had heard of it. This vakil, in spite of his
boards, has admittedly taken a part in drafting
g contents, as if that was the most appropriate

punishing

laints against the apothec
ch I have commen

th the several charges agai

of the Pirukkdyildr anion panchayat: He j
d in April 1895 he was appointed chairman of the

more greedy of powers than his predecessor Mr.

nnion. It can '
i pleader, who it appears

Krishnalyar, & local :
t boards, and 1 fail to see ]
h 8 in the manuseript memorial, while he had

B having introduced parsg’s .
' g of his colleagues. In his statement before me
that be I.lad heard of the apothecary’s greediness
he is not prepared to give out the name o

his friends, but that
: his information. This shows that there was

; "ﬁuihjdﬁzed entry in private dwelling houses,

s st
e

e
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with a demi-official letter dated 6th September 1895,
. S rom the Distri
der put in a petition to the Pres’ident on ét&s{lilflf
The papers were recorded with a (confidential) note
hat in consideration of the strained relations between

the compounder and the apothec

former was transfered * tl:) tl?;ar]%afl}ﬁ
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 + that the com ound:

- . er
complained of his having been beall):en, but
that he does not know what was done
with the complaint to the District Magis-
trate.

ence to the sufferings of patients and of omission

quarters of some of the leading officials

ity as a medical officer ; it is enough to

d that I have this day separately reported
hs states that he had not heard of the

Local Fund Assistant Tngineer had told

a publie servant under the control
d, for reasons best known, to mention the

of the local boards, and he has flatly refuse '
of the complaints of the Distriet Munsif.

from whom he had heard
:me bronght to the notice of the taluk or distriet

ary embodied in the two memorials.
ted upon in my report'on the printed

nst Mr. J ohn Pillai as chairm
vined the hospital here as the zzedi:al.;

was 8 member of the panchayat as also of
how M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avarg:1 (i)s

ccary and that there was a conspiracy to
1 may observe that the District Medical

ot him in the dark. In oongle_otion .
cer has once expressed it 88 his opinion that the local medical officer should have a
‘ Mr. D'Sylva of Tindivanam. : -

reference is made to the chairman’s un-
and the case of one Sudasiva Pillai, a private
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vakil, is quoted i ) :

B Sgbjeet s:sy :l:hl:tsti::qca. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal on being questioned
R g P_l;s_no_t possible fer him to name the persons who complained
B Rtk tad vol i illai himself, he is not one of the signatories to the mgmo ial
Yo kbl case) it Wa}s M:s ?Iugl)lpose(} grievance seems to have been represented b rol):a

~ Badasi 'lva Pillai for the la.a,ttgr Ea\gi}glgmin‘svu}i?edprl?isrs: (:x fOrl crli)minal prosecutionyapgainzt.‘.
St o : pen ut 1 i i
hli):cdig gf;‘ﬁ?&fﬁ&i of ;hg case, it was held that Mr. Jy ohn I’ilﬁa(;m\)::)(ﬁfla‘:)m; potes-
Bl e lettg adasiva: Pillai’s conduct with silent contempt o Distrint

er Ref. on Cur. No. 166-D.B. of 1896, dated l'ltph 1(\/}):;? 112)513}5!‘;“

8. ' ;
graph IOAzfr:hgeaﬁ:xggi:?ej_gid unauthonzed.removal of lanterns referred to 1
, L have as yet received only one complaint againqg t}]g p(tl'r a-
: § > action

At i

of the chai Mo
the chairman Mr. John Pillai, and that was from a contractor named Mr. H ;
. Hanu~

mantha Row, who figures as o i

Low, - ne of the signatori ’ i

it e gnatories to the memorial. Tl i

1896 a:ll‘(i I;resli?i:i’. g:d Pk}aced before the taluk board at a meent]i(;]lr-l' l%xeldrl;lx? 20‘.()) nﬁplalnt

o e g;‘ iny :2:0132?2;1P§‘sic}%ntlM.ﬁli.Hy. Masilamani Mudaliyatr I}f‘%\é

vt ghas y 0 No. 10, date 29th May 1896. in vi

St ownersnl:?g% fu‘lt}t}elela resolution on the action of thg union 0}]12;:"11:‘111\ IGV&' it

enrlpri g L mattentflrn, there has been some further corrés onde M} .

Nk By oo Row AvI' as not been finally disposed of by theP talullilc?) s

B VIR P AT ob ' ths z;;gi;i}c, s§§;ns(sl to hzave made use of the information obtsi:lrgti

him as a 1 : rd, and regardle inter

embodied it in the memorial and affixed his sig%la;tut:st:fitﬂ:zxzil;?:::tthdththte ?0:}1;&

at o 0

complainant Mr. Hanumantha R imself. T
SRt Beo il Gaeited ow himself. The threatened ecivil action against the

9. A N : . "
8 regards the allegation in para. 11 of the memorial, I find on a referen
SN Wy - Masitidndiaiys: ' Avirgal the reeor(.ls that the six persons namgg fg
Docembor 1895. gal, the margin were appointed as members of

(5 M.R.Ry. Muthusamy Pillai the union panchayat aft
(c) . Muthialu Chetti - }Maroh Pillai had his appgintma:m(t)rasl\g;aigrgﬁ

(d » R 11lai 1896. i i 3

(eg Gadiaoph §$ﬁ?@y Pillai ;‘;SCI:PEII 1395, ail_d that except in two

(/) Govinda Udayan. - s Mr. . ohn Pillai did not object to
e re-appointment of the out-going mem-

: . s bers. 1t
any thing to do with the appointment of M.R.Ry. Ramaggzi d?ﬂ:ity :rpljfgrgﬂ;l]at lula léad
, & pleader

of the Local District Munsiff’s Court. As for (3

i!ilelﬁg;edolgyeﬂ;edﬁ[;ahiﬂdar in place of one Adinaréyﬁrﬂlﬁ;?szw\x);sfglm he was recom-
Cl%ettjyr’ (c)J ifx e 19‘0 y’E the chairman b.ecause of his vld age. I repom(zx-lﬂpl()lomtment M
it s hadpn dceo({) . At;unachala Aiyar, who had resigned his ;nem}?;. ﬁd Muthialu
A thejeghlqn to the appointment. Sadagopa Naidu (e Sa. 1p, and the
Govinda Udayazl f) h:“'man in place of one Subbaramanier dece):;sedvakl]’ i
recommended by the ’chairgaalf }f‘il;ns(:alll;ﬁ _goiltl%v e s e Oinéme’ﬁs “{:;
(Y it hewas pit in place of the out-.g ko n?: n‘:gg ISI; ntlge Ic{s:.:f of Ramasamy Pillai

ance of the chairman, inasmuch as the re-appointment of Sama an(vawY:;( t)lt)) 'att( h; tinst-
jected to on

the score of his indifference and apath i
fens ! hy to union work. i ‘
x}:} 3p£(])11;1:,$e:t 137)%2 :fdegstqonmderatxox_i, and some two daig};l:fz?légeR\?m Whlk‘a -
e e gl ig;]ga m% the desirability of enquiring him as to hl_ce.Premdent
vices; but I did ’ngt ac tp}el'ltmn i e s 1506 toihale ring i s
o g resﬂcepf i8 offer as it was thought undesirable to thenng his ger-
there was already a gr;nemb(:ar ilrllntlfn {)vork by the addition of a useless me?‘lje(?bst&des
whprﬁgl‘m of work in the porsoul‘z)f g%i?ﬁﬁ:tﬁﬁggrxfd(} gaini‘t . pI‘esiSten:; a;i):;;gi:ﬁ
who has ap 3 s it
Bre b algiﬁlngg :ieenatbacked up by the_ taluk bZ)ard Exixgigﬁéoﬁr’ e Bow,
want of interest of the %a‘;tem"e 5 R e e et Rt of 20
1 need hardly observe herertll?a:l}ch: %I::‘ea;;d efficient management Olfnitg? c: Oiff oy
which Mr. i : een exaggen. i e o
. tha?xg;m:ﬁzsg Row is one of the individuaﬁgreztz% ?&d BT o
ppose airman has almost succeeded in havi L. elu sbmnl

own liking in the face of the fact th ng in. the unj
at three out of the six i g
new members have si
gned:

_enquiry and repo

-
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Mr. John Pillai—(a), (c) and (1) and that one of them

morial against : : :
2 rt in getting up the memorial as will be seen from the

inted m ;
t,hfe) llm)zlsntaken a most active pa ;
Tahsildar’s report on the printed memorial.
i Hater L paragraph 12 of the memorial, T have to state here that there was
| ' pondits for making sanitary arrangements at the

. .o aoot provision for any expe
e bud%:stigal in February 1896; but a small amount of Rs. 10 was sanctioned as a

lur :
?e?:ial case at the request of the chairman. The money was not, however, spent, as
it was reported later on that special coolies were not procurable for the purpose, but

that the necessary ganitary arrangements were made with the ordinary union staff. The
chairman being also the medical officer has done the needful, and there were no com-
plaints when 1 inspected the locality in the course of the festival. It is very strange
that Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who is also a trustee of the temple and who cannot be
relieved of his responsiblity for the contents of the memorial, has thought it fit to note
this item as one of the complaints against the chairman, while he had admittedly not
referred to the correspondence on the subject nor complained to me on the occasion
when I was on the spot.

laint in paragraph 18 of the memorial, regarding the chairman’s

11. The comp ! r 1 W
refusal to carry out the diversion of the water course In the Pennar for drinking pur-
y. A small amount of Rs. 25 was sanctioned for the purpose,

poses i8 purely imaginar I é
and the chairman expressed his inability to carry out the work with such a small
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
up an embankment, did the needful within the canctioned allotment. The work was
: and this was certainly not a matter in which the
chairman could be taken to task. Mr. Sreenivasa Row pleads ignorance of the agency
i1dar executed the work and of the details of the actual expen-
diture, while it is a well-known fact in the town that the Tahsildar collected a number
of coolies for the purpose from different villages as also materials ; and the records
(Mr. Sreenivasa Raw) as a member of the taluk board.

were accessible to have
12. The union sweepers and scavengers have not complained against the chair-

man in the way they are reprqsented to have done in paragraph 14 of the memorial.
There was 2 petition purporting to have been written by the union servants, and
containing similar allegations and 1t was referred to the Stationary Sub-Magistrate for
. 1 found from the report of that officer that the complaint was

frivolous, thatit was got up for the occasion, and that the petition itself was pseudony-
mous. This reminds me of a curious incident mentioned to me 1n the course of
conversation by one of the official signatories to the printed memorial. In that case
erstand that the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk

I was given to und t :
a gcheming manner to securc evidence to prove a charge of the

d attempted in
board attemp Mr. John Pillai, but that the proposal was subse-

same kind against the chairman, . i : ;
As, however, the information was not communicated to me offici-

nently given up. ki : : .
s By 4 d from entering 1nto the details of the case. Itisa point worthy

: reclude
ally, 1am P Row, who has drafted the memorial, has recorded

of consideration that Mr. Sreenivasa Bow . . : .
s in the memorial which will serve to stir up the unton ser-

i omplaint
1\;(:112:1';;:1&‘;: fhe I();hairmana and this is certainly not what is expected of a member
of the taluk and district boards. 1 may also draw your kind attention to the pal-
pably inaugrous statements in paragraphs 14 anfl 15 of the metnorial. Whgn th'a
memorialists or rather the authors of the memorial wanted to represent the imagi-
nary shortcomings of the chairman, they complained in pe_xragraph 14 of his having
reflected the sanitary condition of the town by executing private work from the union
servants. Again, when they wished to hand hu{l up fo}' neglect °f, his duty asa
medical officer by frequent absence from the hospital during the hospital hours, they
have very reluctantly given im a certificate for his good work (vide paragraph 15)
as chairman of the union by way of inspection .ofr' houses for a general revision of
house-tax, and of encroachments and close supervision of the work of union _servants.
The use of a bycicle on oceasions in a town Jike Tirakkéyiltir, which compriscs three
detached portions in distant parts i8 certain to result in advantage to the public inas-
much as it facilitates speedy trips from ome corner to another. The memorialists
conld not, however, bear to see the chairman using it at times, and they have taken
8
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These figures cloguently disprors e On the contrary, they conclusively

s is unpopular. o i
residents thatf:;"thc;:dh:poi;hfﬁ)% exceliloent worke s;ld that the popularity o

fish the 8%, his management.
g:?ill’;ution is ra

pidly increasing under
I find that the numbe

Fhad 1st January to 31st August 1895
r of mmdmlflery ccm ffl;ormthe cog‘respon.dlng poriod ir 1896
of t in this direction.

. improvemen » :
as 31. There is evidently roomeﬁ’rtﬁie public gratis. This seems quite unneces-

1 find that medicines are gi"n afford to pay for medicines. The attention of the

rred at all, it was by excessive
e union,

- i hairn P i - i
samy Aiyar who has signed both the memorials 1\ 1y 0G Whion,  Mr. 8, Krishna - 211 cases where patients ca ¢
Sl i _ i . to this fact.
Ple;:mtlnwst' Mr. John Pillaiy; that onma?;l glz(?:aﬁiéhnthhe v {:“mmuuy ! ooxxtxo z{zklgo:lxl'd president Shoul‘.i i dmv:;e :)me of the hospital, and they should be pro-
nothin . medx;o:lu S ready compliance with V;'I.ene\-e.f ¢ .hnd mi;msz!n Three screens are required fmi date.
them bgotf E'beea! unsg ;;: ltx}al.g ‘l’;:;g::m ;n either of the mel::)raﬂ‘,“l‘f:t' t.ti?l:tt h: ain ; vided by the taluk board at an earty & CASTLESTUART SETART,
that nr. John Pillai was unpopular, 'Il:(l:?; ?:':i‘:n(;fly"‘};‘;lljeﬂ[lmtnblo vakils un«fi : ;’t ers - (Signed) A B President, District Board.
p . e he ' . mber
m‘&maryl,na:gn :li::l:l?e }rxel:ﬁogri:lo Fe that, the charges ut*::l:p(l::t:x; f:ff .ea:o lpum’y 81tk Septe S o ; |
s S appears to have b ' : h the President
the ac:“:;:mll:iewtﬁl(t:lh;ewlr?ltie{)ep;mwd :;n emo"i*:{ Weﬁzhgziv:s tc‘;{: e bmitted to the President, District Board, South Arcot, through the x :
considerab ; 11 be found destined t ; Submitter Aldr.
et oot oial and. vail influence brought oy Lo the same Taluk Board, Tirukkoyildr irned)  D. JOHN PILLAIL
15 n’l'het by SN0 L be pesn ERAER (Signed) Apothecary.
KOYILUR
O?HHBOted PAapers as per separate list are enclosed, - 7tl'zr g;?ember 18, > i
he President, District Board, e Al:mt. f th otheca
Submitted to the " rative statement obtained from the ap ry

2. It appeang;?;m[:lycﬁ%% that the popularégg gilot£ef6i::2?;$; ﬂder his
. . - _: Y o ; .
Mr. John Pillat onma increase. The figures are It

management is 00 1893-04.  1804-95. 1895-96.
e B He e o fe
¢ : : 5L . 5 i . 9,072 10,025 10,54
L sease shed, 1 tient - Ip-patients .- e A b Y S :
s ¢ all clean ang ip 000?3)0 und, out-houges inclndinon]t:uh"ma oklx’:chen o“t'P','.mn“ . . in ceneral who resort to him for treatment .
rangements of the hospital, . The pede o Similar re T o ariel oot that the public 12 8 in him, His sphere of duty
and 'g'lﬁﬂefiwere clean Thg} ?oellrw’ 'cix;i” and inetmmn::l::vzgzly toﬂt A Twﬁ;‘?ﬁ n‘gleoservicesa and h”‘; b ;fu . cg?ﬁ'%;}:\fliklgyﬂlﬁ. andl it Iv?vill be seen
00d Work under civil anothanm e a0 ibedasts oy e : : v iate his VAIUL to the town of 1 2 : inst
b e R A B ke e A e e
uggl’mOd in 135;:913?31#““ t;eated n 1894-95 waq ;; oS from my re rtofn :«111:1:1 ;iscontented residents of ;h‘e iowné th;)mag?:: 1;a,x'g unfounded
.0 T ~pesomyly ¢ - Y ik » ¥ s (3]
1894-95 was 10,025 w{hﬂ:ﬂ‘;ﬁm °°F Was 168. The numiber D the apoth i questionable influence ax interes
1808 g6 ke 1 r e 3t the number tpegt, r of out-patients trea in rought to ethe'r. . £ :
'“L'fgzizgslolma"ff ;1 s s ik corresponding period 1% g Bnd gmstly mallc;?m'for the Tahsildar’s report as to the bre.s1:11t of ﬁlxlll:l enqm;‘ty Z;hgxlé
; . gures show the g s veird 8. 1am waiting d shall shortly submit my ol
hospital dnnng the last five total number gl 3. : day or two, and 8
. T Gt ; ) mon of all have 1n @ y
moig;la corresponding month °ff18%3?£.1896’ compared with Pa:iet::l | m:gr xIn g;%erg:l tg .”.‘ 1st the apothecary.

gl
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July ..
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o The following figures show the .nnmbe
by the apothecary during the first two q v
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11 be taken on the last two paragraphs of the enclosed notes.

4. Action wi
G L ‘ i R. SUNDARASA MUDALIAR,
it Tlﬁuxfé?j?s%l (Stighens President, Taluk Board.
13tk Septem .

: 1896, 1805,

1 NTHNE iy
it s’1°l ?.031

i AL g’gg? g' ;gg
P e o RANS . Q40T . : From the President, District
Tota] R ey e o = ~ Dis. No. 15-Tour.

i

Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1836,

s

G

ENCLOSURES.

Kkk6yilar, South Arcot district, to the Chief

: B itants of Tirn
Pemmiox from certain g};‘;;”gov;’mmem, dated 8th January 1697.

+ —That the petitioners and certain others sentup a
B oadeal o May 1808 aid another in July 1896 to the Surgeon-
g i e the District Surgeon embodying their

! i istrict Board, and _ heir
"%;f:;ﬁ&megiﬁzzhgﬁ% §tmd Apothecary of the station Mr. D. John Pillai
00

and requesting his transfer from that place.

. }.393, respoctively :—
S0 e Pl
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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 expects soon to be posted
back to the station permanently

.

3. That the petitioners believe that expectation aforesaid of the a

d 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 re

Collector and the Collector (the former in writing also) to permit t

e enquiries, which request was not complied with, though the apothecary had been
‘given the fullest 8cope to cross-examine the signatories to the memorialg and others,

5. That as the Tahsildar was an important witness in the matter, and as he had,
subsequent to the first memorial dated May 1896, committed himself to certain
statements in the hospital visitors’ book very favourable to the apothecary, the
petitioners requested that the'Tahsildar should not be permitted to conduct any portion
of the enquiry ; but this request was also not complied with.

6. That the petitioners in thejr telegram dated 20th §
represented to the Surgeon-Gieneral abou

pothecary is

quested the Deputy
hem to be present at

eptember 1896 have also
t the irregularities of the enquiries,

7. That the enquiries were geverally conducted at unusual hours
at the houses of the Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar, .

8. That the petitioners learn and believe that the said apothecary wag suspended
several times at different stations, and has been unpopular at various places tor which
he had to be transferred, which will be evident from a perusal of his service book
and the papers connected with his antecedents,

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

during nights

of the said

nt Furopean

10. A copy of the memorial dated J uly 1896 is herewith sabmitted.
For this act of kindness the petitioners shall, as in duty bound, ever pray.

—

PeriTioN from certain inhabitants of Tirukkdyilir Town, to the Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, dated July 1896,

ResprcTPULLY SHOWETH,—That the civil apothecary Mr. D. John Pil
for nearly two years now presiding over the local hospital,

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

lai has been

station, he hag
been unmindfy]

3. That he has been for a long time past irro
hospital, often discourtesus in his behaviour towards
selves of his medical skill, and not unfrequently ca
unfortunate patients resorting to him for medical aid,

gular in his attendance at the
people anxioug to avail them-.
llous to the sufferings of the

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 spe

; : ; cific complaints
against the apothecary, which were noted down by the Chairman for being embodied
in this memorial,

5. That on certain occasions, when Messrs, Streenivasachar; rar (ara vanas
swamy Iyer, Pleaders, and Messrs. Arunachella N aicker, M ¥ and Narayana
Devanayaga Pillay and Krishnasawmy Udayan, local rosi
o the hospital for medical aid, they found ‘the apoth
attendance, and some of them had eonsequently to return ‘home wit
‘that aid which they had a right to expect, :

o the station, -

_the compounder who had the kindness to do the needful.
.
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; $ e David Asary of the Danish Mission he went to the
6. That _:ﬁ":’ge‘ﬁfnzocgﬁveyance and?equested him to call over to his house to
apothecary dW‘ hich was then in a dangerous condition, and the apothecary, who was
see his chil g nW with a Brahmin vakil, refused to go over to jSee the patient though
then coan!bl‘:d %'ee had been offered him, but directed the applicant to bring the child
Aze Bresch nsary which he could not have done in the state in which the child then
o the,;,i;;pe whelz;y the apothecary actually came over to the applicant’s hoqse' three
l::)atfr’s later, his services proved to be of no avail and the child expired within two
Sihntes af(;er the medicine prescribed by the apothecary had bpeq administered.
The petition which the said David Asary meant to present to the District Surgeon on
the subject is at his request submitted herewith.

th declined to attend on the wife of Devarajiah, Head-

ste7r. o%‘ltlﬁifa tllf)za?p;irl?ms'cyhool, when she was in an acute stage of labour about a

z:tnight ago, without a previous payment of a fee of Rs. 15 and he had not even the
kindness to pay an ordinary visit.

Mr. Jayaramchendra Iyer, B.A. and B.5., First-grade Pleader, went
to thg .di'lsjggfl::f; Izlzt 4 P.M.y about twenty days ago taking with hiwm a child which had
thrust into one of its nostrils a tamarmd. seed, th_e apqthecary was not to be found
at the dispensary, and that he had to patiently wait until 5-30 p.x. 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) when the wife of

Mr. Arunachella Iyer, a retired Revel.me'Inspector, was 1in labour, the apothecary

refused to lend the services of the midwife, who had attended on her the previous

night, on the plea that she had other engagements ; although an earnest request was

magde’to him at 7 a.x. which was repeated at 11 a.u. and the apothecary could not
e moved though it was represented to him that the patient was hopelessly bad.

ild of the said Mr. Arunachella Iyer, eleven days old, had a boil on

its balc% vr%v‘llll?cfha ::;151] opened by the apothecary one day ; but he flatly declined to
ttend on it the next day until he was assured of sufficient remuneration s thm.]gh a
:es ectable request with a carriage was made to him and that before the promise of
pay?ment was made, the apothecary passed by the house of the said gentleman that

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

11. The apothecary, when sent for, refused to call on Mr. l?ranatharthyhara
Iyer, B.4., B.C.E.,. Local Fund Assistant Engineer, when he was suffering one day from
high fever.

. That when the attendance of the apothecary was sought for by Mr,
4 V;rzadara;uluw Nayadu, B.A., B.L., District Munsif, when he had an abscess, he
wrote to him that he had panchayat and hospital work to attend to, and that he
would call later on, which he did not do, and that he did not turn up till he was again
sent for the next day.

: n the said gentleman requested the apothecary’s attendance at his
houself{l g)iaxfegtl':& with anoft;her abscess at about 7 P one day, he sent word that
he was too much tired to call over, and that when, in consequence, he was requested
to lend the services of his compounder at least, he refused to comply with this request,
also on the ground that it was a late hour; and the compounder had therefore to be
directly sent for who had the kindness to attend and do the needful,

- 14, That on another occasion when the daughter of the said gentleman was taken
gerious]_. ill at about 1 or 2 A.x. in the night, a lantern and two men were sent tothe
ot o4 with a request for his attendance; but the apothecary refused to ca]]
over mt hour although his residence was within a hundred yards of the house of
the District Munsif and it was considered unsafe to administer the medicine then sent
as the patient had not been seen by him; and he appeared the next day at 7 a.m.
when his services were not much needed.

did not attend when sent for by Mr. Gopal Row
Inspelcgt’(.)rl;];agalt:: ewﬁgztlllxgc:ay; suffering from ear-ache and he had to seek the aid of

9

-
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% 16. T];at one Run_gasawmi' Pillai had his son treated for a fortnight in the
nllg:n:aryf or fever with no effect and when he changed the treatment a cankerous
» .tﬂas ormed in one of his jaws for which he has again been placed under
ospital treatment and as it emits foul smell, the apothecary does not approach the

- boy but keeps him at a di i i :
> - 1 stance and dircets a ward cooly to dress it and the boy 18
ltl}i under such indifferent treatment. : : '

vﬂlhu. ‘That when the Tahsildar Mr. Sundara Tyer had a fall from his carriage at a
ge six miles from this town, a conveyance drawn by a pony was sent to the
?Otlaecary at about 5 p.x., with an urgeut request to go over to the place where the

‘ahsildar was, but he did not choose to comply with the request though the case was
one of grave urgency.

}8. That the Deputy Collector Mr. Sunderasa Mudaliar once expressed at a
meeting of the Taluk Board that a certain person from a village in this taluk had
complained to him with tears in his eyes and in a manner which moved him much
that the apothecary had refused to go to his village to see his wife who was then in
labour and in a dangerous stage, unless the whole of the fee demanded was paid to

pt‘o rised 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 two days after his admission as such.

- 20. That the apothecary had been at this very station a few years ago and he
~ had to be suspended and transferred for having neglected an in-patient, whe, in
 despair, committed suicide by drowning himself in a well adjoining the hospital.

91. 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 occasions to send for medical aid from distant stations at a
considerable cost.

992. That the unsympathetic and indifferent nature of the apothecary, as
evidenced by the facts above narrated, has rendered him so very unpopular that
geveral leading men of the locality were put to the paln.ful necessity of convening
a meeting and making a public representation of their grievances in spite of the risk
which they thereby run of precluding themselves from approaching the Apothecary
any more for medical aid with any degree of confidence.

In conclusion the memorialists humbly pray that their grievances may be
redressed at an early date by the removal of the present apothecary from this station
and the appointment of a humane and large-heart.ed. medical officer in his stead. For
which act of kindness and generosity the memorialists shall as in duty bound ever
pray.

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, 29th January 1897, No. C.—9.

With reference to my confidential letter No, C.—84, dated 26th November 1896
submitting papers in the case of Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, I have the honour
to state, for the information of Government, that this apothecary has since been
suspended by me for three months for surreptitiously removing or causing to he
removed from his service book certain pages containing entries regarding his previous
suspension on two occasions.

Memorandum No. 378,

~ The Sﬁrgeon-Geneml is requested to submit a copy of his proceedi £
ing the apothecary. i Py proceedings suspend

(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secvetary.
e

12th Pebruary 1897.

him at once, though he had been offered a portion of the fees then and there and

 patient in the absence 0

i reula _
gg!;etﬁ 1i;:alz;gcsl,tion of their owWR proper
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. ORPE, F.R.C.P.I. Surgeon-General with

From Surgeon-m]or-(}eneral C. E(I)Bt'ﬁg i ’Secretary’to oty daind
adlas’

the Uovernment of M

1897, No. 66. :
Madras, 16th Februasy =50 o gyg Public, dated 12th February

your memorand\lm~1897, I have the honour to forward hezrg-

i dings, No. with a copy of my Procfg%?gzuf g;u%in ?
urgeon-Genersl Cm'An u;l\lx:t }l);%c;e o dated 29th Januf)ryJohn Pillai P 2
T, asto 100 At W52 o, il Agothomasy D- ToU0 Ok i

Surgeon-Genera’ b June 1868: ; 9. T also attach, Tor the et

s e e B Lo i s

urgeon-el th June 1886. redecessors I 3
No. 0—228, dated 6 ; ‘t’ﬁe;';,’fy B 1882, 1885 and 1886,

O P i

With reference to

—

ENCLOSURES: ;
General with the Government of Madras, No. 4266, dated
eon-(xene

1xos of the Surs th August 1882- :
G o .o Zillah Surgeon, Cuddalore, with enclosures,
.‘?ﬂ A ; thecary John Pillai in'charge of the Local
I i (i;kdlyilﬁr Pi(:l neglecting to relieve a mendicant, who
3 - Tiru )

Fund d“P"““:g wal aid on the 12th July last. |

—————

¢ 1882 ; .
Order—No. 4266, dated 15th A-Zf: unless.all the Wines;;ias in i:}l:h ;aglllzvi:
The Surgeon-Genel‘al cz::l o of neglect against Givxlfaregoineczg by

oriured themselves e cthe %vitnesses that a poor waz_ o witll)\o ol GG iy
o?ne otit. Tt inehans 4 d after waiting oy el injuries from which

applied at the dkpens:rys:u:s?aq‘;ently fell into & Well receivig ™ ;

an

help, left the place

he died. ecary John

Ppillai denies any knowledge of the man’s presence

B th i3 mpounder’s evidence is tru§tworthy,
2. The i ‘Ap:he afternoon, Bie S t:ée‘?c sgeking relief, and the evidence of

at the dispensary med of the Presence of ap apothecary speaking to the patient,
PR e e
© ma ‘ 0!

¢ he took 2 g mpounder did. s
:;lg :‘;: e hospital, Yvhlch the ::s tﬁ: Surgeon-General has no doubt that the C1v1;
_ g, Under these cll:cu.mstan o d converse with the man, bat that he was too prou
| 050 S i, ot B B it
inister d that owing to the delay ®
or too lazy to b f the comp‘iﬁgﬁr;ﬁy and met-wgith his death. The Surgeon-

3 ioal relief the man oy " her 1880 informed medical subordinates
s e lar No- 43 S Dec?i?ties to hospital servants would not be

: : + would follow breach of rules.
punlﬂhmen 5 i § ubeate dig
rmitted and that some £ ‘had in the depositions of witnesses, 18 SImply
L Conduct, guch as %o%fc?gii Las shown himself to be unfit for his position,
ceful to all °°n°eil:en;ployed in an independent charge until he has shown himself

 to be more frostworthy. oss inhumanity and neglect of duty the Surgeon-Greneral

5. For this act of gr pended from rank, pay and allowances for a period of

 directs that Joh"tr'm b ko period of suspension he will bo posted fo some

e end of

2:1‘; ,mgntg A tll:’ where he will be under the supervision of a superior officer.
ordinate situa

) 74l on wi ts in communication
_ atan Surgeon will be so good as t0 make arrangemen L
withiﬁg:egi%!& forg;le immediate relief of John Pillai, and to report if any of

the district subordinates are fit for the permanent charge at Tirukkéiyilar.
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B Z The Civil Surgeon will also communicate with the President, Local Fund
thoas » In regard to the conduct of the hospital servants at Tirukkdyilir. So far as

@ depositions go, the SBurgeon-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.

e

Pnocux?lgqs of the Burgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 3251, dated’

26th June 1885.

- Read—letter from the District Surgeon, Cuddalore, dated 15th June 1885, No, 28
i ; and enclosures. 7

Order--Ko. 3251, dated 26th June 1885.

~ The correspondence shows that if the charges of neglect of dut e i

from patients are not conclusively proved ag;ginst Civei% Apotheoar}):algflJ :ﬁrt;p fe:;

charge of the Local Fund dispensary at Tiruvanndmalai, he is eminently waxiting in
tact and conciliation, and is not fulfilling the purpose for which he has been placed in
medical charge of Tiruvannimalai. His antecedent history at Tirukkdyilir is also
a?inst 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 duty
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
Loeal 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-
?att:l:h;rge, where he may be induced to qualify for an independent charge at some

u me.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. ELCUM, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madyas.

——

ProcEEDINGS of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Mad »
dated 6th July 1886. adras, No. 0-228,

Read—the following papers :—

From the Superintendent, Lying-in-Hospital, Nos.
"~ 20th June 1886, l'espee{i?gy. pital, Nos. 166 and 170, dated 18th and

‘ ‘: fFi'om le Apothecary D. John Pillai, dated 28th June 1886,

~ ¢he admission an
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Order—No. 0-228, dated 6th July 1886.

: _General regrets to receive such frequent complaints against Civil

T‘.‘° su;gﬁgnp?ﬁa;i, In lgé 82 when attached to the Civil dispel}sal-y, Tirukkdyildr,
APOthecarye' lected his duty towards a sick mendicant who applied for relief, as to
he so far nmga bly led to his death, and was suspended on that occasion from rank, pay
have prest i ths and removed from independent charge.

owances for two mon . ;
andv %ln 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-
sag Tiruvanndmalai, and of want of tact and conciliation, and he was again removed
fr;r);; an independent to a subordinate chaFge.
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
s f . d on the 17th June covered with acute scabies. No notice had been taken
Wfasth :‘;’;se by John Pillai, no attempt to apply a _remedy, no report ma..d.e. to the
gl dical officer, or to his representative—the Senior Apothecary—on visiting the
i 1, nor did the Civil Apothecary know the nature of the ailment. The fact of
R d 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-

« hecame most insubordinate in manner and bearing,” manifest-
rbally ordered by the Medical officer to consider himself

sional ignorance, he
ing much contumacy when ve
under suspension from duty. : s . e

According to his own- showing John Pillai signally failed in his duty, i
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 wne Doctor on his
mor;ﬁng 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 ciroumstances 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 from

~ duty and pay for one month, with effect from date of suspension by Surgeon-Major

Branfoot.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. BIVDIE, M.B., C.IE.,
Surgeon-General with the Govt. of Madras.

on-General with the Government of Madras, No. 429, dated
Procrepings of the Surge 99th January 1897. ) ’

Read—the following papers :—

:ntendent, Government Maternity Hospital, No. 831, dated 1st
FromDSoleemng elrgflitt‘), repoxzting 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 snd 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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7. Lwould request the attention of Government to the intemperate nature of the

ar n the appeal as it originally stood and which has been slightly modified
- on the Apothecary’s attention being drawn to it.

" OrpER—No. 793, Public, dated 25th June 1897.

~His Excelleney the Governor in Council is of opinion that the suspension of three
- months inflicted on Civil Apothecary John Pillai for failure to bring to notice the
~ omission from his service book of the entries relating to his previous punishments
- 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
1!9!.:vth6"mbnere therein cannot he accepted ; a public servant is responsible for every-
_,.ﬂimg;_ﬁmt }19 signs. The Surgeon-General should take due notice of the discreditable
~ way in which the Apothecary’s service book has been kept.
. 2. With regard to the public meeting held at Tirukkdyilir, the Government
~ observes with surprise that among the individuals who took a prominent part were
- several officers of Government, certain retired public servants, and two members of
i 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. :
8. These proceedings will be communicated to all departments of the Secretariat
_for_communication, in view to officers in the public service being warned to abstain
Fofromaction of the nature of that commented on above.

(True Extract.)

F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

!
" Mo the Surgeon-General. |
?,othe Revenue DEtment.
= Local and | 'ioipatl Department.

epartment, )
. other Departments of the Secretariat,

B

‘view to its communication to officers in the pu
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Spare copies
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Civil Apothecary John Pillai.
Dismissing, with remarks, petition from — appealing against the order of the Surgeon-

‘Gleneral suspending him for three months for fail to bring to notice the omission of certain
 entries from his service book ; commenting on the conduct of certain officers of Government, &
~ who have assisted at a public meeting held for the purpose of attacking the official character of

g 4

—, a public servant ; and oommunicaﬁn%the %rooe ings to all departments of the Secretarist-in
\ lic service.
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ral with the Government of Madras, dated 2nd September -

From the Surgeon-Gene
1896, No. 401.

From- the Surgeon-General with the Government of M
ber 1896, No. 434. .

adras, dated 17th Septem-

(tovernment of Madras, dated 25th Septem-

From the Surgeon-General with the

ber 1896, No. 447 :

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. |
From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 16th October
1896, No. 481. s ol ‘ .

TUBLIC DEPARTMENT.
th the Government of Madras, dated 23rd October

From the Surgeon-General Wi
1896,

Rmn——‘ . the eg;llowing papers :— * ,

roceedings of the Board po - S

- 81st July 1896. ard of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis. No. 8210, dated u ; he Surgeo 1-General with the Governm
| ‘ Prom £1¢, 896, No. 622

Read—the followi
AR oo Rovoa Tirakkplis Ginls to fo Seorotary 00—

. Commissio * 32y yiliir Circle, to th & 45 th i e ; &

o '?ﬂmn e Re‘\’enu:, é‘)a‘t"‘f 282&933)}" tfsgée ks o From the President, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896.

% 2N '. i o 5
r-Geﬁeral C. SIBTHORPE, F.R.C.P.I, Surgeon-General with

¢ of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated

omber 1896, No, C.-84. ,

ent of Madras, dated 11th Novem-

v Wlthrefe ' ¢ ,
Siteit the Iﬂtllm?::t::tﬂa 1%’_roceedmgs of the Board of Revenue, Routine No. 2160, | §6
published in the Hz'ndu’ of tlﬁlg on me to report if the facts mentioned in 'af“*letm’r e ' From Snrgeon-Majo
of the said letter are true. Teh?;zfthh‘llt}mo are true, I beg to state that the contents b T (Governmen
!«‘?.e_eﬁng seferred to 1 following Government servants were present at the MES Madras, 26th Novem
M BRv. T. Varadafainlt Nuid ey 2 With reference to your memorandum, No. 1855, Public, dated the 9th July 1896
iy RM&L’I f,ﬁ?‘ﬁ‘_‘;‘ﬁ;;fgé;l)ﬁ“?‘f Manuif; Tirukkoyilr. and thi; office letter em{iﬂg with No. 522, dated the 11th November 1896, I have the
’ P s honour to state that the report in the case of Civil Apothecary D.J ohn Pillai of
d from the Collector of South Arcot and is herewith

O; Narusimily Oliarrt, Inspeotor of Police, TirakkoyilGr, ‘ . okkoyildr has just been receive
Tra y1 ur 3 s

o, SR MR
5 e P Ry ;
g, g ‘%}f‘asﬂaﬁony Mudaliar, Bub-Registrar, Tirukkéyilir
. Gopala Row, Inspector of Salt, Abkéri and CuZtOm; Revenue, ‘ forwarded for the information of Government. & sl o
o 9. The report consists of lotter No. C, dated the 18th Novem nber, from the
¢ he Deputy Collector and President of the Taluk Board,

o T M Ve Sl P
T4 MatHava Row, Prosecuting Inspector of Police, Cuddalore,
- Sk o letters from t : A
Collector and tw gether with a copy of the covering

e

" V. Narayana Row, Retired District Munsi
L. Arunachala I i P ;
chala Tyer, Retired Revenue Inspector. , : Tirukké ilar who conducted the inquiry, to 1 Y s
: = el o. 2-C, dated the 50th November 1896, from the District Medical
i voluminous enclosures to the Deputy

1 have kept back the s _enc 0
very clearly and lucldl.y discussed in the reports

‘doing away with the necessity of reading through them.

een from these reports and the Collector’s letters that the apothe-

the subject of @ base conspiracy on the part of the Brahmanical

vakils of the place, simply because he was not subservient to

and Sanitary Officer.
s the facts are

L T : :
& No: 8210, dated 31 o P Oallenlors P00,
e e st July 1896. themselves, thereby

Submitted to Government wit
e T ith reference to it : . It will be ¢
bl tek(i}:lBth July, 1896. 1ts official memorandum, No. 101, cary ?Jas b:gi made
i 2 ‘ & her officials and ; ~
(True Extract, - : and of s {ly. He has been fully acquitted of the charges and
: cf ) i R tllllem ?il(l)i sd;((l);:fi; ??n }t’l‘l’:e;eggorials cubmitted by the conspirators which have been
(Signed) ~ EDMUND MILLETT ;rffgd to be malicious and entirely devoid ot JonmRtion,. S -
Aset 4 = gani h John Pillai has since been relieved of his acting appoint-
ssistant Secretary. i 4, Civil “Apothecary : in the ordi ; th
‘ : * e ukkéyiler by the permanent incumbent in the ordinary course ; the
: ~ ment at Ti Giders it desirable that he should be re-appointed to the station
such machinations as have been brought to

To the Becretary to Government, Revenue Department, ‘
5  (Collector however com 1
‘_ y vinced that
lic may be cORVINEE agree in this view, but as at present there is

";0 g fi};e P:l;)e allowed to succeed. I

v ‘ ight will not o : : “rmanent incumbent I have posted John

Endt. No. 1547-R. | E o "*?*W‘Pr"-*“‘m:;‘*cﬁﬁﬁﬁi‘ﬂf for b mgements can be made for retransforring
o v hnn Mok u;{l i 1 however await merinsg;ruotions of Gwernment'reggrd;x}gvthe

~ Transferred to the Public De i
dated the 9th ultimo. partment, with reference to office-note, No. 135-A, , | o
|  Tector that the conduct of the accusers calls for
cur with the Collect rthe will be dealt with in such a way as to

A. Nadamuny Naidu, Retired Taluk Clerk,
i ’ : : o memorandum.

&

| ; (OTACAMUND - : : : ar wit]
’ (Signed) A, T. ARUNDE] 5 oxemplary punishm nf, and I trust that S17 0 . o : :
INDEL, - , oAk 'ﬂ:?ea' L subordinates from such base and malicious public charges in future.

10¢h August 1896.
ugust 1896 Secy. lo Govt., Revenue Dept.
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4 No. 793, Pusric, 2514 June 1897. 4 3l i G No. 793, PusLic, 95t Juxe 1897. 5
‘ Excr : e isolosed that the late Civil Apothecary, Mr. John Pillai, is
; : NCLOSURES, : o § The quﬂluluyam% (:,f the malicious charges recklessly brought against him
rom Surgeon-Major J. C. MARSDEN, District Medical and Sanitary Officer, South i 4 entitled to be o s); rvants and others whose animosity he appears to have incurred on
Arcot, to the Secretary to the Burgeon-General with the Government of . by fow his zealous performance of public duties, both as a medical officer and as
Madras, dated Cuddalore, 20th November 1896, No. 2-C. i IR accoun of the union at Tirukkdyilir, and his persfurll ]q(ée.pepdenc‘e) %fi chﬂ;.::ctt&z

; ; . 3 & if 1 improbable

The papers in question are submitted herewith, together with confidential letter, I ad he been subservient to the distriot munsif in particular, it 1s Imp

L oitati 1d have been manufactured in the manner disclosed by the
o Cﬁ:t::‘z :-v:;lorts. Mr. John Pillai has abundant material for both civil and
2. Th A Wl action against his traducers, but his reputation is in the hands of Government,

-, +here are two sets of papers from the President, Taluk Board, Tirukkéyildr, m;::)am I request that the Surgeon-General will be so good as to forward these papers

consisting of reports, with enclosures. concerni . : » : ; : s srdar thafol
, s - >, g S, concerning (a) the manuseript memorial and - = i ted offivials are concerned. I am of opinion that, in
(¢) the printed memorial against the apothecary, : for orders—so far as the 1mp lcaum’a}nnemt should be meted out to the ringleaders.

3. I have already, in my No. 135. d. ted 1941 - the public interests, exemplary p ; | '
remarks on the case, ’;‘)ting ythat myoi’;e:h‘:::e o 4. The inquiry proves that ha Fibfaders Weke the followng s

il()!ll tl“/ 1 I'e \.ld(_‘llt I)l\ ar( Dol
] y tll(,t l;()'l 1, » U“th Al(,l)t,

September 1896, submitted some

: ’ ssors had reported favourably on this ; :
apothecary. He is also held in good rep ‘“‘)l"* y Kurope lce ) : e jula Naidu Gara, District Munsif of Tirukkéyildr,
s district who are acquainted with hii:l. pute by all the European officers in the . 5 (‘1) M.R.Ry. %‘ L’V{argdarz]ny Mudaliar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar of Tirukkéyiltr and
4. During my recent inspect; £ Ti Lottt J . ; : 4 LR Vice-President of the Taluk Board, Tirukkéyilar,
et Ve Era iy : pection of Tirukkdyilir, T was quite satisfied with his ; A3 3 Srinivasa Row Avargal, First-grade Pleader of TirukkéyilGr and Member
it of ppeared popular with all except the memorialists. T took the oppor- B i o A of the District Board, as also of the Tirukkdyilar Taluk Board,
Iullxu y of meeting thg leading petitioners (those who were present in the station ), and : » et e 3 C. Narasimha Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyilir,
eard their complaints, as well as the apothecary’s explanations. : f ; 25)) ”  Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector of Salt and Abkéri Revenue,

The complaints are all detailed in the accompunying file of correspondence. ; (6) :: Govinda Odayar Avargal, Member of the Tirukkdéyilar Union Panchayat,

The explanations I considered satisfactor i

; Sy p § f y. The apothecary

disposition and he was disposed to be too verbose and, perhall))s, not ?ui;iseigflt?y t:lair:: ltl,: N : e i :

the fact that tlge district munsif was his official superior. He had, however, received 255 5. The records prove that the principal offender was the District ans:.f of
great provoeation and a little advice on this point seemed to be all that was ’neoded. o Timkl;dyih'l" Tt is astonishing that an officer in his position should, to gratify per-

5. In my opinion, the apothecary has cleared himself of th ~ ‘ o . imagined slight which, if it occurred at all, occurred some twelve
brought against him and he is most painstaking and diligent. bl : :;)t?:%h:p;tzggzdly ) ]gave Balien: #0 prominent.a perk il-the FREVEMCMRN IS REn

d o
Sada:siva Pillai Avargal, a private Vakil of Tirukkdyilar.

i i : & - ‘ in 2 ] ine of the eleven pleaders
6. But it seems very evident that his position as union chairman has i t : W mdemn a brother officer in another department. That nine of Ppleade
with his other duties and has led to friction.P Fihiuk tibbhies 5;1;]11;[ no:sblen ;é'lf(;argd : '.:g,g?gfs court should have supported him is not surprising hav:lng1 nagiardlto lnazig
g e Konorl X character—or the absence thereof. He was ably seconded by the leading local v

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 th d
complaint at the time of tho’alleged occurrences. ikt ; gy

L om of a district board and also of the taluk board, to which the civil apo-
meml:géiigzﬂy subordinate both as the local medlclt:l officer and the ch:dn:l;:mn

: T ; - e o 2 Toeal union, to take a most prominent part in these scandalous proceedings.
Nothing can justify their conduct in this case. : g, t:?i ;g:tfi;dl“;ngg ftgd csamegltin U ;Il)al and was onis b he five persons
f“ct.ed as a sub-committee of the public meeting to draw up the printed memorial,
zi:h of which may be characterized as a concatenation of misrepresentations. The

: it Ry. Masilamony Mudaliar Avargal also took a very prominent
From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., President, District Board, South : e Sub-Registrar M.R.Ry y

part i . forest ranger to join the conspirators.
45 : A he matter and attempted to induce the forest ranger to . :
reot, to t istrict Medical itary Officer, Cuddalore, dated i .pmar.tm]t : s o 1 1 g ; :
lore, i8th November 1896, No. C. : ) udda B i h

ed at my request by the Inspector-General of Registration,
I have the honour to forward, for your information and transmission to the

M.R.Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal who did not consider it improper, though a

T inely transferr !
H%W;sbz(i?g::mlfgst 1;1‘1:; in the Salem district. The Police Inspector M.R.Ry. Nara-
iy !

Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, the confidential reports Nos. 9 and E gimha Charriar Avargal signed the me{ngig tand'oglg‘)]i‘np:lll i:;;f;?i%ﬁ'sneelhngot ,F}i‘:
10 of 1896, dated 29th September 1896, of the Deputy Collector, Tirukkéyilr tamptod to induce the local sub-magistrate to j i
: s ) &or of salt and abkdri referred to has since been transferred; but his transfer

President of the Tirukkdyilir Taluk Board, on (1) the manuscript and (2) the
memorials submitted against Mr. John Pill:;i, late Civil Apothecfz)zry amg l)Ini:np(lellxl;ii%
man of Tirukkdyilir, in original, together with their respective enclosures.

2. The Deputy Collector and Taluk Board President has made a most thorough

e . ith his part in this agitation. Govinda Odayar, a member of the

v}m:;zg p&?;";u?gth a:gnl::; his own chairman, the apothecary. ',I‘_he: private vakil
o an official, may well be treated with contempt. . .

servants who are implicated in this conspiracy had any valid

and exhaustive inquiry. His reports are so complete and the records are g £ the publio servs ecary either in his capacity as a medical officer or -
voluminous that I shall do as liftle as possible to swell the literature of t;he1 l;setfg ecsto ‘ Bfie - g et ltﬁg;t};ould e:lsil and, of mty'muld have made their
I may state that whilst at Tirukkdyildr lately I made personal inquiries which Bagisf ; e .88 chairman of the&":: the proper authorities in the proper way. But for them to
me that the Deputy Collector’s conclusions are correct and his lueid exposition oi . i A w to t up a public meeting, touting for signatures and declaim-
what was a base conspiracy organized by a few officials of the place to ruin a brother e m %ﬁc servant, signing mahazars against him containing the
official leaves littie room for further comment. It was my intention to haye add s:d : - B e pelieend !ale:hsrg% was an intolerable breach of the public rules and
the heads of the various departments to which the implicated officials helog I‘Bsth 3 of all discipline. No public officer can be expected to do his duty fear-
subject of the gross misconduct of their subordinates, but thi g o . ST .30' - mon 'lp’,;h is liable to find himself the object of hostile declamation
considerable delay in making several copi ’ 118 would, involve ALY i N SEY DRSS 18 A ¢ iber : id

S y <iug several copies of the records, and thig T it ¢ 'd o the streets at a public meeting deliberately convened by and presided over and
haying regard to the reminders received for these reports, i 3 ‘, poliat by brother officers whose malevolent eloquence is in inverse ratio to the

9 -
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truth of their utterances. AT R M
? m this station and that a sub-committee of five gentlemen should
his removal fro " eedful with special reference to the complaints made

The license of th i
e native press of this ¢ it
ountry is such that ] and do the nee

. lmpunity ; but this press has established for itse draft the memoria

at the meefing. -
morial itself the individuals who are stated to have

mlslepr e8e! 1 & é » .

tempt ; ’l)uffl t:fll:ll‘le th:st lis t?il licious vapourings can %)fe:;l %l:a dt re[:u iat.lqn s oo

ogether b s case, public ser reated with merited con- ding to the me

together publicly to attack a brother public sel‘:va;ts have not hesitated to conspire ei;nﬁe(iic(; thi meeting the complaints against the apothecary of their own or of
e bered only sixteen, while the signatures affixed to the memorial exceed

ce out all the signatories, nor could it be conceived

lllgg. SOI;::‘; cI(lmld have had any grievance in the absence of specific mention of it in
the memorial itself. I therefore apportmned.the work pf examining th.e' Tamil
gignatories to the Tahsildar, and requested him to submit a report detailing the
18 S mstances which brought about the public meeting. His elaborate report which
cire g against the memorialists themselves is herewith submitted. He has
gpeaks VO and 1 have recorded the statements of seventeen

examined some twenty persons, :
others, most 0 ficials and vakils.

{ whom are OHIC
4. Tt is necessary standing of the whole facts of the case to

for a correct upder
deal with the subject in different sections, and I therefore propose to divide it into
three sections a8

detailed below :—
1. The specific grievances embodied in the manual.
: I1. How, by whom, &7

d with what motive a public meeting was arranged for,
and the memorial drawn Up with special re

opinion, imperativel in th o ' m in rs pum
bRy np n : cond % G
Y necessary in the interests 1f 1gn punishment is, in my othe u

agitation is expressl T 0 | it et
conduct of pnblri,é ser{agg}},lblted by rule 68 of the « ﬁ:ltgcm:irlr::};f;m&on. Suc}i
e persond

o 7. A.B Wrs ] i 8
e l'et& make the fol].ow lng recommﬁndaii()ns fOI‘ su h.

be considered to merit by His Excellency the Gove

____ (a) That the miscond :
Hlungl}lsh()omuert in view to his PI":’(i:lI(’)tf ttl;‘gfl (}mnct munsif be brought to t :
e ( nt as may be deemed proper ster after such reduction 's;spzﬂ 30 of e
(b)) That the sub-reei : rNAEEROR N
: -registrar referred
(¢) That similar ¢ red to be suspended
of the salt and abkdri, ﬂﬁ’n;;:t}:::’;tbbe awarded to the in:‘:?t:‘dlmed.
(d) That M.R Ry. Srin; e subsequently tra.nsfor[:ed_ rs of the police and

ot possible to tra

public peace and order, I

consideratio
S n
rnor in Counefl . they may

ference to the action of public servant,
1 board and of the union panchayat.

(¢) That M.R.Ry. Govi ted for a period of
: : -R.Ry. Gov of thr
of his appointment in the unicizdaa()d;yar Avargal be Bimilar(:e ﬁem’ : members of the loca e TEE
panchayat, Y dealt with in respect I11. The popularity of the medical institution at Tirakkdyildr.
rsons who complained against the apothecary at

. 1__Of the sixteen Pe g
= gl;b%;hx;zel; ng, SiX individuals are confined to a vague complaint of irregular

2] referred to in paragraph 5 of the memorial, three gentlemen
0 gt e hosmtalaints to make or who had no desire to pre;s their grievance

who had either B9 p tterance to the supposed grievances of four others who were
: sign the memorial,

8. In coneclusion, as [
t unde
z;):nr:;,t })een relleved’of his ap;;?nt?rl:xdéilzha?'lgr' I;TOh
o u;cum.be_nt. I am of opinion that as tllnl"u' k'é
g for, it is desirable, if not absolutely n:;?]

n. P illa.i has lﬂtel . ‘
vilir by the re"e}x"’silo:tg; :;deinary
P

ust what the congpj
ssary, that he Shoulr(’llrg:o :;.h‘Te been

to Tirukkdyilir ata ver
1 S heins Y eaﬂy date, s
machinatior y 80 that the : i
public iht:;:s;;s E:Zﬁ l;ee;::::il;zut; light will ;:{1)21;)(; ua;?l{)wzedc&nﬁn%d tgg:::ﬁ 3 are shown o herC ng:;nug and of whom only one Was made to
¥ succeed. ' In the - not present atnt:liz:her = d son—who are living together are shown in paragraphs
Henco the actual number of individuals with

pedient, for Othel'wise

apothecary at this juncture must gi
: st give rise to -7 |
de and tWo PEROC . porent complainants.

the transfer e
of this W
8 to 10 as tWO ts has to be taken as only seven.

plorable miseonstruction,

done excellent work at Tirukkdyildg

his arity. I yildr and the hospital f A He has
L Lawpand oopy. of dug dnepection notes meg aitord tho best eviden o gpecific compluil : i bt
i nf;tlseo nl;{sgrsttilg 1;remarkss of the Deputy Ooﬁ’:ﬁ‘:d onath,s;h,w?b-w SO s Tor tho firet charge of irregular attendance specified in paragraph 5 of the
: i B onfiden at the Su 5 : Ty, and Taluk Board - memorial, I examined the three person
such intrigues as have been laid barer%eonﬂ?el}gm] will not for a m:mém s Qreenivasa Chariar, Second-grade named ili’ the margin. The Tahsil%arha:
y the Deputy Collecto : Sy M-%lgﬁmfﬁmkkéyim ey oxamined a few others whose names do
; Mudaliar, ' not appear in the body of the memo-

this medical subordinate at Tirukkdyildr for some months at llt;a:tn:;lothe"m
come |

with the punishment of his trad 1
o sl ucers would, I think, be the best possible an

(2 Ratnasabapatti 1 .
( ) Stationary S}xb—Maglztl‘“te i Shae. rial.  No one is able to specify the exact
3 Marimuthu Naik, a ryot- , date and hour when they found the
he hospital, nor has any person who happened to go to the
cary absent from g officer had gone elsewhere on duty. This is

e

From M.RRy. R. SUNDARAS A
B S : A MUDALIYAR hy
General Duties and i Avargal, Deput i apothe : if the medical ,
Rt Avio Gon Tﬁrxi(d;nitl,p:a;%k Board, Tirukkéyilr, to e 8‘3%‘;2‘;‘ " pi : ‘°h!‘;§‘§f‘f;easy e ake, but not_possible to bring home to the person
i : yilur, 29th September 1896, No. 10. pos o B nce of particulars as to dates and hours. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa
verting to your endorsement, dated 10th Jul _ged, in the_: his obligation to the apothecary for gratuitous treatment, aks of
Chari, who admits officer from the hospital on some occasions, probably in November

against Mr. John Pillai, Civil Apothecary, Tirukkéyﬂ%r,l ﬁglfa;v?tl?e Iﬁfﬁﬁ? trgeml(;rial
: r to submit

 absence of that days and he has admittedly made no inquiry

il T ecif the % .
395. He cannof, h;wz::e I’Id?noe.y He admits, however, having received medicines

his i '
fou:vislanatlon with all the connected records as per enclosed list, and to
MO ) report as la 1 1
2, The memorial was th ; ¢ cause o ime almost continuously for fifteen days. This vakil has
[0 the momming. o the 4t 1‘: ?Ltzszs%ff; a public meeting convened at Tirukkdyild £ “:xamﬁnt;fi'on before me, added a fresh count of charge——indjﬁeren{-,
. Among the members present yuur sdoes ot find place in the memorial. On being questioned on this
were the considered his treatment indifferent, because he thought

s hﬁ“m engr with other thoughts when he (vakil) narrated
St St g o is unable o state definitely his reasons for calling the treatment
bik-ons. - The vakil states that some two or three months after November
S &aapotbeoﬂ , without any demand, Rs. 4 with a letter thanking bim
~vices. and stating that the amount was not an adequate remuneration for his
: he money Was returned by the apothecary with a note-@xpressing

It may well be concluded how far the

L et dital, Registration, Rolise and. Al 4 ’
Row, Inspector of (;;h the local bar. The president of the meeti APOTRenla, Al
: noteg of the several “ Sﬂk}md Abldri department, and he peting was Me. Gopaln
i raI complaints made by some of the me bl: stated to have taken
i B | ary. It was resolved that as the local A othm TS present inst the
ihdcapaitle ?ggﬂf:ﬁi?%"“"”" his.duties aad Ind: boooms Righ s e SO o
e ic on oceasions of u ' hly unpopular and
mitted to the Surgeon-General, the ColIeet:rga;xtdmti‘;m ]’)9 u.‘”:ngﬂar should

istrict Surgeon prayi

vices ; but that t

ﬂu% he valued friendship more than money.
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charge of indifferent treatment can bo RV . : o apothecary sent the midwife to attend on the labour case in his house, and that on
fhll:new count of charge from the memorial, the va | o g being told by the apothecary ",h”:t ‘fe ok otm(:lan w&m}ld thz}z]ve fo be rdeheved by the appli-
' lt to those vgho dg&fted the memorial, while hp h:.;s L his signature to Ehg memo- ’ cation of instruments, Deyamjg}a esitated, and tha ; e prg;igse to consult elderly

rial in English with a long title as Pleader, District Muunsif’s Court, Tirukkdyildr, and ; f people. The apothecary is said to bave demanded a fee of Rs. 15, and asked Deva-
‘ ) rajaya to make arrangements sharp. In this case there seems to have been g miscon-

he is one of the two gentlemen who signed a notice for convening the public y . :
" . ' : ception of facts. Devarajaya ﬂsays thz;]t W}ien the prezcnbgd axfntl)lunt of fee was
Juooung. . : ; : , ; : 5 ; : i thing less in consideration o is impoverished
. M.R.Ry. Ratnasabapathi Mudaliyar says that the apothecary has been uniformly Bl S0 hum, bo:did niot offer. hything 7
ot : s . 2 ; ircumstances, and he understood the words of the apothecary “.arrangements shoyld
kind and courteous to him, that on some occasions, when he happened to go to the : : ‘ : ;g":m de soon ” to mean steps to procure the fee required. But according to the

S5  hospital at gbom; 7 A, the apotheom:y.was not present, but that he is unable to give
- the dates, and that he made no enquiries as to the whereabouts of the officer at the

apothecary’s explanation, he wished to hurry his visit and to ask Devarajaya to decide
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

idh wg&;ﬁmuthu Naik, wl.lo 18 stigmatized by the pedncal officer as an ex-conviet 3 F would have to be delivered by a male member of the medical profession at a time when
~ says that he the hospital on one occasion at 7 AM., and again the_ngxt‘éﬁ,_ I F he (Devarajaya) had gone to the apothecary’s quarters simply to bring back the
- that on the first day he was told that the apothecary had gone to the missionary’s midwife. Hence it will be séen that no great weight can be attached to this complaint
% ; the apothecary Was not seen the next day, but that he cannot men- 1 based on a misconception of facts. T have also heard of several instances of gratuitous
This man seems to have uttered a deliberate . treatment of labour cases by Mr. John Pillai, and there is no reasop to suppose that
! h(il mem(:lnf,l }z:t the fu(}alle dmeeilﬁlg,. Vghlle a8 : in this particular instance he was unusually hard. .

Sequently, and to have acted un €r the influence of L i i
- ; , . 1 v T . In paragraphs 8 to 10 of the memoria] Mr. Jayaramachandraj ar, B.A., B.L.
who figures very prominently as will be seen from the sequel. i first ngdepf,lei;def, and his father Arunachala ’Aiyar ﬁgure as complair):ants, and the

.5 The next complaint is that of one David Ca enter, a Christian of - former has mado his statement before me both for himself and his father, a retired
L 1D n l’!h'w"fﬂiaiion’} and he was examined by the Tahsli])dar (vide port, - . revenue inspector. As regards the absence of the apothecary from the hospital
. &‘t"dlﬁt@gﬁ?mwm%)  In this case, the charge is that ¢ 'y refuse g 7 between 4 and 5-30 p.y., Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar says that he does not remember
to attend at the house nter on a certain ‘ k of M y i = the exact day when he took his step sister to the hospital who had thrust a tamarind
' : A 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-Magistrate’s Court
as a witness. The date is approximately fixed as one between the 10th May and 22nd
June 1896, and the apothec'ary 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.

persons to go and ascertai W
rought to the hospital, and that the apothecary eventually turned up, in his own
iage, after 9 A.m. The apothecary’s explanation is that he had paid due atiention
to the treatment of the bab{, which was suffering from high fever coupled with lung any
' complications, that on the lost day when he had a call from David Carpenter during The next complaint embpdled In paragraph 9 of the memorial is even according to
 hospital hours, he explained to him the advantages of treatment in the hospital, and : ' the complainant’s own showing a total misrepresentation of facts. Mr. Jayarama-
“asked him to bring the child as usual, that David Carpenter consented to do so and g chandraiyar admits that the hospital midwife did attend on his step mother in labour
:retﬁfned‘homé, that as the child was not brought up as agreed to, he ( a'pothe;cagy): i : et from 10 p.v. of the 13th'May 1895 till 5 a.m. the next day, that finding the case too
ascertained through a servant of the hospital the state of the child and proceeded . difficult for her she left his house at 5 A-M., saying she would go and consult the apothe-
 thereafter to the house of David Carpenter. It is also stated by the apothecary that » cary, that subsequently the midwife did not furn Upy Gt ia (Jayaramachandraiy N4
he had attended at his quarters and treated gratuitously his other children in two - : cousin Ramanadaiyar misunderstood what was wanted and went to call the apothecary
severe cases of illness, and that this will be amply testified to by his own wife and ] 5 instead of the midwife, that at about 10 A.M., Ramanadaiyar Was again sent to the
other Christians. The apothecary has sent up a copy of a letter from the European : - hospital to bring the midwife, and that he returned without the midwife and said that
mish Missionary to the Distriot Surgeon, which amply testifies to the good work - , she had gone out to attend on some other case of labour, Mr. Arunachalaiyar was
of the medical officer done to the poor Christians without any charge and most averse to allowing the apothecary to h*‘}ll]dlg the cas]:z though he had Volunteered his
willingly, Tt 8¥Pe 859 it e Tahsildar’s report that David Carpenter was set up to 2 services as admitted bthr_. J all))_l’i{:allzac tzfn trz;;yar lmstilfé .andtthe I}:lospxtz}ill mldw}'llfe
- prefer his complaint some six weeks aftor the death of his baby by a private vakil : had already et %r 1:)1; 1 1y 2% thl e cise. (’.)1‘11110 seethow o apo:he-
- named Sadasiva Pillai, who owes a dge to the apothecary in hig capacity as union E o ' L ewie canble t oS 'thet(}le;c?;gs rpecs h y aIt;mh ec:ry E;:?:ysd .
 Chairman (vide correspondence enfﬁgé with your letter, No, 166-D.B., dated 11tk & B as the midwife was I;I;aK :e : 1(1)1' 0:53 walind o t"};" lfﬁ‘st% rgg?;‘; o?Ke‘; l:r ?illaog
y 1896, in the Local Fund Branch). I need hardly say that the complaint of | ‘ :il: T cases% Knluyaravan had a son born dead. This goes to su gt
id Carpe is quite unfounded as aptly remarked b the Rev. 8. Ber i . Ry 1300 o he i i ished . oM
vid Carpenter is g 28 aptly ¥ g, It is the statement of the apothecary, and the information furnished by Ramanadan to Mp
ge that the fact of the previous treatment of the very baby by the apothe. Jaymm;';i’;,,gmiyar,p Mr.J a}:aramachandraiyar seems however to urge that his step
?uppressed from the memorial. ’ mother’s ease should have been given preference. This is absurd on the fact of 1t

b it Gk AR Devarajaya, a girls’ school teacher, Tirukk Syiltr inasmuch as the midwife was not quite equal to the task, and her services could he

e R g i o h 7 of th : : . e i better utilized in the other case at Keelur. The midwife nevertheless turned up in .
‘whose grievance is set out in paragraph 7 of the memorial. Tt js stated there that Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar’s house at 2 p.yr. on 14th May 1895. The language in

:ftﬁ;fzmjaya ;:;l;f e:r o? g;ut;éﬁag;ho: 1:’3:;3’" ‘fher:el.o:gef?’:y d.ec{;n.ed to attend % ; ; - the memorial in regard to this complaint that the apothecary could not be moped is
¥ i m view to draw the 'attention of thepauth ?t' 18 ltalicized in the : quite meaningless, if not malicious, and yet the very same Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar
B0 g has on being ¢ross-exami ed by the apoth d prines. T Devf",‘}“" i : o was one of the members of the sub-committee who drafted the memorial, It should
Bifseronmsnr Pnped I AR apothecary denied that the latter had -- be here noted that this complaint was thirteen months old at the date of the meeting,
- refused to attend without presious payment. It is admitted by this teacher that the | , 3

gy
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.o the memorial in print, he had no serious attention of complainin

:;:gnl:f:}z ’:;f,’:ﬁmry, that pe never desired any one  to represent his griegance t§
the authorities or at the public meeting, that as the memorial in print did not fairly
_set out the whole facts of his case, he added a note in pencil at the close of paragraph
11 that the apothecary attendegl the next day when his services were not in need,
but that as the sub-registrar objected to the appearance of such a record (favourable
to the apothecary) in the body of the memorial itself, the pencil entry was scored
out, and the same note repeated in ink just above his (Pranatharthihara Aiyar’s)
sigr’lature. The complaint is in itself shown to be fmvglous,.to say the least of it,
inasmuch as the medical officer could not, in justice to h1§ duties, be present in the
hospital and at the same time in Mr. Pranatharthihara Aiyar’s house to attend to an
ordinary case of fever, but the highly reprehensible conduct of the officers in inten-
tionally suppressing a salient fact from the body of the memorial, and transferring a
note of it to an unnoticeable portion of the memorial amidst a number of signatures
deserves comment. I shall, however, deal with the action of the officials in a separate
gection as premised. Tn s explanation in regard to this complaint, the apothecary

iohtly points out that the Vordlng in t}fe memorial is not justified by the facts
g se);l to by Mr. Pranatharthihara Aiyar himself, which do not refer to « high fever ”
dego « yofusal to attend ” and that being unaware of the strained relations between
;?mse]f (apothecary) and the Sub-Registrar, Mr. Pranathgrthlhara Aiyar, allowed
himself to be carried away by the pressure of the sub-registrar, who had through-

out acted with a ginister motive.

_ The nest complainant, Whosg grievances are eml?odled in paragraphs 12, 13
and llf of the memoria£ is M.R.Ry. T. Varatharajulu Naidu Garu, » 4., B.1., District
Munsif of Tirukkdyilir. He wished to avoid his personal attendance before me for
open enquiry on the score of his official position and the unpleasant idea of meeting
tllx)e apothecary, and sent me a written sta'tement. of the fgets of his complaint. But
as higocomplaints had no reference to his official capacity, and as the apothecary

toutl protested against admitting on record any tqtement of_ the district munsif
s ogeybehin d his back and untested by cross-examination, the district munsif after
:ﬁﬁch pesitation consented to depose before me. He' pressed his charges most
vehimently, added to a new charge which does not find place in the memorial,

cause the three complaints in t_he memorial were all no less than ten
te of the public meeting which he attended, and made an

the da
months old on t which I had to record on two days successively for full twelye

" elaborate statemen
~ hours.

at in chronological order is set forth in paragraph 13 of the

st complai
The firs P t munsif says that he had an abscess near one of his knees,

; ial. The distric
| ;I;edm(])::ﬂsent word to the apothecary at about 7 .. on 28th July 1895 for dressing

the abscess. The apothecary sent word in r:eply that he was much tired and could
not therefore call over. A message was again sent to the apothecary asking him to
der at least, but even this requisition was not complied with, The

. oun :
send the comp then sent for independently of the apothecary, and he (compounder)

der was A
compoun at 8 ».w., and did the needful. The apothecary had already commenced
was asked by the district munsif either to attend himself, or to
On the morning of the 294k July 1895, the apothecary

There was no need to cut open the abscess. On the

28th July 1895 when the compounder turned up he bandaged the
h a manner that it might not fall away during sleeping hours, apply-

¥ : :
with this complaint, the apothecary says that "if there was any real requisition

for his attendance, he would certainly have .attendt.ad ou the district munsif as he had
done before and after that date, that it is impossible for him to remember, after the

~lapse of meurly ;
- and that it was usual with the district munsif and his people to apply for his services

& year, the minute details of every individual case treated by him,

=ab in trivial cases. I would request a reference to the apothecary’s explanati
?e hersLto this and other complaints against him. S B
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As regards paragraph 12 of the memorial, the district munsif’s complaint refers
to the treatment of another abscess near his anus, and in connection with this he wrofe
to the apothecary asking him to attend at his quarters on the 70/ August 1895 to
which he received a reply that, as it was a meeting day of the panchayat, and as he
might be fully occupied with the hospital work, the apothecary could not call over
i the morning and that he would attend later on. The district munsif waited till
12 noon without going to court, but the medical officer did not turn up. The
apothecary’s note, dated 10th August 1895, on a scrap of paper was preserved for full
one year, and produced by the district munsif on 76/ 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 medical
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
district munsif’s absence from his house could be ascertained without directly
enquiring his own servants. I may also observe here that I find from an extract
from the hospital visitors’ book that it was on the 10th August 1895 that Mr. Roberts,
the Assistant Collector, visited the hospital, and recorded his notes in the book.

The next paragraph (14) deals with the complaint of the district munsif in regard
to the treatment of his daughter. He says that on the 22nd August 1895 at about
1 A.x., his daughter was seriously ill, and that he sent a lantern with two servants to
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 distrjct 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
instruetions, 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 A.m., 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. Tt 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 prescribed medicines on 5th March 1896,

As for remuneration * to the apothecary, the district munsif has attempted to

show b waliar classificat:
* Vide apothecary’s separate list enclosed of ow by a peculiar classification of the

: : g medical officer’s visits, into official
edical attendance and quality of medicines - ‘s o S and
;ip I;fi:d? and quality 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 1805, and Rs. 3 which he has sent in cash on two
different occasions after January 1896, The apothecary denies having received more
than Ris. 2 in cash and says that, on receipt of this amount on 18t Febru;zr:y 1896, he
sent him a note thanking him and pointing out this payment as g new departure in

his cuse, that the bat was merely given as a loan, and that the district munsif had

o~
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ept Rs. & offered as its price. The bat was returned to the distriet

;fi“n?; itrx.;ma:;ia%ely after the meeting and that very day, and it was accepted by him.
The district munsif wants me to believe that as the scale of fees for private attendance

of the medical officer had not bepn fixed, _there was no payment throughout the year
1895, except by way of thetennis bat, which he says, he intended to serve as remune-
‘.ratim’l though he had not openly expressed it. But the district munsif did not care to
 know Wwhat was the fee due, apparently because he never meant to pay, and does not

E  remember to have maintained a record of the number of official visits at his quarters

 and is unable to produce that officer’s letter written to him so recently as 18th
~ February 1896, while he has carefully preserved notes as to the dates of all his
~ complaints against the apothecary, though nearly a year and old, and the scrap of
paper written to him by that officer so far back as 10th August 1895. A ecareful
perusal of the district munsif’s statement made before me will convince the reader that
he has strenuously and by a sustained effort tried his utmost to withhold or deny every
information which may be construed favourable to the apothecary, that he has exerted
to fill up all possible loopholes where the medical officer can be expected to afford
reasonable explanation, and that he has positively asserted everything unfavourable
to that 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
_ part of messengers between himself and the apothecary. In this aspect, the district
munsif’s statement is a striking contrast to that of his Pleader Mr. Jayaramachandra-
iyar, which is marked for candour and fairness, I.t js to be regretted that the district
munsif’s memory fails just where what may be elicited from him is likely to favour
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 be overpowered by predominant self-interest. I
shall however return to this subject in another portion of this report where it will be
shown how much he has worked to bring about the memorial under report. His
complaints are mainly based on what he was told by his servants, and the information
~ was with reference to what happened some ten months ago. In the light of the
explanation furnished by the apothecary, I cannot attach any weight to the charges,
and the tennis bat incident will suffice to show at once whether it was becoming on an
 officer in the position of the district munsif to have treated the bat as a remuneration for

~ the professional visits of the apothecary, while it was originally given him as a loan,
~ and subsequently as a present wheu its price was offered by the apothecary. I may
- also observe here that the exact dates of the several complaints now given out by

the district 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
~ not responsible for the wording in the memorial.

i 11. The next gentleman who appears on the stage is Mr. Gopala Row, Inspector
of the Salt and Abkdri Department, Tirukkdyilir circle, who had the honour of presid-
ing at the public meeting held on 24th June 1896. He appears to have been
smarting under some imaginary grievance against the apothecary in that he was not
courteously received at the hospital on the occasion of his first visit without previous
intimation, and that the apothecary had refused to give him a medical certificate to

~ enable him to apply for sick leave. These two personal grievances all shown to be
~ quite unfounded by the Tahsildarin his accompanying report, dated 15th September
1896, inasmuch as the apothecary was not to blame for omitting to do what he was not
- competent to do in the matter of sick certificate to be granted to-a gazetted officer,

and that Mr. Gopala Row should have previously announced his position when nhe

~ first visited the hospital.

- It is stated in paragraph 15 of the memorial that the apothecary did not attend,
on being sent for by Mr. Gopala Row, 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. Mr.
Gopala Row evaded open enquiry in the presence of the apothecary, and he has sent
me a written statement wherein he has improved his complaint by adding throat-ache

ear-ache. It appears from the explanation of the apothecary and his compounder’s
statement that Mr. Gopala Row never applied for medical aid for -ear-ache, that
A : : 4
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had 2 complain® a%:l niit lgr'rg;?;entiné it to the chairman of the public meeting.
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ce of the apothecary, that the expression a con-
of the memorial with a view:

while as a matter 1 ' : e
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no wrgent requegt f:r fm; iy N irsbrted paragraph 17
yeyance drawn DY hpt it was a swift conveyance, while, as a matter of fact, the pony
9 inducs & prists at of the gub-registrar himself was well known to be the slowest
which was the prop eruy{* even 2 miles an hour, and that he (tahsildar) had recourse to
creature unable o tember 1895 because of the simple nature of the disease he was
native treatgment in Sep 4 of his having, on 2 previous occaslon, when he had an injury
then suffering from o treated with tndifference the instructions given him by the
i by a fall oncluding paragraph of his report
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Munsif’s Court. His complaintlsasons?ztR:fl:rgt’llls:

: , uni Pillai, a pe :
with a cancerous ulcer in L, @ peon of the local District

in 16 of the menr

apothecary, that as the ulcer w5 %" V25 Place wrial s that his boy in his foreart of the tahsildar in the 2

distance, and had the ullclicrerdr:as emitting foul SIilnelldthl(lzn(z}e»;t}ﬂle treatment of the apothecary- i ;w O;isq(:lfott;d here for facility of reference—

;nhdxﬁ'erent t.reatment_ There iss;eg by'a ward cooly, and Itllaltects;ry kept him at a under reference may i present at the meeting, nor have 1 signed !:he memorial,
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difference in
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: i in paragraph 18 of the memorial is represente
conaplfa;l:rfl s;ty:;;’ an%. this w?as, as at_imit’oed_ by the Sub-Registrar,
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ant i S for attendance in his village on a labour case. As I
limit had not been fixed by this

having completely f lect which will be g Tt Sub-regie h
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not desired to do so. The tahsi svamani Mudaliyar, though. '
meeting, nor has he affixed his :;?:f:tlwas Dok .ong of .,thz' jniémﬁgfff? etiagt;’;}“ ot
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. to observe that st at 518 meeting to represent my grievances, if any. The
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M.R.Ry. 8. Snndrmg;ar‘:a;:ﬁsiiﬁzog?m aph 17 o Bk s : jis does not sh mi?f?iil;la?fth: particular ease. The sub-registrar has apparently
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pothing said (;ntﬁi:;na:n;},parently a subsequent jmproveme! :
1lai n ing to the records of inquest 10 this case, 1 fin
of accidental death, that in reply to 2
to the informa-

o indifferent treatment nowW spoken of by the

~ Pillai was in
oo o any way to bla .
¢ explanation, and settled thr:ex:,:tzgf matter, I would certainly have called f |

‘ te;l the case as 0ne \
ted that, according
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~ medical aid ; i memoria y ey ; ‘ i or
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R b o) cer who t . ecorded in : = : gor his immedid o transfer from the place. ave shown above
lﬁ%uﬁkgt’ {Géle public meeting Was fr"kﬁlggl_hlmself the resl)onsibiﬁtyp(;rigriph 19 i ‘ Eﬁedzlt):it\hf}f:: {ﬂe charges are utterly unfounde and imaginary, and it will be apparent
g yilir Division. This officer Sitanded Sflm a Chariar, the Inspector Opre slqnt- - ; grom the gequel that in some instances they are malicious, and that the memorial was
signed the memorial on 2nd July 1896 i11:1 ehl}ﬂeetmg on bith Futio 1896 4 ]fdﬂ})le, , got ﬁp simply to pander to the wishes of a few discontended influential men in the
y is capacity as inspector o% polic:. , ; : town. W oy < o .
| : . Section 11 =0On 8 perd of the records oi Iy enq and of the reportis
17 e i3y ot Tirukkéyih'lr, dated 15th and 21st September 1.896, coupled with a
notice by the apothecary 11t his reporf,

He says that he has
made a report in his di
of the public meeting JTh & g diary to the Superi
ot fhe e ot ke ebjeot i1t perintendent of the : :
perior understand that he ﬁgured] i flsthne()t known if he has made his officio] ' it § § the Tahsi
complainants against the apothec:;; | Pl ?}onsideration of the facts prought to s
. : : £ 18 am led fo conclude t ab
26th AvEM ] nt printed memorial under

the chief instigators of the public
report were the gentlemen named
11-attended public meeting would

He says distinctl
, y that he h e 4
P 10 griovanoo of bis o, gaias . Jon il O
18 T . i ) 1 = . § & al A ' il
medical :er:il(‘;:sn gf{fﬁt}%hﬁng.lfoy a month for ﬁiﬁ; hlalg? ‘lfll_ng tak‘?n.speciai ea.:; . moeting and fhe subsequet® L o oot if such a we
seyRcoR: N remuneration was alt :;W?§ always readily cm’nplied ;gtﬁ'ef%l}imtmn sn e i : below, and tha bu?bflor- t’h_e .
neration was offered, Mr. John Pi y tine .aemanded or paid, th , that for all such ) b not have been possidi® « ‘ ; L .
treatment i , Mr. John Pillai declined # r paid, that even when a : ' _ Varatharajula Naidu Garn, B, BLo District Munsif,
cary. il‘hés qunce?ned, he (police inspector) h(;56061ve it, and that so far as mﬁm’ ' S : ) ;ﬁl.fﬂki‘éyﬂ"“' : ' ‘
St T P?lcl) alicienlﬁ?ector ‘had however official cglrzpf;m%)lamt against the apo tll(;:l s i : @) M.RRy. V: asilamani Mu(iialiyar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar and
; is capacity as : ints against . = : . : dent, Taluk Board.
;egfyo flilﬁgegfm of police who ig res;());’ﬁgtc?}):ﬁcer and union gh&tixs‘xm:xlllfe %[‘11):;:}1? 50 e ; . (3) M‘g,}%’irgieﬂv’asa Row Avargal, 1st Grade Pleader and a Member of
Pariah f omorial that Mr. John Pillai is indi ¢ scandalous insinuation in amls the : iR e fhe District ”‘“d.Tal“k Boards. * . . :
s aoe;:(?il At(ilréganallur, who had sustained rectly responsible for the geatﬁr ?h ; '. : (4) M.E Ry. C. Narasimma Chaniax ‘Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyi-
w. ’. v“r:ng o mem i 5 ln]urleSb afau ; of a ; g ',' S ta : *
in-patient in the orial, died some two days atter hg was refﬁ:eﬁll :dlx)ylf.’co_tah, and : ‘ i (5) thx]z);fhé?ﬁnda Udayan, Landholder and Member of the Union Pan-
ission as an _ £ & g
b '* . (6) MO%.a{{aS" Sadasiva pillai, Private Vakil, Tirukkéyildr-
tleman felt aggﬁeved because, according to the information
o attend at his quarters on

PO hospital in Feb
the inspeotor sa ”hi; in February or March 1806 :
e ys that he had the informati . In his statement
eceased Pariah, that when the latterrg‘atlm from an unknown femal befor? ot
as taken to the hospital, he W&ﬁe reistiog ¢ A i R ‘
nottakenss & i S .
S ¢ , given him by his gervants,
4 on th

the apothecary had refused U
e 10th and 292nd Aungust 1895. In regard to these
only on one oceasion (10th August

- July 1895, an :
the 28th J0ly I to here priefly that it was
: the two officers, and there was

an in-patient, and that the i i
4 medical officer had not taken sufficient pains
s to treat the

patient. The inspecto
doath of the injured P" says that he got this informati
: at e 14
J ariah, that the Pariah was not sen:,o::) :];’me ten days after the . :
o hospital by the Poliu: b 8 °°mplam;s’ 8 d e tion 1B writing between
D00, ; ‘ 1895), there was communicd 10 ,
: )

and that no enqui $
B L e e et of + bt |
gy r the treatment of a nati as an in-patient,
: tive quack. Th e ¢
’ % 0 ere 18
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istri ’ : nuseript memorial, dated May 1896, and addressed to the
The district munsif says that for . Agan, thr:lre wia% i: mczmaineg uibor of ‘Charsts gkingt thi SpchRRR UG
sham .}lea.d'a()llﬁ, he sent through Sﬂ}'geon'qen,en .and it was, as admitted by Mr. Sreenivasa ROW, drafted by himself.
ST s deled by the latter. e cma ,.’-eport.ed on the memorial in my confidential No. 9 of 1896 and shown
Aot iy - ' 1 tlve £ n w?;ls taken in regard to it by Mr. Sreenivasa Row. Most of the allegations
:Wh‘;f a;t;znscript memorial against Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as apothecary are
09 Mr. John 8 in t :e d in the printed memorial. On the very day (23rd June 1896) on which
g d was getting on. In fairness to both t} o ouse to ascertain how the W x.eIx::aived the manuseript memorial for report as to the genuineness of the signatures
15 that, in the first instance, the money was mis © officers, the reasonable inference y : rlet a notice was issued for convening a public meeting the next morning (24th June
some wrong information wopropriated by the peon, and that, 2 i 31:396 which resulted in the printed memorial under report. The notice of the meeting
istri 1o ]gflven to Mr. John Pillai. These - ‘ % )1 ned by Mr. Sreenivasa Row and another vakil, Mr. Sreenivasa Chariar,
nfide; placed on his _ are sufficient to show what was sig 3

;3: accurate ;nf:rmation. Whatever it m:§rg:11;:, “1:;1(1 h(:iw.tfar they ean be relied on .
pression of the distric cp ) s and it still cont > i :
to his calls. In S"P:g:ge;n{];;g th}?t i apothecary is to blame fgtl'lt;;ltmxi;oo}::iit: g e Lk e I11',11(’81:tl

- then on sick bed i woen he (district munsi) P g F | cannot say tha

then a sati '
the 1sfactofrythreply from Mr, John Pillai.

v PN A AP AN AAA AP AN A

¢ me, the district munsif says that he was not aware of
e notice on the night of the %3rd June 1896, that he
it struck him at the ti}rlne t};at he Wozld be qalleg gponhto st%.te v:ﬁa:
: went to see ; L i othecary, that it was not mentioned in the notice tha
1s friend, the sub-registrar, he :;’:St};fésg?g:ildg; 3 he had t.}(l) Saiz‘i’ f"garl ::E;hwe;l? their g(;mplaints when they go to the meeting, and that
' had . John Pillai. The distriet peoplihs lg:s e thel morning of the meeting day he took with him the apothecary’s
authorities, and he sought at 1 mplaints in Wwriting to the : neverthe d 10th August 1895. He adds that he might have casually mentioned to
tion with my predecessor Mr Rajarat entioning them in his firivate | con vaids 3 3 letter, dutﬁ_ akils his complaints against the apothecary. I may also observe here
: i aJnd t}x:a Mudaliar, who left the distriet on transfer : 2 some_of 1st vf the eleven vakils practising in his court have taken part in the public

3 en abandoned the idea of putting in a" written that nine ou '01 their signatures to the printed memorial, while only one of them had

; meeting, affixed . oa‘il'l’t Mr. John Pillai, that five out of the eighteen signatories to

specific complaints agrial in which his complaints are referred to arve his vakils, and
the manuscript mem ling his statement on 18th August 1896 after 5 p.yM. to suit
that, while I was recordits d by Mr. Sreenivasa Row who are all

_ ¢ his vakils heade
his convenience, four of ike a number of others, sent a letter to me
sign

; ial just 1
atories to the printed m emorial Ju iry and put some questions to him, which,
requesting to be preﬁ“i}l d with inasmuch as the district munsif did not require their
however, was not comf;ulether trom the tahsildar’s report, dated 15th September 1896,
presence, It appears T of the district munsif that Mr. Ramalinga Aiyar, M.a.,
as at the instance was sent for and that it was the wish of

In his statement befor
ng till he got the n

rs being the
But even this attempt

smuch as the resolution o it W i
ria of the v that it W meeting, i .
sls)t{i :};Iebdlstnct,b.oa,d in spite of , who was put as & membe;,:fwf:‘lfﬂ < should not expose his friend, the sub-registrar.
i 0 oard. T joined the divi- : the district munsif t.hath I signed the meeting notice, says that he does not like to
day of my assumption of charge, - B My, Sreenivasa Row, wiho g;l from whom there was a requisition for convening the
indifferent medical officer. I do not rememb as ¢ e o oul. the names of the persor : Chariar, who was a joint signatory to the
mber to ve ou o Mr. Sreenivasa )
Similarly, Mr e apothecary’s query as_to who took part

g ting-
public meeting od to answer th tated by Mr. Jaga Ramachandraiyar,

has declin her, it i8 distinetly stat

show that the district munsif wished to i m
nfl £
lence me at the very outset against ting notice, : f :
ty ga meetin; : Fa i i i
ut with quite different turn of mind as

Mr. John Pillai, and eventually to secure his f 5 : :
commendable course. I subsequently noticed in“.ms o This wak certainly not a bl g ing the notice. %
sition to Mr. John Pillai chiefly in yi:is capacity tl;: sgﬁ;mfm :i; . '_lp!: S Opavo-_f i ' gAiriﬁl.?ganother vakil  of t}ﬁ,:‘;izirgroim’i the police inspector took the meeting
~Union. I had then, however, no knowledge of the details of the et rukkoyilde . 2 A stated already, that the h?“ that he should attend the meeting and represent his
Februery 1896, the sub-registrar and Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who as I::inﬁventg; i | notice to him and told flmm.se denied by these two officers. It appears also from
taluk board had been requested to report on house-tax appeals 1 i g rievances. This g Pillai (the sabusgistiate) at the ‘police Mepectin

ppeals, complained to me §V hat is stated by M. Murugasa of the meeting day and made him understand

that the Union Chairman, Mr. John Pillai, had refused to lo d i
to help them in inspecting the housesin ';he ubi nd one of the union servants ; :n on the morming ‘o en the Salt Inspector’s carriage was kept -
tho required aid. In April 1896, thore was o I(');p 3:tdf§01£(§ifd&%¢l?:§azmi gave them_ : &i’:th;'oshgllﬂd also attend th?uﬁiz?nsg&p;‘l’l’wd by other statements recorded by the
the Salt and Abkéri Department, complaining of the action taken b Ms Jnslf)ecto.r of -, e waiting for him. This 1s o tement taken from the Forest Range officer to the
on sanitary grounds and bringing to notice his unpopularity. The rz ortt" e o T tahsildar. There 18 ¢ g-sthe sub-registrar to attend the meeting. Now I would
to me, and I have in my endorsement on the tahsildar’s it l)ispN Wéi; referred s offect that he W invited nY “oduced on reading together ﬂie t(rit*.rlowst st:}:;ement? with
24th May 1896, in the Local Fund braneh, represented to ou tilat th b o : ask whether the lmpre“];?ﬁtil:*s of the case i8 not such as to e.'} t‘;lne Ob e "_0;“’ “31‘1’1“‘
was lightly suspected of having set up Mr. Holman et tyMr et e sub-registrar due regard to the proba ' vod among the district munsif, etsu -regis t:"ar,; e
the lgtter. was ot to blame in the matter, A ghEn: o Y0 M ll :9 él Pillai, and that S : that the meeting Was Pﬁ Sreenivasa Row, and that ther{adwasda:c 5 ronkge ('é(})nm mat_lon
petitions purporting to have been signed by seve!; union sery T coviy WIS S : inspector of police o th: charges a8 bost 85 theylcoi;lo azgoulftms:tisfac:o?ﬂee lfn .
against Mr. John Pillai for exaoting from thom his ooy wov]z:n s and complaining : among them to Pl'e:s Mr Sreenivasd Bow 1s,unab e e 51'1 . 1(;(13‘
tions was addressed to you as President, district board (vide .rd. One of these peti- : o a thorough success’ oria.ls and a public RCUIR ?gr?;ce to re x?esentinry,as Ife had
M&y 1896), and th'e‘ other to the District Surgeon, ‘and they ;‘v]:rgrsreel?;nt’d dated 12th £ having resom‘:ht:c“;:ﬁol of the local boart‘;;eut'alplfﬁ sr district tﬁ)ard of §v,hich he is
the Stationary Sub-Magi ac 0 meine : . “’.“ntt‘;n g:rfhe charges OF gneva.nce:ﬁacte 1 have no hesitation in concluding that
iti f 4 : ot deserves DOLLE®e district munsif, the sub-registrar whose

; d his condu :
a‘mambﬁr’ ?nined together to ;,:Pport th:o have regretted very much, was ready to

tlfat the inspector of police smarting under some official
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- Gopala Row, wh, ha

g the
Wwas induced t, Preside at t

some unfounded complaints
he meeting anq invite comp

atement, that the

ate of the Tiruk-
I referred t, the
S

nce which
has passed
the police
In thig
evengeful
8th Octobep
8, char‘ging the

gir m with thefy of
of 1(59'0 ou the file of the
- elided 1N acquittal, anq on a
0 have beep severel

ere wag subscquently some corrosy e
Supermtendent of . :

countenan

person against My, J

the day of the meeting in my ca

eriminal case,

v miles from Tirukkéyiliip i

: He did ot appear theve Yetore D v . Qﬁh:i,];l}\
%\\Q&k&%_ X Nae meehime. 2 e SAWA not ik Nae 5
TNONEN N wan Aesited Ko verarn Nome Yoy

oeeNing, e even
A Nakl Wy, W, Stimivasa, ANiyangar ot
Cuddalore, who had also business in my court the same Manalurpot.  Wikh
these facts, 1 wounld request y

ou to decide whether an officer, whose duty it is to
preserve peace and order, can be let off with impunity', when he is shovyn 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 Pancha
ous and refractory in the matter of revision of house-tax,
streets, and sanitation of the town. He was chiefly instr
work of the panchayat in these import‘at}t branches of pancha
cholera was raging around Tirukkdyilir, Govinda Udayan
Pillai in his letter, dated 14th August 1895, to have req

6&\3 aL

yat member, he became very obnoxi-

encroachments on publie
umental in retarding the
yat work. At a time when
was reported by Mr. John
uested him very much to

presentation from my

ment, Cur. No. 1140-D.B., dated 25th September 1895, that

re-appointment of Govinda Udayan provided no bettor man is availabe when he retires,

Again, it was reported to me b y the Chairman Mr. John Pillai in his letter, dated

23rd March 1898, that the very same Govinda Udayan had refused to report on
encroachments as desired by the panchayat with the asgistan

ce 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 1898,
on this subject that Govinda U dayan was unguarded in his expression and mannerless,

and he expressed his sympathy with the tax
chairman In his letter, dated 17¢h April 189
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,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ; -sician and a channel monegar having
,,,,,,,,,,, P ing a native physician : ence especially among
This Govinda Ul dft‘_y?ln;fb\gzigr- supply, con}cm‘r;l'l(‘ili 8&11?:1112211;;?39 gart inygetting
the regulatio by the Tahsildar to ha As he is reported to have
control over d he is shown by rious false pretexts. S : o bR
is X d himself liable to
the masses, all memorial on var ions, he has rendere g 2 S
: to the different occasions, e Local Boards’ Act and Lo
signatures act on three der section 126 of the Loc This Govinda Udayan
refused to the panchayat un d 17th May 1894. - lation
d from the . Vo. 326, date T Mudaliar and a rela
remol\,v[inicipal l\otlﬁcatlonlrag Sub-l’iegistrar Mr. Ma?l{:lza;](; he seems to have served
an(; the neighbour o}f thz i;n which the latter wats living,
wi he hous -registrar. : >
2l oo e s o 80 RCSE 1, ot el e
as a useful W on to be noticed 18 he latter pressed hard for prose :
he next perso avv inasmuch as the 1d : 5 secution was not
a gr“q‘:lue Ao api)them::)tri’o;xna504, Indian fgga%) %O(i{;tetir ilfthp{lo-zv 1896). Hence
= L se J 36 - . shiela” 5 2
ffence nne er‘ : r Ref.I\O-_ Doy ointly with Govinda
florwzl\let? sanctioned (vide y %l}llii?t“‘?o;ked against tlu? apotheca{;y(r)r i]e(x)lmuﬂder sifopEand
'towas that this Sad_“s.w";l ln;;mber of ‘signatures 1 “t) i hr‘n‘(:e set up David, carpenter,
ilday;m in mul@ipl}xng tm.‘: from the Tahsildar’s r?ﬁ?t.tatoth: iblid ating.
this Sadasiva Pillal ag?: lain against Mr. John Pillai to draft the memorial, and
on false pretexts to Ct tl; e next subject of the Sst%P?{taJ;:tI;a: Mo Mo lknn Ml
ow turn to « “doine it by the Sub- negls ¥ ittee consisting
e Ill'lnterest evinced in d})lllo 1{ tt?re public meeting, a s“b-comugt'teethe margin
. sp(i:la :rding'to the proceedings 0 of the five gentlemen namtt% ll: 1 with the
rar. cco 3tz : , dd was entrustec
: Ry. L. A. Jaya Ramachandra Aiyar (‘iﬂtl}l Zofwe({rzf;ti(ﬁg the memorial, and ﬂ’f"
R et e . el rence to the
.2 Avargal, B'A"-“.'eff Avargal, M.A. the needful with Sp('ﬁlﬁc l;é(icl;l: G Though
(2) A. Rama.hnga }%alg .GarU- comp]ai’ﬂts H.lad(" gt Lo 1s L-:e.nt(JI‘Gd last
3) V. SNree':;*:f Rao Pantulu fam.al the sub-registrar’s ?I?:u\}r er;' Bl
(4) Y. ok i Mudaliyar Avargat. in the hSta he wu.s ~ 92and 4 e
- 1 anl : 2 .92 an wer
(B) Ferlatzan) : drawing up and completing the memorml.v Nos i e
dla“lng p ¥ . d noocqsar} by the g
took a promine?t patr}tl; emmeeting, nor was it con.suelsrihem to add to their number.
ter : he power giv he distriet for
not heard of atte: selves of the | der, and he left the :
a]]_ them 01 ra name-len er, % . d qu_
members to av linga Aiyar was merely Vo. 4 Mr. Narayana Rao is the retire s
V0. 2 Mr. Ramaling? the meeting.  No, 4 Mr. s e tha B
jl[\{:jahr;lundry the day s{;ﬁ(lgd himself at Tirukkéyilar. - H;ﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁf As for Mr. Jaya
trict Munsif who Pgs but was not consultel by the ot der fting the memorial, but this
and 26th June 1.83 ,h admits having taken part in draf t% himself from the other
Ramachandra A:}}va;,p p:renﬂy because he cannot wel!lfxlgl‘}a(;un d meaningless, when
e e apparent. is allegation wi ial even in regard
allegation 13 8% b-committee. His a in the memorial even in reg
¢ su : d the language n in alterations
disowne de certain alte
d that he‘ has R does not know }VhO ma -recistrar
cOummts’ii::tlgdt hxgixllllirial in manuseript, ?}(‘l’“ghﬂ?: tsvl;})) ::é’;:b vy
3 ? 0
: ‘;1 tl:fils rmade them with thg npplO\:/[ﬂt.;l w(')ill tl}fus Y iaicitiiet truith
wants me to believe mdn Aiyar and Sreenivasa Rao. tions and tissue of falsehood has
Messrs. Jaya Ramachﬁf‘ohé of a mass of glossy exaggera 10‘:)1 woistrar and his associate
groaning i thte 'Yleii’ld relief by pOinm}lg = ﬂﬁi:il r-:sb;g)nsible for its wording.
;ast come out 1 ;al authors of the memorial respc ntlemen who, as
;} leélieenivasa Rao as the ﬁbied that these were the 1de-ntlca1b %01895 ot
Itr-should now be rememd Zt its meeting held on 13th Novembe .
ard at

u ng ution é ccond-class hospit_al
Bten o1 s i for replacing the apothecaryl h_y; na i: 2
ook Einc: tlObe said that of these two geutlemen, was the sub-reg
Sk even

assistant. It may

) acked up perhaps by
ter interest and took more aﬁ"es&ir;ivgsa s ﬁays that the
trar who evinced grea eattainments’ inasmuch as li;is handwriting and as the sub-
a gentleman of better s and alterations are not 11;1 at he got the memorial printed
"manuseript interllne“twtn be his own, and states t ; ress at Cuddalore. Further
registrar admits them (i ce, though there 13 aprmhmigb-reoistrar’s acting peon (a
at Vellore, his native Paﬁ ’enquil‘)’ thats it ya8 LS. £ £ \Iansif’s Court here, that
it has been elici.ted n ﬁ eson of an amin of t}le sttrécth;' town, and subsequently
Brahmin), who is alsq t eotice to several re.sldents‘ oL it‘ Thé sub-registrar says
took round1 th‘?hT}z:tllggllﬁ)ﬁal and obtained signatures in 1t.
went round w1

v g y ye id not choose to
i ainst the apothecary, and yet he di
that he had personal grievance ag

members of th
it is 1-emen.1berev
to one of h'1s own :
and interlineallons
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fegmseat 1t at the meeting, ¢
and the member & though complaints wer L
8 asked by him t : were then invited } :
e thought it safte 0 come forward holdly oc Dy he: SO
d special intere tr to represent thero the sy and represent their grievances.
anujre about th P Maie sitting in the hnuu: f‘ ["' g”(.w;”""e”f the Tahsildar. He
il the health of the s se of his friend the District .
make a sid | 1e s0n of a peon of t} oty istrict Munsif, to
with th Side note * since died ” in FoOR Ol e District Munsif, and the audacity
; ,eapparent Ob'ect f {5y Ill.llllls('rll)t to paragr: 1 Y
studiedly 3 Ject of aggravating the char aragraph 16 of the memorial
St uy ';llnt!;?(}uced by manuscript ].“t(_‘”'_ 1arge against Mr. John Pillai. He has
req ently "’ 1in paragraph 3 ’ m_mnmns the words ¢ often ¢
the Assistant Engi P 3 of the memorial B ! ‘o ten ”’ and * not
note which h. igineer (L, F.) with an unwort] Again, he is said to have induced
rial to the si e wished to note in favour of t} 1y motive to transfer the manuscript
thaca areeh.ﬁlgﬂﬂtqre portion of it, where it l!c “Emlhucary from the body of the memo=
needful ” i §8 Bp‘ecxal. functions intended to | ? almost sure to escape notice. Perhaps
in resolution No. 3 e covered by th \as] “
Santad - 3 of the proceedi y the expression ‘ and do the
%h as the arch conspirator was aul-. JU ings of the public meeting. What he
hi e submitted for the approval of authority to draft a memorial, which was not
s;% stratagem in securing. W;wn’ ]?0 ?Of'(iml meeting, and this he has succeeded by
hadject hlmself to cross examination b '"‘l" © his statement. before ime, he Tefsse s
recently insulted him without ) the apothecary, on the pretext that the latter
}Zlq be. pushed out of the hospital }1 iR Spaee for provocation, and ordered him
im if he would answor tho @ )}\,l (.clta,m hnsttul servants, and when I asked
Hence the apothecary had not th po:l“:"ﬂ")' s queries, he refused to do even this.
tend to better strengthen his g i"‘a vantage of eliciting from him facts which may
disclosed by the i ase. lhc.subﬁcquent conduet of the sub-registrar
gator of the agitation in the tep,lsode‘“ will go to show that he was the chief insti-
tage of others. Having Submit‘t)“in’ whether for his own benefit or for the advan-
1896 (received by the Collect ed the printed memorial on or ahout the 8th July
been brooding over the que tor on 9th July 1896), the sub-registrar seems to have
Pillai’s late attendance a?i:i( Stégn of securing documentary evidence of Mr. John
I v oy o o sk Dl B P S
1.896) when I was at head-quarters, tl:(::]g l;) 9tmem?'n'btl d {hmehwag 114th‘ hin
my knowledge and, in his capacit 4 Ade -I:eg'lclis i ‘fmhe al o RO
rer’m.;.rks‘ in the visitors’ bookP HZ ::x;;fliégliﬁa: nt'ixg 5 :ht ok, e ng o
:g:g:ﬁ tgt 7-45 a.M. accordi.ng to railway time, and ?—3—030 ef?;;y azggx?(gl}:g ?2 ?ﬁ:
Soltinter ;n::, while several patients had been waiting for him,and that the in-patient
i) ndthe diet register had not been corrvectly written up. A copy of his
iy and the explanation of the apothecary accompany this report. The sub-
EPEINIRE (T‘ﬂﬁ-gresldent) had never before visited the hospital, and recorded hi
ngaksm the book. Again, on the same day at 11 A, the ’sub-registrar (vi 7
president) seems to have written to the apothecary for a copy of his remarks wi e
mte,vengg to me. Finding this attempt fruitless, Mr. Masilamani Mudali e,
me two days after, asking me for a copy of his remarks and of the apoth g ’Wrote =
nation to enable him to submit a report to me. As I was not i oo ateid B expla-
at that stage, the request was not complied with. There wa : bneed I s
mcx.dent between M{. Masilamani Mudaliyar and the apoth ; 8‘.1 Sequem]y another

_ On the morning of the 28th July 1896, Mr, Masilamani Mudali
33:;12 g’utﬁ Otchlf cortnpoun(} of the Po{ice ho’f;pitzill\é[lil séilaar:;: : (ly\f{ utd}?glgar ‘;fems to have
R tandit };3&1‘ ? 11111 Sllz te of the protest of the sweeper in att:endz).ng(n)t o L
Sy M del’?‘ e fs. An altercation ensued between the twlc’ aflﬁd Lot there
& I ki o lt] fa 1);)11‘ 1eb used to take out the cart as desired, and 'toh Od cers, Mr,
T e ::th orcibly by the hospital servants and left on the sidel fah b
“wyl:;ich is ke pt e:car)i sa{ s he has orders not to allow carts insid Otlt e
self for the I;c(szas;lpu'o‘tlg y clean.  Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar m to e compound,
e healted t 1(1):: n thv1ce-P1feSIdent, and in exercise of that :ﬁ?orp hosed him-
your position,” sat Oap% -f cary by uttering the expression you duo ority he seems
SN oo ,er i PtP site t;) the apothecary in the hospital dispe not understand
course complilt)ad with, Odenab e him fo report him to me. The x}') P S8
iy pth . h’ and as Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar refused t equest was not of
desired by the apothecary, the latter asked his compounder to lga?lulﬁ. the roonfl as

~ 1m out of it,

_ pig], that in sume instances the sam
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¢ when patients had to be attended to. Mr. Masilamani

Mudaliyar went to me forthwith and asked me to enquire into his complaint. i
o accn}x,'dingly) and the records of enquiry, together with an endorsergent tfr(mIl ;1111(:
District Surgeon; dated 30th July 1896, are herewith submitted. In this case, there
can be no doubt that Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar was the aggressor, and he Rt b
exonerated from plame. The apothecary was threatened with a report, and he was
asked 1o supply paper and pen for the purpose. This was certainly an unreasonuble
aisition with which Mr. John Pillai could not be expected to comply at the spur

of the moment. Bub Mr. John Pillai would be considered to have acted more
pmdently, if he had kept down his temper and shown some consideration to the
exasperated 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 upon as his arch enemy.
This seems to be a disturbance cre?ate(.l more with a view to its being taken as a
pretext for avoiding cross examination in the enquiry which, the sub-registrar knows,
T was about to convene, than for the purpose of asserting the authority of the one
dent happened on 28th July 1896, and I examined Mr.

over the other. This inci

Masilamani Mudaliyar on 4th August 1896.
dings prefixed to the memorial will be found the

19. In the meeting procee
names of the three gentlemen named in
of the margin, who have no local interest

because it was hospital tim

A. Ramalinga Aiyar, M.,

M.R.Ry.
Rajahmundry. and who had notbhing to do with the agi-
» R-Csége‘{“:“ Ajyangar, 3o, of o ion aoainst the medical officer. The
YAGRIOIS first-named gentleman is a native of a

- ddalore.

I. Madava Bow of Ou village called Agaram some four miles from
s a lecturer in the Rajahmundry College. He is a
s village during the summer recess. He seems
vious notice of the public meeting, presu-
wished to have among them a gentleman

”»

Tirukkdyilir, and employed 2 :
Master of Arts, and he had come to hi
to have been specially sent for without pre

e the authors of the memorial . .
:ftlﬂi%??:iversity honours. He was put a8 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.A., of Cuddalore. The place
of his residence is not noted in the proceedings, and the omission cannot but be inten-
. 1 He says that he stopped into the meeting hall simply to take home the
Hh tor of police and remained there for half an hour as a speetator witnessing the
nspec 0111' ge ting, that he had known the apothecary only by sight, and that the
Jun of the 8 ¢ the members to come boldly forward to represent

Chairman Mr. Gopala Row asked

their grievances, if any.

Mr. 1. Madava Row 15 the prose

he went to the meeting hall ;3 :E::: e
i mall

e it and that he is very soIT

to do with the meet1ng,
ocal Distriet Munsif’s Court named in the

of the meeting. andors of thel
- ers 0
nd-grade plea margin say that personally they have no

The two seco
Ry. Krishnasawmy Aiyar. complaint against Mr. John Pillai, but
(1) M R.Ry R that they have signed the - memorial

Rasumtba OW. : )
fy if they were well

cuting Tnspector of Police, Cuddalore. He says
to the District Munsif in connection with a case
Lree or four minutes, that he had nothing
y to find his name in the proceedings

(2) » ' '
believing the complaints of others and without caring to verl
founded. viduals named in the margin, and they say

: ther indi
also examined the (WO 0 that personally they have mo grievances

1 have
Avargal, retired against the apothecary, that nevertheless

. W
Q) M'?)i Is‘tZi'ct N“’:Z:i‘f’.“ Ro : i they attended the meeting in persuance
(9) M.R.Ry. Bungosswmy Naidu, Private ¢ "5 notice and signed the mewmorial
g peing heard of the complaints of others.
; ort of the Tahsildar, dated 15th September 1396,

‘4 | 1t will also be evident from the rgp
0

i i : inin at of the 166 Tamil signataries in the memo-
who submitted it after exam g . siguatures appear

twice with seeming difference ;
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that even taking the rumber to be
population of the town ; that in a

and the Ralt Inspector,

as well as several others who were pre
not signed the memorial ; that a number of persons who had 1

correct, it represents but 5 per cent. of the male

number of instances signatures were obtained on
nk sheets and by deceitful means by Govinda Ud

referred to above ; that though the signatories have n
the apothecary, they were induced to sign bee
and of his misrepresentation of facts ; that the two le

ayan and Sadasiva Pillai already
o real ground of complaint against
ause of the influence of Govinda Udayan
ading officers, the District Munsif
sent at the meeting have
10 personal knowledge of

of the contents of the memorial have blindly
of the authors of the memorial was to deceive

that it was countenanced b
ition and vakils, while

vV a good number of
} the number of complainants
; that the District Munsif was the

of the apothecary ; that in his attempts to gain
out of the eleven pleaders of his Court, notabl

8 leading pleader My, Sreenivasa Ro

Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar :
Inspector Mr. Narasimmac
snb-agent in the person of oy
sub-agents aided by sympathizers
in getting up a mass meeting he
memorial signed by a number o
of; that but for the presénce an

ing of the kind could not have

nda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillaj -
, friends and persong under thei

W, as also by his intimate friend the Sub-

that these two agents, aided by the Police
hari, were in their turn able to se

cure two unscrupulous
; that these agents and
r influence succeeded
als and vakils, and a
nothing to complain

unsif, a public meet-
b

regarding the memorial there were frequent conferences among t
at the quarters of the District Munsif, the sub-registmr, the inspector of police, the
salt inspector and the leading pleader Mr. Sveenivaza Row ; that

efforts at the time to throw obstacles in the way of getting at
rant signatories to the memorial were threatened with unpl
should they, having once signed the memorial, omit to say s
apothecary ; and that though the T.and Revenue
the meeting in spite of strenuous efforts to secure at least the
Sub-Magistrate, that even the village officers of kusbah Tirukk
in the hands of the authors of the memorial that
dar in having suppressed certain facts within thejr kn

oral representations to the Tahsildar.

20. It will be seen from the above that the public servants who too

(1) M.R.Ry. 1. Varatharajulu Naidu Garu,
B.A., B.L., District Munsif, Tirukkéyiltr.
(?9) M.R.Ry. V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avar-
al, late Sub—Regstrar and Vice-Presi-
gent of the Taluk Board.

(3) M.R.Ry. Narasimmachariar, Inspector of
Police,

(4) M.R.Ry. Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector
of Salt and Abkéri Revenue.

(5) Pranatharthihara Aiyar, B.C,B., Local
Fund Assistant Engineer. .

As for the District Munsif, he reems to ha
his connection with the whole affair has been

statements of others. In his own intere
a transfer from the district.

st it is desirable that he should at

there were sustained
the truth ; that igno-
casant consequences,
omething against the
department was not represented at
presence of the local
Syilir were so much
they proved traitors to the Tahsil -
owledge and withdrawn thejr

_ . k part in the
public meeting attended by about seventy

persons, or in its creature, the printed
memorial, are those named in the margin.
Though the masg meeting may not be
looked upon as a quasi-political gathering
referred to in the Public: Servants’ Manual,
there can be no doubt that such g
collection for condemning the action of a
public servant on unfounded allegations
18 certainly against the spirit of the rules,
and it is not such as will be countenanced
by Government,

ve acted much bekind the

; scene, and
traced by strong inference

8 from the
least have

d waliciously against the a;oth w :

departmental superiors.

Mr. Gopala Row (No. 4) has already left the 4

rther action is needed in hi

that they deserve suitable p

] : eeary, and that
unishment in t}e hands of their

strict, and T ¢, :
18 case except perhaps a censure, not think that any

e e
s tan R 26
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Aiyar (No. 5), I think he deserves censure for having
tharthihara

i ; this
i f the sub-registrar. 1In
by the representations o : raph of the
llowed himself to be, l?i(:e a;r‘f)?rr lgrind attention i% gtéle concluding paragrap
allowed in . §
connection, 1 would,S report, dated 25th August e e A o Ry
enclosed apothecary I now turn to the state of the r(rTle hIfaP PR e charge
B e 117 ent of the Apothecary Mr. 0 £ visitors recorded in the
kéyildr under the ﬁa;a%gtgnzl. It appears fr;]) n:; g{le (}1 (())1?1315 lgﬂlai has been successfu{ly
“the hospital in Ma time to time, that Mr. Join larity. It will also
ij{);o:l;ital ViSItorsvt_jzo;)i];nf" :;nd ’;hat it is gradu}itlly.i'lslmric:)xlx‘d};ogz 51 ntgted Wl
i institution, . the hospita : t patients
managing the lnsﬁ res obtained from s VL nekegeiof in ROl OUb D
en from the igl rear- to year: 1n: ihe : tions, and that
?l?e:ee has been increase from.g :he number of major and mmqlt' OP:frathe 1’11 TR
admitted for treatment, a8 al‘rs)(;;ond doubt the growing popularity

2 morial that he is
therafore they go to show dity of the remarks in the me

b . ‘ bsur % s 1id ¢
under Mr. John P]llgl'nz](liets}s)iebfe to patients seeking medical aid :
1

highly unpopular an 1 13;3;4. 18941,-;3. 189;;’86'
Particulars. F: 1
.. / 42
1) In.patigntst v 7 5 14 g,ggg IO,ggi) 10;593
(2) O“Q'patleg 21;1;01' operations .o oo ik
Siio oo n and out patients treated durinhg the f;:;oggiengm;l;rio f 0}
i 738 for the cor d1ng
nt official year was 12,542 agamg;lli(:l, ‘J ?:1 - 9%406 and the agitation created
the curre

. in spite ok i}p MM ilities afforded
the: pask RN PO, 1r’1ms];i);tit; g,n unmistakable proof on record of the facl
thereby in the town.

lla it wi hat the
i '] d it will thus be seen t

M illai and of his populanty, an s ]

to patients by Mr. John 1)tlhe lmfl;noﬁal by a few dlscontgntego :(i;l;iesx;tﬁ;)rﬁiings T

Seeping o6 'tmllllsir;n for want of popularity and sympathy

vakils condemning

ildar, who has

rve here that the Tahsildar, ;

poor are wholly unfounded. I may also obse th the residents of outlying villages in
ities 0

frequent opportuni

f coming in confact wi
oY d
his division, has reporte

AAAAA
SARIAINANAIRITOT

As for Prana

..

The total number of 1

from informations he had from several vill:,i%is ::‘l)la:;sl:)i t;sed;";;‘:
g S .
e dufy appreciated by those Who h:iegffgis gutE el T,
of the apothfcalg’d i:fmt he has very often {)oufh(; g]l:ﬁeo'l“rahsil dar’s representations al’;e
for treatment, AL . T nd I have no doubt o grounds whatever to
disehai‘rge gfdhls ﬁlug:::} lusion, I beg to state that there a‘;rlés }g,oint most eloquently
well founded.

ts and fi : lanit
thecary, and that fac he has gained popularity
: 1stify the transfer of the apot t this station where he ga
justify the bility of his continuance a
to the desirability

ifice of remuneration to
fidence of the public in general even at the sacrifice
and the confiden

which he 1s- entitled.

A .1 Deputy. Collector and

m MR R MUDALIYAR Avargal, Solorer e

o S 'lfly. t '].Talsurljilgzar}i):A'lgifukkéyildr, to the Collector and President,
President,

p . .

n you 1896, on a manuscript
With ment, dated 10th July - Jadript
i getsc)theosgr(g:e%gl:sgenera,l to the Government of Madras, T h h
memorial addresse

honour to report as follows. T Pilki Cinil

: - t a number of gllegatiqns ag 1896 and signed by
9. The memorial Segs ix?rlrllan Tirukkdyilir. It is dated Mla}(:al Seteiot” Mtinsite
Apothecary and Unflon }?0,3 five are vakils practising in the lo
oL W

f the Taluk and District
ighteen persons, . Row Avargal, a member ot the laluk St
?}‘lgurt incIl)uding l\ilflfr]; -f{;:?l X::?gal, a member (t)f'th: ’11-‘131;11(11121{1(:{-13172: 1;1;1;23 Govigda
Bozlidd;?lng‘rl::?; cfr' g i SRS rﬁzéé sconduct is specially noted in my
pre

s pandia ific charges against
Udayan, alsg a mgmbf;stf %1:;::;11 Igemorial- There are no specific charges agal
report on the subseq

had ill-treated his
i jcal officer, except that he . b b
ik ain M  fesfis g idence of some leading officials
r. John Pillai in his capacl (b piivate residance :
gmpo g agdthoTllftei::dﬁte;:r:ge himl@)self on his bycicle on the streets during
and vakils and that he

] ] . g 3 ] J
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chairman of the yyi S
union, and i e
: . | eI
bout the il ’that noqhall deal with them seriatim, One not I
. oteworthy fact

18 grievances .. t one of the si :
S : 1€ 81 10 .
_ lmaginary or gnatories to it has ventilated in it f
fore virtaally no one whln :;:lg i?e

ed upon to Substantigte anye?)lf’ ;llnd ;lhel‘e 18 there
1€ ¢ arges ex ?
esolution of the ] ¢ept Hanumanta™ Rao, whos :
> L 108e 3
tluk board. As for the (’!har;{-(:q ]?‘{:‘e;ﬁi;

. th:tlv:;lrll(l?s reference to 3 r
: g of the uni
on under i
e thutd;;nx]t: };rtc:scnt chairman these ar d
8 of them .  Biai
at least ape malicious, [t with;)ff-];lVeir:lz:l:

lsrp;lrove them, and to g,
my report on th
\ e subseque i
,le r(\Et printed memopig) that t} i
T e e '® Teal wire-pullers worked

June 1897,

hind the
scene, and that t}
¢ manuscript i
- memorig] t tudi :
e Tt : ath g :
in tll:i(;ut den{ur to receive as tlru?lfl;lllu;% t,ho minds of thL 'u:t'lzlonf g oo, I
capacity as medieg] ofﬁceyl- € r|\h-0}" ullegﬂtinns en mmv:nm:S And Propere CEER
: is manusorpt "wmori;ﬂ :‘l‘gmnst Mr. John Pillai
‘a8 received by me on

thiis vere o for report ag t
a : 8 to the {
: ¥ €ay when a notioe wqg sent out{.’f’em“nm"'Ss of the signat
OF convening a me t"’ latures, and that was
5 “eling against the apothe-

cary. The i
b meeting wa
. 8 held on t}
- 16 Morns
Jung of the enguing day, whicl Ited i
s Gay, which resulted in

ing Specific ¢y
dwelt at length i £ the leadine . poct, 8ainst :
in G P Oﬂdl” » A" o C £ ”l(! me h y Sy m
to reeapitulfte th MY report on thyt mer A-”th"f'”” and the loea) "' ]" 'M" gl <
i em here, I e norial with my foihii 'k“ _vakils, and as I have
scarcely a1y need of the facts g ;3, 8, lt.:wll]im superfluous
ove, 1t will be seen that

» haVe, hOWeV : ‘:.;\' dl( ri(‘ﬂ (
’ wo ()f th(\ ¢ N ) e

Srecnivasa ] vakil signatories M.R.Ry.
S8 Row Avargal and Krish-
Dasalny AIVLU‘ _\ W B r

¢ Jar Avargal and four others *

. (;) Govinda Udayan
(2) Rangasami Pijly;

(3) Rati :
Ba‘;:mﬁgath‘ Pillai, m‘:;% ‘."?""R the signatories to the printed
. " I'la N . »
; examined ’L’;’ tl;llgh';’(:}‘::i;l; th(,-fh';f. ofklt(léoge
gy 4 . dar of Tiru i
manusecript me " 10 connection with that memorial. %

rred
or m;fll:i; of du'ty, m}d the same
T o, . John Pillai e modification, that the
“morial, stateq that :;mh:sﬁ;’? his explmmt,ion, with
a een years ago he was
undue weight to {0 ess it be with y wa:O Fastored ion “prih It is
, heir unf, 1 & motive tq induce l?ﬁmduce this event, and
can the object(i»: u;tl::ﬁltlea = tqttacl:

h a mention a

that the apotheca
Mr. John pijl.: uster motiye, 1}, :
Ulai was ip charge’a o? I;%l:esisvue]d \;;hen g
e hospital here for full

two years up to ?il

grade pleader anq ae date of the memor;

manuseript ; 4 member of ooal.  MORRy.

et o e s AL 100 ok i o Avia
1 the nam, 10t Seen the pau . ° Naving drafted the:

that he does not X es of
L KNow h. Persong f records of P
very strango that Mr, Sraqmpy o oCT OF Suspension oo™ 1€ €0t the infopmation ; -
W is eventually disposed of, It is

wrote the memorigl
emorial, not aware of the i g
ne of the person who

4. The first ch ;
memorial is that he :fffp o R
Spite of the representationg of tl:ehlg:gw:ocompouné::nhoned in paragraph 4 of the

r

merely transferred the th e

erely nsfer 4 o th Some months that i

compounder according t: n; S Jn this i:;f;::“:ﬁnt’ Taluk ;Oi:’d:‘:gﬂt Of;;x:‘”
5, e aggrie :

Sighatories, This is . e .memor]allst’s 0 aev :
represent the medical oflfliOthor Instance jp wh‘i‘:}; VA, mﬂeoxd Pariy. woa ‘we.
apparently not aware of ‘;‘}’1? as : 1 the m 4 he is not one of the
back as 5th Sept e Whole case ax €N of humanity.

e i Modint the then sarremed by tho Searengh hey whit
superior with assult . Micer through 11 0% Narayanasam ;i ;
District Medical S?ﬁ%ﬁtmmlt, and the cgrgpﬁlie tsing S ohamy, gubmitted &
. th a covering lett "t was forthwit, sent up to the

e j ¢
- the .equpt}pder and his culpable neglec:x;;, r:{:&’;‘! fi‘)hnotiea the gross misconduct

s have sought to

t was so far
charging his official

1€ papers wepe received by

4o aftend in cases o

~ the memori

~ officer in charge mbe o%.§ that he was more

o doep plOt AT G . Tn this
’Ohﬁwbm once ex

,wth:l'lzis Ve}:latfr;gi?gﬁvsw'dwelling houses, an
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e vt dated ok Sentomb '
with a demi-official le ter i-'lte t 'x.eptem er 1895, from the District

my predecessor and the compounder put in a petition to the Pres,ident on the 11th

. r S -
id:gw;éﬂ?f:’:i’“g his complaint. The papers were recorded with a (confidential) note
by my predecessor- It appears that in consideration of the strained relations between
by my P the compounder and the apothecary, the

o 1772 mow of 8 lotter from the President, Taluk  former  was transfered * :
: V‘Jﬁ:g{ :o the District ﬂ?urg‘gon, dat:;l 5:2 kurichi hospital on or befotr(; g;: dfttl I:f
- Segﬁerzl;;ntl??f& :i:e hrt:;feclilac: i 26tn his complaint. It will thus be seen that
: eAnu goust 1995, The transfer had no refer- the memorialists had taken upon them-
e 4 the compounder’s complaint. selves the onus of representing the sup-
: posed grievances of an hospital servant
M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal who drafted the
memorial states + that the compounder
o report on the complained of his having been beaten, but
that he does not know what was done
:vitth the complaint to the District Magis-

rate.

indifference to the sufferings of patients and of omission
ency at the qua(xiter;s o{ sorlmla? of tge leading officials
. ‘ - st Munsif, the Tahsildar and the Loca und Assistant Engineer
aqcluzi;(tilga t:fns];::l;?:cJ ohn Pillai in his capacity as a medical officer; it is enough to
e hegre that they appear in an undeveloped form in the manuscript memorial ; that
obser;e o been subsequently amplified and formulated in the printed memorial dated
they 188‘;) 6. in drafting which the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk board
J u;le N " have taken a prominent part ; and that I have this day separately reported
Lo 0}‘1"1 " detail with the explanation of the apothecary. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row
on them mf e " o in_the last two paragraphs states that he had not heard of the
‘Avar.gal s e laint himself; that it is not possible to give out the names of persons
e ¢ that complaint ; that the Local Fund Assistant Engineer had told
date of the memorial that the apothecary had failed

who made mention o
before the
wo weeks beLo from fever; that he had not heard from the

him one ort fFori
: n he was suliering : §
to attend on him iy he apothecary ; and that he is not inclined to

i it of his complaint against t . s iy
D:stnct Mﬂn:;f;’ff ;;fsﬁgs fP;-om whom he had heard of it. This vakil, in spite of his
e ;th the taluk and district boards, has admittedly taken a part in drafting
o as if that was the most appropriate

connection ; . ify it tents
carin, to verify 1ts contents, .
al mtotgg;’:h the futborities for punishing a public servant under the control

course for him f best kn ¢ tion th
he has flatl refused, for reasons bes own, to mention the
rds, and he y heard of the complaints of the District Munsif.

of the local boa

hom he had ;
names gf It’griol?: f:':;nnz: at any time brought to the notice of the taluk or districet
He admits fathe somplaints against the apothecary embodied in the two memorials..
board any 0 matters which I have commented upon in my report on the printed

These are, however,
memorial. charges against Mr. John Pillai as chairman

ith the several
6. I.Sh“nén?ﬁrdiﬂix panchayat. He joined the hospital here as the medical
of the Tirukkoy: ay 1894, and 1n April 1895 he was appointed chairman of the
greedy of powers than his predecessor Mr.
was a member of the panchayat as also of
how M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal is

who had withdrawn his complaint.

t Deposition accompanies th,
printed memorial.

5. As for the charges of
f grave urg

union. It cannot 1 pleader, who it appears

~ Krishnaiyar, 8 loca P ards, and I fail to see
 the taluk and dmmiitt?:dueeil paragraph 8 in the manuseript memorial, while he had
g his colleagues. In his statement before me

s justiﬂed in havin er in one of
d the love of PowW that he had heard of the apothecary’s greediness

ot grudged thx
&Bgl?y Sreenivasa
Tor pover fram 038 5, powe
his friend who pu the enemies 0

Avargal says
ikl 4 that he is not prepared to give out the name of

his friends, but ¢ : 1
ssion of this information. This shows that there was

f the apothecary and that there was a conspiracy to
connection I may observe that the District Medical

pressed it as his opinion that the local medical officer should bave a.
as in the case of Mr. D'Sylva of Tindivanam.

, taluk board :
geut 11 the h 0 of the memorial, reference 1s made to the chairman’s un.
d the case of one Sadasiva Pillai, a private

m
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vakil, is quoted as an instance. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row

on the subject b ; Avargal on bei iont
Ject says that l‘j 18 not possible for him to name the I?ersons (‘i’lll::‘;’ (3)1111(13;:111::3

of it. As for Sadasiva Pillai hi
illai himself, he i i i

ik i : s e 18 not one of the signatoriest i
i (I:a.isr:’ ia;ngvayi;etM his 3u%poseq grievance seems to have blé’;;arzl;;gstc?ufgg l:nemonal
‘ ' ﬂia hpe M ;Att eor ﬁa vl;;léaxinzlli?edprﬁgsed for criminal prosccutiouynlgti)i)rcxgt;
Sas daiaml' : im openly, but i iderati
hii):odig :ilgli)mszancgs of the case, 1t_ was held that x\lir. J) (ilmui’ilﬁa?onSldﬁmnon gl

; Presid{ntl;ealltl;lg Sadasiva Pillai’s conduct with silent cont i t’wSt i_iSSQl‘t
Boar 8 letter Ref. on Cur. No. 166-D.B. of 1896, duil:ed iTtI;xt %ule llgl‘jg’lct

May 3¢ )

- 8. As regards the alleged u i
graph 10 of tho momorial, e Ehé’t"iii‘iliiﬁ“ﬁ it s
mantg: R\;';xa: h?)[[tf'i. J c;l‘]): Pillai, and that was from a contractor named M
o enquired,into ! 5&1 I asdoge of the signatories to the memorial 'fh % Haqu-
bt presideci - 1;) aceh efore the taluk board at a meeting held i c(omplamt
e v B ;3;'_ y 't fa vice-President M.R. Ry, Masilamani Mu((i)nl.z;)th May
the comments pmade in Th rebolutlop S0 Gl 2u Xay Leme Bu? i viow o
St awtent ot theei resolution on the action of the unioxi chai an i
e mattantﬁm, there has been some further corres rrgau e
M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Aer as not been finally disposed of b th;p(;nl elf:we ik
ek gz;r%all(, seems to have made use of the in}tl'otv'mat'a ; bbo?.rd.
- embodied it in the memori la g agd rogardless of the interest lgn}(]) bourd
i g H;anuma(x)lrtll?a xi;lgwaﬁi.xed his signature to it underneath0 thtate lf)oard
s o g e B g5 imself. The threatened eivil action agaix?et :ll;g

9. A | lon i
8 regards the allegation in para. 11 of the memorial, I find on a ref |
t}l:e records that the six persons 3:;153 i
the margin were appointed as members ::;

e

. d to in para-
Y one complaint against the agtion

“ (a) M.R.Ry. Ramachandrai
December 1895, ot g,

(e) .  Muthialu Chetti March Pillai h i g :

(d) o Ramaml:,y Pill;i 1896. in Apri?dlglgl?) appglntment as chairman

(¢) Sadagopa Naidu, cases Mr. Joh o that except in two

(/) Sovindn Ulkrun. iy r. John Pillai did not object to
e re-appointment of the out-going mem-

; § 3 bers. 1t doe
any thing to do with th oes not appear the
Y g e appointment of M.R.Ry. Ramachandrai)’m!) IZhrzli'l‘galdta l;)?ea}:li(ll'
)

of the Local District Munsiff’s Court. As for (3

Eeﬂﬁedogyeged'l;ahgﬂdar in pl_ace of one Adinara(my)axﬂli&liltfz“jwli};sfﬁm he-was i
Cl%ett y (c)Jin e 1 0 yf the chairman bfacause of his old age. I reeomn;apsotlntment ik
chairrZan hadPnS;)ce (})) : ﬁyunaehala Al_yarz who had resigned his meml?eli' ﬁ g
AR t(l)l Jechlqn to the appointment. Sadagopa Naidu (e s kz}nd the
i Udaya{l (f; chalrman 1n place of one Subbaramanier deee)z;deva 1111, e
recommended by the Lha? nan Limads gy Mmember, and. his re-appoint g
(d) that ho wasy ki l1rman himself. .It was only in the case of Bé)m i At
S ehaifma;?igazﬁutht-?set(})ll;t;io;ng Ipetmber Sama Row (a vakﬂm’?ﬁr:}ﬂg
s i ¢ -appointment of Sg 1 2

:B?als);?i‘fm t(x)xflexh;:;s v:;;t:xffe:i'e11ce and apathy to punion workf Sqfﬁ?ngnga;{ngeeted S
4 Gl under qons1derat101;, and some two days after the v'W ) ‘lghllf} hig
i i Stuggestlng_ the desirability of enquiring him as to hl-(;e- resident
e i kr 1.did ’n gtl:lazzze; tP}eltilstl()Oélbioa;nft on 21tit J ar}lluary 3’896 voluxxtee:'inzorifi?:eto
and i 3 olier as 1t was thought undesi i b
s i by e adiion of § neelocs o gLy ales
: Panchayat reported agaj : 1,048

to progress of work in the person of Govinga Udp ‘ tbd(;%mn;.‘thioi)(ﬁrif?;flteerntsappOSition
¢ : y dama Row,

who has apparently been back
Row has affixed hi}z; i osked Hp b board members Mr, Sreenivasa

" () M.R.Ry. Muthusamy Pillai } the union panchayat after Mr. John

tter in the pro :

I need h proper and e : ;

whish . o o ety e o sxaggtod s el
. R 4 reseu 5

suppose that the chairman has algx gst e individuals responsible, Tt 3 o

g succeeded in havine i 1. o 18 absurd to

own liking in the face of the fact that three out ofu;he?i;ngexv? xg:;:ngmonhmen of his

ers have signed

~——
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; : inst Mr. John Pillai—( a), (¢) and (/) and that one of them
the pnn:ael((leﬁlimtggzl ;;gt?‘lfe part in getting up the ‘memorial as will be seen from the
TZ l)ls}illa;ar’s report on the printed memorial.

f the memorial, T have to state here that there was

ine to paragraph 12 o :
10. Referring to paragrap diture for making sanitary arrangements at the

ision for any expen ?
no ,}?ndg:’:ﬁ‘l;;{) YILSIFebruary 51896; but a small amount of Rs. 10 was sanctioned as a
slpoie t of the chairman. The money was not, however, spent, as

228 t the reques
e i1a:ed later %n that special coolies were not procurable for the purpose, but

:;avtv:lsx: i%iZSSary sanitary arrangements were made with the ordinary union staff. The
chairman being also the medical officer has done the needful, _and therq were no com-
laints when 1 inspected the locality in the course of the festival. It is very strange
tphat Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who is also a trustee of the temple and who cannot be
relieved. of his responsiblity for the contents of the memorial, has thought it fit to note
ts against the chairman, while he had admittedly not

is i ne of the complain ! 0 !
;:;:r;t:? tist,%e correspondence on the subject nor complained to me on the occasion

when I was on the spot-
11. The complaint in paragraph 13 of the memprial, regarding the .ch?,irman’s
refusal to carry out the diversion of the water course.in the Pennar for drinking pur-
oses is purely imaginary. A small amount of Rs. 25 was sanctioned for the purpose,
gnd the chairman expressed his inability to carry out the work with such a small
amount, and suggested the need for professional help. ‘lhe work was then entrusted
to the 'f‘ahsildar, who, with aid of village labour and gollectlon of materials for putting
up an embankment, did the needful within the sanctu_)ned allotment. Tpe quk was
‘also supervised by me personally, and this was certainly not a matter in which the
Mr. Sreenivasa Row pleads ignorance of the agency

i 1d be taken to task.
:ﬁ:&gﬁn‘;ﬁ;h the Tahsildar executed the work and of the details of the actual expen-
diture, while it isa well-known fact in the town that the Tahsildar collected a number

i the purpose from different villages as also materials; and the records
gliooalied for Gla_THEE (Mr. Sreenivasa Raw) as a member of the ta’luk board.

were accessible to have e :

12. The union sweepers and scavengers have not complained against the chair-
man in the way they are represented to have done In paragraph 14 of the memorial.
There was a petition purporting to have been written by the union servants, and
containing similar allegations and it was referred to the Stationary Sub-Magistrate for
ort. I found from the report of that officer that the complaint was

iry and re e 1
g ot y t up for the oceasion, and that the petition itself was pseudony-

frivolous, that it was go on, e :
mous. 'i‘ his reminds me of a curious incident mentioned to me 1n the course of
flicial signatories to the printed memorial. In that case

ion by one of the o r

(I}OI;::: sggven toy understand that the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk
board attempted in a scheming manner to secure evidence fo prove a charge of the
same kind against the chairman, Mr. John Pillai, but that the proposal was subse-
the information was not communicated to me offici-

: . As, however - f
gﬁent}yaﬁv;;cilgded from enterir’lg into the details of the case. Itisa point worthy
o4 that Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who has drafted the memorial, has recorded

of consideration Mr. 5
such frivolous complaints 10
vants against the chairman,

the memorial which will serve to stir up the union ser-
and this is certainly not what is expected of a n}zleml;ir
istri i ion to the pal-

he taluk and district boards. T may also draw your kind attention p
;ilt);]; in:ug:gus statements in paragraphs 14 and 15 of the memorial. When the
memorialists or rather the authors of the memorial w:anted to represent the I1magi-
nary shortcomings of the chairman, they complained in paragraph 14 of his having

i ndition of the town by executing private work from the union
::f::ﬁi thz;aaﬁt:argh(g m up for neglect of his duty asa

they wished to hand hin ) :

medical officer by frequent absence from the hospital during the hospital hours, they
Hava very relustantly given hi ficate for his good work (vide_paragraph 15)
as chairman of the union by way of inspection 'o:f houses for a genera} revision of
house-lax, and of encroachments and close supervision of the work of union servants,
The use of a bycicle on occasions in a town like Txml;kdylh’xr._ which comprises three
detached portions in distant parts is cortuin to result in advantage to the pubhc' inas-
: from one corner to another. The memorialists

much as it facilitates speedy trips iron rner !
could not, however, bealx)' to 5sree the chairman using 1t at times, and they have taken
; ~
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the allegations recently made by a few local
On the contrary, they conclusively :

These figures . e is un ular.

residents tha fact that thoi:h d?gg exceliloé)nt work and that the popularity of the
gt P reasing under his management.

¢ of midwifery cases ¢rom 1st January to 31st August 1895

g for the corresponding period in 9

of these case orrespon!
nt in this direction.

for improveme

o I

him to task as if his obj

; s object is to parad :

my notice, I may say t o parade on publio streets. = K

discharge of hi 'dntigs ua(t)hl;l.r. John Pillai deserves credit f‘)rr}(:‘i: what has come to

 zeal and warm interest in i irman, and that if he has erred at all earnest and zealous
improving the condition of the u.’ninna , it was by excessive

- 13. The memori
CHE L : 1 close 1
set out therein, b 16 § with a prayer, not f - .
ein, but for tho tra , not for an investigati
mﬁdj&% :‘;ﬂ“];e ll:s a medicaln:i%:e(:‘f t;\lill(‘i g}(::in Pillai, on the lagl?;;;l[:,igxf) tt,:::tnl}::rg: : was 2% There i idently room
' who % rman . i 81, There 18 evl
as signed both the memorials stute: ftl:‘}:eh““l“’“- Mr, 8. Krishna- = w“I find that modicines are given to the public gratis. This seems quite unneces-
at he has personally no com- ey :11 sases where patients can afford to pay for medicines. The attention of the
rd president should be drawn to this fact.
the hospital, and they ghould be pro-

aired for the use of

taluk boa
early date-

Three screens are req

. P

b ] L

nothing personall
mally of the complai g
ttg::ll?:ﬁ}:lgﬁa‘}l’m he had undgrstz::l }Irloxexlxt:(fr of the memorials, but that he si ed
g illai was unpopular. This is‘:ﬁx :;fl ytk:dr"esil)ccmblc vakils and ot%:lers vided by the
iculous on the face of it. (Signed) A. E. CASTLE%')FUAd?T ST_UA'RT,
ok Septembef' 1896. : resident, District Board..

14. In conclusion, I
" b
y 1 beg to state that the charges complained of !
: sd of are pure y

imaginary, and thut the :
memorial appears to h
« a v »
ve been got up by a few interested
th Arcot, through the President,

District Board, Sou

persons as a prelude to t
th the later pri Ry
me !&ﬁm but which will bﬁﬁsg (rln emorial which serves to expos I
it official and vakil influ estined to share the sam 'P se on the stage :
report on that memorial. ence brought to bear, as wille batc, in spite of Snbmitte'd to the P.rgmdent,
15. The connected papers as o seen from my Taluk Board, rirukk6yildr-
‘ per separate list are enclosed Ty RUKKOYTLUEs (Signed) D. JOHN PII‘;LA}‘,
e : 3 ! thecary.
7th September 1896. < e
gubmitted t0 the President, District Board, South Arecot.
a com tive statement obtained from the apothecary
of the institution under his

ENCLOSURE.
compard :
o, 15 $po rszgth July 1896 that the popularity
noted below for reference :—

Extracr of Rema
a5l b rks from the Visi
B3 n L < AT . itors’ B
e ted k6,yﬂﬁr’ by the President, f)oittgittl};e Local Fund Hospital, Tirok-
ward m%ectwo tl}:lealgogpim this morning. Found paad; South i rees Mr. John Piliat O I The figures are
i in-patients i ’ six in-pati d } i the 1n: .
3‘;:3_‘11‘@9!0 ward. The wa.r(slsm the contageous disl:as? hﬁnt’s (male) in the male management 1% % 189304, 1894-95. 180506,
-house were all Sy compound > shed, one female patient
6 608 blown i 1 ghod order. | Sirailes remacrs LS Iatrined then el o oL otes 10 342
. Similar remarks apply t th, int Out-patients N Bt Rt $enuit A . 1
PPty S Gaet be Do doubt that the public in general who resort to him for treatment
and have full confidence in him. His sphere of du’
and it will be seen

amgem‘eiltl Oi thﬁh ] ‘tal d valua £ T tions agam“
o It ospital. Th@ me .Ou. nes and arran, S d to alle
1 instruments were neaﬂy ©
: e }.191'9 Fam; ble services
! b t the tOWn (0) ir\lkk y. )

good work und i:!:’i‘g}m" The following fi
" The numbe 6{“'1 spothecary Mr. Ty Dhy oy that this instifation is doing
e T lu-})atgmt‘ treated i al who Jolned on 1 gppreclate
| ls%ﬁgd ~m::1‘895.%’ the nnmb: in 1894-95 was 159 2 Pth My 157% 108 e medical offcer 8 o0 conﬁ:l to be shortly submitted t
1395_-_%‘.:::: ll%gig whilst the nnm‘g: tf; The number otD;:lz ng tl}he °°m°gam.l'- from MY report :fn :o:n;n :imor;tented residents of the towi, who appear to bave
The followin ﬁ ted during the Wnos};):n‘s;nug tpr?ﬁod : %he '*’g;: together ander questlonable influence and interested motives are unfounded &
ospital’ durin P Jagures show the ; g licious. = ’ .
m correspgn?lz h::ﬁvg months of tloé.;le nc\;mber of all patients treated in his ‘Pd n;os;li: :v:;::‘i)ng for the Tahsildar’s report as 0 the result of his enquiry which
S g month of 1895 :— mpared with the total number treated I expe.(‘-t to bave in & dﬁ e%; :;vo, and shall shortly submit my final report on the
g R CR | {1 against the 8P :
- R Bt e e 11;:5‘,5 ;,;5. - mem‘;"al:f; il be taken on the last £w0 paragraphs of the enclosed notes.
o BRI ks o i 703 ; Saned) B SUNDARASA MUDALIAR
August Sl B BN e b A Bzzlsgzl; ;:‘{3}; Tm"“émﬂi’s% (Signed) President, Taluk Board.
L e 151k Sptember 189 -
. 2312 2467 st : jent, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896,
** Dis. No, 16:T0% it i

Total ., 12,642 10,738

. T ~ ENCLOSURES.
¢ = .+ habi ¢ Tirukkoyilir South Arcot district, to the Chief
"_me. from oerst::l:e ﬁﬁwggi:mmens dated gth January 1697. ’

. itioners and certain others sentup a

The following fi
gures show the numbe
r of operati yErL
p (mior and minor) performed.
t the pet
d another in July 1896 to the Surgeon-

~ by the apotheca i
‘ f ry during the first two quarters of
st quarter, 1895 .. . of 1895 and 1896, respectively :

£ 2nd »” ” x. e .
: e P g L) i 94 s 65
. . e o s lPe : . i
st | : o . Mosr RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH,—
7 2udqmrter, 1808 Laniins i bl : i .Tohl TEe i 2y memox‘iﬁ}tothdsurgoon-ﬁeﬂemlm May 1896 and anot-
" » S i 1 g e 4 i ienorslithe President, District Board, an the District Surgeon embodying their
| : o5 SRR Sas. e pr- complaints 8gai ﬂié‘thenLooal Fund Apothecary of the station Mr. D. John Pillai
G Bl RN esting his transfer from that place- i

B i S

l ¥ , i ‘,,,5

S S S
I — e e
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2. That the said g
e room for the
back to the station

3. That the

y, 26t June 1897,

ANAAAA - -v\,-»,\»,\,‘»,,\,\-\,\—\AMMMM,\_

ently been ge
1s giving out that he

othecary who had rec
Permanent incumbent

permanently,

Petitioners beliey
€ reports of the Actin
pectfully submit, we
by the Acting

nt out of the station to
expects soon to be posteqd

e that expectation
g Deputy Colle
re prepared up
Collector and t}

aforesaid of the
ctor and the Collecto
Ol an incom

1e Tahsildar,

e petitioners requ
also) to permit the
though the apo
€8 to the memorialg

in the matter,
ommitted him
favourable to the g
be permitted to cond
plied with.

apothecary ig
r, which, the

plete and one-sided
enquiry held

ested the Dep
m to be present at

ry had been
and others,

and as he had,
self to certain
pothecary, the
uct any portion

5. That as the Tahsil
sequent to the fip
statements in t
Petitioners req
of the enquiry

6. That the

Arepresented to the Surgeon-

i

he hospit

al visitors’
uested that

the'Tahsilg
ut this request was

petitioners in th

. O

CPRaE i

also not com

9. The petitioners h

PemiTION from certain inhabit

ants of Tirukks
the Governmen

yilir Town,
t of Madras

to the Sur

geon-General with
dJuly 1896,

been unmindfy]

3. That he has been for
hospital, often disco
selves of his medi
unfortunate patients

a long time past irre
18 behaviour

d not unfr
0 him for medical aid

consequently held in thig
1 persons came
were noted down by

gular in his attenq
People anxioug ¢,
callous to the syffey

urtesus in h
1 skill, an
resorting t

. 4. That a public meetin
the 24th instant at
against the apothecar
in this memorial,

ance at the -
avail thep.
ngs of the

: town on the morning of
which severa

with specifie complaint
the Chairman for beip BT

8 embodied

when Messrs, §
Arfinachells
sawmy Udayan, local
, they found ‘the apoth

d consequently to pety

treenivasacbari
Naicker, Ma
residents of
very irreg
ome without

N, arayana-

and some of the
ch they had a right to e

ular in his

e AT
et
e e~
vvvvvvvvv
vvvv e et

: to his house to
him to call over ho was
, and requested apothecary, who
ith a decent con\{ey;ilacat‘ngerous condition, a;dtgh:e % I;he patient thou%g
apoth.e"aﬁf which waslghe}?;?n vakil, refused t(;e%‘)ﬂ‘l): applicant fo bring 1}Tﬁicthhlen
seo his O ing with a Bra ffered him, but direc tate in which the chi
then Oonvf}l!)‘ed fee had been 0 id not have done in the s licant’s house three
: b to the app . ithin two
the Pf‘”’i i nsary which he cou actually came over he child expired within
to 1;}{eand when the agog}i'i?g to be of no avail anl(]leﬁa:v had been administered.
N ar. his service 3
hours later,

he m e pre ribed by ¢ ok istrict Surgeon on
¢ medicine prescrl eant to present to the Distri
minutes after t h the said David Asary m
ition whic e
The petition

: ubmitted herewith. : arajiah, Head-
the subject is at his request s declined to attend on the uv:;fes tzfgeDoefvlab gur aboutha.
7. That the apof’he?aghool S I ?Ii{zc 15 and he had not even the
mastex: of the 1093110ut ;sprevio’uS’Payment of a fee o . :

i ago, Wi p isit. 2 ader, wen
{(Oil]fgll]ge};: tg P,aY . chendra Iyer, B.A. and.B.L., Eﬁrﬁ-lﬁr:dghg}lewhi éh had
That when Mr. J: ay:ammlc twenty days ago taking wi was not to be found

ths.dispensary o P.M.trialgoal.l tamarind seed, the apothecary
to the f its nos

nto one : he apothe-
hru he had to patiently wait until 5-30 p.m. when t
at i tP 30 o Wil b t h tble tlital c:)tmpoimder. :
t the dispensar trom his house by the hosp . S o i
cary was fetched 9nd of Vyasi of Manmatha t(lz.tth Bayi 11 s otw i
5 Revenue Inspector, was in labour, the ap hecary
9. That on the 2n S

: mest request was
s : although an earnes
refused to lend lthet }f:: V;ﬁz had other engagements ; g
: the p ea
night, on

t
thecary could no
ich was repeated at 11 A.M. :;itﬂ;:asaggpelessl); ey
ade to him at 7 A.M. WE:I)’ resented to him that the pa
- h it was

e moved thoug

1d, had a boil on
Iyer, eleven days old, el to
id Mr. Arunachella ; but he flatly dec
10. That a child of tn}ﬁi Sf::;l the apotheea&‘y fOnS?1 fgziy; ¥ tb‘;emuneratiOn ; tho?f:]oi
: : ich was ope il he was assured of s before the promi
1’:; :I)la:flfm“gznfhe next %;Yauclﬁii:; was made t(;hhllilozlslg slf]a{%e :aid gentleman that
5 uest wi assed by the h
respectable req y p

ild was doing.
he apothecar d see how the chil

t was made, t t to call over an
Paymen h had not the hea‘r

day, but he

. Pranatharthyhara
hen sent for, refused to cﬁu v;)aﬁs ili‘fering one day from
11. The apothecilrg;n V(‘i Assistant Engineer, when he
- £., Loca.
Iyer, B.A., B.C.Ey

high fever.

i Da
6. That according to one

ht for by Mr.
thecary was soug h

hat when the attendance Bf t:lxlc(ic gfgnsff, then he had an abscess, he
12. That w ,s

d that he
Bl : to attend to, an : :
B Varadumyuls. NAFSEE R et B Lot 25 T e Wl
. « that e : . Ot do an a
wrote to him on. which he did n ) S

ould call later on, thecary’s attendance
:Znt for the neX;dai.he said gentleman reqzlgiffgtt.?el, ;I_)Oone day, tif sent ?;‘Z’Sez?:;

; t when U bscess a Li93 e, he was 1 :
13. :fgnecﬁon with ar{ftg:;raand that when, in co(xilstiq;)e;;l; with this Foqnast
house 11; o much tired to ca ounder at least, he refuse ounder had therefore to be
& lwag t?w services of hl_St co::,pa late hour ; and thf; é}o?}fe needful.
W 0
:(l)soegn thé g;oundhzhﬁ; (; the kindness to Zttflnd;l?ter of the said gentleman wg: :ﬁlzgz
¢ sent for W 5 hen the dau men were se

dueet];.lz That on anotfer Ozcéfimilnwthe night, a 1a.gtetrrtl$l i;gt(l)lecary refused to call
X 2 i bout or R h. attendance; u

geriously ill at a equest for his

house of
o d yards of the
i : thin a hundre o5 skt
apothecary with a req h his residence was Wfl 4o administer the medicine then
oger b aflthotlll git was considered unsaie

T if an
the District Munsi

ext day at 7 AM.
b seen by him ; and he appeared the n
N i neaded: Mr. Gopal Row,
:vsh?;e}ﬁz services weretllzot ‘:;cdid L e st fer by
e
15. That the apothe

IIIS )

] the needful. 9
kindness to do
der who had the
the compoun
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0 effect and when }

. i ‘D he changed the treatment a cank

spital treatment and a5 it emit Jf 1 f,or Which he has again been pl ed under
8§ foul smell, the apothecary ot et

but kee i

sﬁ]’.’l Ps him at a distanc ' 7 d
. e e and dire : J does not ¢ ac

l;l;de; l::ch indifferent treatment, Ireets a ward cool y to dress it uud‘Ptl.;ie) lg](l,ythil;
o -s i mti;l;hfexg ;h:}h'il;al;sﬂdar Mr. Sundara Iyer ha
apotlgemry at about 5 p.y “(’)i‘: }111, & conveyance druwn by a §

" 41 urgent request to g0 o)vor t}::”tlly “‘ll‘-“ h.eml o tkﬁ

i 1e place where the

was, but he did not
ch :
one of grave urgency, % o 00mply with the request thou gh the ca as
- 4 1€ case w

18. That the De
: puty Collector ?
:l;(:tlfg of the ']_.‘aluk Boa)xr‘d t(})lei;. (zfocr > 5
plained to him with tears in his :3

d a fall from his carriage at a

N [ t a
Lrun(]('m ‘l \ i s ﬂ
8 xudalis B L pre
1 l lh it once (‘Xl) ,.'f\'(.‘d

l‘tuin 3 2 ]
that the apothecary had pof yes anﬁ{lr'mm S village in this taluk had
bour and in a dangerous stage. 5. \", 115 Village to 5 . s Toved. hin S
. » VS . SO . -
hll‘? at once, though he haq btgamzfless the whole of t.hce fulas ‘l‘ isdui i thet
Promised the rest in the vill offered a portion of ¢ demanded was paid to
a @ fees then and there and

19. That alth, W
8 i hough a man ¢ i
Picota and received severe T e village of Adichanellore who had fallen from

a e . injuries wa; 5
4 an out-patient and he died v:’liihli)nro&',(l;td at.o t.lfm hospital, he was merely
8 alter his admission as such.

Station a few years ugo and he

u: u-t(“! an in-patient, who, in
e ‘adjommg the hospital.
COlDfldence of the public in his
the I’f‘Puty Collector and the
aid from distant stations at 8

i ’natu're of the apothecary, as
ut {gn?lfgcd him so very uilpopula?,thﬂt
tion of the'pmn.ful necessity of convening
‘ with , o gnevances‘in spite of the risk
_ In.deonelusion the memorigl; c': approaching the Apothecary
iressed at an eqr] orialists hump) '
and the apueiny 1Y date by the Y Pray that their pri
44 the appoint remo elr
which 9mPP tment of a hymap val of the present apothecggyn ?::;cgﬂism:gﬁ:;

t of kindnesg gy :
i generosity the memorialiste shall ag in duty bound ever
uty bound ev

to ' E7 F.R.C.P.1. Sur ¥ ith
: { » Surgeon-General witl
With reference to my :z; dl 897, No. (g, = "Cretary to Government, dated

submitting papers in the cgze of Gatlal letter No, 0.-.84

)

to state, for tho informys Vil Apothecy
to state, | _ poth e
Tmation of (3 ry D, John ai, I have the honour

suspended by me f g ety i |
) o for three monthg gop it apothecary has since been

removed from his seryice book certain

~ suspension on two occasiong, Y Temoving” or causing to be

8 containins
B

i M '
= Thelsmgeon. Bl L i emorandum No, 378,

ipg:t:he apothecary. Quested to submit copy of his proceedings suspend 5
3 suspend-

" ""FiQtﬁFobmar 189 ’ igned)
el Ay 1897, ~ (Signed)  J. ¥, PRICE,

Chicf Secretary.

e and | ;
arge-hearted medical officer in his stead. For

e Conduct,,suchei

S bt .
“and will :::;:l ll;ec‘;;ﬁn employed in an indepen

to be more trustworthy- R

dated 26th November 1896,

entries regarding his previous . sl

| directs that . illai " be suRpEBET S i spensi

& ?m»”mmm;JoftP&e end of the period of suspensioR
inibbr&inate'aitnaﬁon, where

e s, Ponit, 26w Jowe 180T -

No.

Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.C.P.L, Surgeon-General with
From ths::ig::: nll;[ntjmt of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated

Madras, 16th February 1897, No. 66.
r memorandum, No. 378, Public, dated 12th February

53 i to vou
With Q{emnce 4 1897, I have the honour to forward here-
; v roish’s Proceedings, No. with a copy of my Proceedings, No. 429
- n-General Cornish's ° 79 3 dated 29th January 1897, s’uspending’

e d 15th August 1582.
4266, date & No. (ivil Apothecary D. John Pillai.

on-General Furnell’s Proceedings,
3951, dated 26th June 1885. 55T (1ab abbar tob T Whotatics

S 4 dings, A 1
Surgeon-General  Bidie's Procee ¢G ¢ f the P d *
9 ) 1886. of Government, copies of the F'roceedings
B,0—228, datod 6th June & ol my predecessors regarding this apo-
thecary in 1882, 1885 and 1886.

UG

ENCLOSURES.
eral with the Government of Madras, No. 4266, dated

15th August 1882.

~ 501 from the Acting Zillah Surgeon, Cuddalore, with enclosures
Reaa’-—-lettgl' 1;7 ((i)ing the conduct of Civil Apothecary John Pillai incharge of the Local
rega irukkdyildr, in neglecting to relieve a mendicant, who

rand dispensary s
:‘p‘;iied foI:' medic’al aid on the 12th July last.

ProcgEpines of the Surgeon-Gen

—————

August 1882.
ders that, unless all the witnesses in the case have

harge of neglect against Civil Apothecary Jobn Pillai is
ed _thomselves, b cthe %vitnesses that a poor wayfarer in pain and suffering

erjnr /. by
orne out. -It 18 shown by iting £ ti ith i
! . 5 and after waiting Ior some tlme, without securing any
applied at the dispensaiy: fell into a well receiving injuries from which

heﬁ), left the place and subsequently

he died. iy ;

ivi theeary John Pillai denies any knowledge of the man’s presence
2. The (;;:11 iﬁp:hee(;ftzrnoon, but if the compounder’s evidence is trustworthy,
at the dispen ¢ (')Yrm od of the presence of 2 patient seeking relief, and the evidence of
the apothecary speaking to the patient,

he was duly in
: that he saw
the man Babu Biughy s 1 apothecary to the compounder requesting him to

took a message from th

and :I:ztﬂlig hospital, which the compounder did. : i
com Zor these circumstances the Surgeon-General has no doubt that the Civil
3. Un erh pillai did see and converse with the man, but that he was too proud
Apothecary John I1l ter a dose of medicine, or to take measures for the relief of the
st the compounder, and that owing to the delay in administra-
an wandered away and met with his death. The Surgeon-
1880 informed medical subordinates

tion of medica-} yetiol 16 71 91st December
General in 2 cireular N&e?rs f,’fm ;roper duties to hospital servants would not be
uld follow breach of rules.

that the delegation of :

A anishment wo ’

permitted and s som:sp is described in the depositions of witnesses, is simply dis-

John Pillai has shown himself to be unfit for his position,
dent charge until he has shown himself

Order—No. 4266, dated 15th
The Surgeon-General consl

glect of duty ‘the Surgeon-General
pay and allowances for a period of
he will be posted to some
he will be under the supervision of a superior officer.

‘ S 3 <o zood as to make arrangements in communication
with 2&0%:e%l'lg$ sfgrrgt‘l):?i;t}: b tegrelief of John Pillai, and to report if any of
e istriot suBontinates are fit for the permanint chargd at Tirakkbiylidr. '

5. For this act of gross W= . o stom rank,

*
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7. .The Civil Surgeon will also communicate with the President, Local Fund
o m regard to the conduct of the hospital servants at Tirukkdyilir. So far as
o tg[;os.ltlons 80, the Surgeon-General thinks they are all unfitted for their positions

t 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.

r——

-

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. 28

and enclosures.

e ———

Or&r—Nq. 3251, dated 26th June 1885.

The correspondence shows that if the charges of neglect i
from patients are not conclusively proved aglx;?nst Civi% A(;)o(t)lfmg;?;r alt)lfi; cfl:?xrtfl’lill%‘a??;
charge of the Local Fund dispensary at Tiruvanndmalai, he is eminent]
tact and conciliation, and is not fulfilling the purpose for which he has been placed in
medical charge of Tiruvanndmalai. His antecedent history at Tirukkéyilar 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 occasion for dissatisfaction in the district
and for a request for his removal. :
While holding with the District Surgeon that the charges of neclect of di
have not been established, it is very evident from the correspogdence thft, as nflegi]ctg;
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-

?:::r:ht?n%:.’ where he may be induced to qualify for an independent charge at some

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. ELCUM, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madygs,

—

Proceepines of the Surgeon-General with the Government o
dated 6th July 1886.

Read—the following papers :—

From the Superintendent, Lying-in-Hos
20th June 1886, respectively.

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

f Madras, No. 0-228,

pital, Nos. 166 and 170, dateq 18th and

y wanting in_

AT
o

ey
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Order—No. 0-228, dated 6th July 1886. 3

5 1 regrets to receive such frequent complaints against Civil
The Surggznng;,“fmIn 1852 when attached to the Civil dispensary, Tirukkéyilir,
Apothecary Jf ccted his duty towards a sick mendicant who applied for relief, as to
he so far n‘»’ga bly led to his death, and was suspended on that occasion from rank, pay
have presuml ths and removed from independent charge.

allowances for two mon ' |
and t])n restoration to an independent post, charges were brought against him of

: ;ﬂ eglect of duty and extorting fees from patients applying for aid at the Civil dispen-

8 Tiruvanndmalai, and of want of tact and conciliation, and he was again removed
fxa'l:g; an independent to a subordinate cha?ge.
" The present correspondence shows still further neglect of duty on the part of the
Civil Apothecary even 1n a subordinate position. An infant in the Lying-in hospital
found on the 17th June covered with acute scabies. No notice had been taken
Z‘;asthe 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
L ]'t 1, nor did the Civil Aputhecary know the nature of the ailment. The fact of
ilfsp;gn,)igsion and neglect were discovered by the Medical officer on the following
da;—-—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-
ional ignorance, he ¢ became most insubordinate in manner and bearing,” manifest-
;11(; mugh contur’naey when verbally ordered by the Medical officer to consider himself

under suspension from duty. g e o

According to his_own showing John Pillai signally failed in his duty, for
although the Senior Apothecary, in the absence of_tht.e Medical officer, went ro.m!d the
wards after the admission of the infant? John Pillai did not report the admission t_o
him, but ¢ thought best to show the infant the next day to wne Doctor on his
mor;ﬁng 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 from
duty and pay for one month, with effect from date of suspension by Surgeon-Major

Branfoot.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. BIDIE, u.B., c.I.E,, 2
Surgeon-General with the Govt. of Madras.

P

‘es of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 429, dated
it O 26th January 1897, : g

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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Order—
er—No. 429, dated 29th January 1897

It is obs
been o erved from the abov
pened for Civi above corresponde
t ivil A pondence that a new 34 -
hat the old one was in ago\tx}:s)cary D. John Pillai, doing dx?tm(\; Zellj‘im pook
erviceable condition, it was senz byut};; f)lte;; ('mt t\lie b
istrict Medical

and Sanita
ry officer, South
) Arcot, to the Superintendent, Government Maternit
; laternity

Hospital, Mad
; Madras, for verificati
Sttiched 1o lis b (;spital. erification of the period during which the Apoth
» ity pothecary was
St ih Vel'lfym th 1es i '
Superintendent found ghat :h:ntmes in the book with the records i i

new book contained no entries resg;ndme hc})spltal, e

> rding the suspen-

sions of the A

8lons of the Apotheca

o hich ¢ ecary, and on examining 1

s whi B iool o entrieg“::;-l;n,iim'o ol;‘l service book he discovered that th
pag ssing from it. g

3. The matt i
g er having be
pon for explanation. g been reported to this office, the Apothecar
y was called

and that he o : He states th %
n . at -
Hhe BA tike ly copied in the new se l!e is unable to account for th i
; : rvice book such entries as wer(ea ;msgslnfg ey T
Bl 0 be found in

4. The A
g pothecary’s ex i
suspellzsei Owas suspended morglilllxanon
ns were made i o

is most unsatisfact y wp y
. . uns ory. Hekne rf w
e nce in his service and th he en eﬁ i ue]hl
—— : a ; :
n h vie book—so that if he had no t('(tnﬁe:*titones (')Ifhs fl
) y Wil the

he ought to hav
, b o have
of preparing his new book,

ttempt
o poIi)nt tt(:) tg}?: f;l:ft} txlllev;vt}bookwwithout the
gy 't that the g

his instance or with lnig)iggjlii:l?e o

iS b ve ' .
e
1e Apothecary can be

7. Sueh di
- ishonest,
ik o e 8t conduect on th
e
€ present case, in the a%asztn(c)(fa :fn d?

considers that th
ingly di e ends of justi
ingly directs that Civil A Ij,zlfltlleccz can be met by a light,
ohn Pill er punishment, H
: e accord-

from his dut
¥, pay and all 2 i
owanees {rom date of rez;i&eb;u;pended S Kiree ziepipa
1m of this order

(True Extract.)

(Signed) D
Secy:, SSE'H;SON’ M.B., Surgn.-Captai
gn.~Genl. with the Gops ag}t%’d
P adaras.

flici
rectac;lvi?iaens for his summary dis-
nee, the Surgeon-General

—

" From Sur, | :
geon-Major-
ﬁled Governn?igl; cf»?ni[r:gg' Sg i
adras, 3rd March 1807, No. O, o0 ! ity o
7, No. o tho Chief Beoretary to G L with
Sl 3 overnment, d
, dated

PE: F.R.C.P,

~ With reference t
honour to forward %.0, your memorandum, No
b e ol Pilas Ioten of opoiarre 897, T have th
: exp. anation, dat:ed ve the
the 26th

2. T also enclose
. 180 as :
with the District Med,icalrqu:l%ted" his appeal against hi {
nd Sanitary officer’s report I:hsuspenswn in 1882 toget]
; er ether

ﬁhe app eon. His state

5 ; 968] resulted in his being restored men

: o hi - ha
st to his office is wron £ ‘ t that

appeal was that his s i 8. Th Fit
uspension w 3
as reduced from two months t o only effect of the

order about his re
g ol moval from independ harg
rgeon-G ornighe’ s w ce
Medical and Sanitary off :es remarks in pencil on thz l?tOOd Pyt ares irtll a6 g e
ry r, South Arcot. I would %ck 3’ the report, of the E . ?0
kb dei istrict

oceedings of my predeces
etter, No. 66 dat}ejdpth sors in 1885 and 1 i i
4 e 888 coni _Your att
in 1882 was not cancelled? th February 1897, and v’vgggllle:v?lfl :hh hes l‘:"ere ;x;ttw:v}i:g :’l:xye
ow that his punishmen
ment

0 one month, but the

From Apothecary D- 70

. From Su

In continuation of my letters quoted

”

a copy of which ha

the

rgeon-Maj or-

" No. 793, PuBLIC,

25t June 1897, 39

HN PILLAI, dated 11th March 1897.

e

0.—9, dated 29th January 1897.
, 66, dated 16th February s
0.—20, dated 3rd March 5

s already been forwarded to Government, with my letter No. 66

% ’

dated 16th February 1897.

9. According t
by one of medical
. Apothecary insis

consider it best to
3. On the 1st December 1896

ent, Government
I have th_e honour to fo

in & new service

one). 1

1886 when pos
to a former suspen

trouble has been n
by the Distriet Medica

requestod

made of suspension 1
. that some explanatio

observe that t
ted to this

now, as I think

d partiall . destroy’
and par! a false record.

4. This was
explanation.
proceedmgﬂ g

present ap

for an
in my

5. His
satisfact

mutilated.
peen tamper od Wi

pection 0

having

for the inssh
. int, there 18
rint, d the fact tha

 condition than
~ these facts ¢

5 .:fne Jeast preju
84, dated

. His other
dice against him in this offic

1
26th

a
On the other

in column

s oupled with

h’(“ j‘g‘fe"éi_rhnd l‘gmembered the entries o

W‘ﬁe book was tampgred with, and the
cient P,-'aof of his complicity and guilt.

subo?dinates other than

ts on his appea
do so, and to

Maternity Hospit
rward, herewith, ©

General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.C.P
Government of Madras, to the Chief,Secreta;;; Stl;r%ag:;?nﬁ:zl dmtzg
, da

Madras, 13th March 1897, No. C.—25.

in the margin, I ha
fqrvyard here%it,h an a;;e:%:ugln?t?::; .
Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai ag ib{
his suspension as ordered in my p:ﬂ%e:;
ings No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,
b

0 G.0., No. 788, Public, dated 23rd October 1894, punishmer ts

dismissal are not appealable, but as the

1 being sent to Government in spi -
lay the whole facts before Gover;I:xllt:nt(.)f e ordelj 1

I received an official letter f 1
; ¢ er from the S
al, which I reproduce below for read; i‘gggt::ct:?t

orrespondence regarding the verificati e
D. John Pillai (with the old servi?e (l’;t;;na?lfle: triz::

book for Civil Apothecary
forences were made to his suspension from duty in

he papers On which re
hospital are mlssmg,

sion (1882) sre 81s0 miss
expended in verifying

the Apothe

od record of ser

no doubt a very seri
His reply was not onl
ted above.
pea.l is chiefly
nal interview

:th as I was when
¢ Government.

. no difficulty whatever in

thread con

jol ther by 8
J‘:;ﬁzgdwtg:t the intries in the book from 18
ions the A othecary was su

1 and Sanitary officer,

viee and the attempt made to o

*

ous matter and the Apothecary was called upon

hand I was never

and I have reason to believe tha :

§ 2
ing from the book. A great deal of v:llllxt:ll)i\: :fif:nng
these entries, and if I had signed the new bookm:,,

South Arcot, no mention would have been

-

from dut, when cary was at this hospital. I
! n should be given by the Civil A%othecaryf::;?d(%nt;:h: :g: :

tain my signature to what

* *

y unsatisfactory but evasive, as discussed

based on his presumption that h ;
. e expl
that the original service book had 21{11;\;1:?[)1:;

before more convinced of the i
; ; servi
I closely inspected it. I send it hg‘:el;s?i(ii

It will be seen that the pages not being numbered

some of them being removed or replaced

t in the present instance all sheets ar
siderably confirms this suspicion. Abovi s:ill):ui:: t;ilﬁ;i

81 to 1889 (the period which comprised

spended) are all in the Apothecary’s own

.~ the handwriting of the medical officers under whom he

or of their

. entries from 18
the latter gortion,,o

November 1896.

ing instead o 10 o asis th in all th
3 e case 1n all the i
Je entry from 1881 to 1889 has been attest?:lbls);q:ﬁ;tmf(lltiz:f .ofﬁmore-
12 of the book, as is the case in all other entries axf; ::}?s
81 to 1889 are in a better and more se;'vic ble
1 f the bool; which was used much after them il
ngade-surgeon-Lleutenant-Colonel Branfoot’s evidex'xceA(g

f suspension in the book, conclusi
handwriting of the Af)othecal:';“;zlz I::E?

¢

statements call for no remarks—suffice it to 'saj that there was not

e as will be seen from my letter No, C.—
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