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GOVERNMENT oF MADRAS,

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :—

Proceedings of t}I.e Board of Revenye (Separate Revenue), Mis, o, 3210, dateq
31st July 1896,

Read—the following letter from M.R. Ry. M. GOPATA R()XV, Inspector of Salt,
Abkdri and Custemg Revenue, Tirukkdyiliy Circle, to the Seeretary to the
Commissioner of Salt, Abkdri and Separate Revenue, dated 24th July 1896,
Now: 0. s p ’

With reference to the Pmr-emlings of the Board of Revenue, Routine No. 2160,
dat(v('i the 16th instant, calling on me ¢ report if the facts mentioned in g Jottey
published in the Hindu of the 27th ultimo are true, I beg to state that the contents
of the said letter gre true. The following Government Servants were present at the
meeting referred to :—

M.R.Ry. T. Varadarajuly Naidu, 3.4, B.L., District Munsif, Tirukkéyilar,
4 A. Ramalings Iyer, m.a., Lecturer, Rajnhmundry College. -

< C. Narasimhga Charri, Inspeetor of Police, Tirukkéyilgy,
5 V. Masilamony Mudaliar, Sub. Registrar, Tirukkéyil e,
. » M. Gopala Row, Inspector of Salt, Abkéri and Customs Revenne,
. " 1. Mathava Row, Proseeuting Tnspector of Police, Cuddalore,
3 V. Narayana Row, Retired Distriet Munsif.

» L. Arunachala Iyer, Retired Revenue Inspector.
5 A. Nadamuny N aidu, Retired Talyk Clerk,

——,

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

Submitted to Government with reference to itg official memorandum, Ny, 101,
Revenue, dated 13th July 1896,

(True Extraet,)

(Signed)  EDMUND MILLETT,

Assistant é'ecrez‘ary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue’ Department.

.
—

Endt. No. 1547-R,

Transferred to the Public Department, with reference to oﬂice-note, No. 135-4,
dated the 9th ultimo,

(Sigued) A, T. ARUNDEL, -

OoracaxMuND ,
’ : Secy. to Govt., Revenye Dept,

10/ August 1896.
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From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 2ng September
1896, No, 401.

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

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

From the Surgeon-General with the Goternment of Madras, dated 16th October
1896, No, 48]

From the Surgeon-Genera] with the Government of Madras, dated 23rd October
1896, No. 489,

————— v

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

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

————

From Surgeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, P-R.C.P.L, Surgeon-Genera] with
the Government of Madras, to the Chief Seeretary to G‘overmnent, dated
Madras, 26th November 1896, No. (.-84.

With reference to your memorandum, No, 1355, Public, dated the 9th July 1896,
and this office letter ending with No, 522, dated the 11th November 1896, I have the
honour to state that the report in the case of Civil Apothecary D. John Pilla; of
Tirukkf’»yih'u- has just heen reeeived from the Collector of South Arcot and is herewith
forwarded for the information of Government,

2. The report consists of letter No. C, dated the 18th N ovember, from the
Collector and two letters from the Deputy Collector and President of the Taluk Board,
Tirukkéyild r, who conducted the inquiry, together with g copy of the covering
memorandum, No, 2-C, dated the 20th November 1896, from the District Medical
and Sanitary Officer, T have kept back the voluminous enclosures to the Deputy
Collector's reports as the facts are very clearly and lucidly discussed in the reports
themselves, thereby doing away with the necessity of reading through them,

3. It will be seen from these reports anqd the Collector’s letters that the apothe.
cary has been made the subject of & base conspimcy on the part of the B!‘ahmanical
and other officials and vakils of the place, simply because he Was not subservient to
them and did his work honestly. He hag been fully acquitteq of the charges and
allegations contained in the memorials submitted by the conspirators which have been
proved to be malicious and entirely devoid of foundation.

4. Civil Apothecary John Pillai has since been relieved of hig aeting appoint.-.
ment at Tirukkdyilir by the Permanent incumbent ip the ordinary course ; the
Collector however considers it desirable that he should be re-appointed to the station
80 that the public may be convinced that such machinationg as have been bruught to
light will not be allowed to suceeed. T agree in thig view, but as at Present there ig
no other appointment available for the pPermanent, ineumbent, I have Posted John
Pillai to do duty at Cuddalore until arrangements cgy be made for retransferrin
him to Tirukkdyilir, I however await the instructions of Government regarding the

Collector’s proposal.
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ENCLOSURES.

From Surgeon-Major J. C. MARSDEN, District Medical and Sanitary Officer, South
Arcot, to the Secretary to the Surgeon-Greneral with the Government of
- Madras, dated Cuddalore, 20th, November 1896, No. 2-C.

The papers in question are submitted herewith,‘t‘ogether with confidential letter,
No. C, dated 18th November 1896, from the President, District Board, South Arcot,
which reviews the whole case., e

2. There are two sets of papers from the President, Taluk Board, Tirukkdyilar,
consisting of reports, with enclosures, concerning (a) the manusecript memorial and
(b) the printed memorial against the apothecary.

3. I have already, in my No. 135, dated 19th September 1896, submitted some
remarks on the case, noting that my predecessors had reported favourably on this
apothecary. He is also held in good repute by all the European officers in the
district who are acquainted with him.

4, During nry recent inspection of Tirukkdyilir, I was quite satisfied with his
work and he appeazed popular with all except the memorialists. I took the oppor-
tunity of meeting the leading petitioners (those who were present in the station), and
I heard their complaints, as well as the apothecary’s explanations.

The complaints are all detailed in the accompanying file of correspondence.

The explanations I considered satisfactory. The apothecary is of a nervous
disposition and he was disposed to be too verbose and, perhaps, not sufficiently alive to
the fact that the district munsif was his official superior. He had, however, received
great provocation and a little advice on this point seemed to be all that was needed.

5. In my opinion, the apothecary has cleared himself of the grave charges
brought against him =nd he is most painstaking and diligent.

6. But it seems very evident that his position as union chairman has interfered
with his other duties and has led to friction. I think that post should not be held by
the medical officer.

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

Nothing can justify their conduct in this case.

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., President, District Board, South
Arcot, to the District Medical and Sanitary Officer, Cuddalore, dated Cudda-

lore; 18th November 1896, No. C.

I have the honour to forward, for your information and ‘transmission to the
Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, the confidential reports Nos. 9 and
10 of 1896, dated 29th September 1896, of the Deputy Collector, Tirukkdyilir, and
President of the Tirukkdyilir Taluk Board, on (1) the manuscript and (2) the printed
memorials submitted against Mr. John Pillai, late Civil Apothecary and Union Chair-
man of Tirukkdyilar, in original, together with their respective enclosures.

9, The Deputy Collector and Taluk Board President has made a most thorough
and exhaustive inquiry. His reports are so complete and the records are already so
voluminous that I shall do as little as possible to swell the htqratu're_a of thp subjfsct.
T may state that whilst at Tirukkdyilir lately I made personal inquiries which satisfy
me that the Deputy Collector’s conclusions are correct and his lucid exposition of
what was a base conspiracy organized by a few officials of the place to ruin a brother
official leaves littie room for further comment. It was my intention to have addressed
the heads of the various departments to prh the 1_mphcated ofﬁcl_als belong on the
subject of the gross misconduct of their subordinates, but this would involve
considerable delay in making several copies of the records, and this I desire to avoid

haying regard to the reminders received for these reports.
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3. The inquiry has disclosed that the late Civil A illai. i
entitled to be fully acquitted of the malicious charges reglzggseg;rr{)’rxzh{o:: 'Plltlalll" s
by a few pu})hc servants and others whose animosity he appears to h?we i?lams dlm
account of his zealogs performance of public duties, both as a medical oﬂic:urred jud
chairman of the union at Tirukkdyilir, and his personal independence of cl}; - tas
Had he been subservient to the district munsif in particular, it is improbable tf:r%c ﬁ}‘.
spurious agitation would have been manufaétured in the ‘manner disclosed l? t}:11s
Deputy Collector’s reports. Mr. John Pillai has abundant material for Bogh c'v§l : 3
criminal action against his traducers, but his reputation is in the hands of Goverln i
to whom I request that the Surgeon-General will be so good as to forward these e
for orders—so far as the implicated officials are concerned. I am of opinion tlll)atp o
the public interests, exemplary punishment should be meted out to the ringle‘ade?'s’ =

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

(}) M.R.Ry. T. Varadarajulu Naidu Gara, District Munsif of Tirukkéyiltr
(2) N V. Masilamony Mudalizr Avargal, late Sub-Registrar of Tiruk];()yi]ﬁr and
& - _che-Prﬁs.ldent of the Taluk Board, Tirukkéyiltr
> rinivasa Row Avargal, First-grade Pleader of Tirukkéyilar and
of the‘DlSt!’iCt B.oard, as also of the Tirukkéyiltr ’l‘alyl?k lgg:rd e
(4) - C. Narasimha Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, 'Tirukkéyilﬁr,,

(5) s Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector of Salt and Abkéri R
(6) % Govix:lda Odayar Avargal, Member of the Tirukké)iilﬁgv%gg;l Panchayat,
an

) »  Sadasiva Pillai Avargal, a private Vakil of Tirukkéyilir,

5. The records prove that the principal offender wa istri 1
Tlrukkéyihir. I t is astonishing thatpan otgcer in his positfoxflz(]}loﬂlstrtlgt Ir\g:lil;mf of
sonal spite for imagined slight which, if it occurred at all occur;ed s;;(;)me tng]e r
months previously, have taken so prominent a part in the pub’lic meeting convened ‘te
condgmn a brother officer in another department. That nine of the el%ven 1 ed :
of his court should have supported him is not surprising having regard tc? iit?ts
character—or the absence thereof. He was ably seconded by thebleading local Vaiz'?
M.R.Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal who did not consider it improper, though :
member of a'dlstrlct board and also of the taluk board, to which th(’a civilg -
thecary was dn-qctly subordinate both as the loeal medical officer and the chairapo-
of the lgcal union, to take a most prominent part in these scandalous ; roceedirr?an
He admittedly drafted the manuseript memorial and was one of the Iﬁjve er o
selected as a sub-committee of the public meeting to draw up the printed melr)nos'onls
both of }Vhlch may be characterized as a concatenation of misrepresentations %?1’
Sub—Beglstrar M.R.Ry. Masilamony Mudaliar Avargal also took a ver ro.min (:
part in the matter and attempted to induce the forest ranger to join the {OIII)S irat e
This sub-registrar was reported to me to be endeavouring to tamper with the WIi)tneszrs.
He was accordingly transferred at my request by the Inspector-General of Registrati %
apd, I believe, he is now in the Salem district. The Police Inspector M R% 7. N OP,
simha Charriar Avargal signed the memorial and took part in the ;nc:eti)ﬁ am(i
gttempted to induce the local sub-magistrate to join in the nefarious ‘Iotg 'la‘ﬁ
inspector of salt and abkdri referred to has since been transferred; but lﬁs transt ;
118.4:1 no connection with his part in this agitation. Govinda Odayar’ a membe ra?stﬁr
union, was intriguing against his own chairman, the apothecary ;l‘he ri : 5 'k%
not being an official, may well be treated with contempt. ; i
6. If the public servants who are implicated in thi i i
grievances against the civil apothecary eitlll)er in his c;I?z;Zit;m:fsPI:ag;giﬁl ?)ng v
as chairman of the union, they could easily and, of course, should have made(3 ill‘x &
complaints against him to the proper authorities in the prop,er way. DBut for 'h etu'
pave bapded together to get up a public meeting, touting for signa%ures and 4&5?@0
ing against a brother public servant, signing mahazars against him containin th-
most reckless and false charges, was an intolerable breach of the public rul s 3
subversive of all diseipline. No public officer can be expected to (1130 his dut eSfan
lessly if at any moment he is liable to find himself the object of hostile ;leclail (te?r-
in t} watreets at a public meeting deliberately convened by and [»llesided‘ overa ‘103
attended by brother officers whose malevolent eloquence is in inverse ratio to 2:I}]m
2
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truth of their utterances. The license of the native press of thi i

ample scope is afforded for anonymous libellers to defla)mle pubtllilésszg;l::llt'z ::itslllmhrzfsgf
cal impunity ; but this press has established for itself such a reputation for delipberate
misrepresentation that its malicious vapourings can best be treated with merited con-
tempt ; but where, as in this case, public servants have not hesitated to conspire
together publicly to attack a brother public servant, condign’ punishment is, in my
opinion, imperatively necessary in thle interests of public administration. Such

agitation is expressly prohibited by rule 68 " ' SO
i ke ser{: aﬁts,” y rule 68 of the “Rules regulating the personal

7. As agitators of this, kind are dan | i
] s, 1 gerous to the public peace and order, I
ventureto make the following recommendations for such Eonsidezgti;n as they m,ay
be considered to merit by His Excellency the Governor in Couneil :—

(a) That the misconduct of the distgict munsif be brought to the notice of the

High Court in view to his prompt transfer #fter such reduction, suspension or other

‘punishment as may be deemed proper. .
(b) That the sub-registrar referred to be suspended and reduced.

(¢) That similar punishment be awarded to the i i
of the salt and abkdri, the latter to be subsequentl; tr};i;;i?‘:fi%ors e

(4) That M.R Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal, the distri

3 Jt C d it
be removed from the local boards under section 24 (1) (iii)( o; nActtll\ITﬂf)fb (1)?;‘8({1 mae;lébﬁ;‘;
re-appomtment or re-election be prohibited for a period of three years I

(¢) That M.R.Ry. Govinda Odayar A imilarly ith
of bis sl b ol fuNeh e vargal be similarly dealt with in respect

8. In conclusien, as T understand, that M illai
eourse, been relieved of his appointmeilt attTiI:{llgl?(}Sl?ilpﬁlx}lal o
manent incumbent. I am of opinion that as thisis jq
working for, it is desirable, if not absolutely neces
to Tirukkdyilir ata very early date,
machinations as have been brought to
public interests such a course seems

¥, in the ordinary
¢ by the reversion of the per-
just v;}llmt {lhe conspirators have been
sary, that he should be re-appointed
S(l). that the public may be convinced tﬁgt such

ight will not be allowed to succeed. In the

suc ns expedient, for otherwise th 1
apothecary at this juncture must give rise to d,.eplorable misions‘tanfg?i%fer getllll;:

done excellent work at Tirukkdyilir and the hospital ficures ;

his popularity. I append copy of my inspeetiopn notes paS;f(inl(')i t?ﬁ@bgig egld:ncei of

1.896 which also bears the remarks of the Deputy Collector, and Taluk Bep 3m e

sident. I am confident that the Surgeon-General will not,for a momen: a{ lPre-

such intrigues as have been laid bare by the Deputy Collector and the ret olerate

this medical subordinate at Tirukkdyildr for some months at least to cgr;(; ea)tégzlhgf
r

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

—

From M.R.Ry. R. SUNDARASA MUDALIYAR Avargal. D
General Duties and President, Taluk Board, Tiruk &ayilﬁreptl:)t{h fgn(left? on
South Arcot, dated Tirukkdyilir, 29th September 1896, N o. 10, ollector of

Adverting to your endorsement, dated 10th July 1896, on % i
against Mr. John }?illai, Civil Apothecary, Tirukkdyilir, I h;\'e tl?e }})11 ;ﬁf}i‘}. t':ecmgrw}l
his explanation with all the connected records as per enclosed list, and to rel;:rtm;:
follows.

2. The memorial was the outcome of a public meeting conven i ilé
on the morning of the 24th Jjune 1896. Among the gme.mberse(i):etszlll:u]vtflszzltlgr
leading officials of the Judicial, Registration, Police and Abkdri departments, as -l~e
most of the vakils of the local bar. The president of the meeting was Mr,Godab};)
Row, Inspeetor of the Salt and Abkdri department, and he is stated to ha\.re taIl)<en
notes of the several complaints made by some of the members present against the
civil apothecary. It was resolved that as the local Apothecary Mr. John Pilla had
been for a long time inattentive to his duties and had become highly unpopular and
inaccessible to the public on occasions of urgent nature, a memorial should be sub-
mitted to the Surgcon-General, the Collector and the District Surgeon praying for
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" represented at the meeting the

o
% g - s i Tt Sl
v M o553 rreP v ers s I o o T RO

-

> 3 No. 793, Pusiic, 26T Juxi 1897. e

his removal from this station,
draft the memorial and do the nee
at the meeting. 3 s o
i ial itself the individuals who are 8 o have
S, it 8, 47 memg:)‘gi)ltiints against the apothecary of their pwn or of
while the. signatures affixed to theidm_in};onal exgeefil
‘ble to trace out all the signatories, nor could 1t be conceived,
lllge‘; solﬁlrn“\f cl(])?xtldp%isve had any grievance in the absence of speclﬁc_ Ipentlto}? ofT it 1%
the memorial itself. I therefore apportloned.the work pf examméng . i?‘ a;,l,:
signatories to the Tahsildar, and requested him to submit alrf;port e :ngh. ‘g
cireumstances which brought about the public meeting. His ;; a (l),ra'itrfl oer kllc
SPeaks volumes against the memorialisfs themselves is herewit t:u mtls .ef. eet as
examined some twenty persons, and,I have recorded the statements of sevenieen

others, most of whom are officials and vakils.
standing of the whole facts of the case to

It is necessary for a correct ﬁpder t the cas
deal i'it{lt tllslje :ubjectyin different sections, and I therefore propose to divide 1t into

three sections as detailed below :—
1. The specific grievances embodiéd in the manual.
. d with what motive a public meeting was arranged for,

1I. How, by whom, anc ¢ h : f publi t
= up with special reference to the action of public servant,
and the memorial drawn ©ip of the union panchayat.

of the Jocal board and nch - s
membelf.[sﬂ. The popularity of the medical institution at Tirukkdyilar.

. 1 Of the sixteen persons who complained against the apothecary at
the 5{1bie: h;’;ei‘ing?f;i;e;dividugls.:nre confined to a vague cot_nplaint of irregular
attenI()lance at the hospital referred to in paragraph 5 of the_memonul, thre? ge_qﬂemp_n

ho had either no complaints 10 make or who had no desire to press their grievance
v h(l a to have given utterance to the supposed grievances of four others who were
?::t s rg::znt at ‘the meeting, and of whom only one was made to sign the memorial,
and Itzwo ersons—father and son—who are living together are shown in paragraphs
8to 10 as two different complainants. Hence the actual number of individuals with

specific complaints has to be taken as only seven. . :
As for the first charge of irregular attendance specified in paragraph 5 of the
memorial, I examined the three persons
named in the margin. The Tahsildar has
examined a few others whose names do
: ; not appear in the body of the memo-
Stationary S};Ib‘M“*ﬂ:tmte fiitfiee: rial. pNo one is able to specify the exact
(3) Marimuthu Naik, a xyot. date and hour when they found the
nt from the hospital, nor has any person who happened to go to the
ﬁg:;}il:a(iagrggsfo inquire if the Ix)nedical officer had gone elsewhere on duty. This is
an accusation, which it is easy to malke, but not possible to bring home to the person
charged, in the absence of Rartmulars as to dates and hm_u's. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa
Chari, who admits his obligation to the e_xpothecary for gratuitous treatmqnt, speaks of
the absence of that officer from the hospital on some oceasions, probably in November
1895. He cannot, however, specify the days and he has admittedly made no inquiry
as to the cause of late attendance. He admits, however, having received medicines
at the hospital about that time almost continuously for fifteen days. This vakil has,
in the course of his examination before me, added a fresh count of charge—indifferent
treatment—which does not find place in the memorial. On being questioned on this
oint, the vakil says that he considered his treatment indifferent, because he thought
that the apothecary had been engrossed with other thoughts when he (vakil) narrated
his case, but that he is unable to state definitely his reasons for calling the treatment
an indifferent one. The vakil states that some two or three months after November
1895, he sent to the apothecary, without any demand, Rs. 4 with a letter thanking him
for his services, and stating that the amount was not an adequate remuneration for his
gervices ; but that the mouey was returned by the apothecary with a note expressing
that he valued friendship more than money. It may well be concluded how far the

and that a sub-committee of five gentlemen should @
dful with special reference to the complaints made

others numbered only sixteen,

(1) M.R Ry. Sreenivasa Charriar, Second-grade

Pleader, Tirukkéyilfr.
(2) Ratu:sabapatti Mudaliar, Head Clerk,
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.charge of indifferent treatment can be believed. In explanation of the omission of
this new count of charge from the memorial, the vakil contents himself by attributing
it to those who drafted the memorial, while he has affixed his signature fo the memo-
rial in English with a long title as Pleader, District Munsif’s Court, Tirakkdyilir, and
he is.one of the two gentlemen who signed a notice for convening the public
meeting.

M.R.Ry. Ratnasabapathi Mudaliyar says that the apothecary has heen uniformly
kind and courteous to him, that on some oceasions, when he happened to go to the
hospital at about 7 a.x., the apothecary 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
time, a

One Marimuthu Naik, who is stigmatizéd by the medical officer as an ex-convict
says that he went to the hospital on one occgsion at 7 AM., and again the next day,
that on the first day he was told that the apvthecary had gone to the missionary’s
bungalow, that the apothecary was not seen (the next day, but that he cannot men-
tion the exact dates of his visit. This man seems to have uttered a deliberate
falsehood by saying that he signed the memorial at the public meeting, while as a
matter of fact it was drafted subsequently, and to have acted under the influence of
one Govinda Udayar, who figures very prominently as will be seen from the sequel.

6. The next complaint is that of one David Carpenter, a Christian of the Local
Danish Mission, and he was examined by the Tahsildar (vide page 15 of his report,
dated 15th September 1896). 1In this case, the charge is that the apothecary refused
to attend at the house of David Carpenter on a certain day in the first week of May
1896 for the treatment of his baby, five months old, though the child was then in
precarious state. It is however admitted by the complainant that the baby was daily
taken to the hospital and placed under the “treatment of the apothecary for about ten
days prior to its death, and that even on the last day when the mediecal officer’s services
could not be procured at his quarters, that officer was solicitous about the state of the
child, in having deputed two’or three persons to go and ascertain why the child was
not brought to the hospital, and that the apothecary eventually turned up, in his own
carriage, after 9 .. The apothecary’s explanation is that he had paid due attention
to the treatment of the baby, which was suffering from high fever coupled with lung
complications, that on the last day when he had a call from David Carpenter during
hospital hours, he explained to him the advantages of treatment in the hospital, and
asked him to bring the child as usual, that David Carpenter consented to do so and
returned home, that as the child was not brought up as agreed to, he (apothecary)
ascertained through a servant of the hospital the state of the child and proceeded
thereafter to the house of David Carpenter. It is also stated by the apothecary that
he had attended at his quarters and treated gratuitously his other children in two
severe cases of illness, and that this will be am ply testified to by his own wife and
other Christians. The apothecary has sent up a copy of a letter from the European
Danish Missionary to the Distriet Surgeon, which amply testifies to the good work
of the medical officer done to the poor Christians without any charge and most
willingly. It appears from the Tahsildar’s report that David Carpenter was set up to
prefer his complaint some six weeks after the death of his baby by a private vakil
named Sadasiva Pillai, who owes a grudge to the apothecary in hig capacity as union
Chairman (vide correspondence ending with your letter, No. 166-D.B., dated 11th
May 1896, in the Local Fund Branch). I need hardly say that the complaint of
David Carpenter is quite unfounded as aptly remarked by the Rev. 8. Berg, It is
very strange that the fact of the previous _treatment of the very baby by the apothe-
cary has been suppressed from the memorial.

7. The next complainant is one Devarajaya, a girls’ school teacher, Tirukkdyilir,
whose grievance is set out in paragraph 7 of the memorial. Tt jg stated there that
while Devarajaya’s wife was in acute stage of labour, the apothecary declined to attend
without prezzous payment of Rs."15. Thq word ‘‘ previous ” is italicized in the
memorial with a view to draw the attention of the authorities. But Devarajaya
himself has on being cross-examined by the apothecary denied that the latter had
refused to attend without previous payment. It is admitted by this teacher that the
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apothecary sent the midwife to attend on the labour case in his ]?ouse, and that on
being told by the apothecary that the woman would have to be relieved by the appli-
cation of instruments, Devarajaya hesitated, and that he proposed to consult elderly
people. The apothecary is said to have demanded a fee of Rs. 15, and asked Deva-
rajaya to make arrangements sharp. In this case there seems to have been a miscon-
ception of facts. Devarajaya says that when the prescribed amount of fee was
mentioned to him, he did not offer anything less in consideration of his impoverished
circumstances, and he understood the words of the apothecary ¢ arrangements should
be made soon ” to mean steps to procure the fee required. But according- to the
apothecary’s explanation, he wished to burry 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
would have to be delivered by a male member of the medical profession at a time when
he (Devarajaya) had gone to the apothecary’s quarters simply to bring back the
midwife. Hence it will be seen that no great weight can be attached to this complaint
based on a misconception of facts. I have also heard of several instances of gratuitous
treatment of labour cases by Mr. John Pillai, and there is no reason to suppose that
in this particular instance he was unusnally hard.

8. In paragraphs 8 to 10 of the memorial, Mr. Jayaramachandra@yar, B, B,
first grade pleader, and his father Arunachala Aiyar figure as compiainants, and the
former has made his statement before me both for himself and his father, a retired
revenue inspector. As regards the absence of the apothecary from the hospital
between 4 and 5-30 .., Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar says thtat he does not remember
the exact day when he took his step sister to the hospital who had thrust a tamarind
seed 1n her nostril, that the apothecary was not then at his quarters, that no enquiry
was made as to the whereabouts of the apothecary, and that the arothecary turned up
after 5-30 p.x. and relieved the child. The vakil does not rem:mber if the apothecary
accounted for his absence by saying that he had been to the Sub-Magiscrate’s Court
as a witness. The date is approximately fixed as one between the 1(ith May and 22nd
June 1896, and the apothecary says that on that particular day he wa - absent in the
Sub-Magistrate’s Court which is corroborated by the compounder. 1. ‘t will be
seen that the complaint is not worth the paper in which it is set forth, and tuat it was
apparently intended to swell the number of charges against the apothecary.

The next complaint embodied in paragraph 9 of the memorial is even according to
the complainant’s own showing a total misrepresentation of facts. Mr. Jayarama-
chandraiyar admits that the hospital midwife did attend on his step mother in labour
from 10 p.x. of the 13th May 1895 till 5 a.x. the next day, that finding the case too
difficult for her she left his house at 5 a.m., saying she would go and consult the apothe-
cary, that subsequently the midwife did not turn up, that his (Jayaramachandraiyar’s)
cousin Ramanadaiyar misunderstood what was wanted and went to call the apothecary
instead of the midwife, that at about 10 o.m., Ramanadaiyar was again sent to the
hospital to bring the midwife, and that he returned without the midwife and said that
she had gone out to attend on some other case of labour. Mr. Arunachalaiyar was
averse to allowing the apothecary to hundle the case, though he had volunteered his
services as admitted by Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar himself, and the hospital midwife
had already expressed her inability to treat the case. I do not see how the apothe-
cary or the midwife can be blamed in the circumstances, The apothecary says that
as the midwife was unable to cope with the labour case, he sent her to attend on
another labour case at Keelur, and I find from the birth register of Keelur village
that on 14th May 1895 one Kaluvarayan had a son born dead. This goes to support
the statement of the apothecary, and the information furnished by Ramanadan to Mr.
Jayaramachandraiyar. Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar seems however to urge that his step
mother’s case should have been given preference. This is absurd on the fact of it
inasmuch as the midwife was not quite equal to the task, and her services could he
better utilized in the other case at Keelur. The midwife nevertheléss turned up in
Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar’s house at 2 p.m. on 14th May 1895. The language in
the memorial in regard to this complaint that the apothecary could not be moved is
quite meaningless, if not malicious, and yet the very same Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar
was one of the members of the sub-committee who ‘drafted the memorial. It should
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The next complaint set forth in paragraph 10 of the memorial refers to the
treatment of a 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
back of the baby at Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar’s quarters some ten days after delivery,
and on this occasion there was admittedly no delay in attendance on the part of the
apothecary. The next morning when the apothecary passed along the street, without
the necessary dressing materials and on some unknown business, he did not enter the
house to see how the child was getting on (and it is not known to Mr. Ramachandra-
iyar if £he apothecary then enquired’ Ramanadan about the child), nor was he invited
by Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar to attend on the baby. Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar was
admittedly inside his house at the time. Immediately after Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar
says he sent his ecousin, Ramanadz}n, with a carriage to hospital to bring the apothecary,
and Ramanadan returned without the apothecary, and explained that he was then very
busy in the hospital. 1t was not then cexpressly given out by Ramanadan that the
apothecary demanded fees, and that his failure to attend was attributable to it, though
it was understood from Ramanadan’s conversation with Mr. Jayaramachand raiyar that
that might be the case. Ramanadan was again sent to the apothecary with an
assurance as to the payment of any fee that might be demanded. At about 10 a..,
apparently after the hospital work was over, the apothecary went to Mr. Jayarama-
chandraiyar’s and dressed the boil but refused to receive a sum of Rs. 5 though offered
by Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar, explaining that he would receive the fee only after the
child was cured. The apothecary attended at Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar’s quarters
more than twelve days, gnd cured the baby completely. Mr, Jayaranmchundmiyar
never noticed any indifferance in his treatment during the time the apothecary attended
on the baby, and eventually sent of his accord Rs. 20 to the apothecary as his remune-
ration. Now I would ask would any same man, who cannot bring himself to stoop to
foul means and misrepresent indubitable facts so much in favour of the apothecary,
think of complaining against that very officer, and express his imaginary grievance in
such strong language as to induce the authorities to believe that the medical officer
was devoid of even the rudimentary principles of humanity, and heartless in exacting
money, without regard to the sufferings of the patients. In fact, Mr. J ayarama-
chandraiyar has practically withdrawn all his complaints, and on being questioned ag
to the wording of paragraph 10 of the memorial purporting to have been drafted by
himself and his comrades, members of the sub-committee, Mr, J ayaramachandraiyar
says that the words in paragraph 10 are not his own, and that his father Arunachala-
iyar does not know English. Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar candidly admitted before me,
when questioned as to why the good services of Mr. John Pillai were not represented
at the public meeting, that the meeting was convened to condemn and not to applaud
the action of the medical officer. I may, however, observe here that the candour ang
outspoken manner in which as a gentleman Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar has made his
statement before me regardless of the dire consequences of Incurring the wrath of the
district munsif, and his friends, which seem to have threatened other members of
the local bar, deserve consideration.

9. Paragraph 11 of the memorial deals with the grievance of My, Pranathar-
thihara Aiyar, Local Fund Assistant Engineer, who was not present at the
and who seem to have signed the memorial under pressure from the Suh-
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar. It is said in the memorial that the apotheca
sent for, refused to call on Mr. Pranatharthihara Aiyar when the latter was
one day from /Aigh fever. In his statement before me, Mr, Pranatharthiharg Alyar
says that on 11th February 1896 he had fever (not high fever) that that day between
6 and 8 a.r. (hospital hours) he sent word to the apothecary asking him’ to attend
at his quarters—two furlongs from the hospital—that he was informeq that as the
apothecary was then busy at the hospital, he had expressed his inability to comply
with the requect, that the compounder was however sent to him with the required
medicines from the hospital, and that the fever subsided that night. My, Pranathar-
thihara Aiyar adds that the apothecary went to him the next morning and enquired
about his health, and on being questioned as to the health of my child he (apothecary)
gave out that it was in a critical state the previous day, that he (Pranathathihara
Aiyar) knew that the apothecary had also to attend on my baby the previoug day,
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that before seeing the memorial in print, he had no serious attention of complaining
against the apothecary, that he never desired any one to represent his grievance to
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 attended 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 1tSelf? the pencil entry was scored
out, and the same note repeated in ink just above his (Pranatharthihara Aiyar’s)
signature. The complaint is in itself shown to be frivolous, to say the least of it,
inasmuch as the medical officer could not; in justice to his duties, be present in the
hospital and at the same time in Mr. Pranatharthihara Alyar’s house to attend to an
ordinary case of fever, but the highly reprehensible conduct o.f the officers in inten-
tionally suppressing a salient fact from the body oi.f the m_e:norlal, and transferring a
note of it to an unnoticeable portion of the memorial amidst a number of signatures
deserves comment. Ishall, however, deal with the action of the officials in a separate
section as premised. In his explanation in regard to this complaint, the apothecary
rightly points out that the wording in the memorial is not justified by the facts
deposed to by Mr. Pranatharthihara Aiyar himself, which do not refer to “ high fever »
and “refusal to attend ” ard that being unaware of the strained relations between
himself (apothecary) and the Sub-Registrar, Mr. Pranatharthihara Aiyar, allowed
himself to be carried away by the pressure of the sub-registrar; who had through-
out acted with a sinister motive.

10. The next complainant, whose grievances are embod:led in paragraphs 12, 13
and 14 of the memorial, is M.R.Ry. T. Varaphargjulu Naidu Garu, B.A., B.L., District
Munsif of Tirukkdyilir. He wished to avoid his personal attendange before me for
open enquiry on the score of his official position and the unpleasapt idea, of meeting
the apothecary, and sent me a written stqtement_ of the facts of his complaint. But
as bis complaints had no reference to his official capacity, and as the apothecary
stoutly protested against admitting on record any statement of the district munsif
made behind his back and untested by cross-examination, the dlstr_lct munsif after
much hesitation consented to depose before me. He.pressed h}s charges most
vehimently, added to a new ehargq Whl':ch does not.hnd place in the memorial,
apparently because the three complaints in the memorial were all no less than ten
months old on the date of the public meeting which he attended, and made an
elaborate statement which I had to record on two days successively for full twelye

hours.

The first complaint in chronological order is set forth in paragraph 18 of the
memorial. The district munsif says that he had an abscess near one of his knees,
and he sent word to the apothecary at about 7 p.M. on 28th July 1895 for dressing
the abscess. The apothecary sent word in reply that he was much tlred_ and could
not therefore call over. A message was again sent to the apothecary. asking him to
send the compounder at least, but even this requisition was not complied with. The
compounder was then sent for independently of the apothecary, and he (compounder)
turned up at 8 p.m., and did the needful. The ap(_)thgcary had alrea_,dy_ commenced
the treatment and was asked by the district munsif either to attend hlmself, or to
depute his compounder. On the morning of the 29¢4 July 1895, the apothecary
attended on the district munsif at his quarters and continued to do so for about
two days from that date. There was no need to cut open the abscess. On the
night of the 28th July 1895 when the compounder turned up he bandaged the
abscess in such a manner that it might not fall away during sleeping hqurs, apply-
ing to the abscess what the apothecary had previously preseribed. It is admitted
by the district munsif that he might himself .have bandaged i¢ 1In connection
with this complaint, the apothecary says that if there was any real. requisition
for his attendance, he would certainly jha,ye ?,ttendc_ad on the_dxstnct munsif as he had
done before and after that date, that it is impossible for him to remember, ~%er the
lapse of nearly a year, the minute details of every individual case treatgd by him,
and that it was usual with the district munsif and his people to apply for his services
even in trivial eases. I would request a rgferenpe to the apothecary,s explanation
with regard to this and other complaints against him,
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12 Ry il ot S | refused to accept Rs. 5 offered as jts pride. The bat was, returned g i

. A AP i 1 munsif immediately after the meeting and that very day, and it wag accepted by hin
: As regards paragraph 12 of the fentorm), the district (e qomplgmt refers The distriqt mun§if wants me to beli_eve that as-the scaje of fees for private attendance;

. to the treatment of another abscess near his anus, and in connection with this he wrofe | of the medical officer had mof be'en fixo, thire Bl Py o e aiten e
to the apcthecary asking him to attend at his quarters on the 70/ August 1895 to : 1 8%) 5, except by, way of thetennis it whlc_h T gl l-me‘nded hroaghout ho yeu

which he received a reply that, as it was a meeting day of the panchayat, and as he ration, though he had not peniy bepscaod 1 L e s g romine.

*  might be fully occupied with the hospital work, the apothecary could not call over | R what wos (b feo dus, apparently Do bo o e Al did ot ot

n the morning and that he would attend later on. The dlstpct munsif waited till ‘ remel_nber 0 hawe wniia i ronord of thy numlz'er R 7, dos nt

Zl,f) oot gong o oourt, ‘but th medlcal offoer did not 'tirrn i i f and is unable to produce that officer’s letter written to him so recently as*]Sth
adotheﬁary’s note, dated 10th August 1895, on a sorap of paper was preserved Jor el 1 February 1896, while he has carefully preserved notes gg to the dates of all hie

P é‘ir and produced by the district munsif on 76# August 1896. The district ) complaints against the apothecary, though nearly a year and old, and the scrap of

e oo, y'f ,d its that the apothecary turned® up the next day (11th August), and 'that : paper written to him B that offtoe a0 o R b Tt e crap of
mmtllil 13‘2311 August he opened the abscess as he had undertaken to do the previous . perusal of the district minsif’, I B e 220 i 8 e A aroul

ggy e’I_‘he apotkﬁ?cary says thats to the best of his recollection, he went to the house of ok A strenuously and by  sustatned Ay, el onince the'res

i if 1 5 t that he had

istrict munsif in the afternoon of the 10th August 1895, and learn
I::lfet %liitrézmt'rtl which he would not bave done if the dlsegse was a serious one. But
the district munsif refuses to believe it, and his contention is thqt ha(_l the mgdleal
officer appeared after his going to court, his servants would have given information of

information which may be construed favourable to the apothecary, that he hag exerted

to fill up all possible loopholes where the medica] officer can he 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
it. It is really very strange that the district munsif _preferred to j‘ely on his servaxﬁs ; based his assertions on the ora.l informations given him by his servants, who acted th
as to what happened a year ago, a}1d would not believe the a.potheca-ry ) lhough tle ) part qf messengers betweep 'hllnself and the apothec:ary. In this aspect, the district
distriect munsif’s absence from his house could be ascertained without direct e .munmf’s'st,agement 18 a striking contrast to that of h_ls Pleader Mr.»Jayaramachandra-
enquiring his “own servants. I may also observe here that I ﬁn:i from an extract iyar, which is marke_d for candour and fairness, I.t 18 to be regretted that the distriet
from the hospital visitors’ book that it was on the 10th Aug_ust 1895 that Mr. Roberts, munsif's memory fails just where what may be elicited from fim is likely to favour
the Assistant Collector, visited the hospital, and recorded his notes in the book. the contention c(»lt the ba%qlt}égcal‘y ivep in liegard to recent eventl?’ but his “memoy y is

e 3 ) S v o very strono an robabilities rush in where an assertion touchine incidents
e o T S e somplin o thedstie munit i o ot el i o g o o U8, s iy
t10 e tﬁ'iagfsgh&r v;:s seri%usl}; ill, and that he sent a lantern with two servants to | district munsif has carr lled %h}‘fle tﬁo = s judicial acnman, and allowed his sense of

fhg‘l;.,otliecar)' with an urgent request that he should come over to see the patient. fiillarl ldgahllg: - atJ‘l‘dl‘t’lu th(“s l::;,:) 'L(():t ieu zzelblj"“’_mr e'd- by Frz('lomman‘t self-interest. T

The nll)en returned with a medicine and said that the apothecary could nﬁ’t be nilduced 4 :hnwn o’:v:)ei; e;;l;sr}?lllllo gas Aworkgd to brinoo ;lb(f)lftl Lg)l{el (inéllfsﬁzﬁpzfdghi;;Ztmu[?’e

o A kot : i he 8 : : : : 138

LO fi"metats:gﬁt g,o; ri)atgax}it? mej[(ﬁmt%eiswzil;s?:rfcs nga:zr vt::ug;“?;fgt:; iofn;%(ﬁie:ﬁgz y .  complaints are mainly bas}idtozll] what h(f was told by his servants, and the i}lfornxation

bgtW::n the district munsif and the gpothecary. The apothecary says that h_e .had . :;?la‘;;z?o;efgf::icsbheﬁ) bv;, Sle aagg;igﬁar;:’?iagztI;IE);Z%S;{’;O'W;;MHE :ﬁ%h:h(;i tehse

seen the girl thiafrgvfusrﬁiﬁutfeaxtigi]st qx;z;ttezz, S;;d bg;: egft}}:ii 2§§§?f:ggor;1e;1;c:ﬁ:: and the tennis bat incident will sutfice to show at once whether jt was becoming ongan,
to be t_aken at s et . ?111 W o,f 4l inbiod ol a. ot by his wile orally officer in the position of the district munsif o _havga treated the bat as 5 remuneration for

b ﬁf}iﬁ: Zfa?;guof tge(3 é)hild, and asked for certain instructions as to the adminis- the professional visits of ‘the apothecary, v?f-hlle 1t was originally given him as g loan,

:far.)t(;(rm of medicine and diet for the night, that he forthwith gave the required { alﬂd s%bse(%ueﬁltly ai o Iﬁlesent v:hzutlts I;utc}f W oﬂlered by the apothecary, [ may

i i d attended on the child the next morning, and that the allegation that : B o urevihab the exao s it o Diutsnow £ Touint Iy

instructions, an tated to be very seriously ill at 2 & ar.. was all right the next the district munsif do not find place in the memorial, that he has purposely omitteq

th:rgihn] édis“;}fﬁgmi isn':ﬁiateothe siml})’le natureyof the diséasé. % to sign the _ gxlen;ori:}ll, and :il;at m a; l%)ortion of 1his statement before me he says he is

m & e ; S 1 oraing i .

The fourth complaint of the district munsif which, for the first time, was brought T 1‘;?11)0;19 se;tr r?t;:man ghn " i memorlith tage is Mr. Gopala R

to notice in his written statement sent to me on 16th August 1896, 7., seven weeks £ the Salt d Abkge-' s tW Ot ,EP ealzls{ 3 D-I, ol ai;e lsh ]I; b Inspec?or

fter the public meeting, refers to the apothecary’s failure to attend op him in the o ot e 4 Abkdri Department, Tiru L S eire & who had the honour of presid-
after P March 189 é when he (district munsif) had slight fever, and i ‘ mg at the public me_etlng_ held on 24th"J une 1896, He appears to have heen
early part of arﬁ it o M intt Wit e apotheeury, in his,name Tt is smarting under some lmaginary grievance against the apothecary in that he waqg not
female memb{er of blsthou?l? trict munsif at the close of sheet Ny 6 of his sta;tement L‘ courteously received at the hospital on the occasion of his first visit without previous
however admltte;ihaty - :a csytlh?eeary attended on him when he hag slight fever, Tt is intimatio_n, and that the apothecary had refused to give him a medica] certificate to
madelb:;fo::hglti s waIe); not the cecasion spoken of as referring to March 1896, - enable him to apply for glck_ leav.e. These two personal grievances ] shown to be
= i thecary says in his explanation that to the best of his recollection, he saw the ' o LOoARaSg by the Tahsildar in his Sosvmpanying report, dated 15th September

The apothecary his quarters and preseribed medicines on 5th Marcl, 1896, 1896, inasmuch as the apothecary Was 10t to blame for omitting to do what he was not

district munsif at his ql.l o pads ) competent to do in the matter of sick certificate to bhe granted to a gazetted officer,

As for remuneration * to the aPOtheeaslg;’v:hsyd;“;‘iﬁi“%i;‘:};;ﬁﬁgpotfedtﬁg and that Igréh(j(fala' F(l)w should have previously announced his position when pe
i : Soas o i first visited the hospital.

* Vide apothecary’s separate list encloséd of medical officer’s VISItS, nto official and It is stated in paragraph 15 of the memorial that the othecary did :
medical attendance and quality of medicines fr1enq1y, and visits entitling him to remu- on being sent for b}lr) Mf Glc))pala Row, when he wasg suﬂ’e?ilig ﬁ.omyeaf._agﬁz thgn};ié
sapplied. neration and no fees, thap the visits for had to seek the aid of the compounder who had the kindness to do the needful. My,

which any feé was due were not more than 3}11% vague élRi 15;) ‘1)12: Zemnu.s bat, };V hich he ' A Gopala Row evaded open enquiry in th_e presence of the apothecary, and he has gept

had given him in the middle of 1895, al}i s.th W p o P ORt 1m'cas (;)Il two me a written statement wherein he hag Improved his complaint by adding throat-ache
different occasions after January 1896. T efa%)};); ecary temelStszI‘nlg) reeew1989(r5n0m 3 to ear-ache. It appears from the explanation of the apothecary and his cumpounder’s
than Rs. 2 in cash and says that, on receipt of this l;ai,moun ont e rua:iry , he statement that Mr. Gopala Row never applied for medical aid for ear-ache that
t him a note thanking him and pointing out this payment as A 1eWw departure in
ﬁl case, that the bat was merely given as a loan, and that the district muusif had
)
|
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of the apothecary. It was therefore inferred by the sub-registrar that the tahsildar
had a ecomplaint against Mr, John Pillai, and he discharged the self-imposed duty of
giving utterance to it by representing it to the chairman of the publie meeting,
The report of the tahsildar, dated 2]st September 1896, which I have obtained
regarding the allegations in paragraphs 17 and 21 of the memorial will go to show that
he had not a shadow of grievance against the apothecary, that that officer did compl

with his request and attond on him (tahsildar) ag early ag possible, that he (tahsildar)
had a fall from horseback on 18th June 1895 at a place 9 miles from Tirukkéyilir.
and not from a carriage at a village 6 miles from the town as stated in the memorial
that his case was not one of srave urgency as stated in the memorial, that there wag
10 urgent request for the attendance of the apothecary, that the expression “ g eop.
veyance drawn by a pony ” was inserted in Paragraph 17 of the memoria] with a view
to induce a belief that if was g swift conveyance, while, as a matter of fact, the pony

which was the property of the sub-registrar himselt was well known to be the slowest

written statement after the apothecary recordeq the statement of his compounder
n regard to it, and t'hat the accusation 1S quite unfounded anq malicions, My, Gopala
Row says in hig written statement, dateq 5th August 1896, that the apothecary was
highly unpopular, and that g majority of the People have lost thejp confidence in him
while as a matter of faot sevetal members of his owy family are shown by the hos e
tal récords to have received in fu] confidence medica] ajq at the very same hospiltal
managed by Mr. John Pillai, My, Gopalas Row has purposely omitfed to sign the
memorial, though he was the president of the meeting.  Ag he was subsequentl

transferred to N andyal he copld not be cross-examined by the apothecar)(rl. Hiys,

unwarranted aspersions, out of interested motive, on the popylur: y ;
deserve severe notice, . g PopuLrity of the ap uihouey,

12. The next complainant is one Ra.ngasami Pillaj
Muﬁsz}"s Court. lliis complaint as get forth in 16 of th
with a cancerous ulcer in one of his jaws wag lac . :
apothecary, that as the ulcer was emlgting foul Smeﬁdthzng;:; ﬂtl?sa rtx e%:i]]]t( xi]t‘ of ’:he
Silst.anee, and had the ulcer dgessed by a warq cooly, and “that thg b(;P im ad a
indifferent treatmept. There 18 a marginal note jp nﬂmusc-ript in the hagd:’??tpn e;
the sub'-regxstrar that the boy died since the date of the memorial, as if ¢} it Lﬂgw"
due to indifferent treatment, But Rangasami Pillai, , &5 e death was

in his statement before.me distinctly stated that he noticed no gopt of indifference in

)

s boy’s’ mother used to keep him at
ud » that the apothecary examined the bol;' on the

nitive treatment in September 1895 because of the simple nature of the disease he wag
then suffering from, and of his having, on a previous occasion, when he had an injury
in his forearm by a fall, treated with indiffersnce the instructions given him by the
apothecary. The words of the tahsildar in the concluding paragraph of his report
under reference may be quoted here for facility of reference—

sub-registrar has nevertheless, to show himself in his true colours, discﬁarged his self-imposed duty
of représ-enting me as one of the complainants, and in doing so, he has, as shown above, acquitted
himself in a way most unbecoming, to say the least of it, an officer of his position, inasmuch ag he
has freely indnlged himself in reprehensible distortion and suppression of facts with an ulterior
object which pervades the memorial.”’

In this conncetion, T may also bring to notice that the tahsildar visited the
hospital on 7th June 1896, 7.c., seventeen days before the date of the publie meeting of
which nothing was then known, and noted in the visitors’ book that the institution
Was very popular, and that great credit was due to Mr, John Pillaj for the interest he
took in his work. It is absurd to say in the face of these remarks recorded so
recently, that the tahsildar had really any grievance against the Apothecary, Mr. John
Pillai. At page 26 of his report, dated 25th August 1896, Mr. John Pillaj has, in
view of the various false charges maliciously urged against him in the memorial,
applied for permission to prosecute some of the leading men for defamation and
damages if not also for false information ; and this is a matter for the consideration

of the authorities.

ic Ieeting he was sent for through
Yy the sub-registrar, My, Sreenivasa  *

: i tat v
sub-registrar and the district mungif are friendg agdeﬁ?:;t t(;lfe ];l)smlljgxy' :vgiiz’dﬁ;;fa:ilz]:l}

interest in enquiring about the death of the boy g i :
The only complaint of this peon is that ths s :g};m the house of the district munsif,

the first day, though the boy was eévery day takep i
tion. It was the compounder who gave medicines to the

14. The next. complaint set out in paragraph 18 of the memorial js represented
as one which proceeded from myself, and this was, as admitted by the Sub-Registrar,
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar, ventilated by him at the public meeting.  Here again there
1s a culpable suppression of facts, A few days after I joined this division, a ryot from
a distant village represented to me in the office that he was unable to pay the high fee
demanded by the apothecary for attendance i his village on a labour case. As [
was informed that the seale of fees and the distance limit had not béen fixed by this
taluk board, I could not satisfactorily settle the matter., Subsequently, the subject
came up for decision at a meeting of the taluk board, and T was for fixing the lower
scale of fees referred to in the Government Order in consideration of the poverty of the
masses in this division, and in Support of my view I referred to the partieular incident
as admitted by the sub-registrar, who, as vice-president of the taluk board, wag
present at the meeting, The lower of the two scales was adopted, and a distance
limit of 12 miles was fixed I a resolution of the taluk board at the meeting,
This does not show in the least that Mr. John Pillaj was unreasonable in hig demands,
or that he was unduly cruel in the particular case. The sub-registrar has apparently
availed himself of his conneetion with the taluk board and misused the informatjon
he had obtained as a member ang vice-president of the board to serve hig end. The
apothecary says that the distance he was desired to travel by the ryot in the case
under reference was about 15 miles, that he had brought no conveyance, and that he
Was not prepared to pay any fee. I may say that if I had thought that My Tot.

f H€Te 18 no need for
a serieg of unsucecessful
and the pegp being a

to say Something againgt

13. The next grievance embodied in Daragraph 17 of 41,
M.RE.Ry. 8. Sundraiyar, Tahsildar of Tirukkéyildr, Was representeq 5
meeting by the Sub-Registrar, M.R.Ry. Masilamani Mudah'yar’ though t
not desired to do so. The tahsildar was Dot one of the members of the pnups
meeting, nor has he affixed his signature to the memorial. The Sub-roo: e public
that when he happened to meet the tahsildar on tywq occasions, he
roluntarily mentioned to him that the apothecary had not been king enough to attenq p
n him forthwith, that the tahsildar did not contradict, and that I the courge of? .
onversation with the tahsildar it was clear that he preferred native treatment ¢, th;:
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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 cause of complaint in the
absence of definite rules on the subject, and the matter was therefore dropped at the
time.

In paragraph 21 of the memorial, a reference is made to my having sent for
medical aid from a distant station at a considerable cost as if I had no confidence in
the medical treatment of Mr. John Pillai. This is another instance of exaggeration
and misstatement of facts. In the course of twenty days from the close of January
1896, three children in my family died one after another, and they were not exclusively
under the treatment of Mr. John Pillai. The: first child had an attack of dysentery
when I was absent in camp 40 miles off. It was for some days under the treatment
of a native physician in my absence, and when Mr. John Pillai took up the case he
found it almost hopeless. The child died immediately after my return to Tirukkdyi-
lir. Mr. John Pillai tried his best and Uevoted great attention to the treatment of
the other two children, who were also occasionally under the treatment of others, but
his labours proved fruitless. A woman from a village 5 or 6 miles from Tirukkdyildr
was sent for at the instance of the female inmates of my house for the treatment of
the last baby, simply as a last chance, but after some days she gave up the baby as
hopeless of cure. The woman was thereafter sent back with a remuneration of a few
rupees. This course was adopted not because of want of confidence in the apothecary,
but because we had to try the last chance as is occasionally done even by professional
medical officers. It is very strange that so much has been made of this incident to
condemn the apothecary as a medical officer who does not command confidence of the

ublic. Even a few months ago, the apothecary has successtully treated my survi-
ving children when they were suffering from fever. The Tahsildar, Mr. Sundara Iyer,
says that on many occasions after he had a fall from his horse, he had recourse to the
treatment of Mr. John Pillai for himself, his wife and children. It will thus be seen
that the allegation in paragraph 21 of the memorial rests on very shaby foundation,
and that it is calculated by the authors of the memorial, of whom the sub-registrar is
oue, to unfairly represent Mr. John Pillai as an unworthy member of the medical
profession. I shall return to this subject when dealing with his general popularity.
15. The last specific charge against the apothecary is recorded in paragraph 19
of the memorial, and the officer who took upon himself the responsibility of represent-
ing it at the public meeting was Mr. Narasimma Chariar, the Inspector of Police,
Tirukkdyilar 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 that he has made a report in his diary to the Superintendent of the convening
of the public meeting, and of its object. It is not known if he has made his official
superior understand that he figured as one of the complainants against the apothecary.
He says distinctly that he had no grievance of his own against Mr. John Pillai, that
on the other hand he was very much thankful to him for his having taken special care
of his brother and treated him for a month for lunacy, that his requisition for the
medical services of Mr. John Pillai was always readily complied with, that for all such
services no remuneration was at any time demanded or paid, that even when a remu-
neration was offered, Mr. John Pillai declined to receive it, and that so far as medical
treatment is concerned, he (police inspector) had no complaint against the apothe-
cary. 'l'he police inspector had however oflicial complaints against the Apothecary
Mr. John Pi'lai in his capacity as a medical officer and union chairman. This is the
very inspector of police who is responsible for the scandalous insinuation in paragraph
19 of the memorial that Mr. John Pillai is indirectly responsible for the death of a
Pariah from Adichanallur, who had sustained injuries by a fall from a piccotah, and
who, according to the memorial, died some two days after he was relused admission as an
in-patient in the hospital in February or March 1896. In his statement before me,
the inspector says that he had the information from an unknown female relation of
the deceased Pariah, that when the latter was taken to the hospital, he was not taken as
an in-patient, and that the medical officer had not taken sufficient pains to treat the
patient. The inspector says that he got this information some ten days after the
death of the injured Pariah, that the Pariah was not sent to the hospital by the police,
and that no enquiry was made if the Pariah offered to be taken as an in-patient,
and if he had not already been under the treatment of a native quack. There is
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pothint% saiddizt ht}w memorial itself of the indifferent treatm
tnspector, and this was apparently a subsequent improveme
) vas appa - nt to agge
against Mr. John Pillai. On referring to the 'rec{)rds of inqu(;s?hcrava‘
:Efat the fpollcfhrep?brted the case as one of accidental death, t
o erenice irom the sub-magistrate, the apothecary stated that i i
tion of the Pariah, he had sustained the injuryy by a beatil?;ctll:ll&ntgh;z tht;tmforma-
correspondence on the subject between the magisirate and the ’police the " }fr ik
:;ate examined certain b_lood relations of the deceased and others ,and f?)u —(;.n aé}?s-
e ci’lase to be one of aemdeptal_ death. The police did not relish the idun ft -
:.Ill)ot ecary furnishing certain information contrary to the line of their aeetaf : tklle
th:rsez‘;z :(111)1') ;‘io;al g;ound of camplumt against the apothecary, the blood rela’?iﬁ;as o£
1se g Lhe aggrieved parties would certainly have ment; di
were examined by the sub-magistrate in about five d y it o L
) : fter the death: b
matter of fact, I find no such thing in the fdve e 1 Ry 2
T s recofds of the sub-magistrate’s enquiry,
s : pector had for about a year been cherishi
:ﬁ;lclli:lli f;lgéﬁ against tthe apogh%cary, and he availed hig’]self of the e(fll)j)holzl'ltinsittr)?nogf
eing countenanced by officials and vakils to defame M illai
representing the imaginary grievance of an unk T i
what follows that the inspector is one of th B e it
: ‘ Ln; 8 e worst offenders without arti
gratitude for the gratuitous medical aid which h had ’ e AL 3o
ol ch he had so often received-{rom Mr, John
2 ob ‘ ing this unfounded complaint in pardgraph i
?gréhi oI}lJéle;lolﬁl and in referru}11g2 (t)o his antecedents in a parallelp casg sgmelge:rgsa:g:
. OWiNg paragraph 20, needs hardly any comment,sand th
memorial, of whom the sub-registrar was certainl st s S0
exercised their powers of e\{posiaon b TR bl g ofaliige
: ] > 3 y such an arrangement
tions to improperly mfluence the authorities against Mr. J olilrf dPsi?ggean‘hOf o
E}ry says that his suspension referred to in paragraph 20 of the mem‘orial e‘ R ryie
¢ teen years ago, and that 1t was cancelled on his appeal. The reeord‘.;va's SOIEe
urgeon-General’s office may, if necessary, be referred to on the subject 168

16. This memorial as its predecessor, the i i
( ces manuseript me

on by me, closes with a prayer not for the’investigation opf the ';la?: e

‘thedag)_iiiiicir{},] bu{:1 for his immediate transfer from the place

10 detail that the chargesare utterly unfounded and ima inary, it wi

- - 8 r a

from the sequel that in some instances they are ma]icio:;s, anyé tﬁ;itlf;}gﬂ;lg;:l};g? I:rnt

as

ot up simpl 1 i i
fown p ply to pander to the wishes of g few discontended influential men in the

1al already reported
10us charges against
I have shown above

17. Section IT—On a perusal of the record i )
. . a pe s of my enqu 1
of thp Tah.sﬂdar of Tu'ukkoyllur, dated 15§h and 21st Segtemge;rly 83%?0‘:)1:1;?:1 rv‘:rli):}ft:

not have been possible :—
(1) MRRy. J. V i i ot
Tirule 6yﬂlir.aratharahﬂu Naidu Garu, B.a., B.L., "District Munsif,

(2) M.R.Ry. V. Masilaman;j i i
Vice-President, Talukni?;gr?fahyar W e ot reg

(3) M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa R, ﬂ
AR i Itl)lzv~ ﬁ;ﬁgﬁl, 1st Grade Pleader and 5 Member of

4) M.R.Ry. C. Narasi . :

(5) £ Dy; vision%rasmma Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyi-
M.R.Ry. i

(5) prns gt. Govinda Udayan, Landholder and Member of the

(6) M.R.Ry. Sadasiva Pillai, Private Vakil, Tirukkdyildr.

The first n?,med gentleman felt a grieved ine .
given him by his servants, the apothgct:;,ry hadb::&usi?i, at?ﬁéﬁ?l ;2 ;:Jl;s 5 faation
the 28th July 1895, and on the 10th’and 22nd August 1895, Tn regand fo o o0
complamts, I may state ]%ere. brlqﬂy that it was only an one ;)ccasioneblagd o thes
1895), there was communication in writing between the two officers gndﬂ;hAUgusc
) ere was

5

Union Pap.
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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
his peon one rupee to Mr. John Pill#i, the receipt of which is denied by the latter.
Tt cannot be said in regard 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 fajrness tp 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 infornfation was given to Mr. John Pillai. These
instances spoken to by the district munsif himself are sufficient to show what
amount of confidence ean 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 responding
to his calls. In September 1895 when he (district munsif) went to see thie tahsildar
then on sick bed accompained by his friend, the sub-registrar, he was observed by
the tahsildar to welcome every information against Mr. John Pillai. The distriet
munsif had not the moral courage to represent his complaints in writing to the
authorities, and he sought for a device of mentioning them in his private conversa-
tion with my-predecessor Mr. Rajaratna Mudaliar, who left the district on transfer
in the wmiddle 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 beirg 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 13th 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-
sion in the middle of December 1895, and the district munsif says that, on the very
day of my assumption of charge, he made me understand that the apothecary was an
indifferent medical officer. 1 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. I subsequently noticed in the sub-registrar a spirit of o po-
sition to Mr. John Pillai chiefly in his capacity as Chairman of the Tirukkdyilar
Union. T 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 themp in inspecting the housesin 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 Department, complaining of the action taken by M;_ 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 Pillai, and that
the latter was not to blame in the‘matter. Again, on 7th May 1896, there were two
petitions purporting to have been signed by seven union servants and complaining
against Mr. John Pillai for exacting from them his private work. One of these peti-
tions was addressed to you as President, district board (vide endorsement, dated 12th
May 1896), and the other to the District 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, showg that the petitions were pseudonymous,
that they were believed to have been got ip by scme of the enemies of Mr. John
Pillai and that the union servants examined had no complaint against that officer—
vide file enclosed.
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Again, there was a manuscript memorial, dated May 1896, and addressed to the
Surgeon-General. This contained a number of charges against the apothecary and
union chairman, and it was, as admitted by Mr. Sreenivasa Row, drafted by himself.
1 have already reported on the memorial in my confidential No. 9 of 1896 and shown
what action was taken in regard to it by Mr. Sreenivasa Row. Most of the allegations
in the manuseript memorial against Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as apothecary are
repeated in the printed memorial., On the very day (23rd June 1896) on which
I received the manuscript memorial for report as to the genuineness of the signatures
in it, a notice was issued for convening a public meeting the next morning (24¢h June
1896) which resulted in the printed memg,rial under report. The notice of the meeting
was signed by Mr. Sreenivasa Row and another vakil, Mr. Sreenivasa Chariar.

In his statement before me, the district munsif says that he was not aware of
the public meeting till he got the notice on the night of the 23rd June 1896, that he
cannot say that it struck him at the time that he would be called upon to state what
he had to say against the apothecary, that it was not mentioned in the notice that
people should be ready with their complaints when they go to the meeting, and that
nevertheless on the morning of the meeting day he took with him the apothecary’s
Jetter, dated 10th August 1895. He adds that he might have casually mentioned to
some of his vakils his complaints against the apothecary. I may also observe here
that nine out of the eleven vakils practising in his court have taken-part in the public
meeting, affixed their signatures to the printed memorial, while 6nly one of them had
specific complaints againt Mr. John Pillai, that five out of the eighteen signatories to
the manuseript memorial in which his complaints are referred to are his vakils, and
that, while I was recording his statement on 18th August 1896 after 5 p.m. to suit
his convenience, four of his vakils headed by Mr. Sreenivasa Row who are all
signatories to the printed memorial just. like a number of others, sent a letter to me
requesting to be present at the enquiry and put some questions to him, which,
however, was not complied with inasmuch as the district munsif did not require their
presence. It appears further from the tahsildar’s report, dated 15th September 1896,
that it was at the instance of the district munsif that Mr. Ramalinga Aiyar, a.a.,
who was put as a member of the meeting, was sent for and that it was the wish of
the district munsif that his vakils should not expose his friend, the sub-registrar.
My, Sreenivasa Row, who signed the meeting notice, says that he does ot like to

‘ve out the names of the persons from whom there was a requisition for convening #e

public meeting. Similarly, Mr. Sreenivasa Chariar, who was a joint signatory to the

meeting notice, has declined to answer the apothecary’s query as to. who took part
in drafting the notice. Further, it is distinetly stated by Mr. Jaga Ramachandraiyar,
B.A., B.L., another vakil of the same Court, but with quite different turn of mind as
stated already, that the sub-registrar and the police inspector took the meeting
notice to him and told him that he should attend the meeting and represent his
grievances. This fact is, of course, denied by these two officers. It appears also from
what is stated by Mr. Murugasa Pillai (the sub-magistrate) that the police inspector
went to him on the morning of the meeting day and made him understand
that he should also attend the meeting, when the Salt Inspector’s carriage was kept
waiting for him. This is further supported by other statements recorded by the
tahsildar. There is also a statement taken from the Forest Range officer to the
effect that he was invited by the sub-registrar to attend the meeting. Now I would
ask whether the impression produced on reading together the various statements with
due regard to the probabilities of the case is not such as to lead one to the conclusion
that the meeting was pre-arrangec}' among the district munsif, the sub-registrar, the
inspector of police and Mr. Sreenivasa Row, and that there was a strong combination
among them fo press the charggs as best as they could and to make the meeting
a thorough success ? M.r. Sreenivasa Row is unable to account satisfactorily for
having resorted fo memorials and a public meeting against the apothecary, a public
servant under the control of the local board, in preference to represehting, as he had
a right to do, the charges or grievances at the taluk or district board™of which he is
a member, and his conduct deserves notice. I have no hesitation in concluding that
the vakils joined together to support the district munsif, the sub-registrar whose
recent departure on transfer he seems to have regretted very much, was ready to
Jend his helping hand, that the inSpector of police smartin\g;'_\;jer some official
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Brievance against Mr. John Pillai, which will be detailed below, was of some use
in arranging for the meeting and securing the attendance of members, and that
Mr. Gopala Row, who had some unfounded complaints against Mr, John Pillai,

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

The inspector of police mentioned to me, after I closed his statement, that the
misunderstanding between him and the apothecary arose from the date of the Tiruk-
kdyilir murder case disposed of a year ago, and on this information I referred to the
records. In register case No.3 of 1895, disposed of by the then Sub-Magistrate
Mr. Krishnasamy Aiyar, on 10th June 1896, Mr. John Pillai gave evidence which
went to show that it was a real case of murder, and the Sub-Magistrate has passed
very severe strictures on the rgprehensible and suspicious conduct of the police
including the inspector (vide preliminary register enclosed for reference). In this
case it does not appear that any notice #as taken of the conduct of the inspector, and

i i geful spirit against the
apothecary, by causing a charge sheet to be put in on 18th October 1895 against the
apothecary’s private servant and one of his union servants, charging them with theft of
a bark of a tree worth a pie (vide calendar No. 36 of 1595 on the file of the
Sub-Magistrate of Tirukkdyildr). This case, however, ended in acquittal, and on a
representation frem the apothecary, the inspector seems to have been severely scolded
by the Superintendent of Polica. There was subsequently some correspondence
between the apothecary and the Superintendent of Police through the Distriet
Magistrate in respect ofs gambling countenanced by the police here. These are the
real official grievances wltich apparently set up the inspector to join the opposition,
and represent at the public meeting the Imaginary grievance of an unknown
person against Mr. John Pillai, The ispector of police had to appear before me on
the day of the meeting in 1y camp at Manalurput eight miles from Tirukkdyilir in
connection with a criminal case. He did not appear there before 2 P.M. He cared
more for the success of the meeting, and he would not quit the meeting hall even
though he was desired to return home by a Vakil Mr. R, Srinivasa Aiyangar of

Cuddalore, who had also business in my court the same day at Manalurput. With

these facts, I would request you to decide whether an officer, whose duty it is to

ment, Cur. No. 1140-D.B., dated 25th September 1895
e-appointment of Govinda Udayan provided no bettey man is availabe wh

Again, it was reported to me by the Chairman Mr. John Pillai in hjs
3rd March 1896, that the very same Govinda Udayan had refused
ncroachments as desired by the panchayat with the assistance of two o
nd that he returned the list of encroachments twice,

en he retires,

letter, dated
to report on
her members,

It appears further from the panchayat resolution, No, 13, dated 20tk March 1896,

n this subject that Govinda Udayan was unguarded in his expression and mannerless.

There was subsequently another oceasion when this Govinda Udayan hag refused,
1 the pretext of caste prejudices, to do the work allotte(_i to him of revising the
ouse-tax for the current year by entering the -,Parael.]arl mncluded in hig ward,
id he expressed his sympathy with the tax-payers. This was reported to me by the
airman in his letter, dated 17th April 1896.

I
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: s ; ing ive physician and a channel monegar having

oo G%‘;}lnd? Eigi}o?:;léfbvsgtl‘zr-glﬁ)tl; cc?m;nands some influence especially among
s 5.) Iljn‘egiss shown by the Tahsildar to have taken an active part in getting
ey anthe memorial on vavious false pretexts. As he is reported to have
Sl t on three different occasions, he has rendered himself liable to be
rfisad tt? " tl?e anchayat under section 126 of the Local B’?ax_'ds’ Apt and Local
g _I'_oml N otiIi)icatioﬁ No. 326, dated 17th May 1894. This Govinda I.Tda)fan
e, S E? bour of the late Sub-Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliar and a felation
wfafh?sv?s; 1of the house in which the latter was living, and he seems to have served
e ; -registrar. = |
i WiaP:r[;olllll tt;l ({)3 ZI;%?cgcfl ?sleogzbb‘;disiva Pillai, a private vakil, and he owes

Tlhe [‘;exthg apothecary, inasmuch as the latter pressed hard for prosecuting hm;
?ollg r;;ggffgnce mf)der section 504, Indian -}1?@2&[1) godde.t (;Filfthp\r{?:frelugé%ri Wfﬁe:llge

' el (oide MODE . 166-D.B., date May 1896). He

however sancﬁl.onéegd(szi‘i;} i)?lilllh}?t\tve(;z]g ‘af- Eg (;inst the apothecary jointly with Govmdg.
S e Ky | iii lying the number of signatures in the memorial under report, an
L - Li’ilﬁmiy a )tf)ears from the Tahsildar’s report to have set up David, carpenter,
f)}xlllsffl:ga;;;?exts to clomplain against Mr. John Pillai at the public meeting.

c ject of the steps taken to draft ﬂ?g memgnal, an'd
o t l{:ues(i)nzgfl ?ﬁf:iﬁ??g tiby the SubI—)Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudali-
i e R he cedings of the public meeting, a sub-committee consisting
crr e of the five gentlemen named in the m;rgllln
ra T ! Aiyar with power fo add was entrusted with the
o M'ERF'ML'B é {:ia s gmﬁy l;f drafting the memorial, and do
(2) A. B‘::;lrlilif,lgi; Aiyar Avargal, n.a. the needful with specific ref.erencgr }EO thg
(8) V. Sreenivasa Rao Garu. G complaints made at the meeting. Olllg't
(4) V. Narayana Rao Pantula A Mu'al the sub-registrar’s name is entered las
© b vk b in the list, he was 1the l\very20fﬁ§e2 who
i in drawi and completing the memorial. Nos. 2 an were
s sran prom;ﬂe?ttef Tlfel nn(xlci:t‘ivxtg,g lrllgr was it pconsifierecl necessary by the remaining
o hea‘rdto z:wail themselves of the power given them to add to their nu.mb:r.
nwlem},) e‘l’\? > ORamalinoa Aiyar was merely a name-lender, and he left the d1§tr:1ctD or
1\0: 2 l'dr the da?r after the meeting. No. 4 Mr. Narayana Ruo is the retire 2415};
B;‘i]ahrimmq'fj;vho has settled himself at Tirukkdyildr. He remained here on the 24t
g L 1;11;.]1 ne 1896, but wasnot consultel by the other n}embers. As ff)r Mr.J aya
S (;1 Aiyar ,he admits having taken part in draffcmg th_e memorlal, but t’)hls
Ramac!lan_ﬁr i d{a a, arently because he cannot well extricate himself f_rom the other
ot IE ELI];Z sulg)—%ommittee. His allegation will be found m.eanlngle_ss, when
;ne}nbers ;béred that he has disowned the language in the memorial even in regard
s I‘mflehis own complaints, and that he does not know _Who made certain alterattlons
4 ((lm'e ;)erlineations in the p;'iuted memorial in manuseript, though the sub-registrar
:;nt;n me to believe that he made them with the 1;1pprov131;l ().iiltafugtll;:r; :;Otiinzfigg
Messrs. Jaya Ramachandra Aiyar and Sreenivasa Rao. It wi At A
i ig f glossy exaggerations and tissue of fal :
i e e lief by poi ting to the sub-registrar and his associate
at least come out in bold relief by pointing to 4 bnsible for ite Mrarine.
Mr. Sreenivasa Rao as the real authors of the memoll;la ' 5es1t);)ca] it g A
It should now be remembered that these were tl 3€;h1 I\?nvembegr o s
members of the taluk board at its meeting held on 0 i« 1, i
i i ion for replacing the apothecary by a second-class hospit
- _S:::]l: mgItam;(;rS(:el:fI(flllmge said tphat o{f; these fwo gentlemen, it was the su};b-reg;)s-
:‘:::'Swho' evinced greater interest and took rr;;‘)re aﬁiveS part, bazkigl Ousa gsrt Egts thi
i i ) ' nivas:
a gentleman of better attainments, inasmuch as Mr. repndwritin iy e ey
i ations and alterations are not in his han g : 1
22?3?‘(:%(11;2:;‘1&;‘; to be his own, and states that he got :héa (Ilraillr;(;l(;lal Eg;ﬁgzi
e . - o e . u 1 .
e ﬁlf;c}geglst)nt}iges:: %It}lgn ta‘;}rlr?itn 1of the District Munsif’s Court here, that
Brahmm)’dwthe meeting notice to several residents of the town, and subsequently
tOOEt I1.-(())1111[111(1 with the memorial and obtained signatures in it. T}lne ;}éb-re%lsga; sa)tfz
mt he had personal grievance against the apothecary, and yet he di 1‘150 choose

yar.
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represent it at the meeting, though complaints were then invited by the chairman
and the members asked by him to come forward boldly and represent their grievances.
He thought it safter to represent there the imaginary grievance of the Tahsildar. He
had special interest, while sitting in the house of his friend the District Munsif, to
enquire about 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
with the apparent object of aggravating the charge against Mr. John Pillai. He has
studiedly introduced by manuseript interlineations the words ¢ often” and ¢ not
unfrequently ”” in paragraph 3 of the memogial. 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 ingulted 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 ahout the Sth 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 the memorial by me was 14th July
1896) when I was at head-quarters, the sub-registrar 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 appea’red at the
hospital at 7-45 a.m. according to railway time, and 7-30 A.y. accordine to the
hospital time, while several patients had been waiting for him, and that the ig-patient
register and the diet register had not heen corvectly written up. A copy of his
remarks and the e;planation 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 aar, 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 apothegar % sxtilnd
nation to enable him to submit a report to me. As I was not in need of ly]'is ieport
at that stage, the request was not complied with. There was subsequentl ano?her
incident between Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar and the apothecary, and th)i,s I hated
designated “ the carriage incident” for the sake of brevity. 4

On the morning of the 28th July 1896, Mr. Masilamani
driven into the compound of the Police hospital in char
double bullock cart, in spite of the protest of the sweepe
the cart and the bullockfs. An alliercation ensued be
Masilamani Mudaliyar refused to ta e gut the cart as desired, and j
to be taken out forcibly by the hospital servants and left on tl;e sideltﬂ]:'utige if)zltlltzﬂ?;
by. The apothecary says he has orders not to allow carts inside the compound
which is kept scrupulously .clean. M. Masilamani Mudaliyar metamorphoqe({) him:
self for the occasion into vice-president, and in exercise of that authority }29 seems
to have insulted the apothecary by uttering the expression « you do not understand
your position,” sat opposite to the apothecary 1n, the hospital dispensing room, and
demanded paper, &c., to enable him to report him to me. The request was ot of
course complied with, and as Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar refused to quit the room as
desired by the apothecary, the latter asked his compounder to lead him out of it,

Mudaliyar seems to have
ge of the apothecary in his
r 1n attendance, and left there
tween the two officers. Mr.
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because it was hospital time when patients had to be attended to. Mr. Masilamani
Mudaliyar went to me forthwith and asked me to enquire into his complaint. I did
so accordingly, and the records of enquiry, together with an endorsement from the
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 cannot be
exonerated from blame. The apothecary was threatened with a report, and he was
asked to supply paper and pen for the purpose. This was certainly an unreasonable
requisition with which Mr. John Pillai could not be expected to comply at thé spur
of the moment. But Mr. John Pillai yould be considered to have acted more
prudently, 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. John 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 created more with a view to its being taken as a
pretext for avoiding cross examination in the enquiry which, the sub-registrar knows,
I was about to convene, than for the purpose of asserting the authority of the one
over the other. This incident happened on 28th July 1896, and I examined Mr.
Masilamani Mudaliyar on 4th August 1896.

19. In the meeting proceedings prefixed to the memorial wi. be found the
names of the three gentlemen named in

M.R.Ry. A. Ramalinga Aiyar, M4, of the margin, who have no local interest

g ehmundry. . and who bad nothing to do with the agi-
”» Cnddalose. URREAE B tation against the medical officer. The
" N 2 Dow of Dl il first-named gentleman is a native of a

village called Agaram some four miles from
Tirukkdyildr, and employed as a lecturer in the Rajahmundry College. He is a
Master of Arts, and he had come to his village during the summer recess, He seems
to have been specially sent for without previous notice of the public meeting, presu-
mably because the authors of the memorial wished to have among them a gentleman
with high university honours. He was put as a member of the sub-committee, while
as a matter of fact he is ascertained to have left the district the day after the meeting.
He took no part in the deliberations of the sub-committee.

The next gentleman is Mr. R. Sreenivasa Aiyangar, B.A., of Cuddalore. The place
of his residence is not noted in the proceedings, and the omission cannot but be inten-
tional. He says that he stepped into the meeting hall simply to take home the
inspector of police and remained there for half an hour as a spectator wituessing the
fun of the meeting, that he had known the apothecary only by sight, and that the
Chairman Mr. Gopala Row asked the members to come boldly forward to represent
their grievances, if any.

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

The two second-grade pleaders of the local District Munsif’s Court named in the
margin say that personally they have no
complaint against Mr. John Pillai, but
. g that they have signed the memorial
believing the complaints of others and without caring to verify if they were well
founded.

I have also examined the two other individuals named in the margin, and they say

that personally they have no grievances

et Mecaset 2§ainst thez1 a;&;t}]lnecary,t.that _nevertheless

; ot . ey attende e meeting In persuance

0) MIv“;\; Rungasawmy Naidu, Private of ya. notice and signed the Pmemorial
O - being heard of the complaints of others.

It will also be evident from the report of the Tuhsildar, dated 15th September 15986,

who submitted it after examining 20 out of the 166 Tamil signataries in the memo-

rial, that in some instances the same signatures appear twice with seeming difference ;

(1) M R.Ry. Krishnasawmy Aiyar.
() 5 Ragunatha Row.

(1) M R Ry. Narayana Row Avargal, retired
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that even taking the cumber to be correct, it represents but 5 per cent. of the male
population of the town ; that in a number of instances signatures were obtained on
blank sheets and by deceitful means by Govinda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai already
referred to above ; that though the signatories have no real ground of complaint against
the apothecary, they were induced to sign because of the influence of Govinda Udayan
and of his misrepresentation of facty; that the two.leading officers, the District Munsif
and the Salt Inspector, as well as several others who were present at the meeting have
not signed the memorial ; that a nulber of persons who had no personal knowledge of
the proceedings in the meeting or of the contents of the memorial have blindly
signed the memorial ; that the object of the authors of the memorial was to deceive
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 balf a dozen; that the District Munsif was the
officer most interested in the transfer of the apothecary ; that in his attempts to gain
his object he was supported by nine out of the eleven pleaders of his Conrt, notably
by his leading pleader Mr. Sreenivasa Row, as also by his intimate friend the Sub-
Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar; that these two agents, aided by the Police
Inspector Mr. Narasimmachari, were in their turn able to secure two unscrupulous
snb-agent in the person of Govinda Udayan and Sadasiva Pillai ; that these agents and
sub-agents aided vy 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 npmber 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 among 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 with 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 kusbah 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.

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

(1) M.R.Ry. I. Varatharajulu Naidu Garu,
B.A., B.L., District Munsif, Tirukkdyiltr.

(2) M.R.Ry. V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avar-
gal, late Sub-Registrar and Vice-Presi-
dent 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,e, Local
Fund Assistant Engineer.

As for the District Munsif, he seems to have acted
his connection with the whole affair has been traced by

public meeting attended by about seventy
persons, or in its creature, the printed
memorial, are those named in the margin.
Though the mass 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 a
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.

much behind the scene, and
strong inferences from the

statements of others. In his own interest it is desirable that he should at least have

a transfer from the district.

As for N 0s. 2 and 3, I have shown by a line of convineing arguments b
upon patent facts that they have acted maliciously against the apothegcary, aild iiea(};
there can be no doubt that they deserve suitable punishment in the hands of their

departmental superiors.

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

IR0 Dgreagiyy 1 Rl e, TN ([ TN Ak R DY, spae fpeas | DR e QO T P e S

e e I B R N Rt 2 B A e S R T s LA S LR L Sl

No. 793, Pusric, 256tn June 1897. 25

A AN A

AR A A A AARAN AP A A AARAAASRANAR AR,
AN A A A A A AU A A A AL AN A A A A A
-~ ~ A ~ ~ ¥
AR AT A, u %

As for Pranatharthihara Aiyar (No. 5), I think he deserves censure for having
allowed himself to be lead away by the representations of the sub-registrar. In‘ this
connection, I would invite your kind attention to the concluding paragraph of the
enclosed apothecary’s report, dated 25th August 1896.

91. Section IIT—I now turn to the state of the medical institution at Tiruk-
kéyildr under the management of the Apothecary Mr. John Pillai. He took charge
of the hospital in May 1894. It appears from the notes of visitors recorded in the
Hospital Visitors' Book from time to time, that Mr..J ohn Pillai has been successfully
managing the institution, and that it is gradually rising in popularity. It will also
be seen from the figures obtained from the hospital records and noted below that
there has been increase from year to year in the number of in and out patients
admitted for treatment, as also in the number of major and minor operations, and that
thersfore they go to show beyond doubt the growing popularity of the institution
under Mr. John Pillai and the absurdity of the remarks in the memorial that he is

highly unpopular and inaccessible to patients seeking medical aid :—

Particulars. 1893-94. 1894-95. 1895-96.
1) In-patients .. e oo .o e 127 15? 16?
%23 ()ug)-patients . ot 4% sie oe 9072 10,0?0 10,:)4:3
(3) Major and minor operations .o S s batiD 331 393

The total number of in and out patients freafed during the first five months o«
the current official year was 12,542 against 10,738 for the corresponding period of
the past official year, in spite of the memorial in June 1896 ang‘! the agitation created
thereby in the town. Thisis an unmistakable proof on record of the facilities afforded
to patients by Mr. John Pillai and of his popularity, and it will thus be seen that the
sweeping allegations in the memorial by a few discontented resident officials and
vakils condemning him for want of popularity and sympathy for the sufferings of the
poor are wholly unfounded. I may also observe here that the Tabsildar, who has
frequent opportunities of coming in contact with the residents of outlying villages in
his division, has reported from informations he had fromseveral villages that the services

~ of the apothecary are duly appreciated by those who had occasion to resort to him

for treatment, and that he has very often found him overzealous and earnest in the
discharge of his duties, and I have no doubt that the Tahsildar’s representations are
well founded. In conclusion, I beg to state that there are no grounds whatever to
justify the transfer of the apothecary, and that facts and figures pownt most eloquently
to the desirability of his continuance at this station where he has gained popularity
and the confidence of the public in general even at the sacrifice of remuneration to
which he is entitled. :

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

With reference to your endorsement, dated 10th July 1896, on a manuscript
memorial addressed to the Surgeon-General to the Government of Madras, I have the
honour to report as follows.

2. The memorial sets out a number of allegations against Mr. John Pillai, Civil
Apothecary and Union Chairman, Tirukkdyildr. It is dated May 1896 and signed .b’y
eighteen persons, of whom five are vakils practising in the local District Munsif’s
Court including M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, a member of the Taluk and District
Board, and Ramachandra Aiyar Avargal, a member of the Tirukkdyilir union panchgyat
presided over by Mr. John Pillai. Among the rest is a resident ryot named Govinda
Udayan, also a member of the same panchayat, whose conduct is specially noted in my
report on the subsequent printed memorial. There are no specific charges against
Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as medical officer, except that he had ill-treated his
compounder and omitted to attend at the private residence of some leading officials
and vakils and that he used to parade himself on his bycicle on the streets during
hospital hours. The memorialists make certain allegations against Mr. John Pillai as

7
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chairman of the union, and I shall deal with them seriatim. One noteworthy fact

about the memorial is that not one of the signatories to it has ventilated in it any of -

his grievances imaginary or real, and there is therefore virtually no one who can be
called upon to substantiate any of the charges except Hanumanta Rao, whose specific
allegation has reference to a resolution of the taluk board. As for the zzllarﬂes bearing
on the working of the union under its present chairman, these are records x:ufﬁcient to
disprove them, and to show that some of them at deast are malicious. It will be evident
from my report on the subsequent printe(} memorial that the real wire-pullers worked
behind the scene, and that they have, through their sympathizers and others, submitted
th.e manuscript memorial to prejudice the minds of the authorities and prépau‘e them
without demur to receive gs true all their allegations en masse against Mr. John Pillai
in his eapacity as medical ofﬁ.cer. This manuseript memorial was receiv‘ed by me on
the 23rd June 1896 for report as to the genuineness of the signatures, and that was
the very day than a notice was sent out for convening a mecti?lrr agair;st the apothe-
cary. The meeting was held on the morning of the ensuing d:?y which resulted in
the printed memorial containing specific charges against t}?e mec’lical officer. That
meeting was he@ded by most of the leading officials and the local vakils, and as. I have
dwelt at length in my report on that memorial with my remarks, it will ’he superfluous
to recapitulate them here. In view of the facts set forth above. it will be geen that
there is scar@ly any need to examine the signatories to the r’nanus::ript memorial
under report. I« have, however, examined two of the wvakil signatories M.R.Ry.
Sreenivasa Row Avargal and Krish-

* (1) Govinds Udayan. nasamy Aiyar Avargal and four others *
(2) Rangasmi Pillai. being among the signatories to the printed
(3) Ratlmasabapathi Pillai. memorial are included in the list of those
(4) Bawani Sing. examined by the Tahsildar of Tirukkdyi-

lir in connection with that memorial.

3. The manuscript memorial, with a view apparently to bias the head of the
medical department, starts with a narration of the antecedents of the apothecary that
some years ago he was suspended, and transferred for neglect of duty, and the same
1s reproduced in paragraph 20 of the printed memorial with the modiﬁ(,:ntiou that the
suspension was only a feyv years ago.- Mr. John Pillai has in his explanat’ion with
reference to the later printed memorial, stated that some fifteen years ago he was
suspended under a misconception of facts, but that he was restored on appeal. It is
not understood why the memarialists have thought fit to introduce this event. and
suppress what followed unless it be with a motive to induce the authorities to attach
undue weight to their unfounded allegations nor can the object of such a mention at
the very ontset, in the absence of a sinister motive, be perceived when it is remembered
that the apothecary Mr. John Pillai was in charge of the same hospital here for full
two years up to the date of the memorial. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, first
grade pleader and a member of the district and taluk hoard, admits havin drift;,d the
manuseript memorial, and states that he had not seen the r:aeords of sus gnsion ; that
he is unable to mention the names of persons from whom he got the infOII)’matiOn’- 3
that he does not know how the order of suspension was eventually disposed of ’It is
very strange that Mr. Sreenivasa Row is not aware of the name of L i, h
wrote the memorial. person who

4. The first charge against Mr. John Pillai mentioned in
memorial 1s that he whipped the hospital compounder some montlfsa r:gza Iz)zlllld4 t?litt}illi
spite of the representations of the latter to the then President, Taluk Boa,r’d that officer
merely transferred the compounder. In this instance, the aggrieved pa;'ty was the
compounder accgrd}ng to the ‘memorialist’s own showing, and he is not one of the
signatories. Thls. 18 another instance in which the memorialists have sought to
represent the medical officer as an unworthy sp_ecimen of humanity, though they were
apparently not aware of the whole case as disclosed by the records. It was so far
back as 5th September 1895_ that the then compounder, Narayanasamy, submitted a
petition to the Distriet Me@xeal Officer through the apothecary charging his official
superior with assult and insult, an.d the comp_lau}t was forthwith sent up to the
District Medical Officer with a covering letter bringing to notice the gross misconduct
of the compounder and his culpable neglect of duty. The papers were received by

Y
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my predecessor with a demi-official letter dated 6th September 1895, from the District
Medical Officer, and the compounder put in a petition to the President on the 11th
idem withdrawing his complaint. The papers were recorded with a (confidential) note
by my predecessor. It appears that in consideration of the strained relations between

_ the compounder and the apothecary, the
* Vide copy of a letter from the President, Taluk former was transfered ®* to the Kalla-

Board, to the Distriet Surgeon, dated 5th s 1e .
BEha Tor " 1895, with - relsent to kurichi hospital on or before the date of

endorsement from the latter, dated 26th- his complai}lt-_ It will thus be seen that
August 1895. The transfer had no refer- the memorialists had taken upon’them-
ence to the compounder’s complaint. * selves the onus of representing the sup-
posed grievances of an hospital servant
who had withdrawn his complaint. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal who drafted the
memorial states + that the compounder
+ Deposition accompanies the report on the complained of his having been beaten, but
printed memorial. that he does not know what was done
with the complaint to the District Magis-

trate.

5. As for the charges of indifference to the sufferings of patients and of omission
to attend in cases of grave urgency at the quarters of some of the leading officials
including the District Munsif, the Tahsildar and the Local Fund Assistant Engineer
directed against Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as a medical officer ; it is enough to
observe here that they appear in an undeveloped form in the manuseript memorial ; that
they have been subsequently amplified and formulated in the printed memorial dated
June 1896, in drafting which the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk board
is found to have taken a prominent part ; and that I have this day separately reported
on them in detail with the explanation of the apothecary. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row
Avargal referred to in the last two paragraphs states that he had not heard of the
Tahsildar’s complaint himself ; that it is not possible to give out the names of persons
who made mention of that complaint ; that the Local Fund Assistant Engineer had told
him one or two weeks before the date of the memorial that the apothecary had failed
to attend on him when he was suffering from fever; that he had not heard from the
District Munsif of his complaint against the apothecary ; and that he is not inclined to
give the names of persons from whom he had heard of it. This vakil, in spite of his
connection with the taluk and district boards, has admittedly taken a part in drafting
the memorial without caring to verify its contents, as if that was the most appropriate
course for him to reach the authorities for punishing a public servant under the control
of the local boards, and he has flatly refused, for reasons best known, to niention the
names of persons from whom he had heard of the complaints of the Distriect Munsif.
He admits that he has not at any time brought to the notice of the taluk or district
board any of the complaints against the apothecary embodied in the two memorials.
These are, however, matters which 1 have commented upon in my report on the printed

memorial.

6. I shall now deal with the several charges against Mr. John Pillai as chairman
of the Tirukkdyildr union panchayat. He joined the hospital here as the medical
officer in charge in May 1894, and in April 1895 he was appointed chairman of the
union. It cannot be said that he was more greedy of powers than his predecessor Mr.
Krishnaiyar, a local pleader, who it appears was a member of the panchayat as also of
the taluk and district boards, and I fail to see how M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal is
justified in having introduced paragraph 8 in the manuscript memorial, while he had
not grudged the love of power in one of his colleagues. In his statement before me
M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal says that he had heard of the apothecary’s greediness
for power from one of his friends, but that he is not prepared to give out the name of
his friend who put him in possession of this information. This shows that there was
a deep plot among the enemies of the apothecary and that there was a conspiracy to
shoot him in the dark. In this connection I may observe that the District Medical
Officer has once expressed it as his opinion that the local medical officer should have a
seat in the taluk board as in the ease of Mr. D'Sylva of Tindivanam.

7. Tn paragraph 9 of the mernorial, reference is made to the chairman’s un-
authorized entry in private dwelling houses, and the case of one Sadasiva Pillai, a private
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chairman of the union, and I shall deal with them seriatim. One noteworthy fact

about the memorial is that not one of the signatories to it has ventilated in it any of .

his grievances imaginary or real, and there is therefore virtually no one who ean be
called upon to substantiate any of the charges except Hanumanta Rao, whose specific
allegation has reference to a resolution of the taluk board. As for the charges bearing
on the working of the union under its present chairman, these are records sufficient to
disprove them, and to show that some of them at deast are malicions. It will be evident
from my report on the subsequent printed memorial that the real wire-pullers worked
behind the scene, and that they have, through their sympathizers and others, submitted
the manuseript memorial to prejudice the minds of the authorities and prepare them
without demur to receive gs true all their allegations en masse against Mr, John Pillai
in his capacity as medical officer. This manuseript memorial was received by me on
the 23rd June 1896 for report as to the genuineness of the signatures, and that was
the very day when a notice was senb out for convening a meeting against the apothe-
cary. The meeting was held on the morning of the Z‘usuinq d:?y, t:\'hi(-h resulted in
the printed memorial containing specific charges against the medical officer. That
meeting was headed by most of the leading officials and the loeal vakils, and as T have
dwelt at length in my report on that memorial with my remarks, it will be superfluous
to recapitulate them here. In view of the facts set forth above, it will be seen that
there is scargely any need to examine the signatories to the manuseript memorial
under report. ~“l.have, however, examined two of the wvakil signatories M.R.Ry.

Sreenivasa Row Avargal and Krish-

* (1) Govinds Udayan. nasamy Aiyar Avargal and four others *
(2) Rangasdmi Pillai. being among the signatories to the printed
(3) Ratlmasabapathi Pillai. memorial are included in the list of those
(4) Bawani Sing. examined by the Tahsildar of Tirukkdyi-

lir in connection with that memorial.

3. The manuscript memorial, with a view apparently to bias the head of the
medical department, starts with a narration of the antecedents of the apothecary that
some years ago he was suspended, and transferred for neglect of duty, and the same
is reproduced in paragraph 20 of the printed memorial with the modifieation. that the
suspension was only a few years ago.- Mr. John Pillai has in his explanat’ion with
reference to the later printed memorial, stated that some fifteen years ago h’e was
suspended under a misconception of facts, but that he was restored on npp:al. It is
not understood why the memorialists have thought fit to introduce this event. and
suppress what followed unless it be with a motive to induee the authorities to a’ttach
undue weight to their unfounded allegations nor can the object of such a mention at
the very outset, in the absence of a sinister motive, be perceived when it is remembered
that the apothecary Mr. John Pillai was in charge of the same hospital here for full
two years up to the date of the memorial. M,R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, first
grade pleader and a member of the district and taluk board, admits having draftéd the
manuseript memorial, and states that he had not seen the records of suspension ; that
he is unable to mention the names of persons from whom he got the information" and
that he does not know how the order of suspension was eventually disposed of ,It 18
very strange that Mr. Sreenivasa Row is not aware of the name of the pers(;n who
wrote the memorial.

4. The first charge against Mr. John Pillai mentioned in paragraph 4 of the
memorial 1s that he whipped the hospital compounder some months ago, and that in
spite of the representations of the latter to the then President, Taluk Board, that officer
merely transferred the compounder. In this instance, the aggrieved party was the
compounder according to the memorialist’s own showing, and he is not one of the
signatories. This is another instance in which the memorialists have sought to
represent the medical officer as an unworthy specimen of humanity, though they were
apparently not aware of the whole case as disclosed by the records. It was so far
back as 5th September 1895 that the then compounder, Narayanasamy, submitted a
petition to the District Medical Officer through the apothecary charging his official
superior with assult and insult, aqd the complaint was forthwith sent up to the
District Medical Officer with a covering letter bringing to notice the gross misconduct
of the compounder and his culpable neglect of duty. The papers were received by
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my predecessor with a demi-official letter dated 6th September 1895, from the District
Medical Officer, and the compounder put in a petition to the President on the 11th
idem withdrawing his complaint. The papers were recorded with a (confidential) note
by my predecessor. It appears that in consideration of the strained relations between
i ¢ the compounder and the apothecary, the

Vide copy of a letter from the President, Taluk  former was transfered ®* to the Kalla-

Board, to the District Surgeon, dated 5th 1 v
Begtember 1805, with g et kurichi hospital on or before the date of

endorsement from the latter, dated 26th- his cnmplalpt.' It will thus be seen that
August 1895. The transfer had no refer- the memorialists had taken upon them-
ence to the compounder’s complaint. * selves the onus of representing the sup-
posed grievances of an hospital servant
who had withdrawn his complaint. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal who drafted the
memorial states ¥ that the compounder
t Deposition accompanies the report on the cofnplained of his having been beaten, but
printed memorial. that he does not know what was done
with the complaint to the District Magis-

trate.

5. As for the charges of indifference to the sufferings of patients and of omission
to attend in cases of grave urgency at the quarters of some of the leading officials
including the District Munsif, the Tahsildar and the Local Fund Assistant Engineer
directed against Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as a medical officer ; it is enough to
observe here that they appear in an undeveloped form in the manuseript memorial ; that
they have been subsequently amplified and formulated in the printed memorial dated
June 1896, in drafting which the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk board
is found to have taken a prominent part ; and that I have this day separately reported
on them in detail with the explanation of the apothecary. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row
Avargal referred to in the last two paragraphs states that he had not heard of the
Tahsildar’s complaint himself ; that it is not possible to give out the names of persons
who made mention of that complaint ; that the Local Fund Assistant Engineer had told
him one or two weeks before the date of the memorial that the apothecary had failed
to attend on him when he was suffering from fever; that he had not heard from the
District Munsif of his complaint against the apothecary ; and that he is not inclined to
give the names of persons from whom he had heard of it. This vakil, in spite of his
connection with the taluk and distriet boards, has admittedly taken a part in drafting
the memorial without caring to verify its contents, as if that was the most appropriate
course for him to reach the authorities for punishing a public servant under the control
of the local boards, and he has flatly refused, for reasons best known, to niention the
names of persons from whom he had heard of the complaints of the Distriet Munsif.
He admits that he has not at any time brought to the notice of the taluk or distriet
board any of the complaints against the apothecary embodied in the two memorials.
These are, however, matters which I have commented upon in my report on the printed

memorial.

6. I shall now deal with the several charges against Mr. John Pillai as chairman
of the Tirukkdyilir union panchayat. He joined the hospital here as the medical
officer in charge in May 1894, and in April 1895 he was appointed chairman of the
union. It cannot be said that he was more greedy of powers than his predecessor Mr.
Krishnaigar, a local pleader, who it appears was a member of the panchayat as also of
the taluk and district boards, and I fail to see how M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row ‘Avargal is
justified in having introduced paragraph 8 in the manuscript memorial, while he had
not gmdged the love of power in one of his colleagues. In his statement beforg me
M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Rovgf Av'argal says that he had heard of the apothecary’s greediness
for power from one of his friends, but that he is not prepared to give out the name o
his friend who put him in possession of this information. This shows that there
a deep plot among the enemies of the apothecary and that there Wagggggonspirag
shoot him in the dark. In this connection I may observe that § ict Me
Officer has once expressed it as his opinion that the local medical ¢
seat in the taluk board as in the ease of Mr. D'Sylva of Tindivana

7. In paragraph 9 of the meinorial, reference is made
authorized entry in private dwelling houses, and the case of oned
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vakil, is quoted as an instance. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal on being questioned
on the subjeet says that it is not possible fer him to name the persons who complained
of it. As for Sadasiva Pillai himself, le is not one of the signatories to the memorial
under report, and yet his supposed grievance seems to have been represented by proxy.
In this case, it was Mr. John Pillai who pressed for criminal prosecution against
Sadasiva Pillai for the latter having insulted him openly, but in consideration of the
special circumstances of the case, it was held that*Mr. John Pillai would best assort
his dignity by treating Sadasiva Pillai’s canduct with silent contempt (zide District
Board President’s letter Ref. on Cur. No. 166-D.B. of 1896, dated 11th May 1896).

8. As regards the alleged unauthorized removal of lanterns referred to in para-
graph 10 of the memorial, I have as yet received only one complaint against the action
of the chairman Mr. John Pillal, and that was from a contractor named Mr. Hanu-
mantha Row, who figures as one of the signatories to the memorial. The complaint
was enquired into, and placed before the taluk board at a meeting held on 20th May
1896 and presided over by the vice-President M.R.Ry. Masilamani Mudaliyar. The
matter was disposed of in resolution No. 10, dated 29th May 1896. But in view of
the comments made in the resolution on the action of the union chairman and of
doubtful ownership of the lantern, there has been some further correspondence from
the chairman and the matter has not been finally disposed of by the taluk board.
M.R.Ry. Sreenivisa Row Avargal, seems to have made use of the information obtained
by him as a member of the taluk board, and regardless of the interest of the board
embodied it in the memporial and affixed his signature to it underneath that of the

complainant Mr. Hanumantha Row himself. The threatened civil action against the
taluk board will be awaited.

9. As regards the allegation in para. 11 of the memorial, I find on a reference to

y the records that the six persons named in

(a) L]I).R.R{. 2 lfsiggmchandrmyar Avargal, the margin were appoint}))d as members of
*) M.%%?ﬁly.eMutbu.S amy Pillai the union panchayat after Mr. _J ohn
© S Muthiata Chett March  Pillai had his appointment as chairman
(d)  »  Ramasamy Pillai 1896. in April 1895, and that except in two
(e) Sadagopa Naidu. cases Mr. John Pillai did not object to
(f) Govinda Udayan. the re-appointment of the out-going mem-

_ bers. 1t does not appear, that he had

any thing to do with the appointment of M.R.Ry. Ramachandraiyar Avargal, a pleader
of the Local District Munsiff’s Court. Asfor () Muthusawmy Pillai he was recom-
mended by the Tahsildar in pl.ace of one Adinarayana Naidu whose re-appointment was
righlty objected to by the chairman because of his vld age. I recommended Muthialu
Chetty (¢) in place of Arunachala Aiyar, who had resigned his membership, and the
chairman had no objection to the appointment. Sadagopa Naidu (e), a vakil, was
recommended by the chairman in place of .one Subbaramanier deceased. As for
Govinda Udayan (f), he was an out-going member, and his re-appointment was
recommended by the chairman himself. It was only in the case of Ramasamy Pillai
(d) that he was put in place of the out-going member Sama Row (a vakil) at the inst-
ance of the chairman, inasmuch as the re-appointment of Sama Row was objected to on
the score of his indifference and apathy to union work. This Sama Row, while his
re-appointment was under consideration, and some two days after the vice-President
had sent me a note suggesting the desirability of enquiring him as to his consent to
continue in office, put in a petition to me on 21st January 1896 volunteering his ser-
vices: but I did not accept his offer as it was thought undesirable to throw obstacles
and impede the progress of union work by the addition of a useless member, and as
there was already a xpember in the Panc}}ayat reported against for presistent apposition
to progress of work in the person of Govinda Udayan (f). The petitioner, Sama Row,
who has apparently been backed up by the taluk board members Mr. Sreenivasa
Row has affixed his signature to the memorial, and this is another instance of the
want of interest of the latter in the proper and efficient management of union affairs.
I need hardly observe here that facts have _begn_ exaggerated and misrepresented for
which Mr. Sreenivasa Row is one of the individuals responsible. If is absurd to
suppose that the chairman has almost succeedea in haYmg in the union men gf his
own liking in the face of the fact that three out of the six new members have signed
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the printed memorial against Mr. John Pillai—(a), (¢) and ( /) and that one of them
f) has taken a most active part in getting up the memorial as will be seen from the
Tahsildar’s report on the printed memorial.

10. Referring to paragraph 12 of the memorial, T have to state here that there was
no budget provision for any expenditure for making sanitary arrangements at the
Keelur festival in February 1896; but a small amount of Rs. 10 was sanctioned as a
special case at the request of the chairman. The money was not, however, spent, as
it was reported later on that special coolies ‘were Lot procurable for the purposs, but
that the necessary sanitary 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.

11. The complaint in paragraph 13 of the memorial, regarding the chairman’s
refusal to carry out the diversion of the water course in the Pennar for drinking pur-
poses is purely imaginary. A small amount of Rs. 25 was sanctioned for the purpose,
and the chairman expressed his inability to carry out the work-with such a small
amount, and suggested the need for professional help. The work was then entrusted
to the Tahsildar, who, with aid of village labour and (_zollectlon;of materials for putting
up an embankment, did the needful within the sanctioned allotment. The work was
also supervised by me personally, and this was certainly not a matter in which the
chairman could be taken to task. Mr. Sreenivasa Row pleads ignorance of the agency
through which the Tabsildar exceuted 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
were accessible to have (Mr. Sreenivasa Raw) as a member of the taluk board.

19. 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
enquiry and report. I found from the report of that officer that the complaint was
frivolous, that it was got up for the occasion, and that the petition itself was pseudony-
mous. This reminds me of a curious incident mentioned to me in the course of
conversation by one of the official signatories to the printed memorial. In that case
T was given to understand that the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk
board attempted in a scheming manner to secure evidence to prove a charge of the
game kind against the chairman, Mr. John Pillai, but that the proposal was subse-
quently given up. As, however, the information was not commumqated to me offici-
ally, I am precluded from entering into the details of the case. It 1isa point worthy
of consideration that Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who has drafted the memorial, has recorded
such frivolous complaints in the memorial which will serve to stir up. the union ser-
vants against the chairman, and this is certainly not what is expected of a member
of the taluk and district boards. I may also draw your kind attention to the pal-
pably inaugrous statements in_ paragraphs 14 and 15 of the memorial. ~When the
memorialists or rather the authors of the memorial wanted to represent the imagi-
nary shortcomings of the chairman, they complained in paragraph 14 of his having
reflocted the sanitary condition of the town by executing private work from the union
servants. Again, when they wished to hand him up for neglect of his duty asa
medical officer by frequent absence from the hospital during the hospital hours, they
have very reluctantly given him a certificate for his good work (vide paragraph 15)
as chairman of the union by way of inspection of houses for a general revision of
house-tax, and of encroachments and close supervision of the work of union servants.
The use of a bycicle on occasions in a town like Tirukkdyilir, which comprises three
detaclied portions in distant parts is‘certain to result in advantage to the public inas-
much as it facilitates speedy trips f¥pm one corner to another. The memorialists
could not, however, bear to see the chairman using it at times, and they have taken

8
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if his object i i hat has eome to
1 £ his object is to parade on public streets. From w
mefgtfg:klain;v say t]hat Mr. J c?hn Pillai deserves credit for his earnest and zealous
digcharge’of his duties as chairman, and that if he has erred at all, it was by excessive
zeal and warm interest in improving the condition of the union.

morial closes with a prayer, not for an investigatlon.of the charges
set 01113 .th'lélrlginx?%ut for the transfer of Mr. John Pillai, on the allegation Ehat’h'ehias
proved a failure as a medical officer and chairman of the union. Mr. 8. Krishna-
samy Aiyar who has signed both the mengorials states that he has personally no com-
plaint against Mr. J ohn Pillais; that on the other hand whenever he had occasion to
seek his medical aid there was ready coutpliance with his request ; that he knows
nothing personally of the complaints in either of the memorials, but that he signed
them both because he had understood froxp some of the ].C'espe(‘?,tab]e vakils and .others
that Mr. John Pillai was unpopular. This is simply rediculous on the face of it.

14. In conclusion, I beg to stite that the charges complained of are purely
imaginary, and that the memorial appears to have been got up by a few interested
persons as a prelude to the later printed memorial which serves to expose on the stage
the real actors, but which will be found destined to share the same fate, in spite of
considerable official and vakil influence brought to bear, as will be seen from my
report on that memorial.

15. The conaected papers as per separate list are enclosed.

. ENCLOSURE.

Exrtract of Remarks from the Visitors’ Book of the Local Fund Hospital, Tiruk-
kéyilir, by the President, District Board, South Arcot.

Inspected the hospital this morning. Found six in-patients (male) in the male
ward and two male in-patients in the contageous disease shed, one female patient
in the female ward. The wards, compound, out-houses including latrines, kitchen,
dead-house were all clean and in good order. Similar remarks apply to the internal
arrangements of the hospital. The medicines and instruments were neatly arranged
and the latter were clean. The following figures show that this institution is doing
good work under civil apothecary Mr. John Pillai who joined on 10th May 1894.

The number of in-patients treated in 1894-95 was 159. During the correspond-
ing period in 1895-96, the number was 168. The number of out-patients treated 1D

1894-95 was 10,025 whilst the number treated during the corresponding period in
1895-96 was 10,542.

The following figures show the total number of all patients treated in his

hospital during the last five months of 1896, compared with the total number treated
in the corresponding month of 1895 :—

e, 1896. 1895.
pril .. e . .o . .o ' 1745 1,703
May P . LY .. . . . e 2,151 2,021
e iy e o e Prialerpaaitaataly ity 1
inly PLE L .. LB .“s .. . 2,951 2,387
uguﬁt . L . LI .. e 2,312 2‘467
. Total .. 12,542 10,738

The following figures show the number of operations (major and wi formed
1st quarter, 1895

LY .. .. .e . . .. 65
2nd ” » LR . L] . e L L] . . Py 132
. Total ., 197

1st qnartel', 1896 .o . . . . . 91
ﬂnd ” ”» . e o . .e . :: :: 146

. TON . 237
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These figures cloquently disprove the allegations recently made by a few local
residents that the civil apothecary is unpopular. On the contrary, they conclusively
establish the fact that he is doing excellent work and that the populavity of the
institution is rapidly increasing under his management.

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

I find that medicines are given to the public‘gratis. This seems quite unneces-

sary in all cases where patients can afford fo pay for medicines. The attention of the
taluk board president should be drawn to this fact.

Three screens are required for the use of the hogpitél, and they should be pro-
vided by the taluk board at an early date. ;

(Signed) A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,

6th September 1896. Lresident, District Board.

—_—

Submitted to the President, District Board, South Arcot, through the President,
Taluk Board, Tirukkdyilir.

”

TIRUKKOYILUR, (Signed) D. JOHN PILLAI,
Tth September 1896. ’ Apothecary.

Submitted to the President, District Board, South Arcot.

2. It appears from a comparative stafement obtained from the apothecary
Mr. John Pillai on 29th July 1896 that the popularity of the institution under his
management is on the increase. The figures are noted below for reference :—

1893-94.  1893-95.  1895-96.
In-patients .. " o e A Araeiats vk 159 168
Out-patients e i . o oo 9,072 110,026 10,542

There can be no doubt that the public in general who resort to him for treatment
appreciate his valuable services, and have full confidence in him. His sphere of duty
as a medical officer is not confined to the town of Tirukkdyilir, and it will be seen
from my report on the memorial to be shortly submitted that the allegations against
the apothecary of some discontented residents of the town, who appear to have been

brought together under questionable influence and interested motives are unfounded
and mostly malicious.

3. T am waiting for the Tahsildar’s report as to the result of his enquiry which

I expect to bave in a day or two, and shall shortly submit my final report on the
memorial against the apothecary.

4. Action will be taken on the last two paragraphs of the enclosed notes.

TIRUKEOYILUR, (Signed) R. SUNDARASA MUDALIAR,
13th September 1896. President, Taluk Board.

From the President, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1836,
Dis. No. 15-Tour.

Excrosures.

Perrrion from certain inhabitants of Tirukkdyildr, South Arcot district, to the Chief
Secretary to Government, dated 8th January 1697.

Most RESPECTFULLY SHOWE1H,—That the petitioners and certain others sentup a
memorial to the Surgeon-ngel.'al in May 1896 and another in July 1896 to the Surgeon-
General, the President, District Bouxd, and the District Surgeon embodying their

complaints against the then Local Funy Apothecary of the station Mr. D. John Pillai
and requesting his transfer from that place.
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9. 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 apothecary is
based upon the reports of the Acting Deputy Collector and the Collector, which, the

petitioners respectfully submit, were prepared ,upon an incomplete and one-sided
enquiry held by the Acting Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar.

4. That at the time of the enquiries some of the petitioners requested the Deputy
Collector and the Collector (the former in Writing also) to permit them to be present at
the enquiries, which request was not complied with, though the apothecary had been
given the fullest scope to cross-pxamine the signatories to the memorials 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, commirted 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 their telegram dated 20th September 1896 have also
represented to the Surgeon-General about the irregularities of the enquiries.

7. That the e.nquirios were generally conducted at unusual hours during nights
at the houses of the Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar.

8. That the petitioners learn and believe that the said apothecary was suspended
several times at different stations, and has been unpopular at various ‘places for which
he had to be transferred, which will be evident from a perusal of his service book
and the papers connected with his antecedents.

9. The petitioners humbly pray that the threatened retransfer of the said
apothecary may not be effected, and before allowing him to come back to the station,
ﬂ{x{ei;y may be allowed the opportunity of being heard by an independent European
officer.,

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

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

PrritioN from certain inhabitants of Tirukkdyilir Town, to the Surgeon-General with
x the Government of Madras, dated July 1896.

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

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

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

4. That a public meeting was consequently held in this town on the morning of
the 24th instant at which. several persons came forward with specific complaints
against the apothecary, which were noted down by the Chairman for beiug embodied
in this memorial.

5. That on certain 0cCaslous, when Messrs. Streel}ivasaehariy:}r and Naravana-
swamy Lyer, Pleaders, and Messrs. Arunachella Naicker, Maurimuthu Naicker,
Devanayaga Pillay and Krishnasawmy Udayan, local residents of the town, had to go

to the hospital for medical aid, they found the opothecary to be very irregular in his
~trondance, and some of them had consequetly to return Jome without receiving
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6. That according to one David Asary of the Danish Mission he went to the

apothecary with a decent conveyance and requested him to call over to his house to
gee his child, which was then in a dangerous cendition, and the apothecary, who was
then conversing with a Brahmin vakil, refused to go over to see the patient though
the prescribed fee had been oftered him, but directed the applicant to bring the child
to the dispensary which he could not have done in the state in which ,the child then
w1s; and when the apothecary actually came over to the applicant’s house three
hours later, his services proved to be of ng avail and the child expired W'lﬂlllfl tws
minutes after the medicine prescribed by the apothecary hud been administered.
The petition which the said David Asary waeant to present to the District Surgeon on
the subject is at his request submitted herewith.

7. That the apothecary declined to attend on the wife of Devarajiah, Head-
master of the local girls’ school, when she was in an acute stage of labour abou; a
fortnight ago, without a previous payment of a fee of Rs. 15 and he had not even the
kindness to pay an ordinary visit.

8. That when Mr. Jayaramchendra Iyer, B.A. and B.L., _Flrst.-grade Pleader, went
to the dispensary at 4 P.M.y about twenty days ago taking with him a child which had
thrust into one of its nostrils a tamarind soed, the apothecary was not to be found
at the dispensary, and that he had to patiently wait until 5-30 p.. when the apothe-
cary was fetched from his house by the hospital compounder. '

9. That on the 2nd of Vyasi of Manmatha (14th May A1895) when the wife of
Mr. Arunachella Iyer, a retired Revenue Inspector, was inflabour, the apothecary
refused to lend the services of the midwife, who had attended on her the previous
night, on the plea that che had other engagements ; although an earnest request was
made to him at 7 a.M. which was repeated at 11 A and the apothecary could not
be moved though it was represented to him that the patient was hopelessly bad.

10. That a child of the said Mr. Arunachella Iyer, eleven days old, had a boil on
its back which was opened by the apothecary one day ; but he flatly declined to
attend on it the next day until he was assured of sufficient remuneration ; though a
respectable request with a carriage was made to him and that before the promise of
payment 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, }'efused to call on Mr. Ifranatharthyhara
Iyer, B.A,, B.C.E, Local Fund Assistant Engineer, when he was suffering one day from
high fever.

12. That when the attendance of the apothecary was sought for by Mr.
T. Varadarajuln 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 wasagain
sent for the next day. '

13. That when the said gentleman requested the apothecary’s attendance at his
house in connection with another abscess at about 7 P.M. 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
geriously ill at about 1 or 2 A.x. in the night, a lantern and two men Were se(tllt to the
apothecary with a request for his attendance; but the apothecary refused to call
over at that hour although his residence was within a hundred yards of ’ghe house of
the District Munsif and it was considered unsafe to administer the medig® then sent
as the patient had not been seen by him ; and he appeared the nfy’ ay at T am.

when his services were not much needed. y
15. That the apothecary did not attend when sent for = .T. Gopal Row,
Inspector of Salt, when he was suffering from ear-ache and he L . to seek the aid of

the compounder who had the kindnéd to do the needful.

9
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16. That one Rungasawmi Pillai had his son treated for a fortnight in the

dispensary for fever with no effect and when he changed the treatment a cankerous
ulcer was formed in one of his jaws for which he has again been placed under
hospital treatment and as it emits foul smell, the apothecary does not approach the
boy but keeps him at a distance and directs a ward cooly to dress it and the boy is
still under such indifferent treatment.
Y 17. That when the Tahsildar Mr. Sundara Iyer had a fall from his carriage at a
village six miles from this town, a conveyance drawn by a pony was sent to the
apothiecary at about 5 p.ar., with an urgent request to go over to the place where the
Tahsildar was, but he did not choose to cofaply with the request though the case was
one of grave urgency. ¢

18. 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
bim at once, though he had been offered a portion of the fees then and there and
promised the rest in the village.

19. That although a man from the village of Adichanellore who had fallen from
a picota and rece ved 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.

90. 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, who, 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.

99, That the unsympathetic and indifferent nature of the apothecary, as
evidenced by the facts above narrated, has rendered him so very unpopular that
several leading men of the locality were put to the painful 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-hearted 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.r.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 Wl
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 bhe
removed from his service book certain pages containing entries regarding his pr o ioHl
suspension on two occasions.

Memorandum No. 378.

The Surgéon-Geneml is requested to submit a copy of his proceedings suspend-
ing the apothecary.
(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
19th February 1897. il Chief Secretary.

Vs
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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, 16th February 1897, No. 66. 3

With reference to your memorandum, No. 378, Public, dated 12th February
1897, I have the honour to forward here-

* Surgeon-General Cornish’s Proceedings, No. with a copy of my Proceedings, No. 429
4266, dated 15th Angust 1882, dated 29th January 1897, suspendin’

Surgeon-General Furnell’s Proceedings, No.  (jvi ¢ 47
S9aL. dated 26th June 1885, Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai.

Surgeon-General  Bidie’s Proceedings, *
No. 0—228, dated 6th June 1886.

2. 1 also attach, for the information
of Government, copies of the Proceedings*
of my predecessors regarding this apo-
thecary 1n 1882, 1885 and 1886.

ENCLOSURES.

Proceepines of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 4266, dated
15th August 1882. ;

Read—letter No. 501 from the Acting Zillah Surgeon, Cuddalore, with enclosures
regarding the conduct of Civil Apothecary John Pillai in eliarge of the Local
Fund dispensary, Tirukkdyildr, in neglecting to relieve a m%ndicant who
applied for medical aid on the 12th July last. ’

7

Order—No. 4266, dated 15th August 1882.

The Surgeon-General considers that, unless all the witnesses in the case have
perjured themselves, the charge of neglect against Civil Apothecary John Pillai is
borne out. It is shown by the witnesses that a poor wayfarer in pain and suffering
applied at the dispensary, and after waiting for some time, without securing an
help, left the place and subsequently fell into a well receiving injuries from Whie}{
he died.

9. The Civil Apothecary John Pillai denies any knowledge of the man’s presence
at the dispensary in the afternoon, but if the compounder’s evidence is trustworthy
he was duly informed of the presence of a patient seeking relief, and the evidence o
the man Babu Singh, shows that he saw the apothecary speaking to the patient
and that he took a message from the apothecary to the compounder requesting him ‘0
come to the hospital, which the compounder did. i

3. Under these circumstances the Surgeon-General has no doubt that the Civil
Apothecary John fillai did see and converse with the man, but that he was too proud
or too lazy to administer a dose of medicine, or to take measures for the relief of the
patient in the absence of the compounder, and that owing to the delay in administra-
tion of medical relief the man wandered away and met with his death. The Surgeon-
General in a circular No. 48 of 21st December 1880 informed medical subordinates
that the delegation of their own proper duties to hospital servants would not be
permitted and that some punishment would follow breach of rules.

4. Conduct, such as is deseribed in the depositions of witnesses, is simply dis-
graceful to all concerned. J ohn_ Pillai has shown himself to be unfit f:)r his position
and will not be again employed in an independent charge until he has shown himaslt
to be more trustworthy. :

5 TFor this act of gross inhumanity and neglect of duty the Surgeon-General
directs that John Pillai be suspended from rank, pay and allowances for a period of
two months. At the end of the period of suspension he will be posted to some
subordinate situnation, where he will be under the supervision of a superior officer.

6. The Zillah Surgeon will be so good as to make arrangements in communication
with the President for the immediate relief of John Pillai;, and to report if any of

the district subordinates are fit for theyxpermanent charge at Tirukkéiyildr.
&
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7. The Civil Surgeon will also communicate with the President, Local Fund BT it v i WAL S
Board, in regard to the conduct of the hospital servants at Tirukkéyilir. So far as No. 793, PusLic, 256TH JUNE 1897. 37
the dePOS‘ItlonS g0, the Surgeon-Genéral thinks they are all unfitted far their positions LN M e et p e T AR eSS PRI S
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. ’ ated 6th July 1886.

. (True Extract.) oneral regrets to receive guch frequent complaints against’ Qix:il
o 3 ai. In 1882 when attached to the Civil dispensary, Tirukkdyildr,
(Signett) A. J. STURMER, Surgeon, is duty towards a sick *mendicant who applied for relief, as‘to

Se(;.y -y Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt. of Madras. "led to his death, and was suspended on tlfat occasion from rank, pay

¥ ior two months and remdwed from independent charge. -

. /.
Wioration to an independent, ost, charges were brqught against him of
duty and extorting fees from ™ ients applying for aid at the Cl'Vll dispen-
 uvanndmalai, and of want of tac (ld conciliation, and he was again removed

P, independent to 2 subordinate c*  Ze. : L
The present correspondence shows still furthér neglect of duty on the part of the

Plivil Apothecary even in a subordinate position. An infant in the Lying-in hoslpllital
as found on the 17th June covered with acute scabies. No notice had been ta Eﬂ
¥ of the case by John Pillai, no attempt to appl}: a .remedy, no report mﬁclihe' to the
Medical officer, or to his representative—the Senior Al?otheeayy—on Vlbltl]lfg t ;
hospital, nor did the Civil Aputhece}ry know the nature Qt the ailment. The d.Ct' 0

-~ 4he admission and neglect were ("118(:0\"01‘0(1 by the Medical officer on the following
day—not on the report of the Civil Apothecary, but by an accident.

ProceepINGs of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 3251, dated
26th June 1885. :

Read—Iletter from the District Surgeon, Cuddalore, dated 15th June 1885, No. 23
and enclosures. :

e —

Order—No. 3251, dated 26th June 1885.

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

from patients are not eonclusively proved against Civil Apothecar illai i
P 8 pothecary D. John Pillai in When spoken to by the Medical officer regarding his neglect of duty and profes-

charge of the Local Fund dispensary at Tiruvanndmalai, he is eminently wanting in b : . ing,” jfest
oy . . e N 3 » 3 o iy o ,, ? oY~§
tact and conciliation, and is not fulfilling the purpose for which he has been placed in | o sional ignorance, he “ became most insubordinate in manner and bearing,” maniies

medical charge of Tiruvanndmalai. His antecedent history at Tirukkdyilir is also j ing much contumacy when verbally ordered by the Medical officer to consider himself
against him, where in 1882 he so far neglected his duty towards a sick mendicant 1 under suspension from duty.

.
who applied for relief, as to have led to his death. On that occasion he was suspended According to his own showing Jobn o fotiop. iz s e 8%
from rank, pay and allowances for two months and removed from independent charge. S

L i o v, i s abs he Medical officer, went round the
1 ’ v Jthough the Senior Apothecary, in the absence of the Me ) un
John Pillai does not appear to have profited by that lesson, and within a year of being % '! ivar((ilslcafter the admission of "che infant, John Pillai did not report the admission to
re-employed in mdepel}dent charge, has given occasion for dissatisfaction in the district : -~ him, but ¢ thought best to show the infant the next day to tne Doctor on his
and for a request for his removal, i mor’ninﬂ visit” and in that he failed also. In the meantime nothing was done to
While holding with the District Surgeon that the charges of neglect of duty o EN aueviat% the sufferings of an infant covered with acute scabies.
have not b(‘agn established, 1t is very evident from the correspondence that, as medical Under all the circumstances of the case, and his previous misconduct coupled
officer of] Tiruvanndmalai, John Pl.llal has not earned the confidence and good will of '. with his comparafive ignorance of his profession, the Surgeon-General questions the
the people from want of tact and judgment, and is not furthering the object o ol s -otaini 1 4 man in the public service ; but requests that he may be
Local Fund Board rovid i i : 5 v f the : advantage of retaining such a I e 5 eq y
ocal Fund Board in providing medical relief for the Circle. The District Surgeon i warned that on the next occasion of misconduct he will not fail to move the Govern-
?’111 iy su}fmllll't the whole correspondence (herewith forwarded) to the President ment for his dismissal from the gservice,
Ig)ilil:;%); e:'sg;;icl) A;:tgéigl‘sy i\i‘?htoo ‘:ﬁﬁghig :);J;thl;(ty?to}f tﬁi (]1)<>_s1tr4bée tothreP lace Jobn : For his present offence the Surgeon-General sentences him to be suspended 1Y;Erom
- » > W 1strict authorities in ¢ p Y A . e o : -Maj
interests of the tax-payers. In that case John Pillai will be withdrawn to atstlgc]):(i]i? P duty and pay for one month, with effect from date of suspension by Surgeon. ajor
nate charge, where he may be induced to qualify for an independent charge at some . J ~ ol
future time. (True Extract.) ’

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. BIDIE, u.B., C.I.E,,

(Signed)  D. ELCUM, Surgeon, : Surgeon- General with tlze.Govt._ of Madras.
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt, of Madras.

AN

——n

Proceepines of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras

N ProceepiNas of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 429, dated
dated 6th July 1886. y No. 0-228,

29th January 1897.

Read—the following papers :— 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 yerification by the District Medical and Sanitary
Qfficer. South Arcot, doesot contain the pages bearing the entries regarding
PR v s suspensida.

From the Superintendent, Lying-in-Hospital, Nos. 166 and 170, d:
20th June 1880, 1'espective?y. i » dated 18th and

From Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, d¢ wed 28th June 1886.

= Officer, Minute No. 193, dated 16th
: ; 1897, forwarding the

A =
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Order—No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,

It is observed from the above correspondence that  pey 1TSEOL,
been opened for (jvil Apothecary D, John Pillai, doing duty Cy/%%% ¥ gt
that the old one was in an unserviceable eond a ‘
and Sanitary officer, South Arcot, to the
Hospital, Madras, for verification of the pe
«*ached to hig hospital.

ition, it was sent by
Huperintendent, Gover..
tlod during which the A.3251,duted

2 While Vf)l‘lfylﬂg the entries in the book with the records in the hosNo 23
Superintendent tfound that the new book contained no entries reo-
sions of the Apothecary, and on ex

)0C . garding the g,
: . amining the old service bool
Pages which contained such entrie

§ Were missing from it,
3. The matter having heen reported to thig office, the Apothec
upon for explanation. e states that he is unable to aceount for the

and that he only copied in the new service book such
the old one.

t he discovered th.

ary was called
) mis.xing pages
entries as were tq be found ip
4. The Apothecary’s explanation is mogt unsatisfactory, [ffo knew perfeet] 11
that he was suspended more than once in his gerviee and that the entrieg J(fy~woh
euspensi‘?ns were made in his service book—so that if he had no connection L\\'i,ti u:l(i
surreptitious removal of the missing Pages from the olq book, he ()Ll(rllt tov lh ’e
reported the fact to hig medical officer when, in the course of pr('l;arinfr h?s new b sk
he found that the olq one did not contain the missing pages, | 5 il

5. His_wneglqet to do so and his attempt to get the new
entries of his punlshmeuts~1)assed through point to the f

book~without the
old book were removeq either by himge

b ti act that the pages from the
It or at his lnstance or with his cognizance,

6. The presumption, supported ag jt 18
80 strong that the Surgeon-General
given the benefit of doupt,

by very clear circumstanti

: al evidence, ig
does not consider that t} :

16 Apothec:u-y can be

e, Such dishonest conduct on the part of an officig] calls for hig Summary dig
missal, but in the pregent case, 1 the absence of direct evidence, the Surgeon-3
considers that the ends of i stice can be met by iz / THa o0
: _ Ol Justice can be met by 5 lighter Punishment, ~ Hq aceord
X N: 'n < .- - . T > = s
ngly directs that Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai be Suspended for threg month
from his duty, pay and allowanceg from date of receipt by him of this order ;

(True Extract.)

5 (Signed) D. SIMPSON, M.B., Su

rgn.-Captain
Secy., Surgn.- Gen] with the ( s

¢ Govt, of Madrqg.

—

From Surgeon-Major-ngoml C. SIBTHO_RPE, P.R.C.P.L, Surgeon-
the Government of Madras, to the Chief See

eneral with
Madras, 3rd March 1897, No. C.—20.

retary to Goverumcut, dated

With reference to your memorandum, No, 513, dated 1st March 18
honour to forward Civi] Apothecury John Pillai’s letter
August 1896.

. 97, I have the
of explztuatlon, dated the 26th

2. T also encloge, as requested, his appeal against his suspension in 1889

with the District Medical and Sanitary officer’s report thereon. g statement, that
the appeal resulted in his being restored to his office is wrong, The ouly effoct of tl];le
appeal was that his suspension was reduced from two months to one month, byt the
order about his removal from independent chargs stood fast, as will pe si\m' from
Surgeon-General Cornishe’s remarks in pencil on tae back of the rer

Medical and Sanitary officer, South Arcot. [ woild ale- -

-

together

letter, No. 66, dated the 1 6tF. ™

in 1%
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D. JOHN PILLAI, dated 11th March 1897.
&

——————

r-General C. SIBTHORPE, F.R.C.P.I, Surgeon-General with
prnment of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated
y 13th March 1897, No. C.+—25.

uation of my letters quoted in the margin, I have the honour to
forward herewith an appeal stlbl'ultteq by
Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai against
his suspension as ordered in my peoceed-
ings No. 429, dated 29th Jangary 1897,
opy of which has already been forwarded to Government, with my letter No. 66,
ed 16th February 1897.
. Sy \ A

2. According to G.0., No. 788, Publie, ('hmtd 23rd October 159»4, p]umshme;.}tsi
by one of medical subordinates other than dismissal are not.upp(_'mlabl?,‘ but as the
Apothecary insists on his appeal being sent to Government in spite of this order, I
consider it best to do 80, and to lay the whole facts before Government,

b, dated 29th January 1897,
ted 16th February
*—20, dated 3rd March ,,

3. On the 1st December 1896, T received an official letter from the Superintend-
ent, Government Maternity Hospital, which I reproduce below for ready reference 4=
2

I have the honour to forward, herewith, correspo;q‘leqce {'(lg.ardiug the t\'?l’lﬁ%ﬁtl?n mﬁ1 entrii:
in a new service book for Civil A pothecary D. John Pillai (with the {)lld-'sex\lc? oof?uml :Ltn 3
one). I observe that the papers on which references were made to his suspension fom duty in
e : “= hospital are missine, and I have reason to helieve that entries referring
1886{Thcpur ] 2) are also missing from the book. A great deal of valuable time and
:':orlllbi:) n}l; 3 ]:«;"-n < peaded in veritying ?hese en.trivs, ‘:md if T had singcrl' the;.» n]ci\\'] ,1)?(‘%{ as
requeste 7 the Distriet Medieal and Sumta,r.y officer, South :\.rve.ot,\m') fnlufntjmfu “Ou]dﬂ;‘l.‘ Li) :e]eirsx
made o, uspension from duty w‘ucp the A]mthec:.u'y was at ”‘)'lf‘llu;]nt:; g @:mrl(. oihe (t(())rn
now, as [ think that some oxv»l:m:‘ntwn s:hould be given by t-,hc Civil / ]Z)ct);t }Lcalyvr‘c:;atrtmbl 1‘;0 o
and partially-destroyed record of serviee and the attempt made to obtain my signature
would have been a false record.

* » z 3 X

4. This was no doubt a very serious matter and the Apothecary'was called upon
for an explanation. His reply was not only unsatisfactory but evasive, as discussed
in my proceedings quoted above.

5. His present appeal is chiefly based on his Pl‘esu{n?t{Ol} ]thali ilfadexp]allr‘ula)d to
my satisfaction at a personal interview that ﬂ;g original 5017;1(_-(;‘50()11 th]} neve },gfﬂ
mutilated. On the othexj hand I was never Lui‘ui-elm.m'f: L:(Til‘\i“';( f Qen(;l Sj({;r‘ligiei‘fit)h
having been tzunpemd' with as T was Wh_ou I c{ose ytflmt\lt»{( u. “1‘,1 n()t‘bei”u' i
for the inspection of Government. It will be seen that the p;lDva Ll e
in print, there is no difficulty whatever in some of them being remove or replace
= pli.mv ‘ones and the fact that in the present instance all sheets are sgparate and
b nj(? tomt‘hor by a thread considerably confirms this suspicion, _ABove all, it will be
e I that the entries in the book from 1881 to 1889 (the period which comprised
e n::-'wiuhs the Apothecary waa suspended) are all in the Apothecary’s own
I}tlho f“'liii]i”“ 1irnst<'ad of in the hadndwriting of _the medical officers un«lex_' whom he

e 1 %d or of their clerks, as is the case in all the subsequent entries. More-
bt en?]\‘o} i ;010 entry from 1881 to 1889 has been attested by any medical officer as
pret 2% deI'LTn’ column 12 of the book, asis the case in all other entries, and the
Pmﬂded t(fl'uinwv entries from 1881 to 1889 are in a better and more serviceable
ShCOt'S‘ COHL‘T]P tl?e latter portion of the book which was used much after them, All
cOngHeen F?Lh yled with Bl‘iO'a(le-Surgeon-Lieutmmnt-Coloucl Branfoot’s evidence of
the fa“t?;(‘ﬁxld remomboreg the engries of suspension in the book, conclusively prove
19 8eell d % ]

mpered with. and the handwriting of the Apothecary is a suffi-

ce it to say that there was uot
ot [6: Ol
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