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APPENDIX. ﬂ
| G.0., dated &th Seplember 1892, No. 627, Public.
‘ Read—the following paper : —
5' From Mr. W. 8. NEWMAN, r.c.s., ex-Assistant Chemical Examiner to Govern-
. ment, dated Madras, 5th August 1892.
b Asstracr.—Memorial of the ex-Assistant Chemical Examiner Mr. W, S, Newman clearing
! him of the charges by reference to enclosures, and seeking redress for his summary dismissal
| from the Public Service.
Order—dated 5th September 1892, No. 627, Public.
Mr. Newman will be informed that His Excellency the Governor in Couneil,
; ~ having considered his memorial, finds no reason for a reconsideration of the orders
! already passed in his case.
(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
Uhief Secretary,
To the Petitioner.
: Copy to Chemical Examiner.
] ‘
o
d 5
. Exd, A, Baitt, |
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(3) In the same paragraph 3 (), pages 3 and 4 of the petiti
makes observations to the following eﬁe’ct :3- petition, Mr. Newman

«n G.O., dated 8th October 1891, No. 2068, Judicial, Governme i

Dr. Pore’s neglect of duty. Dr. Pope must have received this letier on tnlfe *igltr};m(()lgt?;tt)ed uﬁo-"
might have been anticipated that he would there and then call upon the petitioner for ety
nation of his copdqct. But it was not until Colonel Weldon wrote. on the 2nd N o ‘SXPla-
Dr. Pope and invited his attention to the statements in Dr. Grant’s letter to Mr (geni er,hto
Dfrég’op}? took a.n)(r1 steps ; ht;a thett} wrote to the petitioner demanding an account of the e :;iz’atti:[t
of the chopper and an explan itioner’ . '

appeared F(?be fresh.” planation of the petitioner’s reasons for stating that the blood stains

From the above Mr. Newman argues that Dr. Pope would never h :

) € ave dlsputed
:il:tgﬁuracy of Dr. Grant’s letterbto Mr. Gantz had not Colonel Weldon pressed the

. In reply, it may be remarked that G.0., dated 8th O

Judicial, was not despatched to Dr. Pope until the 22nd Octobztrogza L%?}l);tth, 201?18,
Newman was in consequence of illness not attending office. The delay which ime Mr.
between the receipt by the Chemical Examiner of this Government Orde Occgrred
call upon Mr. Newman for an explanation was thus trifling, and, such as i{ an ;clhe
been explained in paragraph 4 of Dr. Pope’s letter to Go vornment. dated 7thW]§S’ as
ber 1891 (printed at page 9 of G.0., dated 23rd January 1892, No. 56 P e}(}:gm-
Moreover, supineness on Dr. Pope’s part in no way exonerates the ’petit;ione;' ubbe)-

(4) In the same paragraph 3 (b), page 4 of the petiti N

that, on receipt of Dr. Pope’s n(I))te of(tgx’ep2nd Novemberp(:igl?izl:: fl\cfrr-arl: gzvcman P
examination of the choppgr, he wrote (on the 5th) statingothat (1) heount gf the
customary tests for blood, (ii) he concluded from the readiness with which ulse the
obtained that the blood was fresh, and (iii) he had called Dr. Pope’s att o o e
freshness of the blood at the time of the examination. + $Ope’s attention to the

Tt is certainly the fact that Dr. Pope received a note f
5th November and replied to it on the 9th idem by a 1ette: 0{?1 I\f:f]i?lfwhman on the
reference to Mr. Newmau’s statement that he had called attention to th fe hace ne
the blood at the time of the examination. e freshness of

If then it is true that in his letter of the 5th N
that he had called Dr. Pope’s attention to the freshngs‘;ergfb (ta}rleM lfl.olg(f wman, remarked
absence of any reference to the remark in Dr. Pope’s reply of the pg‘ta}‘:lously, the
important, t.ho‘ugh as affecting the conduct of Dr. Pope rather than that of l&v ould be
man. Butitis to be observed that Mr. Newman quotes from his lett ; £ I New-
from memory and the letter is said to have been a mere pencil note andeﬁ' of the Sth
produced. It is therefore unsafe to draw any inferences from the I?S not: been
Dr. Pope’s letter of the 9th of any reference to the freshness or otherwis: 0293;}: bf;ggl

(5) Paragraph 4, pages 4 and 5 of the petition, 1 )
malice and bad character of Gb.uléb R4i and Kanlzlayya ﬁ;s'yu%egot;% Otoatngw?.g the
these occurrences, were, respectively, first and second assistants in the Chemi ‘i ]gme of
I(ljer’s Q{ﬁse and t?vho hz:lvgl gn_;?n evidence against Mr. Newman. His Ez:gzllel; aymill-1
ouncil does not regard Mr. Newman’s alleg ti i : .
mportance. 3 s allegations on this subject as of any particular

(6) Paragraphs 5 and 6 of the petition relate to the second .
Mr. N n, namsely, that ine li . Becon c!lal'ge against
ber testi ana , namely, that of stealing liquor sent to the Chemical Examiner’s office to

Mr. Newman does not deny that he appropriated li .

- quor ; but he asserts that it
has been the general practice in the office to do so and hi i at1
is, briefly, as follows :— s explanation on the subject

« All spirits sent to the Chemical Examiner’s office are subj :
ration test and the hydrometer test ; the liquor tested by the formgl’eirtxz(é},tood ti‘:g toeiz;:si—:]l;e obscu-
and that tested by the latter method loses strength by evaporation during th;e r;::e e Plgcess
time ago the question was raised why samples of liquor tested in the ;Sea-Customsp Oﬁi:: doa\m
Chemical Examiner’s office showed different results, and it was found that the difference :v:s d o
to the loss of strength by evaporation of samples tested by the hydrometer, the consequence bei ue
that, on testing in the Chemical Examiner’s office a sample which had previously been temﬁﬁ
tho Sea-Customs office, it would be found to be of lower strength than that recorded in the
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previous test. Accordingly it was made the rule in the Chemical Examiner’s office that liquor
which had been te-ted either by obscuration or the hydrometer should not be returned to the

samplo-bottle. In September 1891, however, the petitioner found that Rangaswémi Aiyangar,

to whom it fell to test spirits, was in the habit of r_eturning the }iquor_which had been tested by
the hydrometer to the sample-bottle and directed him to cease doing so in future, but Rangaswémi
rofused to obey his orders. Accordingly the petitioner ordered Kannayya Nayudu to extract

from the sampie-bottles before he sealed them and returned them to the Sea-Customs office &
quantity equal to that tested by Rangaswami and returned by him to the bottles.”

The Government observes that the loss of strength by evaporation during the
process of testing by the hydrometer must be very trifling, but it is true that some
such cause was alleged for the differences discovered in the results of the tests applied
by the Sea-Customs office and of those a.pph?d by the Chemical Examiner, and there
waus perhaps some ground for not returning liquor which had been tested to the sample
bottles though none for Mr. N ewman’s appropriating the same to his own use.

But Mr. Newman admits that Rangaswdmi continued to return the tested liquor
to the sample-bottles and that be ordered Kannaya Néyudu to draw out an equal
amount from the bottles before sealing them. For this ac’glon there is no excuse ; once
the tested liquor had been restored there could be no possible advantage to be gained
by withdrawing again an equal quantity, and it scems to Government to be clear from
Mr. Newman’s own adinission that he was 1n the habit of using all the liquor which
had been tested for his own purposcs, that Rangaswami_refused to be a party to any
such misuse, and that Mr. Newman, beng (}etel'mlne.d to get the spirits, employed
Kannayya Néyudu as an instrument for carrying out his dishonest purposes.

(7) Mr. Newman makes it & matter of pomplaint that G[hula’,b R4i, Kannayya
Ndyudu and the office-writer were not examined on the subject of the misappro-

riation of liquor. In view of Mr. Newman’s admissions oo this point the examination
of these witnesses was not of great importance, and it will b_e observe;d that in another
part of his petition Mr. Newman comments upon the malice and ill-will of the two
first-named individuals. Itis, however, true that Mr. Newman had no opportunity
of cross-examining the witnesses who deposed against him on this charge.

(8) Para graph 7 of the petition relates to the taking away of certain confidential
records. Mr. Newman denies that the rgcords were confidential, but Dr. Pope says the
reverse in paragraph 8 of his letter pnnted on page 8 of G.O., da.ted 23rd Jaunuary
1892, No. 56, Public. The matter 18 not of rr}uch moment ; the chief charge against
Mr. Newman in connection with these papers 18 that he lied as to their whereabouts

when questioned by Dr. Pope. Mr. Newman 18 unable to deny that he told a
deliberate falsehood, although he attempts to justify h_ls conduct.

9) In paragrap® 8 (b), page 10 of the petitiox}, Mr. Newman argues that
because( 1))1‘. P(I))P e saw that the chopper was stained with blood when the parcel in
which it was contained was opened and because Ghuldb Réi says that he saw ¢ bright
red stains ” on it, therefore it is clear that the blood-stains were bright and, conse-

quently, fresh. _ '
But the record does not show that Dr. Pope noticed the bloodstains at once, and

all that Ghulsb Réi seems to have said is that he saw “a red stain which might be
blood.”

(10) In the same paragraph 8 (5), Mr. Newman brings forward the opinion of
the Chemical Examiner, Calcutta, as to the inferences to be drawn from the facts
observed. On this point it is only necessary to remark that there is no proof that the
stains were really of a bright red colour, 88 stated in the letter from Mr, Newman to
the Chemical Examiner, Calcutta.

3. In conclusion, I am to state that His Excellency the Governor in Council hag
no recommendation to make on behalf of the petitioner,

I have the honour to be,

Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
Fort ST. GEORGE, ( J. ¥. PRICE,
2nd January 1893. ! Chief Secretary.
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PUBLIC DEPARTMENT

LeTTER—from
Tug CHIEF SECRETARY 10 THE GOVERNMENT oF

FORT ST. GEORGE,

To
Tue SECRETARY 1o THE GOVERNMENT or INDIA
1

HoMeE DEPARTMENT.

Sir,

I am directed to forward, f i :
. , for the consideration of t
inlirél::;ah frorrll. Mr. W. 8. Newman, formerly the Assi?;aﬁ;ovce;nmfmt 0{ India, a
—— Iﬁ)ea ing against the orders of this Government removin h,emlcal Examiner,
bt . . r. Newman was d{smissed under G.O., dated 23rd J g him from the public
1800 c; h_e llirayed fqr a reqons1deration of this order in a petition aguary 1892, No. 96,
of bo%hwt hlc was rejected in G.0., dated 5th September 1892, N ated the 5th August
. sse :roceedmgs of Government accompany this Iett;r 0. 627, Public ; copies
. The history of the case is contained in suffici -
g:liz?rll‘y 18?_2, No. 56, Public, and it is unnecessary zslg;o (::f:vﬂ 131 G.0., dated 28rd
groundspfx;);;nswgﬁ i’;\lrh Newman’s petition of the 5th Auguest wﬁz comment upon
grounds upo ich he now secks the reversal of the orders ;:;:egpll’)f;lrt%e
is
(1) In paragraph 3 (a) .

. ,: 3 (a), page 2 of the petition, M .
ém:gl;tiis;ﬁ) nglz}fl ]f’ﬁ' enq.mé-y1 in lhl% case Was conducte’d ;y lgglvg f;ﬁin vc‘zrorll(liplams of the
A ice. ® Colonel Weldon has i . eldon, the la
his letter, dated 3rd Decembe  bas explained fully in ) g0 ate

paragraphs 2—7
Tamory 1805 Mo, 50, ey the mreer 2 which e ind 6 of of

. 0 , the manner in whi L 6 of G.O., dated 23
this Government » Public), t ] which the enquir ) rd
ras done. is of opinion that nothing to the material quejuy('ﬁglif %ﬁgu;etfi(:z and
loner

2 .
(2) In paragraph 3 (), page 3, it is stated that Mr. Newman laid all th

» Wi . connected wi all the papers
Wil s ound pintol on pugo 9 of 30, G0, * daed 100k Sepamper it
of which a copy mmf;angész:hb;g’f]:dmml’ No. 1911, Judicial, bef. September 1891,
etter. he resumed chal‘gé ¥ Otl‘ﬁeDé‘ilPope when
1 aminer’s offi emical Ex-
dissgi’tggdt},igag he never blamed Mr. Newman for Dr. Gcr(:m(:fl the 30th September
rﬁitted e ! l;3((’3uratcybof the facts therein stated. Mr New; letter to Mr. Giantz or
e 1891,v§ 0(.) 1% ;;ufp;lilnlt):éagraph 11 of his letter to (;(I)lv:g::lg:t Dr. Pope
No. 56, Public). on page 11 of G.0., dated 23rd Janhgf;eiisgtgh
help M'Eh% 23(;‘::11 asiirttig:s{, even if their correctness be admitted, d ,

7th December doe’s notlbel:r O?E:;rzed Ehatt.paragraph 11 of Dr ’Poge’golt ;Itlateriau
Dr. P . onstruction placed u - etter of the
Dr. Popo merdly did ot deny that, prio to the recsipt of thy Drsseonrs
rder case, he had had no occasio céedings of

- n to find fault wi
with

Mr. Newman.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

From Mr. W. 8. NEWMADN, ex-Assistant Chemical Examiner, dated Madras,
7th December 1892. ‘

AspsTrAcT.—Requesting that his appesl petition, dated 7th December 1892, to His Excel-
lenoy the Viceroy in Council, be forwarded together with all connected papers. '

—_— : e U
I UL "“T‘ R R TN
OrpEr—dated 2nd January 1893, No. 1, Public. N P
The memorial will be forwarded to the Government of India, with the following '
letter : — ' R Y-

[Here enter No. 2, dated 2nd January 1893.]

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

. To Mr. W. 8. Newman.

Exd. A. Raitt.
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G.0., dated bth September 1892, No. 627, Public.

Reap—the following paper :— . .
From Mr. W. 8. NEWMADN, r.0.5., ex-Assistant Chemical Examiner to Govern..
. ment, dated Madras, 5th August 1892. :

AsnstrAcT.—~Memorial of the ex-Assistant Chemical Examiner Mr. W. S;

Newman cleari
“him of the charges by reference to enclosures, and seeking redress for his [summary dxm
from the Public Service. i _

OrpEr—dated Hth Septemlpr 1893, No. 627, Public.
Mr. Newman will ‘be inforined that His Excellency the (Governor in Codeeil, . .-
having considered his memorial, finds no reason for a reconsideration of thoe “Uilers. %
already passed in his case. ST R
' (True Extraot.)
' J. F ?B4IS’CE'
M m‘m«
To the Petitioner. )
COopy to Chemical Examiridr.

D)
/
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that, on testing in the Chemical Examirer’s office a sample which had - previously been tested in
the Sea-Customs office, it would be found to be of lower strength than that recorded in the
previous test. Accordingly it was made the rule in the Chemical Examiner’s office that liquor
which had been tested either by obscuration or the hydrometer should not be returned to the
- sample-bottle. In September 1891, however, the petitioner found that Rangaswémi Aiyangar,

to whom it fell to test spirits, was in the habit of returning the liquor which had been tested by
" the hydrometer to the sample-bottle and directed him to cease doing so in future, but Rangaswémi

. refused to obey his orders. Accordingly the petitioner ordered Kannayya Néyudu to extract
bottles before he sealed them and returned them to the Sea-Customs offce a

from the sample- € L
:quantity, equal to that tested by Rangaswémi and returned by him to the bottles.”

" The Governmentiobserves that the loss of strength by evaporation during the

- “process of testing by the hydrometer -must _be very tl_'lﬂing; but 1t is true that some
such cause .was alleged for the differences discovered in:the results of the tests applied
by the Sea-Customs office and of those -applied by the Chemical Examiner, and there
was perhaps some ground for not returning liquor which had-been tested to the sample
bottles though nono for Mr. ‘Newman’s appropriating the same to his own use.

But Mr. Newman admits that Rangaswdmi continued to return the tested liquor
to the sample-bottles and that he ordered Kannaya._ Néygdu to draw out am equal
amount from the bottles before sealing them. For this ac§10n=there i8 no excuse ; once
‘the tested liquor had been restored there could. be no possible advantage to be gained
by withdrawing again an equal quantity, and it seems to Government to be clear from
Mr., Newman’s own admission that he was in the habit of using all the liquor which
had been tested for his own purposes, tha.zt Rangaswfimi refused to be a party to any
such misuse, and that Mr. Newman, being t.ietermme'd to get the spirits, employed
Kannayya Ndyudu as an instrument for carrying out his dishonest purposes.

(7) Mr. Newman makes it & matter of pomplaint that Ghuldb Rdi, Kannayya
Nédyudu and the office-writer were not exammec_l on the subject of the misappro-
priation of liquor. In view of Mr. Newman’s admlsgxons on this point the examination
of these witnesses was not of great importance, and it will be observed that in another
part of his petition Mr. Newman comments upon the malice and ill-will of the two
first-named individuals. It is, however, true thB:t Mr. Newman had no opportunity
of cross-examining the witnesses who deposed against him on this charge. ,

(8) Paragraph 7 of the petition relates to the taking away of certain confidential
records. “Mr. Newman denies that the records were confidential, but Dr.’Pepe says the
reverse in paragraph 8 of his letter printed on page 8 of G.O., dated 23rd January
1892, No. 56, Public. The matter is not of much.moment ; the chief charge against
Mr. Newman in connection with these papers is that he lied as to their whereabouts
when questioned by Dr. Pope. Mr. Newman is unable to deny that he told a
deliberate falsehood, although he attempts to justify his conduct.

(9) In paragraph 8 (b), page 10 of the petition, Mr. Newman argues that,
because Dr. Pope saw that the chopper was stained with blood when the parcel ‘in
which it was contained was opened and because Ghuléb R4i says that he saw ¢ bright
red stains ” on it, therefore it is clear that the blood-stains were bright and, conse-

. quently, fresh.

But the record does not show that Dr. Pope noticed the bloodstains at once, and
all that Ghuléb R4i seems to have said is-that he saw ‘‘a red stain which might be
blood.”

10) In‘the same paragraph 8 (4), Mr. Newman brings forward the opinion of
the Chemical Examiner, Calcutta, as to the inferences to be drawn from the facts
observed. On this point it is only necessary to remark that there is no proof that the
stains were really of a bright red colour, as stated in the {letter from Mr. Newman to

the Chemical Examiner, Calcutta.
3. In conclusion, I am to state that His Excellency the Governor in Council has
no recommendation to make on behalf of the petitioner.

1 have the honoﬁr to be,
t T:—’——Sir)
Xour most obedient servant,

_Forr S1. GRORGE, | J. F. PRICE,
January 1893. g Chief Secretary.
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(3) In the same paragraph 3 (b), pages 3 and 4 of the petition, Mr. Newman
makes observations to the following effect : —
«In G.O., dated 8th October 1891, No. 2068, J adicial, Government animadverted upon
Dr. Poype’s negleot of duty. Dr. Pope must have received this letler on the 18th October and it
then call upon the petitioner for an expla-

might have been anticipated that he would there and
Weldon wrots, on the 2nd November, to

nation of his conduot. But it was not until Colonel W
Dr. Pope and invited h ts in Dr. Grant’s letter to Mr. Gantz, that

is attention to the statemen .
r demanding an account of the examination

D Pope took any steps ; he thenwrote to the petitione
f the petitioner’s, reasons for stating that the blood stains

o the chopper and an explanation ' o

appeared to be fresh.”’
ues that Dr. Pope would never have disputed

From the above Mr. Newman arg
the accuracy of Dr. Grant’s letter to Mr, Gantz had not Colonel Weldon pressed the

matter.

In reply, it may be- remarked that G.0., dated 8th October 1891, No. 2068
Judicial, was not despatched to Dr. Pope until the 22nd October and at that time Mr,
Newman was in consequence of illness not attending office. The delay which occurred
between the receipt by the Chemical lixaminer of this Government Order and the
call upon Mr. Newman for an explanation was thus trifling, and, such as it was, has
been explained in paragraph 4 of Dr. Pope’s letter to Government, dated 7th Decem-
ber 1891 (printed at page 9_of G.0., dated 23rd: January 1892, No. 56, Public).
Moreover, supineness on Dr. Pope’s part in no way exonerates the petitioner.

(4) In the same paragraph 3 (8), page 4 of the petition, Mr. Newman asserts
that, on receipt of Dr. Pope’s note of the 2nd November asking for an account of the
ofamination of the choppex, he wrote (on the Oth) stating that (i) he used the

' '!5 he concluded from the readiness with which results were

customary tests for blood,
obtained that the blood was fresh, and (iii) he had called Dr. Pope’s attention to the
ination.

freshness of the blood at the time of the exam
It is certainly the fact that Dr. Pope received a note from Mr, Newman on the

5th November and replied to it on the 9th idem by a letter in which he made no
reference to Mr. Newman’s statement that he had called attention to the freshness of

the blood at the time of the examinaiior. ,
If then it is true that in his letter of the 5th November Mr. Newman remarked
that he had called Dr. Pope’s attention to the freshness of the blood previously, the
absence of any reference to the remark in Dr. ‘Pope’s reply of the 9th would be
important, though as affecting the conduct of Dr. Pope rather than that of Mr. New-
man. But it is to be observed that Mr. Newman quotes from his letter of the 5th
from memory and the letter is said to have been a mere pencil note and has not been
produced. It is therefore unsafe to draw any inference from the absence. from
Dr. Pope’s letter of the 9th of any reference to the freshness or otherwise-of the blood.
(5) Paragraph 4, pages 4 and 5 of the petition, is devoted t i
malice and bad character of Ghuldb Réi and KanI:Iayya l"Téyudu, who,oatngl:;li%n: 1;;
these occurrences, were, respectively, first and second assistants in the Chemical Exami-
per's office and who have given ovidence against Mr. Newman. His Excellency in
Council does not regard Mr. Nowman’s allegations on this subject as of any particular

importance.

(6) Paragraphs
Mr. Newman, namely,
be tested.

Mr. Newman does not deny th
has been the general practice in the o
is, briefly, as follows :—

« All spirits sent to the Chemical Examiner’s office are subjected to two test —~th -
ration test and the hydrometer test ; the liquor tested by the formeJr method is s iltsin th: Iﬁ}z)?;s
a:nd that tested by. the latter method loses strength by evaporation during tgg process. Some
time ago the question was raised why samples of liquor tested in the 'Sea-Customs Office and the
Chemical Examiner’s office showed different results, and it was found that the difference was due
to the loss of strength by evaporation of samples tested by the hydrometer, the consequence being

5 and 6 of the petition relate to the second charge against
that of stealing liquor sent to the Chemical Examimer’s office to

at he appropriated liquor ; but he asserts that it
fice to do so and his explanation on the subject

i’
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2. January 1898, No..2. , Pusuic.

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT. -

men—from
Tae CHIEF SECRETARY 1o THE GOVERNMENT oF
FORT ST. GEORGE,

To
' Tre SECRETARY 10 THE GOVERNMENT oF INDIA,- '
_HOME DEPARTMENT.

Sig,

I am directed to forward, for the consideration of the Government of India, a
memorial from Mr. W. 8. Newman, formerly the Assistant Chemical Examiner,
Madras, appealing against the orders of this Government removing him from the publie
service. Mr. Newman was dismissed under G.O., dated 23rd January 1892, No. 56,
Public ; he prayed for a reconsideration of this order in a petition, dated the 5th August
1892, which was rejected in G.0., dated 5th September.1892, No. 627, Public ; copies
of both these Proceedings of Government accompany this letter. )

2. The history of the case is contained in sufficient detail in G.0., dated 23rd
January 1892, No. 56, Public, and it is unnecessary to do more than comment upon
certain portions of Mr. Newman’s petition of the 5th August wherein appear the
grounds upon which he now seeks the reversal of the orders passed by this
Goveroment, . | _

(1) In paragraph 3 (a), page 2, of the petition, Mr. Newman eomplains of the
method in which the enquiry in his case was conducted by Colonel Weldon, the late
Commissioner of Police. Colonel Weldon has explained fully in paragraphs 2—7 of
his letter, dated 3rd December 1891 (printed on pages 5 and 6 of G.0., dated 23rd
January 1892, No. 56, Public), the manner in which the enquiry was conducted, and
this Government is of opinion that nothing to the material prejudice of the petitioner
was done.

(2) In paragraph 3 (3), page 3, it is stated that Mr. Newman laid all the papers -
connected with the case, together with
* Will be found printed on_page 3 of 3.0., G.0., * dated 16th September 1891,
. - dated 8th October 1891, No. 2068, Judicial, No, 1911, Judicial, before Dr. Pope when
A : of which a copy accompanies this letter. he resumed charge of the Chemical Ex-
aminer’s office on the 30th September
1891, and that he never blamed Mr: Newman for Dr. Grant’s letter to Mr. Giantz or
disputed the accuracy of the facts therein stated. Mr. Newman adds that Dr. Pope
admitted the above to be true in paragraph 11 of his letter to Government, dated 7th
Deocember 1891, No. 1032 (printed on page 11 of G.0., dated 23rd January 1892,
No. 66, Public.) :

The above assertions, even if their correctness be admitted, do not materially
help Mr, Ncwman, but it is observed that paragraph 11 of Dr.-Pope’s letter of the
L 7th December does not bear the construction placed upon it by Mr. Newman,
‘ Dr. Pope merely did not deny that, prior to the receipt of the Proceedings of.

Government on the Triplicane murder case, he had had no occasion to find fault with
Mr. Newman.

o 4
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
From Mr. W. 8. NEWMAN, ex-Assistant Chemical Examiner, dated Madras,
7th December 1892.

Apstract.—Requesting that his appeal petition, dated 7th December 1892, to His Excel-
lency the Viceroy in Council, be forwarded together with all connected papers.

)
OrpEa—dated Z  January 1893, No. 7 , Publie.
The memorial will be forwarded to the Government of India, with the following

letter :—
[Here exter No. , dated January 1893.]

(True Extract.)
Chief Secretary.

Q

To Mr. W. 8. Newman.

- o ——
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