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! From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 2nd Sepéémber
‘ 1596, No. 401. '

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

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

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

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

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT. ° Vo i 1896, No. 451.

From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 23rd October

*rap—the following papers : — 1896, No. 459.

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Scparate Revenue), Mis. No. 3210, dated

.

From the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, dated 11th Novem-

31st July 1896. ; R n-Grem
Reai—the followisg Leter from MRRy. M. GOPATA ROW, Tnspector of Sal o 1996, o o2
Abkdri and Customs Revenue, Tirukkéyilir Circle, to the Secretary to the - :
gomlénssioner of Salt, Abkdri and Separate Rcvenue’, dated githeﬁlr]{, IOSB%L (I I— . = From the President, District Board, South Arcot, dated 25th November 1896.
No. C.:(— . ’ \ P

With reference to the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, Routine No. 2160
. b

dated the 16th instant, calling on me to report if tho facts mentioned in a letter From Surgeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.r.r., Surgeon-General with

the Government of Madras, to the Chicef Sceretary to Govemment, dated

published in the Iindu of the 27th ultimo are true, I bee to \
of the said letter are true. The following Government gervafxttzt:vgr]gtptr}é:o;: x;té(tnlfz Madras, 26th November 1896, No. C.-84.
meeting referred to :— v With reference to your memorandum, No. 1355, Public, dated the 9th July 1896,
AMLR.Ry. T. Varadarajula Naidu, 8.4., B.L., District Munsif, Tirukkéyilor. and this office letter ending with No. 522, dated the 11th November 1896, I have the
» A Ramalinga Iyer, s.a., Lecturer, Rajahmundry College. - : honour to state that the report in the case of Civil Apothecary D. Jobn Pillai of
5 simha )91;;3‘;; paspeetor of Lalice, pirakkdyildr. Tirukkdyildr has just been reccived from the Collector of South Arcot and is herewith
» M. Gopala Row, Inspectn’r of Salt. Alkdri a‘:& C“J’Z tlo‘:;; Revenao forwarded for the xnform.atlou of Govorimcnt. .
» . Mathava Row, Prosecuting Inspector of Polico, Caddalore. " 2. The report consists of letter No. C, dated the 18th November, from the
» V. XNarayana ltow, Retired District Munsif. ' ) Collector and two letters from the Deputy Collector and President of the Taluk Board,
» L. Arunachala Tyer, Retired Revenue Inspector. . Tirukkoyildr, who conducted the inquiry, together with a copy of the covering
»  A. Nadamuny Naidu, Retired Taluk Clerk, memorandum, No. 2-C, dated the 20th November 1896, from the District Medical
- and Sanitary Officer. I have kept back the voluminous enclosures to the Deputy

———

Collector’s reports as the facts are very clearly and lucidly discussed in the reports
Resolution—Mis. No. 3210, dated 31st July 1896. themsclves, thereby doing away with the necessity of reading through them.

3. It will be scen from these reports and the Collector’s letters that the apothe-
cary has been made the subject of a base conspiracy on the part of the Brahmanical
and other oflicials and vakils of the place, simply because he was not subservient to
them and did his work bhonestly. Ile has becn fully acquitted of the charges and

Submitted to Government with reference to its offici 1
Revenue, dated 13th July 1896. 2l memorandum, No. 101,

True E . . :
L (True Estract) : , allegations contained in the memorials submitted by the conspirators which have been
. (Signed) EDMUND MILLT ‘- oved to be malicious and entirely devoid of foundation.
-8 Assgsg,fj},‘%g’e, ¢ d 4. Civil Apothecary John Pillai has since been relieved of his acting appoint-
« x ary-. ment at Tirukkdyilir by the permanent incumbent in the ordinary course; the

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Collector however considers it desirable that he should be re-appointed to the station

so that the public may be convinced that such machinations as have been brought to
light will not be allowed to succced. I agree in this view, but as at present there is
no other appointment available for the permanent incumbent, I have posted John
Pillai to do duty at Cuddalore until arrangements can be made for retransferring

S—

Endt. No. 1547-R, ; fG ent regarding the
} . . AR e 14 .01 Y regar g
. 'l‘rﬁnsfel:recll to the Public Department, with reference to oflice-note, No. 135-A &'ﬁef{o'fg ?&k{fgﬂfr I however await the instructions of Governim garding
- ds e : <y Sad.
dated the 9th ultimo, | \ . 5. 1 fally concur with the Collector that tbe bco,:ldulctt ogt hth’e accuﬁers calls fct)r
(OTACAMTND - (Signed AT T excmplary punishment, and I trust that they will be dealt with 1n 81(:0 a way as to
10th Auyust 1896. smed) Secy. o do:\,?%?t&sf"pm. ' protect medical subordinates from such base and malicious public charges in future.

> &
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Excrosures,

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

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

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

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

consisting of reports, with enclosures, concerning (2) the manuscript memorial and
(5) the printed memorial against the apothecary,

] .O
3. I have already, In my No. 135, dated 19th September 1896, submitted some
remarks on the case, noting that my predecessors had reported favourably on this

apothecary. He is also held in good repute by all the European officers in the
district who are acquainted with him,

4. During my recent inspection of Tirukkdyildr, I was quite satisfied with his
work and he appeared popular with all except the memorialists. I took the o
tunity of meeting the leading petitioners (those who were present i
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 sufliciently alive to
the fact that the district munsif was his official superior, lle had, however, reccived
great provocation and a little advice on this point scemed to be all that was needed.

9. In my opinion, the apothecary has cleared himself of the
brought against him and he is most painstaking and diligent,

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

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

_ 7. Itis also very evident that several of the memorialists have a strong grudee
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,

ppor-
n the station), and

grave charges

——

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

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

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

2. The Deputy Collector and Taluk Board President has made a most thorough
and exhaustive inquiry, 1lis reports are s0 complete and the records are already so
volumiuous that I shall do as little as possible to swell the literature of the subject.
I may state that whilst at Tirukkdyilir latoly I made personal inquiries which satisfy
we that the Deputy Collector’s conclusions are correct and his lucid exposition of
what was a base conspiracy organized by a few oflicials of the place to ruin a brother
official leaves little room for further comment. It was my Intention to have addressed
the heads of the various departments to which the implicated officials belong on the
subject of the gross misconduct of their subordinates, but this would involve
considerable delay in making several copics of the records, and this I desire to ayoid
Laving regard to the reminders received for these reports,

,___ i
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inqui s disclosed that the late Civil Apothecary, Mr. John Pillai, is
entitl?:.d 'ﬂu:);nf(lll‘llll;yazl;zitted of the malicious charges recklessly brought against him
by a few public servants and others whose animosity he appears to have incurred on
ﬁgcount of his zealous performance of public dupes, both as a medical officer and as
chairman of the union at Tirukkdyildir, and his personal independence of character.
II'ad he been subservient to the district mux%s1f 1n partlcular, it 1s 1mpr.obable that this
spurious agitation would have been manufactured in the manner disclosed by the
J}e uty Coollector’s reports. Mr. John Plll.ul has ab}lnd:anj; material for both ecivil and
crirIr)xinal action against his traducers, but his reputation is in the hands of Government,
to whom I request that the Surgeon-General will be so good as to forward. these papers
for orders—so far as the implicated offivials are concerned. I am of opinion that, in

sthe public interests, exemplary punishment should be meted out to the ringleaders.

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

ajulu Naidu Garu, District Munsif of Tirukkéyilsr, )
(‘? ARy $ E?x;?l(lar';ojny Mudaliar Avargal, late Sub-Registrar of Tirukkdyiltr and
v ” Vice-President of the Taluk Board, Tirukkéyilfr, o
3) Srinivasa Row Avargal, First-grade Plea.der of '.!‘uulfl‘:dyllur and Member
" of the District Board, as also of the Tirukkéyilar Taluk Board, .
(4 C. Narasimha Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyilir,
3) y Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector of Salt and Abkéri Revenue,
Eg) ,’,’ Govinda Odayar Avargal, Member of the Tirukkéyiltr Union Panchayat,

d . 3 - ”
N " Sa:l‘;.lsiva Pillai Avargal, a private Vakil of Tirukkdyildr,

e that the principal offender was the District Munsit of
Tirul?léé?ﬁ?’xr.r cc?:(liz E:::nishing thutpan otgcer in his position should, to gratlfty p;er-
1 spite for imagined slight whicli, if it occurred at all, occurred some wz vtg
f:gx?thsppreviously, have taken so pron:iinonti a p;xrt Eth};e R‘lxgllgfrrlt%e:l:l% ::xil;)igsders
condemn a broth-r officer in another epartment. at l«lr“h f the eleven pleacers
of his court should have suppo-ted him is not surpns(;na,b ?Ib gl adoinﬂ' Jo mative
character—or the absence thereot. Ile was ably second 5 }t i:] (;0 ero ocal vast
M.R.Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal who did not const er 1 h’Ph pt,h ) though &
istrict hoard and also of the taluk board, to whie e civil ap
?ﬁiﬁ};;rw::s ?lirftcsttlr;c:ubordinate both as the local medical officer and the c)ha(xir"?a:
of the local union, to take a most prominent part in these scandalous Erouee ings.
e admittedly drafted the manuseript memorial and was one of the five persgnls
selected as a sub-committee of the public meeting to draw up the printed memog:}a1 R
both of which may be characterized as a cpn_catenatmn of wisrepresentations. ) :
Sub-Registrar M.R.Ry. Masilamony Mudaliar Avargal also tool:: & very prominen
art in the matter and attempted to induce the forest ranger to join the conspirators.
'IJ)“his sub-registrar was reported to me to be endeavouring to tamper with the witnesses.

- He was accordingly transferred at my request by the Inspector-General of Registration,

and, I believe, he is now in the Salem distriqt. The Police Insppctor M.R.Ry. Nara-
siml,xa Charriar Avargal signed the mer.norlal and. ?ool'c part in thp meeting and
attempted to induce the local sub-magistrate to join in the nefarious plot. Tfhe
inspector of salt and abkdri referred to has since been transferred; but his trans Ifr
had no conuvection with his part in this agitation. Govinda Odayar, a member of the

| union, was intriguing against his own chairman, the apothecary. The private vakil
/"not being an official, may well be treated with contempt.

. If the public servants who are implicated in this conspiracy bad any valid
grievgnces agailx)xst the civil apothecary eit-hel' in his capacity as adml;adlcal oglcix}-l cl):
as chairman of the union, they could easily _andz of course, shoul l?v: fmat;a1 eto
complaints against him to the proper authorities 1n the proper yva)'nt u grd i‘}m 0
have banded together to get up a pubhc'me.etmg, touting for.rslgnit1 tures al:'a  dec -
‘ing against a brother public servant, signing mahazars agaufxstth im (i)olr'x ;mlxgg Ihe

ost reckless and false charges, was an intolerable breach o e pu _1cdut s
'm(;)s\-ereive of all discipline. No public officer can be expocted to dq his duty ear-
;:ssl - if at any moment he is liable to find himself the object of l)Ob"tll.f:i d;clamatloﬁ
n th)e streets at a public meeting deliberately convened 'by.un(‘i presided over a,xl]1
attended by brother officers whose malevolent eloquence is in mverzzci2 ratio to the

DDt MR s ey o ! a e m  Ay cmen e
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truth of their utterances. The license of the native i : ' i i i i

] ) press of this country is such that _ : his removal from this station, and that a sub-committee of five ‘gentlemen should

mllRIe scoPte is ;ﬁordqd for anonymous libellers to defame publie servants with practi- : draft the memorial and do the needful with special reference to the complaints made

cal impuni { ;. utt I:hls. pressrhz}s established for itself sucl g reputation for deliberate at the meeting.

Zi‘;&r%sf:‘:hlgg, a‘? ﬁf‘ ti?swcl;’:es’ V;Egﬁg‘“g; :;:tsb(i?:vl;e I:r:at};cd with merited con- L . 3. According to the memorial itself the individuals who are stateq to have

together publicly to attack g brother publie servant o‘ondiog OS}t:;;ted to_conspire f represented at the mecting the complaints against the apothecary of their own or of

2 . Uk . St punishment is, in my | others numbered only sixteen, while the signatures affixed to the memoria] exceed

180. It was not possible to trace out all the signatories, nor could it be conceived
how so many could bave had any grievance in the absence of specific mention of it
the memorial itself. I therefore apportioned the work of examining the Tami]
signatories to the Tahsildar, and requested him to submit a report detailing the
circumstances which brought about the public meeting. His elaborate report which
That the mj ’ istri c ®speaks volumes against the memorialists themselves is herewith submitted. He has
Hich C(“) ;av Lhe misconduct of the distriet munsif be brought to the notice of the examined some twenty persons, and I have recorded the statements of seventeen
mishmont a5 may b Pod oy iransfer after such reduction, suspension or other others, most of whom are officials and vakils.

i'
7. As agitators of thig kind are dangerous to the public peace and ordor I f
A ’
f
!
unishment as may be d . J .

P y be deemed proper J 4. Itis necessary for a correct understanding of the whole facts of the case to
!
|
|

venture to make the following recommendations for gy i
_ i I ch consid
be considered to merit by His Excellency the Governor in Cousxllc;:‘lrfl

vt

(%) Toat t-he- eub-registrar reforred to be suspended and reduced. deal with the subject in different sections, and I therefore propose to divide it into
three sections as detailed below :— A
I. The specific grievances embodied in the manual,

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

ITI. The popularity of the medical institution at Timkkéyﬂﬁr,

(d) That \.R Ry. Srinivasa Row Avargal, the g . )
be removed from the local boards undpr (~zecti08‘1l;1 é4 l? l)lzgfil;tcag n‘géﬂ\;ﬂ;tb g?srs(i n:fnnc]lbl?{;
. N b4

(e) That M.R.Ry. Govinda Oda ‘ar Avarg. imi i
of his appointment in the unjop pancha)yart. vergal be similarly dealt wi

S. In conclusion, as T understand, that Me, John Pi]
course, been relieved of his appointment at Tirukkéyilgr

5. Section I.—Of the sixteen persons who complained against the apothecary at
the public meeting, six individuals are confined to a vague complaint of irregular

ai has lately, ip the ordinary -
attendance at the hospital referred to in paragraph 5 of the memorial, three gentlemen

by the reversion of the per-

manent incumbent. I am of o inion th i8isg § . . : ;

working for, it is desirable, if 11)10 ¢ absoﬁt:fytgésc ;: SJ::'C ‘;lllmtt {lbe conspirators have.been ; who had either no complaiuts to make or who had no desire to press their grievance

to Tirakkyildr ata very early date, 80 that (b ug’l,l at he shoulq be re-appointed A are shown to have given utterance to the supposed grievances of four others who were

machinations as have hacy brought t,o light wil Ix)lot bc m'illy be convineed that such v not present at the meeting, and of whom only one was made to sign the memorial,

public interests such & eoume wcomy e;pedient to f:ha owed to succeed. Ip the : and two persons—father and son—who are living together are shown in paragraphs

apothecary at this junctare st A d, otherwise the tra_nsfcr of this j 8 to 10 as two different complainants. Hence the actual number of individuals with
g © 1o deplorable misconstruction, IJe has ; specific complaints has to be taken as only seven.

done excellent work at Tirukkdyildr and the hospj o : '

his popularity. " 1 append copy)of my inspectioxx):tzi tﬁezurl)‘zzqz;go(r)(lll ti]}e bgsfl esndence of : - As for the first charge of irregular attendance specified in paragraph 5 of the
1896 which ‘also e the remarks of o Doputy Collecior o '.[]‘el ;‘ eptcm)ber . harrias. § memorl_al, I examined the three persons
giden!;. T am oonfiut thod oy Surgoon (ol Collecto ,for aluk Board Pre- . 1) M.%Raﬁ-e fre'lgiﬂgﬁig%::n&h econd-grade named in the margin, The Tahsildar has
suf:h Intrigues as have been laid bare by the Deputy Collector a?) ; O Rat":saba;mﬁ Mgdali‘;r’ e Olork, e appear. .few o oty o iy men
this medical subordinate at Tirukkdyildr for 8ome months gt Je Stationary Sub-Magistrate’s Office, " not appear in the body of the memo-

with the punishment of hig traducers would, I thinl . 3) Marimutbu Naik, a ryot. rial.  No one is able to specify the exact
the mahazars under reference, ! ik, be the ,b%t p @ g date and hour when they found the

~
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—
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0
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[
=
S
~
=
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From M.R.Ry. R. SUNDAR hospital cared to inquire if the medical officer had gone elsewhere on duty. This is

Gory Datics and B éisd%n t?Ilgll)uAkLéiAdRTAvargalz Deputy Colleetor on an accusation, which it is easy to make, but not possible to bring home to );he person

- South Arcot, dated Tirakk ildr, 29th § rd, l!‘ukkdyllur, to the Collector of ' charged, in the absence of particulars as to dates and hours. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa

) J yiur, eptember 1896, No. 10. 5 Chari, who admits his obligation to the apothecary for gratuitous treatment, speaks of

_ Adverting to your endorsement, dated 10th July 1896 on a printed ial the absence of that officer from the hospital on some occasions, probably in November

agaiust Mr. John Pillai, Civil Apothecary, Tirukkdyihir I have the Il)mnou tm emgm-lt S ,1895. Ie cannot, however, specify the days and he has admittedly made no inquiry

his explanation with all the connected Tecords as per enclosed list, and t T o tu tmla "as to the cause of late attendance.” IIe admits, however, having received medicines
follows. < : _ ? 0 report a at the hospital alll)out that time almost continuously for fifteen days. This vakil has, |

2, The memorial was the outcome of g . . . ., , in the course of his examination before me, added a fresh count of charge—indifferent

on the morning of the 24th June 1896 P Zlgfn’;e:}t]‘:omcong?ned at Tirukkdyildr ; treatment—which does not find Place in the memorial. . On being questioned on thig

leading officials of the Judicial Registration, Poljoc d CIOCIS present were the j point, the vakil says that he considered his treatment indifferent, because he thought

most of the vakils of the local bar. The py esid tanf Abkiri departments, as also that the apothecary had been engrossed with other thoughts when he (vakil) narrated

Row, Inspector of the Salt and Ablkéri de I:n't elt of the meeting was Mr. Gopala : his case, but that he is unable to state definitely his reasons for calling the treatment

Nt ; f‘{f several complaints made b e oty and ho is stated to have taken ': an indifferent one. The vakil states that some two or three months after November

no n_els o by ecar emIt omp zgolvg(]lat}?xaty Stt)}rlne of the members present against the . 1895, he sent to the apothecary, without any demand, Rs. 4 with a letter thanking him

Ic>:e fapo ‘l’ Y’t. v a:t tive £o hi daB. e local Apothecary Mr. Jobn Pillai had ‘ for his services, and stating that the amount was not an adequate remuneration for hig

been for a long time nattentive 0 h18 duties and had become highl * unpopular and ‘ : ; but that the money wag returned by the apotheca.ry with a note expressi
Inaccessible to the public on occasions of urgent nature, g memoria.f that ho o ; y Har the

mitted to the Surgeon-General, the Collector and the District Surgez};o‘;lgy?g; 1;?; that ho valued friendship more than money. It may yvell bo concluded how far the



O B A A PP Al PN P P i e o o e g

8 No. 793, Pustic, 25t Juse 1897,

charge of indifferent treatment can be bf:lieved. Ip explanatio.n of the omissioq 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 to the memo-
rial in English with a long title as Pleader, District Muusif’s Court, Tirakkdyildr, and
he is onme of the two gentlemen who signed a notice for convening the public

meeting.

M.R.Ry. Ratnasabapathi Mudaliyar says that the apothecary has been uniformly
kind and courteous to him, that on some occasions, 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. )
One Marimuthu Naik, who is stigmatized by the medical officer as an ex-convict®

says that he went to the hospital on one occasion at 7 AM., and again the next day,
that on the first day he was told that the apothecary 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 deliberato
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 secn 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 Scptember 1896). In 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 trcatment of the apothecary for about ten
days prior to its death, and that even on the last day when the medical officer’s services
could not be procured at his quarters, that officer was solicitous about the state of the
child, in haviug 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 a.x. 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
thercafter to the house of David Carpenter. It is also stated by the apothecary that
Le had attended at his quarters and treated gratuitously his other children in two
severe cases of illness, and that this will be amply testified to by his own wife and
other Christians. The apothecary has sent up a copy of a letter from the European
Danish Missionary to the District Surgeon, which amply testifies to the good work
of the medical officer done to the.poor Christians without any charge and most
willingly. It appears from the Tahsildar’s report that David Carpenter was set up to
prefer his complaint some six weeks after the death of his baby by a private vakil
named Sadasiva Pillai, who owes a grudge to the apothecary in his capacity as.uniou
Chairman (vide correspondence ending with your letter, No. 166-D.B., dated 11tD
May 1896, in the Local Fund Branch). I need hardly say that the complaint of
David Carpenter is quite unfounded s aptly remarked by the Rev. S. Berg, 1t is
very strange that the fact of the previous treatment of the very baby by the apothe-
cary has been suppressed from the memorial,

7. The next complainant is one Devarajaya, a girls’ school teacher, Tirukkdyildr,

whose grievance is set out in paragraph 7 of the memorial. It ig stated thero that
while Devarajaya’s wife was in acute stage of labour, the apothecary declined to attend °

without previous payment of Rs. 15. The word * previous i3 italicized in the
memorial with a view to draw the attention of the authorities, DBut Devarajaya

himself has on being cross-examined by the apothecary denied that the latter had
refused to attend without previous payment. Itis admitted by this teacher that the

TR

people. The apothecary is said to have demanded a feo of Rs. 15, ang asked llglerl}’
’ eva-

mjaya to make arrangements shary, In this case th :
ception of facts, Devarajaya sal;s that when thee?rzggfilze? gag:ugienfa oo
mentioned to him, he did not offer anything less in consideration of h; i fee. yas
circumstances, and he understood the words of the apothecary « arranos nonty erished
be made s,oon 7 to mean steps_ to procure the fee required. But agce mgints should
apothecary’s explanation, he wished to hurry his visit and to ask Devarai]?;yané) fl(;cg;e
. 1de

s apparently in a fix when he wag suddenly told that {he woman in }?izarﬁiiya |
. . se

time when

midwife. Ilence it will be seen that no great weio i
based on a misconception of facts, I o also by an be ol e to this
treatment of labour cases by Mr. John Pillai, and i

In this particular instance he wag unusually I’Jarlcll. there fo o reason to Vippose that

8. In paragraphs 8 to 10 of the memorial, Mr, Ja aram i
?rst grzltlde pleaderz and his father Arunachala ,Aiyar ﬁgure a: cilsm?gf:ilr{:;,ts&;gdniﬁ.’
ormer has made his statement before me both for himself ang his father, g ti 1
lx;ezefme wspector. As regards the absence of the apothecary fromy the hzi l'rte(}
etween 4 and 5-30 p.r, Mr. J ayaramachandraiyar says that he does not remergll):r’

chandraiyar admits that the hogpital midwife dj i
! 1d attend on his st i
g’;‘&;’z ull(t) fI;fl; :rfsthhellfitll:'Mﬁly 1895 till 5 a.x. the next day, tha: Z"I;lfinigt;:;l:talsib(t)gr
cary, that subse ue et | 113] ouse at § AN, saying she would 80 and consult the g othe?
cousin Rama.nad?li ?n y t © nudwifo did 1ot turn up, that his ( a)’amma.ehandrauP ar’s)
instead of the mid)wf’i}emltbhl:zdzlt'st%od ;wilgt Was wanted and went to ¢g]] the apoth)ecar)'
- . b a ou <M. Iv T
hospital to bring the midwife, and that heArZ[t;rlj:(Iin :’I;gggtll)tatlilwas Ao at to the

another labour case at Keelllér’l aI}d I find from the birth register of Keelur village
the statement of the 4 Ry aluy arayan had a son born dead. This goes to su ort
Jayaramachandraivap PO\IGC:'}’..Y ’ and the information furnished by Ramanadan tclp) 1I)\Ir
e shoujid 'h A r.b ay arqmachandraiyar seems however to urge that his step
.inasmuch as the mi d“'i%;ewa‘:er[:otg;?? pl'efexience.h This is absurd on the fact of iIt;)
X e s ' 1o equal to the task, and b i
Tl:etter utilized in the other case at Keelur, The midwi fé nevertire IS:SI;VIE?S cguld l.le
; ér- Jayar?-nila_Chaﬂdm)'ar’s house at 2 py;, op 14th May 1895. The 1(:!1]1 euaup in
qu?t;nlexlxgao.:i{;glll;ssre;ofa;((l)ttzn ta}ﬁZi Ocltl);nplaént tha}fi the apothecary could not be {fmov%; ?;
) » 80d yet the very same Mr, J "
gs;aslyl eone oft t(lllethmteglli)ers of th? Sub-comr.nittee who )(rirafted the ngg?‘;:mhaﬁdslh‘a;y?;
T¢ noted that this complaint was thirtee, months old at the date of the meetixl:g

3
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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. Jayaramachandraiyar’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. Jayaramachandraiyar’s quarters some ten days after delivery
and on this occasion there was admittedly no delay in attendance on the part of u’,é
apothecary. The next morning when the apothecary passed along the strect, without
the necessary dressing materials and on some unknown business, Tie did not enter the
house to see how the child was getting on (and it is not known to Mr. Ramachandra-
iyar if the apothecary then enquired Ramanadan about the child), nor was he invited
by Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar to attend on the baby. Mr.J ayar:;machandraiyar was
admittedly inside his house at the time. Immediately after Mr.J avaramuchandmiy;r

says he sent his cousin, Ramanadan, with a carriage to hospital to bring the apothecarygy

and Ramanadan returned without the apothecary, and expluined that he was then ver

busy in the hospital. It was not then expressly given out by Ramanadan that thj(;
apothecary demanded fees, and that his failure to attend was attributable to it tilouvh
it was understood from Ramanadan’s conversation with Mr. J ayaramachaudmi’ "ar tloat
that might be the case. Ramanadan was again sent to the apothecary xz'ith lan
assurance as to the paymeut of any fee that might be demanded. At about 10 a.x

apparently after the hospital work was over, the apothecary went to Mr. Ja amr.na.:
chandraiyar’s and dressed the boil but refused to receive a sum of Rs. 5 lh(;uol{oﬂ('ered
by Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar, explaining that he would receive the feo oulybafter the
child was cured. The apothecary attended at Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar’s quarters
more than twelve days, and cured the baby complotel%. Mr. J ayarafnuchandraivar
never noticed any indifference 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 cannct bring himself to sfoo to
foul means and misrepresent indubitable facts so much in favom? of the apotheczll)rv

think of complaining against that very oflicer, and express his imaginary grievance in
such strong language as to induce the authorities to believe that the me?iical 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 ayurdma.t

~ -

chandraiyar has practically withdrawn all his complaints, and on being questioned as
to the wording of paragraph 10 of the memorial purporting to have been dralted b&
himself and his comrades, members of the sub-committee. Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar
says that the words in paragraph 10 are not his own, and that his father Arunachala-
iyar does not know English. Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar candidly admitted before me
when questioned as to why the good services of Mr. John Pillai were not represente(i
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 and
outspoken maoner in which as a gentleman Mr. Jayaramachandraiyar has made his
-statement before me regardless of the dire consequences of incurring the wrath of the
district munsif, and his friends, which scem to have threatened t())ther wembers of
the local bar, deserve consideration.

9. Paragraph 11 of the memorial deals with the grievanc .
thihara Aiyar, Local Fund Assistant Engincer, who wag not przsgxftlartr .thIe’r;ré:tt?s(r;
and who seem to have signed the memorial under pressure from the Sub-Registri p
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar. It is said in the memorial that the apotheca 'cwhé;
sent for, refused to call on Mr, Prapatharthihara Aiyar when the latter was ?u’fferinf'
one day from high fever. In his statement before me, Mr. 'ranatharthibara Aiyat;
says that on 11th February 1896 he had fever (not high fever) that that day between
6 and 8 a.x. (hospital hours) he sent word to the apothecary asking him to attend
at his quarters—two furlongs from the hospital—that he was informed that as the
apothecary was then busy at the hospital, he had expressed his inability to comply
with the request, that the compounder was however sent to him with the required
medicines from the hospital, and that the fever subsided that night. Mr. Pranathar-
thihara Aiyar adds that the apothecary went to him the next n?orning 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 (Pranathathibara
Aiyar) knew that the apothecary had also to attend on my baby the previous day,

+~g ordinary case 0
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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 mnext 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 hody of the memorial itself, the pencil entry was scored
out, and the same note repea}ed. in ink just above his (Pravatharthihara 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, 1n justice to h1§ duties, be present in the
hospital and at the same time in Mr. Pranatharthihara Aiyar’s house to attend to an
f fever, but the highly reprehensible conduct of the officers in inten-
tionally suppressing a salient fact from the body of the memorial, and transferring a
pote of it to an unnoticeable portion of the memorial i}mldst a number of signatures
deserves comment. I shall, however, fleal.with the action of the officials in a separate
section as premised. In his explanation in regard to this complaint, the apothecar

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 nest complainant, whose grievances are embodied in paragraphs 12, 13
and 14 of the memorial, is M.R.Ry. T. Varatharajulu Naidu Garu, B.A,, B.L., District
Munsif of Tirukkdyilar. IIe wished to avoid his personal attendance before me for
open enquiry on the score of Lis official position and the unpleasant idea of meeting
the apothecary, and sent me a written statement of the facts of his complaint. But
as his 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 district munsif after
much hesitation consented to depose before me. Ile pressed his charges most
vehimently, added to a new charge which does not find 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 twelve

hours.

The first complaint in chronological order is set forth in paragraph 13 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.a. on 28th July 1895 for dressing
the abscess. The apothecary sent word in reply that he was much tired and could
not therefore call over. A message was again sent to the apothecary asking him to
sond the compounder at least, but even this re uisition was not complied with. The
compounder was then sent for independently og the apothecary, and he (compounder)
turned up at 8 P, and did the needful. ~The apothecary had already commenced

~ the treatment and was asked by the district munsif either to attend himself, or to

ute his compounder. On the morning of the 29%A 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 25th J uly 1895 when the compounder turned up he bandaged the

abscess in such a manner that it might not fall away during sleeping hours, apply-
ine to the abscess what the apothecury had previously prescribed. It is admitted

=]

by the district munsif that he might himself bave bandaged it. In connection

with this complaint, the apothecary says that if there was any real requisition
for his attendance, he would certainly have attended on the district munsif as ho had

"done before and after that date, that it is impossible for him to remember, after the

lapse of pearly 2 year the minute details of every individual case treated by him,

" _and that it was usual with the district munsif and his people to apply for his services
_even in trivial cases. I would request a rcference to the apothecary’s explanation

. with regard to this and other complaints against him..
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As regards paragraph 12 of the memorial, the district munsif’s complaint refers
to the treatment of another abscess near hig anus, and in connectjon with this he terote
to the apcthecary asking him to attend at his quarters on the 10th August 1895 to
which he received a reply that, as it was a mecting day of the panchayat, and ag he
might be fully occupied with the hospital work, the apothecary could not ea]] over
in the morning and that he would attend later on, The district munsit waited ti]]
12 noon without going to court, but the medjeg] officer did not turn up. The
apothecary’s note, dated 10th August 1895, on g 8crap of paper was preserved for full
one year, and produced by the district munsif on zg¢ August 1896, The district
munsif admits that the apothecary turned up the next day (11th Aunust) and that
ou the 12th August he opened the abscess ag he had undertaken to do the’ previous
day. The apothecary says that, to the best of his recollection, he went to the house of 2}
the district munsif in the afternoon of the 10t August 1895, and learnt that he had

left his court which he would not bave done if the discase was a serjous one. Dut

the district munsit refuses to believe it, and his contention is that had the medical

as to what happened a year ago, and would not beljeve the apothec oh th

district munsif’s absence from his house could be ascertaiI;md w?.irtj}’x’otiimgﬁléctt]lw
enquiring his own servants, I may also observe here that I find from ap extract
from the hospital visitors’ book that it was on the 10th August 1895 that Mr. Roberts
the Assistant Collector, visited the hospital, ang recorded his notes in the book. ?

The next paragraph ( 14) deals with the complaint of the distriot munsif in regard
to the treatment of his daughter, IIe says that on the 22,4 August 1895 at about
1 4., his daughter was seriously ill, and that he sent a lantern with two servants to
the apothecary with. an urgent request that he should come over to sce the patient.

to come at that hour. The medicine was not however administered a8 the apothecar
had not seen the patient. In this instance there was no written communicatioy
between the district munsif and the apothecary, The apothecary says that he had
seen the girl the previous evening at his quarters, and given the necessary medicineg
to be taken at stated hours for the night, that to the best of his recollecfion op that
very night at about 9 o’clock a servant of the district munsif sent by his wife orally
reported the state of the child, and asked for certain instructiong gs to the adminis-
tration of medicine and diet for the night, that he forthwith gave the required

- instructions, and attended on the child the next morning, and that the allegation that
the child which was stated to be very seriously ill at 2 A, was all right the pext
morning is enough to indicate the simple nature of the discase,

The fourth complaint of the district munsif which, for the first time, wag brought
to notice in his written statement sent to me on 16th August 1898, i.e., seven weeks
after the public meeting, refers to the apothecary’s failure to attend o’n
early part of March 1896, when he (district. munsif) had slight
female member of his household hag gent word to the apothecury in his name It is
however admitted by the district munsif at the close of sheet No. 6
. made before me that the apothecary attendeq on him whep he had slight fever. It is

The apothecary 8ays in his explanation that to the best of his recollection, he saw the -~
district munsif at his quarters and prescribed medicines op oth March 1894,

As for remuneration * to the apothecary, the distriet munsif has attempted to

: ’ : Show by a peculiar classification of the
® Fide apothecary’s separate list enclosed of medical officer’s Visite 3 on

medical attendance and quality of medicines riendly, and visity ellti’t]]illl)g')h?glli:;l}'e :::f
neration and no fees, that the visits for
which any fee was due were not more than the value (Iis, 5) of a tennjs bat, which he
had given him in the middle of 1895, and Rs, 8 which he has sent in cash on two
different occasions after January 1896, ) : .
than Rs. 2 in cash and says that, on rece1pt of this amount on 18th February 1896, he
sent him & note thanking him and pointing out this Payment as a new departure jn
his case, that the bat wag merely given as g loan, and that the district munsif had

sapplied.
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refused to accept Rs. 5 offered as its price. The bat was returned to the district
munsif immediately after the meeting and that very day, and it wag accepted by hia.
The district munsif wants me to believe that as the scale of fees for private attendance
of the medical officer had not been fixed, there was no bayment throughout the year
1895, except by way of thetcnnis bat, which he says, he i.nte-nded to serve as remyune.-
ration, though he had not openly expressed it. But the district munsif diq not care to
know what was the fee due, apparently because he never meant to pay, and doeg not
remember to have maintained a record of the number of official visits at his quarters
and is unable to produce that officer’s letter written to him so recently as ]8th
February 1896, while he has carefully preserved notes ag to the dates of al] his
complaints against the apothecary, though nearly a year and old, and the scrap of
”“i@per written to him by that officer so far back as 10th August 1895, A careful
perusal of the district munsit’s statement made before me will convince the reader that
he has strenuously and by a sustained effort tried hig utmost to withhold o deny every
information which may be construed favourable to the apothecary, that he hag exerted
to fill up all possible loopholes where the medical officer can be expected to afforq
reasonable explanation, and that he has positively asserted everything unfavouraple
to that officer even though the events referred to happened some “monthsg ago, and he
based his assertions on the oral informations given him by his servants, who acted the
part of messengers between himself and the apothecary. In this aspect, the district
munsif’s statement is a striking contrast to that of his Pleader atr. Jayaramachandra-
iyar, which is marked for candour and fairness, Iﬁ 18 to be regretted that the distriet
munsif's memory fails just where what way be elicited from him ig likely to favour
the contention of the apothecary even in regard to recent events, but_ his memory is
very strong and probabilities rush in where an assertion touching incidents many
months old is likely to bring home a charge to the medical officer, It seems as if the
district munsif has carried a little too far his judicial dcuman, and allowed his sense of
fair dealing as a judicial «fficer to be overpowered by pre@omiuant self-interest.
shall however return to th:s subject in anotber portion of this report where it will be

shown how much he has worked to bring about the memorial under report. His .
complaints are mainly based on what he was told by his servants, and the information
was with reference to what happened some ten “monthg ago. Inthe light of the
explanation furnished by the apothecary, I cannot attach any weight to the charges,

and the tennis bat incident will suffice tv show at once whether it was becoming onan
officer in the position of the district munsif to have treated the bat as a remuneration for
. the professional visits of the apothecz}ry, w_hile it was originally given him ag g loan,
and subsequently as a present when its Price was offered by the apothecary, I may
also observe here that the exact dates of the several complaints now given out by

e e

11. The next gentleman who appears on the stage is Mr. Gopala Row, Inspector
of the Salt and Abk4ri Department, Tirukkdyildr circle, who had the honour of presid.
ing at the public meeting held on 24th " Jupe 1896. He appears to have been
smarting under some lmaginary grievance against the apothecary in that he wag not

zcovrteously received at the hospital on the occasion of his first visit without previous

- igtiniition, and that the apothecary had refused to give him a medical certificate to

enablé him to apply for sick leave. These two personal grievances all shown to be

quite unfounded by the Tahsildar in his accompanying report, dated 15th September

1896, inasmuch as the apothecary was not to blame for omitting to do what he was not

competent to do in the matter of sick certificate to be granted to a gazetted officer,

»  and that Mr. Gopala Row should haye previously announced his' position when he
first visited the hospital, - -t '

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

on being sent for by Mr. Gopala Row, when he was suffering from ear-ache ang he

had to seek the aid of the compounder who had the kindness to do the needful. My,
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- when Mr. Gopala Row wanted some medicine to app] ] i

him through the compounder_, that there was no re(fnﬁs);ti(t)(r)x }tl';zxxfh}:?rlelt,folrt rias sex?.t o0
of the apothecary, that the discase, throat-ache, was introduced in Mr Go o I-SCIY"K:(’W1
written statement after the apothecary recorded the statement of his o W‘I‘ :
1n regard to it, and that the accusation ig quite unfounded and malicious (i&l: p(o}l;l;)(ag

tal records to have received in full confidene i i

ved e medical aid at the very g hospi
managed by Mr, John Pillai, 3y, Gopala Row h itted to. st ral
;nemcgrml,dthouglvl he was the president of the meaestir?;rpojgyh: n::;t: iutlgse&gg ?lle
ransterred to Nandyal he could pot be cross-examined by the apothecar‘(’l I}Ig\

unwarranted aspersions, out of int i
? R nterested motiy i
deserve Severe sofia. €, ou the populanty of the aputhecary,

12. The next enmplainant is one Rangasami Pill.:

o " I I angasami Pillai, a peo ol ri
ﬁ_fizttﬁszzlf’csa gcoeurroﬁs ulllclgrc?mplamtfas_seq forth in 16 of f}e Exexgogifaltl}se I?l(f;i 1]1)1;8/1?::
apothecary. that o oh nlone 0 his JAWS was placed under the treatment of thz:
Remecary, | A 1u cex;i Was emitting fou] gl the apothecary kept him at a
indiffere’nt tfeatment.e u'I?I:re rigszegafzisal“:g& i“{;")])'; and.tha.t the boy was under

" .o marg manuserj ‘Titing
(tilxlzz igl;nrggézfrz; ttls?:tthe lt)oy died since the date of the meml(:xt'iz:lrt ztxil(;f} l?l?ﬁ?kﬁ?l?%f:
in his statement befor(;mzez? .d-%lt Rangasami Pillai, who docs not know English, has
the treatment of the boy, (:haistchggofiz;?i;}ﬁtohettn (:]“f}f d o ?Ort of iudiﬂ%renz‘e u
ment in the interval and even apprized him of tﬁ;odae s conse e ot
ngerous . ¢
pover gndered the boy to be BeBY ook that th by’ mother wsed s aee 102t
first day. and rescribod N dz}d' smell, that the apothecary examined the boy on the
treatmeg" a waI:; 'venet tI}I:e clnes, and that t}e boy was given the same kind of
e peon:s statem%lnt tha(;: e :lt]her Patients in t}a hospital. It is also evident from
another peon of thr SiLd ;;)11 e day of the publje meeting he was sent for throueh
" Row, and the retired dirtc' Tnunsif, and askeq by the sub-registrar, Mr. Srcenivaga
oo ud th and s o ~st rict munsif to make a statement of his boy’s ease, that the
P gietrar e : bb riet munsif are friends and that the former evineed special
o o en qlai t ofathqut the death of the boy in the house of the district munsif.
e t{} 1})1 nho 1S peon is that the apothecary did not 80 near the boy after
(¢ rst day, though the boy wag every day taken in his presence und given prescrip-

medical officer and the uleer Wwas washed by the ward cooly as i generally done 1n the
case of other patients. There Is virtually no valid ground of complaint agaipst tL

apothocary.  Facts have bern distorted and misrepresented with unworthy motives { .
which the Sub-Beglstrar, Mr._ Masilamani Mudaliyar, was one of the fevg :’ lve§blor
The language in the .memorial is greatly misleading, and the Suborn respons he.
draf:ted it had an ulterior object which wil] be dwelt l?pon later on Tr}:g Istrar o
having completely fallen o the ground the apothecary says that then. : 1s complaint
him to offer his explanation in regard toit, This s one of a seriegeolfs no need .f01l'
attempts at multiplying the charges against the apothecary, and the ‘fnsuﬁef\s.sfu

subordinate of the district munsif seems to have been indueed to say s Ome{); ?no eing 8
ttl};e medical ofii%e'r at tl;e P ﬁbhc mecting, apparently because he was enc];?;;a?r%:lul]g.

e presence of his . i g
samgofﬁcer. 1S master there with a number of complaints of his gwp against the

13. The next grievance embodied in aragra ial i
M.R.Ry. 8. Sundraiyar, Tahsildar of Tiruki—éyﬁﬁr.ph Ilt7w(z)1§ :({]I?rersl::tnc(:l“? é tllfet},]a{ﬂ?f
meeting by the Sub-Registrar, M. R.Ry. Musilamanj Mudaliyar thbuoh tli htilu o
not desired to do so. The tuhsildar Was not one of the m’ombef fletll e gl?s
mecting, nor has he affixed his signature to the memorial. The slfb-(;e"i:fmgusa .
- that wh'n he happened to mect thp tahsildar on two occasions, he (suzlz-}o‘istra)s
voh:phnly mentioned to him that the apothecary had not been kin’d enough tog tt 2
cn Lim forthwith, that the tahsildar did not contradict, and that jn the courseaofel?is

conversation with the tahsildar it was clear that he preferred native treatment tothat

e e
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of the apothecary. It was therefore inferred by the sub-registrar that i
hada coI;nplaintyz;gainst Mr. John Pillai, and he discharged tghe self—impg;g({ adlilstl;dz;
giving utterance to it by representing it to the chairman of the public meetine
The report of the tahsildar, dated 21st September 1896, which T have obtained
rezarding the allegations in paragraphs 17 and 21 of the memorial will go to show that
he had not a shadow of grievance against the apothecary, that that officer did comply
with his request and attend on him (tahsildar) as early as possible, that he (tahsildar)
had a fall from horseback on 1Sth June 1895 at a place 9 miles from Tirukkéyilgr
and not from a carriage at a village 6 miles from the town as stated in the memoria]
that his case was not one of grave urgency as stated in the memorial, that thero wag
no urgent request for the attendance of the apothecary, that the expression g cop.-
veyance drawn by a pony ” was inserted in paragraph 17 of the memoria] with a view
to induce a belief that it was a swift conveyance, while, as a matter of fact, the pony
which was the propertv of the sub-registrar himself was well known to be the slowest
creature unable to walk even 2 miles an hour, and that he (tahsildar) had recourse to
nitive treatment in September 1895 because of the simple nature of the disease he was
then suffering from, and of his having, on a previous occasion, when he had an injury
in his forearm by a fall, treated with indiffercnce 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—

“I beg to observe that T was neither present at the meeting, nor have Isigned the memorial,
nor have I asked any of those present at the meeting to represent my grievances, if any. The
sub-registrar has nevertheless, to show himself in his true colours, discharged his self-imposed duty
of reprecenting me as one of the complainants, and in doing so, he has, as shown above, acquitted
himself in a way most unbecoming, to say the least of it, an officer of his position, inasmuch as he
has frecly indnlged himeelf in reprehensible distortion and suppression of facts with an ulterior

object which pervades the memorial.”

In this connection, I may also bring to uotice that the tahsildar visited the
hospital on 7th June 1896, i.e., seventeen days before the date of the public meeting of
-which nothing was then knowu, and noted in the visitors’ book that the institution
was very popular, and that great credit was due to Mr, John Pillai for the interest he
took in his work. It is absurd to say in_the face of these remarks recorded so
recently, that the tahsildar had really any grievance against the Apothecary, Mr. John
Pillai. At page 26 of his report, dated 25th August 1896, Mr. John 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 thisis a matter for the consideration

of the authorities.

14. The next complaint set out in paragraph 18 of the memorial is represented
as one which proceeded from myself, and this was, as admitted by the Sub-Registrar,
Mr. Masilamani Mudaliyar, venfilated by him at the publie meeting. Ilere again there

is a culpable suppression of facts, A few days after I joined this division, a ryot from

a distant village represented to me in the office that he was unable to pay the high fee

yras informed that the sealc’of fees and the distance limit had not been fixed by this

g'{ﬁ?’.:.k board,Ic?u}d not satisfactorily settle the matter, Subsequently, the subject

came up for decision at .a meeting of the talyk board, and I was for fixing the lower
scale of fees referred to in the Government Order in consideration of the poverty of the
masses 1n this division, and in support of my view I referred to the particular incident
as admitted by the sub-registrar, who, as vice-president of the taluk board, was

- present at the meeting. The lower of the two scales was adopted, and a distance

limit of 12 miles was fixed in 2 resolution of the taluk bhoard at the meeting.
This does not show in the least that Mr, John Pillai was unreasonable in his demands,
or that he was unduly cruel in the particular case. The sub-registrar has apparently
availed himself of his connection with the taluk board and misused the information

" he had obtained as & member and Vice-president of the board to serve his end. The

apothceary says that the distance
under reference was about 15 miles, that he had brought no conveyance, and that he
wus not prepared to pay any fee. I may say that if I had thought that My, Jobn
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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 cowise of twenty days from the close of January
1896, three children in my family died one after another, and they were not exclasively
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 abscnce, and when Mr. John Pillai took up tl‘x_e case he
found it almost hopeless. The child died immediately after my return to Tirukkoyi-
1ir. Mr. John Pillai tried his best and devoted great attention to the treatment of
the other two children, who were also occasionally under the treatment ot‘gthcrs, bu't.
his labours proved fruitless. A woman froma village 5 or 6 miles from Tirukkdyilir
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 buby as
bopeless of cure.  The woman was thereafter sent back with a remuneration of a f«.aw
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 p‘rof_cssmnnl
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 coutidence of the
public. Even a few months ago, the apothecary has successfully treutgd 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 scen
that the allegation in paragraph 21 of the memorial rests on very shaby fougdatlog,
and that it is calculated by the authors of the memorial, of whom the sub-regmtray 18
oue, to unfairly represent Mr. John Pillai as an unworthy member of the mf:dlcul
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,
Tirukkdyildr 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 oflicial
superior understand that he figured as one of the complainants against the a;:pthgcary.
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 havx}lg tane.n. 8_pecml care
of his brother and treated him for a month for lunacy, that hxs} requisition for the
medical services of Mr. John Pillai was always readily comphcd with, that for all such
gervices 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 aguinst the upothe-
cary. The police inspector had however ofticial complaints against the Apothecary
Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as a medical ofticer and union chairman. This is the
very inspector of police who is responsxl?lg fqr the scandalous insinuation in paragraph
19 of the memorial that Mr. John Pillai is indircctly responsible for the death ot 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 wus refused admission asan
in-patient in the hospit'al in February or March 1896. 1In his statement before me,
:,?1 I)ins otor says that he had the information from an unknown female relation of
th: decgsed Pariah, that when the latter was taken to the hospital, he was not taken as
an in-patient, and that the medical ofticer had not taken suflicient pains to treat the

tient Th,e inspector says that he got this information some ten days after the
Ezath of the injured Pariab, 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 trcatment of a native quack. There is
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nothing said in the memorial itself of the indifferent treatment now spoken of by the
inspector, and this was apparently a subsequent improvement to aggravate the charge
against Mr. John Pillai. On referring to the records of inquest in this case, I find
that the police reported the casé as one of accidental death, that in reply to a
reference from the sub-magistrate, the apothecary stated that, according to the informa-
ticn of the Pariah, he had sustained the injury by a beating, and that, after some
correspondence on the subject between the magisirate ard the police, the sub-maeis-
trate examined certain blood relations of the deceased and others and found that
the case to be one of accidental death. The police did not relish the idea of the
apothecary furnishing certain information contrary to the line of their action. It
there was any real ground of complaint against the apothecary, the blood relations of

'\‘ghe deceased being the aggrieved parties would certainly have mentioned it when they

rere examined by the sub-magistrate in about five days after the death; but,
matter of fact, I find no such thing in the records of the sub-magistrate’s enquiry,
The fact seems to be that the inspector had for about a year been cherishing strong
official grudge against the apothecary, and he availed himself of the opportunity of
a public meeting countenanced by officials and vakils to defame Mr. John Pillaj by
representing the imaginary grievance of an unknown person. It will be seen from
what follows that the inspector i3 one of the worst offenders without a particle of
gratitude for the gratuitous medical aid which he had so often received from Mr. John
Pillai. The object in recording this unfounded complaint in paragraph 19 against
Mr. John Pillai and in referring to his antecedentsin a parallel case some years ago
in the next following paragraph 20, needs hardly any comment, and the authors of the
memorial, of whom the sub-registrar was certainly one, scem to have ingeniously
exercised their powers of exposition by such an arrangement and sequence of allega-
tions to improperly influence the authorities against Mr. John Pillai. The apothe-
cary says that his suspension referred to in paragraph 20 of the memorial was some
fifteen years ago, and that it was cancelled on his appeal. The records in the
Surgeon-General’s office may, if necessary, be referred to on the subject.

as a

16. This memorial as its predecessor, the manuseript memorial already reported
on by me, closes with a prayer not for the investigation of the various charges against
the apothecary, but for his immediate transfer from the place. I have shown above
in detail that the chargesare utterly unfounded and imaginary, and it will be apparent
from the sequel that in some instances they are malicious, and that the memorial was

got up simply to pander to the wishes of a few discontended influential men in the
town.

17. Seclion I1.—On a perusal of the records of my enquiry and of the reports
of the Tahsildar of Tirukkdyildr, dated 15th and 21st September 1896, coupled with a

consideration of the facts brought to notice by the apothecary in his report, dated

25th August 1896, 1 am led to conclude that the chief instigators of the public

mecting and the subsequent printed memorial under report were the gentlemen named

below, and that bu}: for the district munsif such a well-attended public meeting would

not have been possible :— °

(1) M.RRy. J. Var
Tirukkdyildr. 4

(2) ML.R.Ry. V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avargal, late Sub-Re
Vice-President, Taluk Board.

(3) M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avar

1, 1st Grade Pleader and a Af
the District and Taluk Board? » 2R a Member of

(4) M.R.Ry. C. Narasimma Chariar Avargal, Inspector of Police, Tirukkdyi-

.

Iir Division.

(5) M-E.Ryt. Govinda Udayan, Landholder and Member of the Union Pag-
chayat,

(6) AML.R.Ry. Sadasiva Pillai, Private Vakil, Tirukkdyiliir.

The first named gentleman felt aggrieved because, according to the information
given him by his servants, the apothecary had retused to attend at his quarters op
the 2Sth July 1895, and on the 10th and 22nd August 1895. In regard to these

complaints, I may state here briefly that it was only on one oceasion (10th August
1895), there was communication 1n writing between the two officers, and there waq

5

atharajulu Naidu Garu, B.A., B.L., "District Munsif,

gistrarr and
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then a satisfactory reply from Mr, John Pillaj. The district munsi? savs 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  Pillai, the receipt of which is denied by the latter.
It cannot be said in regard to this paltry sum ecither of the officers is uttering fulse-
hood. Again the district munsif says that in March 1896 when Lis aunt sent
word to the apothecary to attend on the district munsif for slight fever, Mr. Joln
Pillai sent an hospital servant to the district munsif’s house to ascertain how the
sick child was getting on. In fairness to both the officers, the reasonable inference
is that, in the first instance, the money was misappropriated by the peon, and that,
in the second instance, some wrong information was given to Mr. John I'illai, These
instances spoken to by the district munsi himself are sufficient to show what
amount of confidence can be placed on his Servants, and how far they can be relied on
for accurate information. Whatever it may be, it was ard it still continues to be th®
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 the tahsildar
then on sick bed accompained by his friend, the sub-registrar, he was observed by
the tahsildar to welcome every information against Mr. John Pillai.  The district
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 Lis Private conversa-
tion with my predecessor Mr. Rajaratna M udaliar, who left the district on transfer
in the middle of October 1893, and then abandoned the jdea of putting in a written
complaint, though he scems to have cherished a plan of getting rid of Mr. John Pillai.
The sub-registrar being his close friend and vice-president of the taluk board scems to
have come in for aid. At the mecting of the taluk board held on 15th November
1895 at wrich 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 assistunts, 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 Leing the
tahsildar and a vakil by name Mr. Parthasarathi Aiyangar. PBut 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
icdifferent medical officer, ] do not remember to have heard of it. Dut it goes to
show that the district munsif wished to influence me at the very outset against
Mr. John Pillai, and eventnally to secure his transfer. This was certainly not a
commendable course, [ subsequently noticed in the sub-registrar a spirit of oppo-
sition to Mr. John Pillai chiefly in his capacity us Chairman of the Tirukkdyildr
Union. T had then, however, no knowledge of the details of the past events, In
Februery 1896, the sub-registrar and Mr. Rrecnivasa Row, who ag 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 len i

to help them in inspecting the housesin the union and I pacified them
the required aid. In April 1896, there was a report from Mr, 1lolman, Inspector of
the Salt and Abkdri Department, conlplz}ining of the action taken by Mr. John Dillai
on sanitary grounds and bringing to notice his unpopularity. The report was referr( 1
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-registrar
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 t})en} 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 referred to me for
disposal.  The petitions were referred to the Stationary Sub-Magistrate for inquiry,
and his report, dated 22nd June 1896, shows that the petitions were pscudonymous,
that they were believed to have becn Fot up by scme of the enemies of Mr. John
Pillai and that the union servants examined had no complaint against that ¢fficer—e

pide file enclosed.
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Again, there was a manuseript memorial, dated May 1896, and addressed to the
Surceo;-Géneml-  This contained a number of charges agalnst the apotheca-ry and
union ch airman, and it was, as admitted by Mr. Sreenivasa Row, drafted by himself.
[ have already reported on the memorial in my confidential No. 9 of 1896 and shgwn
what action was taken in regard to it by Mr., Sreenivasa Row. Most of the allegations
N 310 mapuscript memorial against Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as apothecary are
in ted in the printed memorial. On the very day (23rd June 1896) on which
repeale 1 the manuscript memorial for report as to the genuineness of the signatures
I I'-C(‘OIVC(() tice was issued for convening a public meeting the next morning (24th June
in ;)té a Phich resulted in the printed memorial under report. The notice of the meeting
‘1‘35 s)i:ned by Mr. Sreenivasa Row and another vakil, Mr. Sreenivasa Chariar,

@ o

is s ent before me, the district munsif says that he was not aware of

the pirll)l}i]clzsmiittgxig till he got th’e 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
h‘e had to say against the apothecary, that it was not mentioned in thg notice that
cople should be ready with their complqlnts when they go to th.e meeting, and that
vaertheless on the morning of the meeting day he took with him the apothecary’s
;le—tter dated 10th August 1895. - Ie adds that he might have casually mentioned to
some ,of his vakils his complaints against the apothecary. I may also pbserve hex:e
that nine out of the eleven vakils practising in his court have taken part in the public
moeting, aflixed their signatures to thg printed memorial, while ouly one of then} had
spweciﬁc’3 complaints againt Mr. John Pillai, that five out of the eighteen signatories to
the manuscript memorial in which his complaints are referred to are his vakils, and
thdt, while I was recording his stat?ment on 18th August 18.96 after 5 P.M. to suit
his convenicnce, four of his vakils he_aded by Mr. Sreenivasa Row who are all
signatories to the printed memorial just like a number of others, sent a letter to me
re(fluesting to be present at the enquiry and put some questions to him, which,
however, was not complied with inasmuch ag 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, m.4.,
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.
Mr. Srecnivasa Row, who signed the mecting notice, says that he does not like to
ive out the names of the persons from whom there was a requisition for convening tke

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

ing notice, has declined to answer the apothecary’s query as to who took part
Eccelt'lal}zt,;; the’notice.' Further, it is distinctly stated by.Mr. Jaga Ramachandr.alyar,
B.A., B.L., another vakil of the same Court, but with quite different turn of mind as
siatied already, that the sub-registrar and the police 1nspector took the meeting
notice to him and told him that he should attend the meeting and represent his
rievances. 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
{absildar. There is also a statement taken from the Forest Range officer to the
cft& t that he was invited by the sub-registrar to attend the meeting. Now I Wogld
ask Whether the impression produced on reading together the various statements with
due regard to the probabilities of the case is not 'sucll as to lvfld one to the (,:oncluslon
that the meeting was pre-arrangeg among the district munsif, the sub-reglstrgr, ?he
inspector of police and Mr. Sreenivasa Row, and that there was a strong combmat}on
amone them to press the charg?s as best as they could and to mak.e the meeting
a thot;'ou‘;h success ? Mr. Sreenivasa l}ow 1s.unab1e_ to account satisfactorily for
havine resorted to memorials and a public meeting against the apothegary, a public
X mfft under the control of the local board, in preferen.ce to representing, as he hu.d
su.'.‘:ht to do, the charges or grievances at the taluk or (llst):lct. boa_rd of whlgh he is
2 ”.D iber, and his conduct deserves notice, I have no l|9s1tat10n in conf-ludmf_z that
?h?c::lkils’ joined together to support the district munsif, the sub-registrar whose
recent departure on transfer he seems to have re_gretted very much, was ready .to
Jend his helping band, that the inspector of police smarting under some official

Srroe,
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grievance against Mr. John Pillai, Whicl} 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-
kdyildr 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-Magistrato
Mr. Krishnasamy Aiyar, on 10th June 1895, 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 reprchensible and suspicious conduct of the police
including the inspector (r¢de preliminary register enclosed for reference).  In this
case it does not appear that any notice was taken of the conduct of the inspector, and
he having escaped unscathed scems to have worked in a revengeful spirit against the
apothecary, by causing a charge sheet to be put in on 18th October 1395 against the
apothecary’s private servant and one of his union servunts, charging them with theft of
a bark of a tree worth a pie (vide calendar No. 36 of 1595 on tho file of tho
Sub-Magistrate of Tirukkdyildr). This case, however, ended in acquittal, and on a
representation from the apothecary, the inspector seems to have been severely scolded
by the Superintendent of Police. There was subsequently some correspondence
between the apothecary and the Superintendent of Police through the District
Magistrate in respect of gambling countenanced by the police here. These are the
real official grievances which 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 inspector of police had to appear before me on
the day of the meeting in my camp at Manalurput eight miles from Tirukkéyildr in
connection with a criminal case. IIe did not appear there before 2 p.yr. e cared
more for the success of the mecting, and he would not quit the mecting hall even
though he was desired to return home by a Vakil Mr. R. Srinivasa Alyangar of
Cuddalore, who had also business in my court the. same day at Manalurput. With
these facts, I would request you to decide whether an officer, whose duty it is to
preserve peace and order, can be let off with impunity, when he is shown to have
stimulated an agitation in the town under cloak of his authority, which even a
station-house officer of ordinary common sense would not have ventured to do.

As for Govinda Udayan No. 4, Union Panchayat member, he became very obnoxi-
ous and refractory in the matter of revision of house-tax, encroachments on public
streets, and sanitation of the town. Ile was chiefly instrumental in retarding the
work of the panchayat in these important branches of panchayat work. At a time when
cholera was raging around Tirukkdyilir, Govinda Udayan was reported by Mr, John
Pillai in his letter, dated 14th August 1895, to have requested him very much to
slacken the rule as to giving effect to the speedy removal of rubbish from the back-

-ards of houses in the limits of the union, and it was ordered in your endorsement,
dated 19th August 1895, that he should not again be nominated as a panchayatdar.
But on a further representation from my predecessor, you intimated in your endorse-
ment, Cur. No. 1140-D.B., dated 25th September 1895, that you had no objection to the

re-appointment of Govinda Udayan provided no better man is availabe when he retires.<

. Again, it was reported to me by the Chairman Mr. John Pillai in his letter, dated
23rd March 1896, that the very same Govx.nda Udayan had refused to report on
encroachments as desired by the panchayat with the assistance of two other members,
and that he returned the list of encroachments twice.

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

There was subsequently another occasion when this Govinda Udayan had refused,
on the pretext of caste prejudices, to do. the work allotteq to him of revi:sing the
house-tax for the current year l_)y entering the I'aracl}an included in his ward,
and he expressed his sympathy with the tax-payers. This was reported to me by the
chairman in kis letter, dated 17th April 1896. ' ‘ )
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This Govinda Udayan, being a native physician and a channel monegar having
control over the regulation of water-supply, commands some influence especially amon
the masses, and he 1s shown by the Tahsildar to have taken an active part in getting
signatures to the memorial on various false pretexts. As he is reported to have
refused to act on three different occasions, he has rendered himself liable to be
removed from the panchayat under section 126 of the Local Boards’ Act and Local
and Municipal Notification No. 326, dated 17th May 1894. This Govinda Udayan
was the neighbour of the late Sub-Registrar Mr. Masilamani Mudaliar and g relation
of the owner of the house in which the latter was living, and he seens to have served
as a useful weapon in the hands of the sub-registrar.

The next person to be noticed is one Sadasiva Pillai, a private vakil) and he owes

\01 grudge to the apothecary, inasmuch as the latter pressed hard for Prosecuting him

for an offence under section 504, Indian Penal Code. The prosecution was not
however sanctioned (zide your letter, Ref. No. 166-D.B., dated 11th May 1896). Hence
it was that this Sadasiva Pillai worked against the apothecary jointly with Govinda
Udayan in multiplying the number of signatures in the memorial under report, and
this Sadasiva Pillai appears from the Tahsildar’s report to have set up David, carpenter.
on false pretexts to complain against Mr. John Pillai at the public meeting. ’

18. I now turn to the next subject of the steps taken to draft the memorial, and
the special interest evinced in doing it by the Sub-Registrar Mr, Masilamanj Mudali-
yar. According to the proceedings of the public meeting, a sub-committee consisting

) of the five gentlemen named in the margin
(1) M.g.R_V- ]L A.Jaya Ramachandra Aiyar  with power fo add was entrusted with the
vargal, B.A., B.L. duty of drafting the memorial, and o

(2) A. Ramalinga Aiyar Avargal, a.a. the zeedful with bspeciﬁc reference to the

(3) V. Sreenivasa Rao Garu. . .

(1) V. Narayana Rao Pantulu Gara. complaints made at the meeting. Though
(5) V. Masilamani Mudaliyar Avargal. the sub-registrar’s name is entered last
in the list, he was the very officer who

took a prominent partin drawing up and completing the memorial. Nos. 2 and 4 were
not heard of after the meeting, nor was it considered necessary by the remaining
members to avail themselves of the power given them to add fo their number.
No. 2 Mr. Ramalinga Aiyar was merely a name-lender, and he left the district for
Rajahmundry the day after the meeting.” No. 4 Mr. N arayana Rao is the retired Dis-
trict Munsif who has settled himself at Tirukkdyildr. Ile remained here on the 24th
and 25th June 1896, but was not consulte by the other members. As for Mr., J aya
Ramachandra Aiyar, he admits having taken part in drafting the memorial, but this
allegation is made apparently because he cannot well extricate himself from the other

- members_of the sub-committee. Ilig allegation will be found meaningless, when

it is remembered that he has disowned the language in the memorial even in regard
to one of his own complaints, and that he does not know who made certain alterationg
and interlineations in the printed memorial in manuseript, though the sub-registrar
wants me to believe that he made them with the approval of the other two m:mbers
Messrs. Jaya Ramachapdra Aiyar and Sreenivasa Rao. It will thus be seen that truth
groaning under the weight of a mass of glossy exaggerations and tissue of falsehood has
at least come out in bold relief by pointing to the sub-registrar and his associate
Mg. Sreenivasa Rao as the real authors of the memorial responsible for its wording.
g Yhould now be remembered that these were the identical gentlemen who, as

a‘ne‘ﬁ‘-‘ers of the taluk board at its meeting held on 13th November 1895, succeeded

in securing a resolution for replacing the apothecary by a second-class hospital
assistant. It may even be said that of these two gentlemen, it was the sub-regis-
trar who evinced greater interest and took more active part, backed up perhaps by
a gentleman of better attainments, inasmuch as Mr. Sreenivasa Rao says that the
manuscript interlineations and alterations are not in his handwriting and as the sub- |
registrar admits them to be his own, and states that he.got the memorial printed
at Vellore, his patlvg place, though there is a printing press at Cuddalore. Further
it has been eliqted In the enquiry that it was the sub-registrar’s acting peon (a
Brahmin), who is alsg the son of an amin of the District Munsif’s Court here, that
took round the meeting notice to several residents of the town, and subsequently -
went round with the memorial and obtained signatures in it. The sub-registrar says
that he had personal grievance against the apothecary, and yet he did not choose to

6
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that even taking the cumber to be correct, it Tepresents 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 U?layan
and of his misrepresentation of facts ; that the two leading officers, the District Munsif
and the Salt Inspector, as well as several others Who were present at the meeting have

he memorial have bl dl
signed the memorial ; that the object of the authors of t ; o decoivy

he memorial was 1
the authorities by showing to them that it wag countenanced by a lgc‘)::iq ;giﬁlﬁ
local residents and by officers of position and vakils, while Y
among the signatures was less than half a dozen ; that t}
officer most interested in the transfer of the apothecary ;
his object he was supported by nine out of the eleven pleaders of his Court, notab)
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
Tnspector Mr. Narasimmachari, were in their turn able to sec’ure two unscrupulous
sub-agent 1 the person of Gpvinda Udayan and Sadasivs Pillai ; that these acents and
gub-aggnts aided by sympz_ithlzers, friends and persons under their influence gucceeded
In getting up a mass meeting headed by the Prineipal local officials and vakils, and a
memorial signed by a number of local residents who had re ,

regarding the memorial there were frequent con
at the quarters of the District Munsif, the sub-registy; ins i
salt inspector apd the leading pleader Mr. Sreenivacsa Rir;’v t-h(tah;l:tl:Il)l(:;?rngf*ep;lxlsctiixtlgg
eﬂorts.at the time to throw obstacles in the way of getti;](r at the truth; that jeno-
rant signatories to the memorial were threatened with ¢ ’ Y
should they, having once signed the memorial, omit tq g
apothecary ; and that though the Land Revenue department was not represented at
the meeting in spite of strennoug efforts to secure at least the presence of the local
- Sub-Magistrate, that even the village officers of kushah Tirukkéyildr w
1n the hands of the authors of the memorial that they proved traitors to the Tahsil-

dar in having suppressed certain facts within thejy knowledo i 1 i
oral represenotations to the Tahsildar. woviedee and withdrawn their

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

(1) M.R.Ry. 1. Varatharajulu Naidu Garu, public meeting attended by about seventy
B.A., B.L, District Munsif, Tirukkéyilgr. Pers"n?’l" 10 M8 creature, the printed
(2) MRRy. V. Masilamani Mod aliyar Avar- Iﬁimorﬁa y are those named in the margin.
gal, late Sub-Registrar and Vice-Prosi- looke the mass meeting may not be
dent of the Taluk Board. ooked upon as a quasi-political gathering

(3) LP{.II{i.Ry. Narasimmachariar, Inspector of Teferred to in the Publi, Servants’ Manual,
olice.

(4) M.R.Ry. Gopala Row Avargal, Inspector collection for condemning the action of a
of Salt and Abk4ri Revenue. : . 1
(5) Pranatharthihara Aiyar, B.cE, Local 13 ce.rta.lnly against
Fund Assistant Engineer. '

- - ,
ay something against the

As for the District Maunsif, he seems to haye

. ; . acted i '
his connection with the whole affair has been traced 1 much behind the Scene, and

0 ed by st i
statements of others. In his own interest it ig desirable) t?lz:f I}11% ;ﬁf)(:lslnzisleir;tlﬁlzl;:

a transfer from the district,

As for Nos. 2 and 3, I have shown. by a line of
upon patent facts that they have acted maliciously against t},
there can be no doubt that they deserve 8uitab1eypltxjnisfllfmente
departmental superiors.

Mr. Gopala Row (No. 4) has already left the distriet d ;
further action 18 needed in his case except perhaps a cens’ulevz. T donot think that any

apothecary, and that
1n the hands of their
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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 kinfl attention to the concluding paragraph of the
cnclosed apothecary’s report, dated 25th August 1896.

21. Seetion 11I.—I uow turn to tho state of the medical institution at Tiruk-
koyilér under the managemecat 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. John Pillai has been successfully
managing the institution, and that it is gradually.rlsmg In popularity. It will also
be secu from the figures obtained from the hospital records and noted below that

\Qare Las been increase from year to year in the number of in and out patients

¢
"*X;othv}cury and Union Chairman, Tirukkdyildr. Itis dated May 1896 and signed by

diimilted for treatment, as also in the number of major and minor operations, and that

therefore they go to show beyond doubt the growing popularity of the institution
under Mr. John Pillai and the absurdity of the remarks .in th.e memorial that he is
highly unpopular and inaccessible to paticnts seeking medical aid :—

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

1) In-patients .. oo .o .o oo 127 159 168
52; O?ltrlz;‘z;teirgnsts . .. .o .o oo 9072 10,025 10,542
(3) Major and miuor operations .e oo 235 331 393

The total number of in and out patients freafed during the first five months ox
the current official year was 12,542 against 10,738 for the corresponding period of
the past oflicial year, in spite of the memorial in June 1896 and the agitation created
thereby in the town. Thisis an unmistakable proof on record of the facilitics 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 Tubsildar, who h?s’
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 dutics, and I have no doubt tlat the Tahsildar’s representations are
well founded. In conclusion, I beg to state that there are no grounds whatever to
justify the transfer of the apothecary, and that facts and figures point most eloquently
1o the desirability of his coutinuance at this station where Le has gained popularity
and the confidence of the public in general even at the sacrifice of remuneration to
which Le 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 refercnce to your endorsement, dated 10th July 1896, on a manuscript

memorial addressed to the Surgeon-General to the Government of Madras, I have the
hopanr to report as follows.
Q]

{ 3, The memorial sets out a number of allegations against Mr. John Pillai, Civil

eighteen persons, of whom five are vakils practising in the local District Munsif’e
Court 1ncluding M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, a member of the Talu}: and District
Board, and Ramachandra Aiyar Avargal, a member of the Tirukkdyilir union panchayat
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. * Tlere are no specific charges against
Mr. John Pillai in his capacity as medical oflicer, except that he had ill-treated Lis
compounder and omitted to attend at the privato residence of some leading officials
and vakils and that he used to parade himself on Lis bycicle on the streets during
hospital hours. The memorialists make certain allegations against Mr. John Pillai as

. .
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vakil, is quoted as an instance. M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avarg ine :

on the subject says that it is not possible for him to name the I?eilsggsba}ﬁ; c%lxllfsgfqneg
of it. As for Sadasiva Pillai himself, he is not one of the signatorics to the m(IB)[ “u}.el
under report, and yet his supposed grievance seems to have bgen represented b nor 1a'
In this case, it was Mr. John Pillai who pressed for crimina] prosecutimly I:,P 0Xy.
Sadasiva Pillai for the latter having insulted him openly, but in consideratio at%amst
special circumstances of the ease, it was held that Mr. John Pillai would be:: P
his dignity by treating Sadasiva Pillai’s conduct with silent contempt (vz'dé D?,:sts ort
Board President’s letter Ref. on Cur. No. 166-D.B. of 1896, dated 1151 May 181§6r\10t

).

8. As regards the alleged unauthorized removal of lapte .
graph 10 (_)f the memorial, I have as yet received only one csr(:.ﬁli‘lirlftffxgn:g t}l n P?_ra-
of the chairman Mr. John Pillai, and that was from g contractor nagled N ‘eﬁc on
mantha Row,'who figures as one of the signatories to the memorial. Th S ]a i
was enquired into, and placed before the taluk board at a mectine held ° 20,0'?11’ aint
1896 and presided over by the vice-President M.R.Ry. Masilamﬂg]i M 3111. ,‘)t May
matter was disposed of in resolution No. 10, dated 20th May 18‘96 Il; : tyar. The
the comments made in the resolution on the action of the uniori eh.‘} 1n view of
doubtful ownership of the lantern, there has been some furthep corr lerr?lau and of
the chairman qnd the matter has not been finally disposed of by ti;POtllll ell;m% from
M.R.Ry. Sreenivasa Row Avargal, scems to have made use of the informati(:)“ . O?FQ.
by him as a member of the taluk board, and regardless of the interest fn ﬁ t}z:med
embodied it in the memorial and affixed hig signature to it underneath0 tht o ourd
complainant Mr. Hanumantha Row himself. The threatened civil action oat. of the
taluk board will be awaited. on against the

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

: - . the records that the six .
() M.R.Ry. Ramachandraiyar Avargal, - the margin were appoi‘ntggr:;m; :;xgleer(i 1)[;

December 1895. the union
9503 anchayat af
() M.R.Ry. Muthusamy Piliai } March  Pillai had hIi)s ap yat after Mr, John

¢ »  Muthialu Chetti " .
(d; »  Ramasamy Pillai 1896. in April 1895, and that except in two
(¢) Sadagopa Naidu. cases Mr. John Pillai diq not object t
(/) Govinda Udayan. _ the re-appointment of the out-goint'1 mem(-)
. . . bers. It does not appear that he b d
any thing to do with the appointment of M.R.Ry. Ramaehandraiyar Avargal, a 7 a
of the Local District Munsiff’s Court. As for {3) Muthusawmy Pillai he » @ pleader
mended by the Tahsildar in place of one Adinarayana Naidy whose re-a e,Wtas recom-
righlty objected to by the chairman because of his ¢ld age. I recommeiﬁ‘?{l 7I‘I;enlt1 was
Chetty (¢) in place of Arunachala Aiyar, who had resigned his membersh(i Muthialy
chairman had no objection to the appointment. Sadagopa Naidu (e)ya Py kﬁ:nd the
recommended by the chairman in place of one Subbaramanier dece)';Sedva il, was
Govinda Udayan (f), he was an out-going member, and his re-apoaint As for
recommended by the chairman himself. It was only in the case of 1?501ntment was
(d) that he was put in place of the out-going member Samga Row (a v:;kffllasamy Pilla
ance of the chairman, inasmuch as the re-appointment of Samg Row w 11))-at the inst-
the score of his indifference and apathy to union work, This Samaa;{o Jet:?e(_i to on
re-appointment was under consideration, and some tywo days after the ow, while his
had sent me a note suggesting the desirability of enquiring him as to E{CO-Premdent
continue in office, put in a petition to me on 21st January 1596 volunte(}? iOns_ent to
vices; but I did not accept his offer as it was thought undesirable to th:;no ll)uls ser-
and impede the progress of union work by the addition of g uscless memg obstacles
there was already a member in the Panchayat reported against for PPéSis tent er, aq;l. as
to progress of work in the person of Govinda Udayan ( f)- The petitionor QZPPOS;{ lon
who has apparently been backed up by the taluk board members My, LS ma Row,
Row has aflixed his signatare to the memorial, and this is another ;'ns.tan r 90n;v:§:1
" waant of interest of the latter in the proper and efficient management of uni(:,f Oﬁ the
I need hardly observe here that facts have been exaggerated anq misre reqen“tl daxfrs.
which Mr. Sreenivasa Row is one of the individualg responsible, It ?s ;bsuerd (t)r
suppose_ that the chairman has almost succeeded in having in the union meq ¥ h_o
own liking in the face of the fact that three out of the six new members have si"nelg
(<]

pointment as chairmap -
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the printed memorial agains:‘, Mr. John Tillai—(a), (¢) and (1) and that one of them
(7) 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

j no budget provision for any experditure for making sunitary 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 not procurable for the purpose, but
’ : that the necessary sanitary arrangements were made with the ordinary union staff., Tle
chairman being also the medical officer has done the needful, and there were no com-

% Ptha Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who is also a trustee of the temple and who cannot be
rédeved 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. ’ )

ﬁ p ) nlaints when 1 inspected the locality in the course of the festival. It is very strange
4
!

4 11. The complaizt 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 Tahsillar, who, with aid of village labour and collection 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

i through which the Tabsildar exccuted the work and of the details of the actual expen-

diture, while it-is a well-known fuct 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 bave (Mr. Sreenivasa Raw) as a member of the taluk board.

12. Tle 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 repart of that officer that the complaint was
frivolous, that it was got up for the occasion, and that the petition itself was pseudony-

X 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
I wus given to understand that the Sub-Registrar and vice-President of the taluk
| board attempted in a scheming manner to sccure evidence to prove a charge of the
same kind against the chairman, Mr. John Pillai, but that the proposal was subse-
quently given up. As, however, the information was not communicated to me offici-
ally, I am precluded from entering into the details of the case. Itisa point worthy
of consideration that Mr. Sreenivasa Row, who has drafted the memorial, bas 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
, =030 the taluk and district boards. I may also draw your kind attention to the pal-
e pg‘.?ly Inaugrous statemcnts in paragraphs 14 and 15 of the memorial. When the
me'norialists or rather the authors of the memorial wanted to represent the imagi-
naty shortcomings of the chairman, they complained in paragraph 14 of his having
. reflected the sapitary condition of the town by executing private work from the union
servants. Agmin, 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 honsvs 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
detached portions in distant parts is certain to result in advantage to the public inas-
much as 1t facilitates speedy trips from 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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2. That the said apothecary who had recently been sent out of the station to
‘make room for the permanent incumbent is giving out that he expects soon to be posted

hack 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

etitioners respectfully submit, were prepared upon an incomplete and cne-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-examine the signatories to the memorials and others.«ﬁs ’

5. That as the Tahsildar was an important witness in the matter, and as he had,
subsequent to the first memorial dated May 1896, committed himself to certain
statements in the hospital visitors’ book very favourable to the apothecary, the
petitioners requested that the'Tahsildar should not be permitted to conduct any portion -
of the enquiry; but this request was also not complied with.

6. That the petitioners in their telegram (dated 20th September 1896 have also
.représented to the Surgeon-General about the irregularities of the enquiries,

7. That the enquiries were generally conducted at unusual
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 d:fferent sta.tlons, _and has .been unpopular at various p.laccs ff)r which
he had to be transferred, W]:}lch }\'111 be evident from a perusal of Lis service book
‘and the papers connected with his antecedents.

hours during nights

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

ey,

x from certain inhabitants of Tirukkdyildr Town, to the Surgeon-General with
PerITION fro the Government of Madras, dated  J uly 1896,

RespecTFULLY sEOWETH,—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
continued to make himself unpopular in a variety of
* of the medical needs of the people.

3. That he has been _for a long t_ime past irregular in his attendance at the
hospital, often discourtesus 1n his behaviour towards people anxious to avail them-
gelves of his medical skill, and not unfreql.lently.r callous to the sufferings of @10
unfortunate patients resorting to him for medical aid. -

4. That a public me.eting was consequently held in this town on the morning of
the 24th instant at which several persons came forward with specific complaintg
acainst the apothecary, which were noted down by the Chairmag fop beivg embodied
in this memorial.

5. That on certain 000353&119: WhexXMessrﬁ.HStxigeglvasacharly:}r and Naravana-
swamy Iyer, Pleaders, tin.d €ssrs. Uéunac ella Naicker, Maurimuthu Naicker,
Devanayaga Pillay and I\rxs,.hnasawmy ayan, local residents of the tow, ad to e
to the hospital for medical aid, they found the apothecary to be very irregular in his

"attendance, and some of th.em had consequently to return Jhome without receiving
- that aid which they had a right to expect:.

this statioﬁ, he has
ways and has been unmindful

.

TR T

,a=mchouse in connection with another abscess

«,
.- )
A 2
Ay 8
A
VIR N S

.
¥

% -

7~ 14. That on another ocecasion when the

No. 793, PusLic, 25ta Juxe 1897,

T

33

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
see his child, which was then in'a dangerous condition, and the apothecary, who was
- then conversing with a Brahmin vakil, refused to g0 over to sce the patient though

the prescribed fee had been offered 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
was; and when the apothecary actually came over to the applicant’s house three
hours later, his services proved to be of no avail and the child expired within two
minutes after the medicine prescribed by the apothecary hud been administered.
The petition which the said David Asary meant 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, ITead-
master of the local girls” school, when she was in an acute stage of labour about 5
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., First-grade Pleader, went
to the dispensary at 4 p.x. about twenty daysago taking with hiw a child which haq
thrust into one of its nostrils a tamarind sced, the apothecary was not to be found
at the dispensary, and that he had to patiently wait until 5-30 p.y. wheu the apothe-
cary was fetched from his house by the hospital compounder.

9. That on the 2nd of Vyasi of Manmatha (14th May 1895) when the wife of
Mr. Arunachella Iyer, a retired Revenue Inspector, was 1n labour, the apothecary
refused to lend the services of the midwife, who had attended on her the previous
night, on the plea that she had other engagements ; although an earnest request was
‘Inade to Lim at 7 a. which was repeated at 11 a3 and the apothecary coald 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 Le had not the heart to call over and see how the child was doing, -

11. The apothecary, when sent for, refused to call on Mr. Pranatharthyhara

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. Varadarajula Nayadu, p.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

U I at about 7 p.x. one day, he sent word that
he was too much tired to call over, and that when, in consequence, he was requested
&3e7d The services of his compounder at least, he refused to comply with this request

, : ; and the compounder had therefore to be
clrectly sent for who had the kindness to attend and do the needful.

daughter of the said gentleman was taken
scriously ill at about 1 or 2 A.x. in the night, a lantern and two men were sent 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 the house of
the District Munsif and it was considered unsafe to administer tie medicine then sent

. as the patient had not been scen by him; and he appeared the next day at 7 a.m.

when his services were not much nceded,

15. That the apothecary did not attend when sent for by Mr. Gopal Row,
Inspector of Salt, when he was suffering from ear-ache and he had to scok the aid of
the compounder who had the kindness to do the needful. ,

9
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16. That one Rungasawmi Pillai had his son treate R
dispensary for fever with no effect and when he changed tl(lie fg:eaat'mfeoliznz:.oht 11:1 the
ulcer was formed in one of his jaws for which he has again been pl 9“(;1 erous
hospital treatment and as it emits foul smell, the apothecary does not E ace and}e]:r
boy but keeps him at a distance and directs a ward cooly to dress it andpﬁll‘oza; the
still under such indifferent treatment. . : ¢ boy 1s

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 3

apothecary at about 5 p.ar, with an urgent request to go OI;' o tI:)OItlge Wz;:c esenth to the
Tahsildar was, but he did not choose to comply with the request though th where the
one of grave urgency. : 30 the case was

18. That the Deputy Collector Mr. Sunderas ;
meeting of the Taluk Boayrd that a certain person ;?:011:\1[ uadas,ﬁién(;n‘;e ‘t?}l;pressed at a
complained to him with tears in his eyes and in a manner which xﬁ ds taluk had
that the apothecary had refused to go to his village to see his wife “‘%Ve him much
labour and in a dangerous stage, unless the whole of the fee demand (21 was then in
him at once, though he had been offered a portion of the fees then eam‘lvatsh é)ra:d tg
' ‘ : an

promised the rest in the village.

19. That although a man from the village of Adichanell
a picota and reCeivedosevere injuries was bx%ught to theehgggi:glo ﬁgd fallen from
admitted as an out-patient and he died within two days after his adn’lissiorr’ :: meﬁely
such,

20. That the apothecary had been at this very statio .
had to be suspended and transferred for havingyneglecﬁzda aflfxv;n)_e::;; ago and he
despair, committed suicide by drowning himself in a well adjoining tIl;e lfg"t:lho, in
21, That the apothecary does not command the confidence ofo the bﬁl M
medical treatment so much so, that several, notably the Deputy Coll P}tl I¢ In hig
Tahsildar, had on certain occasions to send for medical aid from dist:;nt CCt or and the
considerable cost. : stations at g
22, That the unsympathetic and indifferent nature
evidenced by the facts above narrated, has rendered him Soof vg:.e ngtheca y &8
several leading men of the locality were put to the painful necesys'it (ﬁopular that
a meeting and making a public representation of their grievances in syit Cfonvem.ng
which they thereby run of precluding themselves from approachin tIl)l ee A0 the risk
any more for medical aid with any degree of confidence. 8 Pothecary

In conclusion the memorialists humbly pray that their pyj
redressed at an early date by the removal of the present apothecaf;v1 ?:j;ciiismay be
and the appointment of a humane and large-hearted medical officer in hig steadstat;‘%n
. r

which act of kindness and generosity the memorialists shall as in duty bound eye
pray. - - ’

———

From Surgeon-Major-General C. SIBTHORPE, r.r.c.p.1.
the Government of Madras,to the Chief Secreta
Madras, 29th January 1897, No. C.—9. .

With reference to my confidential letter No. C.—84, dated 26th Nove

» Surgeon-General with
ry to Government, dated

mber 1896,

submitting papers in the case of Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, I have the hon ==
oub =

to state, for the information of Government, that this apothecar
suspended by me for three months for surreptitiously removing
removed from his service book certain pages containing entries recs
suspension on two occasions. ' ©

¥ has since been
Or causing to he
rding his previous
 Memorandum No, 378,

The Surgeon-General is requested to submit a copy of hig

ing the apothecary. proceedings suspend-

. (Signed) J. F. PRICE,

12tA February 1897. ' o _ Chief Secretary.

£,

La;m\n:_‘.- IR .._\'..—‘:‘-“’_’ "{,
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From Surgeon-Major-General C. SIBTIIORPL, r.r.c.p.1., Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, to the Chief Secretaty to Government, dated
Madras, 16th February 1897, No. 66. ’ :

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
42646, dated 15th Angust 1882, dated 29th January 1897, suspendiné

Surgeon-General Furnell’s Proceedings, No. ivil th 3.
3351, dated 26th June 1885, = Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai.

Surgeon-General  Bidie's  Proccedings, 2. T also attach, for the information
No. 0—223, dated Gth June 1886. oi Governm(fnt, copies of the Proceedings ®
' of my predecessors regarding this apo-
() thecary in 1882, 1885 and 1836. P
EXNCLOSURES.

PROéEEDIXGS 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'charge of the Local
Fund dispensary, Tirukkdyildr, in peglecting to relieve a mendicant, who
applied for medical aid on the 12th July last.

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 Jobn 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 any
Eelgz lc;eft the place and subsequently fell into a well receiving injuries from -vhich

e died. : s

2. 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 of
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 to
come to the hospital, which the compounder did. .

3. Under these circumstances the Surgeon-General has no doubt that the Civil
Apothecary John Pillai did see and converse with the man, bat 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 1n a c1r_cu1ar No. 48 of 21st December 1880 informed medical subordinates
that the delegation of their own proper duties to hospital servants would not be
ermitted and that some punishment would follow breach of rules.

4. Conduct, such as is described in the depositions of witnesses, is simply di

. . i - s-
graccful to all concerned. John Pillai has shown himself to be unfit for his p%s)irtion,
and will not be again employed in an independent charge until he has shown himself
to be more trustworthy. * :

5. For this act of gross inhumanity and neglect of duty the Surgeon-G
. of : -Gen
directs that John Pillai be suspended from rank,opay and allowances f(;;' a periosrﬁi
two months. At the end of the period of suspension he will be posted to some
subordinate situation, where he will be under the supervision of a superior officer,

6. The Zillah Surgeon will be so good as to make arrangements in leati
. ] . > ak comm
with }hcw.l’x-(\sxdexxt for the immediate relief of John Pillaic, and to report ;lfmslz:t'lon
the district subord:nates are fit for the permanent charge at Tirukkdiyildr, y of
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7. The Civil Surgeon will also communicate with the Presidegt, Local Fund
Board, in regard to the conduct of the hospital servants at Tirukkdéyilir. So far as
the de,positions go, the Surgeon-General thinks they are all unfitted for their positions
and that it would be advisable to make a clean sweep of the establishment, but this is
a matter entirely in the hands of the President of the Local Fund Board.

(True Extract.)

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

—_—

M

~6s of the Surgeon-General with the Government
PROCEEDINGS 0 g 26th June 1885,

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

of Madras, No. 3251, dated

— ——

Order—No. 3251, dated 26&1 June 1885.

ndence shows that if the charges of neglect of duty and extorting fees
fromggfiggge:f: not conclusively proved against Civil .Apot‘pecar}); D. Jobn Pillai in
charge of the Local Fund dispensary at Tiruvanndmalai, he is eminently wanting in
tact an conciliation, and is not fulﬁlhn.g the purpose fgr which h9 has be(.?n’ plz}ced in
dical charge of Tiruvanndmalai. His antecedent history at Tirukkdyildr is also
acai t him there in 1882 he so far neglected his duty towards a sick mendicant
aghau;s lied, for relief, as to have led to his death. On that occasign he was suspendqd
g'ofn rI‘:lII)]k pay and allowances for two months and removed from }nerendent charge,
John Pilla’i does not appear to have profited by thaf, lesson, .and.wlth}n a year of' bc}ng
re-employed in independent charge, has given occasion for dissatisfaction in the district,
and for a request for his removal.

While bolding with the District Surgeon that the charges of neglect of duty
have not been established, it is very evident from the correspondence that, as medical
officer of Tirnvanndmalai, John Pillai has not earned the confidence and good will of
the people from want of tact and judgment, and is not furthering the object of the
Local Fund DBoard in providing medical relief for the Circle. The District Surgeon
will therefore submit the whole correspondepce (herewith forwqrded) to the President
for expression of his views as to whether it would not be desirable to repl.ace.J ohn
I?illai lI))y a Civil Apothecary who would co-operate with the District authorities in the
interests of the tax-payers. In that case J ohn Pillai will be withdrawn to a subordi-
nate charge, where he may be induced to qualify for an independent charge at some

future time. '
(True Extract.)

»

— P

s ¥ g TS

P-2

T,

»

(Signed) D. ELCON, Surgeon,
Secy., Surgn.-Genl. with the Govt, of Madras,

——

| ]

] ¢ Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 0-228
Proceepines of the Surgeon dated 6tk July 188, J ’

Read—the following papers :—

From the Superintendent, Lying-in-Hospital, Nos,
20th June 1886, respectively.

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

166 and 170, dated 1Sth and

TRl A
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"sary, Tiruvanndmalai, and of want of tact and conciliation, and he

. Read—the following papers : —

e
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Order—XNo. 0-228, dated 6th July 1886. ‘

The Surgeon-General regrets to receive such frequent complaints against Cjvil
Apothecary Jobn Pillai. In 1882 when attached to the Civil dispensary, Tirukkd
he so far neglected his d}xty towards a sick mendicant who applied for relief, as to
bave presumably led to his death, and was suspended on that oceasjon from rank, pay
and allowances for two months and removed from independent charge,

On restoration to an independent post, charges were brought againsf him of
neglect of duty and extorting fees from patients applying for aid at the Civil dispen-

Was again removed

yildr,

from an independent to a subordinate charge.

The present correspondence shows still further neglect of duty on the part of the
Civil Apothecary even in a subordinate position. An infant in the Lying-in hospital
was found on the 17th June covered with acute scabies. No notice had been taken
of the case by John Pillai, no attempt to apply a remedy, no report made to the
Medical officer, or to his representative—the Senior Apothecary—on Vvisiting the
hospital, nor did the Civil Apothecary know the nature of the ailment, The fact of
the admission and neglect were discovered by the Medical officer on the following
day—not on the report of the Civil Apothecary, but by an accident.

When spoken to by the Medical officer regarding his neglect of duty and profes-
sional ignorance, he “ became most insubordinate in manner and bearing,” manifest-
ing much contumacy when verbally ordered by the Medical officer to consider himself
under suspension from duty, '

According to his own showing John Pillai signally failed in his duty, for
although the Senior Apothecary, in the absence of the Medieal officer, went round the
wards after the admission of the infant, John Pillai did not report the admission to
bim, but “thought best to show the infant the next day to vne Doctor on his
morning visit” and in that he failed also. In the meantime nothing was done to
alleviate the sufferings of an infant covered with acute scabices.

Under all the circumstances of the case, and his previous misconduct coupled
with his comparative ignorance of his profession, the Surgeon-General questions the
advantage of retaining such a man in the public service ; but requests that he may be
warned that on the next occasion of misconduct he will not fail to move the Govern-
ment for his dismissal from the service. '

For his present offence the Surgeon-General sentences him to be suspended from

duty and pay for one month, with cffect from date of suspension by Surgeon-Major
Branfoot. ‘

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. BIDIE, u.3., C.LE.,
Surgeon-General with the' Goyt. of Madras.

—

ProcEEDINGS of the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras, No. 429, dated
29th January 1897.

From the Superintendent, Government Maternity Hospital, No. 831 dated 1st

December 1896, reporting that the service book of Cjvil ’Apotheca’ry D. ;
verification by the District Med; i

Offoer, oo on by r edical and Sanitary

Arcot, does_not contain the pages bearing the entries regarding
the Apothecary’s suspension. ° °

From the District Medical and Sanitary Officer, Minute No,
December 1896, and No. D-C., dated 21st January 1897
Apothecary’s explanations,

193, dated 16th
) fQP“'arding the

10
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Order—No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,

- It is observed from the above correspondence that a ne ; tos
been opened for Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai, doing dut; gu(siflrz;‘l':;z bookﬂfi aving
that the old one was in an unserviceable condition, it wag sent by the Dis;; (')nt \ e p}ea.
and Sanitary officer, South Arcot, to the Superintendent, Governmentrlcl A tIedlfzal
Hospital, Madras, for verification of the period during whicl, the Apoth aternity
attached to his hospital. °© Apothecary wag

2. While verifying the entries in the book with the r . .
Superintendent found tcinat the new book contained ng entrie:soigi;fdg,};i h&? 1;&1’ the
=3 o uspen-

sions of the Apothecary, and on examining the old service book i
pages which contained such entries were x;issing from it, °k b discovere that the S 4
3. The matter having been reported to this office, the \_‘i’_}
upon for explanation. He states that he is unable to aci:ountl}'g: tt};xeeez:gs:; s called ,
SN

and that he only copied in the new service book such entri 5 bages
the old one. €S as were to be {,

4. The Apothecary’s explanation is most unsatisfactory,
that he was suspended morg than once in his serviee (:gd thjzi[tet]}?;ew Perfectly wely
suspensions were made in his service book—so that if he had no conneeil'tr]es of such
surreptitious removal of the missing pages from the old book, he onahy ok the
reported the fact to his medical officer when, in the courge of prepari :‘}’;;"ht to have
he found that the old one did not contain the Imissing pages, Paring his pew book,

und 1n

5. His neglect to do so and his attempt to get th 3 i
entries of his pﬁnishments—passed through point to tghe faci t%:::vtlll)g (;)1;1:(3‘:13‘1: e 3}19

old book were removed either by himself or at his instance op with his coonj
gnizance,

6. The presumption, supported as it is by very clear of
so strong that the Surgeon-General does not consider th
given the benefit of doubt. ,

7. Such dishonest conduct on the part of an official eq]g for
missal, but in the present case, in the absence of direct evi
considers that the ends of justice can be met by a lighter /
ingly directs that Civil Apothecary D. John Pillai be Susll)):nl&f}(limfeori-t'th
from his duty, pay and allowances from date of receipt by hip of this orderl_e ¢ monthg

his sump i
ary dis-
dence, the Surgeon-General

(True Extract.)

(Signed) D. SIMPSON, ALB., Surey - i
Secy., Surgn.-Genl, wz't/’z the OGt;v(t?ac}}t i;}la,drag

——

. From Surgeon-Major-General C, SIBTIIORPE, p.p.¢ PI. S
the Government of Madras, to the Chiet urr:rT Su
Madras, 3rd March 1897, No. C.—2.

Tgeon-General with,
ecretary to Government, dated
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VIV
From Apothecary D. JOIIN PILLAI, dated 11th March 1897.

———

From Surgcon-Major-General C. SIBTHOR?E, F.R.C.P.I, Surgeon-General with
the Government of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated
Madras, 13th March 1897, No. C.—25.

In continuation of my letters quoted in the margin, I have the honour to
forward herewith an appeal submitted by
Civil Apothecary D. John Pillaj against
his suspension as ordered in my proceed-
ings No. 429, dated 29th January 1897,
a copy of which has already been forwarded to Government, with my letter No. 66,
dated 16th February 1897.

2. According to G.0., No. 788, Publie, dated 23rd October 1894, punishments
by one of medical subordinates other than dismissal are not appealable, but as the
Apothecary insists on his appeal being sent to Government in spite of this order, I
copsider it best to do so, and to lay the whole facts before Government,

No. C.—9, dated 29th January 1897.
66, dated 16th February ,,
C.—20, dated 3rd March ,,

1"
"

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

I have tho honour to forward, herewith, correspondence regarding the verification of entries
in a new service book for Civil Apotkecary D. John Pillai (with the old service book and a new
one). I observe that the papers on which references wero made to his snspension from duty in
1836 when posted to this hospital are missing, and I have reason to believe that entries referring
to a former suspeusion (1882) are also missing from the book, A great deal of valuable time and
trouble hus been expended in verif ying these entries, and if I had signed the new book as
requested by the Distriet Medical and Sanitary officer, South Arcot, no mention would have been
made of suspension from duty when the Apothecary was at this hospital. I forward the books
now, as I think that some exylanation should be given by the Civil Apothecary regarding the torn
and partially-destroyed record of service and the attempt made to obtain my gignature to what
would Lave been a false record. -

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

5. IIis present appeal is chiefly based on his presumption that he explained to
my satisfaction at a personal interview that the original service book had never been
mutilated.  On the other hand I was never before more convinced of the service book
having been tainpered withas I was when [ closely inspected it. I send it herewith
for the inspection of Government. It will be scen that the pages not being numbered
in print, there is no difficulty whatever in some of them being removed or replaced
by new ones and the fact that in the present instance all sheets are scparate and
joined together by a thread considerably confirms this suspicion. Above all, it will be
noticed that the entries in the book from 1881 to 1889 (the period which comprised

-With reference to your memorandum,‘ No. 513, dateq Lst : o

‘ -0, o March 1897 <
honour to forward Civil Apothecary John Pillaj’s lett . » I have the
Angust 1896. , er of explanatlon, dated the 25th

2. I also enclose, as requested, his appeal against i« ..
with the District Medical and Sanitary ofﬁeer’sbreporth l:hS;:}I;iDSIOE n 1882 together
the appeal resulted in his being restored to his officq is wrong, T 18 ftﬂtcr_nent that
appeal was that his suspension was reduced from tyy, monthg to € only effect of the
order about his removal from mdependent. charge stood fast aone. month, but the
Surgeon-General Cornishe’s remarks in penci] op the back of th,e rs will be sten fr(gm
Medical and Sanitary officer, South Arcot. T woulq also draw eport of th.e District
proceedings of my predecessors in 1885 and 1836, copies of whi _31’1011'1' attentlon.to the
letter, No. 66, dated the 16th February 189 7, and which, will shOC Were sent with my

in 1882 was not cancelled. W that his punishment

“vﬁle two occasions the Apothecary was suspended) are all in the Apothecary’s own

andwriting instead of in the handwriting of the medical officers under whom he
was employed or of their clerks, as s the case in all the subsequent entries. More-
over not a single entry from 1881 to 1889 has been attested by any medical officer ag
provided for in colum.n 12 of the book, asis the case in all other entries, and the
sheets containing entries from 1881 to 1889 are in a better and more serviceable
condition than the latter portion of the book which was used much after them. All
these facts conpled with Brigade-Surgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel Branfoot’s evidence of
haying scen and remembered the entrics of suspension in the book, conclusively prove

_-that the book wastampered with, and the handwriting of the Apothecary is a suffi-

cient proof of his complicity and guilt.
6. ,,H]';, other statements call for no remarks—suflice it to say that there was not

the least prejwdice against him in this office as will be seen from my letter No, C.—
84, dated 26th November 1896. _ :
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7. I would request the attention of Government to the intemperate nature of the

language in the appeal as it originally stood and which has b i .
on the Apothecary’s attention being drawn to it, een slightly modified

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

His Excellency the Governor in Council is of opinion { .

months inflicted on Civil Apothecary John Pillai pfor failllllz;:; i%elfgi}fﬁmn to.f thrl(lae
omission from his service book of the entries relating to his previous no ilCe the
was well merited, and his petition will accordingly be,dismissed A eP@lf mentg
later correspondence read above shows the Apothecary in a most‘unfa Vp rus{)).l of th

and the Government therefore directs that he be severely censured ao‘:imthe light,
censure be recorded against him. The allegation in John Pillaj’s e;.lt. ;l}t such
signature of a public servant in his service book does not entail op hi’Ix)n ; lon that the
for the entries therein cannot be accepted ; a public servant js responsiblesl}onmblhty
thing that he signs. The Surgeon-General should take due notice of the (fi or every-
way in which the Apothecary’s service book has been kept. sereditable

U

'f O " ::
&QQ pee.”

2. With regard to the public meeting held at Tirukkéyildr, the Govemn'mnt

observes with surprise that among the individuals
several officers of Government, certain retired public servants. 5

local boards. That these persons should have assisted at a publi’c l:sgetti:g lTeigﬂf)ers of
purpose of attacking the official character of a public servant. was most impr \01- the
they are deserving of severe censure for what, as they must have beeg a£ oper, and
gross breach of decorum. are, was a

3. These proceedings will be communicated to all departments of the Secretariat

for communication, in view to officers in the public service bein ‘
from action of the nature of that commented on above, g Warned to abstain

(True Extract.) é} ‘
, o~ // ;”/‘
Tl T

7 Chief Secretary,

who took a prominent part wero

To the Surgeon-General. i
» the Revenue Department. v . i
+» the Local and Municipal Department. g
,» the Judicial Department. ] ;

,, other Departments of the Secretariat. . i
e
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Exd. T. K. Narayans Aiyengar.
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