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A CONSTITUTIONAL
AGITAT[ON”

E V R S STATEMENT
IN COURT

Madras, Dec. 5. |offences under Seec. 117, I P, C.

. V. Ramaswami Periyar,|read with Sec. 7 (1) A. of the

X i:aaﬂar of the Self-Respect|Criminal Law ,Amendment Act
" movement and President elect of| of 1932. He next  read the

definitions of the sections with

l
|

I‘_

e —————— e T e e

V R Sentenced'

lmprlsonment

H
[
i 5
¥
o
. i q
,. .
# Ll Y

s 1oL F. appeared” to-day,|which Periyar was charged.
- -laofn"ra Mr. B. Mudhﬁva tRzD' 'fhereaétar:l%ﬁ On})lwn P;;‘:ue; B B b AR S
| sidenc agistrate,'cutor read out the charge-shee Ca s 2
"g‘;‘éﬁh P:; Puhge Court in|filed by the  Police against E. V. RAMASWAMI PERIYAR.
ansﬁfer to the summons served Penyar, which runs as fnl-l_ |
on him for offences under = Sec. {lows:— 3 | ——
117 L. P. G, Tread with Sec.! The Provincial Government | Anti-Hindi Propaganda Lengua]
7. (1) A, dnmmal Law Amend-passed a Government Order No. in Kasi Viswanatha Koil Street

 ace mpamﬂd by his brother, Mr.

- Siddiah of Salem. arrived at the

ment Act of 1932.

911 Mis.Public Education) dated
April 21 1938, introducing the
study of Hindi cumpulsorl y in
eertmn secondary schools in the

pres:dency. Since the intro-
duction of the aforesaid &. 0. an

E V. Ramaswami Periyar,

. Krishnaswami, Mr. K.A P.

oy and Mr. A.

Vlsw‘anathﬂm

" Qourt at 10-45 a. m., followed' by ) agitation was started by certain

BT lying in wait on the outer

. ed.,

|
|

T My,

~ and others.

W

‘was pravented by

‘guarded by the police

.estimated to be about 20,000.

'Mukérnallamuthu Street, to the

~' ,.ath (Non-Brahmin and Brah- |

‘ﬂundarn Rao Naidu,
5 r‘!‘KD

. Bench Clerk called out Periyar’s|

‘A large crowd frnm behind | interested persons whn formed!
‘them.

themselves into a League called
The crowd that followed him|the Anti-Hindi Propaganda Lea-
the Police|gue with the intention to coerce
ﬁ-am going into the court. the Premier to cause the can-

The premises of the court waﬁ cellation of the aforesaid G. O.,
on a

Eldaa and admission into f$he

to abstain from doing.
court to the public was restrict- |

From June 1, 1938, this agita-

wWere
on-

| Twn Police conatﬂbles
na‘t‘fﬂﬂ at each of the four
trandﬁa to the second court.
Large crowds of people were

by loitering in front of
|said intention. Subsequently)
iWﬂ;h the same' intention
also with the intent to
students and teachers from
entering or approaching schools
where, by the aforesaid G. O,,
Hindi had been compulsorily in-
troduced, picketiny of aforesaid
sch@gols was commenced and
cuntinued as part of the propa-
. _ |eganda. Accused E.V. Rama-
con- |swamy Naicker alias Rama.
‘near|swami Periyar of Erode, who.is
a resident of Erode and a promi-
filled | nent-Self-Respecter, is one of
police | the leaders of the anti-Hindi
and Advocates:|agitation.

In pursuance of the agitation

lﬂ.ﬁfnl‘ﬂl of the Beach Rﬂ.llway
Btatmn, to know what was going
on in the court. The crewd was

Th,a police were seen patroll
ing the court area, 1i.e., from

entrance of the court.
Three Police vans with
stables were stationed
the gateway of the court.
" The Court Hall was
with the officials of the
aMEnt

min). and propaganda carried on by
Among those present in the|the Anti-Hindi Propaganda
court were Sir A.T. Pannir-)}League,several hundreds of men

selvam, Mr, E.V. Krishnaswamy | loitered at or near the Pre-
- Mr.K. A, P. Viswanatham, Mr. \mier's house and also at or near

~ Biddiah _ of Salem, Mr. T. the Hindu  Theological High
Mr. T. R.|School, Mint Street George-
thandarama Mudaliar, Mr. C.|town, who  were arrested,
BEEIJB.EY MI‘ 4 g Hallﬂ.qwam ﬂharggd and ﬂﬂﬂ?lﬂtﬁd
Pillai, M: T, Shanmugam Pillai | offences undér Section 7 (1) of
Mr. B, 'Badriah, Janab O, S.|the Criminal Law ‘Amendment
Salhak Thamby  Maracair,| Act XXIII of 1932, and also
Janab Jamal Ibrahim, Janab|ynder Section 117 1. P C., read
T. 8. Mohamed Ebrahim, Pandit | with Seéetion 7 of the Orlmmal

8. S. Anandam, Mr. S.V. Rajan.|Law Amendment Act XXIII of
S. Damodaram Pillai}|1982.

Mr. M. Damodaram Naidu,
Mr K.C. Subramaniam Chattmr, Conferencs held at Wall - Tax
v.P.BalasubramaniamiTheatre on Nov. 13, attended by
fVadaliar, Mr. 8. Bhupathy |about 1,500 persons about 800 of|
C-hattmr, - Mr. -S. Venugopal|whom were women, the accused
Chettiar, Mr. T. A, V. Nathan|made a speech in which _he ex-
‘ tolled the several hundreds
up at a|men who had gone to jailin
and the | furtherance of their cause and
exhorted and incited the women

of Tamil Nad to amula.ta

The case was taken
little past 11 o'clock,

name. | their
Mzr. Ramaswami Periyar rose example.
from his seat and stood for a| As a result of the spesch of
~while. | the aogused, the next day (Nov.
b Mr. T, 8. Anantaraman)l4), women committed - the

~ Crown Proaaautor requested the offenice under Section 7 (1) of the

o™ ﬁaﬂnﬁ:mta

thgt to give  permission to
‘Pamur to sit.

, |by loitering at or near
Pgnygr was then asked to sit

Hindu Theological High School

case for the prosa- santannm.L 011 the avenmg -of
. Annntnﬂ.mnn said|Nov. 14 at a public meeting
V. Ramaswami |attended by about 700 persons

b | -.'...;r“i‘
4 vt

which thé Premier has a right

deter wWAS

in Peddunaicken Street, Madras
the accused by making a speech:
extolling the action of the five
women who had gone to jail

connection with it.

Q. When was the agltatmn

opposing . the introduetion

Hindi started?

ear S

1 000 Fine

A. The Self-Reapact move-
ment I understand, has some

— 1 Sp——

people arrested a.nd sentenced
before Nov. 10 was about 400.

A. Yes,.
Q. Did you atiend a8 meeting

Q.” Can'yousay whether the|on the 14th November last hald "

o

Rigorous

anti-Hindi League had avything{at the Madras at which 'th
* e
to do with those who picketed in |accused spoke. 8
ﬁu$ihnfs ttimlPremmr'é House| A. Yes, .
an e School ? R. Where iting
i, “ B was that mecting

of the

were boarding and lodging in
the Headquarters eamp till such
time it was ejected.

Q. Can you say whether any
Committee was appointed.
A. A meeting was held in

Trishinopoly on or about +th
28th of Ma.y, 1938, and .

Committes.

Toa question by the Crown
Prosecutor, witness said that
Hindi was infroduced in 60|

schools in Tamil Nad 54 Echnnls the meeting ?

in Andhra Désa, and about 11 in
Malabar And Kanara.

Q. Is there any agitation

muketers held ?

A. In front of the . Viswas
nathar Temple in Peddrnaicken-
p at.

Q. At what timme, the mesting
was held ?

A, Between 6-45 and 10 p. m.

Q. Were yon present at that

. the | meeting.
accused’'was 'a member of the

A. Yes. ~

Q. Woere the proceedings of
the meéting in Tamil ?

A. Yes.

Q.. Did anyone preside over

A. Yes Swami Arunagiri

presided over the meeting.
How many people attend=

against Hindi in Telugu, . Mala- =ed that meeting?
I A. about 700 people.

yalam and Kannada areas ?
~. A." No. |

h‘.aplymg to a ueatmn wit-
ness said that.the accused was
visiting Madras in connection
with the anti-Hindi agitation.

Q. Was he attendmg meetw

ings and making speeches?

A. Yes. The accused Was
also addressing meetings in the
moffussil in connection  with

of lanti- Hindi propaganda.

Q. Do you know that there

that morning, incited the women| A, . The agitation was started’/are a Tamil Papers called.
of Tamil Nad to come  forward|soon after the passing of G. 0.  Viduthalai” and “Kudi Arase’’s
in large numbers to commit | No, 911; (Miscellaneous, Publie| A. Yes “Viduthalai” is a

similar effences day after day.
The accused by making the

two speeches on Nov, 13 and 14|
under
Saction 117 of the Iniian Penal
Code read with Section 7 (1) of
Amendment

has committed offences

the Criminal Law

»Act, 1932.
Asked by the Court whether
tion took the form._ of picketing | Periyar had anyone to defend

the hlm, Periyar raphed
Premier’s house with the afore-|pegative.

The examination-in- .chief of
and | the witness for the prosecution
prncﬂeded with by the

Crown Prosecutor.

l Examined, Mr. Kesava Menon
Sub-Ianectnr attached to the
Crime Branch of the®city police

deposed -that he formerly be-

longed . to the - Intelligence
Department and ' that he
knew the accused Mr. K, V.
Ramaswamy . Naicker. The
accused was nlsu Enown  as
E. V. Ramaswamy Periar.
The accused belonged to Erode.

Q: Are you aware of the

activities of ‘Ramaswami

fur .

At the Tamil Nad Woman 81

a1 10T |

I;IH m charged with ho’ld under the a.usm&a& ﬂfzﬁn
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Naicker?

l A. Yes,

Q. Do you know whether

in the public activities before
1933.
‘A, Yes, _ |
Q. To which party did the
accused belong.
A. He belonged to tha Con-
gress Party.
Q. Hnw Icmg he remained in
the Congress?
‘A. He remained till 1923.
Q. Did he secede from it?
. Yes he did.
Q. Washe taking part. .in
 public activities .after sauﬂdmg
from the Onngrﬂas?
A. Yes He took part,
g, What part he took?
‘A. He . started: the

Self-

of | Re spect Movement.

Q. . Can voun say what the
ualf Raapact Movement is?

| It was a movement. _

Tha Magmbrate —How is that
relevent to this case?

‘The # Crown
Thare is 'some ralavanuy.
laha | explain it.

Continuing witness - aauil 1t

the improvement of the
somhl disabilities rof the Noun-

and were tried, nonnctaﬂ and | Brahmins. = But, in- spirit, the Premlar s house went on

movement was directed against
the Brahmins.
. Do you know whﬂther hB

had anything to &u irlth the |7 (1) A of the

Jusﬁua ﬂmt;?

in the

Government of Madras.

G.O. a certain seetion of the
| Tamilian public  organised a
league known . as the  Anti-

the purpose of

Continuing, _WltﬂEEE deposed
that after the passing  of the(they are published ?

t Hindi Propaganda League for
ceercing  the
Premier to cause the cancella-

fEducatlon) dated 21-4.38 by thedTamil daily and “Kudi Arasu”,

a Tamil weekly,
Q. You knuw from where

A. Yes. From Erode. The

E.
Naicker- .

Q. Were you present at the

V. Krishnaswamy

 Tamil Nad Women’s Conference?

Witness continuing said that

1he tock down "the speech of the

acecused verbatim in Tamil'
shorthand, and = transeribed
correctly the shorthand nntes

|into Tamil langhand. Both the
speeches were listened to by the -

audience with very great attern-
fion. There were some demon-~
stration by the clapping of
hands.

Witness was next asked to
read out the speeches frism
beginning to end, in the court.

Witness who made a note of the
number of people thas attended
the meeting time and plaee read
out that there were 800 women

!

i:ﬁre printed and published by *700.’
| Mr

tion of the aforesaid G.O. In
{pursuance of the formation of
the league several ~meetings
were held in the city and in the |
moffusil. The league was start-|
ed in the eity on 31-5-38 on
lwl:uc.h day, a meefing was held
vin Theagaroyanagar, the com-
pulsory .Hindi Boycoft Head-
quirters. There was a" flag-|
hoisting ceremony - at that )
meeting. . Notices announcing
the flag hoisting ceremony were
printed and issued.

Witness next 1deutiﬁad one.
suich notice.

Proceeding, witness stated
that the accused was one of the

A. Yes.

mtuasa Periyar replied :—

be done to me by +this Court.

examine the witness ”’
Mr. K. Krishna Iyﬁr, Short-

| writer,
- having been
a Conference
of Tamil
Nov, 13 at
Theatre in Madras

asked to

Nad held

‘Asked by the Court whethar
he mshed to cross-examine this

T knnw that Justice wﬂl not

Tharefure, 1 do not wish fo cross-

hand Sub-Tnspector “attached to
the Vellore Shorthand Bureau]
was examined next. He deposed
that he was a Tamil Shorthand
He remembered of his
attend

of the women |the avcused spoke at that mees-
on

Wall-tax
between

Ramaswami Naicker took part

speakers at that meetjng . h&]dl

1batwaen 6-30 p- m. and 9-45 p.m.
on 31-5-’38. Sir K. V. Reddy pre-
Imﬂad over that meeting and Mr.
S. Muthia Mudaliar: performed:
{the , flag | hoisting ceremony.
Some printed circulars were dis-

| tributed at that meeting. Wit-

2-45 and 8-15p. m. Witness was
present before the Conference
began. About 1,500 people
attended that conferenee. Out
of them 700 were’ women. The
prnﬂeedings of the” Conference
were in Tamil.

Q. Do you know whether

ness was present at that meet-| Ramaswami Naicker was pre.
ing and he was there at about|sent at that Conference ?

6 p. m.; even before the meeting

bagﬂ.n. There were other pro-
minent leaders - besides
accused, including the first

A. Yes.

Q. Do yvou know whether he

the |made any speech thereat ?

A. Yes. He made a speech in

“dmta.tnr“ of the-movement, Mr. | Tamil.

C.'D. Nayagam, present. _
A Mr. C. D. Nayagam - introduc-
{ ed one Palladam Ponnuswami ab
the meeting, as a prospecfive

| picketer in front of the Premier’s |

‘house on the next
Palladam Ponnuswami pickefed
in front of the Pramier’s house,
‘the next morning. Ponnuswami
Ioitered and fasted. Pickefing

| was going on,in pursuance of the
A fter I

objects of the League.
Pomnuswami was arrested, a
fresh batch came and picketed.

Prosecutor:—|The picketers came from the

anti-Hindi Headquarters. Such

|Toitsring in front of the  Hindu

Theological High Schml énm-

was going on in
School, Picketing in fmnt of i}ha
or
about three months. Those that
mketed were arrested, charge
heeted and convicted under Bac
Criminal Law

. ﬂm’endmant Act. Tha numbér of

Q. You mean by Mr. Ramas.|

swami, Mr. E. V
Naicker ?
A. Yes.

Q. Were you present . at the

morning. | meeting when the accused made

the speech ?

A Yes.

Q. Have yougot the short-
hand nofes of the speach yuu
took down ?

A, Yes.

Witness next filed the
hand note book in the Court.

Q. "'Have you transcribed into
Tamil longhand, the Tamil

speech of the accused from your
shorthand notes ?

Criminal Law Amendment Act|Was a . movement staried  forimeng ﬁd from 1- 7-'33-& Pmkﬂi}ligi A. Yes I have.
ont of the

Q. Did you record correcily
and fally" natas of the speecn
made by the accused
meeting ?

A. Yes.

S0 Have you correctly
Tamll ?

short-

present at the conference.
The Magistrate:—You gaid
Asked by the court whether
he desired to . cross-examine
the witness, Periyar said:;—
“No doubft,

mistakes. But I do not wish to
¢ross-examine the witness’™
Mr. S. Ranjit Singh, examined
next stated that he was a Sub-
Inspector attached to the Intsl-
ligence section of the Police,

The Magistrate:—Had
been attached to the Crime
Branch, I weuld have knowaz
him.

Witness said that he had beem
asked to attend the Tamil Nad
Women’s Conferenci- neld on.

:

:

Nov. 13 last at the Wall-tax
Theatre. He was present when

ing Five women picketed in front
nfthe Hindu Theolbogical Hw‘tt
School on the morning of No. i
last. He knew that these women,
were convicted under 8343.
7.(1) A., Criminal Law Amead-

rr with

IDEL‘-

“at  that|English trans}ﬂ.tlan of

and casa,

,fgnf ‘trmanbacl m “hpaéﬁh of a. 3]}01‘& adggumm
| the accusad in : & i3

ment Act. They were sentenued:
default'to '
for six" /|
A meeting was held on |
the evening of ¥4th, Nov. lastin//
Hindi pro-| |

to pay a fine, and in
undergo imprisonment
woeeks,

connection with antl
paganda, in front of the Kasi
Viswanathar Temple. Witness
was present when the
spoke at that meeting.

Sub-Inspector atfiended both tha
meetings at which the accused |

Ramaswaml,spnka Thers was no picketing '

by women in front of the -scheo]
prior fo Nov. 14 in
anti-Hindi ‘propagandal
For the first time women pickat:
ed in front of the School
Nov. 14.

he

accused)
| Mr. |
Krishnaswamy Iver, Shurthand.'

connection

there 'are some

.Dﬂ:. s

There was no cross-examina |

tion of this witness, - |
The Crown Prosceator © sub:
mitted to the court 'that ' thsy'"

official transiation of the Tamili

I

speeches into English ' had not
been made' ‘available’ by " ‘the
Government Tra*w]a.tor, and
said that they would be * Taudy
only on the 7th and 10th of
“If your Worship - wounld
like to have,” eontinued My.
““the officin!
the two
speaches, before your Worship

takes any farther action in this
L would like ta ba By on

A.na.ntaramtm

(Gnntinuod on p&g’a ﬁ

. ".
o R

g ':"~



;.ii
s 2
&

; :

" 4hat he could translate them in.

. pieketing.

i Rl

———— e ———

V. R. SENTENCED TO- 1 YEAR'S
RIGOROUS IMPRISONMENT

(Continued from page 5)

The Magistrate asked as to] As Periyar got into the. car,

_ why there was delay 1n transla-\ the crowd shouted “Long Live

said [ Tamil,"® and *“Down with Hindi.”
‘The Police were seen regula-

ting the rush, and prevented the

croud from following the car.

$+ion of the specches ; and

15 minutes.
The Crown Prosecutor «—1 -do

not kpnow why there - 18- delay:
Personally, do not wanb
them, because. the Tamil
speéeches are clear, _and the
4ranslation is not going to. help
as very much. Except in case of
certain portions which may
- not be able to understand, we
might depend upon the tran-|
abion.
£ ‘]ﬁlue ;: Magistrate:—Do = you |
+hink that the speeches are so|Beach Road, - gazing
abstruse or s0 difficult that 8D the erowd  that
ordinary translation does mnot[the car. :

in the court %o decide the
Eﬂ«%ﬂr.? The speeches are
anderstandable. They are maant‘
for ordinary people. There were
not meant for official translators.
The Crown Prosecutor next sub- |
mitted to the gourt t]_aat the
prosecution had closed its case.
The Magistrate asked the |
Crown Proseeutor o what the
nature of the offence was. |
The. Crown Prosecutor :—
Offences under Sec. 7, (1) A of
the Criminal Law Amendment
Act. . *
The Magistrate :—For doing
- what ?
*Tha Crown Prosecutor :—For

about four minutes.
By the time the

the employees in the ecommer

cial houses and Banks.

tive offices 1in  the

to the turning towards
Bazaar Road.

The crowd, escorted by
police at every 10 feet, passed

later dispersed.

FURTHER HEARING

Madras, Dec. 6.

When the case. against E. V.,
Ramaswami Periyar was taken
up this morning for further
hearing by Mr. B, Madhava
Rao, Fourth Presidency Magis-
trate, Georgetown, ' Mr. T. S.
Anantaraman, Crown Prosecu
tor said that with His Worship’s
permission, he would Ilike fto
examine Sub-Inspector Razak
Khan. The Sub-Inspector,
Anantaraman, continued, would
give evidence as to what exactly
had happened both on the 13th,
& 14th, of Nov. in front of the
school. The
evidence, the Crown Prosecutor
proceeding said, would be valu-
able, and be of assistance to the
court to come to a decision.

The Magistrate:—You ° have
r.ﬂlﬂﬁﬁd your case ? i,
The Crown Prosecutor:—
‘Yesterday, I had not that infor-
mation. _

The Magistrate:—Is it formal?

The Crown Prosecntor :—Yes
It is only formal. He (the Sub
| Inspector)was present at the
time of the picketing in front of
fhe school.

The Magistrate:—Is he (wit-
ness) available ?

The Crown Prosecutor:—Y es.

Sub Inspector Razak Khan
was next calleu for. Examined
he deposed that.he was attached
to the C-2 Elephant Gate Police
Station.  The Hindu Theological
High School was situated in the
Mint Street. Itwas part of his
duties to attend the
' Theological High School on
days when picketing was an-
nounced on behalf of the anti-
Hindi = Propaganda League.
Five lady volunteers picketed
in front ot the aforesaid :
on Nov. 14 last. Witness was
present near the school when
‘the lady volunteers came there
for the purposes. of picketing.
Witness said that he was
standing opposite to the
school. The five ladies came in
a huge proceesion. Witness
knew the accused E.V.R.
Periyar. Witness saw the aecus-
ed coming there with the pro-
| cession. The processien consist-
ed of 2 to 3 thousand ppople. The
lady volunteers came, Yuitered in
front of the High School;
shouted anti-Hindi
| They obstructed the students
from entering into schools. The
students whe were already

| inside came out of their classes :
school. They were there be-|m: . classes :
fore the school hours began. '-E;i {::gf‘# of the school just com-

The result of the pieketing was; _

that the people from outside] Q. Did you observe whether
could not get into theschool, and any disturbance was caused to
they from ingide cowld not get | the school; by the picketeers.
ont. . Many studente were pre-{ ~A. The teachers and students
venﬁﬁéfrgm going to the school. cama_nmt of their classes. The
@ Asked by .the Couri, whether | Working of the class was distur-
he had to say anything, Periyar bed on account of the shouting
replied that he would fils a|of anti-Hindi slogans.
written statemens as soon as
he, received eopies of the
evidence let in $he sase.

Magistrate :—What  is
meant by picketing ?

The Crown Prosecutor recal-
jed Mr. Kesava Menon and Mer.
8. Ranjit Singh and elicited !
some more evidence from them.

Mr. Kesava Menon said, _that
400 people who were convicted
committed the offence of lu;tg%'-
ing in front of the Praml._er 8
kouse and Hindu Theological
High School for purposes of
ceercing the Premier fto cause
+he cancellation of the G._. 0.
No: 911, which he (the :E:I'EEHIEI')
had got a right to absfain from
doing.

The
the ‘ | ( _
the nature of the picketing
fromnt of the High School?

A. - Coercing the students not
40 attend the school.

' The Crown Prosecutor:—That
was one of the schools, where
Hindi was taught compulsorily?

A. Yes.

What was their inten-
4ion in so doing. '

A. To preventthe students
from attending the school se
that it might be closed, and also
40 cause annoyancs.

. Waeare there any teachers
attending that school?

A, Yes, It was also
idea to prevent the
from teaching Hindi.

, Where were they stand-
ing and picketing? -

i. In front of the entrance
sehool.

What was the object of
of the

Magistrate addressing
witness asked:—What _iE.,]
in

their
teachers

40 the
Qs 5, WAl

4heir loitering in front

Premier’s house,

A. To cause annoyance to
4he people as well as to the
inmates of the Premier’s house,

Q. That was part of the
programme of the anti-Hindi
movément ?

A Y B8R, i
Mr. Ranjit Singh said that he
-was present whem five women
loitered in front of the Hindu
Theological High S8ohool. They
shouted. ‘Dowmr with Hindi”,
Teng Live Tamil” and "Down
with Brahmins”’, and obstructed
the students from entering the

-

and

the teachers of the school ?
Further hearing of the case| A. Some of the teachers were

adjeuined to to-morrew. not able to enter into the school

"~ Mr. B.V. Ramaswami Periyar|on account of the huge crowd

¢ siven a thundersus cheering | that colleeted in front of the

”> z in the ear which gschool.

'or him eutside the|
e T S that?

- I_'- o
w1

L ol
- o

W,

R .

1 other’ registered against them. They
vehicular traffic was stopped for|were later produced before the

case was
lover for the day, it was 1-45
p. m., the luncheon interval for

. Employees were seen standing

on the top floor ef their respee-
North

at
followed

The car went at snails’ pace to
enable one and all to have a

look at Periyar from the Court;
China{.

the =

| through China Bazaar Road and |

Mr.

Sub-Inspector's

Hindu|.

school |

slogans.

Q. Did you notice whether .P
any obstruction was caused to !,

A. What happened  after statement. 3

. A. lgavea warning.
" Q. To whom did vou warn?'

A, To the lady volunteers. |

Q. How many they were in this is not the place.”

snumber?
; A, Tive. I warned them {u

disperse.
Q.
A. No. They refused. They
also said that unless compulsory
| Hindi was removed. they would
not move from there. Thereupon
I arrested and took them 1o the

Was the warning heeded? |

_ ““If there is anything,” added
the Magistrate, “outside that,]
which you might have to say,

Periyar replying said:—
I am not a legal expert. 1
have heard the evidence let
in the case I'have taken some
notes I wish to reply fto
certaln-matters concerning the
evidence., | |
The Magistrate:—I1f it does no
relate to that, [ do not think

police Btation, where a case was

Second Presidepncy Magistrate
uprder Sec. 7 (1) A of the Crimi-
nal Law Amendment Act. The
accused was present at the fime
when the ladies picketed. The
accused, witness said, stayed on
there for about 10 minutes.
The Magistrate :—Is it the
lady volunteers or the accused?
Witness:—The accused was
there till I arrested tha ladies.

" Q. You produced the ladies

on the very same day before the
jcourt ? |
A. Yes.
Q. Did the accused come to
the Court ?

A, Yes. The accused was
present 1n the Court.

The Magistrate:—Were they
oonvicted ?

Witness :—Y es.
sentepced .

Q. Was there picketing by
lady volunteers after Nov. 14 ?

A. There was picketing by
ladies on every Monday. On
Nov. 21 also, there was picketing
Egﬂ-iﬂ. a T ki 3§

Q. Waere you present there?

A. Yes.

Witness then went on. to say
that the: volunteers came in a
procession for the purpose of
picketing at about 10 a.m.
They came loitered and shouted
anti-Hindi slogans, as the result
of which the students were ' ob-
structed from entering into the
school.

Witness warned them to dis-
perse but they refused. They
y were standing close to the gate
(qf the school. Classes coull nos

go on, on account of the picket
ing. lInspite of his warning,
they did not move from that
‘place. Witness arrested them.
| At the time of their arrest there
{was a crowd latger than the one
on previous Monday. There was
a disturbance after the volun-
teers were produced in Court. It
started in front of the Court.

Q Whatkind of disturbance
was it ? '

A. Throwing stones
shouting out slogans.

Q. Did any person
injuries on account of
throwing ? _

Personally, I witnessed
only one incident mnear the
“Dinaman:” Office
Q. Do you know whether any
property was damaged or any
person injured ?

A. I am not aware of
Because, I was not present.

Q. The “Crown Prosecutor
(in a fit' of fury) =—You do not
know ? '

Witness shook his head thereby
meaning that he did not know.

Q Do you not belong to the
*Law and Order seection? Do you
know whether there was any
damage? |
| Eveérybody know that “Dina-
mani’” ,..........Are you aware of
any damage done to property.

A—1 am aware that ‘some
instruments’ were damaged in
& press.

Q. Whieh press was damaged

A. (Witness after thinking for

They were

and

receive
stone-

it.

a while) :—I could mnot remem-|

ber the mame. '

Witness, proceeding said that
the volunteers were then charg-
ed under Sec. 7 (1) A of the Cri-
minal Law Amendment Act of
1932, and convicted. Subsequent-
ly, picketing by "women was
‘going on in front of the Hindu
» Theological High School, on

every Monday.

Asked by the court whether,
he wished to cross-examine the
wiitness, Periyar . replied in the
negative. '

The Magistrate next asked
eriyar whether he had any
+atement to make and said that
the evidence against the accus-
ed was that he had incited the |
public to commit eoffences, and
if he (accused) had anything to
say on the point, he would"’
permit the accused to read the }

£

. i
'

l

tof which the

|not my inteation %o break laws.

that there is any need to read

it ouf. ;

Mr. E. V. Ramaswami’s
Statement

Mr. E. V. Ramaswami
read out a statement in
following

next
Tamil,
LA
summary :—

“The Anti-Hindi movement
had been characterisedq by the

Premier as one anftagonistic to- |

offence. The ~objeect ot the
movements with which I asso-
ciate myself; be it,
Respect Movement, the ‘Justice
Party or the anti Hindi Move-
ment is not to
Iimits of law. On
hand its objects were to agitate

of the movement,

|

the BSeif-

kth
ar
T
by all peaceful and constitu- | fu
$ional means. 1 remain un-|p¢
changed to-day in the principles |
One eould
easily undersfand, if one were
to go through my speeches, that
Tthave not advocatea class:
hatred or violence. It is false
to say that the ladies picke-
ted in front of the School, as the|
resiilt of my speech. ' The ladies
had themselves decided +to
court imprisonment at their
Conference, held some’* time
back. The offences, which the
ladies were said o have com-
mitted were nat offences at all.!l

transgress - the
the other

wards the Cengress and Brah-
mins, and aimed at destroying
the Congress Government. The
Court was under Congress
Government. The Magistrate

l lines in connection

Picketing carried in the same
with the
clove Boycott was nof declared
as an offence by the

was a Brahmin as ‘also  the

Premier. Many an attempt had'l

beeb made to crush and cripple
the movement and no weapon
from the armony of
was left unused
movement, by
Government.
The policy pursied by
present day Government
one of repression, and it is
nothing short of lunacy to
expect Justice to be done wunder
a rule of repression. But I feel,
that L owe an explanation to
the public lest they should mis
understand me for my
to participate in the proceed.-
ings instituted against me. I
have not eagaged - any 'defence
lawyer. I am not guilty. T am
inaocent,’ That is' the reason
why, I beg to submit, this, 'my
statement. | | |
“The Anti-Hindi movement.”
continued Periyar, is a consti-
tutional agitation. ‘Though I do
not know much of English, yet
I closely followed the evidence
let in against me. The G. O.
introducing Compulsory Hindi
was dated 24-438. It is not
true to say that the agitation
against Compulsory Hindi began
only after the passing of the
G. O. The agitation commenced
as early as 1934, at the Nanni-
lam Self-Respect Conférence,
when Mr. S. Ramanathan,
now a = ‘Minister himself
spoke in condemnatory terms
of the " theh proposed move
fo intreduce Hindi. = Eminent
Scholars like Swami
chalam opposed Hindi, a Profes
sor, Mr. 8. Soflasundara Bhara-
thi epposed Hindi asearly as
last year, and had also address-
ed an open letter to the present
Premier. Last year at a confe-
rence of Tamilians held in

against the
the Congress

the
was

Conjeevaram under the president’
ship of Bir K. V., Reddy Naidu, a

resolution protesting against the
introduction of Hindi was passed
and sent to H. E. the Governor
of Madras. It is not Ramaswami
alone as the Premier said, - on
the floor of the legislature, who
opposed Hindi but also others.
The agitation aimed not at crea-
ting class hatred or enimity
between one class and another
It was only a demonstration by
the Tamilians of their dissatis-
faction towards the introduction

!

i1

repressiobn imined after

refusal

Veda-|

| innocent students and feachers

an offence now. |
Therefore the offence with
which I am charged is nof justi-
fiable. Witnesses were exa-
the Prosecution
had closed its case on the pre-
| vious day. He appealed to the)|
court to end the farce' (Nata-
kam) of a trial amd award him
the sentence.’” “ :
Addressing the Court,theCrown |
Pcosecutor said that on the
evidence or_ record, a “prima|
ficie” case had been made out
azainst the acoused under Sec.!
117, I.P.C,, read with Section 7,
(1) A of the Criminal Law
Amendment Act. The Crown
Prosecufor wished to invite the
attention of the court to certain
passages in the speeches of the
accused and requested the court
t>» allow him to have certain
portions of tlhe speech coming)|
within the purview of the sec-
tion under which the accused
was charged marked”. ﬂ
For the marked portions the
Tamil was next réad by Mr.
Krishna Iyer, Shorthand Sub-
Inspector and the Crown Prose-
cutor made a ftranslation of the
same inHoglish for the guidance
of the Magistrate. -
Charzes were than framed by
the Magistrate against the
accused under Sec. 117 I.P.C.
rsad ' with See. 7 (1) of
the Criminal Law Amendment
Act in respect of two speer-hes.
Mr. Ramaswami  Naicker
pleedéd not guilty to the
charges. h
The Magistrate passed orders
in ths case at 3-45 p. m. eonvict-
ing t1e Periyar. In during so he
Obﬂerﬁﬂd:—'—- .
“It is quite clear from his (ac-
cusad’s own) statement that the
object of his openly coming for-
ward to incite women fo trans-
gress the law is hisdiffidence that
the public has been regarding
that this movement was support-
ed by a single man, the accused.
He has therefore ftried to give
some momentum to the illegal
activities of the organisers of
this anti-Hindi campaign by
working on the feelings of wo-
men. There is no doubt that the
object of this movement isto in-]°
flict and their methods do inflics;
tyranny and oppression on the

Congress
Ministry, though it had become
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of the Hindu Theological High

of an alien language. It will
alse be remembered that the

attention of the President of the |

Congress. was drawn . to _ this
mafter, and that no reply had
been received up to this time.

“I'have mnothing to do with
the picketing activities either
in front of the Premier’s house
or in front of the school. It was

Sometime back, I had released a
statement on the picketing acti-
vities, appealing to the volun.
teers to cease picketing, as the
result of which  picketting had
ceased in frent of the Premier’s
house. It is net correct to say
that the volunteers who  picket-
ed in frent of the school caused
obstruction to fthe students and
teachers. For, had ebstruction
been caused, students would have
refrained from attending schools
There was no preof that any
student had failed te attend the
sehool as the result of pieketing.

In the two speeches that I
have delivered, 1 have neither{

instigated mor had an intent $5}

instigate any one tom#ug ._

.

ey

| their

Criminal Law Amendment Ack.

Sehool, who are, for mo faultor
gin of theirs, day by day subject
to molestation -and prevented
from going to school and  distur-
bed when they are at work in
elasses. I cecan find mno
justification for  this being done

nor can I believe, as repressnfed

by the accused, that their
objeet is  te bring $o the|
notice of the Premier the
strength of feeling agains$
Hindi. There are  certainly
consfituional means of doing
this. The method.of coersion
is neither proper nor can it
succeed . in the end, however |
muech ifs supporters might feel
that it is the way 1o success.
The acoused has not erpss-
examined the witnasses and the
prosecution has not been aﬂnh;g.-s
dicted in any way. Nor has the}?
aecused any evidenoe to webut L
the eharges framed against him., !P
I accordingly couvieé him of 4
the offénces under Saciion 11-7}“
I. P. C. read with B‘autinl',‘hl::

g | e
(Continued on page 8)  {f
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