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L Madras. July 9.
1| The case against Swami_ Aru-!

-

n | nagirinathar for alleged incite-
g | ment of the people to stage a
i satyagraha opposite the Pre-

mier’s house in Bazlullah Road,
€l Theyagaroyanagar with a viéw
flto compelling the Premier to
s |have the Government Order,
5 {relasing to the introduction of

Hindi in schools, cancelled, 1in
= the course of his speeches made
-|on three different occasions,
. |came up for further hearing on
e | Monday Jast before Mr. B,
' | Madhava Rao, Acting Third
" | Presidency Magistrate, Egmnre.
] Mr. Kesava Menon, Sub-Ins-
1| pector, Intelligence Department,
-|cross-examined by WMr, S. G.
2

sungs by the accused related to
Anti-Hindi = propaganda: Wit-

Fajoid 20

ARGUMENTS
rina
To One "Ye’a'r’_s*'R. I.
| MAGISTRATE REFUSES TO SANCTION
SPECIAL DIET TO ELCATHU SWAMIGAL,

:

Rangaramanujam, Counsel | for|
ot the accused, said that the. songs|
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EATMENT IN HOSPITAL

'nature, a correct interpretation

of the words,and . speeches was
necessary. #'he ‘words _left by
themselves were meaningless.
But théy were magnified in this
CASS by the prosecution. For

instance, the word, " PORE "
(Burr) was made much of by

the prosecution witness to mean,
in fact; a-war : The prosecution
witnesses were very much
accustomed to the usage of
English words, as was  evident
by their inability to understand
the actual meaning , of Tamil
words. For instance, when the.
word “ Batyagraha ” was put
before the prosscution witnesses,
they were not _able to giveits
Eurraut ; meaning. The  word

pickefing” was s0 much in

- |for their defending the princip
_.--|to 1t to show that the - spi

—

—— e e

of their religion. I have referr
referred to does not constitn
am offcnce The accused clear
stated that they wers true lovers.
of Tamil, that they felt that
Tamil was in ~ danger, @and he
appealed to the audience to offer
Satyagraha for the sake of pro-
tecting their mother-tongue, anP
if, in so doing, thoy had to go to
they must be prefered fo go
to jail. Going to jail may not
only be offering satyagraha, but
even for causing obstruction of
trafic marching in procession
without obtaining a license.

From another . exhibit filed im
the court relating to another
speech delivered by the accused.
Counsel read thus:—"You must
assist the cause by offering your #
body, property or service for this
cause. Those who are willing
to become volunteers can raise
their hands’ up, and give their
names. In  this manner, you
should render you assistance to
uphold the dignity of the Tamil
language.”  The next  sentence,
Counsel said, took away what-
ever sting or instigation there
was 1in the. provious seatence.
When the accused finishes the
speech he makes a peroration.

Exhibit H 3 (last portion
marked) was referred to by the
prosecution  as -inciting the
people. +Because ths speaker
was disappointed at the result
of the appeal he had made for
volunteers to join, the accused
says :— [ am  so  thoroughly
disappointed, and my heart
burns. Yet, I appeal to you #to-
offer assistanee to this move-
ment.”’

Counsel asked by what stretch

their minds. They at once said’

ness did not know the meaning
of “Satyugraha”.
not know whether it . meant dis-
obedience of law.

Mr. Gopal Rao, another Sub-
Inspector, cross-examined, stated
that the agitation was Anti-
indi, because, it was advertised
so. “Thandam'” meant force.
Satyagraha might be called
struggle. . The word “Satya-
graha’ had nothing to do  with
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real sense of the term.

Mr. Rangaramanujam observ-
ed that the words seemed %0
have changed their meaning and
had become obnoxious to-day.

The Magistrate, at this sfage,
said that he would let off the
accused if he . would give an
undertaking that he would no
disobey the law. s

The accused said that he had
no intention of breaking the
law at all. - .

On some retonsideration, the
Magistrate said that the accused
must also give.an undertaking
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The accused did not wantto
give an undertaking ™ as réquired
by the Court. -

The court rose for the day, and
His Worship adjourned 'the case

to the day following for hearing
arguments. P
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- Mr.S. G. Ranga Ramanujam
Counsel for the accused.said that
the~offence with which. the ac-
cused was charged-was that he
abetted the commission of offen-
¢ce undear Sﬂﬂi { 48 (1-.&.) of thﬁ
Criminal Law Amendment Act.
What ' the Prosecution  stated,
with reference to the mafure of
the offence, was that the acous-
ed made certain speeches on
three occasions; j.e.. on. 10th
13th and 14tt1;‘_nf June lasty and
that on all these  occasions, the
accused called for volunieers to
offer Satyagraha and to sacrifice
their wealth and property and to
lend their service to the Move-
ment. Unfortunately, they do

‘| not have any offizial fransiafor
| for the purpose of giving a cor-
-{rect translation of the speeches
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He aldso did':put before them they

|

violence, force.or coercion in the |Tun thus:—"People: are

that he would not " associats|
himself with the "~Anti-Hindi
»propaganda. =

that Satyagraha was picketing.
' When the?wurd "\E’*ORE " was

it meant " War”. They wers
 expected to place before the
Court the portions of the spee-
|ches that came within. the pur-
view of .the Section, under which
the accused was charged.
Counsel then read the portions

accused and marked by . the
prosecutidn as offensive. They
called

upon to offer satyagraha and go
to Jail’. |

The Court:—If it is merely
Satyagraha, why do you incite
people to go to Jail ?

Counsel for the accused:—It
13 not inciting people to go fto

v Jatd. -

The Court:—"“Offer satyagraha
and go to jail”’. I want to know
what is the idea behind it.

Counsel for the . accused:—If
need be, people must bs prepared
to go to jail. -

The Court=—Why ask pseople
to goto jail? -
wCounsel:—The speech was
ade on the 13th ~ June. The
first offence in ' connection  with
the Anti-Hindi propaganda was
committed on June 3 The person
‘who committed the offsnce was
arrested by that tims, and many
were arrested latar. The accused
had in his view thea who were
arrested for offering - satyagraha
at the time when he expressed
that they should be prepared to
go to jarl.” This could be clearly
seen from the speech befora thé
Court, which stated:—

Because, we are now engaged
in a fight for “the establishment
or proteefion of our own lan-
guage, which+is sought to be
dethroned by the introduction of
compulsdory Hindi, we must be
even preﬁarad'itn g0 jail.

‘There was nothing in the speech

of the speeches delivered by the)

of imagination any one could say
that there was incitement of the

people, lf there really was

said that | 30Y incitement of he people,

the last  sentence  contra-

tdicted whatever he had stated
{in his previous sentences. It was
an honest confession of the use-
lessness of .his appeal to the
people, and I do not think that,
that oconstitutes incitement of
psople.

Exhibit K., another portion of
the speech made on 14th June,
runs thus :—"If you aras true .
Tamilians at least a hundred of
you should come forward ito
offer satyagraha.” The Counsel
sald that 1t did -not amount to-
commifting an offence, and much
less an offence under Sec. 7. (1-A)
of the Criminal Law Amendment
Act. Nothing of violence, ‘nor
intimidation nor loitering, nor
anything of the kind was found

-

in his speech, except an appeal
to the wvolunteers to come
forward. With regard fo the

word “Por,” I would like to call
it a struegle, fight or conflict,
and not “‘war’’ as used by the
.prosecution witnesses. The word
“war”, is used in many ways. It
is also used as a figurative ex-
pression. For -instance 1 say,
“war against illiteracy.” “War

lon disease.” ¥t should not be
understood that it was a war
with armaments.. Here is a

person who gives expression to-
a word like “pore.’”’ Therefore, he
has done something offansive. If
that is going to be the line of
argument, I can only say that
it is unwarranted.

The Court:—What was the
intention of the person when he:
appealed to she public to go to»
jail ? d

Council for the accrsed :(—My
contentionis that the whole
speech: should be © takem
into account, whareas prosecu-
tion must have simply read the
whole spesch and t1en marked

as the Court could see that g ¢ :
could be interpreted as incite- [g?{;n ;;gw portlons ‘of 1t o
ment of the people at all. Fﬂrt The accused had further

the succeeding sentence of the
speech-was that they never had
an idea of transgressing the
limits ofthe law. Further the
accused stated, in the course of
his speech, that they knew, the

|delivered by
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" them read out certain words and |fighting for a rightecus cause.

. were not transla
‘were only sheor

rmumﬂnt"thay picketed, they
the accused in{wounld be arrested. After all
Tamil. The prosecution conten-|what the accused meant when'
ded itself with putting shorthand | he said that, was that they shall)
reporters in the box and making{be prepared togo to jail for

-

portions of the speeches deliver-{ ° Your Honmour” knows, con-
ed on three . accasions. The |[tinned the Counsel, ““that in the
shorthand reporters were not in | history of human progress, how
a position to answer any one of| many persons had sufferel for
our questions. They satisfied |no crimesof their own. People
themselves with saying that they | had bevn sent to jail for the sake
sors and they |of their religion. The history
srthand reporters. | of Christianity would show how
Ant case of this'the Catholics were persecuted
‘} 5 - i S 'y d :
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statad:—"We have notdone any
mistake; we have not committ-
ed any murder. We are not
going to upset the goverament.
therefore, you should all coms
to offer satyagraha.

The Prosecuting Inspectori—
By going to Jail?

MThe Counsel:i—If need be-
Because the police ars anxious
to send them to jail. -

The Prosecuting Inspocter :—
In the name of satyagraha,
persons are sent to jail.

Counsel for the accused -—It
is nowhere ‘held that peaceful
picketing is an offence. There
are even authorities to state
tnat picketing does not amount

(Continued on page J)



ful satyagraha. It is for you “to
axplain how they are consistent
with —hat is called peaceful
representation. I cannot under:
stand why you should harass
the Ministry. -

Counsel for the accused :—The
Minister does not come into the
bargain at all. ~Where does
harassing come? What share of!
avidenceiis there that there. has

been mn‘rftatiah or waylying or

harassing? It is not, in fact,|to prevent Hindi béing made

the Minister who feels the compulsory.

annoyance. It is  only the| The" " Court:—Have not the

Police who feel fse. | Germans mastered Sanskrit.
unsel went ou reading[Well, what is the difficulty

another portion of . the . speech |about the introduction of Hindi ?

flelivered by the accused. The
#ecused had stated :—"'We have|
spoken at meetings. Wa have
#gisked the Minister to take the
sense of the public at large. The
Winister 1is  still ' stubborn.
Mherefore, we are now driven to
the necessity of drawing the
atteation of the public to this
gnatter. "This is not a war against
r. Rajagopalachariar,
8 not a war against Government,
but this a war against language
which certain people do  not
want. That 1s whythe
*war’’ 1s used.
» language, with: what weapon
ghoull' I fight? It could be
wlearly understood what " he
tmeéant when he said that there
:as ons method of fighting by
which the Vaishnavities believed
ey could attain salvation. It
is a ficht without a sword, or a,
cabbord. Thev were  only

| which referred to the discussio

: ition of
thi<’ no objection.

word fr
If I am fighting :

Counsel next read some more
portions of the speech ma.rl;ed
by the prosecution as offensive
by the accused about the dis-
advantages of the introduciion
of Compulsory Hindi. They also
refer to the volunteers, in their
own individual capacity, heing
ready to after satyagraha. They
(these assembled)
their ma‘erial and moral support

Counsel :—That has nothing to
d» with the/case. Let Hindi be
introduced by all means. There
18 no -objection to it. But the
controversy is with regard to
Hindi being made compulsory.

The Court :—I am not aware
of that.

should offer’.

The Courf re-assembling  on
Wednesday ' morning, Mr. S. G.
Rangaramanujam, Counsel for
the accused, continued his arga-
ment, e

He said in'exercise of Sub-
Section ITI of the Section I,
Criminal Law Amendment
Act, a-notification was issu-
ed in 1932 whioh expired in’
1935. There being no notifii-

cation issued after 1935,

taere could not be any valid

convictions under'that Sec-
tion. The G. O. introducing

Hindi was not at all filed in

the Court. Section of 78

the Evidence Agt stated

that an official document
-must be proved. The failure
to 1ssue such a mnotification
and the filing of the same in

the Court vitiated the whole
| procedings. |

The accused is chargzed under

introdue-
indi, there is absolutely;

Counsel :As for the

+The Court :—Are you speaking
‘'on behalf of the league ?

Counsel :—No, I learn that
om the facts of the case placed
n my possession. TheRobjection
I learn, is that it should not be

[{made a compulsory subject. The

G. . ragarding the introduction
of Hindi has not been filed by
the Prosecution. Had it been
filed, your Honour will know
something more about it. But

|what are weto do? When we

ask anything it is not given

Section 117, L. P.C. according to
the prosecution, as instigating a
person " to do something. If the
Court holds.that there is an in-

should consider is

accused had committed an offen-
¢e under abetment. An offence
is defined under Sec. IT of
Indian Penal Code as an offence

punishable under the
Penal . Code.

enlarges the
an offeace
uadar a local aect or

special law. - Therefore,
loffence should be

definition

as al

. songs sung by the:aceused at the

stigation, the next 'point that it!the riot situation was becoming
whether f-hﬂ‘

ithe

Indian |of the poems written by the poet

Section 40 I.P.C.
ﬂf Eaid thﬂt the

offence | Stronger and more yehement in

a |language than the songs sung by
the (the accused in this case.

either an/|a!l, what was said in the sangs

The See. 7:1-A. Criminal Lew
Anténdment Act does not apply
to.Government matiers or poli-
cies. I ‘only appeal to Your
Honour not to

stress on some

speech as a whole. After
Your Honour will see that no

do whatever he likes, pro-
vided he does not go beyond
the limits of law. Taking
into consideration the case
as a Whole, the facts show
that the sectionis not appli-
cable to the offences with
which the accused 1is
charged.

Counsel next referred to the

il

that the speaker did
he asked the volunteers to offer
satyagraha in front: of the Pre-
mier's house; which is
offence.

various meetings which he ad-
dressed, and .marked as offensive
|by the prosecution. To show
that there was nothing offensive
in the songs, Counsel cited 18th
( Bombay; 758, which related to
the case of a poet who wrote a

e decided whs whether
was intention to
Premier to abstain

few songs in connection with a
riot in Bombay between Hindus
and Muslims. The songs were
wrilten in vernacular, : Ther:
also the prosecution gave diffe-
rent versions of transalation of
the songs, just as in the case
now before

‘coerce the

right to do.” The

in front of his

with intent fo cause ‘“him to

Phﬁ '-‘-i'?'ﬂ}'t' The?e abstain from doing a certain
were also police witnesses in thing. The charge is ‘with
that cass. 'I_‘_hﬁ_ ‘poem ©6ame |intent only ta coerce the Pre-
in at the  time when|mnijer to canse the coneellation

of the order.” The Premier has
certainly a personal right not to
be forced into cancellation
the order. What had been done

serious. The police thought that
the poem was responsible for the
riot becoming « serious, as it
injured the feelings of the Mus-
lims. Counsel read some portions

to cause the

in connection with the riots and

that
language was

comes to the ' conclusion
there is*ho case made out,
the prosecution is out of court.

That isso far as the facts of the

lay particular!order.
portions of thejcribing bimself asg

from doing |} went
anything which he has got'a |stopped

now was to coerce the Premier
cancellation. 1t
from the speeches, Your Honour

then

After{ .ase are concerned. As regards
the Criminal Law Amendment|gyestad to give their
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. NDI TRI 2§ 0T R N S ol el S ML S he Premier does an act. The .M-‘?f which was faken fo thers appeared.for the asedy.. -
AN E-IILINDL A#F  {Taking the speech asa whole. | act is not his. §If is a public act.[task. Counsel read some por-{  ~ "*°° R
: B . . ot R AR i ’Ynﬂ%ﬁuﬁr#ﬁﬁ ive 10 868 And the public have a |tions of the article. The langu- CASE AGAINST FEATHD
P, B el (t‘oﬁh_nuﬁﬂ from page 4) . g os ’fhﬁgﬁgujg?%dpg es, and | pight to protes - against it. age of _t’ha article was violent] 20 vy Gk
A ET TR S P handem” has haan Tieche o whethsr they were of sucha Where comes th: question of{and virulent. Here was & SIVANANDA ADICAL ¢
ffenca. | _-_Imarely_ two | Thandam &B-l]_J_BBn_ mﬁ_ﬁ@?}’ﬂ Fﬁngmmagm;p gate the com- haracsment or molestation of the|speech in which the accused | | ok
- persons’ -.l.f"'wnﬁ“ ooy - 0y thﬂn"rﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂ witnesses as|misgion.of an nffence. The word | Premier, as alleged by the|said: “We shall not break the Medras "Jaly 9. « 0
1 ,E:d should ..::I{:l’l‘yr force”. ‘:['h?pmperfn*e‘emng@?, "Qﬁyﬂa‘rﬁﬁg wceording i BB (i ; Pgek | lﬂ-wualhﬂﬂﬁﬂ, we need not fear The case 3n “which ‘Elatthw
 jmp up and say ‘that it isfthe word “Thandam’, is “punish-|prosecution is an offence. Thel| The Court: Whatiis it they |t e law.” | Sivapnanda Adizal stands" ahare-'
 satyagraha. Whether it isiment”.. The accused used the|guthar of Satyagraha is Mr. Wﬂ-tﬂ‘-eif? e ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁé Pramicz'al 4 1+ yad bv'the Police under Sac. 7.
- satyagraha, whether it is picket- fword Thandam™ in the sense offGandhi. Gandhi himself(hguse? All that the prosecution <. o¢ Court:—Perhapsthe ins-ji-a Criminal Taw Arendment:
" ing. so long as it is by p.eﬂ,.cﬂ-ﬁllf. pumj:hm,ant’t!! - By ‘Puﬁlﬂh* rafers in M&E to how it hﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ SR b7 - w that ha plrat}ﬂn is not so strong as thabt|Act and 117, I.P.C. wag takan 'ﬁp .
~ means, no offence is committed,|yent” what the accused exactly (was int oluced. It was  his (the Premier) has no right to|'2 thiscase. - 4 by Mr. B. Madhava Rao, Acting'
 Where  violent methods' are Mieant wasto punish the Premier | (\ir.’Gandhi’s) son who introdu-|remove Hindi having once intro-| Counsel :—Th t of thoy,nird Presidency “Magistrate,
oute n i omes an eaching him a lesson. The | e word. . Eeq = | HER 3 RpaIRaTy- @ o | for furth : X v
adopted, then it bec y & e 2. 1088 >lced the word. Satyagraha(guced it. - speech should be taken note of urtner hearing, on Meorday
ofencs.  In  this case, peoplefesson was by punishing them-imaans picketing. The very! The Counsel:—All that the|and notthe usage of the words, | 368 <
going ani offering satyagrahain selves. Fasting was a means of|gord is opposed to transgression | Anti-Hindi agitation aimed at|The Court must also iake into Mr, Kesava Menon, Sub-fns-
front of the Premiers” house 18 teaching thej;:_.E’;epner sucl;;_-g_ ”filﬂ-ﬁi"tmﬁféﬁ word means|wagto compel M#. Rajagopala- | consideration  the speaker's pector attached t67"the Infalli= =
ﬁ_ﬁ;n_a way an _n:ffr:i?_ﬁﬂ,‘ I E_E_k_ lesson. The ;',f;ﬂ_‘hng LA the t"lﬂ'liﬂf;@ Ehgu ﬂ :!j otdg ﬂ_gnyghin.gﬁ B b to withdras o =i SRR L gt gence Dapartment of the Police,
_ where is force, intimidation, vio-|speaker subsequently says, was|in vinlation of any law. All that| The Oourt:—What is tho ligence. A mere look atfcxamined far the proseciition,
- lence or coercion? If, to-|undertaken by‘one of their men|the accused stated was againstleharze? . - liho words  which the  accus. |deposed that a ‘movemont was
‘morrow my friends, the Prose-|i.e,by Stalin Jagadeash. The| g Janguage. The word “Satya-! "Counsel -—The charge is .ed has used will show that( taTted by a ceftain sestion ‘of
% euting Inspector and others go|Prosecution has ' shown that|g=h * according o Mr. Gandhi| that the accused desired |his whole speech was paaueful‘the Tamilians for the “purposs of
" 4o the house of the Primier with |the accused in the course of hiS|js}ylding on to truth. It there-| t5 cenerce the . iPremier |and legitimat® The word|°26T¢ng the = Premier {6 -
a view -to get promation and|speech advocated the - use ~of| fore excludes violence. There-| o Cancel DiRiG.  O.” [“Thandam” has been explainead | c2ncel sthe "Government' nrder
make some representation, is it|Thandam 1.B. “to say —force.|fore, in this case, the accused) The Premier has nothing to . |by the prosecution witnesses asf nirodueing ~Hindi. = Mestings
loitering or picketing? It is|Where was force in the whole of|does not want to punish any one,|  do in the matter. It is mnot “force”, whereas the speaker|  c.c orzanised, épeschss ‘were
nothing sbort of absurdity. ‘That|the speech delivered | by thefascould be seen from his speech| his individual order. Itisa )himself has eclearly explainad |MAde. money collected < and.
the accused has asked fen[accuced? ‘ | except ‘themselves by ‘Veaching| public question. It is in |what is meant.. by “Thandam”. | VPlunteers wera enrolled. The
persons to commit an offence| The Courf:—There can .beig Jesson to thePremier by under-{ respect of a  public question Je says that “Thandam” isa;>coused, witness: said, paida
should be siown. ' ‘Has the|difference of opinion even  with |taking e fast. Where thenicomes| andthis section does  not |self-inflicted  punishment to) 1¢e0se fee of Rs 15 to the -
ageused in the /whole of his|regard to ‘interpretation of ‘theithe question of “Thandam™ "i.e., apply to the case at present !teach & lesson to others. “Than. | C0rporation towards the erection
gpeech asked anything 1o tliﬁleﬂpﬂﬂﬂhesf-,qﬂﬂﬂ,}.ﬂfh};ﬂg '.]']fke the |force in the whole ‘of the spoech? before the court. .Whatever - |dam” does not amount to hvsts of‘a shed ‘at the Headguartors.
done except offering, satyagraha? | difference of opinion with regard [ The Prosecuting” Inspector:— else it might be, it-is not an .lcal . violenece. Some  of 'tiw It was Mr. C. D. Nayagam's
Ho bas clearly stated that ‘he[to the introduction of compul- |Tf myifriend says' that.thereiis| ffonce under Sec. 7, 1-A, [prosecution  witnesses have|8"d. A signboard = in English
has not committed -any ‘offence;|sory Hindi., =~ .~ .. ' . |no offence at all, we arecertain-| Qriminal Liaw Amendment interpreted . Satyagraha  as(td Tamil was displayed in
but is only ~fighting for 'a)| Counsel:—To say  that '_MT-'1]y out of court. _ Act. o o : picketing. The wi:?;d “garvadhi. {[Tont of the shed. A camp'for
righteous .cause = The accused’|Rajagopalachari  should =~ be}  Gounsel:—If my learned friend| Tt is permissable for . parties|kari” has been translated as|P08Tding and lodging of voluu-
“ further savs, I am not a_] - 'taught a lesson I_JY Mf 9:"5-31}“ unda_rtakes to show that Bta._r_ra.-iar newspapers to comment or|“Dictator”. for there is a dicta.|t€ers’ was also established.
_cian.and.Lhavenothing to gain.’"| Jagadeesh's fasting, 18 it' incit-|tion in front of the Premier’s|gyxpress disapprobation of alforin a war. The word “Dicta. | LDeTe weré volunteers iu the
"The Prosecttifi Inspector =—ling the people? ~After all 1t Was house is.an offence, I have no|certain act, with a view to.make\tor'” if transiated. hasa sinister | $4MD for the purpose of loitering .
How do you assert it ? “lonly a statement of fact that ono|case at all. the Ministry desist from it, by |meaning much more a venomoas | {ront of ths Premier's bouse.
Counsel for accused :—He 1is|of their men was going to suffer | At this stage the clock struck ' 51| Jawful means. Not only from.|ens. | When one batch. was removed
only a “Swamiyar. from . self-destruction. Th'ﬂ__ﬁm- and the court asked the, ghe historical necessity of the by the Police, av fresh ba‘ch
" The  Court:—Why  should[ascused goes on to say that they ' counsel how much time he would | ;¢ jtself, but from the wording) Iiere isa Sanyasi, who, for the |eame out from the headquarters.
Swamiyars play a prominent|cannot- waylay him or moelest take to complete his . argument. peery s section, it was obvious sake of his mother tongue,|There was a meeting on May 31
part in this movement ? lhim, butthere is a method "by | ~Counsel stated that the. ques- |that it only related to one's|Ti8htly or wrongly, thinks thauv)in Theagaroyanagar near the
Qounsel:—They start from|which they can bring _hlm down, tion of law .and  anthorities personal rights or actions. 1his language ''will 'be/ affec-|shed. The accused attended the
teligious leadership and slowly [and that is by the fasting of one|would take some time., The prosecution must [Péd by < the introduction of|meeting and . wag prescab
drift into politics. It' has been|of their own men. The mere| The Court then rose for the|' g how that the passing of the |compulsory”  Hindi. He - is(there. The accuved was
the case everywhere. mention of the fast undertakeniday. i @. O. is a personal ﬁght of {said tohave incited the people,|seated along with the organis-
'The Court:—Can_you tell me{by oné of their men does ﬂﬂff WEDNESDAY'S PROCEEDINGS | Mr. Rajagopalachariar. = A an offence under Sec. 7, 1-A (ers. Ponnuswami was the
how it is consistent with peaco-|amount to an offence. ‘ . man got a normal right to Criminal Law Amendment Act | prospective person who was to

joiter in front of the Premier’s
house the next morning and  to
fast anto death till such t(ime
the Governmrent cancelled  the
The accused was subs-
“Qazrvadhi-

all,lkari’”, and was in charge of the

camp. and 1ts affairs. The next

where he has  asked anyone to]day. on J}me, at about 10-20 a.un.
break the law. The only thing.a procession
was. that |

)

not an | procession shouting Anti-[Hindi

started from the
camp. 'The accused was found
in. the procession. - Palladam
Ponnuswami was leading .the

slogaps . such as “'Downr with
Hindi” and "Let Tamil thrive”

T_hE Prosecuting Inspector, re- | and was also singing a song in
plying said that the ‘question to[chorus denourcing Hindi. Abous
there | twentyfive persons formed the

The . procession
to. Bazlullah Road and
in frent . of No. 43,

p\'DGEEBiUn.

SPRRLAC accused | Bazlullah Road,. (the Premier's -
t'l.E.E incited panpla to loiter rﬂﬁidﬂnﬂﬂ}_

houst' | kept _there.

Pannuswami was
A placard with
anti-Hindi slogans .was placed.
There was a c¢rowd at the
placa where Poanuswami - stood.
An announcement was made by
one Elangovan.-Publiecity Oficar,
that Ponnuswami would {fasl in
front of the Premier’'s bouse on

of June, 1. . The accused was pre-

gent-at the meeting held in Nun-
gambakam Lake  grounds. An
appeal was made by the speaizer
|for enrolment of - volunteers for
the purposa of loitering near 4@
Premier’s house. | The  accused
was, found sitting at the meeting
with a paperand '  pencil. Tae
prospective volunteers were re-
nam:a8 to

‘offence under the I.P.C. orunder|Was only that the

introduction? A ot not being alive. he® would

| to us ! the accused. -Ons N.P. Raju of

ghting for nure pringgnl_%_a.
3 or

“People who are
| “dndia, are they not fizghting for
L iprinciples ? 1 ask whether it
‘amounts to a “war”. In this case

The Prosecuting ‘ Inspector :—
So. it (Hindi) has come.
Counsel :—So it will go.

|a. local act or a special law. The
Criminal Law Amendment Act
1s not a lozal Act. A special law
lis defined under Section 41,

of compulsory Hindi was harm-
fal to Tamil literature and the
Premier was asked to withdraw
the order introdueing Hindi.

like His Worship to see Sec, 6
of the General Clauses Act. At
the time when the 1935 act was
repeated, the temporary charac-

Tanjore Disiriet. gavo hisnames
The accused - read his - name.
Witness was standing + at a dis-

g ¢ St | tance,of abont 20 feet. away ffom
"_],)BDPIB are ﬁghting H-ghi-l’lﬂt the ! ?untlnu-lng Gﬂ'ﬂ!ﬂEEl Htﬂ.tﬂ.d that I:P-Cq as a ]_a,w' ralattng to ex 1HE ﬂIll_Y TEQUBEt&d the ]}Eﬂp]-ﬂ tﬂ‘. ter of the 1932 Act was Exiﬂﬁng. she EDG&kEI‘.‘ Ni D, R&?ua.nd
“introduction of Hindi in = Tamik :ﬁﬁ ;f;;]duﬁ inﬂii cn;:EsBa bgff ;13;: e¢ise, motor vehicles ete.. offer satyagraha. The accused | A g regards the notifieation, " hé¢| Randaswami came and _lgjm'_e‘a

turther says that they were not
robbers or dacoits, and as such
they need not fear.

The Criminal Taw Am-
endment Act is neither a
special law nor a local law.

“Nad. Those who want to intro-

0o
. ~duce Hindi, T would like to call

of the Gensral

would request His® Worship
Sec.” 24

near the Premier’s house, and

speech to a meeting convened by convicted

the Anti-Tamil organisation. see

both of them were

~them as "Anti-Tamilians™ These The person (lauses Act. The Criminal Law | |ater. The accused was arrest
sAnti-Tamilians are now trying Lag hacﬂused ':has referred| It only formed part of 'a - wl}n*wrnta the *Bﬂmbﬂfipﬂﬂmrﬁkmendmen‘b Aecfi dealt with a.ﬂi.;ttha Headquarters on ll-ﬁ-gg
S#o introduce a language which |0, thak | maeting and . ex-| general law. There were |82id thatdeath was certainand | .rimes which one cannot eseapa|The volunteers 1nade an ovation
"Tamiliansdo not want. These|P 8Bed what = people should| alsooffencés under the Penal |that it mustcome at any time,|from doing. - and noniinated Swami Arunagiri
#Pamilians do not want this |d-°'_ At that meeting, the accus-{ Code which were not puni- 'S3ying that did not amount to' | ° gt g R e R S
language. ed sald tiabthey muss go In af shableas offences under the ' |incitement:of people #o commit} ., noluding, the 'Prosecuting 'sor. The accused nexs gave in-
' "The Court :—We are only con- majority to attend the meeting,! Criminal Law Amendment [|murder or dacoity. Here in the ; Al ' s |

Inspector said that he had noth-

structions to Swami Arunugiri-
ing more to-reply.

besause pcll was to belgaken™as rathar to send telegrams to My,

t>show many against ift.

Act.

case before the court, the whole
speech as dellvered by the

The abetment of an

serned with o int 1.e. - imi
ern ne pointi.e., whe offience under the Criminal

moeausS were

o

1: hg‘r any unlawful 2

Of further says:— Te not exceed| Law Amendment Act - accused did not amount to inuitﬁl Orders, His Worshi 1d B. V. Remaswami o Naicker Ef

B : - ct -was 5 £SQlp  Sald,
= adopted or not, whether there’ihe limi £ B 5 . 4 i ‘Erode and te Karur about his
. md AR AR AR the limits of law not an offance. ment;it only referred +to iha]’wauld be passed on _Fnday, sirest.  Phen ther bttt

‘Satyagrah a:; At this stage, the Court rose|Telative meriis or disadvantages’ July, 8,

-* e

ore was any harassing of the i of Hindi being made compulsor | bmgfedidlion S0 caTEy OB, TR
& dlinistry. . The  Conrt:-—Ow 1 : . i T _p *7:1 The Court rose for the day. work as usual. Imiacediately,
g8 Counsel:—There is n> evidence advi:a ! BN aﬁgg?uncfﬂuﬁtr. 'R;?IZE:EBHE;HE Calcutta Case Cited ; | Swami.  Argoagirinathar, th*;
‘ atsoever about harassing the -

The next case which Counsel
. ted in support of his contention
t' ab there was no case made out-

Sentenced to 1 Year R. 1.
Madras, Julj’ 9.

suscesser 1o the accused assumed

Council:— 18 sai -
oil-—That is said to Cnarge of the voluateers- and

inziting people !

be|jam continuing, said that Sec 7, .;

Ministry much less any incite- 1-A referred to certain acts such

._ nant of the pe ;

peo le. _ The Prosecutin Inspector:— b . o o R TE el 3 3 : t®1ed two volunteers to k&h 8
o VRN D‘” % Ei.uth;m“ Mean 7 | We are not nﬁnierna:f either ﬁiﬁ%rﬁ?ﬂgggﬁ l;ﬂﬂlfagqﬂmi by the presesution against the' His Worship passed orders/tueir food and loiter near ;
 The word “Thandam” which|with the merits or demarits of any persoun to abstain from doing R D Enlitia 30 ho EtEhoig Swhii - ArasiulReplrcmiere nogie. - Ques el 48

case referred to an
lea.ﬂa_r of the| writton by Sjt. Arabindo
or as the io the “Amrita Bazar P

A\

Was

.

~ G. Rangaramanujam

jorms part of the hackneyed the case.
irase Sama, Bada Tha_na_,E

\

article nathar to one year
Ghosli imprisonment,
irika™, - Mr. S.

- o AL,

any act. As a
Counsel:—Reference has beent party in power
. . A | _ d

rigerous Chidambamm&&h{%-; 0
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- ANTI-HINDI TRIALS
{Continued from page 4)

Chidambaram. He was arrested
won 18th June and was convicted.
_ The Counsel for the accused
* ﬁliﬂ. that the accused ~ bad
nothing to do with the convic-
$ion of other - persons. He sub-
mitted to the Court that that
was not relevent. |
The Prosecution Inspector
said that he referred to the con-
viction of the person, because

there was a letter written by
him (the convicted perﬂnn)'tn

$he accused, which, he said,

would be proved later.

Letters received Dby
mccused, addressed %0
¥ 5

were filed before the
Witness knew the
handwriting. An unfinished
. Yetter written by the accused to
Mr. K. A. P. Viswanadhan of
Trichinopoly on May 24 was
also filed in the court and, fhe

of funds.

The Prosecuting Inspector
next filed a copy of “Viduthalai’
of 8:6-'38 where in an article
aller;ed to have been writfen by

Qv-ami Sivananda, as Sarvadhi-| .+ Mulakothalam, near Basin

kari, was filed.

Further hearing of the case|gag

was adjourned to

July 7. | _
At the resumed hearing of

case azainst

Have you gota
vou not so send if.
eurious sort'of T
T want to file 1t 1n
with the

nd join the Anti-Hindi
‘propaganda. Among the letters
ceized at Mr. 0. D. Nayagam's

house, one  contained

}‘[ad‘raﬂ a

next filed a letter

Andal fo
Adigal. The letter which the
Prosecuting  Tnspector  read

before the court stated that the|was

girl saw the accused’s appeal in
“Kudi Arasu”. The covering
letter was wriften by one Nelli-
appa Nadar. In connection' with
this matter, theTe is a complaint
of kidnapping the girl in the
Chidambaram Police ' Statioj.
That complaint was made by the
father of the girl.
‘  Witness:—That girl came to
Madrason 11-6-38 and went to
My Sivaraj’'s residence
The Prosecuting Inspector :—
Look at your diary and then say,
- Witness:—I mean, to Mr. C.D.
Nayagam’s house.
went to Mr. Sivaraj’s
stayed there. She was present
at a meeting of the Anti-Hindi
propaganda on 12:6-38. He did
not remember whether the accu-
sed was present. He had infor-
mation that the girl and Nelli-
appa Nadar had been traced
in Chidambaram and the case
was now pending.
Cross examined by Mr. J. S.
Athnasins, Counsel for the
" accused, witness stated that he
had seen a copy of the Govern-

---------

ment Order introducing compul-|in the proper way.

. sory Hindi. -He was one among

the audience
tended by about 400 persons
held in Theagaroyanagar.

- 9.30 p.m. Those that addressed
the
Reddy, Mr. E. V. Ramaswamy
Naicker, Mr.
and others.

nisers v1z.
Swami Arunagirinathar
Mr E.V.Ramaswami Naicker.
Counsel:—Where did you get
1he information that they were
the organisers,
Witness: My
“privileged.
" There were about twentyfive
persons in the procession and
‘4he accused was among them.

information

r

There were other leaders and if persons

they were Swami
Nathar and Ponnuswami.
accused was distributing pamph-
lets. He did not know
whole song sung by the proces-
"i ists nor could he repeat the

T g

||
letter related to the collection| ,aating all classes and commu-

The |
meeting lasted from 6-30 p.m. to|

|

|

the | held in the compound ardjacent
_ Mr. 4o Mr. 8. P. Jayaram
D. Nayagam’'s residenceipoyge in Kalmandapam on June
C.ﬂ“r:“' 9. Witness next read out some
accused’s| o rtious of the speech delivered

Thursday, | Shanmugananda presided.

the | that he had recorded the intro-
:Etﬂthu Si?ﬂ-nﬂﬂd-ﬁ dUﬂtﬂrY Epﬂﬂﬂh madg b'ﬂ"
Adigal on Thursday the exami:|...uced at a meeting on
nation-in-chief of Mr. Kesava |May., The chairman did
Menon, Sub-Inspector, Intelli-{ nake his concluding remarks,
gence Section of the Madras aa it was lafe in the night.
City Police, was proceeded with. | ‘
The Prosecuting Inspectori—lple attached to the Intelligerae
cutting of the }gection
syiiduthalai’” of 7 6-382 I toldlgrishna Singh,
What 2 | were examined next.
f people you are?) The
connectlon |4} en stated that there remained
: announcement of thesome more witnesses to be exa-
readiness of a girl named Andal}nined for the prosecution, and
of Chidambaram fo go oyer 1“?' as such, he requested the
:4a adjourn the case to Monday

]n

AN ; that | mitted to the Court
announcement along with the|aoeused was recently discharged
cevering - letter identified a8 & | from the Penitentiary Hospital,
letter addressed to the accused. (where he was undergoing treat-

The Prosecuting Inspector:i—! ent. He was very weak, and it
addressed by | wags requested that he be given
Elathu Sivanandaldijat under special class.

‘not the desire of the accused toj ¢

meeting.

" at a meeting at-|acoused who was

gathering were Sir K. V.|What is this

Q. D. Nayagam |done with regard to Mr.
The accused was|Jagadeesh who is taken to the
seated along with the other orga | meetings.

Mr. C. D. Nayagam,|
andtbea big movement

isl asked where was the defence for

same. He could repeat somej}
portions of the song. There was§ .
another meeting held a* Nun-
gambakam which was attendcdh
by about three hundred persnns ’
There were about three or four?
speakers. The accused was one
of the audience wha listened tn!
¢
as |

Fd

the speeches. The accused was |

seated along with the president |

Some of the audience were sitt- |

ing and snme standing. Witness

was standing to the left of the}
Mr. Aravamuda  Jyengar.

Shorthand Sub-Inspector, exami-

ned next. stated that the accused

delivered a speech at a meeting

Nadar’s

by the accused, martked

offensive. ,

Cross-examined,, witness said
that he could not say definately
that there were present at the

A scene from “

nities.

Mr. Swaminatha Sastri, ano-
ther Shorthand Sub-Inspector,,
examined, stated that he

attended a meeting on May 18}

A REFORMED MARRIAGE

Madras, July 9.

Mr. K. Sivagnanam, son of
Mr. M. Kuppuswami, was
married to Miss Krishnammal,
daughter of Mr. Dharmalingam,
on Sunday the 3rd 1inst at
No. 3-127, Mount Road, Thousand
Lights.
friends and relatives wa:s
present at the marriage, whic
was conduected on Self-Respec:
lines by Mzt. T. V. Natha
Mz. P. Balasubram.ania Mudaliar
and others spoke on the 1mpor-
tance of avoiding unnecessary
expenditfure on marriages and
blessed the married couple.

In the evening there was &
music party.

Bridge, at which the accused
present, and Swami

Witness, continuing, stated

the

18th
not

Head-Consta-

L

Karamechand, a

of the Police, and

Constable,

a

Prosecuting Inspector

L]

AN INTER-CASTE MARRIAGE
‘Madras, July 9.
Srimati S. Rajya Lakshmi,
B. A., daughter of Mr, 5, Rama-
nujam Chetti, was married to
Mr. Bepin Chandra Bhutfacharji,
a Bengalee, yesterday at 63,
Harris Road, Pudupet, Madras.
The marriage was conducted on
Brahmo Samaj lines by Rao
lBﬂ.hadur M.  Venkatappa. A
The Court wanted to know large number of friends and re-
what the status of the accused’latives attended the function.

A WEDDING

Court

oext. S
Counasel f_u-r.. the accused sub-
that the

Status Of Elatha Swamigal ol
Coungel stated that he wasa Madras, July 8.
eraduate and a president of the] The wedding of Mr. T. K.
Tamil Sangham, as also the!Gopalaratnam MB.A
Editor of a journal known as late Mr. T. Ethiraja Mudaliar
“'Tamil Selvi”. B.A., B.L. Advocate, Madras,
.. The Prosecuting Inspector:—|{with Sow. Neelambikai Ammal,
“If Your Worship wants to know [daughter of Mr. A. K. Murugesa

the status of the acoused, YourjMudaliar, contractor, K. G. F.
Worship can call for a police|took place at Robertsonpet.
report from Karur. 1 K.G.F. on Sunday, 3ed July

Counsel stated that it would|1938. The bride and the bride-
take some time more to get the |groom . were the recipients of

report, and further said that Hig[Oumerous presents and congra-
influ- | tulations.

OBITUARY

Mr. C. X. Govindarajan

Madras, July 9.
We regret to report the death

: Mr. C. K. Govindarajan, son
be enlarged on bail, bub . they ) fthe late Mr. C. Krishnaswami

g:;ﬂfﬂidg;:{jlg him o get sure-)Mudaliar, on the 5th inst. at
& _ Egmore. e was Secreftary of
.Lh-e Prns_aﬂutllng Inspector:—)the Non-Brahmin Association,
Kindly advise him to do many|for a year, and was elected its
things: His intelligence is abso-{Vice-President for the current
lutely wasted. Do advise him jyear.

00

what
the special class was, and said
he was prepared to enlarge the
accused on bail.

Coeunsel submitted that it was

motioned
sitting.
stand, and requested the Court|his loss.
to see him (the accused) and his
state. i

The Prosecuting Inspector:—
| demonstration ?
They very same thing is being
Stalin

The eceunsel

the former should not be given
speeial diet.

His Worship after referring
to the Jail Manual, said that
only people accustomed to
comfortable mode of-living are
eligible, for special diet and
instanced the case of the
Pandit Motilal Nehru.

The Qourt :—There ssems 1o
in which
people are being sent to jail, and
vet there are not people to come
forward to help one of them.

The Prosecnting Inspector

accused could not be compared
to Pandit Nehru, yet he was a
man of some status, and required
to be given some consideration.-

His Worship refused to sanec-
tion special diet for the accused
and posted the case to Monday
next for further hearing.

this poor man.

Counsel stated that the accus-
ed was being defended in a way.
Counsel continued, . saying . that

like Mr. Satya- _
Arunagiri | murthi and:  Amnanthachari) , Messrs. J. S. Athnasius and
Thelof the Corporation Cheque}<:llah Pitchai appeared for the |
ﬂFraud Case were being E?Gﬂ_ﬁ’:ﬁﬂ, 'Wih‘ll'e Mr. Mgnmkam
the’ given special diet, he saw no Pillai assisted by Inspector

he accused who was| Arunagirl Mudaliar, conducted
inferior status than  the prosecution.
\

reason why t
in no way of

45 N 5

A large gathering of|

He was 31 years old. Hel
leaves behind him ' his wife, ai
the|daughter and two sons and al:

to|large circle of friends to bemoan|

a |

late |

~+Counsel said that though the '

K.
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