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case in whmﬁ
kumaraswamy avalar of Nelli-
kuppam stands u];a.r ged by the
Police under Sections 1::3 (A)
%Ulass ha.trad), and 505 (C) I. P.C.,

inciting. . any . comm to
commit, uﬁensajpgams’ﬁ”n:nt%th er
community) by Mr. A.bba.a Ali,
Chief; Presidency Maglstra.ta,
: Egmnra &

| . Witen the ﬂﬂ,ﬂﬂ qw ta.kan and
the name. of ﬂm ‘accused was
| pa.llad uu}:,-rlﬁr A.lla.h Pitchai,
Cunnael .fqr hj‘.{ avalar sub-
mitted that he hﬂ.d gone ouf to
take lunch,

|. The M.aglatmta said that he
vyould remand the accused to
uustudy, for his mnot being pre-
| sent in the court.

“The examination ~of the
dafanﬁa witnesses was then pro-
ceeded with by the Couasel, for
the accused, ! o

Mr. Munmwaml examinad
first said that he was the head-
man of the ?J.lla-ge. He had
been &ppulntieg as the headman
of .the Adi- raﬂd&s of the
Thousand Lights lunahty The

=% 1

ed by people of the lncahty 1§
was held on Aug. 10 last. Wit-
ness was present there, when
the accused spoke. There were
no Muslims among the. audience.
The accused EhDWEd a_letter,

Whlla he W&H making . the
&peach h accused did not
abuse Brah ms Witness was |

pr.resenj thruuﬂ'ho,ut the mee

lng. Paupla did" not shout
“maro, maro”: After Tthe lec-|
ture of the uceused they did nof
oget excited or disgusted at the
Brahmms Mr. C. Basudev
presided over - that meeting '
‘Among those who spoke at that'

meeting were Mrs. Meenambal:
Sivaraj and n’shars Soon  after!
fthe apaanh _of " "Mrs. Sivaraj,

‘people wers coming and going.
There was no toddy shop nearby.

Cross-examined by Mr. T.S.
Anantharaman, Crown Prose-
cutor, witness said that the
accused spoke on “Hindi'" affair.
The accused saii at the meeting
{that there was no use of thai
(boys learmng' Hindi. There was
some'use in learning English. I
(The accused also spoke ofa
letter. which he sald was
| written damaging against the|.

Wednesday 1as (27 10-’38).0f the
r. M. N. Muthu-}

meetmg held there was organis- |

[ Brahmins as a ‘whole,
.ed the man who ‘wrote the letter

e e

village, he could not do any-
thing as he liked. He knew Mr.
Basudev ‘as a
Legislative

Basudev spoke
hlB speech was

Council. Mr
in HEnglish and
translated into

tTamil, A man 'with a beard
translated the chairman’s
speech.

Orown Prosecutor: Does Mr.
Basudev know how to speak in
Magistrate:

Tamil?
- He
Telugu man

The ris a
The Magistrate: D1d

tha

-acnusad speak anything against ¢ f

the Brahmins? Did = he speak of
the “Kailas’ story?

Witness: He did not.

Crown Prosecutor: What did
Swaminathan speak?

Witness: He spoke fastly and
we could: not follow.

Q. Whatdid Mrs. Meana.mba.l
Swura] speak.

A. She spoke abou’s “Hindi"

Re-examined by the Counsel
for. the, aoccused, witness said
that the accused told the audi-
ence that the letter]which he had
in his hand would have been
written by a peraén who knew
something of “Tholkoppium,”

Mrs. Meenambal Sivaraj was

examined next. She said that she |

was “‘a Honorary  Magistrate.
Her husband was a ' member of
the Central Assembly. He was]
‘also elected as a Councillor to
tha Corporation of Madras.

Q.—You are being" treated by
the people as one of.-the 'leaders
of the Anti-Hindi agitation ?

A —How can I say. "I think
that the " anti-Hindi @ leaguers
regard me as one of their leaders
So far as her community. is con-
cerned, she is gonsidered as one
of their leaders.

Witness then said that = she
‘-had delivered speeches in con-
nection with - the anti-Hindi
maetinga, which were ‘countless
in ‘mumber ' She " attended ' 'a
-meeting held in Thousand:Lights
’under the presidency ef Mr.C.
Basudev on Aug. 10 ‘last. She
was present when the ' accused

lspoke. At the timie ‘when+: the
| accoused spoke, he + ‘had
«a lotter. It was a letter address-

od to her, but received: by the
‘accused. She saw the lett>r only
at the meeting. The letter was
shown to her at + the meefing.
The accused would not ~show it
to her at first, but she insisted.
The Magistrate :—There @ is
nothing in that letter
Counsel :—There are
allezations contained
shall show you.
Continuing, witness said that
the accused did

llllll

gerious
msit=l sl

but abus-

She was present

in particular. _
throughout the meeting. BShe

not speak a.nythmg against the
Brahmins. He did not remem-
{ber of having heard tne speaker
abuamg t-he Brahmins The
speaker spoke for about 15
Iminutes. Witness was able to
hear what all the speaker sald,
land he.(accused) never said a
word against the Brahmins.
After the qpeech of the accused,
‘witness had stomach .ache aund
so he left the place.

' The Magis rate, intervening,
siid: After the accused’s speech,
you (witness) said that no one
got disgusted. But, how did you
got stomach ache? -

Witness said . that  he was
sitting at the meeting for a long
time and thersefore had stomach
ache. ‘Continuing, witness said

ﬂ

Tamil girls. The accused did

that four persons .ﬂ.pnke. Mr. O.
Basudev, = Mr. " Swaminathan
'Mrs. Meenambal Sivaraj and
;then Mr. Mubthukumaraswamy
. Pavalar: . Witnéss' "had . not
seen  the . accused before, nor
did he know  him.
| urganmud the
lﬂﬁmﬁﬁﬂ

482 e, Ha did:

Ly
r‘:'

the author of the

heard people exclaiming : “Who
is it, who is~that coward” when
the letter was read by ths
ac o ed.

.Cross-examined by the Crown
Proseecutor, witness said she re-
membered of the ascused having
spoken about ‘“Hindi'. She
could not exactly remembar
now what he spoke. But, he
spoke about the letter. The
accused speaking on the letter,
said that women who came to
work, they wrote anonymous
abusive letters. The accussad
might have spoken for abouf 15
min: $ s.

Tn a question whether the accu-
s d told h¢r as to who wrote the
letter to her, she said that the
lptter bore no signature. The
accused did not know who was
letter. The
accused abused the person who-
ever he was who wrote the letter
He (accused) never - said that it
was a Brahmin who wrote the

'

not abuse the |

see her husband in

nnnnﬁchwn the accused.for a vear.

B e ————— e T ——

W1tnaﬂ’$

with the publication ' of a paper |had attended five meetings held

Member of the | which he was ranning. She had |under the auspices of the

Hindi Leagus.
at
The acoused was arrested in her | at Thousand Lights.

ing was between 9th and 12th
August.
ed over the meeting. The aceus-
ed at first spoke against the in-

cone across the aceused
after the anti- Hindi

only
movement.

house in connection with the;
case. The acoused used to come
and stay with us ' occasionally
after anti-Hindi movement be-
gan, Mr. C. Basudev ¢ presided
over the ma@tmg. He
She also spoke.
ram, and one Mr.'
rspoke. .

To a quesfion whether she re-
membered of having' ' been told
the story “of *Kailas’’ at that
meeting, witness sald that the
accused used to narrate sforias
at every meeting. Therefore, she
could not  remember. - the. smrsr
spoken of by the accused.

Further Hhearing of the case
was then adjourned to Saturday
‘Oct. 29th. ¢

FURTHER EXAMINAT]ON OF
WITNESSES .
Madras, Oct. 30.

Four more  witnesses .were|
examined for.the defencs at the
resumed hearing of the ocase
against Mr. M. N. M. Pavalar of
Nellikuppam on Saturday last
"(29:1038) before. Mr. Abbas Ali,
)Ohmf Presadency Magistrate,
Hgmoreit 1o 10

When the case was' taken u;ﬂ
for hearing: the following ‘stiaté-
ment was field by the accused.

The accused herein begs to
submit that the speech in ques-
tion was made .against’ the
pasticular Brahmin who wrote
the anonymous and highly
Ysoandalous letter agﬂ.lnst our
leaders Mrs. Meenambal Sivaraj
and others of 'his « type who
indulged in abusing our leaders
and men.

The accused files herem the

 Swami also

e

letter with 'the cover. The
accused “herein ‘harbours no
hatred against ‘the'' DBrahmin
community as<ush as he ‘had
many 'good = friends im  that
commumty ‘

As the “sacondl prossacutioa

witness has « some ‘ill“feeling
agalnqt the accused terein,  the
speech in guestion is not At all
corroetly reported by '« prosocu-
tion witness (the Tamil’ Short-

hand Sub-Inspector) and the

spoke. |(aﬂuused)
Mr Balasunda-, Tamil.

aobservations he had made in the
speech were of his own creation. |

[t is ~'significant that the
gsecond prosecution witness did
not take down the story which
the accused herein narrated in
Tamil in the meeting.

It is also significant that he[
subsequantly wrote down the
story in Eaglish from memory.

The accused herein bezs to
submit that i3 is innocant and
that he had no intent fo create
any such hatred and incitement
as alleged against him.’

Examined first, by . Mr. Allah

Mr. | PSn v A Ka.i ana.sundﬂ.ra.
Mudaliar, Editor, N avasakthi.
gaid that he knew the - accus-

ed for the past seven or eight
years. There wasno oceasion
for him %o find the aceused abus:
ing Brahmins. 'The accused was

his friend, ¥
Magistrate : What,  is the use
of this witnass giving evidence ?
Counsel : © To show to  the

Oourt that the accused had not
iabuserl the Brahmins as a com-
munify.

Magistrate : If wyou thave
got-avidance of this L‘.:i.ucl L don'c
| 'wanb it.

Crnss-examlnsd by Mzr. T. S
Anantaraman, Crown Prosecutor,
witness said that he did not

He had'letter. Witness knew the accused ]knuw anything about the activi-
‘meeting at'the,ever since the anti-Hindi agaita- ! ties of tha accused ever since the
_of the publiec of the |tiea began. She had not known An’n-Hmdi movement was in-

‘not ‘organise | the accused before the agitation|an ura‘l;ed. | |
the meeting of his. own aceord. | against Hindi began. The accus-|
and said that as headman of thel ed came to her house before to}ned next, stated that

™

idwan Ratnam Pillai, exami-
he knsw

Pitchai. Counsel for the accused g

An

He was preqaﬁ
meefing he

The _maa

"I L

the

Mr. C. Basudey presid-

troduction of Hindi. Then, h@
spoke in praisa of
Further . the a.crusaq. |

appealed to the
learn English.

Continuing witness. said. tha.'b ;
the accused pointedly criticised /|
about a Brahmin who wrotean
anonymous letter. The latter
was written to Mrs. Sivaraj,
The accused did not abuse the:
Brahmins as a community
general. W1tnese had nnt hea.;gi
the cries 'mayo, maro”.
any one eried o, witness sai 'he
would have heard,

Cioss-examined, witness Eta.j;ed
that Mr. Basudev s poke  first.
Swami Nttyanandam Adlga}.
franslated Mr. Basudev’s spuech
into Tamil. Mr. Swamma.t-hm
spoke second followed by, Mrs.
Meenambal Sivarai, Mr Rala-
sandaram Pavalar and Mr. S. K.
Swami. The accused 'apﬂah
at that meeting said that the
le ter ought to  have ha,e;::
written by a Brahmin, a,nd if he
(the person. whao wrote, the
letter) came  before ~ him, he
would give him a propar angweor.
The acoused never said apyihing
agalnst the Brahmins. thr;asp
had not heard the accused  say-
ing anything ahout ¥y, C. Ra.p-

gopalachariar. He spoke for
aboub fiftean minutes.

audience

...JL'.II

Crown Prosacutor: :—But j'nn
have told everything in a
minute (lauwhter)

Counsal : Tt.is not pr}qeahh 0
narrate everything.

Cnn’rmumg. witness qhmten'
that he did not hear the stor v
spoken of by the acoused . F.e
did not. pay heed to the %ﬂf}r
He was only intercsted. in. '@
important subject, -i.e, | 74k
Hindi.

Magistrate:—He is a Vuiqu.
Why should he hear stuneu?
(laughter).

Proceoding witness ﬂr.a.tali th |
the accused did not say | th
Hindi should be: learns. Th
accused said that it was a la
guage which came from. t‘-h'jl'll
North.

Crown Prosecutor;:—You are ¢
Vidwan ? |

Witness;—Yes, A Tamil Vid|
wWall.

Magwtmte —Is there  a Vld
wan in English ? (Laughtar).

The Magistrate ﬂ.ddreaaml
the witness:—Are vou a Vidwa
in veena, violin. fiute or ua.l
geotha Vidwan like Tigar Ram4d:
swami and others? (meﬁterl;

Crown Prosecutor:—Have ?:%l

written any books?  Ab
what? |
Wltneqq —] have
about ‘Swami’ i.e. God.
Crown Prosecutor:—Have thay
been printed.
Witness;:—Yes. They
been printed. But, I have
copies of the hﬂnl{s with ma.-
Witness went 6n to say that
he was emploved as a HE.I.EE*H&II
in Messrs. Wrenn Benett and
Co., Ltd, for about 11 years. The "
company had bsan closed. -
Q.—You are a member Of the
Schednled Classes.
A —Yes.

writt&ﬁ :

hﬂ?e
no \

b1

:

-4
B

Magistruté:—guaahim -
Witness:—Hindu. ﬁ
Magistrate™Cwex-cheril ~

Witness:—No, I am lwmg; ar&‘!i-

Kodambakam High Road.
Witness then went on to s
that he attended some meek
addressed by the accused. " "'
He wens there oatb of ‘L}mgff**'
his language. Further, . ‘he went
there out of interess in Tamil
Crown Praﬁauumrzﬁﬂ | any
one say that you are nobintas

'1..

(Coutinuel on - pn.
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 learnt. I eannot tell you. . Itis|
. not my look out.

-~ hear the accused.
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"CASE AGAINST MR. MUTHU-
RASWAMI PAVALAR -

(Continued from page 5)

. in Tamil. Is it your) Witness said that he was fthe
ﬁ;ﬂ'n:];“ Hmdl. Roen nut}Madraa  Qorrespondent fof the
| Witne nion is ﬂ?ﬂt E‘:tpa?lrdedl n’ahrae meetings. atb
- the mamlbe_rﬂ of 'I{‘HY .f“?f{‘;ﬂ;g; whieh the accused spoke. He
mldf E:ﬁn EE'I k Ehm,t that could not give the datqs, One
il should or. should: not be|Mmeeting was held behindhe
Hind: sho or Gaiety Theatre. Mrs. Sivaraj

presided over that meeting.
Messrs. Balasundaram Pavalar

and Swaminathan also spoke.

" Crown  Prosecutor : Why
should you attend the meeting?
%m went thernk.to? h ear what
they were speaking .
gW!itnesﬂ:le attended about
five meetings. 1 cannot give the
sdates. I mnever went there to

spoke. Witness also aitended
another meeting held in a lane
by the side of the Cooum in
Chintadripet. He could not tell
when it was held. He was defi-

:
Singapore. He had |

|at ‘Theyagaroya Ghat’

He could not recollect who else |

PRIPAGANDA

MEETING AT ERCDE

correspondent)

L o ]

Erode, Oct. 27.
Under the auspices of the

(Fromn a

| Erode Tamil Kazagam, a public

meeting was held last evening
(river-
side compound) under the presi-
dency of Mr. Alavandar, Tamil
Pandit, Mahajan High School.

The proceedings commenced
with the singing of anti-Hindi
songs by Mr. Kalidas and a
Muslim geuntleman.

After the Chairman’s speech,
Mr. R. P. John, a Christian

nite that he was present through
Lout the
take the cuttings from some
papers and send fthem to Singa-
pore. He sent cuttings from
**Viduthalai’’ also. Referring to
the letter, the speaker said:
“Have they not got sisters and
and mothers’” and that the
writer must be an Iyer. -

"Witness continuing said that
he could not tell where the
other meetings were held or
under whose presidency. He
could not tell the dates. *
' Magistrate: Can you tell me
when was Deepavali ?

Witness: On Saturday.

Magistrate; Date?

"Witness: I don't know. h '
Not

“In re-examination, witness| Orown Prosecutor:
said that Mrs. Meenambal|Iyengar?
E::il;::t]g:] B Magistrate: Not Royar?
. Mr.R. Radhakrishnan, Re-| Pproceeding, the witness said
presentative of ‘{Tamil Murasu™ (4.t ho did not tell the story,

‘a paper published in Singapore, LT e b hal
was examined next. He_ sald
the he used %o take reports of
the meetings for the paper he
represented. Witness had known
‘the accused ' only for the last

‘four months. He had attended

Then the witness

he would narrate the story.

Witness, narrated the story
which referred to a Brahmin
giviug a ticket for “Moksham”.

‘about three meetings, at which| Magistrate: Send them to

the accused spoke. He attended|“Moksham™ by aeroplane or
~ .a meeting held at Thousand [train! (Laughter). |
"~ TLights. Witness was present| The witness was mnof Te-

‘when ‘glﬂ accused ﬂpukﬂ.H TE.E ﬁxﬁminad.

ERREas. opke, agernis ol Mr. C.. Basudev, examined,

Snd had an'anonymous  lether in said that he was an advocate,

- _parficular case, he had failed to
4o so.

Go and
or on the road.” Why should you

1
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| at the

~old man and that he
1o retire very soon. He had to 2°cused. But he could net fol-|

~meeting in Chintadripet took
- place in the month of August. |
- He did not know the date. But,

" Lights meeting. accused did not uiter, if it were

i ~ Magistrate: Are you a report- : ’;EEE; [Way . penslen’ of.. the
ﬂ? Where was the meeting . |

. held? Witness: From my incom-

Ais hand. ' For the wprc anony:| = ; .js; s Member of the Corpo-

meeting. He used to

accused did tell a story, and that

| ™ N gl g

Missionary from Ceylon spoke
about the glory of Tamil litera-
fure.

Mr.M. A. Mohamed Mohideen
of Tiruppur then spoke referring
‘to the promises extended to the
electorate by Congressmen at
|the time of the elections and
their failure to perform them.
He also referred to the Hindi
issue, and criticised - the Con-
gress Ministry' for pursuing a
policy of repression against
those who opposed Hindi.

With a few concluding Te-
‘marks from the ehair, the meet-
ing terminatad at 9 p. m.

AT TIRUPPUR

Tiruppur, Oct. 28.

To protest against the intro-
duction of compulsory Hindi, a
public meeting was arranged for
by the Tamil public of this
place, last evening.

Mr, E V. Ramaswami Naicker
accompanied by Messra K. A. P.
Viswanathan, R. Natesan of
Salem and Palladam Ponnu-
swami arrived here from HErode
by the 5-30 train. A very large

‘monﬂ:, $he witness said ‘ana- ration. He was once EMmbﬂr'gatt}aring collected -in_ the
mﬂgfnwn Prosecutor began to of the legislative Ceuncil. - :flaeti::dteﬂr: M%rt?ea' ;?::eptmnna:;
Jaugh. | _ Magistrate : Do  mot want|tspen to the huu_sg of the pro
Gnun_ﬂelr-—wpy should  you (Ex's. ﬁ !p'rietor of V.M. S. Motor Ser.
18ugh sir? Witness will get! (Continuing, witness said that[vice, _where they were
u:f{lteq. _ 'he presided over a meeting held | entertained with refreshments.
agistrate:—How can he stop|under the auspices of the Anti- | Liater, they attended the public

his langhter?

* Crown Prosecutor:—TI am onl

Jaughing at the witness.
Continuing, witness said that

Hindi League held at Thousand
Lights. The accused was one of
the speakers, and he spoke pro-
testing against Hindi. The ac-

i

the accused had a letter ad |gused '

protested against the com-
dressed to Mrs. Meenambal pulsory imposition of Hindi.
Sivaraj, in his hand. The |

The major portion of the speech
of the accused related to an ano-
nymous letter. The letter was

accused said that it was an
abusive letter about ladies and
further {old: “Can such a letter
be written”? The sccused who
was the speaker said nothing
sisparaging against the Brah-

to Mrs: Sivaraj. The accused
spoke in high Tamil. Witness
was well . versed particularly in

mins as a class, nor did he|the abusive sid '

: { e of Tamil. Fr
f_{ﬂﬂﬂ_llﬂiﬂ)ﬁ speak anything | what the witness could 1111(5[22:f
agains r. C. Rajagopala-'stand from the sort . of speech it

;ah - - 1 I} :
chariar. Witness also Ettﬂﬂdﬂd\waa a protest, and ' insul{, criti-

(¢1sm, and even abuse against the
person who wrote the letter.
Wltpasa could mot remember
Eﬂ.vlng heard the ‘cries of
maro, maro”. The general
effect of the speech was
to cause general laughter.
He had been for some

a meeting held in Chintadripet.
He knew Mr. Swaminatha
Bastri, Tamil Shorthand = Sub-
Inspector. A quarrel arose
over ia chair between the
acoused and Mr. Sastri.

Thg Magistrate said that the
gquestion put by the Counsel in
relation to a quarrel should
have been put to Mr. Swami-
natha Sastri himself, and not to
dhe witness before the Court.

Counsel submitted that in this

understand the ordinary langu-
age spoken by the Tamilians if
spoken slowly.

ed that he spoke in English at

" Witness went on to say that |OTdinary Tamil. He could not
Chintadripet meeting, understand Tamil well. His
there was only one chair. The|®Other-tongue  was
‘acoused occupied it. Mr. Swami.| " hen witness spoke at that
mnatha Sastri wanted the chair, [™eeting in English, his speech
‘The accused refused and said:”|Was translated by one Swami.
8it in the Qooum |lRe Swamiji wore the organge-
coloured robes. It was the first
come here? The Shorthand-Sub. | time that witness has seen the
Inspector said that he was an Swami To some extent, witness
was going had followed the speech of the

attend meetings-at nights, The | low the accused fully.

Crown Prosecutor: From your
t knowledge of Tamil, would you

supposed to be an insult offered |

mesetirg,

People from Palladam, Salur,
Coimbatore and other places in
the vicinity attended the meet-
ing. The gathering was esti-
mated to be more than three
thousand. Mr. S. Subramaniam
proposed that Mr. T. R. Sunda-
ram to take the chair. .

The proposition, being  duly
seconded by Mpr. Gururama-
lingam, Mr. T. * R. Sundaram
took the chair amidst cheers.

Mr. E. V.Ramaswami Naicker
and Mr. K. A, P. Viswanathan
| wera garlanded and presented
with addresses of welcome on
behalf of various associations.

The chairman, after his intro-
ductory remarks, called upon

time in ‘Madras and he could |

Cross-examined, witness stat-1

that meeting. He ocould talk|N

Telugu. |

Mr. K. A. P. Viswanathan to
speak.

Mr. Viswanathan spoke for
_a.hnut one hour and a half referr-
ing to the introduction of Hindi
by Congressmen, and the motive
bﬂhind 16:

Some peoplein the audience
wanted that Mr.E. V. Rama-
swami Naicker should speak.

Soon after Mr. Naicker began
o speak, it began to rain. Mr,
alcker continued to speak for
about five minutes being drench-
ed in the rain. :

When it began to rain hard,
some Brahmin Congressmen
shouted out saying: ‘‘rain, rain,
no meeting.”

The chairman . dissolved the
meeting on seeing that  the
people began to disperse.

The audience requested that
the meeting should be comtinued

the case was adjourned to'Mon-»
day, Oct. 31. ‘

B k10 bofore Ahe Thoiaand be in a position to state that the

- Witness: It was on the river- |plete knowledge of Tamil, I will

"'dgﬂ_ ) not be in a position to say one!
" Magistrate: When did  the ‘w:a.y or the other, nor at this
seting take place? distance of time will it be possi-
triess: The Th wid Lights ble for me to remember.

eting took place four or five; The examination of the wit-
the Chintadripet | nesses for the defence was con-

_cluded, and further hearing of 3

{ by

Adjourned To Nov. 7.

Madras, Oet. 31.
The case ugainst Mr. M. N.
Mut@ukumaraswamy Pavalar of
Nellilkuppam for allaged pri::t-I
motion of class-hatred and
Incitement to commit violenece
one community against
another, which stood adjourne
to Monday, Oct. 31, was further
adjourned to Nov. 7. for the
examination of some morel
wiinesses for the defence. i



