(M. N. M; PAVAUAR |

1/ "Madras, Oct. 26.
Further hearing of the case in
which ‘Mr, M; N. Muthukumara-
swamy Pavalar of Nellikuppam
(stands charged by the police
funder Sections 153 (A) and 505
(C), L. P. C., (class-hatred), was
Tesumed by Mr.~ Abbas AN,
Chief -Presidency = Magistrate,
Egmore,. on: Wednesday last
(19-10-738) t

Cross-examined by Mr; Allah
Pitchai, Counsel for Mr. Payalar
Mr..C. V.. Arunagiri. Mudaliar.
said that Mr. Kesava Menonwas
otle of the sub-Inspectors attach-
fed t0_the Crime Branch. .Wit-
ness did not ask . Mr. Menon.. to
attend the meeting .. held .on
August 10 last. . Mr, Menon -had
stibmitted a written .report of
the speech to  the. Deputy;Com-
missioner of Police, It was .a
confidential record. Witness had
gone through the whole, speech
which.was in Tamil. . He did not
|try to know, what the letter ref-
ferred to in the speach, was. He
knew the accused since 1927, and
that he (Mt. Pavalar) was, tak-
ing part'in labour. agitations  in

ikuppam. Witness did not,
know if he had any oceasion. te-
warn the aceused, when. he,
(witness) was the sub-Inspector
of Cuddalore Town Police for
some time. He did not remember
to have worked up any. security
proceedings against the acoused:

Mr. Swaminatha Sastri, Short-
hand* Sub:Inspector, was next
oross-examiried.  He 'said that
the accused spoke i Tamil “and
was present from the beginning
of the meeting. .The accused
roferred ' to ' the ~ story o
Kailas in “the course of = his
speech. Since  ‘witness  knew
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ho could not say tha* his know-
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Tamil.

Counsel:: Whenever  you make
any observation'in Jthe course of'
the speeches, .;you 'make a note
not in-Pamil,sbut in ‘English? 7

P 1 A ?

Witness: Tt is yery idifficult o,
find suitable words, in Tamil for.
‘hear, hear’ No one says “kelun-
gal, kelungal” in Tamil.

Magistrate:—REven Adi-Dra=+
vidas say, ‘hear, hear’

TBe words, ‘hear, hear’ were
said when the accused in. the'
jcourse of his speech is alleged
to have. stated, ainong. other
things that a Brahmin should:
be beaten.

The Crown Prosecutor:—He
did net get beaten, referring to

the witness.
Inspector Arunagiri Mudaliar,
interuppting  said:—In Culda~

lore, one man wanted tobeata
Brahmin Shorthand: Tnspectors
Witness Proceeding said that
the words ‘maro, maro’ oecurreds
only once in the whole speech. -,
He translated the speech record-~

it.as he had heard it more than
once, he did not ‘record the same
in  shorthand.” But ~ he ' had
writben the same in'' English for
the information of the officers.
Witness icould not 'say the time,
when the accused’ began  his
speech, but he' could give' the
order of the speeches made. ‘M.
C. Basudev spoke: first - follow ed
by Mrs. Sivaraj, and Mr. Bala-
sundaram Pavalar.

Magistrate: —=What is
by Pavalar?

Witness:+~Oneswho is«vorsed
in writing poems:

b

meant

Continuing, _witness. . stéted,
that’Mr. " Muthuknmaraswamy,
Pavalar'then spoke., The themo
of the spesches was  opposition
to Hindi. They did not _confine
themselves, to fanti Hindi _alone,
“fbut they spoke all soris of
things.

)
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Counsel:=—Thatis alright.

Counsel: —Did any one .of - the
speakers  indulge in . violent
attack against the Brahmins.

* The Crown Prosecutor, infer-
Irupting:—What relevency has i,

Wiinessj—-Yes. Mr..  Bala-
sundaram Pavalar and Mr. 8. K.
Swamy also spoke.

The Crown Prosecutor:—What
other‘people spoke has no rsle-
venoy here.

Proceeding'witness' said that
he conld niot say how' much time
all the speakers: occupied. 'THs
accused began to talk about the
letter after’ten sentences!

The Crown Prosecutor:—Does
the witness . know . that, = the
accused had a letter in his hand.
He had some-paper ia his hand.

Witness went onto say  that
he did not know who the aceused
was beforehe saw him  at. the
meetings held in the city. He
did not know the accused in per-
son. He'had not spoken o the
accused in his life.

There wasno personal ill-fasling
between him and the accused.
Witness  could record Tamil
speechesin ‘shorthand” at'more
than 100 . words per minute.
Magistrate:—Mr. Satyamurthi
himself cannot speak. ~He must
have vocal diarrhoea. (Laughter)
Inspector Arunagiri Mudaliar:
—They have not come -a¢ross
{speakers who can 'speak ‘more

Pavalar, the'accused.

ed in shorthand into Tamil on.
' August 13.

The Crown Prosecutor x
examining the witness aska
him' a8 who was the . fatest

ITamil speaker in his experienae,

Witness said that, hecould say:
it was Mr. S, Satyamurthi,

The Crown_ Prosecutor:—You
have recorded his speechgs eor«
rectly? Can you give any. idea
of the' speed with which Mr.
Satyamurthi speak<? How many:
words does he spenk?

Witness: About 90 words per.
minute. . T'haye. rccorded them.
correctly. %

Mr.  Kesaya, Menon, croag-
examided, said that he had been

atked by Inspector Srinivasas
ghart to attend the meetings.
Witness did not make any entry:
into the diary that he was going
$a atténd the mesting. They had

np. diary. The Iatelligence
Section did not keop any diary,
In ' porsuancs of a general

order which had been issued, e’
attended the meeting. He was
there from the very beginning.
He had not made any note of the
speeches. ' Witness had made a
report about his having attendad .
the meeting. Witness  could ne
give the speech of the accusad
in detail in relation to the story.
of the “Kailas" for furthér hear-
ing.

The ‘case stands'adjourned to
Wednesday next.

ANOTHER ' 'CASE

Charge Of Abetment OF Picketing

Madras, Oct. 26.

The case against Mr. M. N, M
Pavalar.on a charge of ab%f-
ment of picketing in connectibn
with a speech made at Tiruvotti-
yur on 19-8-'38, was taken'n;
yesterday before Mr. D, Samuel,
Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Saj-':
dapet. "
Messrs. Subbarayelu, 'C. . D,
Inspector, K. Sambandam, Sube®
Inspester, = Tiruvottiyur and
Nagayya were examined for the
prosecutinn. 4
The  Prosecution
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harges were framed g
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ment Act, 'and the! ase.
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