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4. The fow poople that had gathered by that time, railway porters (Peromal. P.W. 80, eto)
and coolies and thiee railway platform consfables (Constables Nos. 98, 537 and 465) who had till
thenheen occupied at the extreme north-easter eud of the station in exchanging signatures chased
the green coated man fo the latrine, surrounded aud guarded it. Lhere was no carbine in the
police oubpost ab Maniyachi railway station. One of the constables went to Maniyachi local police
station about two miles off to getacarbine. . :

* 5. Before he returnod Mr. Ashe was taken back by the mext train to Tinuevelly Bridge
atation. Tnspector Subramania Piflai of Tinnevelly(P.W. 90), ou receipt of thenews of the murder,
proceeded to the railway station, saw the dead body of Mr, Ashe and -arrauged for holding the
inguest, Mr. Ramachandra Rao, Head-quarters Deputy Colloctor, Tinnevelly, M. Rajabadar
Mudaliyar, ‘I'reasury Deputy Collector, Mr. Nellaiyappa Pillai, Stationary Sub-Magistrate of
Linuevelly (P.W. 82), and several other officials and non-officials ;also went to bhe railway station.
My, Hamilton, District Superintendent of Police, Tinnevelly (P.W. 2), who was absent ab Nangu-

-neri and to whom telegraphio intimation was sent; arrived ab the railway station a little before

dear. that very day and found inquest on the body of Mr. Ashe almost eompleted.

/6. Meanwhilo the railway police constabls who went to the loca  police station, Maniyachi,
returned to-the railway station, Mauiyachi, with a carbine. The police then entered the latrine in
which the murderer had hid himself and found im lying dead in a pool of blood with a pistol in

. his vight Hand. An empby cartridge case was found |y the side of the corpse. T'he police kept

uarding tll Mr. Oox, Sul-Oollector and Joint Magistrate, Tuticorin, aud Mr: Johnson, Assistans
o S : ? 1

* Superintendent of Police, Luticorin (P.W. 89), arrived at Maniyaehi at about 2 par. by the

shutfle train from ‘Luticorin. They were met by the stationmaster Arulanandam Pillai (P.W., 78)
and told of what had faken place and of what his two sons—Arogiaswami and Mariadoss (P:Ws,
84 and 85)—had informed him on his return to his quarters at about 12-30 p.r. after despatiching
all ¢he trains.  They entered into the lafrine and examined thocorpse of the murderer. The body
was Iying with the head @ t@ﬂuorth at the northern end: of the latrine in its. western portion.
The pisbol was in the right hand, the thumb being through the trigger guard.  Blood was flowing -
from the nose and mouth and face almost covered in blood. Mr. Johnson removed. the pistol,
which was found to be a Browning automatie pistol. There were no cartridges in the magaziue or
chamber. From the information given to Mr. Johnson he ordered telegrams to be sent to he on
the look out for and arvest the accomplice in the matter, and proceeded by train, with the body of the

~ assassin well secured in & waggon, to; Linnevelly Bridge station where he arrived at about 4 2.

7. The body of the murdercr was then examined in the prosence of the Head-quarters Deputy
Magistrate and others. The wound was inside the mouth. Ou the body was a coat of Bascl
Mission shikar eloth, a twill shirt, a white Jower cloth, -and a' white upper clobh with ‘colotired
horder. Ina pocket of the coat was a money purse:,_made in France bea,g'iug a picture of Quoen
Victoria and the British Royal Arms above. - Tnside this, besides othen things, there was a'second =
class tickes No. 198 from Tinnevelly Bridge to Maniyachi tssued:on 17th June 1011 for the very
train in which Myr. Ashe fiavelled.  In a pocket of the shirt was found an undated manuseript -
paper in Tamil bearing the English and Tamil signatores of one R. Vanchi Aiyar of Shencottah.
T'he paper pointed to the murder of Mr. Ashe haviug heen committed ‘from political motives aud

to the existence of a huge conspiracy to drive the British out of Iudia.

./ 8. Tnquest was held over the :{_sséssiu?u body. All persous likely to kr[ow the murderer were
brought o see him. No one identified the body. Bat one Ramalinga Aiyar, a hotel-_kuepelt of
Kylasapuran: (P.W. 73) close to Linnevelly Bridge railway station, spoke fo the assassin baving'
had meals‘at his hotel for three days—before 17th June 1911—on 146h, 156h and 16th. e did
110t know who he was or wherehe came from. - No other information was fortheoming. ' The body

 was therefore photograpbed by P.W. 79 and finger impressions taken as well. 5

9. Having had soie clue regarding the identity of the assassin, Mr. Hamilton sent, by that
vory eveniug train to Tenkasi head eonstable No. 550 agd !mp.sbable No. 1048 with orders to mect
the ‘Lerikasi Inspector Ramachandry Aiyar. proceed with hxrr{ to 'Shgueot.l:a.h,‘ trace the assassin
and wearch his house. He further dirdeted Inspector Subrdmania Pillai of Tinneveily (P.W. 90)

0 fiud ouf from the hotel-keapers in Kylasapuram and Viraraghavapuram all about the assassin
and his movements in Tinnevelly, . S 5 s e
/10, While the Tinmevelly police wene thus engaged, the Railway Police Tuspector of Madura,

\ 8. Doraiswami Mudalivar (P.W. 87), within whose jurisdiction the offence took place, arrived af

Maniyachi by the Boat Mail at about 8 ».ac, insgested fhe spot, examined one of the two sous of

* the stationmaster, Arogiaswami (P.W. 84), cansed telograms {o be senb giving the description of

the accomplice by his head constable Doralswami Aiyar (P.W. 88) attached to Tuticorin station
and went by the next train to Tinnevelly.  The inquest on the two dead hodies had been over by
the time he went. e percsed the records and. stayed ab Tinnevelly on the night of 17th Junp
1911 making enguir 5 i

in coujunction with the Tinnevelly police. :
. = 11, The Tenkasi Tuspector Ramachandra Aiyar proceeded toShencottah on the night. of 17th
June 1911 and with the help of the Shencottah police found out who R, Vanchi Aiyar was, and
placed his father Raghupathi Aiyar’s (P.W. 46) house under guard that might and searched it on

~ the next moming—18h T une 1911, With the help of Shencoftah Police Tnspector Kumara Pillai ‘

and Sub-Magistrate My, Parameswara Aiyar (P.W. 47) several letfers and issues of Tamil
newspaper called India were seized. A perusal of the former neoessitated the soarches of the

2 Eeunnd



i . - 1471, Tupiorat, 1,67:&5:;?:3:@;#.}912;

o .‘hoz:!ses' c;f Jau-;nnathn Afyangar (Gﬂ’ acoused); Harihara Aiyar (Tth aconsed), Chayadi Amnaefi_a'lﬂin
Z : :

Pillai d Venkatarama: Aiyar (PW. 28). N hifurg was recovered from the
f:ii;:! g?glh?ﬁz::eg)ijﬁ(ﬁh'ﬂccuued) and Venkatarama Aiyar (P.W. 29).  From the house of

Jagannatha Aiyangar somo letters showing closo infimacy between him and the assassin Vanchi

Aiyar wore seized, besides half a dozen issucs of Tamil vewspaper India ;aud from that of ¢+

AL WOrD i Pillai (116h acoused) several seditious books aud pamphlets. Jagannatha
L N e e

cotkah Tuspector at the request of the Tenkasi Inspector. The Tenkasi Tuspector ascertained that'

Hlaribara Aiyar (Tth accused) wasat Alleppey, I'ravancore State.  He sent word to Mr, Hamilton

about these searches and applied to him for further assistance.- The;,Tiﬁucvelly?I_q‘ep’eébor Subras

- p Sl :hari, Sub-Inspector No: 1889, head constable

ia Pi Prosecuting Inspector Ra]agopnlal.hum‘bub—[_nspeutoy - 1889, head ¢
m{?%%ﬁl)ﬂzxg’son:g':gust;ﬁlue wzra aceordingly sent to Tenkasi on the evening. f’-f Ith Jul{e 1911.
y 1‘2 Before the Tinnevelly fmpuchor left for Ténlcasi he securcd: hhp evidence of one Eogauatha'
Aiyar PW. 74), & hotel-keeper in K ylasaparam, who knew the assassin ay the son of Rughupathi

Adyar of Shencottah but did not kmow his name.  He saw him last ou the moruing of 17th June

) S ector N 7 ilamani of Tinievelly
1 t oscurrence, ab about 9 a.a.-SubeInspector bu?. 1347 Masilsmani o velly
x]:ei]ohieidwogafth J(uue ;‘Jh the statement of ae Ponnappa Pillai who had seou the assassin iu
the company of one Muthuswami Aiyar.of Aravankulam, a village aboul four miles from lmue-»
wvelly, about two days prior to 17th June 1911, ;

/* 13. Inspector Doraiswami Mudaliyar returued to Maniyachi ou the morning of [8th June,

 those that had already been examined by the Railway Police Inspector. While *there he was mot

11 ined the stationmaster Arulanandam - Pillai »(l’.:W ’78,), his second son a_rindoas"
% f’\r\; %xﬁﬂ)'n;nd the station stafl, While he was thus engaged Mri I J?: M: Cardozo, bu};ﬁrmtgud-
ent, Government Railway Polico, Trichinopoly District, camein from Trichinopoly and éxamined:

by Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Johnson. The three officers went through the case and were making

" enquiries in Maniyachi. I joined them that evening (18th JuicM911) having left-Madras the

i eJening train to Lenkasi, arrived ab Tenkasi that night (18th June 1911), found one Mahadeva
- Alyar, Minor Imrigation Overseer, Tenkasi (P.W. 68), 2 relation of B. Vanighi Aiyar, and sent him

ious eveniug. I was pub in possession of the facts of the case ‘anfi'deuired by Fheg: to go with
fk:::u to Tiuneselly, I vl:ns sho}:vn the pistol which baore the wriliug Fabrigue Nationale.
“ Darmesde Guerre. . Harstal.  Belgique Browniugs Patent Depose.” The pistol was very rusty
in its working parts and showed signs of neglect. The maker’s number had hegn,n:;refully-ﬁlpd-"
away from the lock-plate. We reached Tinnevelly Bridge ab about 5-80 ®.M. Tnspector Bala-

krishna Menon of the Criminal Iuvestigation Departmont. who came ‘with me from Madras, was

ordered by Mr. Cardozo to proceed to Shencottah and verify the information obtained regarding
the identity of the assassin. T was ordered to stay onat Tinnevelly and to assist Mr. Cardozo
in the investigation of the case. - On the evening of the 19th M. P. B. Thomas, Depuby Tnspee:

tor-General of Police, Criminal Investization Departmont and Railways, arrived aud pubme on the
morning of the 20th (next day) in charge of the case diavies and investigation.  He aud other

officers (Messrs. Cardozo; Hawilton and Johnson) guided aud coriv lled the myestigation. o
< 14. Tuspector Subramania Pillai of Tinuevelly, who left Tmnevelly with his party by the'

to Tinnevelly. He went ¢ Tinnevelly the next day (i9th June 1911) and- identified the photo
of the asvassin and his stafement was rocorded by Mr. Tampoe, Sub-Dividional first-class Magis—

" trate, Sermadevi.  Mahadiva Aiyar saw the assassin Jast at Tenkasi on 12th Jane 1911,

4 15, Tnapector Subramania Pillai of Tinnevell v and his party then met the Tenkasi Tnspector -
- Ramachanlra Aiyar, and all of them were angaged on the night of 18th Ji

of 19th June 1911 in going through the huge mass of correspondence seized from the various
houses searched till then. - Some of them were siened by, or contaimed referénces to, Armugam
Pillai, Nattukotfai Chetti Streot, Tuticorin (P.W. 6), Ramaswami Aiyar of Sundarapandiyapuram’
(P:W. 16), Nilakanta Brahmachari (1st aceused), Sankarakyishna Aiyar (20d aceused), Chidam=
baram Pillai (3rd aconsed), Jagannatha‘Afyangar (6tlr aceused); Haribara Aiyar (7th accused),
Bapu Pillai (8th acoused); Vembu Aiyar alics Mahadeva Aiyar (10thacoused), Alagappa Pillai -

(12th*accused), Pichumani- Aivar akias Venkatachala Alyar (14th aceused), Madaswami Pillai of

Qttappidaram (absconding aceused) and Dharmaraja Aiyar, the man who committed suicide in the
course of the investigation. e ! i

‘ ’f{ 16. On obtaining thess ‘particnlars the Tenkasi Inepector serit word on 19th June 1911 to
e

kasi to have the house of Chidambaram Pillai (3rd acouscd) searched, which was done that
vory day by the Tenkasi Sub-Magistrate Mr. Chaudrasekars Aiyar (P.W. 37) and head constable
No. 585, Shunmugam Pillai of Tenkasi.: Lhird accused had absconded. Efforts made by the

* Tinnevelly Inspeotor to arrest the 3rd accused proved futile. On lst July 1911 I applied for warrant

and on 3rd July 1911 for proclamation and distress warrant. His house was attached on 4th

July 1911 and Lie was arrested ou 6th July 1911 near Palavur, about 30 miles from Tenkasi, by Sub-

Inspector No. 1889 and his party.  Some seditions hooks were seized from his house: O 19th June'
1011 head constable No, : ;
“Bapa Pillai (8th acoused)

0 and coustable No. 619 were sont to Punalur to search the house of
They searchad { :
(P.W. 39) and seized two letfers] ovie writte ¥ Vanehi to Bapu Pillai (8th accused) and the other
written by approver Armugam: Pillai ( P:W. 8} to Vanchi Aiyar, which uimistakably showed that-
the 8ih accused was one of the couspirators. -~ Mr. Georise, Superintendent of Police, T'ra

was requested by wire to scarch the houss -of Harihara Alyar (Tth accused) in Alleppey and o

191 "atd a portion

T'ravancore,

n the presence of Sub-Magistrate Mr. Nagam Pillai . j
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wo pamphlets in particular which ‘were of a violently seditions vature, viz,
v word to Aryans” purporting to have been issued from the Faringhee Destroyer
! nd ¢ An oath to enter into Abhi Nava Bharatha Samaj.” One passage in the first runs -
£ Glherlsh».m cour in your minds. Swear in the presence of God that you will remove this siuner
“of a Faringhee out of our country and firmly establish Swargs therein! Take an oath that as
“long as the Faringhee exercises authority in our Jand of Bharatha you will regard life as
* “ worthless. . Boat the white English Fariughoe yau get hold of, evon as vou beat a dog, and kill
“him with a kuife, a stick, a stone or even by the hand given by God! Mercilessly kill the
“ policeman or official who, helping the Haringhee, teases the people—any people whatsoever?
¢ Bevanse Lord Viyasa himself has stated thab the White Bmpire would be ruined between the
“years Nandana and Ananda (1802-14914).  According to these words the Suadeshi war has
2 leeiin n ‘our country. A viglent war should take place within the year Ananda. Death may
‘fgeeu’i' elther in the sixth or in the hundredth year!  Recarding this worthless life as a trifle, -
¢ we shall make Suarej and our name sbine in'the counbry by killing the white Faringhees and
- “ihen go to the paradise of heroes” The other pamphlet was more or loss on the same lines:
- Acoording to Aviugam ten copies of each pamphlet were seilb o him by post addressed in the
handwriting of Nagaswami Alyar, who was conducting the Dharmam paper in J;'oridieherry,' the
first ono. about a- month before and the second ene & week beforo the date of ocourrence.
- Armugam distribufed them among the members of the society and even dissussed them with the
accused Nos. 4 and 5 and Somasuudaram and they oxpressed their general approval. = =

. Purther scarches were made in Tubicorin on 20th June 1911, swadeshi stores, awudechiT“

pandagasalai, ete., by Inspectors Viraraghava Aiyar and Doraiswami Mudaliyar. - Another copy

of © A friendly word to Aryans " was seized from the swadeshishop. = S

'Lhe clerk of that shop Balasubramania Pillai (P:W. 13) said to the two searching officers

that Arnngam gave him the copy. : o L - .

- Approver Armugam, immediately after the scaroh of his house was over, applied to Mr. |
Johnson for protection from violence from those implicated by him in his statement. Inspeotor
Viraraghava Aiyar was ditected by Mr. Johnsou to look after him. s
21, While the party under Mr. JTohnson was thus engaged in Tuaticorin, Deputy Superin-

~ tendeut Mr. Doraiswaii Pillai ( - 30) with his party reached Ottappidaram on ‘the night of
. 19th June 1911, found Madaswaiui Pillai had holted; sealed his housé anid scarched it mext .

moruing in tho presence of the Ottappidaram Sub-Magistrate Mr. Raghavachari (BW. 82).
Soeveral letters, hooks and pamphlets and photios were seized. Some of these letters were written
- by Somasundaram (P'W. 12), some by Harthara Aiyar (7th aceused), and some by Shunmugam
_ Pillat of Tuticorin. ere was also referénce to Vanchi Aiyar (assassin) in, one of the latbers.
_ wribten -by Harihara Aiyar (Tth aceused). They showed the extraordimary degree of intimacy
befiween perdons so.widely separated by caste, occupation and residence. A copy of endly
~word o Aryans” was seizéd from his tin box kept in the shop of Ramalingam Pillai (P-W- 33).
-+ 22 OQonsequent on information obtained from the records seized in S Madaswami’s (abscond-
- ing accused) house, Deputy Superintendent Mr. Doraiswami Pillai proceeded to Luticorin, arrested
‘Somasundaram Pillai (P.W. 12) ou the night of 20th June 1911, sealed his honss that night aud
‘searched it next morning (21st June 1911). Nothiug of importance was found in the house.

* 93 My Johnson on 21st June 1911 learnt that Somasundaram Pillai (P.W.12) bad been

- arrested and kept in the police station at Tuticorin. He directed Inspector Viraraghava . Aiyar to

_ question Somasundaram and flud dub if he knew anything in the mafter. - Inspestor Viraraghava

- Aiyar recorded Somasundaram’s statement. Somasundaram corroborated Armugam and carried

* the history of the society to within a fow months of the murder. He spoke to his having met |
Vanchi Aliyar (assassin) in 3. Madaswami’e (absconding accused) house in Oftappidaram in the:
month of March 1911 when Vanchi swore an oath to murder Mr. Ashe for, ascording to. Vanchi,
Mr. Ashe was respousible for the convietion of Chidambaram Pillai and Subramania Siva and the

_ ritin of the Swadeshi Steam Navigation Company. The statement of Somastndaram thus con

nected the murder with the seoret society organized by lst de h =

V' 94 As aresult of the statements of Armugam'and Somasundaram the. of Muthuswami
Pillai aligs Muthukamaraswami  Pillai (4th accused) and Suppiah Pillai afias Subramania Pillai
(5bh accused) were searchod on 22ud June 1911, * T'wo issues of Diaarmam paper were seized from!
the house of the former and nothing from’ that of the latfer. The seareh was conducted by
Inspector Viraraghava Aiyar and Doraiswami Mudaliyar in the presence of M. Ramaswami Pillai,
Sub-Magistratelof Tuticorin, and Mr. Johnson. = ;Fuurch; gmd 8th accused were thereupon arrested.;
/ 25. Mr. Johnson left Tuticorin on the afternaon of 22nd June 1911 with his party and came

into Tinvevelly at about 4-30 ».x. that day. - Apmugam who was under police protection from
20th June 1911, Somasundaram who rrested on the night of 20th June 1911, and}4th ard 5th
accused were brought into Linnevelly from Tuticorin togethor with the correspondence etc., seized

‘af the searches at ‘laticorin and Ottappidaram. The party that went to Shencottal also returmed

~ on22nd June 1911 . B e L T

~ 26 Mr. Hamilton, who happened to be on the platform of fhe Tinnevelly Bridge railway

station, was the firsh to meet the pa Inspector Viraraghava Alyar produesd Armugam before

M Hamil‘bon' and told him that had made a statement to him. Under the orders of thée
o R S et 1471 Judl.—s
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i iminal Investigation Department ‘and Railways, Mr.
DHQPHFI{Q pee EM:G:::::lrdn }L:’ullqe,‘_ g-:::] nz g ,gbnt. it w:; not, completed that day as
é Armuga: said he felt very much tired and wanted west.  Armugam repeated his request for
protection to Mr. Thomas, which was granted. e e . b i
ile the ¢ artics were thus engaged in the Hast Coast, the party working in
Shenﬂéh?ﬂl:cﬁgg o: goﬁ?r}iune 1911 the ho\lg;;cof Vembu Aiyar and Pichumani Aiyar (10th
and 14th accused) and that of Alagappa Pillai (12th accused). N;o‘thmg very useful was seized
except a diary of Alagappa Pillai (12th accused) for the year 1910. Theentries in t,besdxary showed
that he was a man of extreme views. These three accused were found ahsept. qb—[_nspe‘ctor
0. 1389 (P.W. 41) searched the honse of 10th and l4th accused and Railway Police Sub-
En'pealor Narayanaswami Aiyar (P.W. 42) that of the [Zth accused. L
28, On information furnished by Tiunevelly I}upec?or Subramamn, ‘]?1lla1 a}gopt the exact
whereabonts of the 10th and F4th accused, the Tanjore Town I.uspector I'. Seshagiri Rao (P.W.
40) was directed on 20th June 1911 by wire fo search and seize all correspondence from one
Ganapathi Aiyar’s hotel near railway station, Tanjore, where lOth_ acculsed was employedﬂ. s
was accordingly searched on 21st June 1911 and two letbar§ ‘of minor importance were selzet?.
They showed that 7th and 10th accused were good friends. ‘I'enth accused was not arrested until

~ . 3rd July 1911, when he was arrosted under Deputy Inspector-General’s orders and brought down to

i Iy on 5th July 1911.  As recards the 14th accused, who was ascertained m? have been
grsz;Zdyufghe time in'one K. Subbier’shotel in Madura, District Superintendent u:f Police, Ma.d!lm,
was re‘qlmawd on 20th June 1911 to search the hotel where he was em pln_)'cd_, seize all suspicious
correspondence and arrest him, if necessary.  'he Madora Town Iulspector, in_the absence 9{ ‘the
District Superintendent of Police, Madura, searched the hotel, scuud{ certain papers which he
thought would be af use for the case and arrested_the [4“: qccused on 21st June 1911 as the des-
eription given in the reward notice more or less tallied with him. Fourteenth acensed was _brougl.:t
to Tinnevelly on 22nd June 1911. He deuied all knowledge of the offeuce nud. :tateq thaF he (:hd
not know Vanchi Aiyar which statement was absolutely false. He was put upin an 1dent!ﬁc;\tmn

rade on the next day (23rd Jiuue 1911) and the two sous of the stationmaster did not identify

im as the assassin’s accomplice, :

29. Inspector Balakrisha Menon was directed to make enquiries ahout Alagappa Pillat (12th
acoused) and he sugoeeded in arresting hiin ou 24th Juue 1941 night while lurking in a tope near

Vadagarai. . i

30. Ou 20th Juone 1911, Tnspector Subramania Pillai of Tinnevally, Prosecuting Inspector -
Rajagopalachari, Tenkasi Inspector Ramachandra Aiyar and their party went to Punalur,
searched the house of Znd accused Sankarakrishnan’s” father-in-law and caused 8th accused
to be arrested by the Punalur police. On information obtained from Raghupathi Aiyar
(P.W. 46), assassin’s father, that 2ud accused Sankarakrishuan was a good friend of his son,
head constables Nos. 535 and 636 were sent on 20th June 1911 to Krishuapuram to scarch the
honse of Sankarakrishnan and arrest him. His house was accordingly searched and he was
arrested on 21st June 1911, Nothing useful was seized in the house search. He was bronght -
down to Tinnevelly on the afternoon of 23rd June 1911.

31. On 23rd June 1911 Mr. Hamilton completed the statement of Armugam and recorded
the stafement of Somasundaram (P.W. 12). They were placed hefore Mr. Cox, Joint Magistrate
of Tuticorin. Armugam’s statement was recorded on 24th June 1911 and that of Somasundaram on
25th June 1911. The latter was recallod and further examined on 26th June 1911. Armugam
continued to be under polics protection till 7th July 1911, when ho was jarrested under the
District Magistrate’s orders, Ho was in custody till 2dth July 1911, when pardon was tendersd
to him, and on the same being accepted by him he was released on bail. SBomasundaram continued
to be on remaud till 3rd July 1911. On 27th June 1911 an application was made by me to
the District Magistrate to tender pardon to Somasundaram. The District Magistrate granted
suuredcou that very day. Mr. Tampoe, Sub-Divisional first-class Magistrate, Tiunevelly, who was

irected by the District Magistrate to teuder pardon, tendered it on 30th J une 1911.  Somasun-
daram accepted it and his stat was ded that day by Mr. Tampoe. He applied to Mr.
‘Tampoe for his release on bail and he was accordingly released on 8rd July 1911. He too
:pplie(i to the Depu:yalnspeetor-Geneml for police protection, which was likowise granted. These
Wo—, an d ti ¢

z continued to be under police protection till th tior
wua closed before the Special Beuch, Madras. 4 b e

32. Inspector Balakrishna Menon of the Criminal In tigation Department, who ded
4o Shencottah by the evening irain on 18th June 1911, obtained information that one Kutnalingam
Pillai of Shencottah had received a telegram purporting to have been sent by Arunachalam Pillai
(11th accused) from Caleatta. Kuthalingam Pillai, when questioned, produced the telegram. It
was dated 19th June 1911 and purported to_have been from Arunachalam Pillai (11th accused),
191, Bow Bazaar, Calcutta. Kauthalingam Pillai, a close relation of the 11th accused, was not
‘aware of the 11th acoused having gons to Caleutta and did ot know why he went there. This
roused the suspicions of the Inapector. There were other oircamstances against the 11th accused.
He was yoen in Tinnevelly a few days before the The Commissi of Police,
Onhmth,; was therenpon requested on 21st June 1911 by wire to arrest the 11th accused and
search his correspondence. Eleventh accusei’s belongings were searched on 23rd June 191}
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and be was arrested that day by the Calcutta police (P.W. 26) and brought to Tinnevelly
on 20th June 1911. He was identified at an identification parade beld oun 14th July 1911

* by Mr. Tampoe, Sub-Divisional first-class Magistrate, Tinuevelly, by oue Gnanamuthu, Bia., L.1., -
Lecturer, Calicut” College (P.W. 86), as baving been seen by him on the Maniyachi railway
station platform a few minutes befors the:occurrence. If this were true, he %ould not have
been in Caleubta on the 19th evening according to the telegram to Kuthalingam Pillai. His
diary for 1911, which was seized withseveral other things at the Calontta search, showed
that he had au elaborate defence. His defence was that he left Shencottah on the 12th June
1911, reached Tinuevelly that afternoon, stézed there on 13 and 14th idem, obtained certifi-
cates of good character from Mr. S. Purnalingam Pillai, Principal of the Camasis College,
Tivnevelly, and from Rev. Mr. Devasahayam-of tho C.M.S. College; Tiunevelly (P.W. 62),

iised a loan of Rs. 50 on 14th June 1901:from one Narayana Pillai of Tinnevelly on
pledge of ‘gold jewels through his uucle Somasundadam Pillai of Tinnevelly, left Tinnevelly by the
9-30 a.x. on 15th June 1911 for Madras, reached”Madras the next morning (16th June 1911),
stayed in the house of Mr. Anavaratha Vinayagam Pillai of the Christian College (P.W. 67),
wired fo his uncle at Tinnevelly for money, received telegraphic money order on 17th June 1911
noon, left Madras by the Calcutta mail on 17th June 1911, reached Calcutta on 19th June 1911
aud got himself admitted in the National Medical College, Caloutta, that very day. This defence ¢
was carefully sifted by Mr. Cardozo and found to be well established. Thers was other evideuce
in the case that he was one of the conspirators. This will be referred to later on. E

33. On information furnished by Muthuswami Aiyar of. Aravankulam referred to in paragraph
12 supra, a steel bricf lag which the assassin had left behind in 1.V.B.S. Bauk at Vira-
xaghayapuram before he took the traiu at Linuevelly Bridge station on 17th June 1911 was
recovered in Karungulam about 15 miles off from ‘Linnevelly through one Visvanatha Aiyar,
The brief bag was shown to the assassin’s father and brother. They identified it as that of the
assassin,” I'his established beyond doubt the identity of the murderer. According to Muthuswami

= Aiyar'the assassin visited the I'V.8.S. Bank and went to the house of a prostitute by name
Thayee (P.W. 72) in 'l'innevelly on the day previous-to the date of the murder. The latter was
traced by Sub-Inspoctor No. 1347 of ''iunevelly distriot on 20tly June 1911 and questioned. She
spoke to Muthuswami Aiyar (referred to above) and two Brahmauns whom she could identify
having visited her house on the evening of Kriday (16th Juno 1911) pripr to the date of occar-
rence. L had her statement recorded under section 164, Criminal Procedure Code, by the Station-
ary Sub-Magistrate, Tinuevelly. She identified the man in the murderer’s photo as one of the two
Brahmaus aud pointed out on 27th June 1911 atan identifieation parade 2nd accused Saukara-
krishnan in the presence of the Stationary Sub-Magistrate, Tinuevelly, as the other Brabman who
accompanied the murderer and Muthuswami Aiyar. The clerk in the I'V.8.8. Bauk, Vira-
raghavapuram, Sankaravarayauna Aiyar (P.W. 71), was traced on 27th June 1911 by the Tinnevel] £
Inspector. He spoke to the visits of the murderer whow he .hud knowu before and Muthuswami
Aiyar to his bauk before the date of muarder. It must be said that ngia L_iuchuswnzm’ Aiyar was
put up in an ideutification parade on 2Ist Juufl'lgl 1, but he was not identified as the murderer’s
accomplice Ly the two sous of the stationmaster. 5 : -

34. Second accused Sankarakrishuan, who was brought down to Tinuevelly on 23rd June 1911,
was identificd on 26th June 1911 atanidentification parads in the presence of the Stationary Sub-
Magistrate, Tiunevelly, by the two sons of the stationmaster as the accomplice.

Z==ie 35. Mr. George, Superiutendent of Police, Travancore, came info Tinnevelly on 22nd June

~ <3911 at the request of the Deputy Inspcetor-General of Police, Criminal InvAeaLigatiou Depmitmeut.
and Railways. - He was put in possession of the facts of the case and desired to collect evidence
in ‘Iravancore side about the Shencottah side accused, Inspector Balakrishna Menon of the
Crim®nal luvestigation Department and Sub-Inspector P. T, Kannan were t:leputcd to work under
him in conjunction with the Travancore police. On 25th June 1911 this party ea@mbpd.ma =
house of Dbarmaraja Aiyar referred to in paragraph 15 in the presence of Sm.humaﬁhav_a Aiyar -
(P.W. 55) and two others. —Nothing was seized. Bgt on 28th June 1911 he took corrosive subli-
mate and began to purge and vomit. The Sub-Magistrate of Shencottah, Mr. Parameswara Aiyar,
gotb info_x;mat_ion'about it from one Mr. Sankaranarayana Aiyar (P.W. 5.6}, a relation pf Dharma-
raja Aiyar, forthwith proceeded to his house, took him to the local bospital and got him admitted
as an in-patient. But he (Dbharmaraja Aiyar) was discharged the next day. He, howcver, conti-
nued to be an out-patient till 20th July 1911 when he died ou account of the poison:he had taken
on 28th June 1911. This Dharmaraja Alyar was the best friend of Vanchi Aiyar and Haribara-
Aiyar. It was he who remistad telegraphic money orders and ordinary money orders for large
‘Sums of money on behalf of the 7th acoused to Nilakauta Brahmachari - (1st accused) between
September 1910 and November 1810. %ﬁ was practically the founder of\'.he_Bl;(néa:ha Matha
Association in Shencottah, of which Vanechi Aiyar (assassin), Jaganna(] aﬁyapgu h aceused),
Havibara Aiyar (7th accused), Pichumani Aiyar. (14th accused) and Venkatarama Aiyar (P.W.
29) Were members. The objects of this association were the encouragement of swadeshi goods |
in addition “to the reading of papers obtained from Pondicherry. Mestings were held in E
. Dharmaraja Aiyar’s house. There they read the paper Indiz and talked shott swadeshi matters
that no Eugh‘ah goods should be purchased and that goods manufactured by Indians only should
be used. 'T'his association eventually developed into a secret society. Though there was mothing

. dllegal inits avowed objects, the unfortunate impression”that Swadeshi will be crushed as at |
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i n B b nsible for it will meet Chidambaram Pillai’s fate is the only
: _Tnﬁ‘leon‘r} Bq?c‘vrht?:;e e re:)g(i,ug converted into a secret society. Ahmost all the members of
i :Efs association eventually hecame members of the secrot society orgaqiz.vadv})y‘ 1t accused Nilakanta
. Brahmachari. It was in the Dbarmaraja Alyar’shouse that swo meetilgs were “}?/eld in the month
Faot Augusthlme hefore Avanpiavittam (19th or 20th August 19{0)‘,. ab hlc;x. 1st accnsed
Nilakanta Brahmachari presided and most of the Shencottah side acciised were present. Dharma-
rajn Aivar attended the oath-taking meebing at Punalur in Al_lgusb 1910 _a'u‘d Fhe w0 meetings in
! Olijthra'i (April—May 1911) in_the housvs of 1lth and 12th acpused. There was evidence of
Ramasubbier, Annavi alias Sankaranarayana 'Ai_va.r and Saukarz{ Aiyar (P.Wa 52, :)3_ aud 5.;)
collectad by Mr. George and [uspector Balakrishna Menon thal it was _Dl'mrmara}a xlily_:‘u- wpg_
 caused copies of the higbly seditions pamphlet “ Au oath to enfer into-Abhi Nava B}lmrama_,aamaj :
“!to be distributed in Shencottah just a week prior to the date of’ n_n}rder. ,[_t vs(l!l thus'be seen
' that Dharmaraja Aiyar was an importaut member of the secret sum-e'f._y. : His friends had been
| arrested. He knew thab evidence agaiust him was overwhelming. Lo prevent all disgrace he :
* committed suicide.  ° : : =
s “36.-Among the ‘papers seized from the house of‘ the assassin Vauehl 'Aiyar Athere was a
. felecram to the 9th acoused Desikachari.  On further quqrmfﬁt}ou th_aﬁ the sa}d Desikachari was
7 égenniu the company of the Ist accused ab the time of his visit to Punalur in August 1910, hl?
: house in Punalur was searched and he was arrested on 1st July 1911, According to Ramaswami
Aiyar (P.W. 16), abont whom reference will be made later on, 9th accused was present ab the
Punalur cath-taking meeting and took the oath.  There was no other oral evidence aud no
'd&ouméntm-y -evidence ineriminatiug him. : 5 e i
: 37. Enquiries were made in Tinnevelly’ by the Tinnevelly Inspecto‘r_ about Tst aceused
- Nilakanta Brahmachari bu to no avail.  He'had'gone away. to Benares. From Benares he wont
“ o Calcuta and surrendered himself before the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Caloutta, and made
. astatement to him. He was arrested ou 7th July 1911 by the Caloulta police (P;w._‘ﬁB,\ and his
 belongings scarched. ~Awmoug the papers seized there was one paper in which he admifted thab he
- was at one time ananarchist. He was brought down to Tinnevelly on .]!th July 19110 He pnde &
voluntary statement on 1xth July 1911 before Mr. Tampoe, Sub-Divisional ﬁmt—c]auu_Magxsﬁr§le‘,,
‘linnevelly. and another on 14th- July 1911 before thg very samie magistrate. He admitted haﬂn_g,
formed societios in Penkasi and ‘l'uticorin, having with others undortaken 1?y an oath to d(:.‘vqie his.
life and property fo the country, to his haviug offersd pwjuh to mother Kali, to having written the
conditions of their yow on a piece of paper and to his ‘having put thumb-marks on- that paper in
blood,  The first statement, the one made on 12th July 1911, purported to give an account of his:
life since 1903 up to the time of his arresf. He made no reference whatsoever to the Punalur
oath-taking meeting. ven befure: he made the first statement evidence of one Sivagaminatha.
Pillai of Shencottah and of oue Rama Rao of Courtallam was secured, the former by Inspector
Balakrishna Menon and the latter by Tenkasi Tuspector Ramachandra Aiyar, I'kese spoke to 1st
accused Nilakanta Brahmachari’s stay in their houses in Sheucottah aud Courtallam in July and
August 1910, and the former in particular to the secret interviews graited by him at his houss to-
Vanchi - Aiyar (assassin), Dharmaraja Aiyar (the man who committed: suicide), Avunachalam
- Pillai (11th acoused) and Alagappa Pillai (12th accused). Second aceused Sancaralishnan stayed
with the 1st accused all the five days he remained in Sivagaminatha Pillai’s house. At Cobrtallam
where st accused stayed in Rama Rao’s bungalow; he was visited by 2nd acoused Saukara—
krishnan, 8rd accused Chidambaram Pillai and 1Ith aceused Arupachalam Pillai whom he

(Rawa Rao) had kiown before and. by 5ih accused SBuppiah Pillai whoin he saw for the first
- time then. =i s :

88. In consequence of the information furnished by approver Armngam Pillai, Tnspector:
Jagadesa Aiyar was directed by me to proceed toluticorin and collecs evidence to corrdhorate
Armugam’s statement. He went to Duticorin on 7th July 1911 and collécted the evidence of
Omaiyorabagam Pillai (P.W. 8), Pothikannu Pillai (P.W. 9) and Chidambaram Pillai (P.W. 10).

It was in the upstair portion of the house in which P.W. 10 was employed as a gumastah
~under a rico merchant that lst accused stayed for about a week in July 1910. This upstair

“ portion was eugaged by Armugam (P.W. 6) at the request of 2nd aceused Sankarakrishnan,
who came in advance to intimate the coming of the lst acoused to Tuticorin to form societics
_similar to the one formed at Tenkasi. These three Witnessés stated that 1st acoused visited
“Tuticorin and stayed with the 2nd accused in that house. . P.W. 8 and P.W. g were both taken
to visit 1st-accused by Armugam (P.W. 6) as he (Armugam) hoped to enlist them as members,
but 1st accased did not approve them., PW. 8 visited 1st -acoused twice and on the second
oveasion he stayed in the house till late in the night whon he: was asked to go away by st

. accused. . When he left, thers were there Ist acoused, 2nd acoused, 4th accused, 5th accused aud
absconding aceused Madaswami and the two approvers Armugam and Somasandaram. - Lt was on.

- that night thie above persons formed themselves into a society aud took the oath. Iuspector
“Jagadesa Aiyar soeured the evidence of one A. Armugam Pillai of 'Luticorin who stated that the
 13th accused in this case (one of those who took the oath at the "Penkasi meeting) brought copies
“of books called Arilorupangu and Hanavu to Tuticorin for sale about September 1910, that he
/gave him a few copies and that he (A, Armugam) returned them the mext day to approver

. ‘Armogam Pillai as desired by the 13th accused. He further secured, thé evidence of ong:

_ Armogam Chetti (P.W. 7), under whom Armugam was employed in April 1910, to show that he:
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Ramachandra Aiyar that of Karuppaswami Pillai of Kadayanallur to prove that of 2ud accused.
Mr, George, Superintendent of Police, Iravancore, examined Mr. Padmanabha Pillai, Forest”
Ranger, Punalur, aud he proved the English handwriting of the assassin Varchi Aiyar. Mr. I
Jey Singh examined Mr. Logauatha Mudaliyar of the Guardian Press, Madras, aud he proved

the Buglish handwriting of the lst accused.. E > :
46. Vanchi Aiyar was at the time of -occurrence a forest guard “of the I'ravancore State at

Punalur.  His service register was gone through by Mr. George, Superintendent of Police,
"Lravaucore. In January 1911 Vanchi Aiyar went on one month’s leave and in February applicd
for an extension. Mr. Fadmanabha Pillai, Forest Officer of Puanalur, produced bis leave applica-
tion. The registered cover in which they were sentenclosed bore the date stamp of Pondicherry
3rd February 1911. Mr. Paupa Rao Nayudn, Deputy Superintendent of Police, Simla, was
directed by the Depuby Inspector-General to make enguirivs ju/Pondicherry and find out all about
assassin's movements there. He sccured the-evidence of one M, K. Srinivasa Aiyangar, lead
Clerk of the British Post Office at Pondicherry (P.W. 4). He was shown the phoio of the
in. He ideutified him as the man whom he ‘had seen in the house of V. V. S. Aiyarin
- Pondicherry and moving with him intimately in the month of April 1911 for ahout twenty days.
This cvidence connected Vanchi Aiyar (assassin) with the anarchist party at Poudicherry. This
witness had-also known Nilakautain (1st aceused).  He had often seen hin in the company of the
extremists in Pondicherry. He was sen for from Pondicherry and his stat t recorded under
section 164, Indian Penal Code, on 19th July 1911 by the District Magistrate of Tinnevelly.

47. Tenkasi Inspector Ramachandra Aiyar collected the evidence of Sama Rao (P-W. 69) on
30th June 1911 aud Sankaranaragaia Pillai (B.W. 70), both of Tenkasi- T'he former spoke to
his having met the assassin Vauchi Aiyar in the house of a relation wof his (Vanchi Aiyar) at
"Lenkasi on the night of 12th June 1911 and to 8rd accuséd having come there and {aken the assassin
away. He saw them again the next day (13th June 1911) travelling in the train to "linnevelly.
The latter is a jutka driver at Tenkasi.  On 12th June 19113rd - accused engaged his jutka for
Courtallam and he drove with Vanchi Aiyar and another to Courtallam falls and back to Tenkasi.
"Third accused paid the jutka hire. I had the statements of these two recorded by the L'enkasi
Magistrate Mr. Chandrasekara Aiyar on 5th July 1911. This Inspector further secured the
evidence of Ramakrishna Pillai of Kadayanallur, ] ishnapuram, which showed that he had seen
2nd accused whom he had known before in Pondicherry in August 1909.

48. There is one more incident which needs mention in connection with this case, and that is |

the suicide of one Venkateswara Aiyar, a Criminal Court Vakil practising in Puualur. On 5th |

August 1911 Mr. George had information that this vakil knew something in connection with this

conspiracy. He seut word to him with a view to examine him and record his statement. ' The |

vakil, without appearing before Mr. George, committed suicide by cutting his throat with a knife.

‘While he had consciousness he wrote o a piece of paperin the presence of Mr. Raman Tampi, |
Sub-Magistrate of Punalur (P.W. 59), and Mr Nilakantam Pillai, Sub-Assistant Surgeon in charge

of the Punalur (P.W. 62) Hospital, that he aitended the mueting just as others did and that he
too should be taken as a witness. ‘The evidence abous this incideut ‘was let in to Pprove the
existence of a couspiracy in Punalur.. = . 3
49. Mr. Johnson, Assistant Superinteudent of Police, Tubicorin, was for a time engaged in
searching for the abscouding accused Madaswami Pillai. Ashe could not be found, proclawatiou
and distress warrants were applied for and his moveables and immoveables were attached. He is
still abseording, e - -
e
~ colleeted till then, to place all facts before Government and take orders. The Governmeut then
directed action to be taken under section 121-A, Indian Penal Code, and empowered on 8th July
1911 Mr. P. B. Thomas, Deputy Inspector-General of Poliee, under section 196, Criminal Proce-

5 50% Towards the end of Jﬁhe 1911 Mr. Cardozo went to. Ootm«miinﬂ, with the ev,i'&enoé |

dure Code, to prefer. a complaint under ‘section 121-A, Indian Peval Code, against the accused |

specified in the order. It further directed the trial of the accused under the provisions of the
Indian Criminal Law Amendment Act X1V of 1908. Under the orders.of the Deputy Inspector-
General of Police I put in a complaint before the District Magistrate, but this was considered
by the 1 1 for the prat ion irregular, A fresh complaint was therefore preferrod

oTD ] = .
by the Deputy Iuspector-General himself on 1st August 1911 against all the accused except the -

Ldth and anosher ou 5th August 1911 against the 14th accused oulv. On 18th August 1911,
Llaid two charge sheets beforo the Sub- Divisional first-class Magistrate, Tinnevelly, Mr. Lam poe, aile
nunder sections 302and: 109, [ndian Penal Code, against all the accused and Madaswami (absconding
.acouged) and the other under sections 302 and 114, Indian Penal Code, against 2nd accusea
Sankarakrishnan only# The preliminary enquiry ed on the very day on which the charge
sheets were suhmitted, viz, 18th August 1911 aud coueluded on 50th August 1911 when
all the accused were committed to take. lE:ir'hinl before the High Conrt of Madras. I'he investi-

gation and committal lasted until the end of August. during practically the whole of whick peviod, |

My. P.B. Thomas remained in supervision of it at ‘I'iunevelly. I have in the body of this report

referred in the appropriate places to the work done by each Gazetted officer, as woll as that done -

by the subordinate police 1s—Crimipal Tuvestigation Department and District,

51, The trial in the High Court commenced on 11th September 1911 and came to a close -

* oni 2ud February 1912 aftir 80 aithiugyl attended the High Court dwing fhe whole period
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