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ELEC 10N COMMINSION, INDIA
NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 3rd June, 1964

5.0. 2069-A,—In pursuance of the provisions of sub-section (1) of scction 86 of the
Representation of the People Act, 1951, the Fiection Commission heilby publishes a copy
ol the Election Petition No 13 of 1964, presentsd to the « ommission on the 29th May,
1964 under section 81 ot the said “cf, by She & Velayuoha Nair, son ol kesava Nar,
17, Goods Shed Streot, Madurar Town, Bladwiar Distacy, calling 10 question the election
t0 the House of the People from the Acuppublotiar comslituency ol that House of
Shri R. Kasinatha Dura, son of Muthuramulinga Scthupathy, alies Rajarajeswara Sethupathy,
“T'ank View" Ramanathapuram, Madras Stale

BEFORE THE ELECTION COMMISSION, NEW DELHI
ErecrioN Prirrion WNa. 13 o1 1964

Between
St K. Veolayudha Nawr—Pentiones.
and

(1) S11 R. Kasinatha Durai, (2) Sr1 . [akshmana Subbarajalu and (3) Sri 8. S.
Karuppasami—Respondents.

Petition under sections 81 (o 84 and 10 and 101 of the Representation of the
People 1.1, 1961

1 Address of the petittoner—S8ri K. Velayudha Nair, son of Kesava Nawrr, Hindu,
Advocate, aged about 50 years and residing at 17 Goods Shed Sticet, Maduiai Town,
Madurni district, Madras State.

The address for service of all processes, etc., on the petitioner is as stated above.

2. Address of the respondents.—(1) Sri R Kasinatha Durai, son of Muthuramalinga
Sethupathy allas Rajarajeswara Sethupathy, H.ndu aped abont S0 years, Landlord, “Tank
View"”, Ramanathapuram, Madras State,

(2) Lakshmana Subbarajulu, son of Govindasimy Naidu Hindu, Homoeopathy Doctor
aged about 32 years. Palayampattl Post, Aruppukkottai taluk, Ramanathapuram district,
Madras State.
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(3) 5 8 ikuaruppusamy, son of Sankaralingam, apged avout 45 ycurs, Merchant, Post
Bux No. 7, Algppushutiar Pos, Kamanuthupuram district, Madras Slate.

Address lor service o1 all processes, etc.,, on the respondents is as stated above.

3. Consequent vn the demse of 5n U, Muthuramaninga  1hevar, there was a Bye-
Liecuon w the mouse ol the reople from the Aruppukkottal Parliamentary Constituency
n Ramanathaptram distret 1o e otute ol Madras,  Nine candidates filed thewr nominatons.
Five ol them withdrew then nonngaaons, betore the ume stlowed and the remuimng tfour,
who are the peitioper and the respondents, contested the election.

4. The poll lor the election was on 15th April, 1964. T1he result of the election was
declared on 18th Aprl, 1404 as underi——

1. First respondent .. ‘. .. 1,38.358 votes.
2. Petitioner .. .. .. 1,310,281 votes.
3. Second respondent . .. .. 9,348 votcs.
4. 'Lhird respondent . .. .. 3,952 voies.

Consequent on L, the returming otiicer declared  the first respondent us haviog been
returned s o Mo ot ol Farhaent from the Aruppukhotiar Parnamentary Constitiengy.

5. 'The petittoaer suviii. that Lhe Rrst respondent belongs to the custe and community
of Mubkkuluthors ot wivan Agambadhars, Maravars and Kallars ure members. His elder
Lbrother, the Raja of Ramaiathapdram, 15 a siting member oi the Madras  Legislative
Asscmbly.  1ls clectonr ageal was his som-in-law.  ‘The urst respondent conlested the
clecuon vn Longiess tichet.

6. 'Lhe pettioner submuis thot during his eclection campaign the fst respondent, his
agents and other persons with the conseat of the dirst 1espondent and his clection agent
had declaed o carty on o osystemabe appeal o the voters throughout the constituency to
vote tor the inst respondent on the ground obf Iis caste and commumty, viz., Thevar and
region from which he cliims and the language which he spoke. viz., a Tamilian and to
retrain {rom voting for the petitioner on the sround of bis custe, community, region and
languuge, viz., “a Malayalee Nair™.

7. Pursuant o the above design the first respondent, his agents, persons belonging to
the Congress parly and severu) other persons ull of them eiwther with the consent und the
conmvance of the tust respondent carned out wide and extensive propaganda, by addressing
several meetings i the constituency.  in all thewe meetings the respondent, his eider brother,
Ruja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy, a sitting Member of the Lepislative Assembly,
Madras und an inlluentizt  member of the Marava community, several leaders of the
Congress parly #nd oluers spoke cxhorting the voters, majority of whom belonged to the
Mukkunlathor commumty to vote for the first respondent on the ground that the latter
came from the same Mubkulathor commuanity, that the first 1ospondent was a Tamilian,
who huled from the Tumul Nad and spole the same language, viz., Tamil as the voters.
The speakers also made systematic appeul to the voters to refrain from voting to the
petitioner on the giound of his being a Malayalee Nair meaning thereby that he belonged
to o different coste, came from o different region and spoke a different language; more
s0, for a seat vacated by U. Muthuramalinga Thevar whom the Mukkulathors worshipped
as God.

8. The petitioner gives below some of the instances when appeal to the voters was made
on grounds of caste, rcgion and language, with such particulars thereof as the petitioner
is able to pather. The petitioner craves leave of this Tribunal to permit thc petitioner to
rive further instances and turnish further particulars thercof if and when he is able to
obtain them.

(a) On 5th Apri), 1964, the elder brother of the first respondent, Raja Shanmugha
ingswarn Scthupathy, M.ie.a. (Madras State). went to a number of villages, Eruvady.
sikkal, Gthampadal, Vallakulam, Odaikulam and other places in Mudukulathur talok. He
wasn accompanicd by the f{irst respondent and the local Congress leader Sri Balakrishnan, In
Al these places Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy, M.L.a., the first respondent, Sri
Balakrishnan and other speakers addressed lurpe gatherings of voters. In thg course of
his speeches, Raja Shunmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy, the flrst respondent and other
speakers muinly referred to the petitioner as a Malayalce Nair, and said .that for the seat
in Parhament vacuted by the death of U. Muthuramalinga Thevar, a great leader of
Maravurs— -only a person belonging to the Maravar community should be elected. A Nair
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from Keralu should not be supported.  Lhey ¢ahorted the volers not to vote [or o Malayalee
Nuir (meaning thereby (he peuvouct y whicn otherwise would mean an atlempt Lo betray
and ruin the Maravars.

(h) 1n Odaibulam village on the same date (iel), 3th April, 1964, a4 public meeling
which w.., very largely attended 10 was held ot aboul 900 pan. Raja Shanmughs Rujeswara
Sethupathy audressed this gatherng ol volers and spohe that he had great respect  and
devouon tor the late U. hiuthoremalinga thevar who was worshipped us a great leader
by the Maruvars., He powed the question as to who was the person 1o be c¢lected to the
seat in the Parbament vacaled by U Muthurumalinga ‘Thevar, and answered it himselt
by saying that it should be u person bolonging 1o the Maravar community like the first
respondent and not a4 Nair from Keeaia (meaning thereby the petitioner). He earnestly
appealed to the voters that it they think of supporting s Malayalee Nair it will be like
attempuog 1o betray and v the Maravars,  The first respondent who also addressed the
voters said thar his brother the Maharupn, who had always slood for the uplift  of the
Marawar Samugam, has spoken to them with reul and intense [celings und that they shoutd
all act in accordance with what he spohe to them.  He also relerred (o lale Muthuramalinga
Thevar as o jewel among Matavars and appealed to the voters that only a man of his com-
munity alonc should be supported amd elected to the seat vacuted by the Jeath of Muthu-
ramalinga Thevar. He alio spohe that they should not give their voles to the opposite
party candidate who is o “Nulr” (rom Keralr.  Any vote given to him will be an oct of
betrayal to the Thevar Samugan.

(c) On oth May, 1964, Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Scthupathy, M..a., accompanied
by his brother the lirst respondent,  Sri Balakrishnan and others visited the villages of
Thervazhi, Kahoor, Thiruvarungam oand addressed election mceetings. At 9-30 p.m. they
addressed o big meceting al Mudvbaluthur.  In all these places the speakers appealed to
he gatherings of voters only (o vote lor the first respondent belonging to the Maravar
community and not (o the petilioner  who is u Malayalee Nair from Kerala, All the
spenkers In their election campaign 1n lavour ol the lirst respondent and also the first
respondent used as a ground agamnst the petitioner that he is a Malayalee Nair and as
such is not it 1o occupy the sent in Pudiinent vacated by bri U. Muthuramalinga Thevar
who was worshipped as o leuder of the Maruvar community.

(d) In the Muodukulathar public mecting held at 9-30 p.m. on the same date (ie.),
oth April, 1964, Raja Shunmughy Ripjeswara Scthupathy addressed the voters who had
gathered 1m their thousands. He spohe (0 them that Sri Muthuramalinga Thevar was a
great leader whom all Muklulathors (Maravars, Ahambadiyars and Kallars) worshipped.
The seat left vacant by his deuth should be occupied only by a person belonging to his
Samugam. A Malayalee Nuir is standing os a candidute  1s he o [it person to be subs-
tituted in the place of Muthurumalinga Thevar wio was an undisputed  leader of the
Maravars? Another Malayalee, o Cinemia Stur (mewning Mr, M. (. Ramachandran) may
come lo Jo propaganda for him. Bul you must not be moved by such things. Are we asked
to pay our respects to a Malayulee Nair from kaalat I you support him, it will be a
betrayal  to  the  Mubkula Maokkal.  Afler Sethupathy's speech, the first respondent ulso
addressed the same gathering of voters. In 2 short speech he said that his elder brother
Maharaju (meaning Raja Shannmghn Rujeswara Sethupathy) has spoken everything clearly,
and ashed them w follow his wdvice.  He appealed (o the voters nol to vote 1o a Malayalec
Nair, but to gmve their full support only to him us he was a Maraya from Tamil Nad.

(e) On 7th April, 1964, Raju Shanmugha Rajeswara Scthupathy. the first respondent.
Sirubothu M. M Swamy, Romu Thewar amd K. M. D). Soundara Pandyan of Kamuthi
went to Mclub odumalur Nagoratharhurichi, Abiramam, Singapuliyapatty, Pappankulam and
Kamuthy in Mudukulathur taluk and did election propaganda work in Tavour of the first
respondent. In all these places they addressed gatherings of voters and also public meet-
ings. The main purport of the speeches made by Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy
and the first respondent in these places was that the Mukkulathor voters should only sup-
port the first respondent who is o Marava by caste and not a Malayalee Nair from
Karala. "That the person to oceupy the seat in Parliamenl vacated by late Muthuramalinga
Thevar should be a Muaravar by ecuste. A Nair from Kerala should nol be supported, in a
seat in the Parlinment vacated by the death of Muathuramalinga Thevar whom the
Mukkulathors worshippeil as a God. Who is this Malavalee Nair to conlest in this seat ?
Only a person of  the Makkulathor  Sumugam should  occupy  the  seat  vacated
by late Muthuramalinga  Thevar.  In Abiramam. the public meeting was held in
the cinema theatre at uboué 3-30 p.m. on 7th April, 1964. Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara
Sethupathy addressed the gothering of volers  He spoke to them that in the seat where
Muthuramalinga Thevar contested, are they to stppori o Malayalec Nair Irom Kerala?
In that seat only a  Marpvar  should contest and  us  such  his  brother the first
respondent who s u  Maravar  should alone be supported. Muthuramalinga Thevar
way the chiel of (he Muklulathor Mukkal (Maravar, Ahmbadiyars and Kallars). They
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worshipped him as their leader. Are th») fow w0 wira those hapds  with  whieh
they respectea ‘Lhevai  (meaning  fawe  Brt lahttealunga  Loever)  towaids
Maitayalee Nuagr  trom  Koraie (ecanmg the pouaoheiy. 3¢ would never ash  them
to betray and ruin the mithaoluihior sumuhaot by supporting o Ialayalee Nair.  The
audience consisted inusily oi Iierave volan.  «aneily he exhorted ihe audience not to
vote for a Maluyaice Natr of smerala, but o caSt every vere In savour of  his  brother
the first respoadent.  dr1 R, vl L. buuiskida Funuyael and Kaau Thevur also spoke.
They also relerred to the lacl tunt ie poduciiod 13 sCINe Mumayalee Nar from kerala
and as such does mob deseive amy sugpont Lo beean,  After tnese the first respondent
addressed the meciing ald Do Cuuadrova Wikl 4l iz ploviCUs speuhers lad spohen o Uhemi.
He saia that on his ochaif hi brother Puju bhanmugha Ryyeswara Sethupathy had told
them in detail or whut ali he wamted o wit inewr. He said he belonged to the Marava
Community ot which Sr1 Blaediaramanag.  ‘shoval was the fcausr, I wiil be a greae
mistfortune to the entire nvuksulaihor sounubur & o Mulayulee Mair from Kerala (meanmg
thereby the petitionier) i to OCCUPy 1o wedl vae e Ly Uair leader.  He appealesd to dic
voters not to vote iof Ui pebnong: oo e i o sroavalee Nk, but only o voie lor the
first respondent.

(f) At about 10-0U0 p.x. o 7ih pru iv6«, 2aja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy,
the first respondent und party audressea o very largely attended meeting ol voters at
Sayalkudy 1n front of the Pertah. lia the gatherwag the myjority belonged to Mukkulathors.
The Raja told the gutheiing that  held  great  respect towards late U. Muthuramalinga
Thevar whom Siukhulathors worshipped cven us dherr chief. 1hat man had passed away
aud the seat held by hin m the Pordiuent nud 1ahen svecani.  Who is to succeed in that
seat? Is he a Malayulee Nar from herala?  Are th: Mukhula Makkal to be reduced
to that stage ol depending on a Malayalee Nuir from Kerala? He asked the voters—

“Are the hands which resgecied Thevar to be {olded in homuge before a Malayalee”.

So far as the speukcr wuas concerned, he would never stoop down to betray and ruin
his community {(Mubhtulathors) in this mauancr. Galy a person from the Mukkolathor
Community should be supporied 6 occupy the seut lefi by Muthoromalinga Thevar. The
first respondent also uddressed this mecting, gie said thai on his behalf his elder brother
Maharaja Se.hupathy hed told them cversihing i <etail, aad 23l should follow his advice.
To preserve the greataess of lie Posumpon 'shevar (U hluihuramalinga Thevar) only &
person from his “Samuhom’ (Lo, Muaravar should occupy his seat and not a Nair from
Kerala. He appealed to the voters w give him ail support.

(g) On Yth April 1% ,«5 e ender bhother of the first respondent Raja Shanmugha
Rajeswara Scthupathy, s.i.a. (Mudrasy, went fo a number of viilages Kallapatty.
Nathathupatty, Kualingan: xldn.‘f‘:putty, B. Reddiapatty,  Sivasankupatty, Elayirampannat,
Othayal, 0. Mettuputty, Satier and other places. He was accompanied by the first res-
pondent and also Ly Sii ». V. Yeeeppe Marcher, Scecetary of  the District Congress Com-
mittee, Ramanathapurnm district, $n K. Derwraj. Chairman, Sattur Panchayat Union, Sri
M. A. C. Muthumanicham uand others. 'the main purper’i ol the speeches made by the
first ressondent’s brother was that, in the place of luze U. Muthuramalinga Thevar, a per-
son whom the Nukhulathors wownbippew, o olalayice Tiur of heraia State  (meaning
thereby the petitioner) connot be substituced and that atiermapt would amount to betraying
and throwing the Mukkult Makkal (commuaity of Muaravars, Ahambadiyars and Kallars)
into a deep abyss and ke the speakier would not be party to it. According to the speaker
it is not proper for his “Samuham’ (Lhevars) te depend upon a Nair when a chief was
necessary for his “Samuham™. In afl weese pluces, the first respondent also spoke. He
appealed to the voters to follow whut his elder brother, the R“]a, Shanmugha Rajeswara
Sethupathy had spohen to them on his behalf and to give him all support.

(h) The meeting ot Kollaoatty took plice at about 1U-60 4 M. on 9th April 1964. In
this meeting Sri S. V. Yeerappa Neicher, Secretary cb the IDistrict Congress Committee,
Ramanathapuram district. Srf K. AL Co Muthumaniclen, Raju Shanmugha Rajeswara
Sethupathy. M. L. A, fird sospomdere cad o few ofis add}‘f;szed the gathering. All
these speakers referred to UL et [;1 £only @ periun 1“&]0ngm.3 to_ the Maravar C_om—
munity spould be supputted sod clecind i he ptae vecoind by Be Sri Ul Muthucomalioga

Thevar. whe was a jewel amoeny Maravars aad resey o Weir from Malaylam.  Particularly,
Raja Shunmught Rajeswara Scilmmathy spohe in deioit ond wrpealed to the “voters that
the late Sri U, Maothuranalinen Thevar was o graot leder waor b sped by all the Mukku-
lathors and that only o person from 1}1( Mutkulothor Samvham should occupy the seat
in the Parliament left varart v his Jeath. A uJLLVIL,', Nair from Kerala State should
pot be allowed to ocenpy thi- w2 . ‘'t he would uot be 2 party to betray the entire
Mukkulathor Sumuham snd to tuin wwem by eflewing a N!a!:)j”il?e Nair to be elected.
The last speaker was the first respondent who reniinded the gathering to carefully follow
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what his elder brother told them and also stated that the Forward Bloc candidate (mean-
mg the petitioner) 18 4 Malayalee Nar whereas he is a Mukhkulathor and as such the
viiers should only support him.

() In the meeung addressed at Satlur town by the same party on the same date that
1y Wh aprl 1964 at 8-30 ruM. there was o record guthering of many thousands ot voters.
tir this mcoeung Raja Shanmugha  Rajeswain  dethupathy, M.L.A. Sn S, V. Veerappa
Nuatcher, M. A. C. Muthumanichum, R. Dorairaj, Chairman of Sattur Panchayat Union
and the Dirst respondent Sr1 kasinatha Doramr addressed the voters, The man theme
suessed a5 4 tuetol 1 osupport of the candidature of Sri K. Kasmatha Dorai, the ficst res-
pormdent and also as a ground aguwnst the peulioner by all was that the petitioner 156 a
Mulayalee Nuyr [1om Kerala and that the first respondent 1s @ Murava belonging to the
same communily ot Mukkulathors whose undisputed leader was the late Sri U. Muthura-
maliopa ‘1hevar.  Raja Shanmugha Ruajeswara Sethupathy was the man speaher. In the
coutse of his addiess to the voters he told them that in place of late Sn U. Muthura-
malimga Lhevar, whom the Mukkulathors worshipped a Malayalee Nair from Kerala (mean-
ing thereby the petitioner) cannot be substituted and that the attempt would amount to
Letraying and throwing ithe Mukhulathu Makkal (the community of Maravars, Ahamu-
diyars and WKallars) mnto o4 deep abys and he the speaker would not be a party to it
In u contempluous tone he exhorted to the voters posed the question to them as to whether
with the hands with which they woishipped therr leader, are they asked to worship a
Maluyulee. According to the spcaker 1t was not proper for his Samuham (Thevars) to
depend upon a Nair when o chief was necessary tor his Samuham.  After the Raju Shan-
mughs Rajeswara Sethupathy concluded his speech, the first respondent addressed the
voters. e endorstd what all his elder brother, the Raja Sethupathy had spoken and told
the audience, thut on his behalf his elder brother Maharaja had told them everything
and that they should all follow his advice and act accordingly casting their votes oaly in
lus fuvour a Mailnva by caste and not to support a Nawr from Kerala,

(7) On 10th April 1964, Raja Shanmughs Rujeswara Sethupathy sccompanied by his
brother the first respondent und others went to Sivakasi town and  addressed a public
meetng near the Theppam at about 10-00 r.Mm.  There was a big gatheting many of whom
belonged to Mukhulathors, 1n the course of his address the Sethupathy stressed that the
opposite candidate (meunimng theieby the petitoner) s o Nair from Kerala. [v he the
proper peison 1o oceupy the scat left vacant because ot the death of U. Muthuramalioga
Lhevar? People ol ‘Tamilnad and Mukkula Makkal worshipped Sri Mutburamalinge Thevar
as @ great Jeader. 1o his place only a person belonging to this place and his samuhain should
be suppoited. T1hbe opposie parly candidate Velayutha Nair is a Malayalee from Kerala,
The voters should not support Lim. If he 19 supported 1t would amount to u betrayal of
the entire Mukkulathor Community and the people in these parts. e concluded his speech
with a fervent appeal to the volers never to support @ Malayalee Nair from Kerala in the
place of his brother, the frst respondent a nutive of Ramanathapuram district and a
Mukkulathor. The lirst respondent also spohe in 4 shoit speech told the audience that his
brother Sethupathy had spoken whatl all he bad to speak  He appealed to the voters to
remember the valuable words uttered by his brother Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy,
who spohe on his behalf and give him their entice support.

(L) lhe sume party visiled and addressed meetings ot Thayilpatty and other places on
that same date  (Throughout the cumpaign the fuct that the petitioner is u Malayalee Nair
{from Kerala was used as a ground against him.

(1) On [1th April 1964, Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy and the first respondent
addiessed meetings at Nalur and other places. In the meeting at Nalur village which took
place at 8-30 r. M. both Sethupathy and the first respondent referred to the petitioner as
some Malayalee from Kerala, The fact was mentioned as a ground against the petitioner
and the first respondent while concluding his speech remarked that if any one voted for
the petitioner, o Malayalee Nair of kerala, such act would amount to a great injustice com-
mitted Lo Mukkulomakkal and to the memory of their leader late Muthuramalinga Thevar.

(m) On [2(h April 1964, a public meeting was held at Thiruchuli under the auspices of
the local Congress Committee to promote the candidature of the first respondent. The
meeting was held mn the Kamaraj Thidal. At about 7-30, the Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara
Sethupithy accompanied by the first respondent Srirangam Pillai, the President of the District
Congress Commitice, Ramanathapurnm  and one Chokkalingam arnved. All of them
addressed the meeting which was very largely attended to by the voters in Thiruchuli
and adjoining villages, Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy in the course of his speech
referred to the petitioner as a Nair from Keralu and as such a person not fit to occupy
the seat in Parlinment held by Shri U. Muthuramalinga Thevar, a great leader of the
Maravars. Only a4 person belonping to the Marava Community should be supported to
take the place in Parliament left by Srt U. Muthuramalinga Thevar. To him it eppeared
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wil atlempt to ruin and destroy the fotwie of the diuksuiamakkal (Maravars, Ahambadiars
and kallars) If they ofc asned to vole 10r o Malayaee Nwr rom Kerala to occupy the
seat vacated by Sr1 L. muthuramahaga Thevar. He exhorted the votes only to vote for
the mist respondcut wixo as & Matavar py caste.  Srnangam Pillar also spoke and appealed
to the voiers to iroiluw what the Sethupathy had advised them to do. He asked them
not to vow 10t e peultsnel wno 1s 4 MNair from 1Trivandrum. The first respondent was
the last speaner. He loe the gadhermy that hus elder brother Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara
Sethupainy hau spuren wn s behuit and the valouble words uttered by him should not
be forgollen w wic tme o the poll. ‘Lney should all remember that a Malayalee Nair
trom wserida was pul as the irorward Bloe Candidate and that with the death ot Thevar,
the Forwarg Bioc also ended. ife asked the voters not to vote for a Malayalee, but to
give hun their fulest suppori since he was a Muakkulathor.

(ny Un 13th April 1vo+4, the lirst respondent, Srirangam Pillai, the President of the
District Congress € ommittee, Kamanathapuram and Raja Shanmugha Rejeswara Sethu-
pathy, m. L. a., valne 10 Aruppukkottai und addressed a large meeting at Sivankoil “Thidal”.
Kaja shaninugha Rajeswoia Sethupathy addressed the gathering. He questioned the pro-
priety ol o bdialayalee WNan brom Kerida standing as a candidate tor the seat held by
late Muthuramalinga «hevar.  He sald that late Muthuramalinga Thevar was worshipped
by the Mukkulamahsael (Matavars, Kallars and Ahambadiars) with great respect. Now
ne 1y no more.  Anotier cader like lum could not be found who is to occupy the seat
held by huim as his successor. i it by a Nair from Kerala? Are the (Mukkula Makkal)
and our Samuhamn io depend on & Nair and worship and stand belore him in obedience.
The speaker could not think ol betraying awd ruining the Mukkula Makkal in this way.
He appcuied to the vow:s nol w vote for a Malayalce Nair from Kerala, but only to
vote lor his brother whe is a Mukhulathor. The first regpondent spoke in the same man-
ner practically rcpeating what his elder brother Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy
said. He appealed to the voters to follow what his brother the Sethupathy had just then
told them.

9. If was obvious taking advantage of the faci that in the Aruppukbottai Constituency
very large number of voters, Iarger than any other caste, came from Mukkulathor Com-
munity, the %1 respondent and his supporters had made it a point to stress the fact that
he is o mumber of the Mukhulathor Community from which the deccased U. Muthura-
malinga Thevar also came. In so stressing this aspect, they had planned to refer to the
fact that the pefitioner come {rom a diflerent $iate and region and spoke a different langu-
age and belonged to o Jiffetent caste und community.

10. The first weepondent’s presence in almast oll the above speeches during the election
campaign nd his participation by shori speeches on mnst of those occasions make it clear
that the abovesaid appeal to the voters was made either by himself or by others with his
consent and connivance.

11. The petitinrer submiis the! the appeul to the voters made by the first respondent,
his brother and other who «<roke for the firnst respondent, and with his consent and con-
nivance. on the lines ~ubmitied abeove was really an appeal to the voters, to vote for the
first respondent on the ground of hi' race. coste, community, region and Janguage (a Thevar
of Tamilnad) and not to vete foar the pretitioner an the ground of his race, caste, com-
munity, region und language (o Nair from Kerala State). This was certainly in the
interest of and for the fortherence of the prospects of the clection of the first respondent
and for prejudiciolly offecting the elecdon of the petitioner. The petitioner further sub-
mits that by sach appeal to the votcrs, who belonged te the Mukkulathor Community, in
such large numbers the vofers were considerably inffuenced in favour of the first respondent
and acainst the peiitioner wnd thus the resnlt of the election has been materially affected
in so far as it concerned the refurned condidate under section 100 (1) (D) of the Act.

12. The petitioner further spbhmits that hy these systematic speeches and campaigns,
the first respondent pmd persans wha soohe Siith his consent, for the furtherence of the
prospecis of the resrondent ~nd for [ i~ly oficcting the election of this petitioner
there was promotion & in - ny cv2rt L ttemgel fo promofe feelings of enmity and hatred
between the Mukhnlathors of Tamilnad and the Malayalam Nairs of Kerala, all citizens
of India on grounds of race, cosis, community and Inngnage. This is a corrupt practice
under section 123 (3) («) of the Representation of People Act 1951.

13. The »etitinner cubmils that seeton 103 (3) was amended »nod 123 (3) (a) was
introduced in 1961 bv the Lerichature oty "o cwbine communal and separatist tendencies
in the counfry and in spite of it the camyo.a by ond on behalf of the first respondent
in connection with the clection is o clear violation of the principles underlined in the pro-
visions of the Aci ana the Tndian Constitution.
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14. The petitioper submits that the frs: resyoudent, his brother and several others who
spoke for the first respondeni afc fhorersre oty o wrupt pricctices under sections 123
(3) and 123 (3) (A) of the Reprcscuntioa ot tie Feople Act, 1951 and should be disqua-
lified for election, the election ol the mrsi runperdent has te be declared void in consequence
under section 100 (1) (b} of the Act. In aay event, tie yosult of the cicction has been
materially affected by the commission of ¢ortu/t practees under sections 123 (3) 123(3)
(a) in the interests of the first respoadent by his ogents and the clection has therefore to
be declared void under scction 100 (1) (D).

15. The petitioner further sabmits that the nemes of hundreds of veters have been
deleted just before the elections as oven from the list of voters ielating to the Polling
Booths of Tiruchuli and Madukulethur area. The petitioner craves leave to file the
voters lists with the deleticns and other relovam vecords showing the particulars.

16. The petitioner submits that there was really ne occasion or reason or justification
for such wholesale deletion with 1espect to thot arew alone, practically on the eve of the
election. This was reelly non-compliznee with the provisions of the Constitution and of
the Representation of the Pcople A«t. 1950 ard the rules and orders made thereunder.

17. This arca is a strong-hold fer the ¥Forward Bloc Poarty. Several thousands of the
voters who woeald have cast their voles jor the netPlenc were told fo their surprise that
they had no votes. The results of the clection hr heen materially affected so far as it
concerned the returned candidate op this erosind Hlso,

IR For the above amongst other icasons. te first respondent should stand disquali-

fied and the elecuon of the first resrondent hos fo P> declared to be void.

19, The petitioner futilicr submits thot butl for the votes abliined by the first respon-
dent by the corvunt practices referred to above. the petiticner wonld have obtained a
majority of votes.

20. In the ctrcnmsh.mes ﬂ\c vetitioner has fo be declarcd fo have been duly clected in
the election.

21. The petitioner has depositzd a sum of Rs. 2000 as sccurity for the costs of this
retition with the Government Treasury, Madnrai SobTreasnry, on 25th May., 1964, in
favour of the Hleciion Commiwslon and the (overament Tizasury  receipt is herewith
enclosed as rcegnired under scction 117 of the Act (The Madurai  Sob-Treasury Chalan
No. is 5191 for Rs. 2,000.). '

The petitioner, therefore. prays—

(a) that the clection of the first respondert be declared ~s void ;
(b) that the pctitioner be doclired tn have beon duly elected ;

(¢) that the contesting iespondeats mav be directed to pay the costs of this petition
to the petitioner : and

(d) thut the petitioner be entitled to such fuither or other reliefs as justice and
circumstances may require.

(Signed) K. VPLAYUDHA N3IR,
Petitioner
26-5-1964.
I. the petitioner above named do hereby declare that what is stated in paragraphs 1, 3, 13
and 2t is true to my knowledge and what is stated in varagraphs 2. 4 to 12, 14 to 20 is

known from information and records and that I belicve the same to be true, signed this the
26th day of May 1964 at Madras.

(Signed) K. VEiavupa: NAIR,
Petitioner
— 26-5-1964.
[No, 82/13/64.]
By Order,

PRAKASH NARAIN, Secy.
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