“Injustice Meted Out To Sankar Mutt”
Translated from Tamil from: India Today Tamil Edition, 02/09/2005. 

Well known journalist and Member of Parliament, Cho Ramaswamy recently celebrated the 35th anniversary of his Thuglak Weekly. A few days thereafter he talked to the India today Tamil edition sub-editor, Pir Mohamed (watching an old MGR – Jayalalitha movie on Raj TV, and smoking his pipe) covered several subjects including issues related to Sri Jayendra Saraswati Swamigal’s arrest, freedom of the press and BJP.
The following is the extract from the interview covering his specific comments pertaining to the arrest to the Shankaracharya’s and related issues. 

On the current environment of Tamil Publications: 

There is too much sensationalism in today’s publications. There are readers who seem to like this. Therefore, there is severe competition in giving sensational news. It wasn’t this way before. Because of the emphasis on sensationalism, no one looks into whether the news is reliable, true, fabricated or a rumour. 
On supporting the TN Govt. action on the arrest initially and thereafter changing your stance to say that you have to shift the case to another state:

In relation to the arrest of Sri Jayendra Saraswati, I maintain what I said earlier. Even today, I believe that the TN Govt. would not have proceeded with the case without solid evidence. However, they started getting unnecessarily tough even in the matter of his bail application. Therefore I started suspecting why they were behaving this way. Now investigating has turned to harassment. Till today they have not submitted any proof to support the Govt. claim that the hired killers were paid from the Kanchi Mutt’s ICICI bank account. When the bail application came up for hearing the first time and the second time the govt. quoted the ICICI bank account issue as the basis again and again. The prosecution should not emphasise something that does not exist. The role of the public prosecutor is to establish the truth; it is not his job to get the accused punished somehow or the other. When the bail application went to the Supreme Court and when they demanded evidence they said that the Shankaracharya had sold some land, and kept the proceeds of Rs. 50 lakhs in his room and the killers were paid from this. They said that this cash was kept in his room for nearly four months. It was proved that this statement too was a lie. The Mutt had deposited this money in the bank within four days. They had also shown the relevant receipt as proof. There is no need for the prosecution to fabricate such lies. Because they said such things questions do arise. News about the Shankaracharaya’s confession statement to the police is spread. Confessions made to the police are not valid in court and will not be accepted as proof. There is only one way to use that. When a witness is making a statement you can point out the contradictions. The law clearly states that you cannot even get a signature from the person being interrogated. Can’t understand how they take such video footage?

They don’t seem to be handling this in the normal way in which a murder case is handled. Why they do so is not clear. That is why I have been saying that this trial should be shifted to another state, right from the beginning. The BJP has put forward such a demand thereafter. 
On the Chief Minister J. Jayalalithaa’s position regarding the Sri Jayendra Saraswati Swamigal’s case: 
I am the first on who said that they would not have arrested the Shankaracharaya without solid evidence. Neither Karunanidhi nor any of the UPA leaders said this. However, there is nothing right about the manner in which things were handled subsequently. That is what I keep pointing out all the time. Grave injustice has been meted out to the Sankar Mutt. Not because of the arrest, not because of the filing of the case, but because of all the actions that followed subsequently. 
On Jayalalithaa’s Govt. Administration: 
The Jayalalithaa govt. administration does not demonstrate the firmness as it did before. Withdrawing the action against the government servants is a weak decision. 

On Jayalalithaa getting political mileage from the Sri Jayendra Saraswati case, the future of the Sankara Mutt etc. 

Jayalalithaa is not going to get any political gains because of this arrest. 99% of the people who were happy because of the arrest would be those who vote for the DMK.

Sri Jayendra Saraswati would make a considered decision about the future of the Mutt. 

On writing a regular serial in Thuglak on Brahminism at the same time saying that there is nobody called a Brahmin:
When Karunanidi and the DK kept speaking slanderously about Brahminism I wrote a series saying “is Brahminism really worth hating?” In that I brought out the true status about the issue. When a particular community is purposely insulted it is my duty to write about that too. 
The concept of a Brahmana is indeed a lofty one. In my series called “Where is the Brahmin?” I pointed out that there is no Brahmin today and all of us are Vaisyas. Because all of us are trading something or the other - our talent, our knowledge etc. 
On freedom of the press supporting the Hindu and opposing Nakkeeran:
I am not able to accept Nakkeeran’s methods. I know that they are very popular amongst readers. If a journalist knows something about a crime and it is going to help in the investigation, they must share that when the police ask for it. The law has not given them the right to deny that information to the police. If on moral grounds the journalist refuses to disclose his source then he must be willing to face the legal consequences of such an action. Recently they questioned Gurumurthy. Gurumurthy says to me that there is no need for a journalist to share his sources and he is given constitutional protection. I pointed out that there is no protection for the journalist and he agreed. This is my position. I don’t apply one principle for Gurumurthy and another for Nakkeeran. 

Do you believe in Hindutva? 
I have faith in Hinduism. What is Hindutva?

Kind courtesy India Today. 
