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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (Shri Dinesh
Goswami): Thank you.

THE CRIMINAL LAW (AMEND-
MENT) BILL, 1983—Contd.

SHRI SUKOMAL SEN (West Bengal): Mr.
Vice-Chairman, Sir, the Bill that has been
brought in this House is generally welcome.
But it contains some serious lacunae which
require to be rectified if the Bill is really in-
tended to  be effective.

Sir, the Bill has been brought forward
because of the rising incidents of dowry
deaths. This is a matter of concern to every
one of us. Although the BiH seeks to deal
with the dowry deaths, it has nothing to say
regarding the evil of dowry itself. Unless we
can fight that evil, I think the Bill will not b,
very much effective in fighting the very evil
of dowry deaths, for which this BiH has been
brought forward.

I understand that an amendment to the
Dowry Prohibition Act, 1961, was brought in
the Lok Sabha, and it was sent to the Select
Committee, and the Select Committee
submited its report a year back. But till now
trie Government has not come up with an
amendment to that BiH. I understand that the
Select Committee suggested some drastic
modifications also so that dowry can be
prohibited thoroughly. But "ti'® Government
has not thought it necessary to bring that am-
endment Bill. Instead, they have brought this
amendment to criminal law, which I think, is
only a secondary part of the whole danger that
we are facing in regard to dowry and deaths.
Sir, T would like to know whether the
Government considers that this Bill Which has
been brought forward in the House is
sufficient to fight this evil of dowry deaths. 1
would like to know whether the Government
will be able to cope with the disease with the-
provisiens that have been set forth in this BiH.
This morning we got a statement from the
concerned Minis-
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ter as regards the rate of dowry deaths,
in the city of Delhi itself. Here I want
to point out that during the period
1-3-1980 to 30-11-1983, there have been
120 cases of abetment of suicide. Now
this BiH seeks to deal with the case of
abetment of suicide also. But what I
want to point out is that out of 120
cases of abetment of suicide, only 13
cases were decided by the courts and
out of these 13 cases, only two were
convicted. So it is a very difficult thing
to prove abetment also. That is why
I feel that this Bill is not adequate to
prove the guilt of the abettor, the hus
band or the in-laws who abet the sui
cide of the woman. I think section
498A in the Bill is very weak. If we
want to put into effect this section,
then the conduct of the husband or the
in-laws should be proved to have been
of such a nature "as is likely to drive

the woman to commit suicide or to

cause grave injury", etc. And

you have also to prove
"harassment of the woman

Where such harassment is with a view to
coercin gh er or any person related to her to
meet any unlawful demanl for any property". 1
feel that this is the most difficult part of the
Bill. How this conduct, harassment and all
these things can be proved as per section
498A, 1 fail to understand. Particularly in
India's society, the girl's parents will always
prefer not to say or do anything which may
stand in the way of reconciliation. They will
not prefer to go to the court. The parents of the
girl or her relatives will even be hesitant to
come forward and give evidence before the
court, or even take the case before the court to
prove this sort of conduct and harassment
perpatrated on the woman. So this Bill seems
to be very weak in this respect.

Then section 198A says:

"No court shall take cognizance of an
offence punishable under section 498A of the
Indian Penal Code excent upon a police report
of facts which constitute such offence or upon
a complaint made by the person aggrieved by
the offence or by her father mother, brother,
sister or by
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her father's or mother's brother or sister or,
with the leave of the Court, by any person
related to Ler by blood, marriage or
adoption."

I feel this is the weakest part of the Bill
because sometimes, the relatives may be far
away and they may not be knowing what is
happening to the woman inside the house,
inside tlie family. But it may happen that the
neighbours or other friends who may not be
related to the woman by blood, adoption or
marriage, may be knowing many things about
the girl, about what is happening to her, how
her husband is treating her or how her in-laws
are treating her. All these, things may be
reaching the neighbours or other friends who
may not be related to the woman by blood or
mariage or adoption. So I feel that this section
should be modified so that any neighbour, any
friend or any volun, tary social welfare
organisation can inform and it will be then
cognizable as an offence. That is the
modification that 1 suggest to the hon.
Minister.

ft

Then in clause 3, amendment of section
174, it is said:

".. the case relates to the death of a
woman within seven years of her marriage
and any relative of the woman has made a
request in this behalf}"

After the death of the woman, why
only a relative of the woman will have
to make the request? Maybe, as I said
already, the relatives might be living
very far away. It may be difficult for
them to report to the police or even
know the death of the woman. So nei
ghbours and friends of the woman and
other social welfare organisations
should also be permitted to report to
the police. And if they re
port to the Police, the
police should take cognizance of the
death and arrange the postmortem. As
regards postmortem, in the rural areas
also doWery deaths and suicides by
abetment are taking place In large
numbers although in big cities such inci
dence is much higher, In rural areas if
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a girl dies by burning or commits suicide or is
killed in any manner, it is very difficult to get
her postmortem done before the putrefaction
of the body. In such cases adequate arrange-
ments must be made for immediate
post.mortem. Post-mortem facilities should be
extended to rural areas on a large scale if you
want this BiH to be effective.

As regards the dying declaration, the dying
declaration of the victim is very important in
proving the case and for conviction of the
accused. But what we have experienced is
there is a lot of manipulation while taking the
dying declaration. Sometimes it is done in
closed doors, a doctor is there, the police is
there, and the woman is told, * "you are
anyway dying, why do you put your husband
in trouble? If you give some complaint against
him, he will be in trouble." Our Indian women
are so much devoted to their husbands that
even when they are dying and they know very
well that the husband is responsible for her
burning or death the women refrain from
blaming the the husband or giving a complaint
against him. Sometimes coercion takes place,
persuasion takes place, by the doctors and
police officers and other interested people. I,
therefore, suggest that at the dying declaration
there must be a magistrate brought in; the
dying declaration should be taken in the
presence of a magistrate also in the presence of
some persons belonging to some social or
voluntary organisations and als-D some of the
neighbours. In that event the scope of
manipulation will be less and the woman will
be able to give a true dying declaration.

Similarly, at the post-mortem I repeat,
before the body is disposed of after post-
mortem, if the parents of the girl or other close
relatives are not immediately available, then
her immediate neighbours or her friends or
some members of some social or voluntary
organisation should be called and in their
presence only that the body should be
disposed of. The presence of aU these persons
will be a precaution so
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[Shri Sukomal Sen] that the scope for
manipulation in such cases is reduced to the
minimum most.

Now I come to where H started, and
that is regarding cases of cruelty to
women in the society. Its source is
dowry, property. Women in our coun
try do not have equal rights to proper,
ty. If we want, to minimise this inci
dence of cruelty, dowry deaths, etc.
all this harassment of women, women
should be given equal rights to the
ancestral property. Whether the fami
lies follow the Dayalbag law or the
Mitakshara law, irrespective of such
laws, women should be given equal
right to ancestral property, which
means, economically, in matters of division of
property, women should be put on a par, on an
eoual footing, with men.

Then, since it is a very delicate affair, to
prove the cases of abetment or harassment in
court, I feel that some special courts should be
set un. I suggest family courts should be set up
for trying such cases.

Why I mentiond this is because it is
very difficult to prove in ordinary
courts of law as to how a husband
harasses his wife, how the husband or
the wife's in-law perpetrate cruelty on
her, etc. One has to go through the en
tire family life and how they live, how
they conduct their daily life, what is
the nature of other members of the
family, what 1is the environment in
which they live and many
other factors. And it s very
difficult to  prove them in an
ordinary court of law. That is why I
say family courts should be instituted
presided over by the Judges. If neces
sary even jury trial may he there so
thgt all pros and eons are gone
through.

Then, like the Backward Classes
Commission we may have a Women's
Commission to oversee the implementation of
the Act. The Dowry Prohihition Art was
passed in 1961. But it was never 'mnlemented
and therefore the law could mt ston the
malpractice of dowerv Now. who will oversee
it? Government cannot oversee whether
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the Act is implemented or not. That is why H
suggest the Women's Commission so that the
right and status of women are protected. This
is also the demand of several Women's
organisations.

We are living in a capitalist society
and what is behind the motive for
dowry? It 1i;; the acquisitive nature of
the people. It is- part and pracel of any
capitalists  society. Desire to
acquire property and money
is behind this crime. Dowry is not demanded
only at the time of marriage. Even at the time
ot birth of children it is demanded. In the
Sudha case the Sessions Judge openly said that
demanding dowry is not something unusual; it
is customary in the Hindu society. So.
demanding dowry has been institutionlised in
our society. If we really want to do away with
this evil, Government should take us seriously
a propaganda campaign both at educational
and cultural levels. An environment should be
created in which people should realise the evil
nature of this custom. Unless and until we
build up a new society in. which there will be
desire for acquiring more and more property
and money and unless we remove that
tendency of people to acquire more wealth,
whatever laws we pass in Parliament they
cannot remove this evil from our society.

Anyway, if my suggestions are accepted. I
feel to a certain extent we will be able to fight
this evil and protect the dignity and status of
women in our society. I hope the hon. Minis-
ter will give serious thought to my
suggestions.

SHRIMATI MONIKA DAS (Karnataka) :
Mr Vice-Chairman the Bill which we are
discussing is very important. Though it was
introduced in the Lok Sabha last year and in
this House, we are diseussing it only today.
This is the most burning problem in our
society. Almost everyday we read in papers
that not more than ten to fifteen dowry deaths
take place.

In this connection, I would liketoi say

that there are no two -opinions
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about this dowry problem and the dowry
deaths. Every educated and every civilized
Person in this country knows that this is an
inhuman practice which should be put an end
to. But just by making laws and Acts this
practice will not be stopped. No doubt, Acts
and laws would be able to punish a few
persons and those who commit crimes like
murder, etc. under the IPC and so on. But I
would like to ask the Minister in how many
cases of such dowry deaths the truth has come
to light and the case has been proved in the
law courts? If we could stop social evils by
passing some legislation, then there would
have been no black money at aU and there
would have been no smuggling and there
would have been no untouchability in this
country.

Sir, dowry is not a recent innovation in this
country. We find that even in olden days,
many parent's became beggars after giving
their daughters on marriage because of the
huge dowry that they had to give. But it was
never so brutal ,s it is today. Sir, the great
social reformer, Shri Raja Rammohun Roy,
was against sati and was against burning of
widows on the pyre and he succeeded in his
efforts to stop these social evils because these
were very limited. But, these days, Sir, we
find that there are too many dowry deaths.
Either due to dowry or due to bad treatment by
mother inlaw or father-in-law, a women dies
or sihe commits suicide and, in certain cases,
the in-laws for the sake of getting more dowry
have the woman killed. So, this is how it is
happening and this way, that is, by passing
some laws you will not be able to solve this
problem. If you really want to stop this evil
practice, you have to see that large-scale
education of women is there in society. So
long as there is the system of arranged
marriages, dowry problem will be there and
the dowry deaths will continue. There are
castes and sub-castes in our society and these
will also continue as long as the system of
arranged marriages prevails and such social
evils will continues. Our great poet Rabin-
1393 R.S.—6.
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dranath Tagore, once said that person who
commits an act of injustice and a person who
tolerates injustice and a equally guilty. A
person who gives dowry is more guilty than
the person who takes it. Why should he give
dowry at all? He should think why he should
give dowry. I think if our girls are properly
educated, they will be able to choose their own
husbands and they will also think why their
parents should give dowry at the time of their
marriage. I don't think our girls will be unable
to choose their own partners. If they choose
their husbands, then they would naturally think
as to why their parents should give dowry. But,
Sir, in our country, we are not giving sufficient
education to our girls and, further, in our
society, we are giving, from the very
beginning, the first preference of choice to the
birth of boys and only second choise is the
birth of a girl. Always, Sir, the birth of a boy is
the flrst choice. A boy is always the first
choice in our families and that is the reason for
many of our ills in society. It is because of this
attitude towards girls that the girls in our
society have to face difficulties and problems
at every stage and it is because of this attitude
towards them that dowry deaths take place.
These deaths take place not only when more
demand for dowry is made, but also when the
girls have to protest against the inhuman
behaviour of the in-laws. I feel that the women
in our country should be assured their status in
society and their status, social and economic,
should be properly ensured and they should be
unabled to become independent economically
and socially.

Then, Sir, these dowry deaths are reported
in the newspapers these days. Such deaths
were there earlier also. But in olden days
newspapers were not there and they were not
coming out. In these modern days there are
many papers and the news about such dowry
deaths appears in the papers. I would like to
tell the Minister that passing some legislation
and having some Acts will not solve the
problem. For this purpose, we should give
proper status to women in our society.
Once a
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[Shrimati Monika Deo] proper status is given
to women in our society, I tnink you can
completely abolish the evil of the dowry
system.

Sir, another thing I would like to say is that
culprits of rape and dowry deaths, 1 feel,
should be hanged immediately, without any
trial. (Interruptions) Y<*»u go flrst to a lower
court, then the High Court and then <he
Supreme Court, and then ultimately ...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DI
NESH GOSWAMI): Mrs. Das, flrst you
shall have to find out whether the per
son has committed a crime or not. How
can..

SHRI HANSRAJ BHARDWAIJ (Madhya
Pradesh” : These are the sentiments of a lady.

SHRIMATI MONIKA DAS: I say that
deterrent punishment should be given to those
who are found guilty of dowry death or rape
or any other such case. Under the Dowry Act
of 1961, six months' punishment and a Ane of
some two or three thousand of rupees has been
prescribed. Sir two -r thi ee thousand of
rupees Ane anybodv can pay. One thing [ may
tell the hon. Home Minister, Dowry deaths do
not take place among the poor class people,
who are only engaged in daily bread earning.
Dowry deaths take place mostly in middle
class, sophisticated families who want to lead
artificial lives, or in upper class families who
can spend lakhs and lakhs of rupees to hush
up such cases. Poor class people pre too busy
earning their daily bread. That is why 1 will
request the Government to establish an
independent Commission for Women. That is
most important, Sir.

Women should be given 3 status in
society—economically, politically and
socially. That is also most important. Until and
unless we give respect to women in society,
this problem will remain unsolved. How many
women come out in the life of our society?
Mostly they are in the kitchen, inside the
house, with the mother-in-law, and so on.
Their condition is pathetic.
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As a young girl, she is under her parents, after
that under her husband and after that under her
son. This is Women's life. So if women stand
on their own feet, then I do not think that these
people will indulge in inhuman activities these
atrocities will automatically end.

Sir, while concluding, I say that six months'
punishment is nothing it should be made at
least five to ten years if the person is found
guilty. Also a fine of Rs. 2000 or Rs. 3000 is
nothing a minimum of Rs. 10,000 or Rs.
20,000 should be there, so that at- least they
learn what they have done with women's lives.
I do not want to say anything more. As long as
demand and supply are there in the society, we
will not be able to solve this problem. To put
an end to this. Women should be given
education. That is the only way to tackle this
problem. If you give them education, it will
not be there. I do not want to say much. |
would only repeat that there should be a
separate Commission for Women and punish-
ment should be made more rigorous.

Thank you.
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“Interference of the criminal law
in these matters of family life should
we think, be exteremely limiled.”
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This may lead to a controversy, Aad

the Chair himself will be in difficulty.
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7 fawre 3 3, ey Dfr T@
...

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI P.

VENKATASUBBAIAH): By any other
person related.

SHRI HARI SHANKAR BHABHRA:
"Related to the husband" only. Daughter-in-
law is not included, rtm'i'
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[=r zRoiwe arazr] .
AT A T T T @7 AF
g% & ¥aw 3@ & 5 owfger
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fe & ar vz o § w7q of7 s
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@ET TEAA 37 HA—3F WA F
q@Rd | (WIgw) FA-F FEE 7
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AL
THE = VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): Whatever you
wanted to say, you have spoken.
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WM AT R ogw 3z wWE 0 fEar
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wfgaT AaT 7F T TFAT | wlEen
F qgT wrEAEsAr £ & 77 A
Fgw fr fqar qee & ot arE @
7 Twdr | faar quw F wfEar 4w
T T gwdAr 1 & 04T FwAAT
afgat &t § faad ordfiagt &1 A1e
1A% TR FT 9 9% @A
Wit wea @ frar 3 fe & oas
TAdr # 2 & 39 T AwnP
M FLEr F 1 AT WU AR
fadzw 2 fa va @ afdfegfadi
I W FAT ¥ AT & (A7
AT IF AATE FAZT F1 THT wAl
wifgr arfs  Toat ardr s 0%
frover s 9v frere wop oA
FAwa ®1 w1 ferqzaq &, fawrfor
2 39 fawrfor & wmra a9 #@w@
IX AT FF ®WIT g FIAT FT
B fwwTer % | TEET 979 TET GF 0

st Uy 9w eI (IET 9I)
JTAAT FoadeTs WERA, § aTEt
wrardt g fr sy qm d% fafa
(dvitew) fagas, 1983 ¢ TR
F1 33T g7 fary & w@ fagaw
FT geaeq T AT ¥ guwar &
feat qx st gaarare @t @ & A
TAIAT FT @ E, AT AA FT
W & SART w9 wT A0 | AR,
w9 ST I oam y omEwa W 0§
fmmm’rar?rmmﬂma”fﬂ'ﬁ
¢ v frws w1 % 7 gwar 10
afad T @7 qig v 2R
qZ IH AT 497 g7 faga w7 fE
gar a4 2 wWrz ) oW gew H
oA AGIH W S ey AywiAw
gafear & weafyeam 2, frowar 2,
M gfrmr 2 wEw w8 T
ferr M ww qr zq  frAm
®TCU ¥ qE AT wgegoor faww
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F ) AT A WA W F oW
fam & 498 & ¥ Far & fr .

“Sr FrE PR = w1 OfF ar af
FTAGATEN g4 =0 F oft aw

g7 A7 &1vEE § faedr wafa

AT g9 amr gy TH, =foeT fear
S W wwW o & s avaem
g;hr"'

ArgA g1 @ & o ag famr wr 2
fif A ad T% ) TR A% A4z
Tifsq | & wowar £ fF w9 ¥ Fw
dm "\ A 99 A1 9grar
Fifar | W At 1 oaT wEe
ZT FIF TAH FAT T AHAT A
gar & iR gEE oy argi
qfeate & @M Z0 A 0F 92 wF
A F WET Z, FE IBT AT A
AT % ana § W fwaar  qfaw
Tt o1 afm aofenT & Aw o o#
TAGT AT AA R AAT ZT ATAAT )
wafeg 7o faaw 2 f& sad w9
 w qAr AT ATA AT A AT
T wifgw | W @ g A1 wEer
gwr | afEA gaw as” wez A
grar wfgw “sw & wR’ g7 W=
g wnfge '
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ghi 1 gfas gama ag wEey grm
i g7 AT & ATAR A EAAT A F
faa zz @%%7 & | 59199 ¥ A
A A g wifgr froww gafa
i A9 afsr F1 wAw FE feaw
arfge | sifAa s & war. A
§ @ew FAA FATAT  FATT  TH
T g

feadt & sy foar ) aga a9
w4 g 1 feagt wrafus & afaw
fofea w7 &1 sEwFar 2
faar & #reow § Fw oT® RES 94T
F1 % wFA § ) w14 g0 ATa AT
w7 fragt fafas adf g0 & a1 F
oTs #1  Agd@A gREA § o#@w
oA FHew wr wiawd & afsw
w Wra £ zafar gewe. #
fargzrer 2 5 @2& wre wfed
Al &1 wiaad w1 H wew &
wewl fwear fawm w1 AT HY
fomd o #1 ow-nw  ambw . woA
Foeq WL WHFG 47 499 q5F 1
% Aqg gz w9 # gz FAT 9ES
g fr Fom fer 37 wv & m
franfa g7 =& W wa % AR
FURrG AEfET E ¥ wE & fA
TANT AL IYAEd FAIT FE F )
ZATR AT NaHHa S 39 F14
& for qarf w0 oo 2
wrFE v wfgammi 9%
worard &1 fade
fasy wofy foard &
amq’mﬁmﬁﬁﬂtmmfw
Al ¥ wfaw ¥ wfas dwww 37
T opgedT 1 1 wIETT IEEN
gon & fay 9O e & g9 £
ar frdas - sege (w3 gwer
aafas ®7 7 qEA gAr =iz ) 9z
wfa wrwas g wbifs wC gHE
Ty AE g oFW AT FAA FAT

gzr
q
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[aY T qa 93]
WHT Tg WA WL AigArsi &
TN FIA F gH wawd @A | 7 ag
{1 #gar swgArg % ws & ws-
dfax =@t =1 wwdfs & 307
%7 HgeE faga g7 fA=re s
wifge | #6fts FEa awdfas wmaw
9T # WAL gW AN A1 4g qfEa
9 G FLEFA 2 | I qfFd ww
1 F7a % foq, @ FAF F T
FW & fad gw wa AWl 1 UE

g o gwIT & gw gv A6 ¥w qw
¥ sfmag wvm wifgg & EE
grEr v B F feEr % oo At
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g fed | & wwmar g f§ oaw
I ¥ W% Simad g1 HEa |
TR qW@H 941 & fEens @@ wEA
wigal g f& w7 % gme wigwd,
=T Wit awAifas am ad ge
#hifs  wias & =fas  @wow
Zmar g f& 56 @ & | 7 &4
g q Am wfaw & wiaw o @
% #ifs ¥ AW ¥ 9% W@ =99
aga  ¥Hesl g1 Wil @ gwfen &
WITEH WIS O ATHIC FT eATA IH
A wiEfaa FA wEA §ofE oaw
¥oaa SYof & W oAgar W@l g
AT WIS F WM g SHE
A F oo #raa awwr =iz
ouqT g AR TAl q9g FAT qq0
FT H T JAT FT Ag UF &FA
foms f& g 30 & AW 1 "EA-
watEr " TS FT @ ST qa |
aw ® & wiadm ag A9 A F 3
fafa (dwres) fada®, 1983 ®
uda FIa g Wi oW Fa
g f& moa srd@ ad &% ¥
#F fau g 5w € S8 W oaw
WeR F1 FI T & FH H FH EY
fagrsnd | & wwwr g f& waa
F ufg s § o1 wwTE &9 Al
H 98 F91 Y2 | MET 99§ w5dqq
g = fram & wA aaw &
aEl w2 | & gE oveEl @
wa g agw wgw g f& ag
qq1 AWl #ATS ER W9 W @M
UF FHE FNUF~THTA GHH qHIA FIET
|araar gare faw ® grin w=rogEe
BW §4 UF § | aed-wel gury
w4 OF & g 518 weae Ad @ adifE
gait mfy wfeal 7 @1 o+ 2
w1 waifadr qrar g, &fEw 4@
qrAT #, W99 gW &1 @rEA 4G HIAT
2| S® gWIt WY gg WAl gn
wuiadl w1 0% Hy 2, gm
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a1 9t F1 ME GTAT T IH AW
¥ WATH F1 AWEE a1 qwd E
A9 Z@H TFT FUIH FW) T WeEl
& @1a K Ww OF AR GARIE-
4% &v 93 UF &, 0§ 9V F e,
woq {5 & wrfag, ¥F oo ®i=m

W9 W G4 Wg WHA W A
AT WHTH WSSl FA° §% gHrd
aw ¥ wew, qwrw & weay, 9feare
¥ o g grm ) g owEEl §
A9 WTAl AF OGATE  HIEE

Wl aiwy ey (s 9%wW) ¢
IUENEAS WEIEE, wA W, LAl ag
#1 vx fa@ qr 5§ 9¢ 4 Fq
uar ug wifge 0 491 #iv 56 &
faear—semn ag 41 faw s@gs (w90
2 ®w F Wt wEG  amE
fog 97 3@ faq 1 /@ & 0@
eqra fzar sttar sifgr a1 §% fF
o6 T2 AT 7 @ 2 & e
930 ¥ dA-ZA &7 &9 AEN 2 FAW
wAlz 93 ¥ ag Im § 06 Te
AgT & 1 9gA AT TH AW F1 wwifaw
ETAT A1 WTR! F@AT EIO AT
fgx mfgs  sgaeqr &1 97w
Fmar g wifew sEedn
%1 2mg & @z fe foer A
rEEqT F1 WIE! F@AT ZMT | AT
wrew fF gmdt agd, ag afeat
g9 F1 wAT AAl F 1 qE@w Al
Faawt 98 wgar WA g fE
uF AOF  AEHE §F @A 2
fo a8 #m =waq1  wzfEar &
A =GR A-ATE A FWE & |

Iau weafa W w owOE 71 awnd

& fm fray aias o Faed v
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TEA T T AWM TR
g # 1 A i T 3
T q AEd-asfEAl f1 oo
Tt g% w §, gfvar wv @
urEgT FY9 £, A1 TEF uA 0 W
wzr & st fF 300 wOET AT

%E’

G

'3

FAGTT SATET ST qW A I
oIT g7 W1 ®OA aw=i w0 gfaesr
fesrdi wfea JuewTems w@EiEd, I
aga wiis 717 & fr g afefeafami &
qU R AN AqGr § | FAF WA
qE T F 97 wg 3 AT F oA
g g fAear 91T s

ag gt 78 famar &

77 mEATE AA w9 €
#1 wwafafor 7@ ®¢ arEr &

2 T feew Ffew oy 2
afe S g agF W7 agd T
2, T@EA F AW oqv W A4 TAW
ZoOl W ET @ TH KT AME FAw
aft gt & Ag & At & fg
71T TEE | W FwE &, YT TEIH
F oAy wweAr g 0E 2 afew
ToE g AR ATT @ R agi Ty g
Towm Agl g, Tl gfonw g
grar @ fF 3 5w welt 81 & Ay
qet gl # & gzt oA 33
7u &, § A |rgen g fr el ad
Feudrg 7 S & =T O#T g
g ¥ ogw §9 AW T A aga
ZEt & | TWIRH A = AE 24
dfea & st g fr wevara v wm
9gq q A1 @ W anr 2@ 4 &
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[t wrimar fag)
9 TAR TT A oI A AT EW
_®r g T oF fAm,  @H
foat & fod, 99 wwar §9 #
TE EET AT AT § myAr AR
Fg1 @ f 9ma w1 TAA WA
H A A qE T @ A Az
F fedyawg & T FATHT FW A
FT AEIT FIAT AT

ot TR QWA QI FATHIT W
T wTAA 7

st fag 0 & o Gar
FOAT 47 1§ W 9T 647 W@TE)

oavnEs weem, R A
770 9% 43 gu &, § e w=vd gl
qrzar § & 7 974 2@ 9T @1q
TERY, WA 9T Y AR, FF
fy fpet oY fam oof 9% § |7 w15
#F) 9T § SR AT 997 § AT ZAT
afgd gurdt agT v www £ 7 3
& AT AT A 5w 48y
WA § @ AF % 90 H A %
q@t et | 9@ Arr-Ee & e
& e o wgaral o1 faea § o
f&7 a==9i &1 fadia & SF IR T
gl e T a9 d a7 I anw
geET  qme At AE|r F o
QYIS HERG, 34 AW H TN
feafr 31 & @9® q@AT TEAr
fe faaa @ 42 go & o fr oot
gl & 4z 797 # 5 gmn faw
2o A 7 e wfawm @ o
ot az T ¥ REETA w1 g
wi e &, fegearT w1 quw
wifm wafe &1 & & wa 3@ =43
avat # s are ¥ www far awar
g ar @ Ao Ty W T
gy ot "y § zAwrasn 9o e
g, afer & ag wgw & 99 e
wdt F ag gt # 1 wOT WY I

3343

g
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ot TRea fag 797 2rgw 5 feqz
Far form

Frmanan (= A )
o ST Al @ § .. (swEam)
arr qaat wr fafemrew 7 0@ #
T F A ¥ A F A RE L.
wre frtaaa fefar a0 ofg® | fegar
AT AR T E IR 6 AN AT AE
AT A AAT G (swae)

at v Ty 0 owemr Aifer
T A AT gAFT A9 T G oAr
avGT T i W K @iz ] g
fex #r afzd 1 & oF 3T w7 W
fes e Zd ) ¥ 70 % 7 13 @
T oA I owe GE & &, ar
97 & ZfaT grwT aE wrd 4 e
frgsr g ¥ &1 w7 A a9 7g
qTF qIG ALT TET =T
# IR ATAT AFA F e
TR TA A9 ® AE TN, FD AGY

& qwrr 7 fo owar aran § 7 wdY A
FEAT AMT K A oW ow
T IT AR, v AmT W oW sqfE
TR WY, AW A 6 wEM
AT AT AT AW & 9F 7 @ 4%
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g BATL 9T H, AT AT A7 a4y
q fzat aat 97 #1 9@z 7§ IET 9%
T8 Fagradr & o fomar o €
18-—20 AI= ¥1 39 & §T 7 A
2 924 MEATEA F 979 W ATH F HAT
fraw &t oft £ F @z aw A
gy WErgm oAt Ay ¥ oww Al
aE # osEr w4 W ARl
fagar &1 wft ot | & AAET F 2
av i gm7 fresar & T awwAr
21 7 gumdr 2 fewz g 47 e
at oAy FE W WA, ZATO v
grm o f @ A o foew g F
fe & sawr a® Wi g

ari wfad, mw fow oe @
A g froardt ¥ gwe @ St
@ o ¥ A79 FITE & A AWy
gy aow 1 qam vl 0w
Aqfget 2, @fwa o nfgare 97 27
FT FU% wa @ w1 23 gd
wvat foar a¢ A+ feav g, ady
FHT AyAT H TEmT A faw ayg
Zhar @t widl { g wEw AW W
gr, o gardr A@E AR AT §
raEr A .. (wraw)  geAr
a7 T )

SHRI N. P. CHENGALRAYA NAIDU

(Andhra Pradesh): This is not an election
forum.

SHRIMATI MONIKA DAS: Are we
discussing dowry or the Criminal Law
(Amendment) BiH?

w5t Ry fag : § aifasr amg
q quAT TIEAT § g9 AT ¥4, T4,
w7d &), a7 99 | F, T 0n
agt & =wifgy, gegrs fem A amw
¥ @ E & gr faa T wrg

. (=mam)

WAt Wit q@ : OF e, ¢
gfew gt &1 A q% qAF 7 7109
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I grAam 7 gIRr AT Y
N qr T L ? T -

THE VICE-CHAIHOTAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI); Please continue, Mr.
Rameshwar Singh.

ot Thwe Mg o4z RO @
FT ATH F Ar.. . (sq@e)

& o A ATH WIT wPAT TrEgar
7 T T A F ey
wdr gt aré w7 gamy fag
St FR ® A AT 93A qigT T ™
gwre grer # az & frfom 2w
Haz ¥ for oowa favdt &1y
AT TAHT TAAE AE fEAT ArEy
AT, FAEIFOEL FTOFWAT F gATH
afgq 72 & fAr 7 99w
# 7 w7 qrar g% A woamg
Ziga | # oA SR 9w
I FW A FH FLAT AT TZ FATA
T oW ¥ IO AT wET g
&t 2 afew wradr famza w2 8
Hrgger foor fFr f& @ * @
war wA4T o7 wrfaat § srasdr ot
50 =rg w9q @9 57 wrw §
(Tram)

Ay Yy,
e &
A9

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRi DINESH
GOSWAMI): I think, in all respect the name
of the President will not be included. That
will be expunged. Under the Rules, we cannot
use th, name of the President with reference
to the debate. No arguments about the
President. That is expunged. You please go
on.

wit e fag - ooy 3fad ww
oF att auEe | - #ae fedr afe
H AT,
SHRI RAMESHWAR SINGH:*
SHRIMATI MONIKA DAS:*

*Not recorded.
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THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): Nothing will go on
record. Nothing is going on record. Mr.
Rameshwar Singly this is a BiH which I think
should be above party lines. Kindly come to
the Bill and conclude.

simat Jifqer | ; ag T 97
fermm  aft @ ... (wwEaw)
THd M@ WY FE FEE FTE g |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN
DINESH GOSWAMI): 1 have not al-
lowed that to go on record,

ot v fag o wiT o agr g
... (wmEaw) §& arvaT wOR FE
fe & &t o1 v @1 F—H A
N g g—Aw uEer qme g fE
wr ave 1 wafa w1 T F fa
frsr # s qfeada e w7
w faw & fonr & sme ofEdEa
foqr ad oz =wefeal 71 fofgs
FATT AR AT AQIF § 0F  FIEIM
¥ Am qw w7 ferwr @ wAE
FY |

w4 §4 o fom g—arw
# wawr fow  Adl w0 W@ g
a@l A wifasr fer g9 o3 FEET L
(wwaw) & wwar g oadife ww
Sg ga#Ar 1 a8 w07 . (wEwA)

SHRIMATI MONIKA DAS: Every minute
he is raising the name of the Prime Minister.
He is not talking at all on the Bill.

oy vy fag . wew1 FerAg
g st 7 a7 faan, &% ag & fran
R ¥EY ¥ waed § B el o
KT § FATT BT G

i ogEa gaE .. (wEew)

(SHRI
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SHRIMATI MONIKA DAS; How many
minutes will you give a person? You have
given him only ten minutes. And he is
speaking nonsense.

oft wiwe fog @ o Fa1 F0
Aq A AT K oag wr oar (¥
gaiRidta fagiz sfm gz o
wargl ute 4z Widew nifad wew
fram # f& 3l gl g7 A
A&, MEo To UHe AYT Hlo dAle
UHo FIAHN A A, Fue Fia
G- GR I E E EL R I
gt e, w99 &1 Fgd divAg &)
AEHT A1 MTT FT TEF WA &1
ATHE E1, UM FE AEIEA wE
W ¥ Afawr o mw ER adtfE
TEM "7 FATEE A 9T A7 2 ).,
(wramm) & &1 gerdl & A A
@ g

stwat wifewr 2| - §9 o9 7
WHET q139 H Al AT &7 21 W=
A ok A g Ko AT
oY q7 A9 # &Y A A g 1w
Taq 41 a8 TRl |

waaaman («t fqm A )
¥Y FAC A1 AgaaE sl g

St AT fag o To g geE
F—uw @ 3 f5 weewwm fraw
#—T gHTr S9veE g # fw e
s faarg &1 0 T ¥ @9 g
#ifad f& st wmw gEeendEa
frag Fom——aw afr a4 &= W=
Q@ wfx w faarz wn, s s
Al A WA . (ewa 1 aa0)
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI); You have taken 18
minutes.

ot TiRerr Tag o &7 g7 A9
faaz gtz g7 #ifad

Jmdt Atfaer I 0 @R A
&few o wa fgwd A gagay
T R A FIA E (eawam)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

DINESH GOSWAMI); Mrs. Das, do not
provoke him.

SHRIMATI MONIKA DAS: T am not
provoking.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DINESH
GOSWAMI); If you provoke him, he will
decide to remarry now in some other district.

At TeaT g ooz wa
AT M F iz & fag
FAT-qT 47 FAA TJAT AR
W weAdtae A w50 9w w6
»9) qwae Arufeat § grafarar #
A9 AT FFA § AL FreZ, Hrgger
zizsw & fag 1 Wgwew ez o)
3135 & gATY AfgT wm feowr gEE,
37 8 IrEr wfgam foedr &
gfesq @ @At ®IF F1 owreAn
grzIr B, @, g7 Hgwdl, @t
T o oA gedl oy warfew
F0T wEy % ..

Fraareaa (= fedm  dreadt) ¢
AT AT F1 G 977 AT

At TReAT Mg A aE § w3
TFrgar g i+ at A wedl-fagE 7 faga-
a4t w47 37 %1 Ifaq 34 Ta7 A
7 2t oF fafgr 2 @ o9
TEAFaHt F40, ArzeaT w19, framr

T4 3T F F gfaa Fraagr g
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AraY 37 F7 T X W AT
A WIfEaT A9 w9% & o e &
I %Y AMEQ I T qATR FT A
vl gwrfos g 97 1 a9 fafaeee
oA ATH A2 ATR F) A1) F fraw
am 17 Ay IR w1§ Od fawz  AF
)

grRAnad (o i greqrdr)
ar faaz aew g1 ad

st vwae fag: oF faqz ) &
oq 0F O F fAT 771, a6qd F fan )

ST @EEl werAtara g T,
gt gz & I3q Gzt F
g7 & wead! AFO I FEAAl | ag
FEATAT A AEX | 7ra A avaom
1 778 0 & aww ¥ g v W
qr FHAFTEE T AT 3T FY I AT
21 JEr | w7 wrwl & fao 47 8
Fzfral 4 fao sfar, fer ¥ad gz
HTRAT FA ZIAT & I AGY ) 9 AHAT
qTETe AT AED qrEAr & ogwoar
IR AR wreFaT # 0@ gd g arAw Aw
%, fawra W, safay wga TEA g,
WIS WAFT AHT R FFAT ATEAT E
5 WY AP Ty A7T| § AAET W,
F9 A qTEIIT & fA0 WAl A w w9
FO 740 AT FAT qFIE AT =T AN
AEY AT ) 7T A WOAY A B qAET
v #wrT AE-ag7 wr wGrfge fe s
a7 & |9 TIST AT FE |

Hiwat Hifa e | Wy F oA
AT AL 2raq &Y AT AN

st Rz faz . oF a7 & wgar
wer A 6 39wt FaE FRET A OA
Eio

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): Hon. Leader of
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[Shri Dinesh Goswami]

the House, will you mind If the Minister replies to
this debate tomorrow?

THE LEADER OF THE HOUSE (SHRr
PRANAB KUMAR MUKHERIJEE): Yes, Sir, it
can be done.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DINESH
GOSWAMI): I may inform the Members that the
debate will go on till the speeches of all the
Members are exhausted, and after the speeches of
all the Members are exhausted, we will take up the
Tea (Amendment) Bill.

Mr. Chandan Bagchi. Is it your maiden speech
or you have spoken earlier?

SHRI CHANDAN K. BAGCHI (Bihar); This is
my maiden speech.

IIGHTTL WY W, HA § TEA HH
ars & fau o7 wvF7 famr w2 Tw
grew # gaw fad ® e gfwar g

g
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DINESH
GOSWAMI): Mr. Home Minister, with the
permission of the Leader of the House. I have

announced that the reply to the debate you will
make tomorrow only.

SHRI. P. VENKATASUBBAIAH: Yes, Sir.

SHRI SHRIDHAR WASUDEO DHABE
(Mabharashtra): Tomorrow is Friday.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DINESH
GOSWAMI): On the next day whatever it is.

At weEw ®o ATTEY : IYTHWTETE
HEIZE, HTHIT T T a4 wlzarmi &
g49 # W1 fhgw ofw w9 W@

YA T R § ag W A
& oz grar 2 B 1982 W O
600 TX FGHT F WATHFT HF F
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arz gae fann mr e afz @ ¥
wE geEAml w60 wre 3 wafg
wrafes 9gre, fag. sam wife a1 13
qeqr Fgey wig®w g1 oAl & 1 ¥
T E S gHEdT & adiTEr &
s fra on w%ar & v fagus
F @i W "R 02 QFE
% weuma ® 9Ar wewm g v o=mw
e wfafaam 1961 & JEeE
@A ® T qegHi F0 oaen fEEi
foq @mdr mat 2 ot afgarEl 97
FATHT AT F2Ar &1 qa1 A1
afg g W & 1w aw wfafaw
F1 FAAT IE § OF FAZAT FaH
grm | wfew oz @ &Y =ow ®
war g f& wfgesi gz oS
qrad gET § IT & FTowr #m g ?
az w3 & f& afgami v wea=nw

F WO OFF UF owHE @
oifg® & AT A0 qier gd 39 FY

A1 & AfgwH] 9¢ AT W F
qfrgre 9= (afew w1z & @
B @ § | avea W ogHrd WA
amfas sEeal §1 @ @RRAl §
a9 ¥ ) 9F: 99 a% g9 ¥ 59
dag # mqa af@dT agl g o
A% TH WEEAT FT GHTETT FATET €T
& & g wvm | zafar @ wfe-
feow & ufafma oor #2967 g &1
Fo9 g fom & w5 wfzemwi
wafa o1 qawa feafs § 9 &
qfirds & 1 g9 Aaw #  wfgar
HEE FTE! wew! qfewr wEr w7
gva £ | gqwre fadaw & g
1980 F wamre gFEwr wigend
ot 39 & "afaa «Wi grar 7 aqd@y
forgre g @t =6 faar SraFar )
au gars g e waiwa w5 ganfa &
gfgent 73T #1 A7 TH gWT A
frsrma =t FoF w1 wfew Fmr
Tifgw Wi = Y fawmg a7 waamr
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T w1 Al g faw sy
wifgw | aga & wwer wfgen el
% fowrga 9T &Y SwW F o9 )
HAT AT W ATHAT TH IEIT ET
O SEE-g IRIgr £ 13 A &
ferdt & [T zeuvAfE 9% A wBM
T gz afs 2@ F 13 wfew
A W OF TS A 9 | "
fagaw & a#fgen dmeAt &1 fowws
G ® WIgE wErEd &7 St
¥ W1 g1 Tifge | AfEA AIrerEt
w g @ wggw o wWifgw fw
ufgar el g1 & FOAr At
fasmdl & aw ¢ #rc A wTow
T IFT F A I3 A IA AT
wz M ifge | afgami ov gEEr
#1 2t ofwardt & €= & awr A
FE wamr s afew afes ww owr
UF  HIAE AT HHET  SAOAT
AHET W FA WA F AT gUE
fpar smar anfgn | wfEw ag s
¥3a mifas g adf & | wfeami
9T W1 WA g § wAH oW
gqE I § | Afwq wrfaw s
% wfafem g wro0f 8 ot
91 9T et g g1 afe
ofd owt ¥ dwewew g1 @ar =
& @aa 3w 7 &Y ar ofy Far of

L 3e
ngaqn s fe&r ) fage ¥ Of
agdad O 20-25 ¥9 T« g%l
g fr got qar g 7 fn a@w
F o gmelag faag w07 ) qEw
TEA gHA AT W w1 & e fa
77T 7z #r %3 f% Tw ag © FEw
qq, g WA § gs =Jifgd
¥t & faw T F £t ow®w
¥ IAR A& ZY A%ar afem  TEd
qfi | A gg f fF o1 qEr oA
frar ag9 & Y % gEwr Avwia
o gEdr A # o grafawan
Afoe | AR §  afgami &1 @
wga1 "W & G fa@w § dam
A qAde JAT gEl g, IEH IEA
gEdl & Wl 7w e faEiT
g1 &, I ¥ WAEY IV AN T
ot arfgd | wF At & wAr wer
Faq 3o % fa@ @arg Adr gm
Ffew ggar w7 sgm 5 g zaa
I FAN WAIAET 1T 6 WEA
ar |1 4T gEN & A9 ®%E F AW
g HiT S 5T HT qaiz =9
W@ g Wl aw # agl @ F@
FEAA w9Ad | AE TiE g R
3G 27 9% WA 9 @ F
gfegor & ofeda w17 a1 qwaa
FA) I AE A 9 T (quaw
T NG ST § )

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DINESH
GOSWAMI): Though I originally said that- I
will exhaust the list of speakers on this Bill
today, since new names are coming. I think

we will stop the discussion now and we will
continue it on Monday.
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ot thvar fog : Tew e
saA #1 v fewr woo @
gorq 414 43 gv & wEG § F
wigrr F f wowr AeE WA W
e forr smo

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DINESH
GOSWAMI): We are adjourning discussion
on this Bill till Monday and, therefore, you
can make your submission on Monday.

I. STATUTORY RESOLUTION (SEEK-
ING DISAPPROVAL OF THE TEA
(AMENDMENT) ORDINANCE, 1983
(NO. 7 OF 1983).

n. THE TEA (AMENDMENT) BILL,
1983.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DINESH
GOSWAMI): We will now take up the
Statutory  Resolution and the Tea
(Amendment) Bil, 1983.

wt wfeet gaw (fagre)
AT HEST, # T T AW
AT ¢

"That this House disapproves of the Tea
(Amendmant) Ordinance, 1983 (No. 7 of
1983) promulgated by the President on the
7th October, 1983."

g o grizAw AT T am
YR W, 4 W AT S 0@
w17 qrme far qr ¥ REr wafy
qura g1 T 4y gawt & & AT
ggw % fog wfedm =mar oo
§ oar g g OfFogT AT waw
¥ gy W= g0 & W auT ¥ qvwre
1 W ¥ grerme frar owar 2
fr werraws w1d g 9T &1 o@w
mifeqs @gs | gg #15 O8/T THAT
adt 4 f& afedg 713 o9z T
¥ ATEIC F O AW ATIN ¥
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fomel sgevar gowiv &7 @ 4 )
fer # a7 qed @ A are-
are mifedg ot &t ¥ 7 st
wrEws @1 o 0r wifedm w
e fear wmr arfgd 0 |®
ag FT FER X 4@ @A § &
LCE I et I Es O L
v fFar a2 4 T 9T @7
SF FIAT F | ITANTSAN  WETE,
& or¥ qrem & ogveir oW
fraas w%mr 5 weaes grams Oie
werer ety qfefegfs 7 & orfeass
1T S wYr T oAvz o grfeaer
F1 3vAm 7 fEar Smw o AT
# gar 2 osgn oWt s fafew
feafa sret & Fma w1 famdr & 0
# fow fagiz sy & wrar g, WA
d AT IH g [ omrAr F O oA
qv A% o7 wifedw ¥ oot
a9F wE R F oaen
ag frazm s=m f& @@ 39 T
oifedw 9% 97 TF Fmd )

Ef

2y ay

A9, FF AT FEET FT OIS
?omw 37 4 ¥ F fAu gy
arfeqes A0 T47 F O TEE AT
wafa qf= sre 97 1 FTs ¥ g
g & v #T oww gwE faar
mar § f& oam ammEr & o1 ar
aF wgw faar sr o@FAr 2O T
At am % fac oz Fagas  =mr
mr 0 4w em faayw o7 faere
famdl F¥7 1 Ty "Ar O
ifF ¥ wAw W § E, g@iam
¥ w8 qa9 ¥ Fo A AAH S
F AMA TEA ATEAT § O wIT A
aF mrd o e w1 e Zre
% foar, st et aafe 28 @
a9l § w1 fERar geqET @
faaat af vdtw W & g org,
fedt 7o ot e o § ok



