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

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

SHRI SUKOMAIL SEN (West Ben-
gal): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, the Bill
that has been brought in this House
js generally welcome. Bug 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 for-
ward because of the rising incidents
of dowry deaths. This is a matter of
concern to every one of us. Although
the Bil] seeks to deai with the dowry
deaths, it has nothing to say regarding
the evil of dowry itself, TUnless we
can fight that evil I think the Bill
will not be very much effective in
fighting the very evil of dowry deaths,
for which this Bill has been brought
forward.

1 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 re-
port a year back. But till now the
Government has not come up with an
amendment to that Bill. I understand
that the Sélect Committee suggested
some drastic modifications also s0
that dowry can be prohibited thorough-
ly. But the 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, I 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. I would like to
know whether the Government will be
able to cope with the disease with the-
provisions that have been set forth in
this Bill. 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 Bill 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 agdequate to
prove the guilt of the abeitor, 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 shoulq be proved to have been
of such a nature “as is likely to drive
the woman fo 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 gher or any person related
to her to meet any unlawful deman! for
any property”. I 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, I 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 reconci-
liation. 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 teke cognizance of
an offence punishable ynder section
498A -of the Indian Penal Code excep?
upon a police report of facts which

constitute such offence or upon a
complaint made by the person aggrie-
ved by the offence or hy 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 wo-
man inside the house, inside the family.
But it may happen that the neighbours
or other friends who may not be rela-
ted 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 treatinrg 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 in-
form and it will be then cognizakle as
an offence, That is the modification
that 1 suggest to the hon, Minister.

L3

i Then in clause 3, amendment of sec-
tion 174, it is said:

¢ .the case relates to the death of
a woman within seven years of her
marriage and any relative of the wo-
man has made a request in this be-
half;”’

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 organisaticns
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 sui-
cide or is killed in any manner, it is
very difficult to get her postmortem
done boefore 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 Bill to
be effective.

Ag 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 g lot of
manipulation while taking the dying
declaration. Sometimes it is done in
closeq 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 bhlaming the
the husband or giving a complaint
against him, Sometimes coercion takes
place, bersuasion takes vplace, 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 also 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 1
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 imme-
diate neighbours or her friends or some
members of some social or vsluntary
organisation should be called znd in
their presence only that the body should
be disposed of The presence of all
these persons will be a precaution 3o
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that the scope for manipulation in such
.cases is reduced to the minimum most,

Now I come to where X 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, wocmen
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 di-
vision of property, women should be
put on a par, on an equal 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 up. I sug-
gest family courts should be set up for
trying such cases.

Why 1 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 nusbang or
the wife’s in-law pervetrate 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 is the environment in
which they live and many
other factors. And it is very
diffieult to prove them in an
ordinary court of law. That is why T
say family courts should be instituted
presided over by the Judges. If neces-
sary even fury trial may be there so
that all pros and cons are gone
through.

Then, like the Backward Classes
Commission we may have a Women’s
Commission to oversee the implementa-
tion of the Act, The Dowry Prohihition
Act was passed in 1961. But it was
never imvlemented snd therefore the
Taw could not ston the malpractice of
dowervy . Now. who will oversee it?
Government cannot oversee whether
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the Act is implemented or not. That is
why X suggest the Women’s Commission
so that the right and status of women
are protected. This is also the dfmand
of several Women’s organisations.

We are living in a capitfalist society
and what is behind the motive for
dowry? It ig the acquisitive nature of
the people, It is part and pracel of any
capitalists society, Desize - to
acquire property and money
is behind this crime, Dowry is not
demanded only at the time of marriage.
Even at the time of 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 se~-
riously 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 im.
which there will be desire for acquir-
ing more and more property and
money and unless we remove that
tendency of people to acquire more
wealth, whatever laws we pass in Par-
liament they cannot remove this evil
from our society.

Anyway, if my suggestions are ac-
cepted, I feel to a certain extent we
will be able to fight this evil and pro-
tect 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 (Karna-
taka): Mr, Vice-Chairman the Bill
which we are discussing is very import-
ant. Though it was introduced in the
Lok Sabha last year and in this House,
we are discussing it only today. This
is the most burning problem in our
society. -Alrnost everyday we read in
papers that not more than ten to fifteen
dowry deaths take place, ' ’

In this connection, T would lilée to
say that there are no iwo -opinions
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about this dowry problem apg 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 legis-
lation, then there would have been
no black money at all and there would
have been no smuggling and there
would have been no untouchability in
this country.

Sir, dowry is not 5 recent innovation
in this country. We find that even in
olden days, many parents hecame beg-
gars after giving their daughters on
marriage because of the huge dowry
that they had to give. But it was
never so brutal as 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 in-
law or father-in-law, a women dies or
she commits suicide and, in certain
cases, the in-laws for the sake of get-
ting more dowry have the wo-
man killed, Se, this is  how
it is happening and this wzy,
that is, by passing some laws you will
not be able to solve this problem. If
you really want to stop this evil prac-
tice, you have to see that large-scale
education of women is there in society.
So long as there is the system of ar-
vanged marriages, dowry problem will
be there and the dowry deaths will con-
tinue. There are castes and sub-castes
in our society and these will also con-
tinue as long as the system ot arrangfed
marriages prevails and such social evils
will continues. Our great poet Rabin-
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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 guilly. A person who gives
dowry is more guilty than the person
who takes it, Why should he give dow.
ty 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 mar-
riage, 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,
turther, in our society, we are giving,
from the very beginning, the first pre-
ference 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 first choice. A boy is always the
first choice in our families and that is
the reason for many of our jlls in socie-
ty. It is because of this attitude to-
wards 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 de-
mand for dowry is made, but also when
the girls have to protest against the in-
human 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 econe.-
mically 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 agnd 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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proper status is given to women in our
society, I think 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, I feel, should be hanged imme-
diately, without any trial. (Interrup-
tions) Yeu go first to a lower court,
then the High Court and then  the
Supreme Court, and then ulti-
mately. .. o

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI DI-
Mrs, Das, first you

shall have to find out whether the per-

. son has committed a crime or not. How

can.... .

SHRI HANSRAJ BHARDWAJ

' (Madhya Pradesh): These are the sen-

timents 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 fine cf
some two or three thousand of rupees
has been prescribed. Sir two «r three
thousand of rupees fine anybodv can
pay. One thing I may tell the hon.
Home Minister, Dowry deatks do not
take place among the poor class people,
who are only engaged in daily bread
earning. Dowry deaths {ake place
mostly in middle class, sophisticated
families who want to lead artificial
lives, or in upper class familles who can
spend lakhs and lakhs of rupees to hush
up such cases, Poor class people are
too busy earning their daily bread.
That is why N will request the Govern-
ment to establish an independent Com-
mission for Women. That is most im-
portant, 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 re-
main unsolved. How many women
come out in the life of our society?
Mostly they are in the kitchen, inside
the houge, with the mother-in-law,
and so on. Their condition is pathetic.
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As a young girl, she is under her par-
ents, 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 automati-
cally 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, Alsc a fine of
Rs, 2000 or Rs. 3000 is nothing a mini-
mum 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. I swould only
repeat that there should be a separate
Commission for Women and punish-
ment should be made more rigorous.

Thank you, Los

it gfc diwT Wi (TsTeaT)
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TF WA qE . AT P
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FX A IT & Frow 9% fa=mrg &)

§ A FTM ATZIT § AT A

F1 fodid & o 328 HC 329

o FHOT A TG § _
“Interference of the criminal law

in these matters of family life should
we think, be exteremely limited.”

g #iY Fg1 @1 FHwA 9 ° af7
g9 UG T FArt g€ uwEr &)
fawfet 9T §o eqtA T EaQr 99
F1 foriisma av W7 g7 v famrw
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7Er g€ 41 o ma g4 @ oy §-
W AW # A faar afy gw
frt A ¥ ey 3 A 39
¥ afoomm S g wey § oAz ag
g o fmdn afomm i @
Y F | 97 § IEmgew ¥ 3T W@
FEAT | :

AraEY, Avet qr § zfagra agrar
£ ) 9 § W ¥ uw owgar
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I F SHIET FE T AZT qFQT AT |
TS FT aema ov, w5 feeed adf
FT qEGT AT | JEA T F @
WA qaT g% &9 TSU 1 gre
#rar wfF w0 ¥ 9T saTEr W
w7 Y, dT ¥ g A AE Z | uF
REHr F w19 497 gAT a1 I§ X
g9 FT T faar 1 gEl & Ay
Ig P FH O, ST T AT F
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St 4= T @ AF I7 AT T
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F Heqn ¥ 13 €19 § T ST FT
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FW H AT F qF AL 1 g
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AT F gra drgAT ARY & A I
@A 2 iy afgami o1 qare—
I oF A fqg s Sqw fag @y
A war @ qew Afgari g @da
ganare ¥y @ § 0 dfew zfram
¥ 35 aid M &1 wfgar M
A AT gal, wigar v q %
TAtger g€, wigar &1 § T 2@ &
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&2 g1 WAl | HIFOT g1 qR§i A
W gar ¢ afew 33 awg & wame
F 37 F fay 4@ gu v «few
gigardi & fa¥y gu & =ve afz =fe-
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gt 42 gu § WoAT o 9T W9
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LA BIg afr

This may lead to a controversy. Anad

fthe Chair himself will be in difficulty.
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F oqqw ¥ AT FT S oAq FE

2 & g7 ¥ fay fadzw war =g
g o zwfed @ & 7 w0 F g
@t @dra FY feng o g, ffaaa
AT F FEACRATT FAAT AIHE A G
a 3@ wr gfemm SatEr qAwT
g ) FRUT 498 ¥ mrg A wmafad
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& oix ¥ Iq &Y qrzar @1 FAA
3T ¥ ag ara AE FIr § AT I
A oA ¥ oarerar gz oww fzav
@t qfgenny WY E WY 3w oA
HEY F W T AT X AT gwAY
g fr afz 37 #1 ofg 37 T A3
HAFr O T FHGEAT T JA F
qdr et wfead o F @Y
A FT AAT IT F oA A AW
FoU ? oz AW F IO WA
o F G W AT I T
FAT FAT FJM ? 4T F I FAA
T O qraAt § v ofonmm favay
arar & ! ad AT s " X
498 U @MAr § I H gEds WK
39 ¥ fidfes & @ wmfaw faar
% dfra se & gex gfgami £ @
mfger aai A& fear | 9w ¥ @9
AT TrIT g @ Fr A Ag wrfag
fFar | ag Haq FTHT FLH FT FIAR
A& & Sy FEr g STy
§ F s+ ags @  asfeai
¥ &Y gt aadr ¥ gAY qwae @
AT 1 FgT @ I A IV
qLqrg AE FAT, IT W A@ AT
T fwrer T & gAer Q@ afy
&y, ..

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. Dau-
ghter-in-law is not included. 5{1’&%
T gwds, 90 F o A w@r o§ o
ot gak w7 w1 f5 aeheai
w1 Gadezsr gadt §  wigsre fear
st Fifgr . & fAaggw e Trzar
g fr wefenl #1 qAgesd it F
wiuwrz 34 &1 oforw ag g
7Y qgd st S § ar e
ST ¥ o959 g W wgfat

- STy S ) gafag v oqga g
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gy & wrdal &  woar  fgrar
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g0 &1 A gHT FI qIG B AT HT
fagt & 7@ =fgw oI 5w A
qig S e § 98§ awear g
f& =g ¥ dq@ WA g
o SrAaq & R Z9A wregdEed
far @ g ¥ wiwEw oo
FT W@ F 1 wId A asfyal Fw
Fefrar  @ew Fwr & wR A
ge%  §ET AW & qa £
oft ¥ ¥ Fg fm, oedr 7 of Y
Fo wg @1, @mat 3 Tz fo
grg & w8 fom ar @va agae §
FIT AT w0 5 gAR F9T FeAT-
AT E L @ e F sy
FAE WE & AN IAKT 4F WG g
FT WEF AT FW FT HAT Q9
B 9, ¥R AT 9T gEAT | S
g% W9 3 g IO I®@ § famie @
F& aq TF U AAT NGNT TH
@ § w1 an | fog a@ X
q7 Fg, a7 @Al #1 fa% fear
fF 7 98 Fex 93 g% ¥ =
TR Y T WA AeS @R
¥ 95 FFM 1 A gAFAT N,
gr st =@ gadr 1 qEy ofheafy &
Ft¢ ufget w1 feafes mr Y a8 gwar
FIF gAY WIEY FT qAFT & AT
g 1w ST &1 qg d
TF S FT gATd A | ag Afgen
frdy oY grow & wus ofy &1 anw
g BigAr wIgdr | 39 ufgar @
fewmm @ 97 a% 3@ wrEAr @
¥ od ofa § 3vw AT & 99
g & @ ¥ 3§ Wy gfs #*
mATAIT ggT FAN ; WS A
SEUSIC U 2 5 ) B
gfr frt frafes Y s &



2093 The Criminal Law

[+t efeorw aragr] _
wAG { oFeAr qw 1 F gF A
g1 % 5% ¥yw 3@ § f wfgenr
F2 ¥ 713 oft # frars 75w
% faf garwe & 98 9| awdr d
& & ar vz @ § v ofy Fr
= AT AT IGA I qrArAr
€1 AT GATT 7 GATHAT AR & ar
TH gata #v @y afew Ifwar g
T ogAwg Ard & I gAfAy
/X IART GAA FL AT HLIEAT AT
ST ®Y FWT Fr FoAL W E-—
AT G 3T HA—IF TEAG FI
agizd | (Wagm) T3 R F
®W TE T g AT aTE q
g afgm + mw wAa € R oafg-
qeiT JE8 A%d & W7 WIH F UF
IR & zmhed 393 2few W
AT g A aeE F AT AT
(@wm i 1) & agg dfecy H
Fg wWIE K wr sieac arq €
g WT 1 FET F T { g
W E -

'THE - VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

DINESH GOSWAMI): Whatever you
wanted to say, you have spoken.

o gft wiwe WiWE : ©F qT
Y% T =g fR 39 fel ¥ 7g
L, Toww for & & owed oS
Ao W|TT0 dYo dYo ¥ muEHz fwar
T §, I A TEAE AT gAY
HHgwRwmana 3 g §
Hx &1 A0 TF FT FITEET AT )
1M FEH THWAT T AT
AT FEATAAT AV | Tl T gqH
21 T@IAF & TIIT I FTFRCA-
S a1 fearmar & wiwzad wdede
FTAEYTT § | €T TEAHE AT HIA
TaAae %7 faer fegqae 4w Iqay
HX SITET qFTA AT AT ARG g !
@ AT A oA el wWE . faAr

[ RATJYA SABHA |
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afgal F gq1T 7gf 7 qFar | Atga
F qgq AraEEaT 1 F g A¥
Fgmr fF faar gay & ot wre Ay
I Fdr | fgar qew & wfgqr 3w
T AT FRAT 1§ Y FAwEL
ufgar &t & faar arfragi & 7
a9 Z0d T 9% 9% 9 g4
A9 wAwa ¥ faar & f5 & a9y
T oFr 20 F Fdr zv iy
o wEAr g 1 z@fad 9w @@
fagaa & fF 37 Qi ofcfegfadt
WF T FA #1 FAA & (A9
qIOHI I AT FALT FT G FAL
aifgr arfy e @ s 9%
fio-mve Frg 9T fq= FoE Ar
FHwT #1 1 FwAsaT g faerfar
g g fawrfor & =g qv §w
& 9T & HIT 3§ ASAT  F
gt farer @ 1 g@aT ATw ST % |

st Tq QAW @EN (ST W)
AT T ARIRT, § HABT
aard § fr owen qa 4 fafw
(Fvitew) fyga¥, 1983 T AR
1 9a9T W07 fpary & @ faaas
FT g T alg § gaear § 6
fedl aT gara @ € & A
AT @, wew AT AT
W § SAHI &F Qw1 T | AHT,
T A IW oaw ¥ agw@ gW 0E
fedl ot A7 gar et gwa Y EAT
& 57 frad #Y 35 ¥ guar I
wftr @aw &7 qw w9 & F
7g I9 THIR [a¥q q% fagq s W
qar #41 Y Wrd T oawd ¥
A qart H Sy oy qranfE
FAfqai §, wrafaeare &, fawwar &,

1 gfeer &, wew #8 L
fear &1 @ qr g¥ fAR

FEN R A A@T agaqd faew
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F AT qg WA N wgd
fagd §# 498 s HFgr 2 f5 .

“St wYE Pt = w O av qf
FT ARG g & F wfw aw
g g Fradm  § faaa wafy
T ad aw a7 gy a0, afesa frar
S 2 sw & s e
g o

IR TA9 qA AT ARy
Frw & W@r g @ ag famr v
fiF tw ad 9% | TAR qF TG FET
Tifgg | § Gwmar g 5 F7 ¥ w9
R " AT 9 g agrEr
afer | W ET F1 oA JqsWT
gWT FqifF 389 gaw 997 ARAT FA0
gar & #ifw gE¥ s wwwil
qfzate & AW FW SR OF AT #Y
A7 T @HT & F2 IZF AT A
FAT 3 7 & W foawr  1few
FEM N Qg af@T F dw o
IAFT AT AWIA R AT ZT AT
gafed #w faa & f& zqd =4
¥ FF QAT A9 WA g7 qig AT
Y Wfgr | AT Ag g @Y, weel
gwr | afsT gaq “aF” wee AEY
grar =fgg “Ew ¥ oww’ gy W
gt wifge @ § agmar gfss
THHET 1 wHEE § A FA g AIAT

AT Tqq AT AW R qgT AT

g

oS AV FAIT F AT 42T B
T g q§ gqr av 78 § fawr
gifes gdfs & avag & S
S f Ay FFAT L 1 g9 W
FAfT A wArd FW & far ATar
qUEr FHOT § FH OFET ATRT |
Fa T F T fAeT @wx
7 g Of7 o7 gx wd § qand

[ 8 DEC, 1983 ]
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git : zafag gara 7y wdsw grm
& gr aaTe § ATaw FIEFT LFA F
far gz d¥q g | A T ag
W W1 wgar =rfge 5o gufa
i aa fsd &1 mAwm IT faear
aifgr | Tt SR @ Y. 5
§ A FAT IAA FHTT TH
FAT g |

fegai & wmry fwew # agd
FAV g 1 fegat w1 wfaws . & wfaw
fafee 77 . %1 wFwFar gy

. fomr & AreAm ¥ gW 3@ WS gAw

FT OF gFF & 1§19 Zr @19 A9
wa feant fafae «ff g & @1 &
o9q &1 wIAET  gEAqr g AR
TR FAer Wit wiuEt & FfEa

g S § 1 zgfey g @t

farmdr & f5 @gs e asfedl
AT w1 AfAgrd €T O wew &
e faerr feAm Foegaear FL
foad 3w =1 ww-uFd Al . 7o
Faeq AT wfaw<d 6 GwE g9F |
9% 919 g gray ¥ 9 FEAT =TRAT
g f5 3w fmar 3% W & 7%
fagufa gz @€ Q¥ wi@ aF STH!
TEC AFfEI R F1d F@ F A0
TIRT A ST FUT AT
AT qANE qaTdd; 1 39 F1a
F fox mard ® urm £ fF S
qrad F3F  Afgarmi o R ar @
gad #1 foiw s@ F faa
fasg ofy faard § =ik S@EW
TR UG ArFfeEt ST grrfeas
Frat § =nfas ¥ mfas  dwwor =
H WIEAT HT § | T FHAN

g & fad U A & g g

st fagas - gega R T g sEwr -
gafaa &7 & aew gmT Sfgw ag
ufq smaeas § I ST THE
qrEY g & WF a1 FAT gAT



207 Tke Criminal Law

= w g aga]

ogU T WA #HiX gfgamEi &
T FW A gH w9Ad @ | § ag
A Fgar wgarg fFowsw w9 ue-
ifgws  z@t & wwdfy & 3a%
IEFT wgiaqul faga 93 fF=1 F@0
wifgy 1 FAifw Fad wsAfaF AL
93§l ®/IX gw @9 41 ag afaa
FIH Al FLOFq € | I ofqd wH
1 FW@ F &Y, 3§ FAF (FT X
FQ ¥ fod gwo@x @M #1 UE
T PHET FW FE@ AEC | WS
R 99T yer ®F ¥ gadAr wgad
A% AR WIS ¥ 9w G g f*
wEIA & gwEr gw  gel agd
wfews & 1 wgh aF ® wumar g
fF zuar 1o FRT GFE 1 WY
AR FEATAY ¥ gA gwESt I 8§,
IS FT WO F&F g7 DT
F@ & s e g, ¥ gwaAa
g & wmist wefea @ @ & g
qatardt  sgEegr FO/}W g1 S
W a0% ¥ oga e wW@ £ §
@RE F wfus § uwfus av ]| &
T IAF [WRE! AT gER AW
g & § st IFT I T 94T FQ
FfF oan @t ool = A wd
¥ osgrer § syrar owq &1 BT
qfeare midt W SgIEr @RS [ &Y
Fifrw Fw@r & | IWHFT ADST TG
gar 2 f& MY =mfam o @|w R
FFAT 8, STH! ASHT gAR AT AT & @Y

ITERY WTEY ZEqT HLAT gAY |
3PM. % gqv famr 9er  fRagr
FEaT &) FE @ ¥ v F &y
EhIgIk g & | ar & gwwar g
fe gewe *t gy 5 faw S#1 &
mdt & @ qfy d@ifar qmg w7
g SEI 9FIT g9 9T WY 3@ [M
§ gfgag @wr =ifgd f& zod
2 Ol s S T T O i

[ RAIYA SABHA ]}
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g =fg? | & gumar g f& @
I 9T FH( WK T OGFAT )
3 WT 4T & fgars g FEar
wigal § 5 s@ aw gwiy wfgwd,
MY W ASAfaFE  qw qg g
Fifs wfaws & wfus S A
¥@ar g 3 & & @y § @
217 o owfuw & ofus e @
g agifs I AP F 9T AFT GF
Tga TFeST @ Wt g gafag &
WTH AT & HIFIT FT 419 TH
R wrwfeq  FxArwgar g ofF _w
¥ g9 NTF I § Jear ATW &
S OGATS FT AN g QT g SEAT

TR ¥ fanw #FAw gwar =ifgd

¥ qqT gH AN 381 qIg FAA 9
FI F W@E TAT FT AG OF GFQ
fou% & g 3w § oW 1 wiA-
#afar w1 AN FY W FT qF |
g ¥ § wiAdm 9g W S qs
fafy (dwwew) fadgaw, 1983 #
FHIT FI@ E A F WWT F@T
g f& ogx s 9w @F #7
F fau weaw 5y € s9 ® a%
W FT ZAT FT F FH § FH FT
fearsd | & swmar g f& wEw

& ofg S| ¥ A1 wOUY FE aral

¥ g FAT QAT | MEA A F waAqr
g, @1 femm & Fr7 §wa &
gl @A g L & oz oweRt &
w19 g FgAT agar g f& ag
97 qW! AR EN 99 gH AW
TF FE FIUF—GHIA GAA GATS LT
qaqr gaiR fasw ® gnit o @i gy
W §9 TF & | wEI-EH AR
a¥lt U § g0 F1E qeqe AG1 g Fifw
gmt wmfy wfadt 7 At FEr @
wWt &1 gyifadr arar §, &fawr ad
qIAT &, WAA G@ F YT AG WRAT
g 1 9@ gAIR W gy wIger e
qAiTAl QAT FT OF AT 2, gW
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T afgd Y ML 9 ET T IH 2
# AT FAGGS AN GFS g
qq 2gT 99T U W | T Weal
F g ¥ wqwr oF QT GAWI G-
¢ au 93 UF g, uF 97 I A,
qa fsg & wfRy, ¥ fwaiam

Y9 W &F 4E WA @1 o
AT WHIN W=l  JAM ¥ gAR
W F AR, AT F 7wy, afvar
d ovurg A g ) W WeRl &
g HYAY @ OGEE T E

Wt odwe feg (v 9dw) ¢
STENIEqe WEET, F9 W I G1
#1 uF faw a1 sg 9T 4 FN
aodt wa @ifgT &4y w7 SE &
faear-s@ar ag @ faw geqa faar
gy @ ¥ W gEG @
fag v za fag &t @ F 99
eqra faar sitar =ifgd 9 9% fF
qH 7w A1gT A4 Fer ¢ fF Qs
g0 ¥ FA-3A &Y A9 AL & FAT
gl 9 # g A9 2 W A
gt & 1 9gd ar g AW *r gmrfaw
GETYT ®1 ATIRT IGAT FrO AT
fer mfgs sqazgr &1 W7 IoRT
dgar g 1 wifas syaedr
# WY F ag feT fosr
T|ITFT F1 FITHT &@AT FET | 497
- mw fF ogmll 3gR, ag afeai
qaT FT IAT [ § 1 qgd Al
Forowr g8 FgAr Awgar g OF
uF ACE  WEA F9 d&aT §
fF a8 @MW woqr  @efEay &
mdY FgT IE-AB q FIW@ § |

IE weafa W w wE g R

§ fray frad gs-gs o fRAd S
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e it & S qvr A Y wrH-
far s & olvad a3 & gy
it & & |\ W@ 70T @A g -
f5 7 gqoft wsF-azfedt v wd
¥ zgat g9 w@ §, v w3 F
WL FG &, A SEH wA A Y
gz & &t 5 300 Tl gt
qTHT & , 200 TIUT AT 9IAT 2
fr so¥ ¥ 3o Tt FF 99 a9
¥ #q F=l 1 GIE T wfFT &
FIHIT T § SO AW R AT
W g st R G ® Afaer
feetd A SuawTswe WEIEW, Tz
aga miaT ata & i g7 afcfeafmay &
Yoy s gRT afen, gy agfet
qUX FI FAT FAT & | SHR AW
e FT & uT o@ 4 S § ¥
@ty Jg @t AR 9w g
g qEIA gl fReaT a7 98 waT w0y
JgT uTdee AE wT O §, g
7 weefafoer @@ &% arft § s
9 W@ ¥ F gw PEC A
&) 8 ggadl aqwar e g
TF AR FTEO G &, Ta! SHHT HTL
g zady forew afew @9 2
afFa st g aed oI agd STy
g =@Ead ¥F A1 qT a1 7@ aWw
T AT ®TE g@ I A9g FAw
o gy & ag §F urw ¥ fag
&7 TG § 1 2B awg 8, uE g
F gy gwRAT g9 W€ & Afww
TaF 919 AR 1T § f agi o A
T e g, zEewl ufirm ag
gar 2 5§ 99 wedy £ & qey
qeT JtEat g 5 oagl g A
gu & § A Srgarg o gwmid A
FEOATE AT S Fr & OFT W
g mar 3 gW §9 SN @ & §ga
ZEr § | MR wwar & g 2
afFa & St § f wowrg wE o
9%d A @ @ g AW W\@A q &



211 The Criminal Law

[ wtdear faz)
wg IFH GTH AT A a1 AWy
Fr g 3 OF faw, @ AW
fo & fod, 97 w9 9§ v
AE g ogr a3 omeer ARw w6
Fga & fF qrg w1 =W TG FT
T E ag A8l FT W AAT aF
§ fefrag & 919 TR g A
E e O e

| oT QWA 93 FATAMT A
qqr SOy ?

st fag 0 & s gar
FXgr 97+ § oF 9T AT ©@IE

JqaTsEs  wgr, fway e
gt 9T 43 §u & § wve w7y qer
wrgar § 7 3 www FEm 9T gy
TEHT, AT AT T WFY, FF
fir fpdY oft faq o 9§ 7 FF
&1 9T ¥ qF Tl 3497 & A gATG
afex gardr Ig% @@ FAr § 7 F
g7 A & WX a9 g% {38
N E W@ aF AT IS &y
agY fuerdt 1| 78 FE-AgT F1 fagerdr
& T (g agarl o fgear § o
fRe g== #1 fadtidr & ST I T
& ¥ o TE TIArE OF IAH AHF
fowT @HT § S|y

QUIeTS WA, I@ AW q  TAAT

feafs 1 & =g geAT TEar g
fr fraa orr 93 gu & O fF sy
il dwg qea § 5 ogmr fa
2 ar A 7 fraw fgwa v oy §
s =g Jd # 1 g AT oqR
e &, fegemra #1 QRW
wifaw wafe &1 § 5 987 T8 @&
mrar & W gre & gAF far F=av
g a1 A AN 9WIg qg FWT
Ty o A § sAagraer 9o fma
g, afes & =g sgr fF 99 wiywra

79 ¥ ag AT F 1 W AT F9

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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Hg qW Fr BT F ararar I aE
FE 1 QET Y QW FM FRH AT

SR st damar 3 o) @ aNF

Fag grar & @ ¥ faq 0 - ¥y
AT, FT DY T O A
N .qa@ T XA, A FH A AWE
TR, oy F A

gaaatsT (= feRm wrer)
TIET sf“r qIT ETZR FT AT
W s

st tﬁm f‘ag %rzr zrsw 5 fqaz
T i 1 :

gmwew (st fRw sivexndt):
AT SWT AT @ O§ ... (sqEE™)
aro geat #1 fefearss #w <@ g
g@ﬁ%@ﬁ%mv’ﬁaﬁatﬁé
are dwdaw fefaz av <f@h ferem
TG AR TR FIA 6 AX IF HAH
AT e AH AT (ewEET) -

ot TRwmmT g 0 owewr AR
T S WT GAFT AL TLAL &Y AT
Te5T 3@ HE R F 913 ;| §
fer 7t afed 1 & o ad W= oA
ferac gL 71 @ E Yag QY
ag #1 ftm ww wf @ o, a@r
g3 & A qE 4d =g 49 ok
faar @7 ¥ & @7 T1@ a5 =g
TEF T FE W A T T T |
# maEr AT Aqrgqr g wifE oW
qF IT 19 &1 AL arAN, 7O ALY
g 1wt gaTY 9T §rgd <o &g
qqT A FF W A, wgm AT gfea
Wt . F I g Adr $fawy ey
& 9871 g 5 Fa1 @ § ? Eﬁﬁ'ﬂi
FEA T F A Y R owrew ow
g% g Y, TT 99T 1 W oqfag
W 3@ FMF, SEAT Ag 6 HEN
T AL AGAT T F 9T A @ g
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AT gaR 9T §, gAY WX AT TG
T feat agt o 1 Figz & F1ET 9%
Tt fagradt § 2 fyaar @ ardr g
18-—20 g1 X 39 § AN g3 A
2 327 MDA F QT T TIT F WAL
fram ft wft 1 § g7 w3 o
gV Ad @ ST aEd g ow @
Ty W osAE W A W @Al
fagar @ wh K F s g f
9% F gL fAv@ar 4 T gaAsy
g1 3 guadr & faa & 8¢ ey
Y war A wI SR, AT W@y
g F 3w arg v fow w0r
fr & goer qFq @it g

g wfad, mw fos owc Foar
FiEar § f7 oAl ¥ syT @ Sy
T ¥ § FEg 21 vE § O @ny
e @ 3w #Y wgw A wH
afgert &, afws oy ofgas o @
T FUT wd @q HT fad ad
wan foar o == feav gar, =@
AT ApEl F qrEEr AN F Ay gy
AT A WA F gAr e aw g
g, g gy A@T ;A AEw ¥

qrEmr Qe §. .. (wmwaw)  gear
a7 FU ) '
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) Bill?

ot TRy feg : F Wifwr am

A qoAT WTEAT § qA TN 4T, @,
wedl @, gF A aW@H g, T
T #o Tifge, gRR fee @ 3w
mﬁrz,ﬁw T« @5
. . (swEE)
st frwt @ oy FS, ?
gfT Ty FT ATH FFC ASH ? AR

[.8 DEC, 1983 ]
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Ft Frrar g ? IAFT ATH AN
Fr T ST E ?
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI

DINESH GOSWAMI). Please contmue,
Mr. Rameshwar Singh,

st TR g 0 4z ST ot
F AT F J1.. . (3728R)

#F uF T FIF AT FIAT FrIAT
F 03 ard @ w A gy

CE 1 iy guiy Wi ®F yaw fag

St #7 W@ ¥ wft 9w gigw W] 0
g qrdy § a7 Fea f R faw 2w
¥ qz & foy gowm faxadt & aqy
AT T FA9TE qg fear  Srer
A, FOST-FUST FgEaAr AT
-afgq 92 & foax 7 S AT HEE
€7 =g @izt g3 AM Ay A
gy + & gawr FETlE g e
H T A FH FET ZET AZ FATY
AN favew F g a1 wLT g
g & afew 19 fawew =1 g @
Frzowr fox femr &5 w3 * ar
Sy wer oEy wrfedy § Sy v
50 9T@ &9 @9 &7 o1y F ...
(e7au) '

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI1
DINESH GOSWAMI): I think, in all
respect the name of the President will
not be included. That will be expung-
ed. Under the Rules, we cannot use
the name of the President with
reference to the debate. No arguments
about the President, That is expung-
ed. You please go on,

& qrd Wﬁ?‘!l — HAL ﬁfeﬁ afw
TyEre... - -

'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 Singh this is a Bill
which I think should be above party
lines, Kindly come to the Bill and
conclude.

siwat HifRer aw - qg S 9%
fegama  aff B ... (=wa™w)
THE g WT FE cAET g T

- THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHR1I
DINESH GOSWAMI): I have not al-
lowed that to go on record.

ot viwER fag: § w7 agar g
... (vmmEw) #Y are-arT ;A wE
fo & ot 3w wa a1 §—HF gmEm@
& g §--{q aFer gae gfw
g e #t e B OFF F faa
frr & minw afcada frar @d
w faw & fogr & wmga ofegq
fear a1 WYz @efeal w@r fofas
FATIT TF AR qUIF # 0¥ II1Z
a8 o qw X foawr Aw wAEE
F¥ |

Fq wA fos fear a—wrs
¥ gasr fox a@f @ @A g
gt a1 Mifawr feT gw gz FFE L.
(wmmgm) & wrAar g oadifs w9
qum qA g 9 FwUN L .. (@)

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

ot TRy fag . A1 Fowary
g 1 T @ fgar, & ag S far
A FEX & "Aaaw g 5 gmar wow
QAT ¥ AT FEET THT |

JU @A gAE § .. . (TwwwrE)

|

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

st vz fag  wo @ &
A @ AAT L F Fg @ @t fF
gawwldig faqig sf@ « ag @
TAH WL gg SEwA Sifad s
faawm # & S€ gt ¥ FA
AFA, Mo To THo JAT o Hlo
THo FY AU A STy, Ay Tl
§ g AT Y FIH F W w0
Tt R, o19g A M A" &)
AEHET AT WISY FT TF MG F
AGHT BN, UHT FT® WEEH e )
™ § oifewt qiw ogw g aditw
TN gy FAtew W oty A Y ).
(swame|) § &1 gerd & | FT
W g |

st wifqwr ow - §F Wy ¥
FL qrI9 H oy 9 Y 21 A9
TEH Hd v E g A
WML A arg § § w1 W

C AT AT FE WE |

gaRAEad (+ fw aeat ) ¢
R I @ FgEE wfed g

=t TR fag o & gragaE
¥—uw @t & fF weearam faw
A gqa NN 9g § 5 et
s g §1 1 W F @iy ug
x5 st aew saeaEs
faaiz sWMT-—awdt qiff § g2 &%
| wify # faare & W, sawy S
A A FAW 1L, (Gwg 3 ER)
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): You have taken
18 minutes.

Wt aRerT Wz - A aw A
faaz 2t g Afwd

ey Wfasr am o "Iy qr
Gfea & may fefezaed we wagza
A R AT FIF F (swawm)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI). Mrs, Das, do
not provoke him,

SHRIMATI MONIKA DAS: I am
not provoking.

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

wf deae fag o oz A [,
719 W F gty §  fag
SAT-AT A3 FAA JAT afwd
N weadtdr A w2 3w #
ZAY gwze AFfat ¥ srafasar I
dqr 7 w37 § dgaee Tree, fYqee
Ziger & f9T | Aggee e sie
%Y F gATY AT 71 faoar gfE,
37 & waRr w"fgard fosdt &
giega N wgdr ot #Y qrear
TEIT &, W, TUT AFA, FerAwd
T Y owAAr g A warfea
FW WY F...

gaaamsas (= fRAw  Avexel)
0T YT AT AY g3 Dfay

ot TRea? g A g § wgAn
=g g f ot v wEl-faag § fRaa-
g4t w4 37 71 Ifaw I8 @37 TraA
FT M | oF fafqz s ST )
feaa=l 37, qreraT #37, fagmar
T I F F 7faa Fraa0gr griy

AT I FF FF GeH FATE |
I AIfEHT oY T & fqw QA &7
I F ANFQ IA) AT GATE FL AY
smar s W qe 1 Sy fafasex
TIX ATH AT AIH! 71 A ¥ fqqs

3T W AT I9H) FIE NE fewz qgl
Euid

IraAnaA (s fadm Mreardt)
A1 faaz @ew g1 a7

«ft TRwAT fag : oF faaz ) &3
U o T & fau 31, 9597 F faw )

ST A megAtary frarg &,
geaatediy {391z TN 3T TR A
g9 ¥ #e8! AFY I JIAAT | ag
ATty N ATY | /A A avggor
FU AIFR WU F aASH § {518 LA
T FEAATETT FT T Y IT FY I AFA
2 SOt | 3% 3% F fAu dF D
wefral & fau sf@, fee AfEd =g
HIRAT A FIAT & IT & ) qg AIHAT
FuEIe g 751 AEd & fF g
FIFLGI ATSFATH 7Y g g qraa @m
#, famra o, safay wgar Fgar g
FIX AAFT AT FT FEAT  ATEAT §
fF oa Y |0 F 9 A73 1§ AAFT e,
AW Y gAY F fAT wwAY W A 19
FO A8 A gATY qIIF FATY & A
g% FIAY | T AZ WAy QY F wALET
8§ AT qra-age w1 [rfgy 5 oaed
ag & 91T TIST AT FL |

Hiwdlt A e @ AT F AT
F AT FIE A3V A TG T AG &

st v fgz . oF arq & FgAw
o ar 5 3% K1 T FASY H QS
1ol

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
DINESH GOSWAMI): Hon, Leader of
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the House, will you mind if the Minis-
ter replies to this debate tomorrow?

THE LEADER OF THE HOUSE
(SHRI PRANAB KUMAR MUKHER-
JEE): 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
‘earlier?

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

spoken

. IIQNETH WERT, §F § @A qH
Fraw F fag iy wver fear @ & 3w
grew ¥ ggw fay & arawr giear war

- FWE

THE® VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

. DINESH GOSWAMI): Mr. Home Min-

 ister, with the permission of the Lead-

er of the House. I have announced that

‘the reply to the debate you will make
tomorrow only.

SHRI. P. VENKATASUBBAIAH:
Yes, Sir. e
SHRI  SHRIDHAR  WASUDEO

DHABE (Maharashtra): Tomorrow is
Friday. .

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

St W Bo I : JUTSTETE
wEET, 9T A 35 39 wfeensy ¥
g9 ¥ W f@daw ofw w9 @
FAFH @ § g wIqT ¥ uw
qUEAIT Fw § ) wfgeT 92 &y
AT g o1 @ & 98 0@ «ia
¥ oz T & 5 1982 ¥ wQg
600 7 L A S FT AT F
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g1z g fear @ A afk @ ¥
wg gueHi & W Wi & WAl
wQfeE ¥R, 79, www wifes @@ =8
gerr dge wiuw g1 o § | 3@
aa ¥ & 39 gwEr &1 qWNwEr &
e frar o1 gwar § 5z fagas
¥ Wz e ARy T Qe
F wemgd § o9 S g v ow@w
e sfafaan 1961 F FIEE
RE F IO AAAT F1 qEqr &A@l
feq sgar war g wix wfgarAi a¥
TEATAT AT FIAT AT q&qr § AV
afg @@ 7 1 = 3@ wfufww
FT FATAT FEADH OF FAGAT L
g afew =@ @ WY swa #
AT grr & wfgerdi 9z W
TIAATE gAY § ST F FIT FE?
7z wer & fo ufgamsi a3 A<
F oEON OH§ 0F oSHE B
migs § AT AW @e g4 g &Y
FraaT & afgersi 98 #9iR 99 &
gfeare qv {gfww wwx & @
JEA @Y & | Fe@a # gRrd adqI

-gifss  sugedl Y g QueAr &

qq ¥ g1 WA I IF 9G9I § 39
dag ¥ sqa afedy g g a7

IF TY JETT FT QEIEIT 16T 7
¥ =8 & gwar | gafay @ wfa-

faaw & afgfea ovx a=<a o7 @@ &Y

g g fam ¥ guiy § wfgearst

Fufa Y aqura feafs & sw &
gigdqs & | 39 A9y § wfger
T FIE! FEW! AfFwr #@r FT
Ty & | gqurT faguw & g
198-T F ward AF=Ar wfgne
X 39 ¥ Hafag /WY gra 7y
forprae o @Y @ fear s awaT )
T gam § 5 ozwd w gaafa &
qfgem HwzAt &1 A g IFT
fosmg ot s¥ #1 wiawe S
Ffeq T 57 A fowraw T et
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T Fr wfaFw g famr amar
9ifgg 1| aga § wrAer wigar gaeAl
£ fawrag aT &Y gHw A oA §
A JJT FT ATHAT TH TR KT
Q% Sadv@ SIEOr § I IE qw@ A
fesdt ¥ mar gomsiz X A gBW
agt 9gar afe fewh 13 wfeew
T W F S T 937 | WS
faaas & ufgen dwsAl 1 foeraa
£ F1 TG FEET S GNP
q grd gAT A1ET 1 afF seradl
N g N1 AW F@1 9Igy &
qfgem gwedl 1O @9 wOdr T
fagmdi & a=w g @ik @ W
™ THER F ATAT IS Ay ST WY
®e 1T Jrfge 1 afgamst 9T gEar
F1 q1 qf@d & A9 # gear
. ag} gamr smar a9fge afew sg oy
oF qEfaE oy gEmt A
qrfge 7 Fraifas gusAt &1 I
queT Y A N Ffax IO
fpar st =g 1 T ag awear
Fqq wias & af § | afgamwi
9T & FEER g § S uF
ga@ #re § | Afer e s
& afafem grg - @roi & W
¥ 9T H&ER g g1 afr
ofs q&ft ¥ Jwwem g7 @91 S
¥ gaq Wk 7 g ar ofy aar ofy
*F qfEiT ITFT UAT 9T WGTATC
Fw § 1 OH g ¥ faeng &
gafgs swA § ff gmua #
wEvaEdr g | feg ¥ wER
¥ Y @ 9T & gEEA FE g
gHar & ) TEd faa  usHifas,
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wE gul 97 377 78 WY UF HdwN
97 | T THAT FT FEFT W
SOH UF 9 | 9 93F e A
T TR a9 AT F AqT § @[
% faas vrmifgs &7 F fad
ngaqe w1 feR ) fage W OF
FHEAFT T 2025 Fq IAAT TFaT
g fr ga® gar gmew 7 far @
& AR AT farg $U% | g9 9
g gAY A9 W€ wH § uE fear
g 7z s Fg1 B 5w g & #EW
g9, g W § gE Ay
R e § faw FET @
FT IRAT AG g7 aFar afew  zEH
I AT gAY qAGEY FIA S5
q¥ | IE% ag & fF ST qar o
frar @@ & Yy F3 gawr Awfat
F o gghr A o wrafawar
Nfrg | wH §F afgamil w1 @
Fgw wgW R S¥ favw ¥ A
AT [awe AT GUT &, IqH SRR
gesl & mE 7 FW AT A @
gAT &, 9H & WAEY I® FAN g
S =1fgd |+ v ar § w@er wwr
ey gt F foq =g ad gm
afer goam s g 5 oF gEu
FIT Faq JSATANEY 1 § 6 AEA
ar AT 9 IRNT F /g K9 § oW
A ST & fAFT AT qEHe w9
W R S oag & gl A F®
FEFA wOAd | qF oFE & fw
§9 g2 aF W4 T @ &F
gfeemror # oftad w17 %1 FwyEan
grft) 3 g & & 9 faugw
F1 quda @ |

grfss oz migs saw Wy ga19
W F frow fat A am@ sz
qMEET § I gAY AT A9T o
wer § ww ofogfas sw wTE
WM § FI1AT 9T | 9 g97
T F AT H AN ofF g FTAER

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHR1
DINESH GOSWAMI): Though I origi-
nally 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.

1
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st it fag . TER 0w
4 w1 v fRar wgo AE
quy g1y 43 go & S F T
wrgar § 5 @ar doEE A &)
W fwmr g

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

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

II. THE TEA (AMENDMENT) BILL,
1983.

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

ot gfiet gare (fagre)
IJqTATRAA WRad, & oG WA AW
FW@IE

“That this House disapproves of
the Tea (Amendmant) Ordinance,
1983 (No. 7 of 1983) promulgated by

the President on the 7th October,
1983.”

ag ot mifedw JrAT WT QA
TAQER FI, qg AT AT T TR
T qrrA far T ¥ 3wy wafy
TaTT g1 Wr N Iawr fE ¥ W
T F far mifeRm amar w0
§ qgr wwmar g fF g AT @
¥ 7g 997 g & HX gIAH WAEIT
F M & mrogrga frar war @
f& scaraws w19 g9 9T & g
gifedT @1dT | g8 F15 oFr wadr
g qu fe afedg A% 38 o
¥ I F 9T J I O¥
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farY smeTqr aTHEIT FT G N
fEe A IR T qAF F TG
Tz wifedg S Fw ¥ 7 owgr
oEwEE g 9@t v wifeRq &7
sgi fegr smr =ifgd 0 {E
77 T AR ¥ AN e § &
rar 5% ¥ mifsdw w1 SoEW
w fear srar &0 F 5w 9T @3
AT T | UHWIAN R,
& wgF qreAm ¥ g@EIT F TR
frage w50 f& oo wrawms W@
werm AT gfefeafy & & mfers
arar s MR Iw oAy wifeas
FT AW g FRAT STy o ST I
#d gar 2 guy WY srar fafaw
feafa st & F\gE Fr faadr &0
§ fog fagrz wrer & wrar g, wanh
St °Y SEY g ¥ omieT & 1 awl
9T dwEl Y wifsAm § ot vl
g9 ®E Y Dy g §
ag fraes s&ur fF a8 3@ TR ¥
aifeqeg q1F 9T AF Wy |

AIHF, T TG FAIEAT FT W
2 1= 8% & s F fau I%
grfEReg F1qT AT & 1 93y TgW
wafg qf= g 97 ) oFre § g
g& Fr 1% o w9 gaig e
war & f& o= oAl & 11 9
aF waw famr v o@EAr &1 oA
@ ara & fqo =z fegas  arar
T g wfF 3w fagaw ov faEre
fawel FW &7 gHY FAT § AR
gfF zowr dEg T ¥ & whm
§ g9 999 § F@ qq@ AQoN S
F JEA TEAT AZAT § | WG AT
¥ maa f57 armE & 99w gy
¥ faar, ¥ fradt safe g€ @@
gl & Fr7 &1 fFeAr FearEA w7,
fradt 9% wag I F aeada wrd,
foaft waty T@d arf 7€ § ok



