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RAJYA SABHA

Friday, the 17th March, 1961 fthe 26th
Phalguna, 1882 (Saka).

The #House met at eleven of the
clock, MR. CHAIRMAN in the Chair.

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS AND Brock
ACCOUNTs OF RAILWAYS AND APPRO-
PRIATION AccouNTs (Posts aNp TELE-

GRAPHS) FOR 1959-60 AND RELATED
PAPERS

.’; -

¥

- Tue MINISTER or REVENUE AnD
CIVIL EXPENDITURE (Dr, B.
Goprara REeppr): Sir, I beg to lay on
the Table, under clause (1) of article
151 of the Constitution, a copy each
of the following papers:—

.I.‘ (i) Appropriation Accounts of
Railways in India for 1959-60
(Parts I end II), [Placed in
Library. See No. LT—2744/61
and No. LT-2745/61 for Parts
I and II respectively.]

{ii) Block Accounts (including
Capital Statements comprising
the Loan Accounts), Balance
Sheets and Profit and Loss
Accounts of Indian Govern-
ment  Railways, 1959-60.
[Placed in Library. See No.
LT-2746/61.]

(iii) Audit Report, Railways 1961.
[Placeg in Library. See No.
LT—2743/61.]

II. Appropriation Accounts (Posts
and Telegraphs) 1959-60 and
the Audit Report, 1961, there-
on, [Placed in Library. See

N No. LT-2742/61.]
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difference in age is 3298
over fifteen years

RESOLUT.ON RE PROHIBITION OF
MARRIAGES WHERE THE DIFFER-
ENCE BETWEEN THE AGES OF THE
SPOUSES IS MORE THAN FIFTEEN
YEARS—continued.

sl TR qEEa (ST
w3%) : qEq Al ofr, st g e
faa 9 g7 w&iTE w59 oI & aE
eI FT g A7 frdzw fpar ar f
FdT G F ATy gae ¥ar fF garr
FAIS TR aAvfeat § qr § AW gwA
g ¥ 3@ fr gurdr F s, § g
FHTR TS &7 orfe B g ey g €
g fega P T gw 97 armifas
FARAT FT AT L A wOHY
grmfas #ife & A4 ama-gaR F
TAH FA a0 | g swarg e
# za gfuftsw gz 7 &Y vy & amw-
Tt AR F FTAT TX HAAY WL A0E
g | =fw S5 gal & araeg W e
gH ¥@y & fF g wne § faadr &
AT FIAAT AT & | I ¥ @R
#R A faag ar aaar frag, 3
& 9A¢ AT wTaw & fFooer g
Fars &7 Tfq waeg §1 W g )
& fad fawmw g7 a7 & © 8 afaw
HAua WX wFarT fyarg o § ag f
TS & 0T & 7F, gwr v sAqf7
F (% T &Y A § e e
PR WMT oA forarg F 0 AT
AT FT A AEyss FAfwr gar
& e e &% o8 wewrs W
for & a7 3T TEITT F FIRT 3§ AANA
forarg @7 FHAT F 9f5 T gE AT A
mEfeq #€ |

R TETE FT I AT & wAder
fyarg aX quifew @ T fed )
# argdt § o faarg & ford oo qew
AR et 77y # aft o5g a9 ¥ Afys
FT A< &1 ar 38 TR & faarg a7y
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fefimel amzrachy AT
dwfrw w1 ¥ fafvg sgem sma
ooy qre A7 oy 4 gwfad v
& faarsr 2w & owee 39 v dad §
foF oi= oo 7 ALY, FF A AT FT
AL A F T FF AN qiF AT 097
w3, o arareeTanT £ 6T § Sy
FT AR AL A AL AR PR ey
qrer 47 gafed @ § i faelt o grere
¥, fet ot afefeafy §, arf ff arfer
TEE A & wiww F7 o= q S
Y Arg g | 37 & 37 et Forard
# 39T AT @Y F fod, g gt
w7 frnT @ g & X Y s Wy
F= @ 7, gafa & ag quadr g fr
FEY T F AR T AT E Y )

Dr, R. B. GOUR (Andhra Pra-
desh): Suppose the age is concealed,
Sir,
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simeflt st wEAqTe 0 A
w1 & fr v AR a1 age i
wiad aF it 79 Fgar & ag w9 &
qger Fg AT TEdr g 1 98 WAy T
AT ;A F AIL T TFR F T
ST sraw faarg g1 &t ¢f & ar 3ARY
oIt aga TN g, TG A1 & | WOy A
qT #er ot I7 TFR & fFEeg Far
Heqr # g1 W@ & Tl T 7y 7R o #7y
orq ¥ wzg g v, 7 74 a0 e
&g M AR TG TG ATALS, TN
e FT [T IGT ITGT & | T THC F
ferarg, gt % gaaT W w3 g, fem
FFX & A wgfgaet frarg &
o § 7 39 IR & faargl & waT v
W< ZTfe gt 8, 37 o ot aeag
o 7 faq 57 7ea< &y fatag 5@,
gaue i ®Y AW AR AT F
SETTT FT SELT & | T TFT S Tl §
fF 39 9F1% & #avw faargi & v
gifr 8 7 R A 3@ I A faarg

[ RAJYA SABHA |

l

|

FLAT R A EHA Y FM AT 7 !’

difference in age is
aver fifteen years

T IFR & faangl ¥ uw Aagl, wAwt
gfaat g roghrare @t 7z . ..
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st et ow(fagre) oo arw
qAT M § | F it wne faamg g
2, Frdft 7orgQ & aeor gy § o snAgw
FEH & ? .

iAot Wl ST ¥ 9 a0
ardt 1 fors wgt < et § 1 7 3T
afcfeate 1 e st § e fe
g faa1g ia § A1 aaw 3 & w1
IS FATET ST HAAA foarg G § 7
1 1Y & o e aficfeafr H @@ & o
w7 #gt 9T faq o faee §, fadae
E, 39 ¥ wo wfre fadma O § Sy
AT FL & A vo ¥ ¥ o ST av
oA X g o AT aefeal ¥
T FLAT TG T § AW qIT [T
F AT HT A 1 & F% g rgfomart
3o, Yo arw I faet 7Y § | 9asr
T FATIT & YTT LY, Ro ATA IF FY
gt & 1 safed feay o fagd &
mfeat i & F @9 fag ¥ # g
asfEai F T F et § A ET IFR
F foratdl # F1H a97 AL ETAT § 1 TAR
T & 1 770 frarg A G &
qraT-foar & #X & 1 AT -faaT &)
F fag At ag A agfieal F v}
F & 5 F w@rswa WO ¥
g A F | FAIE TATET S| AT
TER F T A FIA T ITHF A
g AT T g AR Y Hg AT AT Y
for 2w a9 & aowr faud & o wan-
foam € 3 w1 & AaT-foen & wifaw
AT W T § | ) wd) g qa oy
fearst 3 | waw 3 & mew wE w Y
FT-fAF A TAT , FE TR FAT
FT FAT TTAT & | TRIST F HeaX g T4AT
s Wt FTRr AT gafea § oSy
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Wt sgTar FHa AT § SHT AT O
Frr 27 & AT Sy faR g € S
FtET IWATY T &, FE AN T
3q F \ wran-frem w & weT H 7®
qrT A arfaat F 1 Y §Y O
qJaaT 5 AU 2w F HRC A d)
T R AEE § A A gn

g

T F1E 73 9 ¥ R gad
gifit &, &Y I AT oy ag @ fir el
A aga ST g7 & ) gel gfr oY 0y
2 f5 A TF T A9 A Qo AW AT
qeY ¥ AT W F F Y iAo Ia
QAT FT AT F HARTL TF T AT HR
grar &1 W gyt faarg &Y o dar
g ¢ foad faa 5 el o gey e
#1 wAfaF gtz ¥, wramweAs 3fte @,
mrFtAl # gfc ¥ 0F | w1 g
RIS § AR faarg it a6 gar &)
g o fraa s e ad A § AT OF
Fer et w1 Qe AT ¢= AT AY B
ag 4T WY Yo, So AT AT Yo, ¥y aF
F RY F AMMEF AR WEARAS &R
q Tg & AG TAAT § AT A Yo, ¥y
AT Yo, o TT FT TEY R0, Y AT &Y
o & WEARTE AR FEREAT @)
qF 939 GFTT § | 3 AT AT AEAAEHT
#, faard § o st § wrEer
qUENS 3T S A & o gafer @
geR ¥ faagi & uewan, UF g
HHY, TF ZYASIAET qg) AT ga|r Wi
afom g gr @ % 3@ 9w F faaw
TR #Are A 2y oy & 1 ofa #
g AT fAEr £, s #1oaraar
g & A AT et 7 Siam v wr
FanT Ear &Y g1 3 e w3, 37 fyangt
FT ST TN AT & SaFT Qg &
FEYAT HT ST AFAT & | T TH1T F A0S
frargt & quId F7 AE @G AG
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&Y qrem 5% Afaw gfee & o g aeaew
FTTE GRT T |

T YR F wAw faadt & o
T e Fg e froags
33 W fag dew ¥ d53 ¥ o g
oY Tt A g4 3T A § Afew o
faa & o= fir 37 faar Jeg § §27 §
FHEY W gearEEqy A g}
SUFT FRET TE P AR § AR AnqrSy
F g faqamst &t ot e E vwd
qaT UF A% favar ¥ S oam A
g, afafafee, sofeas &
¥, wifs g aY e ara & fr fomr et
#1 afa 3H R0, Y, o AT I A
T UM BE IR BT gEAT G,
EFAT @Y F et 3T a% are
fa=r agwmr ?

Surt TAJAMUL HUSAIN (Bihar):
Vice-versa,
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YAt Tt saTaT st
oY 3w & w3 famaml Y awer
UF IV STA AT § WR 31 TA0NHA
faargt o1 afcwm ug gt 2 fF way
g F o fagar swer o W o
g a8 1 feew w4, SrEieem
faammre & star & fazas 1 awear
YA T F TR FAT 57 VG & ST gy
g 531 3 fag fas-Rafe e a1,
afeq s fae-foifcs wee <@ Y
T § g1 g § AR ag wiod wer
g ¢ #ife gn wewe faardl #Y 0%
AT @HY F 1 IS TN T F HRI P
o safsr = ag et & wfuw wng
5T 34T A 21 GIET 8 GIET g arET Tgat
& &1 AEY AT THAT & | W ag T
I & FAF g7 A F HwaT 9§18
grar 987 o 9% § | W9 g 9y
it fawar qwear & guar F8 SfEw
TuTyTa wEY fawer a1 @ @ 1 Feurfaes
FaHE fad @@ 9T A 98 faegw
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[t weEmEdT aE@Tar]

faowa AT fawew g1 @ d; w4 o
arre afaergd iar @ ag U ge3-
fede o feeanaes A9 v ¥ 3
g9 faar v & avr afe@am o
gaR draw dfwersa & @39 g
ar fawa e & gfee & o g 9g
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@y € 5 39 A«gw fqang &1, @

Hawr faarg F1 qO9T @S R agd
U HET I & |

¥ #fafcr os M 9 0T g
X ag 73 g B o faye & s9% s
T4 W g1 & H wig T fagT et £
Eq1 3 @ @i ar gg 79 € fram
qY qeet & forr amdy #7 @ §, Afwa
297 ¥ a1 ag g & fr 7 3991 & fag
Tgl afed oy fag ad $TE N &
FRi0F aft F moT a=9t & fog oy F:3
ar fedY favar & arg £, fHET a0
T F G 70 S 3T T2 T ATRT
FHAGT T gAF A Wi &7 oy
dfee Qar 7t &1 § 1 g1 awaa &
g1 ? e w=a ¥ forg Y £ ey
23 T & o Foore ¥ afkomegey
g 31 I & WY FAF Y FAT, Y
BET ITH FT T AT § Ig FAILT FT
o #1 F9R §? FifE a5 aveaT § 9
g4I F A4TGT T F fom wAFEITE
gftz & F1r q9v AE AT F 1 aw
Qo daq e ot @8 =% 9 &
Y I AT T e § ST
fawra uw aywg amiE ITT 57 far
¥ 4% 2 i WTF wO¥ 9wy =g
qfiar” & 9T oF faeger  waifed
A7 gAEwE gwaq g § AR 3w
TEH I quT F fqg  Sreaw
faegn g & AT 3 TWw &
fod ww-ar 99 srd 3 ) sws wiafe
Wt gE ETgE TS AR F 459 3 &,
ITF T A qIT A T E ) &ar

[ RAJYA SABHA]
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g i fF ST AT 9 & awg §
foar 9TF a9 1T § g Y I9 JAqT
§ A gl el § = @
g% € & SR A & HW AT F
fagig, sva 7 faaT ggeT I8aT § AR
I FoT T qrAa-a T gE §
@Y g1 araT | T HATET FY g ¥ A
faamar & 1

9 THR & g9 9@ § o o
faargaaqr safad #rgfee &, 7 ofw
FY 3foz & A 7 warer 71 gfee & -
FrQ QY & 1 ST afturm Wwor 7ix
WGFT N & | o faang safaq &
famrg § %19 ST §, afaTT W
FET FR 6T a7 § hq & A T
& AL AL TS qHEATH 90 T § A
qOIST T S TEE § ITH TN
§ \ zafad i o years § fr O faangt
qx Fqrfas < awdt wnfgx | s,
faetg ®7  TqEAT, IFRT AT ST FAT
o 537 78 g3, ferd 38 gl I ag
aifenfas wwewEn #1, wwifss
THCATHT 1 G < T, A ;L ey
F FEIT THETHT FT AR & TN
WR IRl &, a5 7% awend qa
FET &, safed & faare § wamae srerdy
g, 9w afeardi w1 Tey faare i §
T qTAT ¢ av fafesa & O Qe dear
EEAEEA R S

(Time bell rings.)

S, @ Q1 fore iR & e
g; FF q7 TF ATRTF DIFR T
T AR a8 78 3 I grar I I & 98
TF THEL § FifTe 7 g, 55
qrqul e &, 98 T 4T F WA @
foaat wae @ T g1t & 93 S
A IO O & A I9d &% oav
g, ard) el &Y @ g ol § | g
AT FT HAT K5 AT QAT U §Y
STaT § ar g8 wfy Ay w7 THar & )

3304
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S\ fararg Y G 8, S SEERg AT ATh
gfcer g, g Wt 991 7 = § uE
AT Tgaq AT & | W IE
PR HTS fAIT W7 SN &, T A9
T TG & AT FH SAHT TACHTT FEOT
T3, IEHT GAAT FAT 97 | g7
TR TRT X AT f9918 A geqr a0
afessa F3 7F § | T a-faarg a¢
% TS &, 9 agfaaTg 9% TF Trs
2 AR g9 3ZT 9T AT T @ g §
TR rerFar 39 a1 W 2 5 g
St A faarg & g S wWIA &y
T § OF GO g SA & FI,
IAF TF TS F E0H g1 A & ;O
oy goT 8, 99 awe AT Y FFIY
¥ gmar F3 | fo T ¥ W 5w
RS 3 fag faam o1 @ § S IFRY
T W faarg & ST UF
qR 94 77 fafram srar g fs g
TR faaTg 7 GHEAT 89 g1 ST |
Jg FAIR AT 9% UF F9F @, AT
AT G Tg TF THIX & TG HT Taa
g o f gATR g &7 yfa § aras
T AT § AR A faeer & 377 gEega
waTl H 3feq ety o & gH UF g
¥ | safd, oftaw, o ag wag e afe
g g & 5 v e ewfaiw
&, Tafasiier a9 av g4 58 79 faarg
FY UFA & T H10F saaedT FET &
g | AT |
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The question was proposed.

Sert M. P. BHARGAVA  (Uttar
Pradesh): Mr. Chairman, Sir, when 1
first read this Resolution, I thought it
was a very innocent Resolution and
there should be no occasion to oppose
it. But when I gave further thought
to this Resolution, I came to the con-
clusion that it should be opposed.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: Personsa}] difficul-
ties or what?

[ 17 MAR. 1961 ]
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Suri M. P. BHARGAVA: Sir, I am
one of those who believe that social
reforms cannot be brought about by
legislations only. If we look back
we will find that there are several Acts
which were passed, over which time
was taken by the then Parliament, and
yet those Acts are no more than waste-
paper Acts, Take the case of the
Sarda Act, What has been the fate of
that Act? Have we been able to stop
child marriages? Don’t we hear even
today of child marriages taking place?
And they are taking place with
vehemence,

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra
Pradesh): It had a great moral value.

SuHrt M. P. BHARGAVA: I have not
been able to understand whether it
has served the purpose for which it
was enacted.

Dr. SurimaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND (Madhya Pradesh): That can
be said of any Act.

SHRIMATI T. NALLAMUTHU
RAMAMURTI (Madras): What is the
basis for my hon, friends statement?
There are no child marriages now in
most parts of the country. What,
according to the hon. Member, is their
number? I would request my hon.
friend to collect and give statistics
before making such general state-
ments.

Mg, CHAIRMAN: The ladies are up
against you, Mr. Bhargava,

Sgrt M, GOVINDA REDDY (My-
sore): He is in trouble, Sir.

Dr. RAGHUBIR SINH (Madhya
Pradesh): There are dissenting voices
here.

Surt M. P. BHARGAVA: Only two
or three days back I read in the papers
that in Jodhpur and Bikaner there is
a particular sect in which marriages
only below a certain age are perform-
ed, anq they are performed in num-
bers, because they believe that there
is some auspicious day which cowmes
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[{Shri M. P. Bhargava.}

only once in three years or once in
five years and on that day only
marriages should he performed.

Surt JAI NARAIN VYAS (Rajas-
than): My hon, friend’s information is
not correct. I may point out that this
marriage season comes once in every
year and sometimes twice in a year.

Surr M. P. BHARGAVA: Sir, I did
not want to refer to my hon. friend,
Mr. Vyas, about whose community I
wag speaking—Pushkarna Brahmins
of Rajasthan. But since he has inter-
vened, I have no hesitation in saying
that it is that community where child
marriages are very rampant even to-
day.

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY
(Andhra Pradesh): At what time did

he marry?

Sarr M. P. BHARGAVA: The hon.
Member, the mover of the Resolution,
herself admitted that the Widow’s Re-
marriage Act has not been effective.
She herself admitted that. Why has
it not been effective? That was
because, though the Act was passed, it
was not followed. All such things can
be brought about only by social educa-
tion, by bringing about a change in

- ideas, by telling the people all the pros

and cons of all these things. Simply
saying that we allow widow re-
marriages will not do. We have to
follow it up. That was not done. How
many widows and in how many com-
munities get remarried even today?
These are only pious hopes with which
we bring forward all sorts of such
Resolutions. Sometimes we also pass
Acts. We take the time of the House
and we do all kinds of things but
without any effect.

Sir, what is the purpose of marriage?
The purpose of marriage is a very
sacred ane. If we look into Hindu
culture, we find that marriages have
taken place in the past and from time
immemeorial, where the age difference
has been more than 15 years, the

[ RAJYA SABHA]
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period which we want to restrict now.
Even my own Rishi—Chyavan Rishi—
married with a much greater age
difference. This was what happened.
The Rishi was in tfapasya and one
young lady came there and she found
that two eyes were shining in the
midst of mud and a heep of things.
She could not understand what it was
and she put something into those shin-
ing eyes. The result wag that the
Rishi became blind. 'The father of the
lady, when he heard of what had
happened, he wondered how he could
make amends for what had been done
by his daughter and he came to the
conclusion that his daughter must be
offered to the Rishi in marriage. There
was no question of any age difference.
Nobody knew what was the age of
the Rishi at that time. The father
approached him and begged his pardon
for what had happeneq and said:
“This is my offer”.

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY:
There are no Rishis nowadays.

Mg, CHAIRMAN: She says there
are no Rishis, And ancient history
does not solve the problems of modern
society.

Sert M. P. BHARGAVA: I admit
there are no Rishis and we might be
taking marriage as a very light affair.
But it is not really so. Marriage has
a very sacred purpose and that sacred
purpose must be borne in mind when
we bring in all kinds of proposals. We
should not forget that the only pur-
pose, the one and anly purpose of
marriage, was to have progeny, and if
a person feels that to have progeny he
must have not ene but even two
marriages, he can have them. There
were cases where a third and even a
fourth marriage was performed, Why
go to the distant past? Take the case
of the Shah of Iran. He married
once . . .

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Order, order. Mr.
Bhargava, please do not talk about
foreign dignitaries.
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Sarr M. P. BHARGAVA: So, it is
not a new thing about which we are
speaking. There have been cases
where marriages have taken place
with age difference of more than fif-
teen years. There are people going in
for marriages with more than this age
difference. And why do we want this
legislation? Have we analysed the
figures? What is the percentage of
such marriages? Do they come to
anything more than a fraction
of one per cent? ‘They will not
come to even one per cent. When
the figure is so low, when it is
not more than even one per cent., in
the whole country of 400 millions, why
should we enact on such g matter?

AN Hon. MEMBER: One per cent.,
of 400 millions means a lot.

Surt M. P, BHARGAVA: Enact-
ments are not made for exceptions.
Acts are made only when cases are
prevalent in a high degree. When we
come to the conclusion that marriages
with more than this much age differ-
ence are taking place in vast numbers,
say to 40 per cent., 50 per cent., or 60
per cent., that we should think of such
a legislation? Why should we not
take a different approach? Why should
we not educate all those people who
indulge in such marriages and try to
convince them that this is a wrong
thing. We may tell them, “Please do
not do this. These are the conse-
quences. You are endangering some-
body’s life, because being much older,
after some time you will go away and
the other party will have to face the
consequences of such a marriage.”
This would. be the right approach, and
this approach of having a legislation
for this purpose and saying: “Do not
marry with an age difference of more
than fifteen years” is not the right
approach. If you say that, do you
think the people will obey you and
say, “Yes, Sir.”

Sert D. A. MIRZA (Madras):
will be dominated by that girl.

Surr M. P. BHABGAVA: Well, I do
not know, whether Mr. Mirza is talk-
ing of love or lust.
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SHrt D, A. MIRZA: Mr. Chairmen,
pure love exists even there.

3310

Mg, CHAIRMAN: Please sit down,

Surr M. P. BHARGAVA: I have not
come across any marriage .

(Interruption.)

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Let him go on.

Surr M. P. BHARGAVA: This is a
question over which I would request
the mover to consider calmly and see
whether there is any need for legisla-
tion or whether our social workers
should be more active and bring round
the desired change. If she considers,
after mature thinking and giving it
full thought, that such a Resolution or
legislation is necessary, then we can
certainly adopt it but as at present I
find that there is no needq for such
legislation.

el A HEE (TSI )
Farafa e, S TR AT
q Y AT waT § qEqa frar & 9w
T w0 ¥ fod F @i gl g 9@
ST STFEL & N AT U AT 47 {9 -
fad # wriE S Fr ATE 1 @
¥ g 7 qAY | W A IR QA
TR A AT q1 7 ITH! T FO0T
Y arfepet e 4% g 98 was
stara g |

Q% HEA G460 ¢ IFHA AIE
TAEIT & FIL ZHAT fFAT &1

e TRAT WEiR ¢ ag 99 AY
g 7 | A7 Fa7 @ fawe w1 g
sifeqw suTRAT AT | AN IR A qE@
gl 9% FIX T Fg 0 AT §
T § w7 M ard w7 |
IFIN wIT AN # 48 w7 fF fraq
qEE 3T a9 & WA faarg Sy ¥ Q)
Tg FAA a1 IR 7 qES qaq o F
Y Ag T Aved g {5 qw wddw
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[#et QTR WRra]

&Y aTq grawe feEr o & qrE Al
w4 § | 919 g Nifgfemm & faars ar
FIY & a1 LI T F faems a1 3G
& s g v FIGA AT FQ@
& ax gw ag A Tl arad & 5 78 Lo
IRET § SUTET F FIC A RV AT 4o
ORHE ¥ FH T I | T A IH AG
FY qIT ATAT AT A5 W7 FfSTEeEE g
gy HT TR |
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Sert M. P. BHARGAVA: Mgy I
interrupt her for a minute? When we
were thinking of prohibition, will the
hon. lady Member tell us as to what
the percentage of drinking was in the
lower classes?

Mgr. CHAIRMAN: Let her go on.
You should take Resolutions brought
forward by lady Members more
seriously.

SurimaTt SHARDA BHARGAVA:
Mr. Chairman, I request that the time
taken in interruptions should not be
counted in the time allotteq for me.

Interruptions take two or three
minutes.
FEA AT WY @l (6 qIRT aHT

29 FH FI F, q1 AT @NT T GRET
FHT T T FH &1 A7 & §T T FGI
& gATST & fa SUTET HTERHTE NI |
§ s 9Dgw T g i A faeng
HIYT AT A1 | I AT F 7L
@ R @ fag Y oFME g™
SaeE ag A =ufed 9r, 9 F
Feal g T AT A AN
g, S9F! WY TR gH TF AT w9 QT
wfgs ®Fa9< g | I 98 UF G
a1 frram § fin fory <Y wwner § gmang
& BT FIA FHT IT FTHT HT F QT
SYTET FIAIT NN, A 98 SIS &),
g1 19 faag g1, g T foa |,
qTe B T=( FV YN T AT g4

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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# 39 ad & qEEA g (% o anEe
HT 7 FAT DT HIA T SATET STIRT
ga | oy R Y gaR & grrfee
FIA S § W FAT G & q I9H 4T
FTafe § S a8 FTH A TH G100 E¥
g1 HIT aTT qF F1T G g ! FT &
T FIAQ G R Qo0 &<l § AT
wET R | TR § e aRT FI ]
THA § L SIS FT FAT &7 AT
TaAHE Y T A AT | T §1 Ay
FEAT 918 7 AEHT § F w9 § 5 a5
FT A THFT THA & ) A Jg IX
TF AT & a1 FEr TS §, R A%
I TET FET R & | WY gRIF W S
W@HFT Figh (F T F1T G FIATAT
FT EUTS & i FFU A g A feqr ?
AT & Fgd A1 F § 7 94 37
grar § 1 3afed 9 o ¥ Fd g 5w
fare F<AT g O g FgE & = o7
TEHAT § W T 19 ST FEAT &
@l ATCIHT 9 A & g8 o7 g @ |
IR AT AR {27 9% § O &
ST Y g, 3 Fod 9 I qars 4
FIT arat Jt A 7 0F §, (G afew
FEETAAT A A1 R HIT IAHT F G
Seiekeuil
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oq QT 48 f 39 A< & FTA By
IR FIA & FTE AT TG ERT HIT TqH
oI FEl g ATTEd, qg I i WY
FP AR JAT T IR T2t 7 oY
FEr | SEifE it 0F aeEr ag #g @
 fF faamg § F1E qeuw ag) aor =g
IEIA TF T2 U FaT O ag o et Y
qId § IR FEgEdr = A a9 § 7
I # g Sy ey g o fergea
F AT 1 3@ gH AT § T a1 AV
A & B fogem § feaw foaag @R
gIfe T 9 & 7 = wgl o} faemaar

| # aw @ <fed | faomaw § & 8,
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AHT A ATHT A AT & q7 F foar
T 7 G F I | 7 faeat & ara
g Aifed | g7 fergeam & &, femgeama
F TS HT QAT FT R § HiT fgrgeaa
¥ oy ford @ @ § 1 &w faomaa &
ae & fad fownt adf am o @ e )
foreraer @1 o foemm qro s | At
9% gX 99 ST & o e & wfqera amfet
ezw ETT RS w1 g gt & | Crel
FH a9 AIF gl § |

Gt R L g Jamd b
- ,_éi.bl%. U*'?;

st aormm g@a ¢ Y oY A
=rfed 1]

st AR W g Sfed
TEY Y Tfed, 78 o A ¥ 1 AWE R
ST 7 I § IR gH G HT Y )
& o0 ¥ oF A WK A 3T e g
for o5 fadas aur 967 & 1 F AUy
gaars; fF @ da= ¥ @ A% ww
fagas =1 Mifeq 9w a1 | o ferg
foamg & ar § w=new § A% wTHr fa
¥AT war ¥\ g fadaw g dwa
o7 STaT Hfwd g efsase FHT #7 aog
q TEN AT T | AT TS A F HET |
IO Fg AR g @ § A A §
7 Gy ot § 5 faamg & we ax
AT Ay ¥ Q¥ aw ¥ wfed 7 e A
grr =1fed | fagy a3+ § $g Tl
¥ fasigs Afgar ==t & 99 a@ ¥
A 5 & g9 avg 7 fadas @ W g i+
N A § wfaw & w ) faag A
& 1| wiwa v gl & a1a Y Igin
78 Fer fr @ ag & fadaw &
Mgt WX T T FT FEA ST
wifgd | F wEEd afe W geRar
T f5 @ a<g F1 yWE AW AN
ot fadus <@r g Su faa wen |

+[ 1 Hindi translation.

[ 17 MAR. 1961 ]

difference in age s 3314
over fifteen years

fear forad fr o T fadas & S9&
TEFET EW | Ffeem R

TF A9 § ag FEAT Ied g 5 5@
g § Y fads aww & fod Fgr
% gz war A & & wowy SqemT
ST § BF oA ey H wq F s
3T fgdwT a7 Amm Y @Y A9 3@
T &7 fadaes agf @7 9T + SgH 49
qE T § g W A1 5 Y0 a9 § wlys
F gl H Y foaamg gWT ag wewer
frarz AR wAw wAT ST )
o #7 agt o fadas @ dr gy ey
A WEF——-FATAT gEA FI5 A7 TN
——zg %1 {7 fFaT | § ST 74T Jars
f SgiA 59 & § &1 AT ATGYAS
fad | g oo gt o g o
IR U agr Mg A o fr gk
o ¥ wefEn Y fsa saEms
o I & 9FS §Y AT FT § 1 W
Yo as & ufas IW F HEHT HY g
"R S A1 ag faa f | 1 eedr
fad Qo au & Tt W (oAl At ar
R 72 ot ff 7 *, T TR TGy
7o § 7 &% g A faar Yo aw
FT go7 qfy QY 9 FY T § RN FT
& FIT W Ro T 917 g AT G v
47 98 wgaT 91 fF 3L 9 A Rfgar §
o WIST AT fawrar Tt @M 7 IqE
fed a1E aft &Y wew@ agl @t
Y 2yd W13 ag gy i qant A foray
FY gUAT & I, Ig AT IAA FgA
DFFFTFOF AR E)

oft feraitey T : e AT #7 feww
FIHY & | QY A¥ SET SAET AT & |

St TTET WWS ¢ a1 Y Famr
foF IE17 a8 919 FE | SUH AT IFF
ug aTa w6 o A F Wt fayT
I W9 Ty AT Rt £ I a5
famr w1 & <@ oA, AT ag faer oY §
K o | §7 w5 {5 =9 av gwan fa



3315 mafrzzzzzlt:vogerf the
EisiEuscLE]
AT ¥ R | P A A g, 3 |y g
farar ¥ R A famran R AT E
YA G 5 § 7 A 5 agw TR
Tt ofr & w1, qa6T &F fod g @i o
Tga e & fr awat ¥ ford g faamg
FO, TA¥ (9 AQ@T AT | CF Q@
qE g1 § T GAF] ATATHIL TAG
AT IR T4 JAF qT g, FAR S¥
JAr F Y a59 G § ITH W TFAT
off ¥ a9 § q9Ter qgar § | 39N
Afafer ag quT I oY & @ ¥ gar gl
T & £ B a==i & o1 awd F fo
g TEAT AT &, IAAT A 99 HT TG
T Far | TF 9gT ¥ JargWw & 1 9
¥ fad § «df wadr, AfFT WY IgT &
IEIT AR § | THE AT ALISAT 7Y
g1 f5 ag fadas ot av gaF7 afses
qfgfrga & fad w0 oy 1 afses
wifefre ¥ foadr sifafrass =
I fpdy o 7 3 ag &Y w7 {7 R0
A& F AJAT T TG AT A0fRT |
SR ANt ¥ FFT {5 T ¥ w7 7
grr =rfed, Fg @i Y war fF qu aw
FT AT AT T1ied | T9Q sqvay fedy
¥ 7 Far | AFST ag gon o A
F A St 47 Mo fae § <ar
AT, T 7 TR EHL LY AT F7 HGT
FTTFT 997 1 39 IH1T g fa99%
i AT AT A T I A AT |
W HAMET § AIHT CF I
TAS N qA TgT T F WY FIAT €A
FNIE AT R AT 1 3Y, Ro a9
qEY A F OF qOOT T E | T No,
Ay ¢ FT T WL FIAT ATAT 47
oY 9 ardy 47 |

E e 00 @, 3 ot
TA gt = U iy iy o]
Uttt B e g e Ky

U

[RAJYA SABHA]

difference in age is 3316
over fifteen years

+[elt TW-AA FAT 2 AU TE F
HEAT TIET T6i LTI § | A &% T F
g A gger wig |

Sl TTTIT ARE ¢ G KY 9T &
T 9T A 1S I Y TF 87 & et
£ | M7 9g 79 qfgd {7 w01 70 aw
FY qSH FT AR AT E 7 g A v
& ST 39 1S TT FT ASH! AT LT IY
arfier & gra g% ) fe Y A% Farg g
sufa AT &) ar AR FIAT A
&1 a7 5 IaFT 757 &1 TS | 97 aR A
ﬂ‘gﬁﬁfﬁ@lgﬁm@‘"rﬁ
T &Y, TS I 987 &, &I FAAT
qEaT A7 | ITFT T8 T8 oA fF Far
gAT IFH AT ¥ w0 (D g A; A AG
TT AR Jadet <@ | fER IERT
ar i faaa ¥ fag o qody @ &
Iaq ag fasraa 1 f5 7 & W
Ffeat @57 § 1| AR 7€ FEFT TG U
Tr | A 97 T AN O, afw F
W F fag 7Y Qo | 59 AT A7 A
F AR A g Fa1 @E9 § ? g vy
Y foraefy # Fraf ? ag 3 &
gR T gak ¥ agd ¥ fadas s
T § AT arw faang # g FEA
gra fafvg sgaar § | wfeT ara faarg
F THT ¥ THAT AT FATRT &Y §,
Fafad s Tl § FifE ar faarg
F ATAT AT A F1 T 7Y Twwaray
AT | T8 T T 7Y 47 I qTeq g
AT HIGTAT FXA & | ATHT HAqeT
foramg o i €  fagw o< fFq o §,
7 a1 FX f5a 9 & | e Frang @
g faarg w1 sy e qwan
TT & | 7 a1 Fg i T 1w g
¥ faarg fo/a sy § A sowy OF
T 9 g9 § 1 ool o age ar
faarg o 3% & 9 & fr o we-
farr g &, wver-arer g & ) qw
A ATH A, F g o A

t{] Hindi translation.
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T Ty B N wrarer Srav & 0w T
T wgar 7O fax @l 3 & aifw
© THY TGN qTAT HTE Qe Y AT

3317

=t AW AT (WGAR) -
fgrgear ¥ <dw & firard ?

SR AT VR & ST A FAT
MR & 3z S o dronar & wE A
Maq A A Wagw  wefer
zA ¥ 1 < & 7 @t & 98 4,
5q Ty T 1% & 5= o o gy
TagT WY ¥ | ATH AT 0 Y T
3 S O T O &7 T ATH
QT a7 FFar & | fAE T AT gy
EXaT § FT T FIH FAT A 8 | 5
q ¥ 33T WIAT T Pl SH AW
qgar ¥ D A F g o T FH
A § war § ) A agt ) A
FT & T R TG § | Y T A
T TEH AT & IIY T SrEREr e
FT A AT T | TR AR wAT W AR A
37 9 AT 7 fear waw & ag

 faret A & Y AT AR R
S IR TR SFC SO e
- Akl Sl

[+ e g ag A AT
a2 ]

St WA W 2 AT F
AT 3, TAHY A AT AT, T A |
MR 9. § A §, g Ay & Al
A § | gafad A1 @ T’ Fg FI
T W GIE g T |

U OF AT IR { AR
qamy § | T & WG 98 qRX R
F 9 HT AFEAT & AT FIY FT HIWL
fa=r | A4 aga T A TR Y,
W A€ guefasie AT A A=y agH

[ 17 MAR. 1961 ]

t+{ 1 Hindi transliteration.

difference in age is
over fifteen years
ot | 3T AT Yo A & e A g
ag gt o fo A0 wr AT wE Q@ W
AT A STaged! 7O e H A A A
TR a=NE fFd, axad §3g
TAT VA FATHEAT | 39 TG 1 wfgert
¥ ford ar-adt Twead day o) oY &
fex gy sevga dfF ag MR &
il &Y 91 &, 3ufag gw #if 7T
P F ST g AT § f of o
FI § TR AraAT AfEd fF 59 ¥aR
¥ AT T YR T T FAT A
qgar €+ et T Y oot i a9 &y
o1 # fauar @7 @1 g S8 39S
AT TAFTT A FT AT AETE |
afed o gt Qr agT e § )
T g §, whE ¥ wfrw %9
T g FAG AR (g fF T@ oWaA™
F1 G [T qEYT F2qT g AR Ng
g fF uF Qar Fra awr & =0fed )
q 1T |
- e Ola T gaea s ol

iy u Rens ge e

-2 WS ma Ooaddaiey 9>

Y AT /T gasr #
qiferd |

Mr. CHAIRMAN: They say they
enjoy you better when you speak in
English.

SHrr TAJAMUL HUSAIN: True,
Sir; but the two lady speakers spoke
in Hindi and I wish to reply to them
in Hindi. Permit me to speak in my
own mother-tongue.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: He is more enjoy-
able in Urdu.

Surr TAJAMUL HUSAIN: Sir, the
difference between them and me 1is
that they speak a very heavy kind of
Hindi; I will speak very simple words
which even you will understand.

&S L oy &S ae - yoo Pl
K U8 o) Fatrd et o2 oY
o phy dla gn pble ydatdy,

3318
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[ytme Joi (rt]
O I P Y RESPNCN » o
PESTE HENUS SN | VRN N ) R V)
&S 2 Up ayépedi - 2 Uy LS
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¥y 2 By gw |y Pat Oy g2
O R TIRL ILE T
e gy Pl - 2wl S Lls
oMb S wl gl K Ly Ve
-RyS WS oy g oA S 4y o

- U P e Ut ST

et Yo :,57"""-.53u?‘3'
c»‘:', S dyn dg:v L}*?j Lﬁ“bb& 3

R T I P L
- 2wl
LA, o TL g L

o op iRl ey (el oS Wils
Sl S el A g - 2 le,

SHAT FFATIAT AGAYTH ¢ Il

wEET, AU 9 Fgn & % oA vo ay
1 F1S TG, TVEY FIAT AvEaT 8, A IHY
o IT €Y a9 T & ¥ Y FEA

=ifed

Ju 1+ lpme Jams b
=gsie gad b Ko il S
w U W ekl IyE - e
OO S saSH ke g oS a2
e 8 S et eyl pee G2
P S e gkl SY S S 0l
- da S OB o e oY

[RAJYA SABHA ]

difference in age is
over fifteen years

ot Ul wal (K e o%af
Ut eif P ap e K e
-5 W U o - e e
S Kyl L S el e 8
ot S ol W) - g oe
P 8 ol e e S S
ol ymom £ o age - K
S o s el S o
Ups bud jl @ils yla o slapl (o
G e = (K (e ot yl WS
SfE LS K Ll S ek a8
Sy & cndnsS 2 Lt
LSS 8~ b el Q1 8y S LS
ot 8 S ] 2 e
= S 3 ade gawy ) S N
oyt ol P e o0 erae
LY B S PR TR, 1
- @ U
SuriMATI  SHARDA BHARGAVA:
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Hear, hear, He has said a very nice
thing. )
Ut & D gden M e

W & o o by &S e
= ud By oS Eaply Lyt oS (] S
Rl MCRTIRE : W1 9T
wFgT ¥ R E T wvew dhar & e
T {9y qgw g |
[ & VO SR CW G JE X SV 3
rt ot Sl S &S e IS iy
! K oL Sl akpk
POy & K o fpp o Sy

‘ 6 (Jlae S Wl 5 K e
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E Lt ok -2 S KL
10 y) te -2 Ula 4n iyl
b 5 - yen dpa o S (Je
W S ol p K € e o Ky
! ol - S K S ey 9e
Mo K x5 K gy ey
o Sy -kdla 5 K ey
Y DL oS ] eyl En
LIE™ O LI TSIV S Y P
Lot Pyl e ey ol g
ke A e Sy S S S
Sy - Jpo o2

" e O
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S{Terell ST WRIT ¢ S0 aF #Y
Y 1 aga qfear ot Al gxr & F
HT ST |
A_«"S o 81 e Jai e

- K,Iu Ly§ o

SR TR AT ¢ K &7 v

Qe ay & Wy AL AT # |

e ol Dgres Jomd ol

g Sl g p e dgn Jaas a2 o

5 8 &S 2L s lyan - o2 LsS
- g’b l*S ’3 dis b ad

SuriMATI SHARDA BHARGAVA: 1

think the hon. Member should be
serious about it.

Surr TAJAMUL HUSAIN: I am

very serious but I think the Resolu-
tion is not serious.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: That will do.

[ 17 MAR. 1961 ]

difference in age is

3322
over fifteen years

$ ot D gen a8
e -2 WS o gt 4 e
W b el & 9f ol 2y
=& by go eyl I - &

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You have ex-
pressed your views that the Resolu-
tion is not serious and, therefore,
should not be accepted.

Surr TAJAMUL HUSAIN: But let
me give my points.

AN HonN. MEMBER:
points in English please.

Give those

B o e D gtan T gpd

sy aafoly Uy oS () pm g (8
oS oW S SY plSP S 2
phe oS ol aaly (Fpp yen g
ot s Y
g leg] Wl o AV oS dyalypy

o e U

pl a0 wly X5l adadyl
U Cd, U»S & PP ,S )’..in o
i - gn ol S Syl SY
K}J o &S 2 JL&:L. | an ”’,
o & S b sy S R
S e vl R
Uré éL‘O

Uk &

St phalymd
ey gy K o 8 S e
- g0 gt WG S S e &
oWl 2y ey S & ed &
ot F] ot Jud apae - da g
S EY B e e S
P S & y! asholy Joo oW
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lpa Jrps 2]
Ll 8] - ol Jp ol8 S
T EEC T TP
S S S 5T S ey gkl
& G5 W o W“éh“d
b &5 g plaly & Up -
e s oS o ph &5 Ja gp )0
I TV N T
R S el 5 & A ey
wn W LULE wa syl
det = o -2 U (3 o oyl
"2 U e ol @l
P& e S gy gl o
RS ed 08 G A e e
SO o P Sl g
e o e e S
Ut ey g -y ol
Mpde By Spe ¥y v B
o ol S ol & o
oS oyl e S W -y e
oW &gl Cs3rd ¢ = LyayS
S I T SR N S TESgo
Plo-a U Ul gl S8
F0yy Wl e S el S
@ ML e e Ko sl
Wb e g oS ally Wy gy
S e e el ey gy
et S 2l - da e e
TR & gwiphaS 0l e gl | yae
" @l g o )
S U'" rtR S0 oS LITY U‘"“’*:’I
'gsug'g-bb 3y ‘-K (P s

[ RAJYA SABHA]

difference in age is 3324
over fifteen years

a Iy Wo sl & e gbesd
g P ) ke S PE &S
W oyl ek S g0 esle i
gt 5 g5 & byl & an FS
I I R O R LIE
e - R Fhe gD ¢ W R

~ st By &S ey R S

S 2 0L e Hlaxe 08
NIRRT ) uS ey 54 ¥y
v o oyl 2l U
- A b G O e
o H ol -2 e Sy S
UL BT P T Sl TS U
- afply UyS o

o U gyl pae s Sl Uy gyl
o ;:,.b o oS a5 A ke gyl
A Sn Sl s s Sl WS magy
Foen 4S Jae § ol - gl
Ut Uy &5 yab hae S ot
s S oS iyt ainS 9o opily
itl, & Ule S - 2 Uny gae
co e Oyyed S

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN: Parents

do it,

Sart TAJAMUL HUSAIN: I am not

giving in to that interruption, Sir.

Shppad o3 B Sppesd Sa2 Ay, ..

8- gale U Sl U S

s e e Breed Ser Ly

ore Bl L - e e

P e Sy gl S8 el
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P oA W o e 8 e
E ol 98 Ut U e 7
2 gl S - gl U ie
- fele Up e oS ey
2 K gt Yo g sfl o e b o
W Y A S e Pe eyl

e pl 2 Bla e KMo gyl
- A lS!A. ol J-}QS
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WS Wyl o 3005 i
ol B bmee e
ek S 93 &5 oS desdetey
ol (b e B gyl Koy gk
- Koy =gyl oS

With these
Resolution.

words I  oppose the

[+t aoee géR : owE HaT,

A g AT AT S AR
g faar & .

g WA a3 oI W
Fifed |

Mr. CHAIRMAN: They say they
enjoy you better when you speak in
English.

Surt TAJAMUL HUSAIN: True,
Sir; but the two lady speakers spoke
in Hindi and I wish to reply to them
in Hindi. Permit me to speak in my
own mother-tongue.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: He is more en-
joyable in Urdu.

Surt TAJAMUL HUSAIN: Sir, the
difference between them and me is
that they speak a very heavy kind of
Hindi; I will speak very simple
words which even you will under-
stand,

1[ 1 Hindi translation.

[ 17 MAR. 1861 ]

difference in age is
over fifteen years

TS WL, § Fg W AT fF mx
TR T AT ST 7 W T
qYT Y w4, @ B S, WK g
IWET WA A, TWT TF BT AWL X
AT For @Yar & 7 wAom g€ Jrav
fiF ot % Farv faeler §ag oy
FTE AE GFAT | U QT HFATE Y
A 1 TR FIE T 9o A T §
R IqFT Efge et F F Y §, AV AR
Ty 1 ! FEtEar agt fawdt gy adl

st ¥o o f@t: wo aw@ w¥
w@ifew <& 4@, "W F T @y
BT &, T8 TS FT AW R |

ot AR gEA ¢ 7w oy
%9 999 TETH #41  Wr g | § gy
FATA T AIF GTHAY A1fgT 7 @

g !

SR ST wETe ¢ '
W, AT IE Far & 5 W vo aAY
FRE IR M &TAT AT &, AV
IFFT Go AT S XL T &1 T ¥ ey Y
=g |

o TG ¢ S T F AV
et @y 7t fergeam & ) T wEE
gamar aar f6T o &9 I § aefegl
FT afeat gt § W) 9 3o FT 9W
¥ sarar #Y F1% A9Ar ooy faenit €
7, fora® oy &t oA )
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maFY § o fFear aqmr § 1 agi
TF qgT a3 AL AR § fEeelr §
IAET ATH AT T | A8 I3 AT T AW
3T U ming ar 99 e = ard
g wufedt § M ag @ % ae T
NT feq F are fFT 377 aEr @ 9R
e i av ag | T TOF & AT
R qar Far Tar M Y T TE )
o9 S w1 a8 gax el 7F osEE
uF g gy, 0 fF aafeena &, &)
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[ ae1a g4 ]
Iqv &gr 5 ag axfocaa g 8, a8
gufreng § 1 I9Fr w&T § I gqdf
T 9T 77 g IH( AT IS | WG &
* Y Yo T F AT 9 gE & A @
et T ¢
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SarrmaTt SHARDA BHARGAVA:
Hear, hear. He has said a very nice
thing.

ofY AP AT : 7 § At T @
g S 3T F a1 J9M T fedre w7
@ g

HIRAT FATIT WAWT : T JaFT
TIAPIA X @ &, 7984 W g 2
T FHY TGAT F )

Y AAENA AT : T TF a7 T
g FF e g A g9 w1 A9 WK
IIHT A TF qAE qgH A gL, forany
fr faw 3y a%| &7 2, @ oTF qarfEE
ag faegar 16 21 oy Fua &y foww
&Y ST 81 R0 W Y firr T 3N A
a1 99 7 AEH VY T BT FAI,
gt ITHT FT Lo @ AT AL R |
YT IT T3 AT I8 A IE, AT TG ATHT
¥4 g FT TG A | g8 ATET I
7 6 ImwT aEr & fa7 wsa g
faourr; agife Q4 I #1  fawT =@
TFY F AT 30 T HY ATHY H1E WAl
gl g, waa fr ardr 7 g2 &1 At
A ATE HY T 7

STHET STRET W @ %o I &)
o w15 9ga aferr @ =g g &
5 7 S

ot qEE gET ¢ WX WA, av
7 grI ¢

AT ATTIT AW : ALY FY av
Qo T Fr oy W FFAT ¥ |

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

difference in age is
over fifteen years

Y A A ¢ T A ¥ Ay
AT G2T ZI T T 4 ST av Frdy ?
a7 ag FEr & B o ag ae |
Far g ?

SurimaTt SHARDA BHARGAVA:
I think the hon. Member should be
serious about it,

3328

Sar1 TAJAMUL HUSAIN: I  am
very serious but I think the Resolu-
tion is not gerious.

Mgr. CHAIRMAN: That will do.

WY qERS ghA 2 WA ar A7
qe & fren 1 AT e Wi wEE
qray 48 ;T & 1§31 fefedy
AR

Mgr. CHAIRMAN: You have ex-
pressed your views that the Resolu-

tion is not serious and, therefore,
shouid not be accepted.

Surr TAJAMUL HUSAIN: But let
me give my points.

AN Hon. MEMBER:
points in English please.

Give those

oY AOFES BAR 2 TIY  qEAT FIH
A ZA AT BT 6T AT, IR AT & R
qeF W Aghedi F1 mdr fow fow
# it wfa, samy apix axd | ¥
FE g 3T ICATT AT A F AT
ey ag grar & qar way 2 wrS
AT TEAHe 38H AF e At 1 AR
forr g5 #2315 forg Ot & @g®
AT AR &7 aART 1 gYRATA,
A @917 & {5 S a% g7 AT AT
q3r qYg F IFAT T g1, gL A H sF9T
T g, frmwr @, qIFew ¥, 9§,
S g% foF ST QA SAIIHZ A gF A7,
T aw W Ag Y | U AEY BT AT
T @ AR Ty A 1 AR mgare
H ¢ G307 AT IW ¥ 9z 7 AT a3
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FT ATRY AT =fEd AR 7 et weFY
FY AETEHY AT | I QAT I g
T AR GHAT ITHT TFTE X, 99 a7
IS aT9 N7 | g 4T & ¥ faer ¥
AT EE A g\ g ag wfed ar fF
qaT FTF 7 g I 5 398 9 9w
¥ et Ay g wifgd | g AW
9gT A qT ATA @R g § mIR A
fsren &1 a7 a1 @A OO a<g ¥
g 1T 8 | T Tgo fauwr oY ST
T AT R | T AT TS AFL FA
R I F IZA HIS AT TR FGW, AT
IqF q1% g F @Y 2 & amd o
73 oed, foad mdy F3 1  qrereT
&, Tuzw § ag fas wo-gaEw | 5
I q@ U AR ZW a T FQ |
TS qATAT AR TG T FL | Ig I
&, wifF Y e < g, o fe
fe=dt F1 uF &g fawmw g &
T frdT &1 99F [-TT FIEET
TtT ] &, A1 99 fod g FA a9
Frfgd f&F ST AT-ITT FIEET FL, S
Qo AT AT AT T AT WX | g AT &
fFf o5t § 399 gTRT feww T g 7
Y @ s wiesaras Fif gggea §
guF! fa7 & a3 faars g &4 71
g | Fifeczaaa § ag wfeqan faar
o g B gw oy T 898 A fadt
TF § A7§ AT FT qF AW AT FEdT
g frgam T w1 ar I Fifeczgad
¥ mizle @ 7g NF 7E § FFA
g F OF AT A1 T W@E
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At & qafeas Aq @A g
T UH AL F| Argead ILgT | ag faega
TA-THAT & A IFH A T Fg
TeqF 5% g | A8 facge T e
2\ gafEd 9 orw 99 § fHE a7
Efpae adt &wm =Wfem

EIWTAT, TF a1d { AL FEAT
g AR g &war  fF 3% 39 qa@
1130 RSD—2.
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#ie foar 9@ f 78 uF % &, a9
g 1 2 F wrae € 7 ard & Ay @
i 2 § qoradt gY; AifE QT Frow
g H AT 2 | W WA fF agE
dT fugg g . . .
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Surr AKBAR ALI KHAN: Parents
do it.

Surt TAJAMUL HUSAIN: I am not
giving in to that interruption, Sir.

TIEF 43-LFIE @, A1 FHIT HY
FA-3r98 g =Anfgd WK g As-
Frag § a feT &Y 97 7 37 Twar
7 WR gET fEEd 4 7 da45s
gar i afrarafi wa g & &9
AT § T A @ g 71 faws A
oifgd | oF FHAE T g &1 T
gy =anfgd | g a8 & WL AE %o
TG FT § A AT 30 a7 F¥ §, Al
fEruats vy FTg aTar g | W Aw
3 gt aar g |

q A FE; w@E EL
q quadr g % ¢¥ WegaT 1 7
FHY ZEAT R FG AR T IRA
g1 TaFY UaAcE FWT |

With these
Resolution.]

words I  oppose the

SHRIMATI C HA NDRA VATI
LAKHANPAL: Sir, I am sorry to
say. ..

Mgr. CHAIRMAN: I am very sorry
for the levity with which these people
are speaking. Please sit down.

Surr P. N. SAPRU (Uttar Pra-
desh): Mr. Chairman, I admire the
earnestness with which the mover of
the Resolution has proposed her

| Resolution, but I am not an admirer
 of the judgment which has enabled

her to bring forward a proposition of
this character. There are subjects
which this House may not regard as
suitable for legislation. Legislation is
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not the panacea for all the evils to
which society is heir,
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[Mg. Depury CrHAIRMAN in the Chair.]

Shrimati Chandravati Lakhanpal has
spoken of the injury which marriages
between old men and young girls are
capable of effecting. She has quoted
instances where old men have married
girls of 15 or 18 or 17. Now, ell that
" is very reprehensible, but we should
like to have a society in which it
becomes possible for young men and

young women to choose their partners,

Why should there be restriction on a
girl who has reached the age of matu-
rity to fall in love with a man of 50
ar 60, if she cares to fall in love with
him?

Samrr AKBAR ALI KHAN: That is
not the position in India.

Surr P. N. SAPRU: I have known
old women of 70 falling in love with
young men of 25 or 30 or 35.

Sart AKBAR ALI KHAN: Not In
India.

Sarr P. N. SAPRU: I do not know
about India, But I know of one parti-
cular case, where the wife was an
elderly woman, a lone woman, and the
husband was a young man. The hus-
band was a Member of the British
Parliament and I knew that couple.

(Interruptions).

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
order. .

Surr P. N. SAPRU: Take the
guestion of difference in age. Take
the case of a man of 80 who marries
a woman of 65 or who marries a
woman of 60. The difference is only
twenty years. For the woman of 60,
there is some security and for the
man of 80 there is some comfort.
Take a case where a woman of 80
marries a young man of 40 or 45.
There had been cases like that, If it
is a question of personal choice, well,
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the matter ends there, Therefore, the
real issue is that arranged wmar-
riages should go. I can understand
a movement directed against
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12 NooN marriages. But I do not
understang this way of
handling social questions. We have to

be rational in our approach to these
matters, and I suggest in all fairness
that the harm which is visualised by
Mrs. Lakhanpal cannot be prevented
by legislation. If you create proper
public opinion, these things will not
happen. If girls should be able to look
after themselves, I see no reason why
the age of marriage in thig country
should not go up to 18 or 19, I would
fix the minimum age as 18, and any
marriage contracted below the age of
18 should be a void marriage or at any
rate should be a marriage which the
girl on reaching that age should be
allowed to repudiate or the boy
should be allowed to repudiate. I can
understand some legislation which
would make the Sarda Act more strin-
gent, because after all what is it that
the Sarda Act does? If a girl is mar-
ried below the age of 14, then the
girl’s marriage is not void but only
the parents have to pay a fine. 1 do
not think that there is any sentence
of imprisonment visualised by the Act
either. That I think should go. Mar-
riages below a certain age should be
declared voidable at the option of the
parties reaching the age of majority,
and that will be a step in the direc-
tion of social reform. This type of
thing, that is, fixing the age of the
parties having a sort of idea that 15
years are the maximum difference
that must exist between a husband’s
age and a wife’s age, does not work.
I do not think that these great prob-
lems can be solved by moral sermo-
nising or by lamenting over the evil
effects*from which our society suffers.
You have this problem of disparity of
age practically in almost every coun-
try, but here you have it in an accen-
tuated form because there ig child
marriage, because marriages are
arranged for the parties by the
parents of the girl or by the parents
of the boy.
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_Sir, I know of cases where young
women of 25 have been married to
young boys of 15 or 16, and
this has happened in Hindu society. I
know of cases where this had hap-
pened, and the reason for that is that
the young man was considered eligi-
ble because he belonged to a certain
caste or sub-caste, and it was obliga-
tory on the parents to marry that girl
within that caste or sub-caste, Among
the Rajputs in Rajputana you will
find—Mr. Jaswant Singh will be able
to correct me if I am wrong—that
occasionally it happens that the girl
{s senior to the young man in age.
Therefore, marriage should be looked
upon as a purely personal affair,

SHRIMATIC HANDRAVATI
LAKHANPAL: It is also a social
matter. matter,

Surt P. N. SAPRU: There should
be no artificial restrictions of this
kind placed. There should be no
arranged marriages. Young men and
young women should be allowed to
choose their partners for life, They
should be given opportunities to meet
each other, and we should so reorga-
nise society as to make it possible for
young women to make the right
choice. Marriage is a difficult affair,
and young men and young women
should be trained to find for them-
selves the right type of partners. The
responsibility of the parents is to see
that they act sanely in regard to their
marriages. I do not think that by
these artificial means we shall be able
to find the solution for the problem.
Take a case like this, A man of 51
wants to marry a widow of 34. Un-
der the Resolution as it stands the
marriage will be prohibited. He can-
not marry. It might be a very suit-
able marriage.

AN Hon. MEMBER: Absolutely.

Surr P. N. SAPRU: There is in
all these matters a hysterical way of
looking at questions and a rational
way of looking at questions, and I
would suggest that we should
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approach these questions from a
rational viewpoint and not from a
sentimental or hysterical point of
view,

3334

Dr. Surimart SEETA PARMA-
NAND: The hon. Member may use
the word “sentimental” but not the
word “hysterical”. I request him to
withdraw that word.

Surr P. N. SAPRU: I would sub-
mit that the words in the context in
which they are used are quite parlia-
mentary.

Finally, I would like to say that
Indian women need to develop " a
philosophy of feminism. One of my
great regrets is that the women
leaders of this country have not yet
developed a philosophy of feminism,
and that should be a radical philoso-
phy. But radicalism is a creed which
is a very comprehensive and all-em-
bracing one, and we should devote
ourselves to thinking out a radicalism
of this type.

Surr B. K. P. SINHA (Bihar): Mr.
Deputy Chairman, Sir, it is with a
sense of tirepidation that I rise to
address this House on this Resolution.
We have become very familiar with
the words ‘cold war’. Cold war is be-
ing fought between nations and is
being fought inside international
assemblies and gatherings. It seems-
that now the cold war has taken a
new turn and has enfered the portals
of the Parliament of India. Cold war
between nations is bad enough but
when there is a cold war between the
sexes, when there is a wordy duel
between the sexes, there is a danger
that every home would be a broken
home.

Surr N. M. LINGAM (Madras):
The cold war will become a hot war,

Surr B. K. P. SINHA: I find that
this debate has unfortunately taken
the turn of a tug-of-war between the
two sexes. Every human being is
born with a sex. So am I. And at
this stage of my life, at this period
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of my life, I do not want to be brqnd-
ed as a deserter and leave my -ranks
and support the other side. I, there-
fore, propose to follow the lead of
the first speaker on this side, Shri
M. P. Bhargava,
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Sir, I fully agree with the mover
that society should be improved and
can be improved. But legislation is
one of the most minor weapons to
improve society. We know of legis-
lations, many a legislation has been
passed with the best of intentions but
then those legislations have remained
a dead letter on the Statute Book.
They have been brought into con-
tempt by constant and continuous
violations. Therefore, while I admire
and appreciate the zeal of the mover,
I feel that she should have better
reserved her zeal for some different
purpose. It seems that the mover is
vaguely aware of the sore spot in our
marriage system. She has tried to
discover the malaise, but I am afraid
that she has been able to discover
only one of the symptoms of the sore
spot of our marriage system. The
chief defect of our marriage system
is that marriages in this country are
arranged marriages in which the will
of the partners does not count. Mar-
riages are held even without the
partners knowing each other or see-
ing each other. Many a time a part-
ner abhors a marriage proposal,
dislikes a marriage, dislikes the pros-
pective spouse but all the same,
because of the system that prevails
in our country, the parties are forced
into a wedlock much against their
will. That is the chief defect in our
marriage system. A step should be
taken by legislation, by propaganda,
by trying to rouse the social con-
science of the people, to do away
with this chief evil. So long as we
do not destroy this evil, it is futile to
expect that by catching hold of this
symptom or that, we shall be able to
cure the society of this defect. I,
therefore, agree with Mr. Sapru that
there is a case for rousing social con-
science so that marriages henceforth
become the chief concern of the part-
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ners, of the spouses, of those who are
going to live together for their whole
life.

Sir, man is a free being and so is
the woman. Many a freedom has
béen enshrined in our Constitution.
Many a freedom, though they do not
find a place in our Constitution, are
as treasured by humanity as the
freedoms enshrined therein. The
freedom to choose one’s spouse, the
freedom to have one’s partner in life,
is one of the most treasured privileges
of society at large and we should aim
at a society in which that freedom
becomes the common property of all.

In our present society, I feel that
men and women should have the
freedom to choose their spouses with-
out any inhibition, any restrictions,
any restraint by any legislation what-
soever. Sir, marriage is a union of
bodies, it is a physical union of two
bodies but it is something more. It
is the union of two souls, it is the
union of two temperaments, And
marriage may satisfy all the requ-
isities of a good physical union but
ali the same, the marriage may be
a torture, may be extremely unsuc-
cessful because the souls of the two
partners do not agree, because their
temperaments are different. And the
parity in age is no guarantee that
their temperaments shall be alike,
that their souls shall be alike, that
their thought processes shall be alike,
And even when there is a disparity of
age—the disparity may be to the tune
of thirty or thirty-five years—there
may be such a community of interests,
such a union of thoughts, such a
union of temperaments, that the mar-
riage may be a very, very happy
marriage, In the circumstances, to
put a sort of artificial barrier of
fifteen years between the union of
two souls does not appear to me a
very happy resolution or a very happy
attempt.

Sir, even if we look at this problem
from the physical aspect, we shall
realise that there is a certain age at
which bodies become immaterial both
to men and women. For women, there
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is a certain age, the age of menopause,
which is usually at about the age of
forty. It may be slightly less or
slightly more but it is near about in
the region of fortyfive years. There-
after, physical needs of a woman are
immaterial. Even for men there is a
certain age and when men and women
have attained that age, if they come
together, they come together for a
purpose much higher than the union
of the bodies. They come together be-
cause they need the support of each
other in the twilight of their life and
then for such people to put this un-
crossable barrier will be very cruel,
in my opinion. Therefore, I feel that
this artificial barriar should not be
introduced. It is not only men who
go in for women of a younger age.
Only two days back I read of a
famous case. We all know of the
Maharajah of Bastar who has been
deprived of his powers by the Presi-
dent of India. He is only twenty-two
years of age. But then some lady who
describes herself as his wife, Subhadra
Devi, wrote a letter to the President.
And only yesterday I read that this
lady is above forty years of age. So
long as the Maharajah wag living in
his palace, he was living happily with
this woman. What right have we in
our zeal for reforms to destroy the
happiness of such men and women?

AN Hon. MEMBER: Because they
became mentally deranged.

Sarr B. K. P. SINHA: 1 de not
know. Again, I read only three days
back of a case where a Muslim lady
having a few children—she was aged
35 or more—left her husband and
entered into a marriage alliance with
an old Muslim gentleman of 70 years
of age. If two people in fully com-
mand of their senses decided to come
together, I do not see why we as legis-
lators should tell them, “No. You
shall not unite because the disparity
in your ages is more than 15 years.”

Moreover, Sir, I feel that this legis-
lation, with the administrative set-up
that we have today, would be unen-
forceable, Now we do not maintain
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very accurate birth registers in this
country. In many cases it is difficult
to know the correct age. The ages of
men are in dispute and the ages of
women are in dispute. Their dates of
birth are in dispute, and there is no
sure proof as we have in Western
countries of the exact date of birth
of a man or a woman. Therefore, in
this gituation it will not be practicable
to enforce this legislation. This legis-
lation will give rise to all sorts of
unnecessary and unfruitful litigation.
Therefore, even if we in our unwis-
dom decide to have this Resolution,
certain preliminaries have to follow
before thigs Resolution is implemen-
ted, and they are that we should en-
join by legislation that accurate birth
registers and accurate marriage regis-
ters shall be maintained in every vil-
lage and every city of this country. 1
have already said that you cannot im-
prove society by legislation. I have
already said that this artificial barrier
of fifteen years does not appear to be
a very rational barrier. It is a barrier
that is not called for. Moreover I
have said that this Resolution, if
given the shape of legislation, will not
be possible of enforcement in the pre-
sent state of our country. In the cir-
cumstances I feel that the mover
would be well advised to withdraw this
Resolution. But then I agree with
some of the speakers that we must
make earnest efforts to establish a
society and establish conditions in
which boys and girls, after they attain
a certain age, after they attain the age
of discretion, shall be free to choose
their partners in life.
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SHRIMATI T. NALLAMUTHU
RAMAMURTI: Sir, I have sympathy
with the mover of the Resolution in
her extreme anxiety to prevent mar-
riages taking place between boys and
girls with a great deal of difference of
age between them, but I would like to
know how she is going to put this
Resolution into operation. As my
friend, the previous speaker, had point-
ed out, we have no complete statis-
tics of bith or even of marriages and
of ages in this country.
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Sirm1 SHEELL BHADRA YAJEE:

(Bihar): But there are the horoscopes.

SHRIMATI T. NALLAMUTHU
RAMAMURTI: Horoscopes also, very
often, are not correct. Ask for the age
of a man or a woman ot of a boy, and
they will say: “What business have
you to ask our ages?”’ When you go
to collect statistics for the census they
say: “Why do you ask for the number
of childrepn I have got?” It is because,
according to them, according to ortho-
dox opinion, to count them is an il
omen, and also it casts eyes on the
number in the family. That being so,
I would like to know how my hon.
friend, the mover of the Resolution, is
going to put this Resolution into ope-
ration if it should be accepted by this
House. Personally, Sir, I am against
the Resolution. For various good
reasons the Resolution is impractica-
ble. Sir, on this day of advance in
women’s education and social uplift I
would like to know where the rele-
vancy of such a question of disparity
between the ages of the spouses comes
in. Firstly, that might crop up in the
case of arranged marriages. Even
when marriages are arranged, 1
would ask whether the parents of the
girls are such inhuman monsters that
they bring about marriages where
there is no kind of agreement on
physiological and psychological
grounds, or on the basis of status and
position, or on common customs and
manners. No parent pushes a girl in-
to a marriage as if she is pushing her
into a well. Even in arranged mar-
riages there are cases where the
uncles have a prior right over others
in marrying the daughters of their
elder sisters. The mother of the girl
has the right to marry the girl to him,
or to a suitable boy in his family.

Suwr JAI NARAIAN VYAS:
only in the South.

_t is

NALLAMUTHU
It is so in some parts

SHRIMATI T.
RAMAMURTI:
of India

There what happens is that the
mother, who is very anxious that the
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giri should have protection in every
way, that she should be looked after
well and that there should be a
guarantee for her happiness, suggests
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~such a marriage to her daughter. In

fact, the girl herself volunteers to
marry the uncle. In such cases there
is no question of disparity between
the ages at all. And as my hon
friend, Shri Sapru, was pointing out,
in certain communities in the South,
girls are older than boys and I am
not able to tell you the number of
years’ difference.

(Interruptions.)

It may be for various reasons, pro-~
bably due to the need to maintain
solidarity of the community, prestige
of the family, probably due to shortage
of boys in that community, and so on.
But such marriages do take place.
And so you cannot avoid these things
by fixing this kind of upper and lower
limits to the differences in the age of
a bride and a bridegroom to a mar-
riage. Besides that, I would insist
that there should be no forced mar-
riage in our society. It goes certainly
against one of the fundamental rights
of the Constitution. And as such no
girl and no boy should be forced im-
to a marriage. But here also it needs
some modification if the girl is un-
willing, only apparently, to marry a
chosen boy. In fact, I do not know
whether it is the fashion or it is the
custom that makes a gir®cry and shed
a lot of tears the moment she is told
that she is going to be married.
Obviously, it is due to her parting from
her parent’s house where she had liv-
ed among her loved ones so long—
among her parents and brothers and
sisters. If it is due to that, it is quite
natural. But the thing is otherwise
when the girl says: “I do not want to
marry.” And nobody takes it seriously.
She is married against her wish by
her father just to get rid of his res-
ponsibility as soon as possible. This
should be condemned. But I do wish
to maintain, Sir, that where there had
been a great difference in age between
a boy and a girl the marriage had
proved happy and fruitful. Our
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Chairman previously said, when Shri
Bhargava was gpeaking, “You cannot
quote the Rishig now, because there
are no Rishis.” So, let me not go to
ancient times for examples. In our
own generation our parents and grand-
parents had married long before the
Sarda Act came into operation. I am
not justifying child marriages, but I
do say that even when there was a
very big difference in age belween a
boy and a girl, the marriages, all the
same, were very happy. The marriage
tie was looked upon as a sacred tie
and the progeny that followed was in
no way inferior to that following mar-
riages where the difference in age
between the parties was very much
less. We are all too familiar with the
past history in this respect for me to
tell the story to this House. Nothing
went amiss in such marriages. And
even today, in the present social set-
up, there are girls coming up agree-
ing to such marriages. I have been
in contact with very many social
organisations and I know of cases
where the girl looks at the man, and
in spite of the age disparity—which
this Resolution seeks to remove—ifor
other reasons, for protection and secu-
rity and for agreement in regard to
their 1deals; she is willing to marry
him even when there is a difference
of more than fifteen years between
him and her. So you cannot brush it
aside.
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Then one of my friends mentioned
that the Sarda Act was not effective.
He quoted figures of some cases in
Bikaner and Rajasthan, of some vil-
lages in the nook and corner there,
and so on. But I would here say
straightway that the Sarda Act res-
training child marriages, where the
chilg was below fourteen years of
age, was and is very operative and has
been of great help to various house-
holds. They have taken that as a
great strength and have educated the
girls in knowing the evils of such
marriages, so that now there are very
few marriages below the age of four-
teen years. He then said that the
Widow Remarriage Act was there but
they were not remarrying. But, how
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can you force any widow to remarry?
Marriage is not the end and aim of
all womanhood. There are women
who, having married once and become
widows, say, “Well, it is my fate. Let
me not remarry. There are so many
directions for me in this independent
India—when the nation has to Dbe
built—in the social, educational, eco-
nomic and other flieids and I am going
to stay and work hard and do service
to the couniry and to my soc.ety.”
So, to argue that there have not been
many widow remarriages is beside the
point.

Coming back to the Resolution, 1
would like to point out that this dis-
parity in age cannot simply be remov-
ed by legislation. Legislaluion is not a
panacea to all evils in society.

Dgr. Smrimatt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: The hon. Member js aware
that some of the widows are being
forced to remarry since they have got
the right to property under the Hindu
Marriage Act. Such a situation arises
when the widowg are young.

SHRIMATIL T, NALLAMUTHU
RAMAMURTI: No widow would
like to be forced to remarry. Even
the little grand-children in our houses
of this generation stand on their r.ght
and say, “I like this school and not
that school. I like this teacher and
not that teacher.” I do not want to
say anything further, but I would like
to know the age of the widow who is
being pushed into remarriage in order
to get some kind of property or some-
thing like that. Sir, I would again
say that awakening of socia]l con-
science and education rather than
legislation is the need of the times.

Sir, I am sorry I was interrupted in
my trend of thought but I want to
say that disparily of age does not
mean anything. In the villages you
will find that the girls reach maturity
much earlier. When you look at a
girl of 14 or 15, you think she is abave
20. In rural parts she is like a young
bull, I would not say a cow or a call.
There is saying in Tamil;
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“Avizhthuvitta Kalai Madhiri
Irukural Par”.
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in the rural background kalai means
strength. A young woman in the vil-
lage in her teens looks as strong and
full of beauty and vigour as a young
bull. She is like a full-grown woman.

A Harijan woman the other day
axed a panther in order to save her
husband. That is rural India. She
would just knock off ten men at a
stroke with one hand, I tell you. Even
our women in our own families in
rural as well as in urban areas, if you
look at them, are so well developed
physically . . .

AN Hon. MEMBER: Physically?

SHRIMATI T. NALLAMUTHU
RAMAMURTI: Yes, physically. And
why even mentally. Their upper
chamber is not a vacuum. Do not say
that. You have released forces of
adult literacy, mass education and all
that which come from written word—
printed word—only now. But our
women in the rural parts, long before
this education drive, were full of
wisdom. They could administer seve-
ral villages together. They can do
mathematics much better than many
college boys and girls.

Therefore, I am pleading that these
women in the villages mature very
early and are so full of health and
strength that you cannot just use the
yardstick of mere number of years as
between the age of a girl and a boy.
That applies even to urban areas. They
say that even though there is a big
difference between the ages of a girl
and a boy, after giving birth to three
or four children, she ages like a
grandmother while the man remains
eternally young. The man ages very,
very slowly. The woman ages very
soon due to various other reasons also
~-hardships, responsibilities and so on.
Men are fairly easy-going, compara-
tively less immersed in household
cares. They have only to go to their
office and earn a little income, and
then whatever the income, they will
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throw that into the house and leave
the rest, family budgeting—spending,
saving for a rainy day and for mar-
riages of their children—and all that
to women. I should say that even
marriages of their children are being
arranged only through women. So 1in
that background of our culture, 1
would like to know where this dispa-
rity comes in and even if it does exist
who is responsible for that except
women.
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I have spoken about arranged mar-
riages, but with regard to this, I say,
Sir that if the mover of the Resolution
wants any kindg of reform. I would
suggest that let the age of marriage
be raised to 18 for girls and 25 for
boys after they have gone through a
certain period of preparation by way
of education angd financial standing or
economic independence. A major can
exercise her own choice.

Sir, with regard to marriage of
choice, when two people meet, there
is no such thing as the question
of age or anything that stands in their
way. Only this morning I read news
of a blind Chinese girl sailing to Bri-
tain to marry a man, I do not say that
it is an ideal. The news says:

“A Chinese girl facing blindness ig
now on her way to Britain to marry
a man she has seen only once.

Sonia Lai, a tourist guide, aged 32,
left Singapore by sea on Tuesdav
night with a letter asking ‘Will you
marry me?’ in her pocket, For four
years Sonia has secretly loved the
man”,

Now, she is going there. Her lover
has promised to marry her and has
said that now that she was blind, this
was much more reason why he should
marry her. He has promised that doc-
tors would attend to her and cure her
of her blindness. (Time bell rings,)
I have got many more points.

Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You had
15 minutes’ time. Your 15 minutes are
over,
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SHRIMATT T. NALLAMUTHU |
RAMAMURTI: Since this Resolution
concerns women very largely 1 want to
bring in a few more points,

Mg. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
sorry. Your 15 minutes are over. Shri-
mati Savitry Devi Nigam,

SariMmatr SAVITRY DEVI NIGAM:
(Uttar Pradesh): Mr. Deputy Chair-
man, Sir, I want to support{ this Re-
solution. Sir, I am quite surprised to
hear some of the remarks made by the
lady Member who preceded me. Sir,
the Resolution is very clear. Its aims
and objects are very, very clear. This
Resolution reads like this:
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“This House is of opinion that
Government should bring forward
suitable legislation to prohibit mar-
riages between persons where the
difference between the ages of the
spouses is more than fifteen years.”

In thig Resolution Mrs. Lakhanpal
has asked the Government to bring
forward suitable legislation with which
this social evil which is the generator
of many other social evils, could be
stopped. She has also attacked those
cynical, whimsical and abnormal peo-
ple who just exploit the sacred insti-
tution of marriage for satisfying their
own lust, and who want to marry at a
very advanced age.

Sir, some hon. Members may think
that such people want to have a spiri-
tual marriage, I do not think that the
word “spiritual” should be used with
reference to such marriages, If an
aged man of 70 or 80 wants to marry
or wants a spiritual company of a per.
son, whatever his or her sex, he or she
may tell him that he can have only
company or friendship and there is no
need for marriage. So, Sir, I do not
agree to the use of the word “sacred”
with reference to such abnormal mar-
riages.

Sir, I am very sorry that this Resolu-
tion has not been given the considera-
tion, thought and the sobriety which it
deserves. I am also sorry that most of
the remarkg which had been made
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were very frivolous. Some of them
were remarks of arm-chair politicians.

difference in age is
over fifteen years

Only such people, in order to safeguard
the interests of a few abnormal indivi-
duals, would support these people who
want to marry according to their
choice in an abnormal way, and would
say that all these innocent, young girls
should be left open to their exploita-
tion,

Sir, one other remark which has been
advanced against this Resolution has
been that we cannot intervene in any-
body’s personal freedom, Sir, marri-
age is a very sacred institution and all
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our civilization and all our Hindu
values of life depend on  this very
healthy and very sound institution.

Are we going, for the sake of a few
abnormal persons, to risk these things
like this?

Surr DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:
But these valueg proposed even in
the past.

SarimaTi SAVITRY DEVI NIGAM:
Should we risk it when we have
brought in so many legislations in this
very House to protect these sacred
things, to protect the interests of men
and women and to save them from
exploitation? We sought {o protect
them by bringing in legislations which
were directly concerned with the insti-
tution of marriage and that being the
case, why should me be so much dis-
turbed when such a Resolution like
this is brought forward to make the
institution of marriage more and more
sound and healthy? Legislations do
have a very great influence on all law-
abiding people and the majority of
people are law-abiding and I am sure
if such a legislation ig brought in by
the hon. Law Minister it will have a
very great effect on all men and
women, in their thinking and psycho-
logy and on the lives of millions in
this country.

I do not agree with those who say
that the Sarda Act or the Widow Re-
marriage Act hasg not been very effec-
tive. I do agree—and only to that
extent—that they have not been as
effective as they should have been,

Tue DEPUTY MINISTER or LAW
(SHRr R. M, HaJarnavis): The Widow
Remarriage Act has been very effect-
tive.
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SuriMaTI SAVITRY DEVI NIGAM:
Sir, the hon, Deputy Minister of Law is
also agreeing with me, and every
serious person who gives thought to
these social evils, who have got com-
passion and the right kind of approach
towards these unfortunate miserable
persons who are suffering gnd who are
being exploited because of economic
pressure, because of the exploitation
that is being practised behind this big
slogan of “personal freedom”, would
agree with me, There is no harm in
bringing such a legislation which only
just restrict the thing and thus eradi-
cate this social evil. Sir, I have been
working in the field of social work
smce long and I can say on my own
experience that these deserted women,
these unfortunate ladies who do not
get shelter anywhere else except the
brothels, the majority of them, Sir, are
the widows and the deserted wives of
such old husbands who had married
them, Dbecause they were very
resourceful, rich and cunning, and
these ladies and their parents were in
a miserable condition. Most of these
marriages, the majority of them, I
would even go one step further and
say that 99.9 per cent. of such unequal
marriages are not performed because
of .ove or by choice as some Members
termed or described it. Most of them
are brought about because of economic
pressure, because of exploitation and
because of the exploitation of casteism.
So, I would request the hon, Members
here through you, Sir, to give more
serious thought to this matter and to
deal with this Resolution with greater
sobriety.

3347

Some hon. Members made reference
to certain chronic cases, cases of blind
and mad love not knowing any kind of
decency. Even with regard to such
persons, I would say that for such un-
fortunate people I have got compassion
and my hon, friend the mover of the
Resolution—Shrimati Chandravati Lak-
hanpal—would also like to accommo-
date them and when the hon. Minister
of Law brings forward such a piece of
legislation, he may make some ar-
rangements to allow such abnormal
people, such chronic people, such cyni-

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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cal people, to marry persons who are
younger by more than fifteen years.
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SHRIMATI T. NALLAMUTHU
RAMAMURTI: There should be a
difference made between love and
mere infatuation.

SuriMaTi SAVITRY DEVI NIGAM:
With special permission, they may be
allowed to do so. Sir, I am sure such
laws have been brought in in the past,
with such arrangements, in order to
make the legislation very humane, and
for that we can make arrangements
even for such cynical persons, provi-
sions for even guch cases of blind and
mad love. T

I have to touch on only one more
point, Sir, Most of the arguments that
have been brought forward against this
Resolution are just, in a way, to ridi-
cule it. I would request hon. Mem.
bers through you, Sir, that when we
discuss social evils in which the lives
of so many innocent and unfortunate
people are involved, the question
should be dealt with with greater
sobriety and with deep thinking.

Here I may just refer to one case
which was brought to my notice only
very recently. One Brahmin gentle-
man who decided to make marriage a
means of exploitation has been going
to different cities and towns and mar-
rying young girls by giving them huge
sums of money,

AN HonN, MEMBER: Under different
names?

SarivaTi SAVITRY DEVI NIGAM:
Yes, under different names he has been
doing this. And you will be surprised
to know that this person is so much in
the grip of this evil that he useq to sell
those unfortunate girls after marrying
them. Because they were very very
young, they could not resist the inhu-
man behaviour of this man and then
he used to sell those girls to brothel
keeps. I would like to request the
House again to consider this matter.
This Resolution has not been brought
either for women alone or for men
alone. This has been brought forward
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for the sake of both. I mean this
Resolution concerns both men and
women, So, we should not make two
such blocs and put one against the
other, Marriages are performed with
a very pure and very sacred motive,
with the desire that both the persons
should live a happy and united life.
Two persons of unequal ages and of
unequal status can never be united
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and that harmony and that happiness -

which is aimed at at the time of mar-
riage by both the parties, is never
there when such marriages are per-
formed. We may examine this ques-
tion from any point of view and we
will come to this conclusion that the
evil of such unequal marriages should
be eradicated. I entirely agree with
those hon, Members who maintain that
along with legislation, social work is
also required in order to eradicate this
evil and I am sure that the moment
this legislation is brought forward in
this House, the social workers will also
get their hands strengthened. We
would also get a new inspiration for
eradicating this social evil.

Sir, once again I support this Reso-
lution whole-heartedly,

ot FFA AN ¢ WEO(
garafa s, 34 FfgT wwxradt g
{1 9EATE GIT & ATAA @7, I T8
|19 qUA FT QT R, TTH F1S qF A4,
qaeg e @y =fee, I SN
AT S ag e e g A
gaTdr afgdl § oF FEoad FTH FIAT
AT &, & ¢ qar g war &
aefwal wigarfer @ & ad @,
wefal #7 faarg gT §F Trfgg o)
q fAEs ¥ I 98 ST 0 WA g
warm fr # et 3 d Y @
wdY, FE faerat g v @ feT dar
€N | SEEr S i ar a@go?
W 9@ ¥ §F &0 39 IA
AT ANT F AA AT G E AL TH
Tg AT Y, F g a9 FaT v A FF
“Rer AT A 419 7, gfgar wAr A gF
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qg AA-TR & g7 § gy wray § %
arE, 73F 7R fre §Y ond, a2 gfean
TEF TEN) IEET FI0 qg § fF FA
T Wq 97 FT @71 § {7 aefwgi wfa-
arfem g Adf AHd——FE AIR qav
gr Y, ay srea o ag faEtg @
HITT GTAA TEaT & A A7 Ff 3¢
SUT FG TRHAY &1 W av Fw g,
7 361 § faaar gy ad) av Fur g,
FUFT AT G &Y T ! T I
og guET g T wodAr afght ¥
wsifear s fF e faex &, w@e-
ed) a9, EATAAT 9T, AT EqrfAATAY
T QRY FT OMAR T TF W
Jdr @A, a9 gF wWeEr w1 gafq
ar fedr a3 w1 IER g9 AT @Y
g1 wE s ¥ Y FTmraw wrata
T g afgd | AfarmfrFaT &
fraa grmfas garR oy &1 wad
Far f gax mer Gaw T e
TAIE-FE 9 IR qH T F W,
At FrL T FET) Fa aF 33 A
7 S a8 WT A § 1 T FATT
#1 forg afcamr § safa g€, faar =@t
I9T AT q1F WO AT q §F Ay
FY faarg A7 977 agq At | W 3w
3T ¥ g w9 wfeat G aw4r w7
gar &1 7g a1 smrfsw wafa @
gartw g, armfas faar &1 a4 g,
A fF FT w11 FGT F 3T F AT,
a1 34t fa forg feq & srq avg g,
IAHT T AT g owrar L guiay
fag afemmor & gy faear s <l
gfeamr § g fss gare wmae
T g1 o 4 g fad i arafas
farer & FrOr WS W1, 9 a9 A
Fefed #) Wiyt a7 w0 § 1 7
av #g fF ¢ ad &1 g 7 wghal
F1 ey iy =fed, 9%y s AN §;
FfF Jg 99 #1 IAFT g qreF
FEAT &1 AV IE FI-GT @A W FC
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[ e AR
WY AT FAGI aEiEGT K1 dqr
(AR A s dmaa § |
'aex o, TeE ad ax wivafaa
f a2 &, a1 am wEa Al w@ awd
[§? sufaq = wgfeai &1 @l
- Y 3oy a7 fiferg, avfr @ @ 9 qF
fe frad ara go oy w4 T &, fras
@ g | 99 A-Ne-FEA-geEr AT
&Y 97 W §, a9 Tg THH qaTH §aT
giar &, a% 9% qraA7 qgar g+ 4g
gaae faaig & ga1a F1 AL a@GgA
§g F T4 § qgAr § fF waR
faarg fow warer & gan 5@ § WL
frgrmadfraa o &? & od
wgm fr faqm g7am ¥ W fod)
@ ¥ § wAve faang g 4% 78 3@
g1
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&t sierex arelt @ gFaEl § w9
g &1

off ¥FEAFAT AW 3 qATAT
WY 1§, a FET g & 7w
I I FT A7 &qve A7 fZAT TAT
% o S SAFT AT TE ERIY, TF ITHT
ATZ FIT FUT, AT 47 OO0 ITH!
& § #wy fasgam ? SEw ° faae
o R F f5d R § 9% fon g
garw & ofd, 78 RaC ¥ @97 ML
g1 a9 & fax gg feda faarg
FW & qam faarg #@ g1 fel
F I A gy aefraiFig . . .

it Iqavafa : ga) faarg 31 9491
AT g Ty &)

Surr DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:

have got my eye on the clock.

off gq@wmafa ¢ w9 gEW faag
FET AAT & T4T £ |

[ RAJYA SABHA }
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Sur1 DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:
I will not waste my time. I have got
my eye on the clock, Sir.

3352

ot afterw anoft  § 72 @ EWE
& FAT T 74T &, TF AR FIA

ot TFeRA roaw - AE OF ey
FRITR @A TG TR QE ! W
FEA FT Wawd 98 & {5 we faarg o
g & 3 fad 423t 9T wrEET § g
g1 a0 I Temw Sy F AW T
faarg &9 @ & 78 ; % I€@
ARG

TF 979 gaTe 4y qigd 9 7 7
I8 UF SAfFaTd TEEST FT 991 € |
¥ W Aar g fx ag safqemm
UGS T C O I (O -
qrEEd gt & gargw ot 23
# o=y @ 5 o oA ¥ & F
I &, AR AW F A &7 AW
S AT HqY TET T HIT QT AT I9
FET AT A IQT AT G T AT IR
agt W faer, orgt ot 9o & sraier avey
FN ML WEY A owAT oqwd &
¥ gaAr grar g—fwdt s*e ar g
F fag & ardY 1 s § ag Torq |
g1 4% ®md IgAr w WOy faw
§ fasrg 37 =T1fgn ) wfgafag
F fad ot Yy A aer g1 faw
feat &Y §i & g T T Ty
aftwr 9 g faw Y 5w @Ew
F W] AR A 9 TR g gafaay,
oY & ai-=1< auf § wwfan, gy
SH §o AT 4T AR AT FT Io7 AT
ge At Y1 QU IIN § sAafaaa
FY Y HrRIFAT giar & |

SE TeatEat qEAe ¢ SfE
ST afwrw v gun !
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st FRYE AT ¢ g i
A& gwn, T8 oF 9@-faE &= #)
T AL 7T 1T § a1 7 gar g7
oA 48 T @Y A @i, F W
wWdr & fF ag gt gwm) Iw
q7% & AT g quawEET a4 1 gg
yafaw smost a8 '@ra qav g & )
gafem ot 7 999 gt ard w3
a7 g, a8 78 & % gardr @sfwat ay
qzat w1 foda Ay 9ifgd, o g
garar wifgd, @ g =iy,
qEET FT WA AT FF F A7 A0feT 1
T TF TEVTFT M AAATALAZ FAT —
FI1T | wi-T17 F7, 1€ § afq w1, KT
i #7--99 TF d qUIAET GT)
WAt AR WEE . JET q9TE
T FT g3 &) F TFAEY F a7
=g g ?
Y ITAAIA ARCTAW 2 gRY AEY
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TAAT ATEAT &1 WU I&F qwar, ar

Y T W@ FT fa7 4 T 7

6T gadl aw ag & fF wfas s
# s FTT &1 q av @@ e g #,
9q SaF TF qgg qar gar § WK
fadm< am o 1 W qEr yeAE
wfw =

Every widower should marry a widow
and every widow should marry a
widower,

fee gfag, s ag mmww faar 1
"I, T qe wAA faaw, g9 w9 gy
AEAT 1 AT TH JFAE F AT TG
wearg Fifwd fa

Every widower should marry a widow
and every widow should marry a
widower.

SRAY AT @A : ZF WA
gr ®rzT

sft TawrAwER areaw : agl, § av
FEA FT AArfas IR w3 F &Y
AAE g1 A g wAwar & A
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& mrmfas gure g aFar ¥, gue
T FFAT & A ZT UH FIE-ARY e
¥ #AF T TWAT FIAT A faeg
THE AE FYAT; FIF R AR & W
TS FT FAAT ACHTITFET JAT @
g & qRt 3% anar § 5 fr fam
HFTL ET TR T ST 8T g9 9
AR F AW a¥ g3 frert )
Gar €Y qF A G A’ § N am
g Iw At @Y & 94 ¥,

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You will

continue at 2°30, The House stands
adjourned till 2-30 p.m,
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The House then adjourned
for lunch at one of the clock.

The House reassembled after lunch
at half past two of the clock, Mr,
Deputy Chairman in the Chair.

i1 ITATTA ATTAAW : HEIOT Y-
Iqaarafa i,

Surt MAHESHWAR NAIK (Orissa):
Who is going to reply? The hon.
mover is not here.

Dr. SurrmaTr SEETA PARMAL
NAND: I am here; I am representing
her.

St ITHIAEA ATCAN ¢ AEONT
IqEAmfy Y, § 78 Fg @ 97 fx
fergram W faawe afysar & ag ¥
frfe fFd @@ &\ aga & faarg wi-
T a7 @ F1 FEF F F-AW
uE ITh ALHT & AT-TT T T, A7
gfusar faarg it o & fHfean
g7 §1 oo ww few o few fae
FT TN q¢ @1 & AR foreqr F g=1%
gy ws¥F A wefFdal wr amfa
Yagg ¥ fraggm e 1 ww 3@w
fir fan ofcam § faen st qra,
3q qfeamr # 7g d@vaT a@HT AT
o qra § i aefedt # frr ag
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[st Iataeza areraer]

W 3 AR weNS § O aefrar 9
wr &1 wmw WX e 7 afad,
wiTst feaaen fr srafas frer |
¥FT g T aF Al 4 faq a9
g, sadr @ wefwat aoay gl F
qafY fadsit 1 gFAr s=re faer &
€ T 2, A 51 SR F e v ) ffe
@ T ? 5 St Iw &) sefe Y
Y 7 gt Trfed 5t 7w afy
W Wy § @ WA I w3
YT wgar wifed & aew wefet =
st wi-arg F frfeera 7gF <A arfey,
IAFYT qeAfq F A O 9Ty e
69 g aFATE, 9F 4 W FT ATH
QAR T SH FT E «IFT F 1 IR
B o Ty d; FifE oW ARy
gfus I F Y & @ F 7@ A
% 5 Saay o9t & Saar e gny
wEHT T A1FAT § F 98 weAT F1 997
£ AT qYFT 7 AT & B aw qsF
g F | FEE wiaw g o
farierdy aga w9 1 @t 21 @
g FTH MG 9 &Y G & HT 07 FI
&Y sEgasar 48 § v zed fag a9
AT IAAT QT AT I IW F
TF A TAgH! Tad yoar faarg e
4, 1 3 5w € "eAr fm St 2R
st 3% fag & v, A FE L W
gz 7 wuA {5 93-fod  asd-asEy
oy fedt a1 2 S SR S 9ed
wi-arT §, 3 3% fgat a7 afys amy
g1 9% wad faag @ AW §
iAo afk
wr  FeE-astral #1 75 e
gy § @Y 7g famwsm v et
gAY geafg T4 &Y o, 75T F ug F§
fr gn Oy M Af FTE | =R
agfFal & 37 fgwwme @ anfyld
5 afc 3 fFeT o= F gEg I w79
g, & & wi-aw & w5 § {5 gw wiaarye

[RAJYA SABHA ]
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T gl ¥, freg Qo /) A3
oY ST erefrat dar s § W fwe
Fer 8 5 waww A A gt @ Ot
qad U gy Ag 9@ gadart @
ferw star fs ¥ wer, uw @ wefrat
FY foer sgdt =g 97 390 &
a7 ¥ efaar gF =rfed o) S9 9w
§ F18 qrrdY faar ared-agat w1 gefd
¥ wEl gt wifed s ot wwEy A
weafiy | & o7, ARt we ¥ g fewa
T il fF a7 I8 Wt F =R
wI T ). THF IO AT fewwa s
arfgd fr ag ug w2 9% fr & woN
33t a% &gy §Y oY, Freg woet welf
¥ faeg oy agf s=am

wfadt a st 7@ S ¥ 99
age qrfesy @ forw 7 A ad A
2, SF mraew § agAr §1 g
I @ FE 1§ Grwar w F
IF T FT 39 1T § F aF gvaey
g1 I FEr v wadw faag « v
awg & wfezggzy #r dear a3 W A |
UF FoT G| g1 g faag )
aag & fe aeg & 9awT gy I @Y
g, 78 A0 awer W Agl w@r) W
Tt FY ag ¥ ug deqr a3 Ty 8,
9% wAdw faam @1 4 aft w1 wy
Fd &7 IIIT &1 W Yo 3T F Fhgar
g W 97 997 AR 4, av 3g Yo
g ¥ gfgar IdETE § S, W
6@ %1 919 ST I @ )

g am g @ fF agw afesy
Y frm ¥ @ & AR F gga o ad
& | oGg fag F37 sqF av A
&7 ¥ 9T &Y §, aY W WU qREw
FY, wax faor Y 2D Wk 73 3 v
FE gUR AT A AEY & W R W EW
wr¥ A" & fau &€ @y @ ad
FLRE 1 faag FaR ¥ @7 § fome



Prohibition of
marriages where the
oY Arqrad af @t § 4 spaT
Gt ¥ 1 wawe ofeat ot gt g
F & oW g i gay wfas
it i 21 w3 Agy wsfeal ¥
FFz a7 TE Y TA7 § AR A AT
g ardmr ) gafar q® qo famm
2 % 30 weam & 1€ orawasar 18
g o T oY At arfed g wme
# Faa 1 F1E 737 7Y 30 Arfgd
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WS w3 e e (el e
U & W s i ey
eyl Malis Jodepam Sy I
St gy -6 @l Ky e
P - Kgppasw Wgekon b 3

o oW 4 e poeB e d
S g e S g o ey
W e e el Syl I
ol S ol d oy S M
& @l & oeie e oS o ot
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owle el oyl G gy WO
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o SR 58 g ke gl
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Sy fole Wage el &
riyS] G - WS aa S gt oleR
P e S B - e
S et yowy W gl an gl
S o yEe K ST ae emen
Ut 0 4 by elele g (Biake
el 5y by g olals S plelo o
9 Buy Q@ &S ee Salg Uy
obe wyyd ey el Sl 2
g oA S A ek -2
S Gilea S et )8 2 g gyt
U b P WS Lo S el gyl
¥ ) o oS 35— Egn e ek
ol Sl e O gl Leman ey
Y r g - A R y$
4 UyResd oy 35 8Ly S 2w
Cotr S o et e
Y JTFAERA ATCAW : TET AT
a7 T I & T AT A7

S
S b Uepee e
e wloelae Sy amdd Syl2 gree

-ad el Lgf

d,l.ai, Js:.”ag,.é o

S

Surt DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:
We are yet to learn that you represent
the party.

ame 1 glall G=)l sad vt

i Sy 5y 5 AU & gT P
O SePew L& o9 ¥R S &2
o o & b dyS 0 L YRC )
Sola BV o c""‘“‘ g“‘?’ Ll
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te ma b Joly Uy U glaw
orllye okl g €y &yl g2 v &
F 6o el o Spd 1y - g0
& WSyl Sl alye yam p3 a0
o S glailgd gy &S e UK
ame - 4d bt Kl oS pildgm

(Interruptions,)

Js e Bl 55 e oy S o
Ugd (yend] 3lake S plaslysly 35
3 S Uy el & pel S 2
S o w13 a g e sl
e oS &uly S ) S0 e

- ‘Qig

Licudetint SRS IEERICEE
dr W FEE § oo oEa |

~op okl Gallagd b

o V) S e phet (M 97 e
K oom® S oy o S el &8
Sl & n Ll e gl S pSh
S a e Fa S el S
Ul ol & Seaddye bayg o3 of ol
&8

&2

Surr DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:
I object to the word that he has just
now uttered, Itis not a parliamentary
word—the word that he uttered.

&

d..,JLp,Jé & &5 & Lang) &lhaue gl

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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é-" L)"' ”’ 2 L.‘J’ dg’ K CL“’
- aioly UpS ik o (el

Surr SATYACHARAN (Uttar Pra-
desh): I raise an objection. He cannot
use unparliamentary language. What
he has gaid is a most unparliamentary
word.
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Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
order.

w :é,ld;’ &SI-" Ag,i d)‘&

d"”"’ U GL"“‘ ool S5 0 el

Surt TAJAMUL HUSAIN: On a
point of order . (Interruptions).
I have risen on a point of order. The
word ‘Dakyanoosi’ is most unparlia-
mentary,

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: What is

- the meaning of it?

Surr FARIDUL HAQ ANSARI: If
my hon. friend thinks that it is un-
parliamentary, I withdraw it

(Interruptions,)

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He hag
withdrawn it,

SHrr SATYACHARAN: Why it is
an objectionable word, I can explain
it in English. Most of the Members
are not following him . . .

Mg. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
withdrawn it.

Surr SATYACHARAN: He has
used the word ‘hijra’ for the mem-
bers of the Congress Party, which
means they are all eunuchs, and it is
for you to say whether it is parlia-
mentary or unparliamentary.

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
withdrawn the word.
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have not used that word. I Kknow
that much meaning of it.
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(Interruptions.)

Surt ROHIT M. DAVE (Gujarat):
What is this, Sir? He did not use the
word.

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
not used the word.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: He did not say
that. -

Suri M. P. BHARGAVA: Withdra-
wal iz not enough. The word should
be expunged.

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
not used the word, Mr. Bhargava.

AN Hon. MEMBER: He has used
the word.

Surr D. A. MIRZA: Granting the
word is used, it is not unparliament-
ary. It is in the dictionary.

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
not used the word which means
eunuch.

Surr SATYACHARAN: If he says
that he has not used the word, I think
all the proceedings are tape-recorded;
that will show the correct version.

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
speaking from the record.

Sar1 FARIDUL HAQ ANSARI:
Please leave it to the Deputy Chair-
man,

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Any-
way, you have withdrawn the word.

Sur1 FARIDUL HAQ ANSARI: Sir,
1 have never used if.

Surr TAJAMUL HUSAIN: It is a
most vital word.

: (Interruptions).
1130 RS—3,
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Surr D. A. MIRZA: In the history
of the Saracens I think one of the
greatest authors you can find has
used the word “eunuch”.
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Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
given to understand that he hag not
used any word which means “eunuch”,
Please go on, Mr. Ansari, Order,
order.
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Sert DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:
We are yet to learn that you represent
the party.
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Sy grrfaee & &y wrer |ifgg s
vz gAY § f5 & aweh s S

Surt DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:
i object to the word that he has just
now uttered. It is not a parliamen-
tary word—the word that he uttered.

ft FOgEEE wEI T
Aurt gy gar § {5 ag stearEr
Q4TS FTTF W7 § TR gEfaT gEE
go T ATied |

SHr1 SATYACHARAN (Uttar
Pradesh): I raise an objection. He
cannot use unparliamentary language.
What he has said is a most unparlia-
mentary word,

Mg, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
order.

= HOgA g WA T TH
v g0 oy #1 mew Agt fear sam
TR 8% 3T U A qOay AT o agfy

g1

Suart TAJAMUL HUSAIN: On a
point of order. (Interruptions.)
I have risen on a point of order.
The word “dakiyanoosi” is most un-
parliamentary.

Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: What is
the meaning of it?

Surt FARIDUL HAQ ANSARI: If
my hon, friend thinks that it is un-
parliamentary, I withdraw it.

(Interruptions.)

Mr. DEPUTY CHATRMAN: He has
withdrawn it.

Surr SATYACHARAN: Why it is an
objectionable word, I can explain it in
English. Most of the Members are not
following him

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
withdrawn it.
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Surt SATYACHARAN: He has used
the word ‘hijra’ for the members of
the Congress Party, which means they
are all eunuchs, and it is for you to say
whether it is parliamentary or unpar-
liamentary.
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Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
withdrawn the word.

Smrt FARIDUIL, HAQ ANSARI: I
have not used that word. I know that
much meaning of it

(Interruptions.)

Surt ROHIT M. DAVE (Gujarat):
What is this, Sir? He did not use
the word.

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
not used the word.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: He did not say
that.

Surt M. P. BHARGAVA: Withdra-
wal is not enough. The word should
be expunged.

Mgr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
not used the word, Mr, Bhargava.

AN Hon. MEMBER: He has used the
word.

Sarr D. A. MIRZA: Granting the
word is used, it is not unparliamentary.
It is in the c}ictionary.

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
not used the word which means
eunuch.

SErt SATYACHARAN: If he says
that he has not used the word, I think
all the proceedings are tape-recorded;
that will show the correct version.

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
speaking from the record.

I am

Smrt FARIDUL HAQ ANSARI;
Please leave it to the Deputy Chair-
man,

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Any-
way, you have withdrawn the word.

-
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Surt FARIDUL HAQ ANSARI: Sir,
I have never used it.

3370

Surt TAJAMUL HUSAIN : It is a
most vital word.

(Interruptions.)

Surt D. A. MIRZA: In the history
of the Saracens I think one of the

" greatest authors you can find has used

the word “eunuch”,

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
gien to understand that he has not
used any word which means ‘“eunuch”,
Please go on, Mr. Ansari. Order,
order.
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SuHriMATI K. BHARATHI (KERALA):
Mr. Deputy Chairman, though I have
great wespect for the sentiments
underlying this Resolution and per-
sonal regard for the mover of the
Resolution, I feel unable to support
the same. Shrimati Chandravati
Lakhanpal is a great social worker
and educationist and her activities in
the social field must have compelled
her to move such a Resolution. But
I feel that there is a limit to which
we can go in this House to legislate.
There is a law in this country which
prohibits child marriage. To regu-
late all the subtle human emotions
and human relationships through the
medium of legislation is too ambitious
an ideal to be achieved by anybody.
I have no doubt in my mind that the
hon. lady Member, who is the mover
of the Resolution, is motivated by
good intentions. But however omni-
potent this Parliament be, we cannot
regulate human conduct beyond a
certain point. Our wisdom lies in
confining ourselves to the inevitable.
In the West we find philosophers like
Bertrand Russell ang poets like T. S.
Elliot, marrying girls who could be
their grand-daughters, if measured
by their age. I think Lord Pethick-
Lawrence took a comparatively young
girl for his second wife. Of course,
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the reverse also happens at times.
Grannies of 70 marry boys round

about 20. I admit there is a differ-
ence between those countries and
ours. There marriages are not

arranged generally. The girl and the
boy take to it with open eyes and also
they walk out of it with open eyes.
Economic independence too is there
for the women. In our -country
marriages are not according to the
choice of the girls generally. So, a
regulation as implied in this Resolu-
tion may look logical, but I do not
think that a regulation by law is
practical. The parents and guardians
must learn to love and value their
daughters. Marriage should not be a
“must”. It must be something to be
welcomed if the parties like each
other. I feel that two things are
necessary for the same—economic
independence for the girl and a
change in the social outlook on mar-
riage itself.  Marriage should be a
voluntary union between the two
parties. Por this purpose the neces-
sary social climate has to be created,
not only for marriage but for divorce
and for remarriage also. There lies
the duty of the social worker. If
remarriage carries no stigma with it,
then age gap between the couples is
no headache at all. But remarriage
also cannot be enforced by law nor
our attitude to our daughters. I{ has
to be changed by social education,
literature, 'drama and examples set
by persons who can set the tone of
society.

Thank you, Sir.
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Surr JAI NARAIN VYAS: Mr.
Deputy Chairman, Sir, we have care-
fully heard the speeches of a number
of ladies and a number of gentlemen.

_ Most of the gentlemen opposed this
Resolution and most of the ladies
supported it. Of course, there are
exceptions. My friend in the Oppo-
sition, Shri Faridul Haq Ansari,
supported it. Shri Kureel Urf Talib
supported it. On the contrary, my

sister here did not support it whole- ;

heartedly; she formally opposed it. I
stand here to support the Resolution.
I feel that the Resolution which has
been moved by the hon. lady there
should receive manly support also.
Now, it I put the Resolution in sim-
" ple words, I will put it like that.

Dr. W. S. BARLINGAY
rashtra): Give it .

(Maha-

Srrt JAI NARAIN VYAS: I will

put it like that. My  sister
wants
Dr. W. S. BARLINGAY: Give

womanly support and manly support.

Sarr JAI NARAIN VYAS: I have
no objection to give manly and wo-
manly support both because a man
includes a woman also in the legal
language, to which profession my
hon. friend belongs.

Now, the simple thing which my
sister here wants is that a Bill should
be framed whereby a man may not
be forced to have a motherly wife
and a woman may not be forced to
have a fatherly husband. That is
the purport of the Resolution. But
if freedom is given to young girls to
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marry old men and to young boys to
marry old women, then there will be
grandmotherly and grandfatherly
marriages also. So this sort of
tragedy should be avoided. There is
a famous Sanskrit sloka:

wer qgfa sqrfor -
arq fxq fogr @@y
arerar Fafasgie,
ferfaas -

Dr. SurimMaTI SEETA PARMA.
NAND: Is this in Sanskrit?

Surr JAI NARAIN VYAS: Yes.

Dr. Ssrimatt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Because it is Mishtam, it
does not go with Sanskrit.

Surr JAI NARAIN VYAS: I stand
corrected.

Dr. SurmmaTi SEETA PARMA-
NAND: I wanted to know what it
was. .

SHrr JAI NARAIN VYAS: I am
thankful to her. I stand corrected by
the hon. lady Member who has said
that.

Surt MAHESWAR NAIK: With
motherly instinet,

Surt JAI NARAIN VYAS:
with motherly instinct.

Yes,

gwer qants ®qifr means that the

girl wants physical features¥TT fag
means that the mother wants
riches, ornaments, etc. {4571 §TAmMeans
that the father wants strength.
FFaaT  §AfA=3FT means that the
brothers want proper brother-
hood. fasefgs¥s7. means that
the other people want mishtanna or
amusement. Because there 1is no
mishtannae here, they” wanl to amuse
themselves at the cost of this Resolu-
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they would have enjoyed that. I do
not want mishtanna at the cost of
this Resolution; I want to support it.

Surr P. N. RAJABHOJ (Maharash-
tra): Bhojanapriya.

Sur1 JAI NARAIN VYAS: I am fond
of sweets if he provides me. The
objection raised to this Resolution is
this. First of all, child marriage has
been condemned by my hon, friend,
Shri Bhargava, here, Dr. Raj Bahadur
Gour had asked me to clarify that
issue. He referred to child marriages
in Bikaner and Jodhpur. Well, it is a
fact that child marriages are held both
in Bikaner and Jodhpur because of one
factor. And that factor is that there
is a marriage season every year, or I
think twice in a year marriages are
held and in good old days, young boys
and young girls were married. I have
completed my sixtysecond year and I
am going to complete my fiftieth year
of marriage. I was married at the age
of fourteen but that argument does not
stand here. My wife was not of an un-
equal age. There was no difference of
fifteen years. Even in those marria-
ges, the difference did not exist. A
girl child of eight was married to a
boy of ten or twelve. So, I prefer
.child marriage to an unequal marriage,
The freedom given in the Constitution
has been brought on the floor of the
House so many times as an argument.
Well], in the Constitution we have the
freedom of opportunities. It ig a fact
that freedom of equal opportunities
exists there. Does it behove us to say
that we should in our old age have the
freedom of marrying young girls of the
age of our daughters or grand-daugh-
ters? That is not freedom, that is
licence which this House should not
give to them, whether it is supported
by lawyers or by big men. I would
not support that licence. We must
have freedom of equal opportunities.
That meang that a girl or boy should
have the freedom of selecting a boy or
a girl of equal age also.
then alone can we give them equal
opportunities, otherwise not,
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SHrRt MAHESWAR NAIK: When we
have got the freedom of equal opportu-
nities, when a man marriages a woman
of his choice where the disparity is
more than fifteen years, then whs!
will happen?
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Surr JAI NARAIN VYAS: I won'l
allow the boy to marry a grandmother,
He may be in love with her or she may
be in love with him. Why should he
marry an old woman of fifty or sixty
years of age? Shri Naik is a young
man. I had been a young man, I did
not like to marry an old woman, I did
not want to love an old woman. I am
fortunate in having as my wife a
woman who has been with me for
about fifty years. So, I do not bother
about it. But then I have got my
fatherly and grandfatherly advice to
give to young people and they should
heed it. Shri Naik should heed it and
abide by it.

Now, there is this difference of
fifteen years of age and, as I said, this
would create motherly wives and
fatherly husbands, which we should
avoid.

Shri Sapru referred to marriages
among the Rajput community. I come
from Rajputana and I am related not
by blood, but by so many other factors
to Rajput families, big and small. 1t is
a fact that there was a custom among
a particular sect of Rajputs to get their
daughters married to another particu.
lar sect of Rajputs only. The Bhati
girls had to be married to Rathod
boys. That was a custom in old days.
What was the result? The result was
this. They could not get husbands.
Girls were strangled to death in their
childhood. Do you want to bring that
custom into operation even now?
Now, that custom has gone. Bhati
girls can be married to Pawar boys.
There is no restriction. When this
restriction existed, such things were
there. Quoting such instances does
not support his argument. He gave
the example of a prince marrying a
woman who was more than fifteen
years of his age. I do not want to
bring in the names of princes here.
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But I know of princes, I know of the
princesses <also, where the difference
was eight ycars. That difference of
eight years was considered objection-
able, Instead of eight years, here it
hag come in the form of fifteen years
or more on the floor of this House. So,
that custom does not exist now. In
the old days, of course, even old
women were married to boys; so that
they were married women when the
boys were married to them. Some-
times it happened that the niece and
the aunt were married together in
order to dispose of the aunt, in order
to have her as an A.D.C, or a servant
to the niece. If those bad customs
were to be brought in here, then you
can gei a difference of age of fifteen or
twenty or one hundred years. I do
not bother about those things. Those
old customs are dead and gone and
they should not be brought in here in
opposing a very good Resolution.
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Now a reference has been made to0
the security and comfort of the man
in his old age as if by marrying a
young girl the old man will have
security of life. Perhaps, he will be
murdered if he does not give satisfac-
¥on to his wife.

Sart SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE:
Nobody has mentioned it,

SHr1 JAI NARAIN VYAS: ‘Security
and comfort’ has been mentioned by
Mr, Sapru. I have noted it down.

Surt SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE:
He referred to security and comfort
of both sides,

Surt JAI NARAIN VYAS: Now, in
the name of this security and in the
name of this comfor{ money would
play a great part. Also the old ladies
who have the money would like to
have the company of young boys who
could be bought. That way young
boys and young girls would become
purchaseable commodities, I you
want boys and girls to be made pur-
chaseable commodities—as sometimes
it happens—then in that case I cannot
support such a proposition.

[ RAJYA SABHA]
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Then great stress was laid on free-
dom to choose. Well, it is not freedom
to choose; they choose because of the
money or because of some other fac-
tors. Maybe, one wants to inherit the
large property of the other. So, this
money, property and the other things
should not count in social affairs.

One point that I want to refer to is
this. It has been said that we should
go to the people and preach among
them. Well, whom will you preach?
We have got forty crores of people in
this country. Whom will the social
reformer preach? They will preach
old men like me and say: “You should
not marry young girls.” And I shall
slap him in his face and say; “Am 1
a f0o0l? Who are you to tell me? I am
a married man.” So, how will the
social reformer find which old man is
going to marry a girl, or which old
women is going to marry a boy? So,
it is impossible to pick up such people.
As was said, such cases may be ten
per cent. And thig ten per cent., would
constitute a very big number, forty
(akhs, and we cannot expect forty
lakhs of the Indian population to go
wrong, to select wrong people, I mean
wrong companions.

One thing I would say about the cold
war. My friend, Mr. Sinha, referred
to the cold war which, according to
him, has started in this House bet-
ween ladies and gentlemen, Now, it
has become a hot war. Ladies have
taken this side and gentlemen have
gone to that side. It is a common-
sense war, and those who have greater
sense would of course win, Of course,
some other factors would also count.
I hope that my sister, Lakhanpal,
would surely win the race. As a
matter of fact, it has been alleged that
the ladies have developed some com-
plex. I think the same thing happens
with the other side also. I want the
ladies to be out of that complex, and
gentlemen also.

I want to give a word of advice to
Shrimati Savitry Nigam, who is not
here. She was very vehement in sup-
porting the Resolution, but the words
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which she used did not appeal to me,
Works like ‘frivolous’, ‘cynical’, ‘ab-
normal’ and other strong expressions
she used as qualifications applying to
men. Well, I am an old man and I
can hear anything. But then they
would not be tolerated . . .
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Sart  AKBAR ALI KHAN: She
referred to both men and women.

Surr JAI NARAIN VYAS: No, she
said this only in reference to the
speecheg in opposition, and they were
men who opposed the Resolution. That
is why I object to the words, If she
says this in relation to men and also
in relation to women, even then I
would oppose it, because women
should also be respected as men
should e, especially by young ladies.

(Time bell rings)

As you have rung the bell, Sir, I
finish my remarks here.

Dr, SurmvaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Mr, Deputy Chairman, Sir, 1
say that this Resolution . . |

Sur1 B. K. P. SINHA: Just one
word, Sir. Shri Jai Narain Vyas
referred to me.

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: She is
on her legs.

Surr B. K. P. SINHA: Sir, when
Shri Jai Narain Vyas referred to the
‘cold war’ and to the hot war, he refer-
red to my speech and to me. Now, I
realise, after this debate in the House,
that there are manly women and
womanly men,

Dr. SerRmvATI SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Shrimati Chandravati
Lakhanpal has done a great service in
focussing attention on a very human
problem. 1 am sorry that the Reso-
lution is not worded in an acceptable
manner, but then we have to see to
the spirit of the Resolution, and it
only asks the Government 1o do a
very simple thing. While focussing
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attention on the evil that exists, she
asks Government to bring in suitable
legislation. She may indicate that
the age difference between the two
parties should not be more than
fifteen years, but there iz nothing to

prevent Government from making
certain other change, som& cHRange
which, all the same, will keep the

spirit of the Resolution intact. For
example, Sir, there is already in the
Hindu Marriage Act a provision by
which a marriage could be declared
null and void if the party, the girl,
was a minor and were to go later
to the magistrate and say that the
marriage was not with her consent
or with her approval. Similarly, Sir,
a provision could be made in the
Hindu Marriage Act or in the
other marriage Act—some gene-
ral provision—by which a marriage
could be declared null and void if a
party to the marriage, though major
at the time of the marriage, could
prove that such marriage was under
coercion or under undue influence.
Ang that would solve the problem
because, no doubt, there is something
in what the other side has to say,
Having advanced in women’s educa-
tion, and in this modern age and in
the year 1961 having gone on a certain
path of our social progress, we cannot
say that nobody, even after the age
of majority, should be given the
liberty to choose his or her partner in
life. That would be curtailing human
freedom a bit too much, and I do not
think that any law that would place
such a restriction would be valid
under the Constitution. We are given
a certain right of freedom in the
Constitution.

1 think it comes under ‘Fundamen-
tal Rights’ and is article 14 of the
Constitution. It says that any law that
curtails or abridges an existing right
will be ultra vires the Constitution.
So, the State cannot prohibit a person
who is a major if he or she wants
to marry according to his or her
choice, but then the State can go to
the rescue of that person by declar-
ing such a marriage invalid if that
person, later on, were to go and say
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[Dr. Shrimati Seeta Parmanand.]
to the court: “I was forced to enter
into such a marriage for a certain con-
sideration.” It may be property con-
sideration or other consideration,

Sir, many things have been said in
this House &n such a grave subject in
a very light spirit, and some of the
observations, 1 am very sorry to say,
have not been relevant. Certain
things have been said about men and
abou: women in a light-hearted way,
but what pained me most was that
something should have been said to
hint that women bringing in such Re-
solutions bring them in in a hysterical
mood! I do object to it. The word
‘hysterical’ may not be unparlia-
mentary, but it is certainly derogatory.
According to our parliamentary con-
vention it is not right and proper to
say something that would attribute
motives of a derogatory nature, No-
body hag got the prerogative for
bringing forward noble things. We do
not agree that it is the privilege of the
other gide only.

We cannot say that the Resolution
has been brought forward in a dero-
gatory manner, nor should it be said
that because a woman happens to
pilot this Resolution, it is based on
any feminine attitude. Why should
they call a certain legislation as man’s
legislation and a certain other legis-

lation as woman’s legislation or a
masculine legislation and feminine
legislation? Personally, I think there

should be no such distinction, We do
not come here as representatives of
men or women separately. I, therefore,
certainly deprecate the practice in this
House of referring to hon. Members
as “that lady Member” or “that man
member”, We are all Members pure
and simple. We should be called
“Members so and so” or ‘Member
from Gujarat” or “Member from
Mysore”. But this objectionable prac-
tice itself is at the bottom of this
psychology of looking at a legislation

from a sex point of view.

Sir, we bring forward a legislation
for the betterment of the
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benefit, if women are not victimized,
if women, who are sometimes exploited
by their parents by being sold away
to certain rich grooms, and if they
are saved from exploitation, the

‘society will not benefit? Such an atti-

tude is followed by a repercussion from
others.

Moreover, Sir, the sconer we get rid
of this attitude of looking at measures
before this House in a lighter vein
and the sooner we learn to treat every
subject seriousiy, howsoever full of
other implications it may look from
outside, the better it would be for us.
Sir, our debates are read all over and
we should apply ourselves with full
responsibility and gravity to a subject,
the gravity with which we would like
these debates to be read by persons
who read them afterward. Sir, I am
sorry for having to make this obser-
vatjon.

Having said this, I would like just
to say a few words about the remarks
offered by some hon. Members. It
was said that a social legislation can-
not be a remedy for a social problem.
It may be true to a certain extent,
but it is not true that social re-
tforms can be brought about by the
efforts of social workers alone. While
I agree.with the observation, I would
say that these are like the two bul-
locks of the same cart, or like the two
wheels of the same cart. They have
to go side by side. If the social work-
er is strengthened with the arm of
law, he finds his work easier. I know
quite a number of rich people who
would never have agreed to keep their
daughters unmarried till the age of
14—now the age has been raised to
18—had it not been for the fear of the
Child Marriage Restraint Act that
they would be dragged in the court if
their names were reported, and that
is why they now wait even if the
engagement has taken place till the
marriageable age is reached. There-
fore, I would say that if there are so
many marriages taking place today, in
spite of the Child Marriage Restraint
Act, it is because the offence is not
made cognizable. But, it has done a

gsociety. Is it hinted that if women \ good dea]l amongst the section that
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matters, that is, the rich people 'and 1 But social conditions have now chang-

the middle class even, who now do not
marry their daughters until the age
is reached and who are now em-
boldened to keep their daughters un-
married in spite of the social stigma
that was attached to a girl being kept
in the house beyond the age of pub-
erty. The law has served as a pointer.
Now, they can look towards this law.
Therefore, Sir, it is very necessary
that something ig done to stop mar-
riages between persons with great
disparity in their ages, and law alone
can do that. ’

Sir, with regard to the complaint of
persons that they were married under
duress and as such would like to get
out of the wedlock and their marriage
be declared null and void, because of
the short time at my disposal I would
not go into details. The Law Minis-
ter is quite capable of looking after
this aspect and to decide in which
way at a suitaple time a suitable
amendment can be brought forward.

Then, Sir, a question was raised by
an hon. Member that he did not
understand how marriages with girls
of younger ages encouraged prostitu-
tion. First, Sir, I feel surprised at
such a statement. It is well known
that when a girl is married to a very
old person and when the man dies
and she is left uncared for as a young
widow, naturally she is exploited and
she takes recourse to this profession
for earning a livelihood. There are
very many other evils that follow as
a result of this one evil, but I was
wondering whether anybody would
point out that the age, as laid down
by the Hindu Shastras, was still cor-
rect. It is said therein:

fragafederat gRoANST |
It says that a man of 30 years
of age should  marry a girl

o? 12. That was according to the old
scriptures but there was some reason
for laying it down at that time. For
boys 25 years was the age to come
out of the Gurukula, and 12 years
was the age beyond which a girl could
not be safely kept in the house of her
parents in rural areas for obvious
reasons into which I need not go here.

ed. Girls also are being educated.
In view of this, this age has to be
raised, and I am sure it will automa-
tically be raised.

Sir, I would not like to refer to
various other points that were raised
which, to my mind, were not very
relevant. All that we have to see is
whether such an evil does exist. Whe-
ther it exists on a large scale or a small
scale, does not matter. If the plea
of small percentage of this evil is
given, then I would ask what percent-
age of people commit thefts, and how
many crimes otherwise also are com-
mitted. If the percentage of the crime
is very low, should there be a legis-
lation for a fraction of the community,
or should we do certain things which
also are applicable to only a fraction
of the community? Therefore, -ven
if this evil is prevalent amongst a
small fraction of the community—it
was said that it may be 1 per cent. or
2 per cent. of the total population who
marry in this manner—and even if it
causes hardship to half per cent. of the
community, it is the duty of the Stale
to give relief to the community
through legal provisions. and for that
reason 1t ig not necessary to go into
the other arguments,

Sir, I would say that if you were
to talk of the conditions in rural
areas, the evil does not work so much
hardship there because, you know,
that in rural areas there are custom-
ary laws and a woman can leave her
husband without going through divorce
proceedings. There are reports of de-
sertiong many times and the parties
remarry according to their customary
law. So, for this section of the society
customary laws prevail. Actually the
evil causes hardship only in the casas
of middle classes which are mostly
in urban areas, and we have to do
something for them so as to stop this
evil. We have not enough social
workers to go and work in every
sphere. We do not have enough social
reformers who will awaken so much
social consciousness in our <ociety
as to stop this evil, and it would,
therefore, be better to bring it about
through legislation.
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Sir, something was said about the
need of having a difference of 13
years or the difference in the ages
that shows disparity. In our Hindu
Adoption and Maintenance Act we
‘have laid down that a difference of 21
years is necessary between the adop-
tor and the adoptee. Therefore, in
any case the difference shoulqg be 21
and not 18 years or 15 years. There-
fore, we can lay down that for a girl
of more than 21 years of age the dif-
ference should be so much as would
meet the arguments of all these peo-
ple.

Sir, I feel that though the Resolu-
tion may not be adopted in the pre-
sent form, the Law Minister will be
good enough to give a promise that
he will have the question examineq so
as to bring forward a suitable amend-
ment to the marriage Acts to remove
this hardship in the present social
conditions.

Surt DAHYABHAI V. PATEL
{Gujarat): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir,
I have listened with patience to the
speeches, particularly of the lady
Members of the House

Dr. R. B. GOUR: She has protested.

Syrt DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: I
say “lady Members” in spite of the
protest of the learned speaker who
preceded me because thig is a prob-
lem that confronts ladies much more
than men in this country because ot
the history of conditions

Dr. SKRIMATI SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Is not the father of a gir),
-who is suffering this hardship, equally
affected as the mother? 1i ig not the
individual, it is the parents who suffer.

Surt DAHYABHAT V, PATEL: I
was looking at it from 5 different
point of view. Perhaps, the learned
Member is right. My outlook on these
matters, unfortunately, differs from
that of the mover of the Resolution. 1
do not like to effect social changes
by legislation. While saying this, I
-will admit that the Sarda Act has
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done a lot of good. But a lot more
good has been done by the process of
education also, and perhaps, if educa-
tion is given and if we are able to
give the women of this country a little
more freedom than what we are able
to give them, more of economic free.
dom, cuch problems would not arise.
Then there is, of course, the historical
kackground. It is a pity that in this
country where we talk so much about
our culture and where it is 3 saying:

a7 ATIR 5T
A= X 374 |

We have degenerated and our customs
have degenerated ang conditions now
are such that we hear lady Members
speaking about this degeneracy and
drawing attention to what is happen-
ing. 1t is, I will admit, a matter for
Government to consider. But I am
not inclined to agree with the Resolu.
tion in its present form. Trying to do
things in haste will not be exactly the
right remedy. There are some hon.
friends who always want to do things
by legislation by Parliament, friends
sitting on this side, and they make
very strong speeches. Of course, they
are entitled to their views. But there
is the other side of it also. If you ftry
to force the pace of legislation of this
type, open contravention of the laws,
of social laws, if not the legal laws,
takes place. What have you got to
say to that?

Sir, marriage, we used to consider
and according to ancient customs
among Hindus, was for the purpose of
getting offspring. Under present cir-
cumstances, when our ancient ideas
are going, when the old joint family
is breaking up, there is the other pur-
pose of marriage, that ot giving com-
panionship and to be a sort of secu-
rity to both the parties. When persons
advance in age, they need companion.
ship. They need help. Unfortunately,
the younger generation, with modern
education, does not seem to relish the
idea of looking after their old fathers
and old mothers, particularly when
they are in crowded small-roomed
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tenements of the cities. In such cir-
cumstances, the life of the elder gene-
ration, a stage which many of us are
about to reach or will reach, would
become very difficult. They would be
left alone. In the West, of course,
they are now providing oldage homes,
hostels and other such institutions
where old people can go and stay. We
have not yet come to that stage. We
have not been able to give social secu-
rity even to the other people who
need it much more. I do not know
when that is going to be done, and it
is a long way off before we are able
to give such security or relief to these
old people who are not gble to look
after themselves, The Resolution in
itg present form would mean that if
people of mature age want to live to-
gether, they would be prohibited by
law, or society would look down upon
them, as if they were doing something
wrong. Of course, there are certain
persons, certain parties, who do not
look down upon anything. Even if
young people do it, they openly ignore
it. A man may live all his life with
somebody else’s wife, yet there are
people who can shut their eyes to that.
There are parties which shut their
eyes to that. Unfortunately, I do not
belong to them. I do not approve of
that practice. It is of course, a most
reprehensible thing, much more abo-
minable than what friends on this side
here are trfying to condemn, and
condemn so vehemently.

Sir, there are the provisions in the
Constitution and there is law of di-
vorce also. If anyone feels grieved,
if a lady feels aggrieved, she can take
recourse to these provisions.

Dr. SurimMaTi SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Does the hon. Member mean
to say that divorce can be had without
any cause? That will be divorce by
collusion, or what?

Surmi DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
Anyway, Sir, I am not a lawyer and
therefore perhaps miy hon. friend’s
knowledge of this subject I am prepar-
ed to yield to. I am prepared to take

1130 R.S.—4.

[ 17 MAR. 1961 ]

difference in age is
over fifteen years

3394

it from her that the position is no
what I thought it to be. But the prob.
lem, a3 I was saying, is such that you
canno! solve it by legislation alone.
That, I do not think will remedy the
situation.

Next, Sir, I do not know how this
limit of fifteen years has been fixed.
I do not know if it is going to be use-
ful. It seems fto have been fixed pri-
marily with the idea of preventing
older men from marrying young girls, 1
am against the idea. But suppose there
are older people, I mean to say, both
are very much older. We have had
here many such examples mentioned.
I do not want to repeat them (Inter-
ruptions). Suppose a man is 70 of 75
or 80 years of age, and he wants to
live with a lady by her consent, who
is about 50 or 60 years old and he
wants to leave all his property to her
in return for looking after him. What
is wrong with it?

Surr R. M. HAJARNAVIS: I do
not want to inferrupt the hon. Mem-
ber, but I would like to suggest that
the whole discussion may be carried
on without mentioning names, because
that would be certainly embarrassing.
I do not say the hon. Member men.
tioned, it. He did not say anything to
which 1 can take exception. But I
think no names should be mentioned
in the debate.

Mzr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes.

Surt1 DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: 1
am not mentioning any names. But
apart from names in this country,
there are many illustrious examples
of people who have been great admin.
istrators, great statesmen, Viceroys
and Governors who have lived like
that purely for companionship because,
as 1 said, they need someone to look
after them. Do you want to shut that
out?

AN Hon. MEMBER: That is not
marriage.

Surt DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
But the Resolution, ag it is, would

-~ ¢ -
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shut it out. Therefore, while I would
basically support the idea that such
marriages should not take place, 1
would very humbly plead guilty to
the fact that men in this country have
ill-treateq women in many ways, and
it it would please the lady Members,
it 1 also said that men in this country
should also do a little penance for
that, I would very gladly say ‘that. Yet
I feel that the remedy of having a law
is no remedy. I do not feel that the
objective aimed at will be achieved by
adopting {his suggestion made in tihe
Resolution. That will be achieved better
by educating the community, and by
improving the divorce laws, if you
like. I do not like divorce. But if due
to ill-treatment, divorce is the only
remedy, ] am not opposed to it. You
can also provide homes for people
who do not have any place to go to. 1
suppose the hon. lady Member opposite
has heard of what was done by a man
in the city of Bombay. He has named
a home “Bapu Ghar”"—and mind you
he is a bachelor—to which he has
given all his money, and there it is
run by women, though there is a com-
mittee of -men to help. And anyone
who is ill-treated is entitled to knock
at the door, come in and stay there,
The very fact of leaving the house is

3395

enough to knock sense into the minds

of many men, even if they are obsti-
nate all their lives. Women should
learn to become independent. That is
what T would say. If we teach our
womenfolk to cultivate a sense of in-
dependence, and if we give them a
sense of security so that they could
also equally live independently of
their men, perhaps men who have
been ill-treating their women all
these many years in many ways would
desist from doing so. For all these
reasons, Sir, and also for the reason
that I am opposed to trying to do
everything by law, as my hon. friends
over there are trying to, I am opposed
to this proposal. Perhaps, many
friends on the Congress side also want
to do things by law, but that is wrong.
Tt is wrong to legislate oy everything
connected with companies, and it s,
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I may say, much more wrong to legis.
late on a matter like this, concerning
social customs and social habits.

In this morning’s paper there is
something to show how ~ things are
done in other countries. In Pakistan—
a country which ig not supposed to
be opposed to divorce—divorces are
becoming rare. Why is that so?
That ig not done by legislation. There
are ways of doing these things, and I
suggest that the hon. lady Members of
this House and Women's organisations,
social workers and the Government
should apply their ming and see if
a situation and an atmosphere in this
country cannot be created by which
people would look down upon all
such things.

Surt D. A, MIRZA: Mr. Deputy-
Chairman, when the Resolution was
first taken up for discussion, the at-
mosphere was quiet and there was no
excitement but when the hon, Mem-
bers felt the pinch of the Resolution
and the effect that it would have, if
passed, thought it their duty to oppose
the Resolution or to support it.

Sir, much was said about this ques-
tion and the whole history from the
days of Manu was discussed. The
Resolution is quite a simple one. It
says:

“This House is of opinion that
Government should bring forward
suitable legislation to prohibit mar-
riages between persons where the
difference between the ages of the
spouses is more than fifteen years.”

I heartily support this Resolution but
I want it to be amended. The amend-
ment is that this should apply only
where the age is below 30 years. Well,
in those days the talk was that mar-
riages were performed in heaven but
today, Sir, marriages are performed
in solitary places, in institutions and
in a very undesirable manner, and
you cannot call them marriages. You
know, Sir, in astrology, there are
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twelve houses and twelve bhavas, and
the seventh house or the Saptamastha-
nam denotes the kind of wife or hus-
band. If I see the horoscope of a man.
I can very well say what sort of wife
he has got, and if T see the horoscope
of a woman, I can say what sort of
husband she has got. Marrying,
giving a chit and then going in
for different man or woman is not
considered to be marriage. Marriage
is the responsibility of the father or
the mother. It is the duty of the
parents to see that the marriage is
celebrated on their responsibility and
in such cases the difference in age
should not be more than fifteen years.
I would even bring it down to ten
years. After the age of 30, if a woman
falls in love with a man where the
age of difference is more, or where
an old man falls in love with a young
woman who is above 30 years of age,
it is not good to insist on the differ-
ence and in such cireumstances this
kind of Resolution will do no good.
We want to bring in social reforms
through legislative measures but the
measures are observed in an anti-
social manner. You have got the Sarda
Act, and the ex-Chief Minister of
Rajasthan was saying that even today
child marriages take place under the
very nose of the authorities concern-
ed. There you find deflance of the
Sarda Act. You find defiance of the
prohibition law. My appea! to the
hon, Members is that whenaver they
bring forward such measures, there
should be some seriousness and when
once the law is enacted, it should
be respected by everyone whom this
law binds. Once this measure is ac-
cepted and suitable legislation is
brought in, I do not want fhe public
to treat it with contempt and observe
it more in breach than in practice.
I# this Resolution is vassed, is it going
to hold good? What are the lady
Members of this Parliament doing?
What are the members of the All India
Women’s Conference doing? There
are so many social institutions in this
country. Is it mot the duty of the
womenfolk of this country to go into
the fleld and openly say that these
are the vices of such marriages?

[ 17 MAR. 1961 ]

difference in age is
over fifteen years

Dr. SmrimaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Why, is it not the duty of
men also to do it? Why should it be
the duty of women alone?
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Surr D. A. MIRZA: There is no
use simply passing this Resolution
sitting here like Grand Moghuls. I
want the law that is passed by this
Parliament to be respected.

SarimaTt YASHODA REDDY: It
is for the men to change; not for the
women.

Surt D. A, MIRZA: Women play
a more important part and this con-
cerns the women more.

Now, some hon. Member has said
that those who do not support this
Resolution are—excuse me, Sir; T
crave your indulgence—eunuchs and
that they do not have the potency.

Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
Order.

Serr D. A. MIRZA: But, Sir, it is
the dharma, it is the character of
the man that is responsible. You know,
Sir when Swami Vivekananda attend-
~d and represented India in the World
Parliament of Religions in Ameriea,
a young American woman approach-
ed him and said: ‘Sir, you take me
into your arms.! Swami Vivekgpanda
replied: ‘No, you are my sister from
America; I consider you as my sister.’
She said: ‘Here is Swami Vivekananda
who does not have the manliness to
take a woman into his arms.’ The
reply was that Swami Vivekananda
has so much potency that he can im-
pregnate a hundred at a stretch but
his spirit of dharma and his character
are such that he will not care to look
at womenfolk. What T say is...

Surr N. M. LINGAM: He is com-
bining the sublime with the rediculous.

Surr D. A. MIRZA: I am saying
that because of character women had
no attraction for Swami Vivekananda.

The word ‘eunuch’ was used and so
| T have to reply to it.
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seen the dictionary. The word does
not carry that meaning.
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Dr, W. S. BARLINGAY:; It all

depends on the way it is used.

Surr D. A. MIRZA: You cannot call
it a marriage if a grown-up man takes
a grown-up lady., A grown-up man
takes a lady as his companion. I do
not want to mention names here but
many of the Prime Ministers of differ-
ent countries, great statesmen, great
authors, have their private secretar-
tes as their companions. They go
through this matrimonial alliance be-
cause of the'r contacts and suppose
that lady becomes the wife of such
a person; I want to know whether you
would call her his companion or his
wife.

Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: All that
has no*hing to do with the Resolu-
tion. Please confine yourself to the
Resolution.

Surr D. A. MIRZA: It 1s compan-
ionship. If a grown-up man of 70 or
75 takes a woman as his companion,
I do not think there is anything wrong
with it,

Sarr MAHESWAR NAIK: How do
you support this Resolution?

Suart D, A. MIRZA: 1 support the
Resolution in this sense., If it is the
responsibility of the parents, if the
father or the mother takes up the
responsibility of fixing up the marriage
of the daughter
observe this. After a certain age
when the parents have no control over
the daughter I do not think this Reso-
lution will hold good. I therefore sug-
gest that this Resolution should be
amended. I want that a certain limit
should be fixed; say till 30 years. If
boys and girls are married before they
are 30 years of age, then there should
be no disparity like this.

Surt M GOVINDA REDDY: Mr.
Deputy-Chairman, Sir, 1 had not the
ghost of an idea to speak on this sub-
ject. Wot that I did not like
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Sur1 M. H. SAMUEL (Andhra
Pradesh): He is a bachelor; can he

speak on this?

Mg, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
got every right as a Member of this
House. You cannot shut him out.

Surt N. M, LINGAM: He ig talking
as a prospective bridegroom.

Serr M. GOVINDA REDDY,
the subject itself is tempting. But be-
cause of this very fact that when I
stand up to speak on this subject, hon.
Members question my credentials to
speak, I hesitated but many friends in
the lobby asked me to speak on this
subject and I told them of my predi-
cament. But they said, ‘You are im-~
partial and we can expect objective
views from you. Therefore, give us
your views. That is why I have ven-
tured to give what I consider to be
my objective views on this subject. .

Sir, I am sure the hon. mover has
the moral support of this House be-
cause the feelings which have prompt-
ed her to bring forward this Resolu-
tion, I believe, are shared by every
Member of this House. She must
have, when sponsoring this Resolution,
had in her mind the unfortunate cases
of marriages where there is consider-
able disparity in age and tempera-
ment. There gre numerous such mar-
riages which are, to say the least, mis-
erable. There are, of course, happy
marriages too but by far all the cus-
tomary marriages which take place
either because a certain person is
related in a certain way that there is
a custom in the community to marry
that person, or because they consider
that they should not get out of their
own group and find some husband
however old he may be from among
the group itself, or because it is felt
that it is a erime for the girl to remain
unmarried, are not very happy mar-
riages. On account of these various
factors such marriages are taking
place and I believe the hon, Member
has in view such customary marriages
and not those marriages where the
girl who is in a position to judge, who
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is in a position to realise in what her
happiness lies or a man who is in an
equal position by sheer choice chooses
a mate who is much older than the
other. I do not think there is any-
body here who would support these
customary marriages. Marriages,
whether they take place in pursuance
of religious injunction or for the msre
b.ological purpose of propagation, must
in the opinion of every Member be
happy. In order that a marriage may
be a happy union there must be pny-
sical attraction between the girl ana
the boy for one thing; there must be
compatibility of temperament for
another thing and there must also be
a certain intellectual companionship
to which the hon, Mr, Dahyabhai
Patel was referring. These biological
laws, in spite of our advance in
science, are not so sure. To expect
that a boy loves a girl of his own age
or vice versa, or a girl who is young
does not love an older man or an
older man does not love a young girl,
is not biologically true. Unfortunate-
ly, in this world biological principles
differ. If I may point out there are
different laws with regard to different
things. Now, if we have to choose
vegetables, we choose the tender ones
and not the ripe ones; if we want to
choose fruits, we choose the ripe ones
not the tender ones. Even among
vegetables, when we choose palak or
bhindi, we choose the tender ones but
when we want to have a pumpkin we
do not go in for a tender one; we
choose the ripe one,

Dr. R. B. GOUR: It depends on the
purpose.

Surr M. GOVINDA REDDY: It
depends on the purpose. So, these
biological laws cannot be said to hold
good in all cases of marriage. Sir, you
know in the South close relationship
marriages take place and if I were to
mention them here, our northern
friends will be surprised. But they
are age-old customs. When one of
my acquaintances wanted to marry
the daughter of his close relation, I
objected principally on  biological
grounds—because [ have read biology
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—and I said that this will result in
very unhappy offspring. But, Sir, there
were various forces which were
brought to bear on the couple and
they married.
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Suri N. M. LINGAM;
happy er not?

Are they

Surr M, GOVINDA REDDY: And I
saw to my surprise that their offspring
are quite lovely and intelligent and
in every way they are quite normal,
and smarter products even. Now, my
friends and my relations to whom 1
had advanced this biological principle
mock at me and ask: ‘Where is your
biology? What fault do you find with
this offspring?’ As far as customary
marriages are concerned, we would
not like them to be wunhappy but
where there is choice we cannot limit
it on any ground whatever. I can quote
some instances particularly in the
West where it is a fashion for younger
men to marry older women. I meet
several such couples with one of whom
I came to move on closer terms. Once
when the lady was absent, I happen-
ed to question the gentleman. His
wife was not at all good looking and
she was much older than him. I
asked him: “Why did you marry this
old woman?”

SHrr MAHESWAR NAIK: What

was the disparity in age?

Surt M. GOVINDA REDDY: Much
more than 30 years. And he said:
“Mr. Reddy, you don't know. When
you suck an orange, you don't suck
a raw orange. You suck a ripe orange.
You don't know what comfort I get
from my old wife, She is my intellec-
tual companion and with her rich ex-
perience she is able to tide over al:
my worldly troubles. She has been
in every way a very comfortable and
good wife for me and there is no
lack of love either.” Sir, there are
many such ecases.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: And in spite of
all this persuasion, you could not
decide to marry?
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Sar1 M. GOVINDA REDDY: Un-
fortunately, this Resolution bars me
from marrying a young girl.
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To go to the instance which I quot-
ed, they are very happy. These are
instances of foreign countries. In my
own circle marriages were very com-
mon in olden days between old peo-
ple and young girls; particularly
when a couple had no issues or where
the marriages were second or third
marriages, and the relations between
them have been very happy. Even
now some of the couples are living
in whose ages there js considerable
disparity, disparity of over 25 years.
They are perfectly happy. In one
case—it is a close relation of mine—
I have never seen a more devoted

wife. That lady is attending to
all her husband’s needs in a
perfect way like a perfect wife,

So, it cannot be said that simply be-
cause a girl is young and the map is
much older or the boy is young and
the woman much older, they cannot
be happy. Only we want these con-
ditions to be fulfilled normally,
namely, that there must be phy-
sical compatibility, there must be
compatibility in temperament and
mind and there must be every pro-
mise of there being intellectual and
pleasant companionship between the
couple. If that is so, I do not think
it would be good to prevent them by
legislation. By far these instances
cannot be many and as we advance in
civilisation and as awakening spreads
even among rural masses, this is les-
sened to a very considerable extent
and one can say almost it is nil when
compared to the huge population of
India. The present-day girls
even in the villages, even
among uneducated communi-
ties, refuse to marry if they do not
like not only men who are much
older than them, but even boys who
are not much older than them. They
exercise their independence. They
exercise their right to judge things
for themselves and to determine their
own likes. I have seen a number of
cases, more than & hundred cases,

4 PM,
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among my acquaintances where the
girls said: ‘I you insist, either you
should be prepared to lose me or I
will run away.’ They had that
courage ang then the parents came
round and they found another hus-
band.

Dr. SurimaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Who are these girls?

Sgsr M, GOVINDA REDDY: Girls
aged 16, 17 or 18, not much literate,
not university graduates. They were
unlettered girls. I know of many
such cases. Since independence, the
need for realising one's own happiness
is coming to prevail even among the
illiterate classes in India. So, the day
is not far off when such things will not
take place. The sure remedy, there-
fore, is not legislation, because as hon.
Members have admitied, we cannot en-
force this legislation. Ii is unwise and -
it is unnecessaty to pass this legisla-
tion. The real remedy is to carry
on . ..

Dr. W. S. BARLINGAY: In what
way it is not enforceable, if it is a
law?

Surr M, GOVINDA REDDY: It
is impossible to enforce it, as long as
it is my intention to marry. It is not
in conflict with any other law in force
and it is not against the interests of
the State or the community. How
can you enforce it? It is not right in
a democracy to limit the liberty of
an individual.

Dr. W. S. BARLINGAY: My ques-
tion was with regard to the enforce-
ability of a law, if one is made,

Surr M. GOVINDA REDDY: 1t iz
not enforceable—that is what you
mean.

Dr. W. S, BARLINGAY: No.

Sert M. GOVINDA REDDY: I did

not follow.

Dr, W. S. BARLINGAY: What do
you say that it is not enforceable?
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Surr M. GOVINDA REDDY: 1t is
not enforceable for this reason that
custom is still strong’ in India. We
have not been able to do away with
customs, in spite of our laws. For
instance, we have a law against un-
touchability. Can we say that we
have enforced it? There are nume-
rous instances taking place contraven-
ing that law. The Sarda Act has
been mentioned. We have the Hindu
Marriage Act, wherein we have laid
down that a man who has one wife
cannot marry a secondg time. But
many marriages have taken place.
They have not been able to prosecute
such people for the simple reason that
the custom has assumed some reli-
gious significance and that people who
act against that custom, even though
it is according to law, will be consi-
dered as violating the religious signi-
ficance. Therefore, it is not practi-
cable for us. The surest remedy, as I
was saying, ig to provide an economic
remedy.
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Surr N. VENKATESWARA RAO
(Andhra Pradesh): Just one minute
back, Sir, my hon. friend was saying
that custom was breaking down.
Now, he says that custom i3 very
strong. Which is correct?

Surr M, GOVINDA REDDY: Cus-
tom is breaking down, but you do not
say that custom is not there. Custom
is breaking down gradually and it
will disappear soon. But as long as
the custom is there, you cannot do
away with it and you cannot do it by
law. I quoted our provision in the
Constitution against untouchability.
But we have not been able to stop it.
It is prevalent in the remote corners
o! the country simply because custom
ig strong there. I am sure that there
also the custom will disappear soon.
As 1 was saying, the surest remedy is
to provide an economic remedy, where-
by the girls will have an opportunity
to stand on their own legs by earning
an honourable living, so that they do
not agree and they do not bring them-
selves up to be forced into such mar-
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riages. As we advance, this will soon
go. There is no need for legislation.

Dr. R. B. GOUR; Mr. Deputy
Chairman, it is really unfortunate that
on such an issue as the one posed by
tne Resolution moved by my hon.
iriend, Shrimati Chandravati Lakhan-
pal, certain really undesirable remarks
were made on the floor of the House.
Whenevey certain social evils
are posed for being tackled by the
Government or by the country as a
whole, the argument is raised that
social evils could not be eradicated by
law, whereas the history of our social
legislation proves that we have been
attempting the eradication of social
evils through legislation. In fact,
even before we attained freedom, we
could force a foreign Government to
bap child marriage in this country.
That means a certain amount of socia:
propaganda, a certain amount of social
activity, has to precede social legisla-
tion. There is no doubt about that.
I can quite understand that a social
legislation shall not be enforced with
the same determination or I should
say vindictiveness, as for example, a
criminal law is enforced. A thief or
a robber or a dacoit will be treated
much more seriously and severely
than a person who wviclates a parti-
cular social law of this type. That I
concede, but to deny it outright is
not proper. We can differ. I concede
there may be a case to consider whe-
ther proper legislation is possible or a
suitable law is possible. But let us
discuss it. First concede that here is
an evil which must be prevented.
You give examples in Britain, the
example of how Mr. Lloyd George
married at the age of 78. We do not
have Lloyd Georges in our country.
We do not have those necessities
which force such marriages at such an
age ag in Britain. It is only for the sake
of property adjustments that ultima-
tely, at a certain age, they have to
marry or some sort of necessity may
be there. Anyway, in our country it Is
not such a necessity that is preventing
the enactment of such a law. What
is common in our country is coercion
in marriages of uneqal age. So, if
this coercion has to go .
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Sumi SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE:
In your State?
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Dr. R. B. GOUR:
I said.

SHRI
No.

‘In our country’

SHEEL. BHADRA YAJEE:

Dr. R. B. GOUR: 1 do not know
what Mr. Yajee means.

Dr. SHrRIMATI SEETA PARMA-

NAND: There is.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: From my vety
childhood we have been campaigning
against this. Shall I tel] you that in
those days when I was also in the
Arya Samaj, we used to sing a song:
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It means old fellows are trying to
marry young girls. Even today it is as
true and universal as it was twenty or
thirty years ago. It is true that it has
come down, but nevertheless the evil
exists if not in the towns, at least be-
yond the towns it exists. Even in the
towns it exists. So long ag there are
property relations that bind men and
women in the society, so long as there
ig poverty side by side with riches, so
long as women are treated as inferior
beings in this country or in the
society, such marriages will continue.
Therefore, we have to treat the mat-
ter with sympathy, sympathy of a
Parliament which has decided on
socialism and social equality, sym-
pathy of a nation which has decided
that socialism is going to be the ob-
jective of our country. It is that
sympathy that must fire our imagi-
nation on this point. However, it is
quite true that obscurantist ideas and
conservative and diehard notions cloud
aur vision when we discuss this sub-

+[ 1 Hindi transliteration,
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ject. Therefore, Sir, Mr. Chairman
himself was constrained to give his
op:nion that certain light speeches had
been delivered on such an important
issue. 1 quite understand that there
could be, and there are, cases and ins-
tances where a serious disparity in age
existed, but the marriage was by
consent. Both the parties were ready
for the marriage. You could not have
prevented that marriage. That would
have militated against your very pur-
pose, because they liked it. Such emo-
tional entanglements are possible, and
instances can be given. I think that
Dr. Seeta Parmanand’s suggestion
has t0 be taken into  account.
When you say that we should rule
out here itself that even such mar-
riages by willing consent will not be
interfered with, I agree, I concede
that it is quite possible, that emo-
tional entanglements are possible. We
cannot deny that. Such emotional
entanglements have existed. They
might have existed in the days of
Rishis and Munis whom some hon.
Members were kind enough to quote.
There are such situations even to-
day. But if, as Dr. Seeta Parmanand
says, the girl or the boy, whoever it
is, says that he or she has been asked
to join that partnership under coer-
cion, and extraneous pressure has
been brought to bear on that partner-
ship; then why could such a marriage
not be declared void? That is a very
serious proposition. Could it not be
considered?

Dr. SurimMaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: We have provided for it un-
der the Hindu Marriage Act when the
party is a minor.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: Minor, that is all
right.

Dr. SprivaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: But marriages can be dec-
lared null and void.

Dr. B. B. GOUR: Therefore, it is
not a question of amending the Special
Marriage Act but it is a question of
the Hindu Law being amended, and it
is a most serious thing. Therefore,
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the matter has to be taken inio consi-
deration rather seriously. I do not
know what has happened to us. Where
has that zeal gone for social refo.m
to prevent social evuis? It was a ireat
to hear Shri Jai Narain Vyas who
spoke with the same zeal with which
he used to speak fifly years ago. That
is a welcome sign.

Surt JAI NARAIN VYAS: I never
spoke fifty years ago, as I was only
12 then.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: F.fty years ago
you were yourself involved in a child
marriage. Therefore, you would not
have spoken. If is evident. However,
even fifty years ago you could have
prevented an old bandicoot marrying
a young girl. That I could see. Other-
wise you would not have joined the
State people’s movement and spoken
as you did today. Therefore, Mr.
Deputy Chairman, here is a demand
of our womanhood to prevent a social
evil, here is a demand of our parent-
hood to prevent a social evil. Here it
is no question of a blanket law to pre-
vent even marriages by consent even
if the gifference of age is twenty years
or more. Therefore, the problem must
be looked at from that angle Let
it be Dowry Bill, let it be Divorce
Bill, let it be anything for the pre-
vention of social evils; there is a note
of opposition heard here, What has
happened to us? Where has that
social zeal gone? Why does it go
underground on such occasions? My
friend, Shri Ansari, went hammer-and-
tongs against that conservative ~ppro-
ach. Why does obscurantism prevai'
at least among some of the members
of the Congress Party? Why this
obscurantist approach today, in this
20th century? Why, when you have
declared that you want socialism in
this country? Why this obscurantist
approach? Why this conservative
approach? Why this question of treat-
ing women as chettel or property?
Why thig demand for a licentious be-
haviour? Why do you want all the
powers? Why do you want all the
privileges? Why should vou think that
any individual ig in a privileged posi-
tiom in the society? Yes, history has
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put man in a superior position vis-a-
ves woman because he 1s the holder of
property, he 1s the inheriior or pro-
perty. We wan! to change that situa-
tion. We have g.ven the right to
woman to inherit property also. We
are slowly but decisiveisy taking steps
to see that a spirit of socialism, a
social atmosphere prevails in the coun-
iry governing the re.ationship of man
and woman. The supe.iority or inte-
riority complex shouid go. Relation-
ship based on superiority and infe-
riority should go. That understanding

‘of equals must come up, and that is

our approach. I think it is but correct
on the part of my friend, Shrimat:
Lakhanpal, to demand of this House
that suitable steps be taken to see
that marriages with such a disparity
in age do not take place. What those
steps are, how far legislative steps
could be taken, in what legislation we
can bring in amendments, all those
Sert R, M. HAJARNAVIS: The
hon. Member referred to superiority
complex being assumed by males
against females. I would just ask him
whether he is allowed to assume any
superior y complex at home.

Dr, R. B. GOUR: No, no. I do not
do it. I leave it to you to practise it.

SuHrr R, M. HAJARNAVIS: As far
as I am concerned, I do not profess to
practise it.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: In society, man
hag been assuming an arrogantly
superior complex for the last so many
centuries. Man’s superiority or racial
superiority, this complex does exist
in 'a society which is governed on the
basis of property. Therefore, let us
not go into the theory of it. Let us
tackle the facts. It is there, you can-
not deny it, and we are slowly fighting
it. All our social reformers have been
fighting it in one way or other, in one
manner or other, by one step or other.
Let us address ourselves to that task.
Such marriages are bad only when
they are under coercion, only when
they are under dquress. As adults if
they choose to marry, I do not think
even a court can interfere in their
affairs. However a suitable step has
10 be considered. Suitable legislative
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[Dr. R, B. Gour.]
measures have t0 be considered, mea-
sures can and should be considered.
That is my humble opinion, Mr. De-
puty Chairman.

s s gt . Sy
wEem, g amarfaw Al &1
F@ & fad oot fadasl s awdw
%AT 1fed | '
ube il 138 yober oy R8I
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- My,

1o Tw wggT Ay : wES
T afad 1 ]

st sfterwz oy : ag @

qIATeT TG} 1§ W-arE s A
ATET F¥AT g W g quAaT g fF s aF
waTer & Ffaat g gt g, g A
STt a9 OF g9 AN AE 9% I9d § |
SY ST 9 F qIAA &I AT § SO
wgr a1 § fF s faarg @@ §
¥few gz e 7 § a9 fag @
T w4 ety W ¥ s
qqT Y § TE g Arfgd 1wl
gAR QrdY Mo AT ST HIAT ATHO
FT R I A A7 IawT ARy & @ fF
wWaR ¥ g wei g g ? av 9
wrfFaR WA Y € 1 A &
AT FE AT E T @ a@
faarg 2§ w9 FET AT G & | 9L I
gAY a7 § i e T 1R wg o
T g ¥ ggfaarg —area Wk
qi-grs fEag F@ 9 | i e
¥y & faaY ot et e & <A
&I AT 9T 99 H7 &7 FF @ar &
£y sarer feg adf gaT &1 )M
e § 3 faarg g v @ af
gy gg e@q a AT g e s ag &
frarg aga T ERX § |

AT afgT St s agh o< g
g ag o8 T & foad Y @k €
orgt ¥9 qg ¥ and faarg wT W g

+[ 1 Hindi transliteration,
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) TR Tt S wT Y gETSETd
Fgd &, S GINIT § A FAT AT
g, S Bl afit fra @
g FT N€qT9 A1 | IAF W9 GERIE
¥ sgfaarg &Y avg & 50 o< ¥ e
fragER e | T 9T WT9H! aY qRIA-
ardy Fgy € Afew R g fmwa
T & 5 @ @ o1 v ArF arfe
TR W § 9 waaw faag wWa
W oaghag A wg 8§ @
®BEaW & § wd 1 @W
TET G 91 {6t 33 gae ng fFr
foraa oo ¥ T § SR FF A @)
X agfaarg &7 T4 @ & 7 |
ar 47 Siar & F w0 fF A wA
FI GATST U FES &, GATSEATE
By § 9% 39 aE FT TS A
grfgd @ifF 9% FeoeTa. '
¥ ot sgleamg &Y a1 § ag @ @
W AE T TS MF gy agA
I FT T WY T8 TV 8 A dar
W @T FET E | W I T aQ
FT JEIT@ AT & 47 A qF GEARTES
& fadt @y =nfgd a1 1 Sfew oA
W AE FT FIOT TG FT AR R
WE ST SR AT IR 3 &, a7 ;A F
qUIEEATY Fgd §, 4 W WAE *
SEITE 7EY 7d | Y A FEr 42 &
9 'q9T GIA | ST G967 04T
9g 979 faqrg FTSIRY v & | W
TgT IT 79 FY 1T FW & W g A
F § A & W9 § A T AR
g f5 wgi o foaw wvEe ¥
# § s wfed & g &
qi9 4T 9 ¥ I GF GE | gHTe
[ A AR @ 9 g wrlet
H ST ST a¥ FT FF 4T 98 F9 &Y
T €| v A weEe et ¥R
I A9 ¥ FF A Y § | W@ weary
# Y gg a9 FT BH aeATAT T §
w3fy gR 0 § ¢ gwa O aifzat

g
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el § I =7 qT Ui 917 w7 L wF

. garg

O A W ag e STEar §
fo o & IR F % Fgraw § ‘Tt
N T A T R FE ! 9y
FEAT T F A A § WK faega
gy & | wufed &5 ST 9 #v
welt § —afs et 93 & e

- gfgar & qgeaq § 9w wR ITH Y
GIT T % &1 AT 4T § AT @Y I
ghd 7 gk wvgfaee a9« md
g afF & 97 & Qe TgEr g
gt o< ot 1 ame fay ady wrgar g
—f5 o oal § fexiexfom & qur
GATIATEr FHE § T 987 T
6 ¥ Iuw faarg €Y €N, J_h Ky
Y HT A AL AT E HT IR A6 & iy
gRT g | A I T o g Sy
Bagi W W gw g imd & fF e
¥ I ARAT T SyHEA § At
F@ & 1d a3 W Fgaw & “faat
drefy oot @ ;@ R A faega
agt & H W s gRr QY Ay
FT HF TEAT AT § 9g g &M qrr
TE 1 AT T T gy gY av
FT St FF il § AT Arg € ag
EF AT TE ¢ | safed 57 99 qra
F @7 gUH 59 T AT qEnfana
FWI § AR oot agy & o
FWT 9reqr § fF aglaag w1 waem
wre o aesee § afE &, o &
qwg q 9 99 | wifeat gy & S
fag o ST 9 FTIRTT ATIT 7T |
WP AT g T §F TUN I TATTAIS-
ardy g & ft 7 g i o I By gArer
qaTF Feq § 05 o geaaa § 13-
frarg &1 wqr & fow g

# 94 F A9 9T 3@ AE® AT

I Fr ooy § 2 wAw faw g+

qeg 1 NEqT AvAT W ahd qq |
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Y gm g7 A R AT R | WA
Red & fr fom wwa & g9 2w
¥ Qo ®OT F A@ET § I agt
are-aR afeat #r et § 1 gar
us faepas @e § gofed 7a & fag
armfa® ST TF a1 FACN AOAT
wifgd | fow gerT § 39 q@ W
d o WY Y § Tt 9% g5 39 W
F AFT AT AfEd | R IT AR HT
®¢  FA7 Ag¢ aarn @fed Ay fed
s wfa fady oy e gr AR
st AT S ¥ ag qarfar
¢ v 9g sov wEra g anfeai A&
94 a9 FT Y ®H TGAT AT & I
g 3w A s faarg AT ' W
gl afer T¥ weTE gTO SO 99
s | gEfad 9 %@ ag W
geare @rAT Srfed foey 3w @ |
g Y o gewem § agfaarg
AT § AE AT A

SHRIMATI CHANDRAVATI

LAKHANPAL: There is already a
law for prohibiting polygamy.

st wergg ot ;. There is poly-
gramy in Muslim community.

gafad & fex ¥ @i ot
¥ SR gEE @l qErEs
wrw §, Iy qenfiw wE€ fF 3w
TG HT FEATT &1 FT gH AL FT /T
TH T FT IFT ATATAFL | AT &
# St 3F qg & grafow Ffa
qf 98 TUA  ATET TFL I9 FG&,
fag afy Qae ma =F qur fag
TFATA TFE OO Fh G FAT §
FHA ATIRT QFE ITH F& 91 § ATHY
W I¥F H g1 ST afat gy Iy 4f ag 9%
F & | gafad § gwaar g f5 gw
g S g War a9y g oS9e
qeF ¥ AR W AT faag @ q®
g1 sad g gEfad # % wEd @t
garfaes  #a@r g |
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Dgr, SurmmaT SEETA  PARMA-
NAND: Sir, I move:

3413

“That the question be now put.”

- The question was proposed.

Suri R, M. HAJARNAVIS; 1
oppose the motion because I have not
yet replied.

Dgr, SerimatTi SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Now, he will reply.

MR, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He will
reply when the House accepts it, I
am putting the question now.

Surt MAHESH SARAN  (Bihar):
Let other hon, Members speak.

Mg, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The

House may throw the motion out.

PARMA-
to ex-~

SEETA
permissible

Dr. SHRIMATI
NAND: Ig it
plain

Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No
speech now.

Surt FARIDUL HAQ ANSARL It

has been moved, The hon. lady
Member has got the right
Mgr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: If the

House does not accept it, the debate
wil] continue.

Surr FARIDUL ANNARI:

HAQ
Qu te right. ,

Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The

question is:

“That the question be now put.”
(After taking a count)

Ayes .. 9
Noes .. 18

The motion was negatived,

Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
sorry, Madam.

7
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Dr. Sgrivamt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: We want to hear the Law
Minister. He should at least inter-
vene,

3416 ~

SHrr R. M. HAJARNAVIS:
only reply.

I will

Dr. SurimMaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: We are anxious to hear him.

Surr R. M. HAJARNAVIS: You
may be anxious to hear me. You hear
me outside.

o  drqTHTYr ELETIRIE
QA . wT T 93 & 99 ¥ 99,
T F WA, §F ATEAAT FY gAar
@ owf O wrae wg § v &
I & g Sfew 4% ag faw
a1 q47 ar g o geqrawat ar gedra-
F fgedt ar wa, fowr wer § a9,
sEr A& o wow faee sgaT € |
Ift sreareaet 3 39 fa s w7 frdy §
v fear & zEfar § 9 @wn @
AT ArAAT F®AT {F F qA <4 T
¥ wod 5T g% FIE T qFu
g

Dr. W. S. BARLINGAY: But the
people from the South

Surr V. C. KESAVA RAO (Andhra
Pradesh): People from the South
will not be able to understand you.

Surr SATYACHARAN: ] have all
along been speaking in English, You
must be charitable when I speak in
Hindi.

ar 9 zm faww § T fasere

&L AT FN TEM fw ww qw
faadt a1d &t 7€ § w39 17 9%
e fear war & f g wena ot weqgq
foar srar &, oo wEma ¥
Tg Fea1 AR fF s o w1 geara
a1 faduF dr fear svar & O s
qg §, SuE 99N, B% @ e wT
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FT W 5@ ) gudt § Mfew
FEH F——3TT A= a@ ¥ TOew
FE F AT I T fa=2 7 =7fed |
Tafad wgRT, @ 39 19 1 gy 91
fF aga & a3ey 39 fawg o1 w37 7ot
W F 99, 39 G939 A I miar §, w9
wafar &1 @Tay @Y, wOy f=rd #
S FT ¥ WFT FXT Y YT T
qA H@q 3 AT v § o andt it
R 9N F W e 57 W, 3w
FAT FT &TF FE 7R A A74E 57 g2
% 7 5w 3T & wanfow F ¥ ey
IS o gHF arew fmr Ar 1§
TR (%3 weg wyHr § 9 Arer Ay
AR &¥q ¥ F fod, foo W ¥ 2
THE F TR AY )

AT FTAT, §7 IEATT § T qrn e
A9 w1 HR AT e s faa fear
TR W IE AT R FAVE O
YT I N a7 &Y Ay g fAaen
fiF oz o1, gafed 0w, mw f o=-
o fasg oe @ 78 Tfew wTw gear
Fegml YA wafemw &1 0¥
fagrs 1 ¥ TRY 7 9IA fwadr Traaw
FH FCT & | A FgAT (F w619
AT F At #1 w1 IRy Afaafea
FTAT TS §, Tg A wd) AT | gfx
7g {19 o7 @Y W WGy & faare &
waey § U A §Esi vA @
g = afz g gfya MY T @Y §
wwmar g (% Say ot s gt ¥
wrgeq ¥ W 9% ¥ 99 {59 97
g 39 §9 WgH ggarm ®EY a3t |
gafed & wwear g {x sgf 9% 37
geara o fafgd sz a1 svaa g ag
mFadrama g W I 9ugy
ayifEar  dO4 H, S9ETE A qAIR
F Wi § §fT g1 FT, SEH) OF agT
g goaT & T [ AT AT AT g
Ffwa § IHY g7 ¥ T FTAT Tgar
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g & w3 o et g0
g fowam awfos s §, sw @@
¥ s & fad afx agy gam
g fE am g g2 R A AN,
wTHTfor €T F1 3 &R, ATl g1
XF THTT §T AT FX A1 g SIRT 9
g3 g, Ay 39 SR § @ F 9%
YT SeTd F.5T g, 99 9F (% 39
WA & #7179 7 a1 | gk qef O
forme fow, swr ®@wng adwma §
§ ¥ g9 I 1T A SWET FY
T w40 5 gl 3w ¥ ST 39
YHIT T A9 3@q § o7 QT § 599
TS 9T faRry #T Ffeargar st
SR A T glEar & wdt A
gar g feaemd am g SiE fwaw
T3 T gae forarg ¥ 3T e I
¥ qagm g fa fsegid 330 55 a9 &
TIHICITHIE, T TG IFETT F {iax
afz 7g A9 g g7, smifed € 33
Gy & A FAT T gIT F FI< AZ
TG 7 W S @89 F1 A€ ALY
AT AV 98 B3 43T T g, qg TAR
g | gEfad 47 39 a9 #7139 gfee
& wgr fa wxrfaq @wiaz ¥ Aga A1
AT F A AL F |

wei aF faa@l #1 gaw  §,
foare *Y QY agfam & B9 sy
¥ g% AIx  Freae FRd e
et gremfees d9w F faae €9
g ot g @uAls Argfe €1 s
¥ greafews faae w7 949 &,
I AT T Tew T fau FH
F wrETEEar A4 &1 gEIC qW OH
giysar o faarg g@ & ST
gz frenforr @99 g @
gk SE¥ WaAwdsa wgEw #1
9y 91 Tgargl gefeg S
yEEEa 59 A" W g fF o
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[5Yo geamETw)

YHEX & FHT AET T T AT
X foad 1§ Afert 7w W

oF R g¥ gwwEg e
e w7 5 g, Wi FWe
qAr gt g AT A A
g fF o fagz 2 ag fawer & ol
W, N o gag ot & o
¥ 9E UF gETE WET | qE 94
& & o7 <& § 1 wonfear g F A
7 FT w@wg e 7w R
W g @Y g e oF i g
G A 9@AS #T | ggF IUF AR
TRR g famr am weS Saea
a7 A FEEr OF faT quEn
§% gu 4, 99 a9 UF IT N
W STF AFT O W grly
gt @1, fraen & g @), gEtad
I I 7 qEr fR ooMm &
qEAA §0 IR FE, T I,
YO f w1 fowE G o @D
g @, e e wam ®, Iax
N AOFT HEH B WA FT g, qqQ
Tl #51 9E ¥ 7 9w W
g, W @Yd AT AATE WX
Tgarg fF #E dar @
S FE, TR AW ad qfeRd an
¥ AW Ay FW Ag FAT Fex AU
ST E F IR @ T AW g0
Y IEY W &Y g R gl a0
FY TAAT FT TG AFL gH FA
FY AT FT FIHT FET § T ar
TARIE 7 #E IO § AR F¥GH
F A IR T NFI & @ FT
FE A0 §

AT TF AT Ug FRE FgT AT
tfF ag wra wfywe & gaTa
~_ T g, famwy "usht § g Fed
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$ ggAT wEe | mg HiEw g
g9 FHT § FIOAS AT TE
gius wE, d¥¢ gOc & fafase
AT & g0 MR L F B E
fof AR eagEaT & ama 9w ]I 2
& frdyor Y9 arg A 98 T
SE qF T@AAAT WX ATAE ARAEA
F FIq g, S aw  afFmaa 7,
sgfaa &1 g9 § su Sghaw
9T o dfqw sfvrgmr @ & oF
freor “frger T &1 g9 gAY §
Ao favg & @y Fgar agm
97 39 @eq® 9md T 9
YEIT F T A FV § TAIF AT
F fadnx srfeam sEm @t whsd
R FEWEE fEAT oTar §, S H
I T g f5 & Fawr ea@Aar wy
a7 F afer fadaa Ay W
LA Tl

I HIH qF AT FAT TgATE
FifF ITF FIC FTH FEFgT AN
worw R T & 1 9g a8 § B oafg
Frawr GRET /Y srazgsEaT 8, WK
ey A9 A g, fg@ &% g, W
Ty & 5 A qfrr e @
giofar £y g &1 U ITH
aOFT far g+ JfwT o fafuyaenm
forare grar & &1 98 drawdy g €,
Jax a7 wfam s E fs e

od qId | A I |

forg @Y ¥F I AT, I AW
T Y I TR I q@ § AT
TR g9 @T, TF gal F1 Afgy TGl
oET 1 w3 wg wfawr W Fgl
ag Fafrgafae o &R #ra ?
g1 # #r% faam agt @ awar
ag AR T Fa A1 Hi Arsarfea®
ATEAT ¥ Afawa g afew RSy |ATS
I wArF A facg &)
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zafad, sTmfe Agey, a97 F
d5fag @1 F FIor 97 aral w1 AW
A7 garer fFAT |+ F GHAr §, 39 §eA
® wEEw T a9 w1 99T Oar ¥
Ay # ;ifere 530 o gl AT
IEIT WEAT F T Jg TeqT q&F F
Ty gafeaq fear war § 1 WO Wi
¥ AE |y §, a1 3¥ M7 aF w1 @ET
3 F T PRAT THT A qrFA TS
# 1fe g vl @), @1 7 fafreet avgw
& FgT Agar i 3 TANAT BT AR
SE AT A | 79 F q afl AErET

- Avzang fir & TR FT O gt o g
fagig #1 a19 § 98 S @
TR AT AT AR 7 TEAC, 7 9AH
1% orafa 987 &

TT sreRl 4 WTY A TH qEEmA &7
qHAT FTATE |

Dr. R, B. GOUR: May 1 request
through you, Sir, that the hon. the
Deputy Law Minister changes his
mind and makes a speech? After all,
Government view on thig must be
made known to the people of the
country. Otherwise the Resolution
lapses with the adjournment of the
House,

Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: But

there are other speakers.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: That is true. But
others can speak after him.

sftwat o R (WER NRa)
Irqqmafs g, Al w@Fard
F W&IT 9% 1 TV §T 973 g7 §U
3 wag ¥ ag wrar g 5 wiT ag e
FI T &9 747 § | §H T4 AT 9
F faq gam wwa ad faear | 9@
A w77 g1 anfed, Gar g7 W
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X SAGEF T AT F TAS A
qTH TAT 1 AT A T34 & OF forat
F wfq fradT BT awdt o W g
Tt RaEy § s faar A g}
S gwrt Wi arganA Fua &, el
ferai oo g & 77~ OF guad grefuat
F ardY w9 FO0 | g fevam gan)
Ad & A< ey o &t § oy Tt
Tt § 1| 98 ¥@F gT A AT T R
Tq A FLAR gfcfeafadt w1 3@
7 aga gra] Folegsra @ A |

TR GTLT Y O TG AT A FH
@S AT qErST FY AT 397 v MAL
TS FT AT AT TH GG F HIC A
g | IAFT GAQ Y EW AR & g
¥ e far Y wrarfr ag A 8
HST T YR AT & q3 & €T Lo T4
FY qTH AT AET T § A AT w7
qT el § A% qW@r ¥ ) $y SHe
faa awgfat o ) wra-far 1 39
weigfeat ay gt & afee St 9gE qhr
gId §-—T=F STH! F5gqd & A1 [ R
faare & e ¥ 933 —7 93 99
& @ghrat T Al wwdr & | WA
I W7 gave, @ghrar o waEr
F-ArT FrAdT § 00 9% A ¥ A
feeprer werdY € e ag ZHI WRaad
FTTEIY E AR IT 98 FIT Aa) awaqr
g T S g7 W & owrw g afwd
TEIT & FATL W & & AT I g
¥ Fgd w1 wiferw wY % & 9%g Fw
T TIAAT FI @I FL F I T9IGT
F WA FAT H TH HAT IS TIQ ¢ |
qg WHIH GrET AT FHA FT AT & |
Ty wawe faagl ¥ gmy IRaey o
g faw i &Y fraay straem, 9 $97 934
FTAT AEY & AT AT 3@ U Fg WA
TGT & ITEFT § AT HFAR FT
A 2§ FE ENE FW 0§
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fat gv ga7 ® d77 F #7ifs wrA
#T A AT IIT U AT q7T ITIAA
AT TR G, WF IR AR W
#13 frar FT ATy §, AR T =gt T3
Fat g3f fafaT E P ag g3 3 9% |
ey g Y & f fafag @9 o @
SHERIHETIRGIE I i &K T A i
FHAT § | Fiwwa @ faAr a1 @
IFF R 773 AI0FTF QAT & 7wy
% B 33 73 78 XfFT g v = At
FAFFCHFAS TATE GH AV A H
A AT 3T ¥ ¥ afeae w R R
M TT WS F qrq AT S )

AA A 3 FT A AT g 0
g O wroe § @Y fadt g3l fremd
F Y 77 F FA-FAT TI7 TAT FIA
3 1Adr & 1 wft 3ER oF wig Agw
T wgr fe faat a7 I a F@T FR

w197 | afwT faot 4.9 U fra aa -

& f7 &, 92 0 @7 & | WU W=
ad A1 KA T A ATTE § TN
aswg ¥ FwQ agr-fadr @gfeai
33t & Ty wwIfa o F fag mdy v
FT AT IS E | WT I g A
FAT ATAAT § T WEAT FT I97 AT 97
TRAT & TIF TA¥ 1T T, ITHY
auF-IF | @ 4 OF TAT @A A9
] 17 A 5 AT g QA sw
A adrgi 1 az O g g 5 wag
A FF AT BT ETO T 7 IFCAFIA
AR TR EMF T grav A AIMT &
qrar-faar $1 A7 AR ITH A FW
B AL A FF A 970 & AR FF
g WY § & N grav-frar e &,
fraR gasTr IR AR §, T AR
FT s T RY & v ot7 TF v g%
ferr £Y5 w197 At 73m a7 TF TAA

~. 1 ag M g A @ wwa )
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Ay M aradt g Pr Tr s gat
¥ afaiT 78 grmr, 99 TF wfeass
3YF TE 0T T IF TF T8 0 A
Ta% fad qv gH g At 33 At @A
AT AR 57 g {5 a7 fafaa adf g
ST 99 IF §9 948 & T8 I Tg1 g1y,
gafa” waa o1 e asd § | gafed
¥ 9z Fgar § % 9 Feqwa 59
3T ¥ 737 & S9qw § AN g TG
AT AT AT § )

g FI AT § PR TR wAT a0
AferT T T A1 IUH A< § | T8t Ay
7z & 5 33 G 37 § gy 7 £y I
AT 73t 33 § 5 a3 Tvan ¥ avw e
Fr @y 7w o7, foaey f5 <" Qo

T & AT IIT ITHT Yo A AT § |
T IT IZ F7 WY N 7T 47 afemry
ENT A AT 9T g9 gFS &, faary
TFY & AR T 9FT § | UG H 98
farerar Y Sttt A T FIH IEEAN |
T I TAS FIW TSI & JOF § I i
ATFA ¥ W@ & | § TNH & gAR
afi F & AR gar ag & £ gaeens

feat 14T fRed & 1 97 Bt g2
qeff § 0 g A grAw & T oav &

Fre aqy g ferr J B Fraar ) s
§ 93 & sTIraT @ 0 Twd FEW @@y
g g A afgsra @A § 1 A gay
fad Tz & ¥ g% T I II4TA1A
foqy fF I7% FI 9 994 T WA
HIC I TAT FIT @A FT AVET &
3} fagr s ! gESt &Y WEAE Q1
mfear £ afear & gAA § ) @ @
fexdi A 37 DA B TgT FA TG NEY
197 TgT I awAR | R g A
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¥ AT WY ST ¥ AR gER WO
wgwfafeer @@ 7 Fg faead
T WY g vl B oA AE ) E
TR g9 AT T F w17 9 AT R
g1 7fi @ 19 7@ gan ar 5 fexqi
#r fagr & s 7t faaa fwex
AR 93 gT § S ¥ ¥ woey
wfgermli &7 avgx e & 7 e
g1 agarawaad § fF o 5w swar
g frpet & ar 41 Qa7 g1 o e
HFH! gH FCAT 98, @ OgH qAr
98| FE WY WS Y ITF gF A
fgar gar &1 =g W& fF gov &
fa=R s FR7 F a9 §q ¥ AR foaa
_FY AT FY, STHT FETEA W,
T @ I A1 AT AT Faegefr & @y
AT 74Y AEY &, IF AW 39T @Y
X & AT g AT E
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# Fgdr § oW S 39 A9

. #Y gwedl & a1y 39 A TT F) JAGqT
#, Tia & gArer § s #7319 O 751 ag

- Fofaat afi €1 F wwady § f s
oY gafaw # ST, saar § s
IR AWy # T Fhfaat @
1T F1 AgF T I B/ AT AT
FFET&? T AW HT FAMRT FIHI
ferar 8, g0 @R oY aga F9 geq §
§ AR g WY 9ga F7 gwdt &, g7 @t
¥ I 9T W g, 7€ F7 A
aff g 81wl Ao wgr g
ferai & it #r @i F g7 § gaadt
FT 1T AR 7% {7310 #1, 37%F
gZg ¥ Sy wrad § SAA mu 3
AR qad gF1 A @Y E 7oA
% fa=m ¥ ox weftea § faare wgaT
g =mer § Hifs ;e Wy 97 W

TR fa= awg § W sAF arT |

AT TG qT AT FEw F H=L AT
FEAAT T W T A wieff s
g iy A @ar 1 3w
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qsgl F WY G @ GEE PG
FLT § A =gt g 6 g fafaex
T AY 3T A9 F7 |

Surt MAHESH SARAN: Mr, Deputy
Chairman, Sir, all those hon. Mem-
bers who were opposing this Resolu-
tion were opposing it with probably
the view that it was going only to
apply to the educated people who had
choice in marriage, They forget that
there is a bigger India outside these
Chambers, cities and towns. People
do not know what the condition in
the villages is, I am sure that the
hon. Member, Shrimati Lakhanpal,
has brought forward this Resolution
with a genuine feeling for the misery

of those whom she must have seen
suffering because of these
unequal marriages.

I know we talk of marriages by
choice and all that but in villages
it is not so. Marriages are arranged
marriages and not marriages made
by the choice of the boy and the girl.
Therefore, 1t is mnecessary torealise
what is happening in the villages. In
the villages, parents think that it is
their sacred duty to marry a girl, to
marry off their daughter, and if she
is not married, it is considered a great
slur. If a person is very poor, he
tries hard to get a husband for his
daughter and if he has not the money
needed, then he has to marry off the
girl to an old person who is anxious
to marry even though the time for
his marriage is past. Therefore, these
unequal marriages take place and
after some time the girls become
widows and their lives are miserable.

People may say that a legislation of
this kind forbidding unequal
marriages is not necessary, since it is
really a social matter. I may give
one instance which will show how
legislation is necessary. In a certain
village there was a marriage proposed
. between a girl of fifteen and an old
‘ man of fifty, The marriage ceremony

was starting and the young men of
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the village , when they found out the
facts about the marriage wanted to
stop it. So, they collected some people
and went to the bridegroom’s place
and tried to stop it. But the bride-
groom wag an Influential man and
he got some policemen and these
young people were dispersed. If
there had been a law that such
marriages were illegal, then this
would not have happened and the life
of that girl would have been saved.
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So, my submission is that while I
do realise that it is necessary to work
hard in the villages and in the towns
and cities to spread the idea that
unequal marriages are bad especially
among those who are uneducated, still,
unless there is an enactment of this
nature, much progress is not possible.
The whole difficulty that has been
experienced is due to the fact that
there is no education among the
village people. They are bound by old
traditions that a girl must be married
to a man at any cost. Therefore, in
India so long ag this condition and
these traditions prevail, it is necessary
that in addition to social work, pro-
pagating the idea that unequal
marriages must be stopped, there
should also be legislation. Thank
you, Sir.

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; Mr.
Mani. You have just six minutes.

Surr A. D, MANI (Madhya Pradesh)

Only four minutes, Sir? I suppose
this will be continueq later.
Mr. Deputy Chairman, while

I express my sympathy for the senti-
ments which have been expressed on
the floor of the House by the hon.
lady Members who supported this
Resolution, T must say that the Reso-
lution containg certain automatic as-
sumptions which are invalid. In the
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with the social customs and fraditions
of the people, it has been on the
ground of a recognisable social evil.
Keterences were made by hon. Mem-
bers to the Sarda Aci. It may Dbe
recal.ed that when the Sarda Act was
enacted, 1t was realised by all sections
in the country that childmotherhood
was a social menace in India and it
was because of the social implications
of that problem that
the State agreed to use its coercive
apparatug to prevent child-marriages.
One of the assump.ions in the Resolu-
tion ig that older men marrying
younger women is an evil, is a
socially recognisable evil. Mr. Deputy
Chairman, all over the world, there
has been a tendency on the part of
younger women marrying older men.
It has happened inmany countries of
the West g Fortunately or unfortunate-
ly, th s epidemic has not spread to
India. It has not been demonstrated by
anybody that from the point of view
of eugenics, the marriage of an older
person with a younger person should
be discouraged. There are laws to
prevent consanguineous marriages,
because it is considered that on
principles of eugenics persons belong-
ing to the same family should not
marry each other, that persons with
the same blood should not marry.
There ig also a social custom and tra-
ditional barrier in regard to persons
marrying persons belonging to the
same Gotra. T would like to ask the
hon. Lady Members whether they can
cite any medical opinion that the
marriage of an older person with a
younger person affects the future of
the human race. If it is demonstrated
that it is so affected, then this House
can ask the State to intervene.

Even in this question of Ilate
marriages, the problem is not of these
marriages being performed, and of
young women being forced to marry
against their will; but the problem
lies in the social traditions which
are maintained and which make us

past whenever the State has interfered | disapprove of a young woman who is
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not married. In no other country
‘n the world is it necessary for a
young woman to go about saying
why she has not got married. But in
India, the young woman has got to
give all these reasons and tender ex-
planations as to why she is not
married. And this social stigma on a
person not being married is so over-
whelming that in many instances the
young person is prepared to get rid
of her dependence on her father,
mother or brother, by accepting a
marriage.

There is another aspect of this
matter. Quite a large number of
people hold the view that two persons
having the same age should not
marry, because in the tropics people
age more quickly and a man retains
his youth for a longer period and his
spouse who has been married at the
same age is not able to retain her
youth. That is why in some of the old
conventions of Hindu marriage, there
is the condition that there should be
a difference of eight years between
the ages of the husband and wife.
But all these matters have not been
statistically investigated.

And now I come back to the
original point that 1 started with, that
unless the mover of the Resolution
can prove that this is a gocial problem,
in the sense that it is going to affect
the future of the Indian raece, it
would not be proper for the State
to intervene.

The second point that I would like
to make is that any such restrictions
would conflict with the Fundamental
Rights. There are Fundamental Rights
for women, and there are also Funda-
mental Rights for old men and these
Fundamental Rights have got to be
respected. My hon, friend, Shri Dah-
yabhai Patel, spoke about companion-
ship. I do not know whether he has
had the advantage of statistical in-
vestigations about such matters. But
these are personal affairs which should
be kept out of discussion, whether a
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man marrieg for companionship or for
any other purpose. As long ag the Fun-
damental Rights are there for a man
to marry in circumstances which will
not affect the future of the human
race, or do not lead to a medical pro-
biem, it has to be allowed. Child
marriage was a medical problem, 1
think Sir, inasmuch as Shri Hajar-
navis is nodding hig head, the Funda-
mental Rights, it seems, are affected.

I would like to make one suggestion
to the hon, lady Members who spoke.
One of the reasons why these young
women marry is

Suri R. M. HAJARNAVIS: The
hon, Member need not read too much
in my nods.

SHrr A, D, MANI: Wel], I did not
think your speech would be different
from your nods. Sir, I may mention
that there is no social apparatug at
work now which can absorb any un-
married woman who does not want to
marry and who does not want to be
forced to marry an elder man. Let the
All-India Women’s Conference and Jet
the National Counci] for Women afford
ample employment opportunities to
such persons who are forced by their
parents to marry against their will.
It is because of lack of such oppor-
tunities that these poor hapless young
women and girls are forced into wed-
lock with persons much senior in
years.

There is, of course, another aspect
of the problem, namely, that these
things cannot be remedied by legisla-
tion, They can be remedied only by
social conscience, and unfortunately,
in this matter, the social conscience
has never been alive in any part of
the world about elder people marry-
ing younger people. I may
mention one instance, Sir,
where a person married another
thirty years younger, We
all disapproved of the marriage
and showed our disapproval by not
attending the wedding reception but

5 p.M.
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later on it was discovered that the
birde was a very charming and ele-
gant person and the other parties by
the married couple were widely atten-
ded. So, there is not much social
consciousness about this matter.

Message from

I think it is five o’clock now, Sir.

—

MESSAGE FROM THE LOK SABHA

THE  APPROPRIATION (Vote
AccouNnTt) BrIn, 1961

ON

SECRETARY: Sir, I have to report
to the House the following Message
received from the Lok Sabha, signed
by the Secretary of the Lok Sabha:

. “In accordance with the provisions
-.of rule 96 of the Rules of Procedure

GMGIPND —RS—1130RS--23 5-61—550,
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and Conduct ot Business in Lok
Sabha, I am  directed to  enclose

herewith a copy of the Appropria-
tion (Vote on Account) Bill, 1961,
as passed by Lok Sabha at its sitting
held on the 17th March 1961.

“The Speaker has certified that
this Bill is a Money Bill within the
meaning of article 110 of the Cons-
titution of India.”

Sir, I lay the Bill on the Table,

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
House stands adjourned till 11 a.m.
tomorrow,

The House then adjourned
at one minute past five of the
clock till eleven of the clock
on Saturday, the 18th Marech,
1961.




