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Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We
shall now take up the clause by clause
consideration of the Bill.

Clauses 2 and 3 were added to the

Bill
The Schedule
Surr A K. SEN: Sir, I move:

“That at page 10, after line 23, the
following be inserted, namely —

‘196A 1927 The Indian  Church
Act, 1927 (17 and 18
Geo. 5 c. 40)”

The question was put and the
motion was adopted.
Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The

ouestion 1s:

“That the Schedule, as amenaea,
stand part of the B1ll.”

The motion was adopted.

The Schedule,
odded to the Buill,

as amended, was

Clause 1. the Enacting Formula and
the Title were added to the Bill.

SurRr A, K. SEN: Sir, I move:

“That the Bill, as amended, be
passed ”’

The question was and the

motion was adopted.

put

THE DOWRY PROHIBITION BILL,
1959—continued

SurimaTi YASHODA REDDY (An-
dhra Pradesh): Mr. Deputy Chairman,
Sir, many of the hon. Members here
would have forgotten that the Dowry
Prohibition Bill is on the anvil of this
House except those who might have
performed the marriage in-between of
their daughters or sons. The question
of dowry seems to have been lost in
almost all our minds except those who
have been reminded of jt just a day
before
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Sirr AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra
Pradesh): Not by all

SHrIMATI YASHODA REDDY: I am
sorry, there may be honourable excep-
tions like Mr. Akbar Ali Khan but
many have completely forgotten that
the Dowry Prohibition Bill was here
and I had been part heard. This Bill
has come to us after being passed by
the Lok Sabha and they have amend-
ed 1t with regard to 2 or 3 clauses The
most important of it, as I was saying
1n my last speech, referred to clause 4.

Tee MINISTER or LAW (SHRI
A. K. Sen) May I remined the hon.
Lady Member that it has not been
sent or returned by the Lok Sabha as
passed but 1t came once before with
the same amendments? Then the
Rajya Sabha made certamn amend-
ments to that . Those amendments
went back to the Lok Sabha and they
have refused to accept them and it
has therefore come back again here.

SHrRiMATI YASHODA REDDY: I am
not denying 1t. After we passed it,
the Lok Sabha sent it back with some
amendments and it has come back., I
stand corrected. But in the Bill as 1t
has come to us now, there are three
important amendments of which I
would like to deal first with clause 4
which has been reinstated jn the other
House, and very correctly so, though
many of our Members here have said
that clause 4 should be deleted. I
will deal with clause 2 and the Expla-
nation later, When I deal with clause
4 and when I went through the speech-
es of hon. Members, one thing struck
me that there was one objection to
clause 4. Clause 4 makes provision for
penalty for demanding of the dowry,
not for taking or giving but even for
demanding, And many hon Members
object to this being introduced here
mainly for one reason, namely, that it
would lead to harassment. This word
“harassment” seems to have harassed
many hon. Members of this House, so
much so that they have been speaking
of reasonable harassment, inevitable
harassment, imaginary harassment and
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50 on, and so many arguments have
vee1 put forward It was said that
uncducated people, people in the vil-
lages, would be haras=ed unnecessarily
Sir, 1f I may put 1t in that way, I may
say that this Bill and this clause 1n
particular will relieve women in India
of the harassment which they have
been having for all these centuries,
women 1n particular and fathers of
daughters who have to be martied

Surr P N SAPRU (Uttar Pradesa)
Compulsory marriages”

SHrimaTr YASHODA REDDY I
could not hear the hon Member I
may not get them married Marriage
is not 1n my hands, nor ate they in
the hands of my hon friend, Shr
Sapru  Siwr, last time also the hon
Member, Shi; Sapru—you will excuse
me Sir, for i1efeiring to it for a mo-
ment—sald that if not for any other
thing, we must oppose the suggestion
of the Lok Sabha, at least for this one
reason, that we were a House of Elders
that we were wise people That
1s to say 1t 1s a question of prestige
Whether an amendment 1s good or bad,
whether 1t 1s reasonable or unieason-
able, 15 not the pownt, but it 15 not to
be accepted Is that an argument to
be put forwaid by an hon Membcr
Tike Shr1 Sapru? When I said that
they were not good arguments, my
hon friend was enough to say “This
yvoung lady 1s developing wisdom” I
may also submit Sir, that grey matter
and grey hairs do not necessarily go
‘together

Now—to come back to clause 4—it
15 sald there will be harassment i1f the
demand of dowiy is punishable But
how to pievent the taking of dowry?
The demand of dowry 1s the essence
of the thing Without the demand,
where 1s the taking of 1t? We all
know that wherever there 1s social
legislation, there 1s always some
harassment Then are we going to say
that all these social legislations should
be thrown overboard for ever because
there 1s harassment? Of course,
harassment will be there In the case
of mcome-tax, the rich man feels that
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1t 1s a harassment If you limit liberty,
1t 1s harassment to some Are we
going to do away with all this because
there 1s harassment complained of?

Surt P N SAPRU You will bring
forward a Bill fo1 compulsory sterilisa-
tion Why not for compulsory marria
ges also?

SurimaTt YASHODA REDDY What
I will do or will not do when 1 become
a Minister 01 something else 1s a
diftcrent matter Now I am speaking
on thiys Bl and I do not want to
waste my time in trying to argue
with Shi. Sapru though I have great
tespect for him

Surt SHEELL. BHADRA YAJEE
(Bihar) He has a judicial mind

SHrRIMATI YASHODA REDDY He
has a judictal mind and I am also
developing a judicial braimn This
clause, I feel, 1s going to be the main
insurance against any misuse of the
provisions of this measure I feel that
this clause 4 which has been rightly
inserted by the Lok Sabha 1s going to
stand there as a kind of insurance
against the misuse of this Bill

Sir, any Bill that we pass should
have three aspects There aie thice
speeific things The measures should
be preventive, they should be pun.-
tive and they should be deterrent
The first two are mmportant and the
third 1s even more important because
m a social legislation unless there
1s something deterrent, 1t will not
be implemented The drawback 1n
all our social legislations has beem
that their implementation has been
sog ndifferent In this clause  the
demanding of dowry has been made
penal The person demanding dowry
has been made punishable with 1m-
prisonment for six months or fine up
to Rs 5000 and this 1s going to deter
many people from demanding dow'y
either directlyv or mdirectly

Another argument put forward by
hon Members i1s that undue advane
tage will be taken of 1t But I sub-
mit undue advantage 1s likely to be
taken by some people whatever law
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may be passed However intelligent
Parhament may be, there are cleveier
people outside and cleverer advocates
are also there to cicumvent the law

Ano her argument which does not

hold water and which 1s put forward
by hon Members like Shri Sapru 1s

that we will be throwing open the
door to blackimail by inserting this
clause hete [ do not see how by
mserting this clause we will  he

thiowing open the door to blackmail
If there is blackmail what are the
courts there for on which we spend
so much money and where we have
the best men appointed as judges and

advocates”? Just because there 15 a
complaint, judgment will not be
delivered without gomg 1nto the

question of blackmail FEvidence will
be taken and witnesses will be exa-
mined If courts are going to deter-
mine cases just because of a com-
plamnt, then they are not worth their
name

Another hon Membe: asked
you golng to make marriages
by legal sanction?” I think Mr
also asked, “Are you going to punify
all these marriages by this Bill?”
Well, T do not think by legal sanc-
tiong marriages can be made happy
No reasonable person will expect that,
but T would like to say this much
here In India, lety marriages not be
tarnished by money motives, Let not
monetary motives be the guiding prin-
ciple 1n these marriages As you
know, Sir, all social legislation 1s 1n
the nature of a bold adventure I
know there are hon. Members who say
that social education has been most
meffective  But whatever 1t 1s, we
should take a slep forward some-
where Parliament should not
only reflect the public opinion,
but 1t should also lead public
opinion We should here tell the
people that such and such a thing is
an evil, that the system of dowry is a
social evi], that it is a bad thing It
is for us to lead the people so that
they may get out of this evil This evil
should go, if not today, then tomor-
row Slowly—maybe after genera-
tions—that day will come But some-

‘Are

happy
Sapru
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wihere we should take the first step
and so I submit when we pass this
B1'l, let 1t be as strict as possible
with as lhittle loopholes as possible
Therefore, T congratulate the hon
Members of the otber House 1 am
not one of those people who stand
only on a question of prestige. Be-

cause I am 1n the Rajya Sabha, why
should I say “No” to everything that
1s said by the Lok Sabha? And if we
say “No” to whatever the Lok Sabha
says, and If the Lok Sabha says ‘“No”
to everything that we say here, then
where will we be? I do not know
We should not deal with a legislative
measure n a retaliatory manner We
should be a little more parhamentary,
a lttle more accommodating, when
dea g with this measure and, there-
fore, 1 1cquest hon Members to
accept the amendment of the Lok
Sabha and restore clause 4

The second immportant point is n
clause 2 The Lok Sabha has remov-
ed the words “either directly or in-
darectly” occurring in  lime 9 The
hon Law Minister who was in charge
of the Bill here accepted these words,
and I do not know what considera-
tions made him accept their deletion
in the other House While moving
these amendments for consideration m
this House, he said that 1t would not
make any difference if the words re-
mained there or not If it is so, if they
are not going to make any difference,
then let these words remain there.
There are so many ways of demand-
ing dowries When you have said
that dowry should not be taken, then
let us have the words “directly or in-
directly”. These words were inserted
in this House after a very great deal
of deliberation, and these words
should be mserted agamn

The third point relates to the Ex-
planation On this, there has been
a great deal of difference of opinion
One of the Lady Members here, who
is a great champion of feminism,
Mrs Seeta Parmanand, herself did not
want it Mr Bhupesh Gupta often
excels himself when party lines are
not there, and on this subject he made
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a very good speech, )i was one of his

masterpieces, I should say He said
that this Explanation would nullify
the whole object My humble sug-

gestion 15 that this would in no way
affect the B}l  The first and most 1im-
poitant piinciple behind dowry 1s
that 11 1s not a voluntary gift, 1t 1s not
a g.ft If you would kindly read the
Explanation, this 1s what 1t says

For the removal of doubts, 1t 1s
hereby declared that any presents
made at the time of a marriage to
elther party to the marriage in the
form of cash, ornaments, clothes or
other articles, shall not be deemed
to be dowry within the meaning of
this section, unless they are made

as consideration for the marriage
of the said parties.”
We are not going to prohibit the

voluntary gift of any article by a
father to his daughter Any man can
give his property to his son/or

daughter at any time but the ques-
tion 1s only in regard to situations
where money is demanded as a consi-
deration for marriage. This does not
really apply to rich people who have
got a lot of money; in spite of legisla-
tion, they will give money to themr
sons and daughters ‘This B:ll apples
to the poor people, the middle and the
lower middle classes where they have
no money and where 1t 1s demanded
as a consideration for the marriage
of girls

Surt D A MIRZA (Madras) I
want a clarification from the hon
Member If a rich man offers a subs-
tantial amount of jewellery to This
daughter, should that be considered as
gift or dowry?

SHarr A K SEN  The facts have
not been put properly, if 1 may say
so with respect A mere offer would
not be penalised unless it 1s an offer
I consideration of marriage and it 1s
accepted as such by the other person
Mere offer 1s not penalised under the
Act

Seurr D A MIRZA: Suppose there
is a secret understanding between the
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* two parties that the dowiy given by
the bride’s father will be treated as a
present, I want to know how  this
transaction will be treated Will this
be tieated ag dowry or as a pre~ent?

Surr A K SEN It will be dowry.

Sur1 D A MIRZA  Then this
means that we are indirectly en-
couraging dowry

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY

Sir, the hon Member who interrupt-
ed me just now usually getls confus-
ed when there is no confusion, but
I thought n this respect, as a father
of many daughters, he would under-
stand, but I am sorry to say

Surt D A MIRZA The
Member herself 1s confused

hon

Mr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN Mr.
Mirza, you can speak later on 1f you

want Do not interrupt
SHRIMA IT YASHODA REDDY
When a person listens to a speech
claiification will come but when a
persen goes on Interrupting in bet-
ween, then nothing will come
LR

If a father wants to give some pro-
perty to his daughter, nobody 1s go-
ing to prevent 1t, but 1f 1t 15 pait of a
secret understanding between the
bride’s father and the bridegroom’s
father, if it 1s an indirect transaction,
then naturally the courts would find
out the facts Every case has to be
dealt with separately and the courts
would come to a decision on each one
of them on the facts

(Interruption.)

Surr D A MIRZA: Who will go
to court?
SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY:

The father who is harassed, the bride
who is harassed. If they are haras-
sed, they will go. I am sorry Mem-
bers do not understand it If they
come over to the Lobby, I shall make
it plainer still Let me proceed with
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my argument now The whole ques-
tion 1s whether 1t was given volun
tarily or whether it was given mn con
sideration of marriage There 1s differ-
ence between money given at the
time of maiilage in consideration of
marriage and money given later on as
a present, fo1 example, a person mar-
1ying where money 1. If there 1s a
rich heiress, and 1f she 1s the only
daughter, then people know very
well that all this money would come
to her one davy Her hand may be
.asked by anybody and thete 1s noth-
mg wrong 1t Money will come to
him, but not as dowry It 15 differ-
ent trom marrying for money Here,
he 1s marrying where money 1s There
are cases where people demand Rs
10,000 or Rs 20,000 because they are
graduates A man says, “I am a gra-
.duate and my exchange value 1s
Rs 25,000 I am an engineer and my
value 15 Rs 40,000 These are the
rates prescribed Hon Members said
that this Explanation would nulhfy
the whole of the Act I do not quite
agree with this suggestion because the
courts will delermine as to whether
money was given voluntanly or as
consideration for mairiage My hon
friend here asked as to who would go
to the court Where women have
been ill-treated, where they have not
been taken back from their fathers’
houses,—1n those cases—they will not
hesitate to go to a court and give a
complaint against the person or per-
sons harassing them I feel that this
Explanation 1s quite necessary and 1t
18 not going to nullify the effects of
this measure On the other hand, 1t
1s gomng to make explicit as to what
18 a dowry and what 1s a present

One word more, Sir, and I will have
done. Mr Pathak, an emmnent lawyer
and a constitutional expert, speaking
on this Bill, said that we could not
have thig prohibition of dowry be-
cause thigs was in conflict with the
tundamental right of a person to
alienate his property Nobody 1s say-
g that vou should not ahienate your
property, nobody questions your right
to acquire property TEven then, S,
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the State may I1mpose reasonable res-
trictions on these things I mamtam,
Sir, that there 1s nothing to prevent
the alienation of property The im-
portant thing he said was that dowry
had been 1ecognised as a customary
rite  Even 1n the Special Mariiage
Act, the customary forms of marriage
have been recogmsed He also said
that dowry had been recognised as a
customary rite, and he quoted a case
law, 1954 Orissa, page 17—the Chief
Justice’s decision  [n that, dowry has
been defined as a customary rite, and
he asked, *“If, in the Special Marriage
Act, customg have to be taken cogni-
zance of, how can you today prohibit

dowry®” With due 1espect tg the
hon Member,

Mr, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN You
can continue at 2 30 Pm

The House stands adjourneq till

230 pm™

The House then adjourned
foi lunch at one of the clock.

_—

The House reassembled after lunch
at half past two of the clock, Mr.
Depury CHAIRMAN 1n the Chair

SurimaTi YASHODA REDDY Sir,
I was just telling hon Members that
as far as the words ‘“‘directly or In-
directly” are concerned, they should
be 1nserted in clause 2 And just now
I have received a copy of the amend-
ment proposed by some Members of
the Opposition; anyway, I have al-
1eady said that those words should be
put 1n there as they were when we
sent this Bill to the Lok Sabha

One more thing that I would lLike
to say before I sit down 1s with refer-
ence to Mr Pathak’s specch This 1s
what he sald when dealing with this
Bill last tume here I will just read
out a few Iines for the information of
hon Members

“One of the points which deserve
consideration 1s this. When section
7 of the Hindu Marriage Act says
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that the marriage can be pe:formed
according to the customary rites and
ceremonies, 1t payment of money or
~sansfer of property in cons.deration
of marriage 1s one of the customary
rites which have to be performed in
tne case of ce.tain marriages 1n the
country—angd there 1s a custom pre-
vai1ling and the Hindu Marrage Act
prrmits  1t—1s 1t proper, without
teclaring those marrages  void

)

As {or the decision of the Chief Jus-
11ce of Orissa, he says that atter due
discussion they have come to the opi-
nion that dowry 1s a part of a custo-
mary rite So, as 1t 1s a customary
rite and as we have giving permission,
or rather as we have recognised cus-
tomary forms of marriage as per sec-
tion 7 of the Hindu Marriage Act, now
to prohibit dowry which 1s a custo-
mary rite will be improper My sub-
mission to the House in this connection
is that even if there is a custom, the
custom should always give place to
enacted law. This is an accepted
principle of jurisprudence. Moreover
when my hon. friend was referring to
this particular decision of the High
Court, I do not think he placed before
the House all that their Lordship
saild They have also said there in
the decision that the custom of receiv-
ing bride price is so well established
ghroughout the country that it is too
late in the day to invalidate a marri-
age on the ground of public policy
nor can such a marriage be held to
be immoral or illegal-——and this is
very important—in the absence of a
statutory enactment prohibiting the
custom expressly. This will  show
that the contention of Mr. Pathak
does not hold any water Moreover 1
do not think that giving of dowry is
any part of a ritual or a customary
rite; even if it is so, when we are
enacting a special law saying that
dowry iz to be prohibited, this deci-
sion has no relevancy to this parti-
cular matter.

Sir. for the above reasons, I would
like to place before the House that I
welcome the inclusion of the words
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‘directly or indirectly’ in clause 2 and
also the retention of Explanation. I
would also ask Members to reinstate
clause 4 or uphold the remstatement
of clause 4 which Lok Sabha has
done.

Sir, for a variety of reasons people
want a joint session; some  people
want a joint session just for the fun
of 1t; some others to uphold the pres-
tige of this House so as not to say
‘yes’ to what the Lok Sabha has said.
But on merits also we cannot agree
to all the amendments made by the
Lok Sabha though to a great extent
they have been very correct in sug-
gesting these two amendments. We
will have to have a joint session in
case the need arises and I hope the
House will ask for it as we cannot in
toto agree t> all the amendments
made by the Lok Sabha

Suxkr MAHESH SARAN (Bihar):
Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, this mea-
sure 15 welcome because we Kknow
what difficulties the parents of the girls
are facing these days. They have to
sell their houses; sometimes they have
to mortgage their property and some-
times they have to go practically on
the streets in order to get their girls
'married. Therefore, 1t is necessary
that some measure should be there
which should put a stop to this prac-
tice of dowry. Now, there are diff-
erent ways for getting dowry and we
should be careful to see that all the
doors through which this money goes
must be closed. These were the con-
siderations which led this House to
make the amendments which have
been rejected by the other House, I
therefore, feel that so far as we are
concerned it is necessary that those
amendments should stand.

Now, the first amendment which has
been thrown out by the other House
is in respect of the definition of dowry.
We said that “dowry” meant any
property or valuable security given
or agreed to be given, either directly
or indirectly. I attach great value to
the words “directly or indirectly”
because there are so 'many ways that
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are now found out to get dowry and
any way tmough which dowry comes
i must be stopped Therefore, 1t 1s
necessary that dowry should be ban-
ned not only when directly given or
asked for but also when we find that
though 1t does not seem that any
dowry has been taken but in reality it
has been taken in an indirect manner
For example during '‘marriages people
ask for fitst class railway fare for 200
people This is not dowry at all, this
can come under the head ‘expenses”
but this 1s certainly another way of
extracting money from the parents of
the gunl Therefore, to stop these
lcopholes 1t 1s necessary  that the
words ‘“directly or indirectly” should
be there so that there may be no
method by which dowry may be de-
manded

So far as Explanation 1s concerned,
1 think 1t is absolutely necessary that
this should go Explanation I says

‘*For the removal of doubts, it
1s hereby declared that any pre-
sents made at the time of a marn-
age to either party to the marriage
i the form of cash, ornaments,
clothes or other articles, shall not
be deemed to be dowry within the
meaning of this section, unless they
are made as consideration for the
'marriage of the said parties”

Now, although the words “as consi~
deration for the marriage of the said
parties” are there, the very fact that
these things are given will show that
people who have not enough money
with them will not easily agree to
give these things unless forced to do
so There are certain things which
are said to be part of the ritual; for
example, the nose ring, the tikka
saree and other things Of course,
these things are absolutely essential
but they cost nothing When we find
In marriages that poor people make
gifts of valuable ornaments, cash,
clothes ete, it is absolutely clear that
though it may be gaid that they have
given these things of thejr own free
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will, they are ieally in consideration
of marriage So, if we have this
Explanation, the very basis on which
we stand goes away This will give a
loophole for the bridegroom’s parents
to get a lot of things in the form of

cash, ornaments, clothes and other
articles which generally the girl’s
parents would not give But they

will be compelled to give them, al-
though they will not accept that it 1s
in constderation of 'marriage They
may say that it 1s given out of sweet
will Now, we know all over the
country how difficult the marriages
of girls aie becoming, girls of poor
people, because they cannot afford to
give al] these things Therefore, 1f we
want that this law should really be
effective, 1t 1s absolutely necessary
that the Explanation should be re-
moved

Now, so far as clause 4 15 concern-
ed, I think this also should be omit-

ted Clause 4 says*
‘If any person, after the com-
mencement of this Act, demands,
directly or indirectly, from the

parents or guardian of a bride or
bridegroom, as the case may be,
any dowry, he shall be punishable
with imprisonment which may
extend to six months, or with fine
which may extend to five thousand
rupees, or with both”

It 15 the giving of dowry and passing
of money from the pocket of the
parents of the girl which 1s really a
troublesome job If we keep this
clause, then any Tom, Dick and Harry
can get up and say that so ‘much
money was demanded, although no
money has passed It will be a case
of great harassment to either party
and, therefore I think that so far as
clause 4 1s concerned, it should be
omitted.

I know that 1f we stick to the old
form i1n which the Bill wag sent to the
other House, probably a joint session
may be necessary, but as these
changes are very essential and as the
very purpose of this Bill will be frust-
rated, if we do not insist on these three
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changes, I think it 1g our duty to
adhere to the three suggestions made
Dby this House.

At AFTIA G (I
TRRT)  SIAAITA WEIEY, WIS SF
war gra R T T wmEA gEn
mae feR F e g | T ag R
fo g7 9 @amar o R gfe 7
Fram #5735 WA g0 e T
fa= ¥ wzw gy Tfama F7F 7F a9
FAAT AT | I AT T EHI U g
qfvadat &1 AEY 7T, AT 7 AT
A gafed gw W ST R g
Ff R € ITHT TSR FX 9, Tg AT
fezator 7€ AT fed @ ArS a7y A
TEAT qT TS AT T FT ATEAT

st feairt T (fage) g A
st afr 3 A9 gU A |

iR A A A S G
faara FT WY A M ATET |
A1 {67 ZF AEUAT Y AT FT FHIE,
T ERN 7 wE qF uF &y FAEY Ifem
frarft T 2 AT 37 aw B wifas,
Hma, 77 o A9aE, g7 UF &,
Fars F1 G mwen w@, f aeem
FT & F & 49 A7 17 § | A
ST IES AT AREAT GAVY ATAS & IR
7T FN W OAF AN F AT U
LTI WAL F7Q ¢ IAF! AT g6 AW T
FFT FT AT g7 T AT I qREAT
FT ZA FI " ST HSFE &, qAT
=TAd § IAFT g0 FTI0 Ay AT AH |
THE FATAT FIF T TEATT ATF AqT §
MU & A FH AR A A, IT
FEFE Ao R 97 F5ATE & q9F07
FT a9 * (T g0 IT FAGAT FT qF
T T G FT FEE N F7 FT
qE 1 A A g AR (e fRr
fF TUTTT HHAY AT T AEAT T
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g T AY A Ay gT anfzm fE
foe g9 #1 g %37 F ford, iy oo
F1 g w4 & fd, 78 fagww e
TIT & IAFT § FAEA, T AASHEH F2T
T I T & | I B A 0 EW
1T 79T F gAIAT T 3|47 3 a7
U TFAHARA 6 q1° F FT GZAT AT
T & R qE qg e & fr o
T WL B9 {997 & WET @A g 91 98
famr Bpedy Sy w17 & o9 3ETw F @@
TEY FT qwAT | FAT GG A ST AHEAT
2 9 a8 fAUaF g9 T FT AFAT
ey AT &7 gAT §TAN S AHET
2, o, 98 289 ¥ Anear § T Ag
Twegqy AT Ay A & fam g ) faw
T3 Arer A1 9faw o o g, o O
AAFT T § GRS F, 3aF o7 a4
&S B qAEAT TG F, IAH T FVE
T § 17 T §F A €T FT T4
FAT ATET 2, I Afaww femer Fvay
AET TS F TG AT IFT, T
IAT AT AR IF7, FT7 357, AT 57,
TR 3% | A1 3% 77 7 S g
Fr afamay €1 32 2 9EE a9 W T
FTqFT & | APRT THET WY TH T4 gHIC
AT 2 a7 g faes T & AR #Y
A, A FAG AL P WS g
7% § 5 9" 29 97 W Ay oy f5
5Te1T % THTC ¥ A19 AT A AV TAT
WY mew T I FRT e ag &
foreT F9 {9 agdy S g 99 39 gEA
FI JIT FYTET AGFHT T T FodT AT
g AU AT €T U0 FTAT T | A AT
ASH FY ST TIFIA ERT AAT
&9 49 3997 geg T @@AT ST g )
Ao Mo UHo ¥ =7 2AF FaTaT EHM,
UHo WHo Hio FT IFH FA M AR
Fro o FT @A FH EOTT | AT TH TFIT
forear & =19 3T FT AT AW WIFL
®T S0 FTAL AT TG, AHEAT KA
Ffem gIT ST W )
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Ay FREAT @G &,
At @ a1 /Y sarEr 1 Twiad ghn
e W w3 ¢ a3 & 5 o
T Mg = wy, (9% =T 29 #Y
UF AT qAT g5 § 9AHI, Aeew fzar
ST, ITHT FETAAT FY ATH, TAHT qHE)
FY T FraT ATA | Y THENTA I g
TH AN & A IF AT A F
Ao, I9F a8 W BN 2 R 2k
TH A THEA & A TR A
WY &Y ST ady 8, v Y faat sy wear
2, w93 ot =5 o Awa § ) TR A
ag & & awrY saRl fAear 9 A &
yfa & St oo™ 3 1 7 59 "It WA
TG G FNT F qEY AEAT Q@ G | JQ
AT & gW ARq a1 # fF A
gt fauer w9 FY qeaw 5, 9%
ferdl aist u wweaT & g @ WY A
awg A e 3™ F AW FIH 997
W7E E Neas qgwerav @ Mg
TV FATT & IqF (oF A #5 yreerw
g & A | AfE et ¥ oAy
gRMT 7 UFECI 7 qIET 9F gt
TR ST FT FHAT T T, ST 77 )
oY YA TIAT AG A (% 2B2W A A
Fg fear o1 @wam &) oy WY fagr o
AT &, SqAT AT waer oY fram
wHAT - T A7g (AT A AT
#1¥ wFTaz WY 2, w1 fAafwiaw Ad
3 AW T T A 72 F B o
4g UFTHAATE TEAT £ oA g7 fas
T B ST € 35 3 A A #
AT 2RH AA T A AT & TAAC A
AT F18 g Agt awAT A7 @ §, o

+[ 1 Hindi transliteration,
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yfassr Y 19 gueAt 97 @, 98 279
FY g AT HrS AT ST TE E
AATH & H7 AT qZ ARG FH F7 787
2, 39 wArgfe 1 3@ g 38 A A
qEq { TEA GET ARG | OF Favae
AT AR(T & FTRH HTUZF FIA 6 (AT
T T FTH §I9T ST T30 | 7 3AH
st G ERTY | FAitE 3 a9 ) g
% a7 wg ¥ & g v W 7 I@Ew v
3T AAT B, 7 T3S FFT AT AAAT 3
I a3 AU WA § 5% 75 Wi 77
a1 &, TS £V A 2, (W FT AT 2|
afg mfemt § gzwr &9 foy saT 2 a7
faegm A8y faan omar & o7 77 AF 7
#F a9 wET FET &

oft waeh g feew (wav wEer) -
T TH &G F] ATE F7

ARAT RFEE & qTF AT
feqeefy, @it &7 Ay, sfwA, o e
Fed & 5 o e #1976 790 1§ A
AT F€ 7 A7 FA A1 a1 SR 2
qg AT HIT GTh FI V@ P |

st wdafey oo« A7 fafeemT &
37 AHT F71 AT {5 I A
T T AT & AT Y 9EH AT wET
TEY TTATE |

MR WFEXT SR . WS
TS 9T W WAr § A9 HT
AT @ Fy afeamy 97 I T
AT A4 9gAT | gAT St w3
@ FIH Ae% qfelrae & A I9F
seax qrafendy fier gwo § fRav
At gxAr g, fox T a0 amadt adr gAr
& o8 fRar 91 A R

off wefe g fawr o oy & W
feqedy FFaeEdy ¥ Y g, arefEae
# ot g
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At waaEd g fae
foegr &% g7 Wfed | & W wg
FgT W 7 B oW 3w F v s
THFATA F g AT ST & v S
qEFEINES FeHd &, a8 S qA7
qIHT & ITH FUX AT FAT VAAT | qE
afaw foqer oEY & @ TET A
FET | FAERT T FWAT Afed
S TS WIEHY A F aFw AT gAY
AT ¥ W7 Aga SAET A1  ar 98
TS & ATHA UF T HTEA 97 FIAT R |

o walefeg fase oM @
T waEyee faar 2 7

AMIGET A TTAA @G iaTA
Lavich  display of  riches ard
jewellern  <hould be  banned

v oA g SfEfRE ®1 oFEA oW
g fAwm 34 & A1 T SR FIET
g2 A% T & AFAT § FIF =7 T
ST amEfray SqET ATIT WTE T
Fae fea oA & f39 @7 999 2 Al
ag W1 gd SATRT WUAT ® AEY | A7 Y
Ted w1 99T I8 & % wrIwa av
Tt v affeaft & @y go e
THEHAAA TEAT 2 AT 3 FAA FT
qrer waST 9eq F AT § WY g8
FHA faseqr A M F oTET 2
FfF TaFT AN 77 ATSFIATTSRSA
HaT AN TSAT € | FH AT T
FAATH AATAT0 T HA @A ®9F F
faeger o AT 93ar Wit B ogw
AT T A@A & | A ANT GBT FAT
|TEA 2 39 AN AT S 31T UF TR
faoer wmaT 7 1 s & G5 sqemn fw
A F T RArafA qrE Sy g fF
it A sEd 37§, AfT oA
TET FAT ATEA ¥ AT WAL A 37 g,
g {2 2, T9q g9 & fag 37 g,
faoed & sv & 3 & | W F 3=
S g AT & a8 A IR AaT §
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Y TEY g ¥ gET A q4T F1A
wifed ff T TEOE T, OEE
gfer = offm %1 oH-uF wew< OAT
T =fgd fF e 3@ & faeg
AT GAT & MR A FT ZAT AT
F foar sromray @ fasr

s, TgT A A= F a1 Ay
=1 § AT aamar TE F BT wr——
q¥ =T R A AT TH T A——
AT Afgd ag A=A F R osareraaT
AR AT AMEE | R T@T qF AFAAY
g 5 % oAy faadr afgy & oo
TS qAT T FAOTFRT afg 39 7T FY
& magerAese wE @A owfed
A, | HOH FAGET ARA
f 2 faetgs o @94 wfar agea foran
F 7 &1 AT A1CEA | A7 AT FT AT
& fr gare wrd afirsre wear & g
T 2 | WA ¥ F AT sqUa7 wAvfaT
& ag oft wfg &Y & 1 = wfy w1 A
THH STIET 39 AT T AFET FIAT TEAT
21 7g @ A% ¢ B S asfwar ¥ a1
T FA 3 IR A qWT F@AT TIAT 2
At Fa8 saaT Awir = wfy ®1 Ay
F7AT g2l & | §7 =19 ¥ g foqoy Fv
ST AT & IHFT A AXA AR qEed 77 |

zAT "EEa fsmrT & qugey @
F W 3 o gHT AR fa=r & fAn
rar & 1 HAd, F47 R qF 3w o war
f& g0 A% T F AT FAMWT F 377
faare #vaT @ A AEE FF 393
a1 A1 FHT FAT F qv frqgr Ay
¥ | orgr A% foamoT 1 0a 2, § AunAr
z fF g7 @3 7 97 fewmy #7 95w
qTAT AT AT AV IS ATAE J OF
yEATE AT 47 39 feAftT w19 & fqo o
39 I I ATET TF T T AT
€t fF ga% 3T FIAAZT AR | IAEY
a5 A qg 4 fF 7% grer gvaw
ZO AT fewmve &7 a1 #Y FReTET
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(% qeft FFRTEEYT AT

T FIAT AT F A7 FAT AT F
W AT F 7aw 7 F31 wan g, e e
W F A7 faager w7 & 20T A
HHAT & | T2 a1 gL U BT T A
FRT 2 ) fAe gy FTE O 98 E o
AT TLAT H FTT FT SqAT g1
£, AETAd # fauw g § o wwEa
T AT FT 39 A1 2 fr exme g g
T G | B UF AT faegw A
AFAT § W FIAHT T F FIA 31
T %A1 2 | ogd, § g FEAT AR
g A S 5 &7 aAman & fr awrs
& weEL A F7 feHTY uE meATESY
¥ W I T E | HTIR AZ A FT
oEd g fa oo gEy oy &
gy @fe a7 JEHA & ue-
ATgHAA A4 g0 & | F qefFAT WA
frar & 79 99 & AR FRS ¢ fr o
A qxg F1 Y AT TBT F 4 w4
T gAY, 1 TATL, AT FATL, 09 g0
T FF gAML AT ART AT 98T 8 7
fom A7z &1 ) FT AR § A
FH FAAT 2 1 TH AWHTC AT a7 H
T a1 A7 FefEgr 1 famz 784t
AR I 0F Vg A SeHI HW A2F
FFT & = 7 A% F oFw F3 2)
a1 OIS gAY AMIEET F HeaT UF a7
IRATESTT sqafead =7 § s7adr v
w & fag @zt fFar gom & 1 zafaa
fzamT &7 g% | F7AT7 & |

HTAT, TAT T FIT FIT0 A2 34
AT & FTC TS FE ofr iy @
1 F1E TTARE AT A AL, T F
2T AT | AEA IT T7 SATEAT ALT gAY
FET A7 TFF AET 2 qFA F A |
T 39 & g A e gl gt
I ATET FT FA O\ TR AT F
YE FEAT ARAT T IT AT 2@ AN
T i At &1 TAeeS #7 77 2 A
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feare 77 a7 &7 7 AR FET
et | feqie & AeH ager S
7T A1 T8 fFums & &Y 7% gt 2 )
ag AN GFAT FT g | AT B W
faeft U F1 WG QEFA G & @
FY A1 ATfEd + fewme W uF ad
g HIT IgFT AW H FE IF AGN
FT TFAT & | TAG AT FgT & F
fewme 9 ™ F1 9 @RS o
AT AR

ST, T g 918 ey § A AN
HqF AN W AW AqF oAwn ® P
AT I @39 A gHTY ATS FAIT
AT AW | T AYE § 39 FHA F7 A
waT THi#ag, ST T9@ AT AR
IAAT FATAT FRT AL | R & e
sit ag faer =y o vev 8, ag agd e
F 1% AT AT Vg1 & W A9 F fog
qgA WTAEE HHH FIA ATAT AT VR
2 | 39 AW F O FI1 2 FdaE wv
FF & | WY I (FHAF Y ZAAT AT
ATAT 9T 37 2 fF 79% 99 g9 & T1%
Wy 22 EY g9y a4 vl T AU qFT
F fAUqE AT G FIE GFIA AGY AT
ar e, § g ¥ faAw ws §oug
FgAT ATRAT g 7% TT 1 AT A7 5
FFEN T4 HITH ATHA T AT THTT
q2A T FA | AE GATF AT TR
FT YT & IAFT FH AW AT T AY
TEITANE T AT ¢ AR (v
FT T |

3 pPM.,

s{Y s {5 @it . (79 w2
ITEATTA HE1RY, g aga &1 =T
faug & o oy Snr oA Tz
2\ TEgEaE 0 g7 v ggA € qEeT
& A7 Y TAT sl g1 TE & fF AR
IOY T & | g9 AR T qgT AGA A
qTETCRE S99 9 T &, A ag
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9 | T TAT & GFET § g FTA ZAR
T AT | SqHT Tt SFIT
2, A T @ F@r |

TR FAT @ &, 3 fawg ¥ agq
g I ATERAFAT TG g | T ag
FAA AT T § | T8 ¥AT § AT
frararag Aaga i sz A= g@ € |
i 37 U A g W T &
affed | g9 @n o a| ¥ Fofm
¥ 9y gr € SUH qg TF AT
TF T ¥ A G F1 qA7E g% afsal
¥ oper gW &) @A W A9 F
AT a5 T80 §

S 7T T T 5 gH v g T
Fao fary T FA7 €, A9 § "wEa
g | faw zafaa 5 ag e @ & wmn
2 A TAT ¥ FaT 9 @9 & T,
ag g T ) T g A o
& 1 {95 M § | UF qY 89 a5
FY ST a7 & fF Q84 E F 8 I ¢8%o
X faat a1, 38 A § A1 gH &t
I wrAT & =J1fgd | g 9 eR-
J[WEAT HI7 ZIERASAT FT AT G
fom T ], 9 w1 weAqe @ g
THE HATAT TAN AT THAATA ST
T 8, 39 AY 1% @ 7hag fag T8
AT & | 1 a9 Y TW AT A OAT
g amImTAngd | g ar faw Tw
I I T IAT ARAT § 6 7g Y g
FAF ¥ g, IF 9X gH Ifgee AT
Arfed | gH 9 G FY qE0T T8I
FHET AT | ITFA FT AT FEAT TH
TAE § AR @ TAR I g A
HIAAT ST | T ST av a8y § |
Y Y IR FT "I A AT TG
|qxq & F ot gw T @ § ag wfasaw
AT AT & &7 ¥ A & afed IR
F &7 & g | 39% wiafor Sur &
ﬁaﬁa‘mm%aﬁwmm&m
688 RS—6.
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FAX F TF, IATAT 7 Y g AT § |
7 @1 fafreex wEem ¥ fragw wem
fo ©F TET T dgTAT ST AMER
o o v arer A § S T Ty
AT Y T qF | qT Fg Y feArE WA
®1 ATq § AT TF SAD AT TR AGH
F TG TF g FT 4T 9.3 §1F A0
TE & WK T FA T § G A |
M TR T A @R %R
arFaaT AT g ar fewifer sradr #y
EH T &1 qUSHIT T TEAT =91 |
9 O ¥ AW qg FgAT & fF v @
T wfuwir aq@ aWY AT g, afed
FAG ¥ H g sface w1 =ifgd fF
ZATT TS AT T G2 F1A9 7 |
T AR § Al 9T # aTq 9 #Y
TEW TG § | qg AAHT AT & | W
AT A WA AT v & ar g |
gH aR s @t g g R g A
W ¥ WRT #R ) Afe wWR
qF AR woge g & At
S §9 a8 gaavAtq § a7 gRm St
F AT AT q9 FEET | qHiOd
# TH ¥ T F AL H 9gAT g | A
T A% T F G gH g A
EHEC

Surr NAFISUL HASAN (Uttar
Pradesh): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir,
although I am in entire agreement
with the objects of this Bill and I am
second to none in seeing that this
system of dowry should go from our
society, I am not optimistic about the
success of this measure. In particular,
I feel that in its application, it will
fail to achieve the object for which
it is being made, Whether the parti-
cular amount of money is paid as
dowry in consideration of the mar-
riage, will depend mostly on the
evidence of the parents of the girl,
The parents of the girl who get her
married to a young man will be the
last persons to come forward and give
evidence to that effect in the court.
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On the other hand, it will be open
{0 any person who is inimical to the
father of the girl to come forward
and make allegations that he has
paid dowry in connection with the
marriage of that girl. In short, 1 feel
that this measure may lead to a crop
of litigation without in any way help-
ing to abolish this dowry system
which it is our intention to abolish.
But I think that at the present moment
we are only to consider the three
amendments which we made in this
Bill and which the other House has
been unable to accept. The first
amendment of ours with which they
did not agree is the one in clause 2

which gives the definition of dowry,

in which we had said:

“that at page 1, at the end of
line 9, after the word ‘given’ the
words ‘either directly or indirectly’
be inserted;”.

Before I take up this or any other
amendment, I may also point out
that we should not in any way be
influenced, in considering these amend-
ments, by considerations of vur pres-
tige; we have once made these
amendments and the other House has
not agreed to them and, therefore,
we must not agree—I think that
should be the last attitude which we
should adopt. After all, the Members
of the Lok Sabha and the Members of
this House are the representatives of
the people. If a particular measure
is going to benefit the people, I have
no doubt in my mind tHat we shall
ultimately agree to that, If our
insisting on any of these amendments
results in a joint session, I think we
ought to welcome it because when we
sit together, we can have our say;
they will have their own say. Either
we agree with them or they agree
with us. There is no question of
prestige. Therefore, I should submit
that our attitude should be that we
should consider every amendment on
its own merit.

The first amendment, as I have said,
is with regard to the retention—I
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should now say addition—of the words
‘directly or indirectly’ to the Bill as
it was originally passed by the Lok
Sabha. I have no doubt in my mind
that, since there are various means
by which the objects of the Bill may
be defeated, and it may be that an
indirect method may be adopted and
the dowry may be paid, I feel that
the retention of these words 1s neces-
sary, and we should insist on this
amendment. Another reason why I
submit so is this. Once we suggested
this amendment, and if it goes away,
and the courts are required to inter-
pret this particular provision of this
Bill when it becomes an Act, it will
be very difficult for the courts to hold
a particular dowry being paid in
consideration of the marriage, if the
payment is not direct, because once
the words were added and subsequent-
ly they were thrown out by the Par-
liament it will be only the direct
payment of dowry in a  marriage
that will be held to be an offence, and

in its interpretation “dowry” will
exclude indirect payment,
Our second amendment was with

regard to the deletion of the Explana-
tion I. Apart from the fact that
payment of dowry may take the shape
of presents, there is one other point
which I shall submit is also to be
taken into consideration. Among the
Muslims everybody knows that the
proposal goes from the parents of the
boy to the parents of the girl, and not
the other way, and although there is
no kararded or settlement of dowry
normally, I have come across the
practice that whatever is given as
dowry or presents, an exhibition is
made of it, and to my mind, that is
very objectionable. A person who is
rich makes an exhibition of what he
is giving to his daughter, and he gets
what I should say: “Wah, wah”, and
“Khub kia” for it normally. That is
the approach. And his brother, who
unfortunately happens to be poor,
tries to copy him with the result that,
because he cannot afford to give the
same things and of high value to his
daugBter, he has to mortgage his
house and to sell his other property
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in order that he may not be looked
down in society.

Surr AKBAR ALI KHAN: But
there are regular demands also in the
sister communities,

Surt NAFISUL HASAN: It may
be, but I have not come across a
large number of cases in that respect.

Anyway, apart from the fact that
this payment may take the form of
presents—it may take the form of

money, ornaments, etc., as contained
in the Explanation—and is objection-
able, even the exhibition of that is
not, in my opinion, good for our
society. Therefore, I am of opinion
that we should insist that this Expla-
nation should also go, and when we
insist on the retention of the words,
“either directly or indirectly”, this
Explanation can have no meaning
whatsoever. If we take out the words
“either directly or indirectly”. and
allow this Explanation to remain, it
will be very easy to carry on with
dowry, and though it may be in *he
form of money, it may be called to be
only presents. So our stand will be
inconsistent if we insisted on the first
amendment for keeping the words,
“either directly or indirectly”, and
agreed to the retention of this Expla-
nation I in clause 2.

As far as clause 4 is concerned, to
my mind there will be no harm if we
now agree to its retention, and my
reason 1s that, actually, 1t is the
demand for dowry which is most
objectionable. Probably, we suggested
the deletion of clause 4 because we
thought that it may lead to unneces-
sary litigation. A person, the father
of a boy, if he does not agree to marry
his boy to another person’s daughter,
the daughter’s father may go to court
and make a false charge that he was
demanding dowry from him, and
therefore it was thought that this
clause should go. For the matter of
that, as I have said, the othor provi-
sions of the Bill are also open to that
objection. It will be a matter of
evidence of course, which the courts
will decide. Their task will not be
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easy and it will be a very difficult
one, but as we are going to pass the
Bill in the present form, I think there
will be no harm if we agreed to the
retention of clause 4.

With these observations, Sir, 1
thank you for the opportunity you
gave me.

YA FET FATIT  ( F=7 4T)
graamfa wgiRy, @S AT Aew ¥
Tre fae I & | AT 95T ¥ AfwaAr
F UMY A A FART @, THAT |
T quA § Ag mrar & oI
ST 9T T RIS geEqr @l TIT |
qedl FT 7@ E FHFRE g W
g7 AT §1 e dear WY @ § ar
IqF FFRT agA HT qOT 9 gy AT’ §
R UFAER I T O g 99
gt IaRr qf 7§ FL awn ar
FefEar F1 Saw qEFETD FT PR
gronat & 1 zafea § st g i el
famr & F15 ¥ qegr =gy W@ qA 0
&y, AR feard oy @ fv7g 9 927 &
quel T@ aFAT g | Fr AT g fF
733 HX asfwat o fadn &, wow
# qEee FX AR WA F AT TSA g
Y qEet | § A 7 g F ags W=
fareti & WY IawT Y @ gar § faadar
fi& g v faerr ax giar & afen
3w wefwar & fax ugr-famr asHr
@ T g a1 @S & agr-far
gt FE HIT T & {F T ST Ao
grr 2 T 39 TerE Woaw
F 8 a8 a1 T & AV 39 T SHFT I
gv g% AN &, dgT aF fF au F
TF 9ME q¢ A9E dao7 fagr T "}
gEY e IR AT T AT @ 98
T fear T @ ®9F FT & a9 4T
g7 | 3] wE T aga &1 agfEar
Fmd W@ W § | I NRT A gAA
¥y & fF AT ox dn asfwar & )
=% arar faar agy § grenfw = foar
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pavRy Fom FA]
T dg7 AN AH0T 4 9T qF HAAA
¥ & a1 & v H T 5 AT ASlHAT
Tg T | I Y TF qEA QFo To
‘9T 8, UF TR 909 &, TF dlo To
BT FIF &F TE §, 9C I7HY afear
741 g% 2 % I8 Y ¥ fag o=
IFF AT AT I9F TS
FY FATT § TAq & AT I FY AT TqAY
I g 5 3 SawT &N 2 W O
F ) Tt g § & A8 wwa @wdy
fe gaTa Wregad g or @r g |
W9 g9 @I gy T & ¥ 39F fax o
e AT g Srar Wfgd ) X F g
| @i g fr o § @ SaA A
g & gw a7 #r fagdr g saEr /@
FLT ¥ IaaT & SareT G4 EW ;g
TS § Wi AT § | FAT gHIR I
dar 74T § a gATY aefEAT 7 Ay
g AT g A & 0 gafaw A
gaE & fromar & faa & fad, aefen
#1 gfaar & foar, 9 & 39w Iow a@
g PR & A qr w5 W FqeEr
&Y @ Ty 1 FfE gET WA 9
et qft a1 gy FAT & a3 )
T T & fF o gk awht @i
I R A wE & frogw R @ A
TEd, 2§ g ffgw, gud gaEs
HIT 1 TET TFT FY @ AT G
wdY § 1 AT A gt ot gw T #
R dt geT wEfenr 99 wgIw
ST & a1 I gwaAr AL A W AN
e 91 & fr qra foar & amar fen
qrfs g FFIT | a@T F FAAar W
ug W @A & i wiT ag IR fig
i AT {971 4d TET TTHIT AT IqHT
gal AT qq gw waT FXT | @ F
Tt adr gt A § 7@ g A wfaay
A @ FT AN BT qglaT T ST
# sfag ad) awady | ag 1 97 @R
F g & W Agd a3 ITATIAILC 8,
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gohafy & ud-mgrw & fed T
FTEY TTaT 3 | AfEF Wo F 99T H
aferrs FgT & 30 3 A1 § 99 5
st &7 @ifer g @ g, 5o a-
T=41 1 fgary foeary & fag & W
Tear @ @ & wdmad @ A
AR S FT qIEATa §gT w9 AR
ffeg &1 F g @ § | @l W
BT N 2gT H T4T &1 @ FL g GO0 A
¥ Ad wrar fF &3 @rw wonm, FE AT
ST & fed WrEaEy g1 T |
¥ A 3 qrAw 7 adr ¥ qrad fas
arE FE QS g 1 wsww A & AW
ror WY g &9 g7 & | 7 HI ATA-
T=41 F1 9Q1 A& TFY, T AT ASTHAT
F qia e &1 AE X o, O
F2T ¥ IAA0 &AT AT 6 S 2T F
faa 3 @87 )

WEAT ¥ TR e 4T A A,
R AT A A =T § | Wi § O
ATAT-FaT gH AT 3@ £ A7 56 /I
a<EY F7 T 2 | ogT g & & a%ar
frag A% | O SET T A 7§40 §
TeT 9 i FAT @I g S g |
It ¥ ST FY A THAT TIAT B 1F
& wefrur gATL Sta &7 W Er T |
aewT & da1 @ ¥ gw ot gl
Ty & | wefem ¥ dar R W EH
g A& AAQ, qE AeH FT 489
2 B e P owew gEed
& TaAY AT ¥ o &1 HAT 95,
T ¥ fod aga a3t AW gl HREH
AR A TG FT AT AR ASHT HT
Sfya ot gue g T | AEr /1 @
F F AT FAT & | a7 off g F
FETT IAAT AGT | gEIR WR@Ew W
Tl ¥ o ¥ & wraefar |
qg famar g2 o e 9 A
& IH gatg AE &, HOET FT AT,
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@7 |5, FAT 6T qg @ATT AT & |
AfFT o9 AR F I W UF W
gt it & At 7@ et @ ey
¥ foenr oW, TET AN J@T R ) T@HT
T A A} F CF A g A
7 & agd fres gu & AR e ¥
AT TFR F T & WL A TR GYR
TF OFT ATATIT qET & GHT  ITRAT
g 5 B & @t g fx
A AN & TRNETIE T T AT0ed |
T g ¥ wif g g oA @
ST gH AT H agd FH A9
R ATENE W F
qer wefwat gh AR 7 g oo
qraey ¥ gg @ § I F Y oF et
§ 1Al 7 A A o
7Y & fad framT $9X 99T ST 997
a7, BT S=° g% g, foamt SaeT
gt gun, frw @1 ¥ SR o
[ETT 93T | EHIR WX §IEHT ST
Fe3 § o o A ferat & =t &0
¥ g ¥ A war fa fomr 8%
T T & 1 F &Y o gt g, A fE
Y A oW ¥ faw gt 9 § )
TAR WIS qEa™ &A@ # A
¥ g g & 91F g § fF gw A
F @A, § A1 W E, ¥ TG AL AT
FTgAT < 4 & A7 AL AAGr | @l
& o a4 SR

st fFmd ™ a9 #r 99
ge widt € 1 FEd € gW 9
ATH qg TG AH |

st 7t e I (Fmmae ) .
T T ¥ gE¥ & ST faem § )

sfiadt Foort TARY © GF 7T G
TR & A SAET A AT qIF
Iy T & & gwy T a1 fF @
w& & ofem 7 7 NS a1 gy ey
& =rfed ot | T =T & % ag wr A%

[ 28 NOV. 1960 ]
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g g Tt A @ ¥ 9 2 AR)
T T AEE ¥ AFT W AWK
W TS A AT AR F faF o
TWr A FFT AT | T U TG ¥ TG
T FAT AT | Ay wEar g fF S
T T T WL | qTET O
fr ag A @1g Forgar evg ¢ °
qr a5 & 5 F oft o §
aEF ¥ 9TE ® W) ug A8 qwdy e
# fradt qdfeg ¥ mE g A 9.
T T I A a9 A gEF A ALY
IR |

5t TR T AT A Y
f& oo A9t ag sy st

M a

F

sftaat FOIT FRIRY ¢ g aFAT g
q o 9§ AT A 7 =1 & Al

g1
(peons ) s Lpunl] greayt
Rl UyS  dd o 3 ol (el
- &
[tsfmat st fogad (SR

wex) : @ WA ufg w @@ o
g & 1]

Al PUT FWWY ;. IqF FR
oY Y T AZT G ] | AW Y
o 9f F FY ALER WA A
FLA, TG 9IST 1T FITHTL AT FLT,
aY 9ua S N Ay TEd ) W
1 dis golt wo A9 € e &

st et a| e g g

st For T e @
& 7 & g e ag A el
fiF o g9 @& @ A @ 78 g9 @
@ T @ F TN IR Y, DA
FL ATH! I IR F4, IGH T
§ off frerer & & ) oY W FA

+[ 1 Hindi transliteration.
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ik isi
FT a9 & | 9 qF A TAT g€ AR
FEr fF sEwEEr 8 foaan sEen
ad aF aSH! ®7 A fAAEq @ AR
IqF SET F @I FAT T, IJGHT
e @A g1 ST | 9gt 9%
IF W ¥ G fogr mr g =R
firaeT €1 a8 AT & 9T 9%E T FE
f5 @ agl 9x ATEUAT FT FTH FS
TEAT AT §, HIH! wE-g@T 2 91w,
ag A R 1 AR T g | vEy 75
o qfdfeafaar A qmaT w8, 7%
TH SFTE THT AR g 297 F7 o= |
wim s g mamarmia #
faoger & wam 7@ I =g AR
o Gyr WY T3S & Ay ax e fAfvg
F AE | AT AT @7 ALY @

TR oqrr W @ OF 9=t W e @ -

& fa &9 FY /AT FW AV T9HT &Y
Y g & &g #1E Y uar \var faar
REUE R E S T T Lt e B T
T F qT GIET G FT a9 gAY
&G 3 g fAe #1E & q@1 q™Y w1
e o @t TR @37 39}
¥ I, Y IW T I@ | W qE
QFHT GAL AGY FLAT § Al 9ga qwa
g fwoaft guro A ow g gWd
Hter WY A § qg WA 99, UE
9@ T FT FE H TH GIH FT A
AT | TAT AGT A FGT AT FT AT
TR T FA g g & famr faw
fed ard amelt | @ TRy SEE
TE-FET  FL WX Il EE
T B | R I aFr AT AT Y w9
¥ @ § wsfeal & o o awen
IO B AT | WGAN ¥ THT FS
ot sy JEY I Sy WuAT J4r F6,
AT ATHT B WA AT F qaATfaw
T AT &Y | 5 Ag HIAT AT fer Yy
IE T a1 ag g 5 7 @E gy
T TEHT F1 DY AG, 98 TG T 5

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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Y § HUAT ASFY I HALH M0, ASH
F fag wo Afaaa F oGER T
ST, F9 AW g T AW TR T
A T g A WA Ig A
AEFT 47 AT & O & IF I A A
o sEwT &1 AET T=AT g, AT
AT FIF THCST FA AqQr g | ar
AT F qgT FT TG &AW ! Sq@T AW
grr & Tt o qfEwa gt & | " &
TF FEIFL J g |

ot fEEh <t om . g Y uE AT

Y

g

st g Tl : E, wgT A
W AT & | W S A BT TG ey
& | gg WY 97 %7 g7 Tadl § A 9%
fea & o w1 & wfa =g gar &)
7g ga< a1 & 5 ag Y gema §
1 el gAY FTOET W@ A TR
wWuw AT & fa ¥ a9 ¥ 9f7 g
I &1 &1 W7 a1 @ & | g
F F= ) wEw o fed 9 & famy
AN & TE A ATT T ST 2 o

st { A W |G F IIA 99
g1 FgHr & g A T AR ww =
qa st g fr et faw ag o 9y
il

saet Froqy FANY . @R/T F fAw
FHI QAT ALY &Y qHaAT & | A WY O qry
g WK & sdt g £ A #7 gag an
gar & A A W G w®W & fau
AEHT FI LT FATET 2 | UF &I HIATG
g gt § A9 AT I9 A9 BT T F
FOT AN T FT AFA & | § AZ A1
T AW g R ¥ g ¥ T
FT WIEAT AT AT | §T UK HIQHT
ug gRzar & fr oot & 9 & ag e
AT A& a7 THaT § | §< AIRHT &
fear & ag w9 9 & fF oSwEy oY
ASFT &7 ATET EFO 41 IW &F ¥ s
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T R 1 g B @ FR qrarer oY A
dnit ¥ T oaT g R W gu Fe
qfed et & 1 ofeT 3R A Y w aw
FYIRE FIT@ & T I9 T T AT Y
AT AT qEE F T Fg qv e &y o qan
FI$ TR TG AT S FFYIRE &
9T F5 T3 ) A FEF F7 9999 98 &
o S FeamE w1 qar foar #war 2
q a8 wuAT AT F HaTtaE gm T
FF AT &1 ¢ | TH qg  q I« FE
M FLr & a1 ag ¥ o e
F qafa® $G T TP T FAT &5 8 1
T TR O aga At free & f
S SurET XA 99T Arem § ag wue
TSHT T SATAT FIIT T § AT g AT
w1 FAT 0T {9 AT @A FT AT 2
f& azF U F9 & fAT JaR
T T TR S 9T T g AR
AETTE F1 AT F@T & ) TEH
e g BT § A gwa R A
FHT & UgT ¥ 9 AT TE HI qREY
TE g5 | I W qHT q9AT A Ay
2, 0@ faelt 6 2, qumaw g9 av
Tl B & 29 g ¥ o § and) A
% faq o 78 g, % 9T 9 & fau
AT ALY § RT A%y q%g A AW &Y
ST § | HTST TF {IT FY FEAT AT FA
& AT &Y A 1w A w e
@ gt & 7 a3 aumy ¥ w
g T e faed S & ogwTy
TS I FATIY | ST AW FT 20
&Y ST T FTEE T 7R favrear &
T F FIN SAF FT TR 49 qAT
I ;@ | E G ¥ AT AT
3 TET I THAT | €T AT HTAT-S AT
IFATE | § arfemTHE 47 §6R E WK
FIH TAT @ F&T E | TF g &
TIIT AT & HIT ZAR g9 § @9 g v
g\ Sl geTa Ay W g e
T AT & HUAY TOT ST FT q
# W@ F faa R e TR AT

[ 28 NOV. 1960 ]
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9 Fa gWr Aifgd WK s@ *
qenfaF s & T M |

g o 3| § wmgr g 0 oaed
a1l g Tl & fF 99 T At 9ars
F gaar syaT @ AT § st qeat
AR BT LT H ZAAT QAT 347 AT6EH |
a AN & GHT TE-TLE ' & AT |
T g ag A€ Frae B afaT a9
F1 W swa wrar-faar 7 R & & o)
IR Y I TAT @S AT R | FT
are-foast &1 a8 s A & R §
HqqA qgH AT AH! Y few I 7w
& a1 T TH qIg N HIT HY AR g7
g a4 ¥ I & faA § 7 1 ATEAT
d3 A & S F e W ;1 W)
Y @dT g1 foar &1, do wo v
UWo To g, FX g fFHY TeFT ¥ ey
F@T & AY ST+ 93 # FHH! I TEET
21 W an ¥ fag e g,
IAHT TR A g1 ATHT a8 78 A-r Freaar
foF TR FE AT FY FT 9T QAT |
I &9 91 G9IST H J87 g1 ad 18
g fegm ¥ gl & g Ay AW
sgrer d|d ¥ A7 W R R A e R
qE-aTg F AR 9 FIG g | AT
AN UEm g F gia 59 A ArEAw
T @ E 2 | T & € gA e
FAA AT W W @i g o

9 AT A g T AT § A
S 3 AL FT HA a4T @ & HT
IEH I 919 @ ¢ 5 39 7w arar
ZqAT €T & A X FFar g AT ZaA0
AT AR F g fear o gwar }
ar 3EE AT ¥ FE a<g F faEw a
STt | TS o &Y g9 Tl § 9
q WS | AT T GWE T gaT g
wfer foady o o9 99 &, o9
¥ T &9 UFS W A A g AR AT
YR THT AWT & 4PT g5 a1 ag
FT FQ TG0 ? A AT A FY L )
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[sfrwir oo Fard]
WA W St TRl faw amm S @
& S A 7 4 ug wem = g
IR W ¥ fFaR ey geifa € 7
fra 7 € | weifa & fag @y A
¢ fr 7 ol & w W wwafew
T AT €, arsfEa W wwar g, WK
TS S W JhaT R 1 9T ST 99
fe T 7, AR 7, 0F FIR ¥ TR AR
g9 F @I 2, F U9 I AT g9
AT FE ¥ T 9 7 QY R T
I FT Haww g8 g1 5 g T
T WY W AqEH T AT 1 A Fgdl
f& wow e s & o st 9@
Fear, dt it 4, gege T A
fear, smow arely 7€ €, FEQ T8
@ o f5 =il & g wnfed, god
W & 1 oargd, s me o8|
¥ A, g BN T SR Y
W ONER & gK 9 qeE ¥ O
WE\TW%E‘F{ M AKX FT
g A TR ST R
EAT &1 [T &g & W AT AR
9 T 99T AEY Sedr 8, g dei
dF &1 9T Fgar g, gWI< qgi 9
¥ #efeat g AT ST 8, & Al
B o I, 3 W § 9 ¥ 59
qie G 9 F Wifed | v o Afed
fF #95 &1 W@ T T AT G @
T\ A9 AT Ut i w9g & wg AW
®e wfew o= 7 87 ot g ar dan
wTw graT g % W A g g E
g Afafea o 795 §: 99 < 97
ag 1 A AT EY W®T & | 39 NHH AR
for o= @ Y EEE T R g @
TEE H1 A & fod g gan @t
¥ g

WG &} & ST & qqE TF
SIEHY &7 Y T WY qrAEAr gy

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

Bell, 1960 l4g

2 9AW 9g T TG 9T ;EAT 8§
FT @1 GHaT g, F47 9 AT § | a8
dt 94 @ & fod g o gaffa § )
st 1% WY FEA AT & SEHET HEW
gha WEW & & AR 9% q9aT § o
IHHT FET Tt gty o 7Y a=ar
2 | #1E EFT T a1 IFwT i wET Oef-
qfgdt W TG gwar § afew wew
T & AN 9% qedT & 1 SIS &T
g W A T F J A 9T g=4Av
& | goifa 43 g7 @ & fF sser
2, 9gT | ¥ T, T T F TN
D R & | afew faw & o
2 oY 0 T | TEY § 9 < A FFl
g fm vo Ay R R
fF e faq & g7 #g w@er
gl €1 A8 T | g1 & 9™ gF
ag dT o qg T@ar wrfgd 5w
FEQA TS @ gaN a9 &1 99
g 78 fr o= @ rgarwed T
Fr AT WL T §T T Fr AT
fif a7 AT ®GT AT 1 37 T7 AT
ffT AOELT I FIF AFT IqAT €qqT
AT G FT R S WA qAsET FY
TET FET & | A AT FIE ASH FT
foaT TTAT ¥ 3qT & OV I Y AT F7
HI1AT A A FM O 87, g favgt
uw AEHl | @gF F waAr qEAY
AT & SUY IEHT HTCHAIAT FT AT
g1 ST & W I 9% FT UF I0fr &7
AT &, WIAT TAT qF @I & | A
FiT< T§ WSl 37 ATF F WraT far
qx AN AEl 8, SARl qA FLEET
g A1 T9T FEWT §, T ST qF F
ged ¥ ;1 QA 7 A8 IW AGH F
grel FY 7 FEFR TGAT 7 FqH7 4f -
o ag O % SE WEHY 4 Wy
@gdl & fag 9 37 #T A 375 fF
ag A9 IFT G TEM | Iq LA TV
ST T &1 SATANT | FErhT AT JH
¥ A g AT o osgg @
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FfoT1gar IS 98 ST | 3HE 9T
g Ja1 5 g1 wn & 5 afk s«w
SR & 7T AT g T F1 Q1 gE]a
FE TEaeT Y BT § FIFATES BT FHAT
g e gg g fr oafe e
graefl F IOY FY AL ¢ AT TG
FFA® § ar 15 fyw & @ ag
FITAEY FT 3T | QX BAFI | ATAA
3T @S W X TY AFAT F1 TG EHAT
FAT HIFT g AT | 3§ § FFav
¥ 9gT & WA I | AT AT
rfa &Y T SYRT 4717 AT | TE 3T
IAd gl WA ¥ fim e ¥ agA
gaerl E IgEaEE@ g W e fF osed
FT WINAT BS99 FT qWAT § A&
fe Sy WTE, S¥ °HF ¥ OFEA R,
wfede F1 qgx war off ") Fg fear
for ®AT ST u I §, HT TH FIF I
#ifsdr S ag 95w oo smar g
Y a1@ TEU F WA ¥ G Y gFAY
Z | 9 ST AT § a1 UF HOAT S
21 oITaT & | fe e #Y g Auer asA
W & SUAT oo AR NI S
FTET &Y AT 2 | FHI TR A |
T & 5 g7 MR Ig TFes @
g gATA d=H HX IR HT FIS
q@e® 7 g | g WA 99 F g
§ oy ST §, a9 98T I FgT & qg qATA
T & W T I R AWA QA
T I FAL AFIAT AT F | B
a7 Gar qrar frar R S g8 F &
fed duT v ? &9 a9 1 ) fEr
T F, AT T F, 999 FF AIE
FEA TE FIAT IO AT §

R AT g7 39 FIA W WIS
Y @ W § & oW W9 FX Ug
AT ST & GO R ares aq qwar
g Ot | W OISR MQTEH WP
FIRVITIIAM AT S & wwEq

[ 28 NOV. 1960 ]
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§ fF mifam@e & JvEw gw oav ¥
faa & 7% 3 fawme & #43 wic A
FPAAI 8 AR T FF AMAT & | 39
fad & =med g 5 S oz fom oo o
FC R Y, WA ¥ 7 A faeger @
fagrer €1 o fF SN & &7 o faar
ST AFAT @ 1 Y Ty ¥ qanfaw
TS HITHT TUHT AT F1 AL AT T 2,
g 3F §, T ST 9T WF FT 99T
2 98 WRT &7 g9 74 a9 ¥ Ifuq
Tl FIEH TEAT | FED &7 FR F 1
uF Al AIEHT IGT & 7L 97, 59 o
I S TE TR | W ey g 5
g FE OH AW ) e el
fora® @R AT qUaRer @ 90 F fog
g3 S 99 | A ar e faae &
g T A W I F7 7 qfvomw
garg F gard agr ok asfray #
FEATE AT =T & 1 AR A Y 2 f
I g T AT A @ AET BN X
FY IEFS TN & | T H TSHC HIEHY
FN 3 AT 9SaT & F4r
S F AW T AT & oS =g
oA A T FHAT | Y Fg7 AT
5 war A T gHE A owEy
Y I | IEH w9 AT A ALY
T & g o A wE g o
g SId A g AR W,
HEE FEF TWH WU, dhe T
F a9 "I AR 92 TG F 599 qT-
WX TH AT IR SriHRAT WK
Ferfrar Hr AAT W) I fad awy
qAg F W & faee o ) ==
¥ dur faerlt § T sosy gam A
AT T, AT AT AT G0 | S
w fed fF T A1 o g
ag el a7 ¥ F5 AP W I
HFAT § I S @ AT AOT § IHHT
IO I qgA FET § A W & A
A% fuear 97 9g w9 @ W ¥
fae TR 7 gy 9 9™ R faen
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[ Feo 7]

a1, a8 #9 UF &av A< frerm &, o
QT A R aTad F7 faenT ¥ €Y qarg
g TET | W IRE 1 OgH SrE
faema 78 & a9 W FgAmr @y 2
foF aTqdr AWM, gATX IR AET &
g fedge o@, AR gw SR
Zowd & [IF AN AT TET T 7@ |
T G W ¥ ANET W oW 9
qX AT TSAT § ! TR faw a off
FAT FAR F Fewrq A sman g fw
v feadt FH A | A=A E fR
I AT @I g1 1 WS F W 9T
TF TR A TR AR A W F
st f& mfEn & sraa o wifag
g o fom® S W 9 w1 g
A ARH FL qF | 98 Fed g F
g | aefray F fad 9T W
araT, sTars & 9t wefrEr & o
FgT § ad 7 fRAAr mEE o)
g T FiuF anfedt A d@r g AR
g ggT @7 € WX 0T dSH off
trdmr W RS A A .9 Sw
AW T AWT WX A aeF & faqr aw
WY w aresE A F faem frend
HI 29X IUT F F ¥ FAR ®IAT
R @ FAT YL | AT JAEE U
YT WYY & A, uF FEEER &
fad framm &fs1 & 1 w0 @ arferar-
¥ A AL AR WL AT ZG0
TOAT O AW S AV UF AT I OFATS
2 afen 9w @ fro wfears W
gs oY, § & JEr § TR A & AL
qrzal WA WX § A qrEar o
ZE | FOF FAL TF FST HFHIT AW
F7 oar fF @gw aufaat & 0w
F fad =g 1 off AR @ T
FE FE AT AqAT IART AT AT
SXAT & 3g T & 0T § | Ay 9% q9r
T 74y 9§ & 5 ew et & w A A
TR TE T IET & TEI ST g%

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

Byl 1960 148

g Ig TEATT ( ATXATS N Y qi #Y
TR A9 TgAr & IgWr @i &7
ST G0 FIAT ATHE AT FL A A
g | w9 Ty O @ ¥ W 5ER
fa gz Ffx R & ar gy Y &Y =
T g W STET A1 & grer orar &
ar R ft qaree e o) omeEr @
FF 59Tt FEW & difew
g B I & W oy qred
TAHAT &, SUX TASHE AT fmew @,
Fefoar #1 foer &, mdf @, smg
g AR s f7g o 757 2 gk Ty
T @ Y 2, IUH AT WAGHT T
AT §, ST THET F1 T E, Y
F e &1 ee § # 4g |9 s
FTF S A @B ¥ wwar
T | 359 wafaw 41 Y qerg @) @
O AR W 7w A gmiw @y
STt | sl T Sg A STg A Agh
¥ AT 9 4g ATIT T gl ST
HIT I AT 4TAT T FIY TF 394 & A
gAY WA & F AW 399 fag srga
{F q & swT 7y 99 | FIU 78 &
fF gl 1 g9 9" T FT ey
afqa & e and faarg s o &
v o WWHT Tg R T BYET FraT
TIITHI qIE ER1 AT S gAY §F Fgit
fe amn aiferde & 9@ g T @
AT 7T AT R GA & F9 T a1 g9
aTRT FIT F fod JAT A & 19 ag
FAT FT A A& AT § a8 q TR
T F fadrw g, A0 & faenw
qET | S R SN § I9H gHaT
ug @i wifed tF gad wE A1 ffaar
AT &1 @1 & | g1 qXAqaT & w193
T AT g1 9gT T W AWT &1 =T
TG WA ¥ T F FAT Aifgq
AT ag T Afgg 5 saat afy 7 g
9@ | § @8 a9 fq" T § fF awar
F A IAS FIT H AR I farer
HRIEECEGECE RGPS ek
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T F AT § I T o=y gL e
g § 1 I a1 o« e & fag,
ITH @Y & faa, 98 aex F foor
HTH FF77 FT G § I 779 a7
F AT & fag, fomy a1 51 @ |
agi famar &, famy a=a7 1 foar 7y
g ar T § o) faek ==t & afgay
& a1 FITTALE a1 @1 § % A
T FTERX AT AOCHE Y TFE A F T
1 ITE T & FF 31 @l & B AT ITH
faqr 3 A%, FIST 97T TF L JT oA
T ¥ F &Y A7 @A T AT )
AMfgaa NI Eag a8 1 32
adi & 5w Thafaat & faa faeor
WENF TN R AN 58 1§ 7%
qI I AT AgA F faT 7y W@ g
5 g A0 ° & frgi 5 i
N TNT ®IET TRITT Fear g daEn
F& Z 1 AT T A TIAT AR FA aqg
qr gAT &7 3 NI 7

A & g7 a9qar F @[3
FLA g fF 37 A7 #r fag @ fregw
g far= fzar s 2R 779 & oA
g 3T & fag, .y ag o W g,
7Y T | AT FE S[A G TS @
aT 1 w1 FiT g1 747 I3 & v ogw
qITAT T, AL FX Ar g oy &
FITHTE IAT AT AR B 377 B4 BAF
F qUAY TG 7IAT fAT g | HIT FGHHT
g & w7 <@ W w4 argy wer
g 1 S Wi ag Far gar 43 g R
gg g T4 st O gw ag wivT W E
I T T W & "I F07 gay fa
FrAT AMAT g1 Al & | a1 9g a1 OF
AL & T F Wi A RCTT FIT
7T e gy fF # wga ar 9
w4l T a% f5 zaT ag faar &

3 wea fagg s g, arefaw
faarolty faae St § 9 ag & fr &%

[ 28 NOV. 1960 1
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Wt o Faw g g 7 fY A af
g | a8 A9 TF 1] A4Y g1 51T T
fir g gag afEmw 7df 577 | 7= T
WY & 9% g% ufadw § | g% a9 =i
7eY A1 AT #T qW gy qtET
F dq 1 AF AHAT TFT AERY HIT
%% 37 F IT FHAT | FH AN FER
Fa% (0 qeaTe) A H1R FX | g TF 918
F1 ag Tfgq fF waw ArgAt & 39 Ay
F 1 gmg Aafaw #% fF o3 o
a8t grar Tifgd 5 3 e war ==
YT g A & f77 39 3fag 7w 980
T 16 37% (77 wqdy g7 ¥ faadr &3
o< I9FT gag afEad #39 #1 fifra
FX |

HITET TFE T FAT 9T F FFAT §
& a8 @e7 w3l g0 AT OFIAT AT 2
faer ara 1T ¥ F 74 grar § ) g
a7 & &9 B g9 99 b ¥4 &,
3a% & AT g J9T & 1w
T § Iy & fear & v gy it
I" & T54  afsagr # Ay i & )
gA 33 fAa a1 w75 F9 I 77 24T |
FE AT AT FN T FAT Y T8 [av
¥ gHT TAT F1S A9 FIT JT TG I/
qTH AL FSfFAT #7 W 3 e F;
IH 1 I ¥ wk ¥ afert ot
gfea wré a7 § Faife 9% aig A7
A WG & | FC HIE ST FTHEAT 3,
FITT AT &N AT TERT FE AT AT
T T AT AT ARA A AT A
qF HICET TAE AT H1S LA FA AR TL
AT LT GHT | AT AT AIRT QI § gH
Za aftady FX AT | F ATV 6T Q@
qREAY T & FHIC G | AT TG F 7@y
HAE | FET R gTR @SAT ¥ S AT &
ATHF AL ATHT F @ G FC &
& 1 ga a1 19 9T A I F AELAQ
g1 gw & AT TR AT A, W
FG G T W AT | STgT 9 T FAEATH
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[sftueft o Humd]
A ST § Fgr 9 afz qar fad o g @
AT I GERT FT O, AT AT @A
AT

FgT § WIE AR FY 4 WA §
f& afrm &, w17 & T st )
AT | AT AT § ) AT F 4T weaw
AT wAt Y 937 W ], =G qFfA
T L, g wrfa F MR &
# qg wedr g fF ag Y & gt 2
93q § g TG FF GHAY % @S A A
Y A I § 9 TF 9 ) TUa% 9
T FT AT | @f@T ag grar g
fom ag Fgar & for garar e faemaa
AV fear 9 AR q& wgF w1 fqa1e
7g g § % g 993 agd w99 arar
g ag oo faama v & fog 9w &
X A TET T FT JqTAF T @7 HT
-qurer & | W G ¥ I A
AN §g AT g WX 99 I AW FT
gt agr &t a7 7 € T=¥ IEF @
Y & "o & & wfT ) 5 oF frara
g fr faelr § fF oo
amE g gt W ST
HqAT 7 F fgars g omar & 6K 99
AT NHTC & 752 A1 g fF ST FT
ST AT & g § ST KGGT F WAL |

ot femt vw oA Fogw
ROt S F wArET aqg #1 ag 4
ATAY & FR_Y |

=t ggawialy @ AT @®@F F AR
¥ Far a1 I § | fad e gam
ST g S A # ag afd

SHRT N. M. LINGAM (Madras): Let
her continue, Sir.

Mg, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: She is
going on at random.

4 P.M.

HwFt goor wAE AR A
AT FHT ATAT HeT gt °T ITLATIT
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we, TNt @ET
AT que ¥ 3% ALY & | g AY 1T W@T
wg g fr wr A% sgmEr e dar
g ar T=Fr I JE N FE FAur
T AT A FT GHAT § | &1 9B
3} 9T O F FON F IFT F 3990
GaT far & 7 o fewre Y & a€ feme
faeger #&1 gt wifegd @@ FT F
& 19 99 ¥ fawms g | F A i F
fgars g, @ @Y fswre 7g i Tnfem,
7 femre ag & wfgw | 7 98 7
@Y ot fr stgr @@w foan s s9 %
ot F9 ®1 F9 2 AT 40 | §
Fgir 5 AU gt qW ¥ T T
I F Fg @ g A A 9g A9 &2
FY [E FUT | FEL, WL GATT
gafyg A @ 39 & F F AT
¥ o1ar § @Y § TR F gy w0 98
IR G T AR HIE, qEA A
ff T F1 AT TG O | galaw §
Fedt § % ag fewre arel o 9@ §
TER T N A TG AT AN A
TEH G oY a1 8 | I v o=
gAY 98 WO 9 @y § a=F a7
qEH A T P | AL F=HF A
wefwrat Y fasm &1 W 97 F AT
faams aX T & | F ST &7 a R
? w2 AW fafae & dF w40
F a9 G g1 FT AN | I 5T 0 feae
FTEAY 1T AT €, 98 &N favEe e
& € Wi} g gAY SHar & fad 7w
I FHT HITH ERT AR I & [oF
TF 437 9T qEIEy o7 S J@ifE
) wfeat @3 femre qur 6T gu €,
39 N LAY FT AT AT & AREM |
G gea A ag W i asar & fv &
T TEaT Y AT et # ) @i
# =t g 5 o w=E ag ¥, 9%-
fawa & e, qg o IR AT T AT
frw w1 @ 99 & 99w gh TEr ar
R fenre &Y awy AN @S9 FT
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AR AT ST B § A9Ad @y
IRET FIX gg A 99 A g@dr )
AT T AT § |

@ fTaeE (TSEE) 99
aamafa o, & ff 5w g T F Q
R FEAT AT

AT geEm g ¥ T &
AW Fg R A S AW w9 S
AT JRIT § @7 F ar F gy qfe-
foafg oY &Y & | S9% wEA #T Aqew
o § ¢ §F I W@ A 99 F gER
FRWHAIga A aw gy & 59
FT AT 93 g wTHET AN, T I
F AW HAT J@A § | TgW gl Ao
[, ST AT T FET E, A o feraey
ga @ qeAE @ A A, qean
wod &, fod s ¥ g gy 2o
T EATH a7 gAR @Y § g I
21 a7 AT FgA & A 98 € v @
F amg ¥ 1% A wfEg A g
Y AE, T TG W1 ATRA | F4T
FA T F e gt g 5 Fwr
faTe a7 w0 ¥ 715 @9 w0 9% #7
FETA AEY AT, FIS QW qTqT AGT oF
FEY Y & AR Ay g & Sy
AT THTT gATY T 7 AT EFT AT |
ZA9T TR ¢, AIST I/ & I T A
TEfY 3 T1aT ¥ AT S GER W AN
I F FA AGT U FEL qEaT g |
ZATT JAT &Y, TAAT T3 &7 W TaAT
woaT g1, THY 39 a7 fSega A& e
=Tfed | gAY afg A S AT 1y 8
# I FT qHAT FATE | & QAT A
2 AT wiET § A} et § @ arer it
W FHAS & | A0X § SITEI0 7 AV 9G4
Y o SEeT | R e agiRar
U AT A #)Y, w7 § gy
%7 9= foes &T Ak 39 ¥ ¥rr F0
FT HYT T HIG F A€ IqAR FY, ST
Y gt qar € & ag fely & Fam A
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TNy
FIT FT G 3T F 9 G99 § AR
TGiad g 9 e @ v #}
T FET AT | TN FF FL T 45
ST g

Y TR agw (W= waw) o 99-
garafa wgey, sEd faw & ar o
FTHL T TE &7 AT § | 39 a9 arat
F1 QAETA T Al T R Ty
aar § 59 qwq ag fao g8 07 ar
Igaad W AU A ag or fF qr v
zaq 7& faset I wifgr o sfe
qg free & w1 Aweww A, F
waRar g, aga § qAfaw awan § fr
IqH FUH @ AT AR ¥ 39
g & g F oA ¥ gaem §
FTaw G AfET | WX A ¥
za fam & fas & St & @ fe
R gt § 3@ faor ¥ *% of <
T w® oidt v fad 5w fad ay
FEEFA &+ W ar g fafew
™ g % @ aF a3 ¥ FI1 Afawew
g TEY 9T A M aw a&

g Al g Ag Agd & T AT ]

ag flt W 9w J g A g
T F frar gL afom g § @ &,
% fawg H faee ¥ @87 Y A=-
haT A4 § | *fEe 7 9g e wama
g fF ag 9Ter s § 399 @A Jifgd
A Al frar A, awds #, e
T Ty FoE d¥E § wEm A1 Acfed 5
39 STaeE ¥ asfwqy #v feeat faem
g aa FX YF § a9 [T § 373
T & Y 98 AT § qg AW faar w
9 4 $g geufa o aan )

g WgeE vae (fagie) WA
e gy far § 7
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| oUW TgE TR AT T @
g 1 fazag g, 39N gagr 44 g )
AfFw A7 wads ag & fr 99 g I
YFIX F1 ITAfaFie gfear #1 3 IF
& T atads 1 a1 Tegm FsEA
93 3feee 3T, 7 oF faeg T Fardr
@ g A F | AT T TR FF
FreT g1 Mt AT 1T @A T T NET &Y
W wEw @ a1 T g sl faeew
FAT WY gErE g9 FT ST 21 A
g} A SgT @ @ F§F AT &
fo var faa gt § A FT ATIGHAT
A& & a1 {E A S Wifgd a1 W
Fe Wiaaw &1 wy wfex 1 afww
A ar g fifeag a9 & f o9 a%
et ¥ &1 §F IR N FAT A5 99
HIT SAHT TIANE 7T F17 @ ab
9 YFI H T gl 997 87 § |
it gar afew & ST agT § I
qITH T T F AIT gAT g )
JUI GEaTw & @Wals oEr sy
¥ agiz g 9w &, @fedr aF Sqar
FAT TN T4 AT | W THY qFA
qq & wawal g f5 o gazg § d@
a A wfed St &W SATE & Sqrar
F TH |

TF FR AT § HST HHT ATEAT §
fF 9t @ “siglEEE AT greTgRARe’
FT JFm 2 N ogHTAS fR4T Tq AT
g 4@ gamar g 7 oqafew & 1 3@
g Tt s1a A} 7z 3afaw fr owe
g7 faa®r aFa faadr § s ga+
TR ¥ ¥ aga ggfaag gt A
T AT g I TR I[Y AT Y
21 FH § T Hag &Y 299 TT WA )

ar A faw a8 i & f5 e
AT ZIT 9T R 7 STINFAT 0T T903-
AT & T a58 M TF & F FHW @A
arfgd | AT A OGRT ¥ A S
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FIENST TET § ST TEIL FART gl
aifed | gaF Tig A eREhE § 7
TZT SART A & A € AR § I T
SaTE1 IR SEr IWT AT § )

SHRIMATI T NALLAMUTHU
RAMAMURTI (Madras) Sir, I wish
to point out that this anactment for
prohibition of dowry was long await-
ed by all the women social workers
in this country, and those of the
workers who had been 1n contact with
the disabilities, with the hardships,
with the tortures that had been made
possible due to the insistence upon the
giving of dowry at the time of mar-
riage or before marriage and long
after also for various purposes, with
the cruelty that had been made pos-
sible 1n regard to the young girls
before marriage and even after mar-
riage, know that pages of history
could be wriften on that subject
Therefore, I have stood up to speak
in favour of this Bill coming into
force as soon as possible It has been
long awaited, and 1t 1s time that we
did something, to expedite 1ts passage
mto law

It has been said that there 1s this
flaw in this Bill here that there 1s
another flaw there, that therefore 1t
may not be operative, that 1t will be
futile to enforce 1t, that when 1t 1s put
into practice nothing would be forth-
coming, that dowries will continue,
that people will demand it, and all
that  They said the same thing with
regard to the Child Marriage Res-
traint Act, at the time when the
abolition of child wmarriage was
mooted They say the same thing
with regard to every piece of reform
and progressive  legislation Any
enactment of Parliament has force,
and at least 1t will act as a deterrent
It will make people point out to the
law that 1s there and therefore com-
pel people or ‘make people not to
demand dowries

With regard to the various clauses
in this Bill which had been accepted
by this House lately and which had
gone to the Lok Sabha and had come
back with certain amendments from
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the Lok Sabha, I feel we should stick
to our stand, Sir, not because of the
prestige of this House or the other
House, not because we want to merely
adhere to things as we have said those
things before, but rather because we
have gone 1nto the measure very very
carefully, clause by clause, and the
Minister of Law had secen eye to eye
with us when we did say these things
and he agreed with many of the
clauseg that we had recommended.
Having done that, the Bili goes to the
Lok Sabha and some other recom-
mendations are made, amendments
are made by the Lok Sabha, the Bill
comes back and we are asked to go
back on what we have decided. I do
not stand on any prestige at all. It
is just that we have studied this Bill
very very carefully and have gone
into the various #mplicationg of it.
Having considered it very deeply, we
have suggested certain clauses to be
delcted. As our friends had been
pointing out, we wanted the words
“directly or indirectly” at the end of
line 9 on page 1, and that for a very
definite purpose in the sense that it is
not only the direct giving of dowry
that should be abolished but also the
indirect way of inducing dowry to be
given,

Sir, there are many cases which I
can quote, but I do not want to stand
in the way of other speakers coming
forward to express their views. There
are very many hardships that have
been related, how at the last moment—
and in the picture houses you have
seen films brought out to show this—
just before the tali was going to be
tied some Rs. 1000 was less in the
amount of dowry that had to be given
and the whole function had to be
called off with the result that the
girl wag ruined and had to suffer life-
Jong after that, because for a girl
having gone to the length of the
wedding ceremony in the prime of
her life to be cast out as not wanted
at the wedding pandal is a tragedy—
we know what a tremendous shock it
gives to her, Many a case there had
been in the past that had ended in
suicides of young girls. The case of
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Snehalata is there, and I may tell
you that there are many Snehalatas
that have suffered like that. There-
fore, I will not go into these details.

When educated men come forward
for marriage, they say “My  father
demanded 1t, my 'mother demanded 1t,
I did not want it”, and so on. I know
of a case in South India where the
girl was beautiful and everything had
been arranged,, furniture, dress,
everything, Ultimately, the gentie-
man wanted a car, a particular make
of car which cost a great deal. The
father of the girl was hesitating as to
how he could find all that money.
Then also he was an educated man
and he said to himself, “What, one by
one I have supplied all these tremen-
dous series or Lists of things which
would cost more than Rs. 1 lakh. To-
morrow is the ceremony and at the
last moment he comes and demands
a car.”” He got a little put out as to
how long he could stand this insult,
and he said, “No car. The car will be
given affer the birth of the first
child.” Immediately the whole thing
was scrapped. For the wedding cere-
mony, cards had been printed and
thousands of rupees had been spent
on pandals and other preparations,
but the whole thing was scrapped,
and this poor gir! was pointed to by
society as a girl who had been reject-
ed by a bridegroom. There are many
cases like this in our society, It is
not only the women who are perpe-
trators of such wrongs in demanding

dowry. They say that the mothers-
in-law want those things. The
fathers-in-law also want them. It is

a fact that the whole society has to be
educated. You might ask “why this
Bill should be brought, why legislate,
you have to prepare society to have
a social conscience before any law is
passed. Thig will be only on the
Statute Book, it will not be put into
practice.”” We have to do both the
things together, While the law is
there the society can also be educated
and I can guarantee that many of the
social workers in the field will take
it up and disseminate this knowledge



159 Dowry Prohibition
[Shrimati T. Nallamuthu
murti]
‘that there is such an Act and, there-
fore, beware “You can refuse dowry
hereafter.” Therefore, I plead with
all the strength in me that the clauses
that were moved and accepted by the
Minister in this House should be still
Tetained.

Rama-

Now, I want to say something in
Tegard to this Explanation I on page
2, which says:

“For the removal of doubts, it is
hereby declared that any presents
ade at the time of a marriage to
either party to the marriage in the
form of cash, ornaments, clothes or
other articles, shall not be deemed
to be dowry within the meaning
of this section, unless they are made
as consideration for the marriage of
the said parties;”.

“This should be deleted and rightly so,
because we do not want to introduce
by the backdoor what we have abo-
lished by the front-door, as it were,
-dowry will take many forms. The
whole idea is bartering girls for money.
‘Our girls are not bulls, they are not
sheep, they are not dumb-driven ani-
mals, The girl herself is worth her
weight in gold for her character, for
her qualities, This is Indian woman-
‘hood. It is a sacrilege committed on
Indian womanhood when you ask
that she should bring lucre with her.
Therefore, we stoutly said that this
‘must be eliminated.

Then, at the same page 2, clause
4—penalty for demanding dowry—
should also go, because what is the
idea of saying, “Don’t ask, but take
-dowry”? We want to do away with
the very idea or thought of taking this
dowry money at the time of marriage.
Therefore, we want to purify the
society: we want to raise the women
in status in regard to this question and
therefore 1 think it is necessary that
all these clauses should be retained as
we have done originally and nothing
should be gone back on simply because
the Lok Sabha had thought it fit to
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bring in certain amendments, There
are many more things but I will not
go into details of all of them and I
would say that I strongly plead and
demand that this law should come in-
to force as it had been passed by the
Rajya Sabha. I would like to have a
joint session if it comes to that, and
if we do not agree, when we do sit
together, I hope the Lok Sabha would
see its way te the acceptance of the
wise contribution made by the Rajya
Sabha. Not that I say it is the Upper
House or the Lower House but I do
think that this is a House of wisdom,
not that I deny the wisdom of the
Lok Sabha. Lok Sabha is a Sabha of
the people, is a wondertul body and
there people have said what they
wanted {o say. But when we here
with great experience, with tried-out
experience, in the wvarious fields,
especially in this particular field, have
done this and when above all women
have come forth in large numbers
like this from all parts of India and
brought to bear on this Bill their
hard-gained experience in this parti-
cular field of dowry system which
hag played havoc on the lives of many
young girls, I feel that our brothers
and sisters in the Lok Sabha, when we
have a joint session, would agree with
us and see that this enactment is made
possible, as soon as possible. It has
been a long-awaited measure by the
bleeding hearts of many a young girl
in this country. Mothers and grand-
mothers have pawned their houses,
their belongings and their everything
in order to see these girls happy and
still at the last moment, something is
wanting and therefore the girl is
rejected. I do plead that this Bill
should be enacted in the original
form in which we have recommended
it from this House, T would plead
before the Members of the Lok Sabha,
when there is a joint session, and also
the Law Minister, that they should see
our point of view and accept our
point of view in toto.

I would only say one thing more and
that is, let not any section of this
House feel that anything will be done
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to trespass on the rights of any Mem-
ber here or any Member there. True,
today the society has progressed, edu-
cation has advanced, and we do see
the spectacle of young girls and young
boys standing up and saying, “I do not
want a sing e pie; I want only you.”
There are many instances where they
have become chasteneg in their lives
and outlook and have gone a long
way of progress in their lifetime. They
have swum together merrily and hap-
pily wherever they might have lived
and set an example to so many others.
I would like to see a society of happy
contented couplcz like that soon. But
still the old cankerous cus.om con-
tinues, a custom that was in primordial
days when we wanted protection for
our girls, and why should we continue
that dead old custom again in these
dayg of enlightenment, of progress,
and when the women of India sitting
in large numbers as these in this
Parliament have shown the torch, the
way, to the rest of the world to live
amicably together, to build a happy
home and hearth and to promulgate
peace in the hearts of their children
so that the world at large would stand
up for peace and for the promotion of
harmony and bliss, Therefore, with
all the zeal that is possible in me, I
want to say that this Bill, ag it has
been passed in this House, should be
accepted and 1 crave the acceptance
of that from the Members of the Lok
Sabha in case there is a joint session,

Surr J. S. BISHT: Mr. Deputy
Chairman, Sir, I think we are all
agreed in this country that the atro-
cious custom of dowry should some-
how come to an end.

Sarr JASWANT SINGH (Rajas-
than): No, no, we are not agreed. The
House has not agreed.

Surr J. S. BISHT: On this point
that it is a very bad custom and that
this bad custom must come to an end.
Personally, Sir, I come from a part of
the country where this evil custom
does not exist at all.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: Assam?
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Surr J. S, BISHT: No, the Kumaon
Hills. The custom of dowry does not
exist there, has never existed and
will never exist and we do not there-
fore realise the hardships that are
caused except what reports we read in
the newspapers. At the other end of
this country stands the State from
which the hon, the Law Minister
comes, that is Bengal, where the cus-
tom is prevalent and where at least
among the bhadralog it is very acute
and it has resulted in many girls
committing suicide and in this House
I learnt from our friend, Shri Jugal
Kishore, that in Punjab this cusiom is
also very bad. In certain parts of
U.P, ang Bihar, especially among cer-
tain communities, the custom is pre-
valent, The custom is indeed bad; it
must go. But we must also know that
we are not the only people who are
suffering from the evils of this bad
custom. As far as I know, in that
part of Europe which is called Latin-
Europe, Italy, France and Spain, there
too the custom prevails, not compul-
sory

Suart AKBAR ALI KHAN: No, no.

Suri J. S. BISHT: The parents
decide among themselves about it to
some measure,

Sart AKBAR ALI KHAN: Very
negligible; if at all, very negligible.

Surr J. S. BISHT: Maybe negli-
gible, but still it is there somewhere.
My friend is making a very dogmatic
statement about certain things about
which the books state otherwise.
Going to a city there you do not know
what the customg are; looking at one
particular city or one particular
country you do not know what real
forces are working underground.
Therefore, I said that this custom .

Surr AKBAR AL] KHAN: The hon.
Member is wrong, because I have
made enquiries into the customs and
habits of men there. That is why I
am saying the thing. It is not merely
by looking at a city that I say so.
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SHrr J, S. BISHT: Very well In
any case . . .

Dr. Serimatt SEETA PARMA-
NAND (Madhya Pradesh): We are
legislating against a custom, to do
away with this custom. Objection to
this legislation should have been taken
earlier and it is too late at this stage
of the Bill to take objection to the
Bill as such. If objection on this
ground were to be taken, it should
have been taken at the stage the Bill
was introduced.

Sur1 J. S. BISHT: I am quite unable
to follow my hon, friend, Dr. Seeta
Parmanand, why she is so touchy
about it. I have only said . . .

Dr. SmrimaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: It is not a question of being
touchy about it. It is a bad custom
and it should go out of our society.

[THE VIcE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI RoHIT M.
Dave) in the Chair.)

Dr. R, B, GOUR: Mr, Vice-Chair.
man, after passing this Bill into an
Act the Indian youth will not take
dowry even if he is marrying an
Italian girl.

Sart J. S. BISHT: Now, as I was
saying, the custom is bad and the
custom should go. On that we are
agreed. But mere sentiment does not
serve any purpose. It is said that
businessmen and lawyers are hard-
headed, and they should be, because
they face the realities of life in all
its manifestations and in all its naked-
ness. I am a lawyer and therefore
I am looking at it from the point of
view of law courts, how a particular
provision will be interpreted in the
law courts, how the lawyers will
interpret it. It is no use saying we
are passing a good legislation. It
cannot be just for our satisfaction
when tomorrow nothing will come out
of it. See what clause 4 says:

“If any person, after the com-
mencement of this Act, demands,
directly or indirectly,” . . .
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Now, I have not yet come across any
law book giving the definition of,
“indirectly”, and how it is to be prov-
ed in a court of law—

“If any person, after the com-
mencement of this Act, demands,
direcily or indirectly, from the

parents or guardian of a bride or
bridegroom, as the case may
be,” . ..

Dr. SurmmaTt SEETA PARMA-
NAND: There is no Minister here
when such important things go on.

Dr, R. B. GOUR: Mr, Naskar is
there; he belongs to the same State
to which the Law Minister belongs.

Dr. Smerimatr SEETA PARMA-
NAND: At least he should be sitting
in the Law Minister’s seat.

Surr J. S. BISHT: As I was quot-
ing, Sir:

[ 4
“If any person, after the com-
mencement of this Act, demands,
directly or indirectly, from the

parents or guardian of a bride or
bridegroom, as the case may be, any
dowry, he shall be punishable with
imprisonment which may extend to
six months,” . . .

Now, let us look at it from the purely
practical point of view. Supposing I
want to marry my daughter and I find
that there is a boy who is eligible,
who is healthy and is well placed and
I am anxious to marry my daughter
to that boy. And supposing the parent
of the boy during the negotiations
also demand something by way of
dowry, and then supposing I give it in
my anxiety to marry my daughter to
that boy, is it conceivable that I will
go to a law court and report that he
is demanding dowry from me? Will
any practical man do it, T ask? Will
any responsible parent who has got
a daughter and is anxious about the
future of his daughter miss this oppor-
tunity, let slip the boy of his choice
out of his hands, and go and prosecute
the fellow and send him to undergo
six months’ imprisonment? (Interrun-
tion.) Maybe, some lunatic may do it,
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but no sane man who has a daughter
will. I can tell you no sane man who
has a daughter to marry will play
with his daughter’s future like that.
Supposing I actually give some dowry
and marry my daughter fo a boy, shall
I go later on tio file a suit against
him? Is it conceivable that I will
jeopardise the whole future of my
daughter?

SHrt JASWANT SINGH: And break
the home,

Serr J. S. BISHT: And break the
home for the sake of this Bill? Then
who will come forward to do it? It
may happen this way. Supposing I
have a daughier to marry and the
fellow turns down my offer. 'Then
disgruntled I may go and make a
report. Then how is the court going
to judge whether my complaint is
bona fide or mala fide? (Interrup-
tions.) Mr, Vice-Chairman, I am not
yielding.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrI ROHIT
M. Dave): Order, order.

SarimaTt T. NALLAMUTHU
RAMAMURTI; Let me te’l you; I can
cite many cases where the demand of
a dowry could not be met and there-
fore the girls had been married to
persons who had never demanded it.
Our society is not such a vacuum that
it is filled only with persons demand-
ing dowries.

Sert J. S. BISHT: Quite right, but
one swallow does not make a sum-
mer. One case does not make good
law. After all it is the legal maxim
that hard cases make bad law. We
are making law for the generality of
men. We are legislating for eight
crore families in India. Taking five
people io a family there are eight
crore families and we are legislating
for them. Now, how many cases will
you get, tell me? Now, if any man
goes to a court of law to file such a
suit, it will be only out of malice or
mala fides—never out of bona fides.
Nobody wants to go to a court of law.

(Interruptions.)
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I am not yielding. The Muslims do
not want their law to be touched by
anybody and yet they want to inter=
fere in this matter. 1 object to it.

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN: Please
examine it; it applies to all,

Surt RAJENDRA PRATAP SINHA
(Bihar): How?

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN: Probab.-
ly, you have not read the Bill, It
applies to all.

Surr J. S. BISHT: But do you have
any dowry?

S WFIT oA /UL
gadT SO g fr qmEa g

gIR @i

Surt RAJENDRA PRATAP SINHA:
If you read clause 2 it says:

“ ... but does not include dower
or mahr in the case of persons to
whom the Muslim Personal Law
(Shariat) applies.”

So, how does the hon. Member say
that it applies to all?

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN: Dower
is a different thing from dowry.
Dower is mahr.

Sarr J. S, BISHT:
mahr.

Dower means

Surt AKBAR ALI KHAN: The
bridegroom has to pay, not the bride.

Tre VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrr Roxrr
M. Dave): Order, order.

Surt RAJENDRA PRATAP SINHA:
It says:

“does not include persons to
whom the Muslim Personal Law
(Sharjat) applies.

Surr J. S. BISHT: The clause says:

..at or before or after the
marriage as consideration for the
marriage of the said parties, but
does not include dower or mahr in
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the case of persons to whom the
Muslim Personnal Law (Shariat)
applies.”

Then why have it? Omit it. Move
an amendment to that effect.

(Interruptions.)

Tae VICE-CHAIRMAN (Surr RoHir
M. Dave): Order, order,

Surt J. S, BISHT: Now this says:

“Dowry” means any property or
valuable security given or agreed
to be given, either directly or in-
directly, by one party to a marriage
to the other party to the marri-
age;” . .

Whether it is by the bridegroom to
the bride or by the bride to the bride-
groom, it comes to the same thing;
it makes no difference.

Surr AKBAR ALI KHAN: If my
learned friend permits me I can ex-
plain it. Dower is to he paid at the
timo of divorce or after the death of
the husband. That is dower.

Suar MOHAMAD UMAIR: It has

to be paid on the spot.

Surr AKBAR ALI KHAN: I would
just explain. Dower is an amount
which at the time of the contract it
is stipulated that it is to be paid by
the husband to the wife, and in 99-9
recurring cases it is paid after the
death or at the time of divorce.
There are cases of prompt dower and
deferred dower, and it is possible that
somebody may say: “Well, I paid it
immediately,” But that is not at all
practicable, I do not know about
the whole country but in my part of
the country this dowry, even in Mus-
lim families, is causing a great
havoc. There are families who cannot
afford to pay and yet they have been
made to pay, and the same misery, as
it has been narrated by my friend
there, is there even in these families.
It is a matter of fact. You may
accept it or not.
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Surr J. S. BISHT: Sir, . . .

Suax MOHAMAD UMAIR: With
your permission I will say one word
because the question of Muslim dower
hag come in, My lawyer friend has
been interpreting it in a way which
is not correct. That is not the real
definition of dower in the Muslim law,
In Saudi Arabia, no marriage can
take place unless the dower is paid
in cash.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: In 80 per cent. of
the cases, they do not pay at all.

Surr J. S. BISHT: I say that there
should be no exception at all, What-
ever be its form, there would be no
harm. In any case, we are only
considering the evil of dowry as it is
prevalent mostly among Hindus now.
The question is that this House has
deleted clause 4 and very rightly.
What is sought to be done is that this
clause 4 is to be reinserted in the Bill
according to the Lok Sabha,

Dr. R. B. GOUR: The Lok Sabha is
right also.

SHrr J. S. BISHT: I am arguing
that. That is the clause which says
about demand. We at that time
omitted, for the cogent reason, that it
was almost impossible to bring any
man to book and it would cause mali-
cious prosecutions, harassments and
blackmail. There is no doubt about
it.

As far as the operative part of it is
concerned, clause 3 says:

“If any person, after the com.
mencement of this Aet, gives or
takes or abets the giving or taking
of dowry, he shall be punishable
with imprisonment which may
extend to six months, or with fine
which may extend to five thousand
rupees or with both.”

This is quite right. We agree and
that is that form in which we sent it,
We made it more stringent by adding
“directly or indirectly” which they
want to omit. I, therefore, quite agree
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with the Member who preceded me
that the Bill, as passed by the Rajya
Sabha, is the correct thing to do.
These new insertions by the Lok
Sabha are really wrong and that is
why I was emphasising that in a court
of law the word ‘“‘demands” in clause
4 will create too much trouble. It
should go.

As for the points raised by Shrimati
Lakhanpal that in a marriage some

people make a great display of
wealth and make big presenis and
that it should be stopped, that is

entirely a different matter as to whe-
ther it shou.d be allowed or not but I
feel that it was not either in the ori-
gina] Bill or in the Bill as modified by
the Rajya Sabha or as it has come
back from the Lok Sabha. If any
display is to be stopped, let it be
stopped. I have nothing to do with
that but it has no relevance so far as
this Bill is concerned.

So far as daughter’s marriage is
concerned, I think my friend said that
99 per cent. but I say 99'9 per cent.
among the middle-class Hindus wilt
not allow their daughters to go with-
out some presents. You may call
tha! present or anything but they will
always be given that. The difficulty
does not arise because of dowry. 1
want to state an opinion which has
nothing to do with this Bill but which
pertains to the basic thing. The
trouble arises mostly among the edu-
cated middle-classes and it is not on
account of dowry either. It is because
the eligible bachelors are few in num-
ber and there is a race for them.
How does this dowry come in? It is
because there are so many girls to be
married to eligible bachelors. Here
is an officer in Government, maybe an
IAS, or an IPS, or a Commissioned
Offirer or a Class I officer in the Cen-
tral or State Services ete. There the
difficulty comes in, Evervbody js anx!-
ous to have the future of his daughter
assured by having her married to
somebody who<e future is assured
There the parents themselves outbid
each other and it is not bridegroom
or the bride who does it. I want to
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marry my daughter and he wants to
marry his daughter and then whisper-
ngs go on,

SHrr M. GOVINDA REDDY (My-
sore): There are brokers also.

Surr J. S. BISHT: Yes. That is
where the trouble comes in, Most
people who get angry about it do so
because they are anxious to have very
good eligible bachelors but they want
to have the marriage for nothing. That
is the trouble. Whatever law you
pass is not going to solve it so easily.
In practical life the race for eligible
bachelors is very keen, not only in
this country but in every country.

Sarr SONUSING DHANSING
PATIL (Maharashtra): Do you mean
to say that the parents of the bride-
groom are passive agents? It is only
because of the impact of various offers
that these things are happening?

Surr J. S, BISHT: They may not be
passive agents. Nobody wants to
forego an opportunity to make some
money, It is not God’s gift that is so
easily obtained. If a brilliant boy
happens to be born in a family, pro-
bably the parents have devoted their
lifetime in looking after him and his
education. If they are anxious, they
are only human beings with flesh and
blood.

Dr. R. B. GOUR: The daughters’
parents also have done all that.

Surr J. S, BISHT: I say that this is
the background. We must have some
solution for it and ‘the only solution
will come when we people get edu-
cated, when the parents have no hangd
in the marriages, that is to say, when
there is love-marriage, that is, when
the bridegroom selects his bride.
That will be the only solution. Till the
society rises to that level where there
is such freedom when adults can mar-
ry of their own free will without
regard to the opinions of their parents,
these will go on. But in the vast
country side today this is un*hinkable,
No bride will be allowed to mix with



171  Dowry Prohibition

[Shri J. S. Bisht.]
any bridegroom. The girl will not be
allowed to mix with boys because the
opinion in the countryside is so rigid,
Even the Sarada Act is a dead letter,
Only three years back there were
10,000 marriages in Rajasthan in
defiance of that Act,

Dgr. SuriMATI SEETA PARMA-
NAND: Dowry-takers will be law-
breakers and they will be dismissed

from Government service.

Sur1 J. S. BISHT: Taking bribe is a
very severe offence but has bribery
stopped?

Dr. SHrRiMATI SEETA PARMA-
NAND: To some extent.

Surr J. S. BISHT: The only solution
will be when there is advanced public
opinion, when the people themselves
realise that this evil must go. Then
they will realise it and stop it. At that
time the boys and girls who are to
be married will not care for the con-
sent of their parents and they will go
out and marry themselves. I hope that
solution will be coming with the rise
of education when we have universal
compulsory primary education and
higher education as well. I hope pub-
lic opinion also shif's upwards and all
that takes a little time but we are al-
ways thinking in Parliament of short-
cuts, We think of legislation and legis-
lation as if the moment it is legislated,
the whole thing is solved. Not at all.
The thing remains as it is because
legislation is the last step to be
thought of just as in registration of a
document. Before @ contract is exe-
cuted or registered, before a sale deed
is registered, there is a long series of
negotiations. Before the Indo-Pakis-
tan treaty on Canal Waters was signed
there were a series of negotiations
when everything was finalisedq and
then the treaty was signed.

SariMvat YASHODA REDDY: It is
the educated boys who demand the
dowry.

Surr J, S. BISHT: When public opi-
nion is sufficiently advanced, when 40
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or 50 per cent. of the people are pre-
pared to enforce it, then you legislate.
Then it will be successful. If only 10
or 20 per cent, are prepared and 80
per cent. are not prepared, it becomes
a dead letter. But in so far as this
Bill is concerned

SuriMaTI YASHODA REDDY: You
say that education is the first step but
unfortunately today it is the educated
boys that demand higher prices, If
one is a B.A., he demands Rs. 25,000,
if he is an M.A,, it is Rs, 30,000, if he
is an officer, he demands Rs. 50,000.
The price rises with education.

Surr J. S. BISHT: The difficulty is
that the girls are running after edu-
cated boys. It is the little dowry that
tilts the balance,

SarmmAaTI YASHODA REDDY: It is
the intrinsic worth of the boys and
girls that should tilt the balance, not
the motives or incentives.

Surr J. S. BISHT: I say to the hon.
Lady Member with due respect that I
entirely agree that this system should
go. I come from a part of India where
it is not observed, I consider it a
shame but how does it happen? It is
because public opinion there has been
against this system. It is going on all
right, Without any legislation it is
100 per cent. successful there. It does
not need any legislation. But in those
communities where it is prevalent,
unti] public opinion rises to that level,
mere legislation will not help you very
much, In any case, as we are deter-
mined to have a law, let us have the
law as passed by the Rajya Sabha
here.

o7 SANE A ¢ ITHATET HI)- -
T, & quAT § 5 eed wifsfyae
for wFH g AN L g #
TR g fRarR ot § 37 faq =
I F WY W@ AT AR I IR
§ GURAT § T 9 FH! g9 g TH
g WX AW g Weqw w¥A o g fw
TR gt w1 gt frdieT g
2 g R W wa M g7 T q§
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Y g @At & § | F A6 ag qAAy
g fergeara Y gvaT § o9y A0 @&
FAeT & AR I F WA 9C T
Hrr wr AAfawy @ 1 FaT
9 TV 99 & 9 7 ae @iy
g1 7 AW WEITE AT FG TG T 8
T qRg a@ # arfrat sy €
v g fawr ¥ ¥ 3g g fasw & ST
=rfgd stk ag e fagrer a0 arfed

IR 2T ¥ 7@ FqF a¥ gr
fam oo ot 7 9 € w &, gend
gy & vt § v wEy & B
TFE qIY g1 T AfEw IqN wHar W
FE HRT 7E gUT | Ay 39 g &
FEAAT F TS FH owECar g | gl
€ ¥ T F 77 M Fw awEr S
@ g g H Eg T 39
TR HERT ERIT | HA & § Fray e
g 7 @y W wig % gl wfeny
JIT T 2ZT N F47 § TN 05
st @ fafea e a1eli &1 wvae g,
o o< ¥ =T Wi HK R 98T §,
gt 9T WrE ajw ] AT awg ¥ Wy
At § | S, faer, dna, w9
Jo Mo ¥ 3T YW oW F WA §
AT @Y 37 g & oagd ¥ a9
qf @ik & Swe W § |

LA B AR I b
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i SawE Wl o uEl @y e,
TETE g WX UF g ¥ a5 faady
§ afa o awt & gar war
gErar gIT | THY qHTS BT AZT TEAH
ARG R EC AR Kk i T o
fE ooy F ol W H T aw
FIAH A0 T, qATS F ForaAr ARt
TR R FW T 0 gmR A A d
FEA amd T, R 57 AT I} AR
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TR FT AR 3@ Iifagide &1
T AT w4 §HT | 9g &5 |8 A
qr g |

ag S fa 7 fodar 9 & =%
AH-gAT H AT HIR AF-ATFI T
AMTT GAA T AR W fT oA
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Taae w § ) afyw s W
g vgewd fm s d A
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AT g5 g § SW W4T 9T gH
fa== arwr § 1 Av-war & S wfafaly
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5 BT ATT § | 5T 8W TG 98 (% &
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awAT W i W Boow 3@ ana
g | 5fg #19 F ayrer FX AR Tg |G
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T AT AT F TFAT AT L W A
F gl I7 I FY T G4 g
A TS 3T ar B § % 73 faw s
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ifasd Fw1 AT & 3 e woAa
I & | 28Y 3, foTw 2=, s ¥\
H gl ANF [ ;W F a7 9
g AT P A Tw g §
FAT STHTETY 4T B @ew F7 famr A%
qT FA-FTEEAT B AW AFR H{
Y 1 TAT-TRTAT @ AT AR
HTAEA LTI FT AQ Fg T g AT
¥ gFI7T SreT W8T 9 |

L7 A 98 w7 & FF AT qAIT ¥
37 q71E T T H g a1 A afeq
SgE N 7 gvAs § UF 997 § 98w
qr ©F wg SRl fawew &0 ghan &
fq T § e FLF, & A1 STH AN
agheaf ¥ Fa & g i =fey,
qgeaa @ A Gt nfeg | wR @
TG ¥ eF0 AL ENHT H FT1 g
wdY g€ 3 7Z *FT B qar w1 & fag
fod T g1 Tt g
Tuae VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHrr RoHIr

M. Dave): Are you likely to take
more time?

Suarr SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE: Yes,
Sir.

THE VICE CHAIRMAN (SHr! RoHIT
M. Daved: Then you may coniinue
tomorrow. The House stands adjourn-
ed till 11 A.m. tomorrow,

The House then adjourned
at five of the clock till eleven
of the clock on Tuesday the
29th November, 1960.
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