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'" mf fllli~ ~ (f~T~) : ~ it; 
am- ~~T 'Iii[ ~~ ~ I a'''f it; lif;ri'c i!t 

,~ ~ f'ti if.t IT<'l"cft ~T f'li ~ 'iiI qf~ 
lfiiRl if f~ ~ I 

MR. SPEAKER I 1 am very sorry that 
these asperslve remarks wore made. The 
members should always respect each other. 
After a/l, we have a number of difficult 
issuos and we differ on them, but this is 
not the way, to throw all sorts of asper-
lions on another hon. Member. I am 
very sorry. I never approv~ of It. Nor 
will I allow anyboJy from this sldo or any 
side to do the same. 

U.SO hrs. 

OATHS BILL-contd. 

\ft ~~~T~ f~ (~~<l"Ii): ~;nr if; 
mif.r ~I f<r.'S ~, a'(,PfT ~ flS:lfTlffl 'Ii'<:cfT ~ I 

i,!m ~l1T 'li'T ~'" "lff'/l'r o;norm ~, i!1ITU 
~ .g('f <r9T ~, i,!m ~ if l!~~f'li ~;rl 
m~ ~~orT 'li'T ~F,i!t ilT~ ~Tlf ~~~ ~, 
~1:~;rlh'lT;;r 3T~lf 3T<'!1T t '3'ifif; 1<f!fT-

~ 3T<'!1T ~lf~, ~~:fm'li ~T ~"C!T3£T 
~ lfQ.t ~'l[f ~ICfT ~ an1: ~ «or ilTIfl ~T 
6lfT"I' if m ;\{ m "'rrT~"I' !fiT ~'li ~ 'lfl 
f«'liTft5i' ~T~ ~ 3Th' ~"'T ~fmr 'H ~I 
f.~ fllf'ffZ~ m~ it ~ .. « ..; m~it q-~ 
f'f)IH ~, a'IJ'Iit ~ f~1! tlfCf ~erT ~ I 

~T ~ m ~ lfi,! "'~ "'Tlierr 'f'li 
~ 11;'" m.. if "" lfW <:11'1 ~ t ~ 
1 if r.; ~~~ aih 1IIi~~T~ If~ lf~ <'mJ: "I'IIT 
,T<rf, ~'tiT i\ ~'f~er ~ffi ~ I ~ 

~~ f~I"I' IIil' ~'Ii fllflJl ~ IIfh ~ 
~ ~ ~T 'l~ f~T 'fit 0fT1J: "I' fiI;In 
~, If i!: IJIfII' it if~ i'ffiIT ~ I ~ 'I'( 

1ft ~fiT <'mJ: flilillT ~ ~ I 

~1J<:r <mr ~ lfil: 'Ii~ ~m ~ flI; 
'l'\'5Tiij'2am:~3;;rTif~f~'f~1 

~fiij' 1:'1 ~f'flT 'fm'8' & I lill ~ 'TIfT t 
f'li ~ f<r.'S !f>"t arTl'i 'li~flJlJ If~ ~c;;ft~ 

~ i,!TlfT I ~ II'T~<"iI' ..; ml!;, ~~ ~ 
~Pt ~ f;:r~ anll1,« 'lir ~~er ., i,!r ~ I 
Ifir "'T'8' an~t H«;rn If~ ~e;:rri ~ 
~lfr I ~f'ti'l' IJr'1 ~T ~Wf HT'8' 3 oft if 
3Tllf 'Ii~~ ~ : 

"the commanding officer of any mili-
tary, naval, or air Force station Qr 
ship occupied by the Armed Forces of 
the Union .......... " 

W~T ~cr~or lfi,! ~ f'ti 'H ~ lI'i,! <'mJ: 
i.!TlfT I ~ IJlfll;~T ~ f~ 3 orT ~I ~ q 
miz ~, .lfTifT ~ an<: ~~'tiT f~;;ftc ~ 

f1l'lI'T ;;rru: I 

~;jf«~"; f;:r~, "'lTi ;fi f~o: ~ 
erT~ 'IT ~~ f;r~ 'tit ~[~t";fTii ~)Jft I ~ 

'1fT (lI'T it 'tii,!T ~ f'li' 'f~T~ 6 3fh: """" 7 
_<m ~ I ft 1J'f!fffi ~ f~ it ~~H qy 
~ I lr er) w for;:r "'T 'l[f;r' ~ I a-;:~ 

~ ~q~ fi;l1f[ ~ f'ti 'liT~ 3frlf~ "q 11ft 
mlf'~ 'f~r '3'oTlrlfT lir l'\'lilfl1T"I' ",T.rtr 
"I'~ ~lfT Cfl forCfifT litmflT.i ~ iIfmftf 
iii IJIlI'it liT f~ilT o:<rri« ~ 1fT 3T'~ ~ 
.. ~ f1fi"~ ifit IltmfTlf ~ _ IJT1;T II!f\' IJTlt 
if~ Ii- If Till' iPlft I 'OH'fi'T ~er;;nr m "If 
~iIf' f~ lin" <lh ~ on IIIl 1:T'8' .rer m 
~ <r~ ~flT ~ O5f ;rm rn t ifml'CI it 
.rF 1111' .'fer lIIi~if t ~r~~ it 1IIi~~ t qT 

an~ ~T rn t. m <rrt if Il~ f~JJ 
"'1' f~T ;m.:lfT f1fi m'f ~~;rm t I 
WTfJ W qffit on ~<it ~ f1fi littrrfWJ'I ~ 
'"~ !film ~hm '1:) i1ITr~ I Ifl{ .,~ 
f~~ oT1fi t I ~T'f '1ft 3T&q''!l ~~Il, 
<rIlliT~ ~ I ifTlf "fT'I"d" ~ «To amo ,""0 VTo 
~ tw-r S37'" I 81'''~'''t anfsnr.r 
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[ .. ft ~1I!1if1~ f«~] 

i!T ::;llCrr ~ a't ~'f01 ~fu« <n:::;rT 'fiT~f&IT 
~ ~ItiT ~Olct ;j'~T ::;rT «'fia-r ~ I ar,,~ 

/fif{ ~~Ola- ti «TlTit /fi«l'f;j' ~oPt I a{IH 
mf,,~ ~t ::;rro: lfT o:q;-q~ ~ if;;fTlf /fiTt 

~l ~crrOiT <f; ;j'T>r <n: ~l'f l!!llt, ~~~ 
IliT OfTl'f ~~ ~'Tq I!l1'lt I lfT 'Xl'ian /fiT 
!{'l;j'a-T ~ ~t 'X1'i.fi ;j'Tl'f <n: 'fO«l'f lilTlt a-T 
~ 3fCf~"'T it {In:T n:~l~« ~OfIl;~f~f«if<"l 

i!T IflfT I a{1f~ lf~ .oqr ~T ::;rTClI ~ <iT lf~ 
~TOfI ifTCI ~trrl I ~ a{lH"'T it «I~T 
o:q'ti'« '1<"1C1 ~t 'lIn lIT ~o:~fl1f«"<'f ~T 
IflfT ~i.;j' /fil fOlIfT~ it, ~«'f01 /fiHt 
~"'fOCI Of~l t~l, CIT lT~ ",""HI ifTCI ~ I 

"","I'IT 6 3l'n: «m /fiT ~~'fT ifg'CI ;;f~~l ~ I 

q;;i /fi, <"IT O:'fO ~111 -:a-q;q~'f ifQ:1 'fO,CIT 

~, ~"Of~l ~C:;Fn ~ ~fH q~ /fi~ClT ~ 
fifO «'I" ifTCI /fi~1fT CIT 'flit if ~«/fiT l'fT-lTClT 
~l ::;rIO:? ifgif ~ an~1l1 ~ifI'IT it ~ 
::;it /fi~ ~ f/fi it ~il~l «'I" ifTCI ","~a- ~ I 
It"'" IN! OfIT< f~t /fiT fiT 'fit ~l ~~ 
if I ~it~T ~t~) '~lfl, '3"Of'fOT 'lfl ~Tq1fiT 
l!!lIT<"I ~I ~tlfT I ~~Cll!!if"ll"l "~T q~ 

Of~l /fi<Pt::;rm ~ I !i t ~T Il~ CIT fiT 1ft I 

t!{'lOf~H ~T~1{1 ~ I f~-~ClT;j' if <"ITl!!T 
ifty ~T~T a{1~1{1 ~ ~ ;;it ~ ifTffif ~ I 

Il;/fi ~ ~ if~l ~OTCIT ~. lIT IfIfT 
::;r<"II Of~ ~olcn 6 a{), 'llGlmT it ~ 
,"<"iffT~. q~ 'fitlClT t f'fi q+f 'f01 11'>"«" it 
Ofi!l -:a-0T3i1fT , ifgCl ~ 1l,"r1if OlTIf ~, f'fO«IOf 
mlf ~ "IT f'fid\' II'>"II{Cl q, 'lfl rillT ::;[<"11 

Of~l ~ol~i't I 1if1:f it 0fTI{ <n: W'r'" Oftll ~i't I 
~/fiif «'I" iI1~ CIT ~ "CI<"Iif lT~ ~ 
fit; ~Tmf t ml{it ~"'fiT "IT o:<iti'« tlT 
IflfT "l! ~R 'fiT m<T ~OT i!T 1flfT? arll~ 
IfOI'T" 7 Of ~1"T CIt «11: if>T ~HT ~Tiff 
"tOT !{'lOfT "liCIT I W en «f it «I{"Il"i'CIT ~ 
Ai ~«fl'I if>T"(~r ~o ~r ~ I arm: 
IIilt ~'t~f'~T Q.T ;.no:, ~~lJ:qTOf (t 

::;rro:, Of)f1rnOf ~) ::;rT~, ~ ~ if lfil: 

l!.'IlfT f'fi S:Of~fl{f«iT'<"i Of~l ~TIfT, ~Of~f<"lic 
Of~T l!.'IlfT iIl'h: qi! ~1 l'fTOfr ::;rTQ;1fT I 

~'fR ~~ it ~If ar<"ilf Wftf,ql'IT ~ I 
amlf ~ CI~ it OlTl! ~~a- ~ I q'3fTif if 'fOrt 
l1;/fi cn:~ :tt 'fi«"1{ I!l1't ::;rTClI ~, ~WUlT 

if ~{l,l Cf'Q: 'fil 'fO««" ~ort::;rrnl t am: 
;f1fT<"i if ClI«,1 Cf"{<;: 'f01 '3"OTt ;;nCfl ~ Cf"'T 
~ mClT if Of), ~ Cf'i[ 'f01 I!l1'f ::;rTClI ~ I 

'fi'{ ::;rlli[ 'fO~I{~I <"iT "Il"l ifgcr ~ ~ I ar)'{« 
::;r't ~ it ~~I{ it anm, 'T, '.!~fff<'% Cf~~ 

<n: <"II ::;rTClI ~ I 'fOl!T 'f"( qfq-<"i it 'T~ /fiT 

i[T'" if ~oT f<"ilfT ::;rToT ~, 'filil <n: IfTlf 'fOT 
~~ 'fO) 'T~ f<-l"lfT "liCIT ~, 'flil 'f' q'f~ 
if ::;rTit /fiT ifTCI l!.'IClT ~, ifgCl «1 ::;rll~ if~ 
/fiT IlT~ it ::'01 ~ ~,<>i~t :tt /fi«"1{ lil'm 
~, ~<>iT :tt /fi«1l 'lfl ~ ::;rIClT ~, 1f3i :tt 
'fi«1{ "Il"l ~ ::;rmT ~ I 'fi{ ;;rlli[ <n: ~::;r 
:tt Cf"{q; i!:l'" 'fO, ~it ~ I ~ ,;;f 'fOT ~T it 
"Il"1f'lT'f l'fFf~ ~ I ar)" ~), o:q;q~Of it 
«I'" «I'" Ofll, /fiTt arqit 'fifcl{U 
it if 'fi«1{ lil'TCIT ~ a't ::'«'fOT I{TOf f<"ilfT 
GIlClT ~ if 'f\?"r;w 5 Of), 6 if Ofm ~ I lf~ 

oTof; ~ 1 il't G:l~T it if>f!T ~ fop 'fm'IT 6 

Oln: 7 Il<"iCl ~ ~), it '3"Of~ ~T"I ~i[I1Cf ~T 

~I 

anI{ 'l"T, 'f<>iTqr ifiT ~~ I arq, c::« 
«"1<"1 ~ "'""T gIlT a't il'i[ 'lfIf'lT'f 'fiT Of~ 
'lITifCfI ~, ~qT ~ClTarT 'fOT ifl!l «"JfliicH ~ I 

~?r arTI{ ,ih 'f~ <nl: 'i(W::;fTCIT ~ fifi '!'" 
~ iI1<'ri\" l!.'IlIT ~o "T<'ri\" l!.'Il arl!"( q~ 
~~CIT ~ f'fi ~ "T"fCIT ~ 3l)~ «'if ifr.tIlT 
CIT ~«~ ~~ WilTT lfTCIT ~ 1 "fIf"{ ~ 
,"f<>ill Of ~T, 17 -18 «m 'fiT Of ~) all, "W 
~Ii"ll"i'ClT ~ fifi ~ ilT<Vf1 q~w ~ t 
a't ifrT"( mlf"lf ~ ~ tf m."{ tl~ o:~
q'tGI ifi~ Rm ;;ffiIr ~ I ~ m ifi) 

~T!{'li\" fwlfT::;rTCIT ~ I m ~I~ 
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~i~ <n:: 'fi'ffom: 'fiT if~ qf'f~~ 
flf<;f ;;rrm ~ I <HI' m<'1' if;;r~ if; ~Tf<;f

ro ~Ti~ <n:: ~ if;~ if l:('flJ.~ ~T 
q;t~T 'fi,. ~T f;r.r -THTT ~ I 'f~ srrfHif 
it'fi ~ I lf~ q'~~ +l'T 'l'T I 

342 if;;r) ~~ ~ ~'fiT ~~c:ife 

arT'l' <n:: 'f~T ~T1fT ~ I ~ f <fi'f;;r;r 1J;'flJ,"~ 
ar<l'it arl q' <Ft t:t~ f<g;f~ iMT 'R'1fT ~ ciT 
~'fil arT'l' \';.;T q'?('IT ~ I ii' ~'fT ;;r) 
'ifi:;f srl~h~ if ~@lT Il~ ~, tT'fi t I 

~ arGT<;ferT <n:: 'fiTt hq;i<m 'f 'fiTR 
'ti~T 'firT 'qT~1fT ~ I ~f'fi'f ~'fi ;rTC! it 
0Tfq'ij; 'fTf~ if m'fT 'ifTir1fT ~ I lf~ l:('fi 
('I~T'fiT;r'f 1lQ'( ~ f'fi l:( 'fi arTG 1fT 'fir iflfR 

i[dIT ciT 'fir ;rQ'T'f ;;«1fiT q'iJ 'R' ~lH 
'f~T om!'" ~ I ;;«<Ft h arTi!f~ ~~ l:('f-
~ft:e~ l:(~ 'tim ~ f~Q'T ;;rmT ~ I 

l:(i!fli« ~T ;;rT('IT ~ ('IT ;;~'fiT 'fi~T ;;rTCTT 

~ f'fi ar~w , liir wT ol~T Ofh 
;;rTdl1 I ;;fr <Ft q'iJ 'fi~ 'fi?T ':;'fTQ'f 
;;rTCTT ~ I OfT~lfT 'fiT <TQ'T'l' ~~ 

~T('Ir ~ "fh arir<;flf~ ~~ ar1~ f~'1f 

;;rr(fT ~ ar1{;;r;r 'fir 'fiTtft ~('fT ~ ('IT 'f~ 

ar~ ~I ('f~~ 'fiT ~'fiT fi:r~T ~ I it 
'ifT~ ~ f'fi lf~ .n srrf'f~'f ~ ~T 
~'fC<'ft q;r~ f~ \iIl'fT 'ifT~ii' I ;;r;r 
Il~ it ('IT ~T ~;rru ~) q'iJ 'R' 
'fI'TlfT ~ I l:(cfii~ if;;rrc:; ~'fil 'f~ 

~ 'fi~ 'fI'TlfT 'fQ:T ;;rrcrr ~ I lif;;r~e 

meq;r{ 'fi~ m ~ f'fi h "fT'" ~~ \'1!f-
~fi:a~ ~ ~'fC I h arm: \,:)<IT ~T rrnT 
& 'fliff'fi 'f~ ~q~ ~ f'fi rn if ~ 
<;ffrrT I '" ;rT{ ('IT ~T lit 8fffi ~ l'ti 
~f;;rf~C: ~ ~ ill 'H ~i!T jlT('f! ~ f'fi ;;rT 
,t;f\ ~T1fT t ~;;m q~lf~~1 if ~ 
m ~ fifi t .. ar)if{ It.. ~<Rlft! .. ilTI ;rr~ 
if li~'e <.'~ <n:: ~~"'if 'fi{ ~1fT ~ I 

It hq;;;l<m'f 'fiTR ar~T"'('IT q'{ ~T 1fi{(fT 
~ I ~ l:('fi {~ <T'f rr~ ~, l:('fi f{CfT;;r ifl'I' 

IlIl'I ~ I ~T srTf~~if ~, ~T ~T if srm~
fn- ~,\'l~'fiT q'T~'f if~r flfill'T ;;rIoT a I 
ifT if ~'f 'q'~ "fTi!f.;J<i'~~ if; «Ttl';;r) Ills 
~~ if \'1M IllfT t~« 'fiT ~;;rR fillfT-
If('l 1fi{('Ir ~ I 

MR. SPEAKER I Shri Kandappan. 

SHRI S. KANDAPPAN (Mettur), Sir 
I would like to make a few observation: 
pertaining to the provj,ion .... 

MR. SPEAKER I He may continue 
after I.nch. 

13 hr •. 

The Lok Sahha adjourned for Lunch 
lil/ Fourteen of the Clock. 

The Lok. Sabh~ reassembled after 
Lunch at f/l'e minutes past fourteen 
of the Clock. 

[SHRI M. B. RANA in the Chair.] 

'If ~f~ ~~ (lirnrrtif): ~li[qfu 
11~)Glf, {1;;r~~T'f it ~Int 111'l''l'Tlf U~ 
'IT afJ[<'T ifiiTc:T it 'I;l;'iI H<fI<;f 'fil &f a, 
"~r q'{ !~ ~I'" ~'1f a- III IJii' ~, ~T wTW 
mli" 11~ Iff~, "f'fir"l' ~T ff'ff<'T 'li<'ft (( 
~ I "i!T a- <'!'t.,. 'T1f~fflT'f +fT.,. ri ~ I 

~ «~'f>T~ ItiT EQ'Tif ~« f~'l'f('l 'f>T IT)~ 
iln~f!f('l 'f>,T'fT "T~"T t aft!: IT:!~)'" 1Ii'l1fT 
~ f'l> ifiiJZT «T~iT f"",;fi ;;r~f ~ ri'. 
W1f ii~T~ ~T~ arn: !jIff~T 'fiT ~11S ~T I 

~ ~~ t'm'S 'J~ (~R'ft-«~): 
~f~ 'I;l;~ ;,ft it ;;r) ~ 'f>QT t, tt '1ft 
~ ItiT ulf1i''I' Ifi«TT ~ ilfh: It ~ ~ 
f'fi ~~, W ilfT{ PlT'f it.,.1 I 

~ ~u'6 '<~ "'I '"' lit arm;t 
QJT'f <IIT'f>t~ IIi\"ifT ~ ~ I amf 
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[Ill') '!i'f~ wrn ~tCf] 
~foWlfT ~f~'!t ~ f'f~t'l it ap:fi ~;;ril'

~t1 ~ f~~T ~ ~ ~ ~l1o .fI"l", ~t
,"f<'leil' ",",fi'~i'l ~ ~~fq) 'Ah ~m 'f'lli-
~Cfi3fT if lilT ~ "fT~P<"T f~i'~T ~T ~loT 

q~ 'SR~iI' f~lIT ~ I ~l1n:T f!1T'fiT!iCf ~ 
f~ 3frn ~f~liT ~f~<iT ~T Cf,9'j e- ~~ 
llii'l!~s, 5[T~~ 'nfi'l!lT iT~CfT ;;rT ~~T ~, 
f;mij; ifi'Cf~(f !~ qlfe'!) 't>"t ~Tl1 ~it 

'liT 5[lffif f'f>lIT ;;rT ~~ ~ (f'l"1 ~'f> <nif 'f>t 
f~ff) <it arrit iT~it ~T 5[!iHT f~liT ;;rT ~~ 

t ..... 
.n f~ "-i"i m (t:P~;r.rT): 3fTOI" 

~f~T ~f~lfl e- f~OI"T ij; ;;r'p;r,. ij; 't~ 
OI"tllT ~T '+IT 5f"m: ~tCfT~, 'Z:~ (f,~ 'f>T 
~OI"T '<{'if 'l/:T t, ~T'tT ~'l"Fr ~~ OI"m) 
!!it f~lIT ;;rTCfT ~, ;;ror f'f> ~ OI"t'l) ift f'l"TiI' 
iI'~l f~;;rT(fT ~ I 

.n Ifi~ ~{OS 'It",,: ihT 'f>l1:"fT ~ f'li 
ilTffi ~f~ ~fs<!t i'llfTCfT~ ~'Ii @ qrc1'IiT 
5f'lH 'Ii,ClT t, q~itfOl"e') 'fioc ~ifOl"q!!i~ 

'l/:T ~ I it OTTqili 'if <it ;rill ~'l'T ~CfT 
~ f'f> '!~ ~,'f>n: t:~ en: 'Z:f11Sqr~i'e Cflt-
~1f~T ~Tif f'f> il:t:rn:T ~~Tit~'i 'f>~t 

ff~ it'f> ~ I ~n:'f>r~ ~G 'Z:~'f>t f~~~e 

if~ ~ f<F!iii: lfi'l'f ~. ~ e- ~Pl iI'~l 
'<{~r I ~ I1tlT 'f>,it ~ f'" '<{i'~T 'f>i'\"cT 
rtt f~l"fiTf,~ ~ 3I"1~T~ ~~ ~1~qt~~iI' 
iT'l'T~ ;;rT If 3I"R <ro'1fiT ~'flt:i'eiic <nTi'l<!T-
ite ij; Jf~ ~t I "q1f", t:~ ~11!i ;;rt 5[,<{11: 
f~ ;;rT ~T ~, ~il'T~ ~t 0Tif~~~1' 
l1le-'i iTget' ~, <ro'e- l1:il'l~T ~f~1il ~ ~t 
;;rT~ I i:ttT srTtT'l'T ~ f!!i ~~ .rt it ~
'lin: ;;r~~ 'llqolT 1Ii~ I 

SHRI SAMBASIVAM (NaBapattinam) I 

I support it. 

.n ,+!)1\'J~ m (;;rqil'rn:) : ~'I1T<n(f 

l1Q.T~, f~ ~"')~!!i ~ 0TT'Ii't'IJ it 

Gft:firG~ 'liT F."TOI" 'iii f'ir-'f; arm 'l"T, <ro' 
f<::if ~ ,<{l1T If!iT 'l"T orR a:rr;;r 'I'~T e- orr 
~ ~ I i~ ~ 11~ ~~T~ en: e I 
~'IiI, ij; IIlQ-l;fll!'ffi ~t lfit~, ~ffi'f 

em if-~(H 111'f'l'T'! »ril' t:i~;;rT i\' 'Ii~ 
'l"T f'li f;;rif'li"T ift'li",T We ll~~, ~if..n 
if)'Ii,T it ~ fOl"lIT ;;rTlflfT - il'r-A e- t:"'f>n: 
'Ii, fGlIT ~ I >;p:[ 3n~'f 'f en:~) cTTq~ m 
llii I amT ;;r11~G~' '[(T ;r;:~ ~ I em 

'liT 'l'l1:T ij; g;rflilfiTf'lfT en: iT~ ~ ~ 

~, 200 cqf'f'fliT ~ 'frw mlfit ~ I 
~T' "fT'l" 'fil:T ij; ~il'o ~i'lO ~o ~. <I''l' 'liT 
mi'e !!iTeT ij3TT ~ I it OTT'i'liT _liT'; 
~iifTifT ,<{Ttr'fl ~ f'li ;;rt iT1lH <I'~ fGif 
;;rq;;[ T'f'l' ~ril' ;;rT it f~liT 'l"T' ~~ 'lit ~f!iC 
it ~l1let ~Q; em orR il';;r~'T 'I; srfm'l'flflif 
~t ~iifTq OIR iTTCf ~~ I ifill <:IT l1lCfU 
'fQ. ~ f'li" f'ffqitC'li ft'ffCf q!fl ~ ;;rTll:ift I 

~'it 'fll: '+IT il'l~il' g'3fT ~ f'li eTCT 'iii 5I'fTH 
~ fiI; 'Z:~ 'lit fii:~Fil''Ii ~'i f~lfT ;;rTll: I 
<l'PllTit <ro' fGif ;;r) m<rm f~ 'l"T <ro' 
ij; al1HH ,,"%' ~o ~ ;;rt'!f 'liTlf'I'T~T ~,<ft 

'lTf~ I 

IIlT!!io f1:{0 q~ ('f;Rf~ql): II'~ 

40-50 ~;;rn: ~T i!>T ~TOI" t 'i{<T \iIlI'-
~G~ iTro ~ I 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I cannot say any-
thing to the Government unless the matter 
is properTy brought before the House. Pro-
per notice has to given 10 Government for 
Blving a reply. Anyway; what you have 
said is there. 

14.09 hro. 

OATHS BILL-con/d. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Kandappan 
may now resume his speech . 

SHRI S. KANDAPPAN (Mettur) : Sir, 
I would like to support this Bill. It should 
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have been brought forward long ago; nover-
theless, I am happy that the Government 
has brought it. In addition to oath-takioll 
there is provision for affirmation and that 
to quite in keeping with our sccular tradi-
tion. 

Yesterday, when some hon. Members 
were reFerring to this particular aspect, they 
cast some doubt whether a person, who did 
not Owe aile riance to God but only to his 
conscience, could be relied upon. I would 
like to say categorically that he can be re-
lied upon more than those who owe allegi-
ance to God. Here I am not arguing about 
the existence of God. That Is a matter of 
opinIOn. As far as I am concerned, I do 
not worry much about God. J do not know 
whether he is worrying about me. But in 
day-to-day life we know that some people 
think tha t they are under the protection of 
some divinity; due to the exigencies of cir-
cumstances they can commit a crime or tell 
a lie and aFterwards go and do some penance 
for that, then they think that they will be 
all rigilt. But that kind of scope is not there 
for a persco Who is guided only by his con-
odence. So, It is in the Fi tness of things that 
this provi.ion for afFirma'ion is there. 

Since) am oot a student of law, I 
would like to seek clarification from the 
hon. Minister on one small point. He has 
said the provision with regard to cnnflrmlng 
the judgment on the basis of the oath taken 
Is being dooe away with. As the hon. 
Minister himselF has stated while inltlaflnll 
the J III, it Is rather a regratiing practice, 
and there is no doubt about it. Dut in spite 
of the fact that it is so, they are still today 
prevalent in various parts of our country 
where disputes are being settled on the basis 
of satya or some oath or some such thing. 
J know also that there is a practice of seltle-
ment of various disputes by the panchayats. 
Suppose a party to a decision by a panchayat 
at any stage flouts the decision and goes to 
court and tbat pancha)'at judgment had been 
given on the basis of an oath, wl11 that be 
held as valid or not valid? I would like 
tbe hon. Minister to clarify this point. If 
In certain remote corners of the country that 
basis is observed, in 'pile of our deleting the 
provision of law. and if It is convenient for 
the public, tben t should think that It will 
not be ,ood on our part LO tamper with It 

but we should allow It for some timo. 

With these words, I support this Bill. 

-n ~mI' ~~ (.r~Il'f1r'l) : w-
Illf ~, aft'f ~!'!', 1968 11ft ~ if 
m'1Iit ~ ~~ [ro, ~lJ lJlrll' ~~ it 1If) 

at)1r ~it t ~n:~ ~ ~ ~ '" ~ 
~ it l1;'f> ~n:'l ... r /fi~ /fif ~tmr ~ ITt 
~ I ~fiI;l'!' ~!Jit iii) 'I>~ '!liT ~ : 

"Where a witness desires to make an 
oath or affirmation In any other form 
which Is regarded as common amonlSt 
or held binding by persons of the 
class to which he belongs, he should, 
It is proposed, be allowed to do so" • 

in:f Ull' 1f~ ~ f't> ll~ ~f ~~r ~)'fT "frfWt:t I 

lfll'Tf'!!; 3f<'f1T -3T<'f1T ;;r1Tl! '" /fi~'!J if 'ti)'f 
arRlft mil ~it if; f<'l''Z ;;rrID ~ it) fWt t 
~t'l it ~U<T, f't>lJf if; iir!!!' it .T~f.w am: 
f~f if; i1T'l iflTf<fT ~ ~-~ ~ ~ 
ll~ ~p. T'tir 'liT oT't> "i!?r ~ I ~ ~~rOJ If>'t 
ilf'1'~f ;;r) &l4T ~ ;0« '1'~ crPf'HT ~f.!hiJ-
3T<'l' <'5l'Z:q:; q Olll'w 'I>~ \lrf't>~ m~flfif> 

;;rT~ if ;;r) ~ t ~~ ~'l~~~OJ ~~ f 
f;;r~~ lJlll'it ~'if /fi) 3TT/fi~ if; !J'i'ff orr", 
't>~~T ~)<fT ~ "~i 'H ar<'l'lT ar<'l'lT 'illl !fiT 
~~<f'tiT /fi) ~~ if; i);m 'ti~'fT, ~ !Jll'~ 

~ i;f.iq:;rflfCf '1>" ;:f~i!: ~ ~T liT'ti ~~r ~ I 
IIf'I:rT <'I'/fi ~Ilit ~T ~ f/fi ;;r;r ;;r;r ~ Il)t 
amt ~ <'1') ;o!Jt fwll; "iii q~ f'irOJ f'lFf IiPil 
'tiT ~f-:f"; ~'-"T ~~T ~ 3T)~ w)1T 3T'1'it 'i~ -tt 
~<fIlfiT 'til ~r'l if ~/fi~ ~ ~it. I ~!fi 

~ ... ) GftSC: i!t ~~ g~ ~ iIT<'! f'lI at"", 
"tt "AJIl ~)61 t I '1'~~ ttlfi iillfl'iIT tqr "I. 
iT<'l"T 0T<'S1T "'9frrcnr t'lT 3Th: 3TwlT SIlf1T 
~nu ;rra 1fT i'tf ... " iIR i{lfm Slll(.f I~ 

t I ~ ~!JIU ((111' ~ t ""~~ if m 
... ) ~1'1..it t, f"~T t. ~!J ;:~ ~ 8ft 

~ .. ~ t:l;1fi ~ i'P)/fiT ~'fT ~, ~ 
q-u Ifif"T t I 
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['-*T ~<nlJ ;;rlff1f 1 
>';[T ~~T' flJ~ i't ;ij-lJr f'fi or"liT ~ 

flli""~ mli 'liT ~'l'f~, ~ ~OI" ~~.r 
\It, tlJ ~'fir, 'liT q;T~1f if.:rr"liT ~ lJ~ 
t tt'li Of!!:T ~ I lfif ~1 !!:;;rr,T m;;r ~~ ~ 
orr;:r ~ ~f'fi ;;rTIfT 'liT ~ I{Tffi I!ff ~a- f'li 
arT'll" "liT 1Ii~-IIi!!:T 'n: lJ<f<?: 'liT OI"fIf 'l;;rT 

1Ii~ ~m, IIi!l:T'Ii!!:T ~~ q(I!fl:'liT 
fW{, <?1lTa- ~, \>"lJ'liT ~;;rT ~ ~ I \;lJ 

lJ~ m~lJ orR ~if~T~ 'lif f~lJ Of!!:T 
~aTT \!ff 3f), a:rr.r 'liT ;:r,1{ a- ~'I" "itT 
iIlT I!fr tlJTfi'l"tt it m,T iif!~ 'ifi'l";:rT I!l'T I 
~1!iOf a:rr;;J' iti ;;rlfli't if .. Of lIHT iif!;:rT .m 
iA 'Ii,it; lfl{T ~TOfI 'iflf~t:( ~~ lf~ 'n: 'liTf i{l:., ~ !!:T ~ ~;:r: it CJi'l': f1f?i'1TlJ i't 
~ qrq''f i'tit 'liT iifRf 'Ii~ I If@" ~TIfiIlJ"lft 
ilflf~ ~otf 'ifrf'ltt-ll'@ itu lIi~OfI ~ I 

MR. CHAIRMAN I Now, the han. 
MinIster. 

'" f~ .. ".1 R1 (1f'giifOfT): ~~ 3!R 
~1Jl .." "If\' iifT;osit 'liT If)m G"Tfort:( I 

w1lT'tf" ~~~: ~I'lit; iifg"<'f a- a:ri't"l"-
~ ~, ~ '1", ;ftf"ft:(1fT I 

-t i~. ~ R1 : ~ihif~"!f it; lJ~ 

1PIiTVS" ~~r ~<'fT ~, fi'l"flfh !!:TOfI '1"~ffi 

t 
MR. CHAIRMAN 1 Now, the time Is 

up. I shall allow the hon. Member some 
latitude when he 'p"aks on the amend-
ments. N ~w, let the han. Minister 
reply. 

THE MINISTER OF LAW AND 
SOCIAL WELFARE AND RAILWAYS 
(SHRI GOVINDA MENON): I do not want 
10 speak on all Ihe ciritlclms mad. by hon. 
Members. I shall refer al Ihls ""\Ie only 
to· the leneral poinls made. Regarding 

matters pertaining to particular clauses I· 
shall speak wi th your permission When th~sc 
clauses are taken up. 

Many han. Members have spoken on 
the clause which says that this law shall 
not apply to the Slate of Jammu and 
Kashmir. Since this Is a common criticism 
levelled against the Mover of a Bill here 
whenever it comes up, I shall take fiv~ 
minutes to explain the position. 

This particular legislation is covered by 
entry 12 In the Concurrent List in the 
Seventh Schedule, and that entry is 'Eviden-
ce and oaths etc.', and in footnote 2 to that 
entry, It is said, 'Not applicab/e to the 
State of Jammu and Kashmir' it stands 
to reason that a Bill Introduced and passed 
here cannot extend to the Slate of Jammu 
and Kashml r. 

The next question then will be why 
that entry has not been extended to the 
State of Jammu and Kashmir. I shall draw 
the attention of the House to article 370 
where it is said that the provisions of 
anicle (I) and of that aTlicie shall apply 
in relation to the Slate of Jammu and 
Kashmir. So, on 76th J.,nuary, 1950, when 
the Conslilution was promu/gated, the 
position was that only two 'Tlicie, applied 
to the State of Jammu and Kashmir, 
namely aTlicle 1 .nd article 370. But there 
is a provision in article 370 that various 
entries in the Union List and In the 
Concurrent List may be extended 10 the' 
Slate of Jammu and Kashmir if there be 
agreetllent on Ihat maflcr on Ihe part of 
the Government of Jammu and Kashmir. 
The reason why this process was adopted 
in the Constilution is well known or should 
be well known to han. Members. 

At the time the Conslitution was enac-
ted, the question regardin~ the acce"ion of 
the State of Jammu and K .. hmir to India 
was being discu,sed elsewhere, and the 
posilion which the Gover ment of India 
took at tha t time was that the accession 
of Ihe Siale of Jammu and Kashmir to 
India was supported by the In~trument or 
I\~ssion executed, by tho M ,h. raja or 
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Jammu and Kashmir, and since we were 
taking our stand on the Instrument of 
Accession, we could not Ignore It when the 
Constitution was enacted, and as the han. 
Members are aware. the Instrument of 
Accession said that the State acceded 
to the Union with respoct to certain subjects, 
namely defence, foreign affairs and 
communicatl,lOs etc. Therefore, the Consti-
tution with respect to Jammu and K:lshmir 
was made In the manner in which it was 
made. One by one, the Entries in the 
Union List and the C"ncurrent List are 
being elltended to the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir. I would request the han. 
Memhers who are interested In this matter 
to refer to the text of the Constitution as 
published authorj(atively and refer to the 
Entries In the Union List and the Concurr-
ent List. You will sec foot-notes In which 
It is statetl that certain item are not appli-
cable to Jammu and Kashmi r. That m~ens 
all the other Entries are applicable. So, 
one by one, during the last 19 ycars, the 
Entries In the Union List and the Concurr-
ent List are being m .de applicable to the 
State of Jammu and Kashmir. That Is to 
say, the special position given to the State 
of Jammu and KlShmir In the Constitution 
is being e",detl by a gradudl proce" and, 
In course of time, probably in the next 
few years. there .will not b, any Entry either 
in the Union List Dr in the Concurrent 
List which will not b, applieahlc to the 
State of Jammu and KlShmir. That .. the 
reason why, in thi, Bill, we have said 
that it Is not applicable to th~ State of 
Jammu and Kashmir. 

Then, my ·hon. friend, Shrl Kandappan, 
raised a question whether the Bill which 
we pass now will he applic<lblc to the 
panchayat courts. NclW. these panchayat 
courts are establisheJ by State administra-
tions after enacting a law to give them the 
p~wcr. A, It is, this will be applicable to 
the panchayal courts bccau'ic clau!C 4 
lays: 

"Oaths or affirmations shall be made by 
the followlnll persons, namely :-

(a) all witn~_. that Is to say, 
all persons who may lawfully be 
examined, or give. or be required to 
give, evidence by or before any court 

'or penon ..... 

Since It is under law which constitutes the 
panchayat courts that they are empowered 
to take evidence, this law will apply. But 
If there is any. State which thinks that In 
Ihe panchayat courls or village courts a 
more informal procedure shOUld be followed, 
It Is possible for the legislature of that Stnte 
to amend Ihe Oaths Act because it is in the 
Concurrent List. That can be considered 
whenever the situation arises. Today, the 
position Is thai It will apply. 

It was said that there should be an 
exemption made in the matter of statements 
made to the police. That Is not necessary 
because under the Code of Criminal 
Procedure Ihe Jl'Jlke officers are not 
enlltled 10 take evidence on oath from 
whomsoever they examine. In one case, 
the Calcutta High Court had o:casion to 
say that th" pJsition that the police officera 
cannot administer the oath Is rudimentary, 
law. 

There was also some reference to 
clause 7. It was asked I What Is the use 
of having this provision? If It Is obligatory 
on the part of a wilness to take the oath, 
is It not a contradiction to say that an 
omission to take the oath shall not vitiate 
the proceedings 1 This refers to cases IIf 
accidenral omisshm b.:caus;c. when it is said 
that the oath shall b" administered to a 
witness, if that is not done, it can be only 
an accidental om;'sion. Unless a provision 
like this is there -it may he, In the 
second app:1Jalc court OT, it may hoi in the 
Supreme Court, somcblldy says that the oath 
wa., not adminislcrcd--and jf that h found 
to be true, the entire proceedings become 
infructuou.. In order tll .void that, by 
way of abundant caUl ion, this clau.e has 
been incorporated. 

The clause will nof facilltiate perjury 
because in the next clause-clause R-il Is 
said: 

"Every person giving evidence on any 
subject berore any court or penon 
hereby authorised to administer oath. 
and affirmations shall be bound to 
state the trulh on such 8ubjecL'· 

So that Is there. Bven Where the oath I, 
Ilot administered, clause 58YS 8 that If you are 
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,Ivlng evIdence befote a court or person 
a·uthorlsed to admInister oaths, then you 
.hall speak the truth and If untruth Is 
lpokon, then you become guilty of perjury. 
A nference to the appropriate sectIon In 
tit., Penal Code also will make It clear. I 
think It Is Sec. 191. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU VOlPI I 
Reference to oath Is not that section. It Is 
definition of perjury. 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON lOath Is 
not there. It is perjury. So, there is 
Dotbing for me to refer to general malters. 
Some members said that oath and affinna-
don, both, should not be there, and It 
. hould be only affirmati('n. In provIdIng 
what we have provided, we have followed 
the Third Schedule of the ConstitutIon 
where the form of oath taken by Members 
of Parliament, Ministers etc, is given. The 
Third Schedule relates to forms of oath or 
affirmation. We have followed that 
clause. 

In these circumstances, I would request 
that my motion may be passed. 

I&t 
MR. CHAIRMAN: Now the question 

"That the Bill to consolidate and 
amend the law relating to judicial 
oaths and for certaIn other purposes, 
as passed by Rajya SabhR, be takeD 
Into consideratIon." 

The motion was adopted. 

MR. CHAIRMAN I Now we shall t8ke 
up clause-by-clause consideratioD. 

There are no amendment. to clause 2, 
The questIon Is I 

"That clause 2 stand part elf the Bill." 

The motion was adopted. 
Clause 2 was added to the Bill. 

aane 3-(Power to administer 
oaths) 

SHRI S. N. MISRA (Kannauj) I I beg 
to move I 

Pale 2, line 6-
for "coDmandinl officer"substitute-

"officer in command for tbe tirae 
being." (21) 

Sir, sometimes the Officer Commanding 
may not be present at tbe station when tbe 
oath bas been taken. A difficulty bas 
actually arisen in sam" of tbe court 
proceedings. Therefore, I bave moved 
my amendment that the words 'commanding 
offker' may be substituled by 'officer in 
command for the time being.' There is only 
one officer Commanding at a particular 
stalion and if he Is not present and tbe 
arflrmation Is made before any otber 
Officer, it has been held by one of tbe 
courts that it is not valid. Therefore, In 
order to obviate this difficulty, I bave 
given this amendment. There is absolutely 
no difference in the change. 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: There Is a 
provision in the General Clauses Act wbich 
renders this amendment unnecessary. I am 
referring to Sec. 17(1) of the General Clau-
ses Act which says: 

"In any Central Act or Regulation 
made after tbe commencement of tbls 
Act it sball be sufficient for the pur-
pose of Indicating the application of 
a law to every person or a number of 
persons for the time being executing 
the functions of an orrlc. to mention 
the official titl. of the officer at p~
sent executing the function or tbat of 
the officer by whom the functions are 
commonly executed." 

That provision In tbe Oeneral Clause! Act 
being there, this amendment is not neces-
sary. 

sft 'fio fqe ~ (~m~lIT) ~

qf(f Ii~~, it lff(fl ~ iR:crT ~ : 

T'0 2 ~;r 3 If<'!l'l\' 2lJif-'ffl'nt' (~) 

if; ~ ~lJ sr!m: f<'l'l!n' 'l\'l~ : 

"(f'l'T II'Tl'f ~~f~lfT t ~ ar1m 

~11 f~i ~ 1m 11ft ~ 
lJlflf m:cr", t 31f't<m: II\'t 1I'l!~ 
""~m t I" (14) 

1j>Jf\" ~~lf i{ ~{T l f~ vr'lf ~{1l1 it 
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;;it ~ ~ <tt ;mr ~ -a-~ 'fir lfl!T1Il' ~~'f 

ro<m: fifill'r orri'MT I ft ~T~ ~ f'fi ~ 
'fir ij'T'fi i'T it ifir'if it mfq<'l" 'fi1: rom 
\II1if fit; Ilrq ~l:1Il it ~'f;;rT ;;nlttrT I 

at1'f it; ~r 't it ;;it flil<'l" <'l"rlfT 'TlfT ~ ~ it 
~ <tt ~ 3TmWRfT if\?:T t fq;~ it '{fit; 
Ilrq ~~Il'T ifi1 mor crrn!arr ,~ 
~ ~'f it {~ ~ ~;;rr;rr .m~lt I 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: It II 
legally provided now. I read out that In 
connection with what Mr. Kandappan said. 
In the law as It h, administration of oath 
will be obligatory in the case of wltnosses 
appearing before tho courts. 

SHRI B. P. MANDAL t I move I 

page 2, after line S, insert-

"Provided that no Polico Officer 
shall be competont to administer oath 
or afftrmation In t'ourse of any 
investigation:' (33) 

mnqfi1 qQ~Il', anft ft ~iI';f~ qi'l:T~ 'fir 
WI" ,\!T 'fr i1~ ;o,\!'f.t 'fi\!T ff; ~lJ 3fTf'!;-
m it; fqlil< it 'fi<'l"'Ii'nT \!rf ifi)i 'fi'T ~<'l"'T 

t f~ it 'ff~ arrf~ it; lJTqit 3Il'f \¥t 
ofit ;jffl 3fT'f if\!T ~ omn ~ I ~ 
~ ~q {lJ fif<'l" ifiT m ~ m '3'ij' it f<'!l!fT 
~~f.l;: 

All parties and persons having by law 
or consent of tho parlies aUlhorlty to 
receive evidence. 

~ ~ filJ it "T~Il'ij' wtac ~ I SWof ~ t 
til; ~fuij' anf~ ~~ ifi<:tn' I 

~ ~ iI" fW1n;w f'fi' ~IJI~ m~ 

~ ~ lfi, If'"lr 1ft I ~rfwit ~ If{ 
lIT'U~T ~ 'fr fifi : 

A proviso may be added IIl.t DO 

P"Uce Officer shall be competent to 
admlnlster oath or affirmation In tho 
course of any Invostlgation. 

8fT'f ~ lfltlf ~ fw trlfrt ~ it ~ 
arq;my ifiT ~ f'fii'fOlT ~ ~ Il1IT t I 

~ fit;~ it f~T g~ ~m ~ t I ~f 
IIfl' .r~ t f'fi ,if ~~, <:r~,T ~m t, 
~ lit~ ~ I aff~ ~<'l"~ arrfq;fI"{ ~ 
~ t I ~ ~ ft ~~ ~ fw ~ 
811m, it; lJTqit 3fr'f If<: ~m ~ tIlT 
arNifir<: ~<'l"" ..rt ~T ~ ~ I ifi{l 

(1''''' lit ~ ~ f<ti" '*" ~cft ~\'l"lJ 3fTf'!;-
m it; ~ ..,. 'fi, ~fcri~ ~ ~ it; ~ 
~ ~1: f<'l"'lf ~ fifi ~'f If<: ~fm 
f~ t I ~ t f'lfffiq; <r.fU ifiT 9;f~~ lit 
~ ~ ~r<:, it I {~f~ ft ~ ~ fifi 
III ~T~ ~~ <:'1 ;;nil' f<ti" ~~ it; 3fll'flrlll 
it; mlJit ilfT'f \¥t 'fi'T ilfflfifir, ~T ~"tm I 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: The per-
80ns who by consent of parlles can adminIs-
ter Ihe oalh, refer to arbitrators. Whon tho 
Code of Criminal Procedure saYI that no 
police officer shall bo permItted or shall 
have power to administer tho oath to any 
ono whom th~y examlne,-that Is section 
161,-it would be redundant to state that In 
this Bill. I would draw tho attention of the 
hon. Member to what the courts have said. I 
would like 10 road from a passage from 
Sarkar's Crlmlnar Procoduro Codo wherein 
It is said: 

"It has beon held by Courts that a 
police officer examining wlt_ 
under Section 161 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure cannot admlnlslcr 
any oath or affirmation. In Quoon 
Empross Versus Bhagwanlia case It 
was hdd as for back a. 1898 thai a 
person making a faloe statoment to a 
police officer In reply to Question! put 
to him In the course of Invelliaatlon 
by such polico offlcor ",III not be 
liable for the offence of perjury 
under .. clions 191 and 193 of the 
IPC. In aoother cue CalcuttCHtIlb 
Court held that a Itlltement under 
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M:ction 101 Cr. P.C. Is unsworn, unexa-
mined and recorded behind the back 
of the accused and is not substantive 
evidence. The court forcefully obser-
ved that this is "one the rudiments of 
elementary law'." 

That being so, I would request the hon. 
Member to withdraw his amendment. 

SHRI B. P. MANDAL: I seek the 
leave of the House to withdraw my 
amendment. 

MR. CHAIRMAN I shall put 
Amendment No. 21 to the vote of the 
House. 

Amendment No. 2/ was put and 
negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN I I shall now put 
amendment No. 24 to vote. 

Amendment No. 24 was put and 
negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN; Has Shri Mandai 
the leave of the House to withdraw his 
amendment. 

Amendment No 33 was, by leave, 
withdrawn. 

MR. CHAIRMAN I The question Is I 

"That clause 3 stand part of the 
Bill" 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 3 was added to the BiI/. 

Clause 4.-{Oaths or affirmations to 
be made by witnesses, inter-
preters and jurors) 

SHRI SHIVA CHANDRA JHA: I 
bell to move: 

Pale 2, line 30, after "he" insert 
"or she" (4) 

llir ~ f;;rn /fiT ll'~ <J;~ if <J;I~ (l1\'''f'l'li 
if~T ~Iqr I q~ fil'~ <ti~lcrWOf if~')' ~ I 

;;rlT IT), ~iT (IT il'f(l fil'~<? iJI'Ii ~I ;;rrQ-ITr 
f/fi ~ ll1ifif Ofrll'<J; ~ I 

;;fil' ~ ~ il'f(l arT(l1 ~ CfT fil'''f if 
ifi~ ~ fifi ~IT, 'f~ '1ft ITem it; ~'l' if 
<'ITlI'r ;;mIT ~ (IT f~if ~q<: iI; Gf'"if !f, lI'if 
<'ITlJ ,,~ ~ITI I ~il iI; 'rrG' 'f"flqf 4 if lI'~ 
<J;~T;jiTCff ~ f'li : 

"Provided that where the witness Is 
a child under twelve years of age, and 
the court or person having authority 
to examl ne such witness is of opinion 
that, though the witness understands 
the duty t'f speaking the truth, he 
does not understand the nature of an 
oath or affirmation ...... " 

~ !f, 'ifr' f;;f1llT ITlI'l ~ I ifT ilif;(ff ~ f<J; 
il'~r 1ft ~ I l\'mf<?~ ~if <J;if1 ~ fif; '@" 
it; il'''I1l1' 'iiI am: ~I' <J;, fGlI'l ;;rIll' I lI'if 
;rgcr WeI m ~~T!f'f ~ am: 'O:iJ /fiT ~qr

<J;I<: if;, ~;n 'fffif~ I 

~ Ilia fifo lIi'!Ifi<:: iJm'ffCf ll~lG!f, 
ft lff<'ITCf ~(fl ~ : 

~'f~" 4 'FIT"- I <J;I ~'l'tTru (ill) 
it; il'T~ srqq "lifer it 'il'I~~ Cfli' om-
i;fl1'if '''IRif' Cfli ~'G' aif1\'(l f'fillT 
'lIfll' I (25) 

W 'FIT'W it 'W~ ~ ~I :nI lfir 'f'fY ~r q~ 
~ ~il it il'T'if !fq' <:'f@1 ITli T ~ I ~ <J;~ 
~ !if; ~H~ ~ if;1 ~Of 'l'lI'fcCI' "~1 ~ I wil; 
f;;f~ ~ ~ <J;JJ "IR~ qql <J;I :nI ~Rr 

'flf~ cnf<J; ~ >it !f(ll <:~ f~ ~ ~ 
IIryq ilr Tll:T ~ I ll'1( 1m gTef m ~~TIfif 

t aih: '3'~ IliT ~/fif~ Ifi, ~;n 'ff~ I 

SHRI OOVINDA MENON: Regardin8 
Shrl Jha's amendment, I would draw his 
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attention to sec. 13( J) of the General 
Clauses Act in which it Is said: 

"In all Central Acts and regulations 
unless there is anything repugnant In 
the subject or context. words Importing 
the masculine gender shall be taken 
to include females". 

Hence I do not think the amendment Is 
necessary. 

Regarding the other one, In the PeDal 
Code, sec. 82 says that no act of 
a child under seven years of age constitutes 
an offence and under sec. 83 It Is said that 
aD act of a child above seven and under 
twelve does not constitute an offence If the 
child has not attained sufficient maturity or 
understanding to judge of the nature and 
consequences of his conduct on that occas-
Ion. That is why here In clause 4, It is 
said that oath shall not be administered to a 
child under twelve. 

The hon. Member wants to raise the 
age limit to IS. That will be upsetting the 
entire scheme of statute law passed by 
Parliament and unless we revise the scheme 
and Introduce It in all the Central Acts. It 
w\ll not be possible to accept the amend-
ment for the purpose of the Oaths Act only. 
I would therefore request him to withdraw 
his amendment. 

MR. CHAIRMAN I I put amenament 
No.4 to the House. 

Amendment No.4 was put and 
negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I put amendment 
No. 25 to the House. 

Amendment No. 25 was put 
and negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN I The question Is I 

"That Clause 4 stand part nf the 
BIll." 

The mOlion was adopted. 

Clause 4 was add"d to 
the Bill. 

MR CHAIRMAN: The question" : 

"That Clall9C: S stand part gf t1l4 
Bill ... 

The motion was adopled. 

Clause 5 was added to the Bill, 

Clause 6.-(Forms of Oaths and 
Affirmations) 

SHRI BRI1 BHUSHAN LAL (Barellly). 
I beg to move: 

Page 3,-

after line 19, inserl-

"(3) Special oaths 'n accnrdance with 
religious traditions shall be allowed 
by the courts, to be administered to 
a witness, on the request of the other 
party." (29) 

~ arT~!fiT SlTfq~ 1873 ~ ~c if III I 
~ '!i~ m ar;;f f'lilfT ~T f'li ;mr itifua- if 
~ ,Tm ~ fiI; arlf~ an~lff ~ qq;ft If'Iif 
~ ~ lflfllr ~ 3i<n: W~m ~ f'li iII"11': !fl{ 
~~ arT'" iir 'Ii~ ~~ ~C'f ~ ~T C'ff ~ 
IIIRII"' '3"ij"~ ;t'i{~ IH ~lJ"T I ~fl";fi", !fit 
aJT'l" ~ 'fq) 'ti~a ~ I ~ if 'tiff i[TfiJ 
~r i!!mf t. Jti~ ~l'~f,,~.-TC'f ~r lrRft t 
am: fl"T'" lrf ~T'l" '!itt ~ ~T{If ~ ~!f1T 

~ t I ~'fV ~ ~ f'!i .p ~ .fmr 
f~ if 'f~ !(1JC'f O!1TC'fT, ;r1C'f ;;ri'~f .~ C'f« 
~ ~1f!'=C'f i!!T lf11; I It f'f~1{Of 1I>(Cl'T t flti' ~ 
<n: iIIT'r A;n~ 'Ii~ ~h: ~~'tif iIT11<: ~rflf{'f 

'fii" eft ~ if 'tiff iJT'l"f~ llif mr ~ I!r.n 
'CfTf~ I ~'l"!fiT ;JI"f ~~ !fiT1f t. ~ 
~~~fimnml 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU. I bea to 
move I 

Page 3. IIno S.-

after "arrtrmations" iruert-

"for tho"" who dlllClalm belief 10 
Ood" (30) 

My reuon for this amendment and 
brloalni God Into the 'plcture Is Ihatwell-Iiv.;' 
wry lillie roprd for oatha 10 thl. country 
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[Shal Lobo Prabhu] 
We have a situation every day in every case 
In every court of two sets of whnesses not 
merely differing from each other but contra-
dkting each other. There can be no rea-
sonable doubt In such a shuatlon that one 
II:t of witnesses are telling lies. 

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE (Betul) 
That Is not a problem peculiar to India. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU t I am sorry 
thaI hIs experience of the rest of the world 
h not so extensive as that of our own courts. 
In other courts-I have experience of 
British courts-- there may be difference In 
the evidence, but there is no contradiction 
as occurs in our courts. I am not inventing 
something, I am not defaming 
my country, I am stating a fact that today 
truth Is at a discount In our courts. The 
common phrase when somebody Is lying Is 
~ Iffif iii, ~ ~ that he is talking 
COlirt langllage. I think my friends are familiar 
with this phrase. When you have reached 
the stage when untruth Is equated with the 
language of courts, you have to consider 
whether by dispensing with this provision of 
God as a witness, you are going to increase 
the. effectiveness of your oath. 

I would like to recall to this House the 
cuet form of the oath I ~i{r 'lit i!Tf~, 

;rrfH 'lIJ'f ifi, ~ ~:t?:·IJT i.e., after know-
Ing God and desiring Him to be present, I 
shall be speaking Ihe truth. Now, I ask Ih. 
hon. Minister why he is dispensing with 
Ihls simple provision which is very effective 
for common people. 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY 
(Kendrapara) I You wanl 10 lell him 
Ihe trulh. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU : You will 
remember Ihat Ihe provision of solemn 
affirmation goes back 10 1870 when Mr. 
Bradlaw in thaI famous case was told that 
8S he did not believe in God. any oath by 
him wold be a form of mockery and Ihere-
fore under special provision Parliament or 
the courts al that time InveDted the solemn 
.frlnnation. Where 8 person does not 
bdiCYO In. God, he should nol asked 10 

take the oath In the name of God. Where a 
person docs believe In God, why do you 
prevent this minor check. If the Government 
removes Ihis check, it is going to make lruth 
very much more scarce for our courts than 
it has been so far. ThaI is why I propose 
a simple amendment that after the word 
'affirmation' the words 'those who disclaim 
belief In God' bo added. When a porson is 
asked to disclaim belief In God, he Is put 
10 a serious check. He Is Ihereforo going 
to consider very solemnly whether he should 
first disclaim belief in God and secondly to 
proceed to tell a lie. I should like the 
Government 10 accept this amend-
ment. I know Ihe difficulties of tho 
Minister. He Is of the view that once a 
Bill has been passed by the Rajya SJbha 
any amendment made here involves referring 
back 10 that House. If that Is Ihe basis for 
refusing amendments, there Is no reason to 
have Ihls procedure at all. 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY : 
You press it ; we shall accept it. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU : I want to 
press this amendment with all the force at 
my command. with what little we have of 
God in this country we should try to bring 
God into our courts so that truth may 
prevail as It did before and il may nol be 
made more scarce. 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON I Two 
points had been raised by the hon. Members 
who spoke. The first is regarding special 
oalhs and Ihe second was Ihe point raised 
by Mr. Lobo Prabhu. I hold the view Ihat 
il is degrading to parties to ask them 10 
sellie their disputes by oalhs. 

..n Ulf ~ (~T) : C<fT(Z arrq; 
an~, ~ I ~iIi m<r<rlli ~ftr· 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON : Special 
oath is administered In Ihe following manDer. 
It is not as if the party who requires to 
have his case seltled on oalh offers 10 do 
so. The opposite party puIs a question I 
are you prepared 10 lake an oalh before 
such aDd such lemple or in such and SUch 
Church 7 In Ihal case I shall be prepared to 
accepl your contention. It is almosl In Ihe 

'"Expuna~ ~~ orderec;l b,y Ih~ Chair ,- Vide col. 26' 
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Da ture of a wager. The court Is asked to 
adbicate its function. So I said that it was 
degrading. The Law Commission produced 
an elaborate report after looking aD the 
Que'tlon and said that we should dispense 
with that method of disp )S~I of ea,es. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU : This is Dot 
wagcry. It is a test. You are making a 
mistake. The person call not go to a judge. 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: I do not 
accept Mr. Lobo Prabhu's contention wltb 
respect to these matters. A man or God or 
a man who believes In God and enters tbe 
witnes, box to give evidence will speak only 
the truth, whether he take, an oath or whe-
tber he Is called upon 10 mlke an afflrma-
matlon. It is nol as if God will not .pardon 
a person for utlering a lie if he has not 
taken an oath in the name of God and 
otherwise he wlll be excused. That Is a 
very peculiar way of looking at the Question. 
It Is left to the wi tness concerned-lInter-
ruptions). 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, order. 

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH 1 This should 
not go on record; this should not go In the 
press 1-- It should be expunged. That Is 
our prayer. It should not go on record 
that a Member of Parliament--

SHRI N.K.P. SALVE I I entirely agree. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU: I agree with 
Shri Randhlr Singh; for once I agree with 
him. We do not want to give publicity to 
this. 

SHRI BENI SHANKER SHARMA 
(Banka) 1 I support Mr. Randhlr Singh, that 
It should not go on record. 

MR. CHAIRMAN I Yes; It is expunged. 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON I I wish to 
put to Mr. Lobo Prabhu and to others who 
may be agreeing with him whether a pcrson 
who has come to court determined to speak 
an untruth in favour of one of the parties 
would be prevented from doinll or would be 
persuaded from not doing so if the word 
God Is used. He will say "By God I swear" 
aDd will pray to God that he may be ex-

.Expunged as ordered by the Chair. 

cused. That Is what w(juld happen. There-
fore, if after taking an oath in the Dame of 
Ood you can expect every witness to speak 
the truth, it Is not correct. I am sure the 
Members here know that during the wars 
between nations, in the countries belonging 
to either group, tbero are prayers In tbD 
churches aAd temples that the country to 
which that group b~longs should win and 00 
would be In 11 very dlfrlcult pClSltlon when 
conflicting appeals are made to him thUS. 
But obove all, I would draw the attention 
of Mr. LoboPrabhu to 8chadule III of our 
Constitution where the forms of oath to be 
taken are given. It applies to us also, 
Members of Parliament. It is left to a 
party whether to swear In the name of Ood 
or to make an affirmation. There are per-
80ns who are theists, who believe In Ood 
and who would refuse to take an oath in the 
name of Ood because they think that God 
should not be broulht down to muAdane 
matters; I' does not follow that a porson 
who makes and afflamatlon and does not 
swear in the name of Ood, say, a Member 
nf Paaliament hero, does not believe in Ood. 
Therefore, the question Is ono of standards 
among the peoplo In our eOWltry. 

I am not familiar with tho standards in 
other cOWltrics, but in our o\l\n country, It 
it may be that there are a large number of 
witnes,es who are prepared to perjure in 
the courts of law. I think in course of time 
When our standards improve there would be 
a lowering of tho perccntalle of persons who 
will determindly perjure in courts. 

SHRJ RANOA I Why should he specI-
ally mention villages 7 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON 1 I did not 
say villages; probably you did not hoar me. 
I said our country. And most of our courts 
are in towns and not in villages. With these 
words, I request Mr. Lobo Prabhu not to 
pre •• the amendment. 

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM 
(Visakhapatram) I May I draw the attention 
of the hon. Minister to what he laid? Pro-
bably he does not mean what he said. But 
he Is crealinll the Impression that the larllest 
number of people who to go Into the wlt-
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[Shri Tennetl Vlswanatham] 
ness box lie. On the other hand, my ex-
perience is that the persons who perjure-
their number Is relatively very small. 

There are no statistics before the 
Minister. But my OWn experience in courts 
h that persons who tell lies in witness boxes 
are not more than S per cent. The MInister 
should not give a bad certificate to our 
people. 

SHRI GOVINDA MEMNON I I agree 
Probably he was not here when Mr. Lobo 
Prabhu was speeking. He was saying that 
pet jury is widely prevalent In the cnuntry. 

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM I 
He must have always come in contact with 
that S per cent. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU : Without lies, 
there would be no lawyers. 

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM I 
I protest; I am a lawyer. 

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: I was 
tryIng to erase the Impression created by 
Mr. Lobo Prabhu. I agree that as time 
goes on, people would be more and more 
reluctant to commit perjury. This oath 
or affirmation Is Intended to put them on 
the guard. There are very few prosecutions 
for perjury in our country, indicating that 
perjury Is not as prevalent as Is a ttemped to 
be made out. In the circumstances, I would 
request Mr. Prabhu to withdraw hIs 
amendment, not because this will have to go 
to Rajya Sabha agaIn, but because In our 
Constitution we have adopted a particular 
form for oath and affirmation and in a 
parliamentary law we should not make a 
departure. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU I It is very 
difficult to resist the Law Minister when he 
Is SO sweet. There are many people here 
who have been on the other side of the 
court. I have been administering justice 
while many you have been lawyers helping 
the court In adminIstering justice. I am 
speakln(l the truth when I say that the 
amount of mendacity in our courts Is a 
thing which we should aim to reduce. If 
yon giv~ more sanctity to your oath, you 
will succeed In reducing that mendacity. I 

would like the minIster to excuse me and 
allow me to press my amendment for what It 
Is worth. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I will now put 
amendment No. 29 of Shrl Brij Bhushan 
Lal. 

Amendment No. 29 was put 
and negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I will now put 
Mr. Lobo Prabhu's amendment No. 30. 

Amendment No, 30 was put and 
negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The qnestion is I 

"That clause 6 stand part of the Bill" 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 6 was added to the Bill. 

Clause 7-Proceedings and evidence 
not invalidated by omission of oath 

or irregularity.) 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU I I beg to movel 

Page 3. line 10, 

for "omission to take any oath or 
make any affirmation" substitute-

15 hrs 

"oversight In taking any oath or 
making any affirmation" (31) 

I am going to build up my appeal to 
the Minister on his own words in this 
House and in Rajya Sabha. It was pointed 
out to him that when you use the word 
uomission", there may be a tendency for 
people not to administer oath at all, bu t to 
proceed 00 the basis that it would 
be condoned by section 7. The Minister 
explained there, as he has explained here, 
that it relates to accidental omission. I am 
iliad thaI he has repeated that it refers 10 
accidental omission. In that case, why did 
he not use the term Ilaccidental omission" 
In the Bill Instead of giving 8 carte blanche 
In respect of the word "omissjon"? I have 
used the term accidental omission. But I 
ha ve sough t some economy by using only 
one word, namely, "oversight". If there 
Jo an oversight than the proceedings need 
DOt be vitiated. 
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The Minist~r thought that thi> kind of 
POint would be raised at any stage, in the 
second court of appeal or the Supreme 
Court. But that applies to everything. 
Where there is a defect in the law and it re-
mains it is bound to b~ raised at the lower 
court or the higher court. The question is 
whether we should encourage this defect by 
using the word "omission" without any 
quallfieat ion, whether we should allow the 
courts to give up or di>troy the whore 
purpose of this Act. 

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH I In other 
words, the omission should not be fatal. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU: That Is a 
different mailer. The court can take that 
view. 

Another matter which the MInister 
pressed here, which he did not press before, 
was the fact that clause 8, which makes It 
incumbent on everyone to speak the truth 
before the court, amply covers this 
omission. 

MR. CHAIRMAN I It is three O'Clock 
and we will now take up Private Members' 
Resolutions. Shri Lobo Prabhu may 
continue his speech the next day. 

IS.2hrs. 

COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEM-
BERS' BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

FIFTy·FIFTH REPORT 

SHRI BHALJIBHAI PARMAR i I beg 
to move I 

"That this House do agree with the 
Fifty-fifth Report of the Committee 
un Private Members' Bills aDd 
Resolutions presented to the House 
on the 26th November, 1969." 

MR. CHAIRMAN I Motion moved: 

"That this House do agree with the 
Fifty·fifth Report of Ihe Committee 
on Private Members' Bills and 
Resolutions presented to the Hou .. 
on the 26th November, 1969." 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (K.anpur) 
Sir, I want to submit something about tbis 

Report. The Resolutloo moved by Sbri 
Jyotirmoy Basu Is very Important and It 
should be given the maximum time 
permissible. By no stretch of imagination 
could we say that unemployment is not 
Important. At the same time, the second 
Rosolution about Shri Jagjivan Ram is also 
equally Important. So. I would sugaest that 
two more hours should be given to the 
first Resolution and the last 20 minutes .to 
the second one so that it may not lapse but 
will again come up after a fortnight. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU (Diamond 
Harbour) : I am in full aareement with that 
suggestion. 

~ r". "'''' ..-r (if1jif;fT) : It 'lit ~ 
I!iT ~lIf;r !fi1: ffT ~ I 

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS AND SHIPPING AND 
TRANSPORT (SHR1 RAGHU RAM. 
AIAH): We have no objection to tho 
suggestion of the hon. Member. The second 
resolution may be given five minutes today 
so that It can come up again. 

.n ~;n;r (~ii'Sr): mmftf~, 
a!rtr W ~ q I!iTf~ fifi (fhru t~~~ 
~T ~)~ ~) iJif; I ~ iJ1''-'''l' if lfi!:ii'Sr 
~ fitWT q~ if <'lCiJ ~) If1n 'IT I 

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right Tbe 
equestion is : 

"That this Hou.e do agree with the 
Fifty-fifth Report of the Committee 
on Private Members' Bills and 
Resolutions presented to the HoIUC 
on the 26th Novembar, 1969." 

The motion was adopted. 

15.05 brs. 

RESOLUTION RE I UNEMPLOY-
MENT -contd. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shrlmati SushJla 
Rohatgl, 

SHRI E. K.. NA YANAR (Pa1ahrt): 
Sir, I have aiven notice of an amendment 
and It Is printed in the agenda. Similarly; 
Shri Lobo Prabhu also elve notice of aD 


