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SHIPPING (SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH) : 
I bel to move for leave to introduce a 
Bill further to amend the Delhi Motor 
Vehicles Taxation Act, 1962. 

MR. SPEAKER : The question is : 

"That leave be granted to introduce a 
Bill further to amend the Delhi Motor 
Vehicles Taxation Act, 1962." 

The motion '1'0'< odopted. 

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH 
ducct the Bill. 

12.19! brs. 

I intra· 

REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND 
DEATHS BILL-Celllld. 

Duty of certain per.tOn.' to nmi/I' hirlh 
and drath.1 alld to o.rti/l' call.!C of death. 

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI 
K. S. RAMASWAMY) : On behalf of Shri 
Y. B. Chavan, I beg to move: 

"That the debate on the Bill to provide 
for the regulation of registration of births 
and deaths and for matters connected 
therewith, as passed by Rajya Sabha, 
which was adjourned on the 14th Novem-
ber, 1968, be resumed now." 

When the Bill was being considered on 
the 14th November last, some han. Members 
objected to the word "swee!"',' mentioned 
in sub-clause (I) of clause 10. 

It was said that this word denoted a 
particular community and that we should not 
impose a statutory obliption upon this 
community. In the Hindi translation of the 
Bill the word "sweeper" was translated as 
"Bhanai" and Bhansi is notified as a 
Scheduled Caste. 

12.11 brs. 

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]. 

In deference to the feelings expressed by 
han. Members we have now come out with 
an amendment, amendment No.8, dropping 
the word "sweeper" from the Bill. 

SHRI SEZH1Y AN (Kumbakonam): For 
the word "sweeper" what word have you put 
in ? 

SHRI K. S. RAMASWAMY: We 
are completely omitting sub-sub-clause (ii) of 
sub-clause (I) of clause 10. That was the 
main objection with regard to clause 10 of 
Bill. As we his are now taking away that 
word, I ho!"" han. Members will agree to the 
other portions of the Bill. I, therefore, 
request that consideration of the Bill be 
resumed. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER 
moved: 

Motion 

"That the debate on the Bill to provide 
for the regulation of registration of births 
and deaths and for matters connected 
therewith, as ~ssed by Rajya Sabha, 
which was adjourned on the 14th Novem. 
ber, 1968, be resumed now." 

DR. RANEN SEN (Barasat): Sir, 1 
want to draw your attention to certain facts 
in regard to this Bill. It is not a fact that 
earlier, when this Bill was being discussed, 
certain Members only objected to the use 
of the word "swee!"'r" in the Bill. If I 
remember correctly-and the other Members 
here will bear me out-most of the Members 
had raised many very important points !"'r· 
taining to this Bill and the han. Minister got 
the discussion adjourned saying that Govern· 
ment would go into the details of the thing 
and bring forward adequate amendments to 
improve the Bill. Members were in favour 
of such a Bill as a positive thina; only, 
aertain lacunae were pointed out. Now, we 
see that he has accepted only eoe amendment 
which he has placed before the House. The 
Government has not paid any attention to 50 

tlnlrod~ with the rewmmendation of the President. 
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many other important points raised by 
MembeR. So, arc we to start discussing 
a new pointing out the defects and all that 1 
In the Order Paper it is said that only 
the amendments will be discussed. I do not 
knowwhat isthe position and why Govern-
ment has behaved in this peculiar way. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: At the mo-
ment there is the motion for the resumption 
of the debate on the Bill. When the debate 
on the Bill starts, you are free to cover 
the ground which was not covered on the last 
occasion. Only the clauses that were not taken 
up then will be open to debate. When we 
resume the debate, we will resume it from the 
point at which it was closed. Now, I will put 
the motion for resumption of the dabate to 
the vote of the House. The question is : 

"That the debate on the Bill to provide 
for the regulation of registration of births 
and deaths and for matters connected 
therewith, as passed by Rajya Sabha. 
which was adjourned the 14th November, 
1968, be resumed now." 

The motion was adopted. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER 
resume the debate on the Bill. 

So we 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU (Udipi): The 
amendment is only to clause 10. What about 
earlier amendment s which were also the 
subject of objection to the Bill on which 
adjournment was sought? 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Whatever 
the House had approved, the clauses of the 
Bill, the portion of the Bill stands. No w, we 
are resuming it from the point we adjourned 
it. 

,,) ~ 'Ii~"", ~ ~~I!l  : 
'3"'i11l1m ~~, ~'!fr lf~'m" it ~r ~ 
filii 'fil: m'R ~rn ~  it; m if ~~ 
it~ if>{ ~ ~, ~flI r ;:fllli 'fil: m ~ 
'11f t~~~~~~1~t I 

SHRI K. S. RAMASWAMY: It has 
beeD circulated. 

'" "'" SItmf f'InIft 1Jm ~  
t~·~~ftl 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If you see 
the amendment that was circulated then, it 
was, "omit Jines 8 and 9". That was already 
moved. Now the Government is seeking the 
pennission of the House to move an amend-
ment to "omit Jines 8 and 9". This is the 
position. 

DR. RANEN SEN: Sir, in the last ses-
sion, some of us had moved certain amend-
ments and the discussion on the Bill was ad-
journed. It is expected that those amendments 
stand. On clause 10, I have a few amend-
ments. I may move them. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You will 
have to ~i e fresh notice. 

DR. RANEN SEN: The discussion on 
the Bill was adjourned. So, we need not 
give fresh notice. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Those who 
had moved some amendments then, if they 
want those amendments to be revived, 
should give a formal notice of them to the 
Table Office and I will admit them. Let the 
debate continue in the meantime 

SHRI E.K. NAYANAR: 
to move amendments. 

also want 

MR. DEPUTY·SPEAKER: Whatever 
amendments you want to move, you aive 
fresh notice because the old amendments 
lapsed and if you want to revive thcm, you 
give fresh notice. 

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM : 
When the discussion on the Bill was adJour-
ned, it was adjourned toacther with the 
amendments which were liven notice of. 
What was it that was adjourned? It was 
the discussion on the Bill and the amend-
ments that was adjourned. What is the use 
of askina us to aive fresh notice? Was it a 
case where on account of the several objec-
tions raiaed the Government wanted to witb-
draw the Bill or pass over the next item 
with a view to introduce another Bill 1 In 
that case, we will live fresh notice or our 
amendments. Otherwise, if the debate on 
the old Bill continues, weneed not live 
fresh notice of our amendments. 

MR. DEPlTIY-SPEAKER : A. the boa. 
Member is perhaps aware, on proroplloll of 
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the session, all the old notices lapse. Those 
who had moved amendments then may give 
fresh notice of the amendments they want 
to move. I will admit them. A formal notice 
needs to be given to the Table Office of 
reviviug the old amendments. 

Now let us resume the debate. About 
moving fresh amendments, if they give ade-
quate notice, they would be admIssible. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU : Should I begin 
with this amendment or with my amendment 
on Clause 10 ... 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER 
on Clause 10 ... 

We were 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU: I would like 
to repeat ... 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Let the 
lIovernment amendments be moved first. The 
hon. Minister may make it clear as to what 
he wants to omit. 

SHRI SEZHIY AN (Kumbakonam) : 
What is the position? Are you going clause 
by clause? 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: We were 
on Clause 10 when a serious objection was 
taken to the word 'Sweeper'. So, when we 
resume the debate now, we begin from 
Clause 10. There are some amendments to 
be moved ... 

'" :J!'. m-T1I : ~'Il'  ~ ~ ii'efTll'T 
~ f~ ~t lf 'I~  'f.'t ~m ~ f;:riT iT'lfT 
~~ll' ~~iic t~ ~ if  "f ~i'f ~ I i\« 
~ll' I);T l1'~"I~if f<m,1:r «'Sf it ire f~ll'  

.". ,I);T ~ I 'f'f if ~ "~  0f0f f<R ~t 
mll'T 'iT t~ f'liir i;fT '!~ ~ eft if ~' '  'liT 
lfTtl'if ~ ITt:!; ~ I ~  ~~'i  it 'fll'T 

It'lfT ~~~ ~t if": f~ ~ t:!;lt"rn t~ rn 1);) ~Ilfi.'f ~  i;fT,:r "flf~  ~  

~iic tn: qrq- ~  'f\'!T m ~ I 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The amend-
ments lapsed because 0 f proroption. 
Government is now cominll forward with a 
similar amendments, if I have undentood 
the position correctly. 

15fT 'frW ~ 1  ~ ~t~ {:t 
«'liefT ~  ' '~ ~~ 1fiT ~ ~t ~ 
s~H ~ ? 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: There was 
some confusion. The position is this, One 
amendment was then moved, namely, omit 
lines 8 and 9' and it was before the House. 
Once it i~ moved, it fhrms part of the pro-
ceedings. Now there are two new govern-
ment amendments and r am permitting the 
Minister to move them. 

MR. K. S. RAMASWAMY: Myamend-
ment NO.8 omitted the word 'Sweeper', 1 
now move amendments, No. 9 and No. 10, 
which are only cnnsequential amendments in 
relation to amendment No.8. 

1 beg to move : 
Page 6, line 10,-
for "(iii)" slIbstitlllr "(ii)" (9) 
Page 6, line 13,-

for "(iv)" slIbstitllte "(iii)" (10) 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 1 would 
request the hon. Minister to rcad the Clause 
as amended, so that the members will under-
stand it. 

MR. K. S. RAMASWAMY: If my 
amendment No.8 to Clause 10 is accepted, 
(ii)of sub-clause (I) will be omitted, There-
fore, my amendments NO.9 and No. 10 are 
only consequential. (iii) will be numbered as 
(ii) and (iv) will be numbered as (iii). 

SHRI DEORAO PATIL (Yeotma\): 
have my amendment to Clause 10 ... 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 1 will per-
mit you to move that. Mr. Lobo Prabhu. 

SHRI LOBO PRABHU : The aim of a 
good legislation is to compact and precise. 
The legislation should not be repetitive or 
redundant. Apart from what has already 
been conceded by Government, my amend-
ment relates to the old sub-clause (iv) which 
gives Ilovemment blanket power to specify 
any person as liable to report births and 
deaths. 

In fact, if the Government are so dis-
posed and they notify, !ban the very con-
cessions that they have made in respect of 
the Sweepers would be nulfled, because they 
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can be notified and can be included for 
reports. It is, therefor, very necessary to 
be very precise about sub-clause (I) (iv) and 
to see that it does not repat clause 8 which 
is very exhaustive and it does not give 
blanket power to include any person and 
even those whom they have excluded. So, 
my amendment is to this effect that at page 
6 in line IS, clause 10, after the world 
·both' the following words may be inserted 
namely 'not already notified under c1ases S'. 
Clause 8 is exchaustive. Even if for instance 
the owner of a place set apart for disposal 
of dead bodies is not included or if the 
midwife is not specified there, there is a 
provision that in any other place such person 
as may be prescribed may be included. Why 
repeat the same thing in clause 10? Clause 
8 is complete by itself. That clause gives 
blanket powers to Government to include 
any person and any place. So. what is the 
Justification for clause 10. and particularly 
for sub-clause 1 (iv) which gives Govern-
ment again a blanket power? I want the 
hon, Minister to reply to this point. 

SHRI DEORAO S. PATIL: , beg to 
move : Page 6 ,-

Omit lines 8 to 12 (II) 

~e  ~~, ~ ir~ ~l!f 
fqitll'''' ~ I ~~'  ~~'" "l1rof it ~ ,n~ 
~ ~~.'r~ ~ I ~~r~ ~~ ~"I"ir 

'if;ri gi (fir i:1 ll'if "'if f;ro lflfI ~ f'" 
~~if 'F( ~ i1 ~ "'~~ ",r t ~"' f  ~ 9 f ~ 
\R ~ 1fq.fi\'c!!iT fCf'ifl~ ~ 'if f~if I 

,,~~~if~ii'~ ~~ ~ 

;mit ~ f~mu ~~ "ITrfl' 'H mrr 1ft 
~ I ~1'f~ i\'r'{ if .n ~mr 9 f f~ 'fr. "1") 
~~~ '<T ~ t ~ ~ 
~ ~~ ~~  '<T I ~~  9 f ~~  ~'t If<'IT'ir 
~ r.r~ ~ I t;)"T'l" ~~ If<'IT'ir ~ ~ ;Ft 
~I ~iftmulfll' ~  

"Duty of certain penons to notify births 
Ind deaths and to certify cause of death" 

~ if ~ ~a "" 1ft ~ IfiTIf ~ ~ 
f~ ~ 'f1IT t I mit ;f.t ,~ 

f",~ m~ ~ ifT Iff ~ ~ "'ro!T ;mit 
"'T f~~  '1ft ~'  ~~i  ~ !"I<'fT Iff 
~ I iflfm ~"'~ ~ '<T f'" ~ ~lf 
~~ic 'l"~ ~ f;;rrirou !"I<'fT Iff (f) ~~"'  

ffi~ ifgcr ~~ ir ~  I ~~  ~ ~ 
f~ m 'Ii ~~ ~ ~ ~~i  ~ irT't it ~ 
"'~  ~r, Hr~ ~ irr'{ if ~  ~ , 'lilfr it; 
'lit if ~  ~ I 9;fT'l" ~'lf f", 'lilTr ~f.lf~. 
.rf;orer if ~rli q''ifTll'(f , q'ifTIi(f ~flif f if 

~'li t rn "'T "'Tl1 "'W ~ 9;fR ~1'f H 
~ f rrit~ro !"I<'fr 1ft ~ I ~'l' ~ I ~ 

"I"T 9 f i.r"~H ~u ~ I ~ 9 ~I"~ ~ 
i\'r'{ if ~ I 1!01; ~~r ~ f", tf'lfl lf~~ll' it 
'lilTr ~ irl't if "'11m iflfr'{ 1'f ~ ~!!fr ~ I 
ii\fcp;:y t;fT'l" it~ f'" 'JTT ~~ ~~~  9;fR 
9 f 'f~ t;fT'Ii ~ t?tfT ~ ~'l''Iit H rf ~~ 

1fl<T ~~ fr ~, ~ f",;;rPTT ~ fOfliiT if)<fT 
~ I 'if~~ ~ft~ ,,""ITT H m'l"it !'l' 

f r~r "') !"I<'f r~l  ~ I 

~ lITrq'fT 'PJ'ff ~ f'" mq ~~ 9:'t 
H ~ ~ If"~ !fit I tf'lff li~~ ~ T(i\'!"i\'c 
~ 'ili ~ itt if~c "1") ~'! ~ ~ ~ il.)(ff 
~ I "S:'l'forn; it ' ~1'f  ~ r", ti'lfr ~  ~~ 
~~i , "'I~ 9;f'1<i1 9;fA<; 9;fT'Ii ~ t ' ~ .r~ 
"1") "IlIT «, ~~ orrr: if '1ft tI'lit ~ if 
sr' ~ ~ 'lit Fn !fii I 

DR. RANEN SEN : My amendment is 
more or less similar to the amendment moved 
by my hon. friend. 'waDt to omit lines 19 
to 22 at Pa,e 6. Clau.e 10 (2) reads thull : 

"'n any area, the State Govern-
ment, having regard to the facilities 
available therein in this behalf, mlY 
require that a certificate IS to the cause of 
death shall be obtained by the Re,istrar 
from such penon aDd in such form as 
may be prescribed." 

AI far .. I have understood, amon, the 
penons reponsible for intimatin, to Govern-
ment or to the Rqiltrar of Births and Deaths 
il included the keeper or owner of a pllce set 
lpart for tbe disposal or dead bodies. I 
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[Dr. Ranen Sen] 
fail to understand how the keeper or owner 
of a place set apart for disposal of dead 
bodies can say what they cause of the death 
is. One can understand a medical man 
saying it. A medical man could say or a 
midwife can say in a restricted way what 
the cause of the death is. But how can the 
keeper or owner of a place set apart for the 
disposal of dead bodies say what the cause 
of death is ? Therefore, in may amend-
ment, I have sought to delete lines 19 to 22 
at page 6, so that persons who ha',e not the 
capacity or the qualifications to determine 
the cause of death are not put to unnece-
ssary harassment. Secondly, if such a broad 
clause as this is accepted, than it would 
create a lot of harassment for the common 
people in that area. Therefore, I move for 
the deletion of those lines. 

I beg to move : 

r~ e 6,-

Omit lines 19 to 22. (16) 

Page 6. -

after line 33, illsert -
"Provided that in all cases the infor-

mant shall be paid conveyance expenses by 
the Registrar cocerned if the informant 
spent anything on conveyance to give the 
information". (17) 

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM : In 
addition to what hon. friend has said, I would 
like to say that in most cases, the cause of 
death can be gone into only in post mortrm. 
It is not always easy to say why a particular 
person died. So to require such a certificate 
from the persons of the type described is 
somewhat exacting. It well be wrong, and, 
therefore, it is much better that the reference 
to these health attendants and chowkidars etc. 
be entirely removed. It is only a doctor who 
could perhaps certify as to the cause of 
death; but even the doctor cannot certify 
correctly in certain cases. Recently, we had 
a case where the All Indian Radio had anno-
unced that a particular diaoitary had 
died, but he continued to live for two more 
days and he died, only after two days. 
Therefore, to cast such a very heavy burden 
upon a small health attendant is not lood. 
Therefore, I would request the hon. Minister 
to consider this carefully before he puts it on 
the statute-book. 

SHRI E. K. NAY ANAR : Before I come 
to clause 10 proper, I would like to say that 
in the case of births and deaths in a planta-
tion. The superintendent of the plantation, 
shall give or cause to bo given to 
the registrar the information. This 
clause virtually makes the superintendent of 
the plantation a sub-regitrar. I am shocked to 
find that the special status of the plantation 
is still maintained even today, I strongly 
suggest that this clause should he dropped 
and no special status should be given to the 
plantation in this regard. So, that parti-
cular provision should be altered. 

On clause 10, I would suggest that sub-
clause (3), a clause should be added about 
starvation deaths. Even during the British 
period, there was no provision for recording 
starvation deaths, and they same provision 
is being continued even today. According 
to the official statistics, no single person 
has died since Independence due to starva-
tion. All starvation deaths arc recorded as 
having been due to some disease. There-
fore, I submit that a new clause shOUld be 
added after sub-clause (3) in clause 10. 

lilT ~ sn;m ,Q'11TT : "''lT1:!fe'f 11~~, 

~1I 1f<'fpr 'for :at!!!:r li~ ~ f'fO If'f;fiic ~ 

li~t !Hit'fO ;;r-ll 'A'h: 11\l!f 'for ~f ~~  

f'fOliT r ~ o;rn: ~~'f  f~ir~rft f~ '''i 

o;rn: irfs'f'l'!' liT ~"'1' ~i  mfG' ~ ~ 'f  

If{ ~ I ~f'f 'f ~l1 t ~  if ~'1'' !f ~ lfT'f 

~, ;;rf,T 'fOT{ fll''f ~ liT ~f~'f'l'!' ~a ic 
o;rTfG' ~r ~ I li~ ~  r~ft ~r ~ f'f' lICf 

"'~ "fr~ ;;r'H 'iT-ll o;rT, ll<:l!T 'f'T ~f r~  
'f'~ ifit I if ~ ~ 'f'T 1:!fT;; ~1I ifTff 'f'T 

;q);:: f1!<'fT'fT 'if ~'i  ~ f'f' lIllFr ~ m'f"f 

if ~ t:J:'f' iiI';:1f ;qn: ~~ if; 1I1f1f ~'f' CilifUj 
f f~ ~  ~ ~ff  ~, 'if ~ ~ f~ m 

fi !~ ~ . ~ r 'f1f 'l' ~  liT ~·n  1-\ ;qn: ~ 
oqfUj ~ ~~i"f, l1T<'f'fT liT 'lTnT I ;;r;:1f 
itr lIliIf 'f~ 'f'T ~ft'f~ ~ if; f<'ft; m 
~, ! '" 1I111f m<m"'f' ,nf"!'f' ~m~ rn 
itr ft:rtt f~"!  fmi'iiI'lI ~~c 'f'T f~," f 
o;rf"fifTlj ~  ~ i1 ~  ~ I m't lJ11~ it ~ 
qm ~ f~~~ ~II1 ~~ 'if~  ~ fll1 

iiI''''f ~  I{'l! 1fT I ~ ttm!f ~l  ~ ~ 
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~ , m ~~ flfn ~~ ~, ~ mf~ ~ 

m>:r m~ f<:<'fr:jPT !rr~ 'f;T .,r ~ <f;Tlf 

If'iT ~  ~ 'rr ~ I 11' ~," , 'f;) I{-If"I<:" 
~  ~ f'f; ~ it r"f 1:11'q.:q if ~'fr'1"'  

~~ r oHnT 'f;1 ~i  f~ 'iT ~ I e~ f<r"l' 
if f'f ~r ~'f  ~fff· fern"!" 'T<: ~ f-writlmr 
~f""'  n;'f; "g'''T 9f-'T"T '(:TlT ~1" r I 

11' :t l1"~ ij' =rT<:r'f "':m ~ f'f; "ifl f"' , ~ 

lftfc "if-11 ~, 1fi~ ~ "fl1l1" fl1~ .rHT' 
'f ~~, ~'f '17 .,r 1Fl1 >;rh: ~i~ 'f;r 
~'if'f  ~ 'f;r f r.it~ f  ~ ' r .,-rit I ,.'1 
.r~ I 'f 'f;1 f'fr'f;F 'f;T;' ;, If~ f;r<'T "I"T>1'f; 
~  .,-ri<ITT >;rh "f,'f;F 'r. " t~'l 'for 9;f"f "r 
~1 .,-ritlTr I r~'·H '1:"1" f<r<'T if !T'f; r~  

c:-rq- 'Q "-Ti<ITT I >;rT"T ~ f'f; ~r ~~If 
iR "'1 i '~ ' '1" ifr tir'f>l' 'fo~ir I '1,T 'f~  
f'f;"fr ~~H 'H fl1nWfi lH ~l'f " i('T 1fT 
'T ~r r~r "-I">: mit "--11 1fT l!~ 'for ~ .f'f  
~ 1fT 'f ~ I '1 ~ f "fl" ~ i~ ~ "--11 

qh: 1fi~ ~ "fl1l1" qf;rqr>.f ~'1 ~ ~'lf .f r 

"fi;, ~ 'fon ~ ~'  <f;T ,f" ~~~H r"f~ 
~ ;;rmITT I 

I beg to 

Page 6. 

after line 

move: 

7, insert-

"(a) religious prksts who perform the 
religious duties at birth and death." (15) 

SHRI K. S. RAMASWAMY: Clause 8 
imposes a statutory responsibility on some per-
sons to report birth and death. Under clause 10 
persons who have knowledge about birth and 
death are required to report the matter to 
the concerned authorities. There may be 
cases when a person dies and he has no 
other members of the family to report the 
matter to the authorities concerned. Such a 
person may die in a hospital. There is no-
thina wrong if the medical officer or the 
attendant is required to live information. 
In such cases only they arc required to ,ive 
information. In cases where there i. dupli-
cation, the reailtcrina authority will tally 
and verify the information. This is meant 
only to help have a counter check. on infor-
mation liven. 

It is true that the Cause of death cannot 
be ascertained by certain people. It is not 
that everybody who informs the relistering 
authority about death should report the 
cause also. Clause 2 is a different clause. 
Where the State Government thinks that 
facilities are available to get information 
about the cause of death, it is insisted upon 
in such cases and only on such persons who 
know about it that they should also give 
t he cause of death in such form as may be 
prescribed in the rules. It is not that in 
every case, any person who reports the death 
of a person should also give the cause of 
death. It will not be a harassment to any-
body. It is not possible to include purohits, 
maulvis and padrees in this category, as 
suggested by my hon. friend. I think I have 
answered all the points. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : All the am-
endments were revived and fresh notices were 
given; they were not there before. It is not 
very clear whether they had all been circula-
ted. Therefore, it is not possible to put 
them to vote now. So, I shall put the claus-
es and amendments to vote on the next 
occasion. 

U.SS hrs. 

The Lok Sabha ad ourn~d for Lunch tl/l 
Fourtun of t ~ Clock. 

The Lok SaMa r~a.!em led aftn Lunch 
at t r~e minute! past ourl~en of the Clock. 

[MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER in t ~ Chair) 

MOTION OF NO-CONFIDENCE IN 
THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS 

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI (Madurai) : Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, Sir, I be, to move: 

"That this House expresses its want of 
confidence in the Council of Ministers." 
It is sometimes stated that this motion 

of no-confidence has become a sort of ritual 
in this House for every _ion. But you 
will find that the motion that I anI movin, 
is not that aencral omnibus resolution in 
which one can brinl in anything. I have 
confined this motion to three specific events. 
I would like the House to decide whether 
these three important thinp that I have 
mentioned are just ordinary thinp or such 
1ICri0UI thinp which are calamitous, If allow-
ed to continue, for the entire country, for 
the unity of the country and for the demo-


