
„ Constitution (42nd
Amendment) Bill

t h e  m i n i s ’t e r  o f l a w j u s -
t i c e  AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(SHRI H. R. GOKHALE): The Chief 
Minister did speak to me but I aid 
nat say that the Bill would be m- 
troduced now. I said that I would 
bring it to the notice of the Com-
merce Minister.

SHRI P. M. MEHTA (Bhavanagar): 
I  have written to you that the talk 
of Shri Vinoba Bhave with our hon. 
Prime Minister. . .
{Interruptions).

MR. SPEAKER: This is not con-
cerning the business of the House.

SHRI P. M. MHTA: I have made
my point under Rule .577.

MR. SPEAKER: This cannot be
raised here. This is for my consi-
deration. (Interruptions). We are
seized of the question of next week’s 
business but you are raising a different 
issue. It is not proper to raise it 
today. You have written to me. It 
will give my consideration. Novv, Bills 
to be introduced

MAY 21, 1976

The motion was adopted

11.08 hrs.

CONSTITUTION (FORTY-SECOND 
AMENDMENT) BILL*

THE MINISTER OF LAW, JUS-
TICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(SHRI H. R. GOKHALE); I beg to 

move for leave to introduce a Bill 
further to amend the Constitution of 
India.

MR. SPEAKER: The question is:

“That leave be granted to intro-
duce a Bill further to amend the 
Constitution of India.”

SHRI H. R. GOKHALE: 
to introduce the Bill.

I beg

11.09 hrs.
SCHEDULED CASTES AND SCHE-
DULED TRIBES ORDERS (AMEND-

MENT) BILL*

THE MINISTER OF HOME AF-
FAIRS (SHRI K, BRAHMAN AND A 
REDDY): I beg to move for leave
to introduce a Bill to provide for the 
inclusion in, and the exclusion from, 
the lists of Scheduled Castes and 
Scheduled Tribes, of certain castes 
and tribes, for the re-adjustment of 
representation of parliamentary and 
assembly constituencies in so far as 
such re-adjustment is necessitated fay 
such inclusion or exclusion and for 
matters connected therewith

MR. SPEAKER: The question is:

“That leave be granted to intro-
duce a Bill to provide for the inclu-
sion in, and the exclusion from, 
the lists of Scheduled Castes and 
Scheduled Tribes, of cfertain castes 
and tribes, for the re-adjustment of 
representation of parliamentary 
and assembly consituencies iii so far 
as such re-adjustment is necessi-
tated by such inclusion or exclusion 
and for matters connected there-
with.”

The motion was adopted

SHRI K. BRAHMANANDA RED-
DY: I introduce the bill.

11.11 hrs.
MARRIAGE LAWS (AMENDMENT) 

BILL—Contd.

MR. SPEAKER: The House will
now take up further consideration 
of the Marriage Laws (Amendment) 
Bill. Time allotted— 4 hrs. and time 
taken is 10 minutes.

♦Published in Gazette of India Extraordinary Part II, section 2, 
dated 21-5-76. ^



Md’Tiage Laws VAISAKHA 31, j!898 (SAKA) (.Amendment) Bill l o

-•II

2,

THE MINISTER OF LAW, JUS-
TICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(SHRI H. R. GOKHALE?; I have 
moved it already. Sir.

MR. SPEAKER: Now, Mr. Dinesh 
Joarder.

SHRI DINESH JOARDER (Malda); 
Mr. Speaker, Sir, I welcome the mea-
sures that have been incorporated in 
this Marriage Laws (Amendment) 
BiU, while welcoming the bill, I would 
like to point out certain measures 
stipulated in this bill, which require 
fresh consideration and re-considera-
tion in view of the fact that those 
measures will bring in certain, conse-
quences and a far-reaching effect in 
our social and family lives, as also 
in the relations between man and 
women. They will change the future 
development of family, as also affect 
the next generation. As such, though 
I generally agree with most of the 
provisions of this bill, since I am not 
an expert in sociology or a research 
student on this subject, I cannot 
at this moment foresee or say defi-
nitely that the measures which have 
been envisaged in the bill will bring 
in the expected and desired results in 
our family, or marital lives. This as-
pect has to be considered.

On the other hand, the hasty manner 
in which this bill has been drafted 
and brought before this House for 
consideration, was not desirable at all. 
This is an important bill, affecting 
the relations between man and woman 
and also having serious consequences 
in family life. But the bill has been 
drafted and brought before the House 
in a very hurried manner. I think ’ 
that proper, adequate and appropriate 
consideration and thought have not 
been apphed in the formulation of this 
bill. In this connection, I would like 
to refer to the Statement of Objects 
and Reasons of the bill, which has 
mentioned that the 59th Report of 
the Law Commission has been taken 
into consideration

I would like also to mention here 
that the Chairman of the Law Com-
mission, Mr. P. B. Gajendragadkar has 
written a letter to our Law Minister, 
Mr. Gokhale. This letter proves my 
contention that the bill has been 
drafted in a very hurried manner, 
Without giving proper, adequate and 
appropriate thought and consideration 
to the issues involved.

The letter was addressed to Shri 
H. R. Gokhale, The Minister of Law, 
Justice and Company Affairs, Gov-
ernment of India. This was written 
by Shri Gajendragadkar. I will quote 
it. It says:

“You may recall that this is the 
result of the suggestions you have 
made in your letter addressed to me 
on the 7th January, 1974. As re-
quested by you, the Commission 
took up the work on a priority 
basis and I am happy that we 
have been able to comp ete the work 
within a month and half.”

So, as a result of consideration, 
thinking, drafting of the Bill, holding 
of meetings and other paraphernalia, 
the work was completed within a 
month and a half, and the suggestions 
Were made to the Ministry.

It has been mentioned in the State-
ment of Objects and Reasons that the 
Report and the recommendations of 
the Committee on “The Status of 
Women” were also taken into consi-
deration at the time of drafting this 
Bill. In the recommendations, resolu-
tion and the suggestions of the Com-
mittee on “The Status of Women” in 
India, there are various other aspects 
also. There are comprehensive sug-
gestions regarding the welfare and 
the upliftment of the conditions of 
wromen in our country. Then there 
are other aspects also such as, educa-
tion, employment, labour, other facili-
ties, social relations, political position, 
and so on. All other matters were 
a/so considered. Without taking into 
consideration all those factors, hov/ 
can we judge in what conditions our 
Women are living in our present socie-
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ty? What are the constraints and 
difficulties that we are facing in our 
country? What are the constraints 
and difficulties that our youths are 
facing in our country? Generally the 
youths and the students are facing 
these things in our Icountry  ̂ Unless 
those constraints, crisis and problen>s 
are removed from the present social 
set up and the economic structure of 
our life is changed, simply bringing 
changes in the Marriage Laws will 
not help in bringing certain modern 
and ultra-modern developments in our 
way of life in our society.

I would suggest that the Minister, 
even at this stage, could send this 
Bill for eliciting public opinion or to 
a Select Committee for better consi-
deration, deliberations and taking 
opinions of the experts, Sociologists 
and other people who are concerned 
in this matter. After taking those 
well considered and well thought out 
views, this Bill can be brought for-
ward again in this House. At this 
stage, the Minister can agree for 
sending it to the Select Committee or 
for eliciting public opinion.

At the present time  ̂ we are facing 
many difficulties in b'uTTaing up a 
healthy family life. It is well known 
that people even .in the rural areas 
are not educated. They do not have 
the idea of a planned family life and 
a well organised, well developed and 
well thought out family life. As far 
as the people living in the urban area 
are concerned, if they think of a weU 
planned happy life, they cannot lead 
it because they do not have that idea. 
Unless those hazards are removed, 
simply changes in the Marriage Laws 
will not help in our way of life. That 
is my contention. '

As regards certain provisions of the 
Bill, ill the present amendment, it 
has been suggested that cruelty and 
desertion will also be the grounds for 
divorce. Previously these were the 
grounds only for judicial separation. 
Also, a time-gap for bringing a suit for

judicial separation or, particularly, for 
divorce has been minimised. The 
earlier provision was that for un-
soundness of mind and for other 
things, the period was three years for 
bringing a divorce suit and, after 
judicial separation, it was. two years 
for bringing a divorce suit. Now, that 
period has been minimised and, actual-
ly, there is no time fixed for bring-
ing a suit for divorce on any ground 
and, after judicial separation, it is 
only one year and, for desertion, it 
is only two years.

I have no objection to this sort 
of changes. But I would like the 
hon. Minister as well as the Members 
O f the House to consider whether this 
will be a right thing that a slightest 
conflict, a slightest difference of opi-
nion, between husband and wife 
should encourage them to bring in a 
divorce suit. Previously, the idea of 
the legislators was that this will not 
be the rule of life and that certain 
misunderstanding, certain conflict or 
cruelty or some other conflict in mari-
tal life of husband and wife will not 
encourage them to bring a divorce 
suit or have judicial separation. It 
was considered that certain time 
should be given for reconciliation, for 
adjustment and it was felt that, with 
a tolerant attitude, by conciliation and 
interference of well-wishers and family 
members, they can have time to think 
over and only then go in for divorce. 
That time-limit, that time-gap, has 
now been removed. I am not oppos-
ing this. But I want the hon. Minis-
ter and the House to consider whether 
this will give rise to the scope of an 
immediate provocation for going in 
for divorce even if there is certain 
minor conflict or difference of opinion 
or a little mal-adjustment or a certain 
cause that may lead to cruel beha-
viour either on the part of husband 
or on the part of wife which may 
result in a temporary desertion and 
also some sort of unsoundness of mind.

Now-a-days, we are living in a very 
complex society. With a certain kind 
O f mental shocks, a certain unsound-
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ness of mind may crop up. Either 
the husband or the wife may suffer 
from it for a temporary period. That 
sort of unsoundness of mind and cer-
tain difference of opinion may come 
in the way of marital life, the con-
jugal life, o f the husband and the 
wife. Whether this will be a good 
ground for immediately going in for 
separation or for bringing a divorce 
sudt is a matter which should be con-
sidered in a very cool manner, dis-
passionate manner, giving due con-
sideration to the future consequences 
that may come up. Also, after one 
year of the judicial separation, when 
a divorce suit can be filed, I would 
like the same consideration to be 
given to that.

Now, the provision has been made 
that for maintetiance order no cohabi-
tation for one year is there and there 
may be a divorce suit. Any party can 
bring up a divorce suit. Divorce by 
mutual consent is also a welcome 
provision but, taking the total effect 
of these new changes that have been 
brought in this Bill, whether this will 
lead to the development of a healthy 
family and a tolerant spirit and a 
balanced view among the family or 
whether they will be the cause of 
splitting up a family by encouraging 
seperation for certain minor causes 
and whether these will have a dis-
astrous effect on our family life and 
our future social development has 
to be cansidered

I have already stated that I am 
not an expert on this subject. Those 
■who have done certain reserch work
and have gathered certain facts and 
figures, those who have examined 
certain people in the Universities and 
other places and those who are going 
on doing research on this subject can 
give us the facts and figures and 
teU us that these are the causes of 
seperation. But I am afraid such 
people have not been cansulted and 
their views have not been taken into 
consideration while formulating this

Bill. I have found no such thing 
either in the Statement of objects 
and Reasons or in the statement that 
our Hon. Minister made yesterday. 
I do not find that these aspects have 
also been considered.

Now, I would like to mention that 
the Committee on the Status of Wo^ 
men have also suggested that the 
word'adultery’ should be removed 
from the Indian Penal Code and 
from other penal provisions as being 
an offence for punishment. In the 
present context of thing, the moral 
values of our life and the meaning 
thereof have changed altogether. In 
the present camplex society, men and 
women are working side by side in 
offices and are moving about every-
where in buses and trains together. 
So, the status and the relationship 
between men and women have also 
changed, and the concept has chan-
ged. So ,this adultery or ' living in 
polygamy m ay be a civil offence and 
a ground for judicial seperation or 
divorce, but the suggestion of the 
Committee on the Status of Women 
i'n India is very correct and «re come 
that the word ‘adultery’ now appea-
ring in the Indian Penal Code as a 
penal offence should be removed.

I wou’d also like to draw the atte-
ntion of our Hon. Minister to the 
faet that, while changing the defini-
tion of a ‘lunatic’ and in regard to 
certain other grounds, only an expl-
anatory note has been given instead 
of a composite definition. In this new 
clause, what ‘lunatic’ means has been 
explained only in an explanatory 
note. This may create complications 
and divergent opinion may come up 
at the time of trial and there may 
be mis-interpretation of this defini-
tion, arid c^rtciin oth^r thing are also 
there. Whi’e considering the different 
amend-ner+s I would deal with these 
matters in f »̂+ails. But I would .lust 
like to know +he views of the Minister 
and so, I only touch those points.
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Here it has been stated:

“ at the time of 
neither party—■

the marriage,

(a) is incapable of giving a valid 
consent to it in consequence 
of unsoundness of mind; or

(b) though capable of giving a 
valid consent, has been suffer-
ing from mental disorder of 
such a kind or to such ^  
extent as to be unfit for mar-
riage and the procreation of 
children;”

Previously, it was ‘lunatic’. Now yoii 
are going to add certain other aspects 
to ‘lunacy’ or unsoundness of mind; in 
addition to being unfit for marriage he 
or she must also be unfit for procrea-
tion of children. That means, if the 
party is lunatic but can produce chil-
dren, he or she can give a valid con-
sent. Only unsoundness of mind or 
unfitness for marriage will not be a 
sufficient ground for a void marriage; 
also with that, the man or woman 
possessing unsoundness of mind and 
is unfit for marriage, must also be 
unfit for procreation of children. This 
requires a certain clarification and I 
would like to have the opinion of the 
Minister on this point.

Even in the case of impotency, 
‘impotency’ itself is not a ground. In 
the Bill it is said:

“ that the marriage has not been 
consummated owing to the iinport- 
ance of the respondent;” ’

That means, if a man is impotent but 
with an extraneous effect is possessing 
that sort of vitality, that is, even 
though he is impotent, if he can 
othrewise, by some drug-effect, con-
summate the marriage once or twice 
in his life—in whatever manner it 
bay be-^, even if he is a man with the 
regular nature of impotency, then there 
is no cause for separation or for the 
marriage being void. This is not 
very clear. I would request the hon. 
Minister to clarify this Eilso. •

I would also request the Minister to 
consider this. We all desire, we all 
welcome, that a man or woman should 
not be punished by way of causing 
certain delay, by way of bringing cer-
tain provisions to detain them from 
going in for a second marrige. But, 
if, out of the first marriage, they 
have to or three children and they 
take the earliest opportunity to have 
the second marriage and have another 
set of two or three children with an-
other partner, then what would happen 
to the family planning drive? So, you 
have to consider this from this aspect 
also.

I welcome the provisions in the Bill 
for early and expedious disposal of the 
suits as also that the proceedings 
under this Act would be conducted in 
camera Other provisions or engag-
ing conciliator and arbitrator by the 
court are also very welcome provi-
sions.

Now, when a partner of the mar* 
riage suffers imprisonment for seven 
years or more for certain criminal
offences, that has been made as the 
ground for divorce. If that be the 
ground, why should you not include 
persons engaged in smuggling, other 
anti-social activities, offences under 
Drug Control and Food Adulteration 
Acts? These are the heinous crimes 
in the society. I would suggest that 
of a person, whether husband or wife, 
is found quilty or such offences, that 
should able be made a ground for
judicial separation or for divorce.

With thes views, I would again 
suggest to the hon. Minister that if it 
is not too late, the Bill should be sent 
to a Select Committee or circulated 
for eliciting public opinion, so that aU 
the points and other matters having 
serious and far-reaching effect on our 
family and social life could be well
considered and examined. There-
after, this BiU should be again brought 
for consideration and passing.
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grr? % =q-ff? r̂sT 1 
f t  gr«TT'f?rf^tT^ %
%  ?r?JT t  Iff q-nr JTf
Tr̂ T ft  ^?rr ^  ^  i ^  5
?T^ir f?rr |  q-f f=rtT?r ?rrqT 

f  IT?,?!' JTft?q- ?Tf ?r>T % 
?r7 '̂r ?r>T ^  sr̂ iT̂ Tsr ĉrr f  1

f?rf^^iTT7^r^??T?Tra| i ^Tf  ̂
fwq-fr ^  ?rn-iT̂   ̂̂ >ff  ̂f  3 w 7 

11 ?r>q- I  %  3T? 3T|r # f  >r-
I  f̂ f̂i" f̂ #£T̂ 7 qr qr 

?f r̂er?r % srrfcT f^ q -  qr g'lf fVihr 
?T q-w ^q'r 5ftfT 3fT?rr | ^  q^ fq-#q^
I , ^r fTPT I  q-rTsr if (sr^?-

I ^tTT ^ r  Tr I  q f
r ^ ?rr JTsrr ? ^Tfri ^ 5?

|t eft ff q’? irferiT ^“tfr jr̂ rr qr 
fgrf |̂>T f^rrf ^ftfr q-qr ?

fqq-rf ft q̂̂  ^|f ;r̂ r ? 
w®? ¥T'f 5Tfqr q-qr ?

?rr#f-T ^Wf % TffT ^ 11 5ft
^ r  ?frT q-1-T
TOr rft ^  ^

11 ftr q§ ^Yf q-
ir q fw q ' JT|f |t̂  3fT Tfr | qr ̂ ti  q-qr 

?rff ?rr -̂ ifr | qf??r 3ft |
?̂r-t; r̂qi?q-qq- if sfr ^Wf ^

JTT̂rq- ^  I  f 5
?r?ft£rq- if r̂rtj 1 11’a’tr̂ iT
nuT if ^'it qfwfT q ^ ^  irmq'fr 
^|t 115t ?r̂ ?err I  f  ® ?rfrq' % wr̂
?TK̂T'̂  ^?rr r̂-Twq ^  ?rH q-f ftrfq^ 

fq-5f fg- t  fq-^r^s? ?rk 
?ff̂ :cqq-' ?rr(T q^ r̂̂ rq" | 1
?#5TiT fJT f?r'l.' if q-|t 7?Tr I  I 
3rr fqsfq^ | stip 1 1 
?rr3t^?r ^t 7f t  ^-rra'ir "̂t

f ®  t T ff  f  q-f f t  3r,-^irr 1
q^ W?r 5T^rT | ;—

(i) to liberalise the provisions re-
lating to divorce,
X

(ii) to enable expeditious disposal 
of proceedings under the Act, 
and

(iii) to remove certain anomalies 
and handicaps that have come 
to light after the passing of 
the Acts.

3ft s p m  I ,  ^H'if T  f  I  ^^nft
j x  q?T  ̂ ^  f^iT ^rqr w  | 1 

^3^T<Jr % t  sTRr ( 14) #

^#JiT I «TT 5rr?t f>% % eft? q ^ 

qr? f ? r q T % qr? f t  
#  f t i t  «ft %r?T?r ?r? q-^
^w ttjq 't q? q̂ r ?t>T!T ft
I  I fTqrf?rr^T 5Tq- % f?ITT fgtR i 5
qn- ?mq ft f?qr q-qr 11 jT T T t  q'S'ffr if 
f?rre if sri-a- fq^Fq- ftqr qr ^irre 

^Tft fjT5T?r qr garn

^qr I  ?ttT q f l  f h  fq'jr fq^^r jt j r  11

t  f'TJT 5Tr7^t ar?Tqr? l-=rr ^ r f  tf

^ I

«ftfTT, 5fq w  ^ ft>  I  
a-> ^qT?ra-T %%¥ ^  fts-q-f ft  wmix. 
f't.fr I  I 5TT ^  H'TT^ % f  5 fqq*T | 
f^  3fq ?Tf Ft qr'i wr?!' ft ^r.ft | , qf 
5?TTr^ ^?fr ^ ' i  I qrar Tt jr 
f  ® ?TnfT I  fq? ^  T^t ?r  ̂srTTf

^qr q-ff T f  qqr |  i qF? 
nq't’T ^  q-fa- % ^  fq-qff qf7
f?rr, qft q'T q^
jtTc^qr ^  eft q f  qrr % w t qft 
?ftT I  ^Ff -t  ^  ^?T^t q ff ^ 
? w t  m  q^F»T5r^t?Tt-^^'te 
^rq^ F?T'̂  qrt q ff f t f  
I  eft q f  q?f st^Tc wTcft t  I
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[?fy ftr^r]

fiT ?r4 I
^?TT I  % 1̂- ^

,ft r̂̂ T 1 1  ^ fir w

?TT*nTr
I  ^  ^T?Tr t  ir^r Jiff

I ^  I  '̂Y?r I
"̂ T̂r % 5T'rriT̂  ?rrq-  ̂ »Rt^f %
f ^ ,  ?rrf^%jff ?ftT ffT^Tf %

€r sir^^TT ^T I  I t  5[TT'̂ n-T %
?rrtrf ^ ̂  Trff ̂ rarr
% f^(T ?rr'T €rJT?r i
??r% ?TT«T ^  t  ^»TT ftp
Tf^ % f̂ rtr 5TT^¥ I I f
tttt ?r-T̂ rsr | ?h3T'^ ^ Tf^ %

?rr^H ^  5if^«rT T̂f (t  i

jttHt wrr eft ?̂rr fV 
^rffiT, ?rrwrg’

^  sit^stt ^ =^rfftr-w 
gfiT ^I I

tTifr 3rf> s!T^«rT 11
% 3ft I  ^  s rr f f j

^ ?F̂ f?STcT I ’ I ^
qr^ ^

I I  iTf oET̂ r̂r ?f^ | ?r>T ̂ ?rr fir
ft̂ rr ̂ ftT sTT 1 w  ?rr̂  ̂  ?fV

I %
^ ftr??3r qr
fsp?ff WT' ^rq^rft spT q'fT ^
s r ^ f f  ^x ?r^^r 11 qf? ̂ >t 

=^1 f?TiT ^ ^3rr^^
fW r I ^fT ̂  sq’̂ r  '̂r ^rf |

qf? f  ̂ 5RT feft ̂  ̂ ?rr F̂ jtt ct>.
q’̂ 'CTfT f̂ TTT WT ^r^rf^qr ̂ r 

■?r̂ T̂ I iq^q-Ti?r^#sfifT?Tr ?r?rfiT̂  
f  wffe ^fr wr I f  STTT ^
•ftr^miT^I^I 5, 10,50 JTT 500

^  »̂T??rr f^irr ^r | i
?ri î=sr ^  % Tr g ir r ^  |

#?r>sr;T t  r̂rq- ^ > f  f  %  w  % 
q ^ f ^ i T T ^ ' T t T ^ r ^ f ^ r r s f t T ^ i T ^  

TTfi"^ ^  g-¥T fTT^-ft ^ rffC f I 
s r t f  % JTf 5rr?=rr^ 

f t  srrairr i

??r% ?rrq- ^T?rr
=^ferr f srrTr ( s )  ^  ̂ i

?q-ce q-ff ?rrqT |

f (  ft^fl ^ f l T  I

l^ rir q ;^  ^ q r 21 ( 1)
(?t ) 3ftfr I  I ?r*ft qf «TT 'rfff

^'^Tf 'T rft f ,  ?T''R Tf^
<Tcfr TT JT̂ T̂ rrr >T̂ rs5 VO

#  5 ^ ? l t  %  ftrtr >:(•%% q f t  ^  
f > r r  I 5 R T K  % ? riK  qc^t 'ii:

I  q f^  qc-ft % w
Tf g^rq'it %  ftriT ^ r t  f> r r  1 

^ | q  ^T r̂q ? r k  <f?rr ^»rar q r 1 ?r? 
5iR-̂ «rT #  »rf I >T^ iT^qr
e r m  ^ ^ r ,  I  qfd f t  q r q ^ ,  3?|t
^ ^ t r r  ^ r q r  f? r^ q-«r ^  ^  ^ ff
? r r ^  ^  ^ i q ^ F f t  ^  ^«r

ftir r  ? r k  's k h t  ft^iT 1 o tjt
? r k  %  % q  q f  5ft s r w  ^

I  ^  ^ ft s q ^ r  I  I 5T^
% T ^  q f  f^rq^ «tt ir^^JTr ^nrr |1^ 
q r  'T ^ f  q r  ^q" ^  ^ r  5rfq?=r |l?r 
«TT f ^  T t  ^  g'irq' q r  ?Tk ^ r̂ 
q '^w jfr f t f r  «ft 1 m ^  fê iT 
I  3ft q-f§r f ^ a r  q r
^ q ’ ^ T  ?rfiRq' -?:|jtt , q«r p̂t  
^ 'i t  ? f q ^  ?Tft f> TT 1 1  ¥ft #

^tift I

f  5 T̂ t ^  I f5r^ 3TK t  ?TT̂ 
f?T4t ^ff3T I —
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t  sTHSTFT f^irr | ^
W«TT ^ 18 ^ ^

% f?rq q '^ i f  #  srfsr^Tft 
I ?T¥ft ?̂T ^ T̂cT q-|f I 18

?rk 21 ^  ?r^ 2rT ^  5V ¥n?t
I ?TT3r ¥ft %

q'T =^r 15
% sfn '̂ % '5TT̂  ^ ^ I
% f^  % ?T^n: ^ f %
^ 21 ^  ft ?rrq-

?rfsr^r
— t  ?nraRrr | qr

ffjT % ?r^gq- f^ r T  ^Tfrr =?Tf|Ti ?r^ 
^T?T ?rfsr^rT fTRT% =^rf? ?

'' t  JTf ^  = :̂̂ r I fsp ITT ^
; T̂?T ?RIT̂  ft >T̂ ft ftPfft «ft w
I 'fft fT ^ Tt TTf%̂ Tf ^  f  SfT̂ -̂
I ^  I t ,  13Tf giTT^

■̂ T r̂f̂ T f  fsp qf?r ?rtT ’rê ft % srq-ff
"̂t ^Tf^t# % t

?̂T STT-̂  #  T̂'̂ T̂'̂
^ ^T^T I JTf ^

^|t I, T̂x̂  ̂ ^ ?rr̂  ^ 5rr?ar 
^ T̂t ^̂ ■;2TT I, t  I
^ ^ f̂t sJTŴsTT f t  ?tTf q'̂ r'f %

'' J' ^i ^ft ^ f̂̂ T I
«

• ^5?f % ?rr«T t  ?rr'T "̂t r̂tT
j ^'t?!T ^r sr^q^r? ^  |
1 ^r ^T^T I  I

' '!
SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN 

! ICombatore): Sir, I welcome this BiU 
j  which is long overdue. I see the 
J  Minister has stated that the recom-
: mendations of those amendments were 

made by the Law Commission in its 
59th Report which was submitted by 
it in March 1974, i.e. two years ago 
and the Committee on the Status ol 
Women in India submitted its report 
at the end of December, 1974, usher-
ing in the International Womens Year.

Now, after all this delay when we 
have those amendments which are to 
liberalise certain provisions in the 
Hindu Marriage Act and the Special 
Marriage Act which have gone through 
a period of experience in our country, 
we find suggestions have been made 
that these should be gone into further 
in discussion in a Select Committee 
and so on. I am not in agreement 
with that proposition. Certainly, here 
the Minister should listen to us, and, 
if possible, here and now make cer-
tain changes that we would request in 
order to strengthen what is there in 
the Bill. Because I find again an 
atmosphere reminiscent of what hap-
pened when we were discussing the 
Special Marriage Act and the Hindu 
Marriage Act in the two Houses of 
Parliament. May J remind you of the 
very stormy Session that we had to 
have on one particular point? At 
that time under the guise of being 
very progressive, under the guise that 
we should safeguard age old moral 
and philosphicS values, we found the 
thin end of the wedge coming in every 
time. Let us take, for example, one 
point, namely liberalising this whole 
procedure of divorce and decreasing 
also the time limit for applying for 
divorce. It is very easy to say that 
one should have a longer time, but we 
are living to -^ y  in a society that is 
neither promiscuous nor permissive. 
We are living in a society where there 
is a certain hang-over of certain dis-
tortions that have developed in our 
society, distortions of Hindu social 
customs, and distortions of our 
national tribal customs also. It is 
in this background that we are living.

I know, some Members of Parlia-
ment have been lobbying with me for 
the last two days saying,” Why
should the girls who have been married 
at a much younger age than 18 have 
the right to come and say, ‘annul this 
marriage’?” Sir, there are some 
States like Rajasthan and M.P. 
where children are married even
at the age of 3 months or 6
months. When the girl reaches the
mature age, when she knows what 
she wants, she is expected to abide
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by what her parents have decided foi 
her. This is a very strange outlook 
indeed, i cannot understand this at 
all. In spite of the Child Marriage 
Restraint Act and in spite of the other 
legislations such practices continue. 1 
cannot understand the argument tha  ̂
because such laws are there which are 
not fully implemented. We should not 
do anything. i  fail to understand that 
argument at all.

Although this Bill removes certain 
lacunae there are some other lacunae 
which are still there. There are other 
amendments recommended by the 
Committee on the Status of Women.
There are other amendments recom-
mended by the Law Commission which 
do not find a place here. I hope the 
Minister will tell us what the position 
of the Government is regarding such 
recommendations and how soon we 
could expect Government to come up 
with proposals following up these 
recommendations. Already two years 
have passed since the reports were 
submitted. The first point I would 
like to refer to is Compulsory Regis-
tration of marriage on which, the 
Committee on the Status of Women 
laid particular stress. I quote:

‘The ultimate object should be to 
recognise registration as the sole and 
conclusive proof of marriage irres-
pective of the religious rites under 
which it was solemnised.’

Then they go on to say:

‘We regret that for over a decade 
no attempt has been made to intro-
duce a legislation to implement the 
objects of the UN convention.’

This has reference to UN convention 
on Consent to Marriage, Minimum 
Age for Marriage and Registration 
of Marriage.

Then they say:

‘This attitude indicates a casual-
ness and lack of concern on matters 
affecting the status of women. We 
recommend that registration should 
be made compulsory for aU marriage-
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es. We have a clear precendent 
for a uniform measure in the Regis-
tration of Birth and Deaths Act.’

Even though compulsory registration 
of all marriages is not forthcoming
immediately surely you could have
introduced that amendment so far as 
the Hindu Marriages Act is concerned 
because .you find that today in our 
country certain distortion are making 
place in societ.y. You have got too
many fake marriages taking place.
Now because of censorship of the news-
papers these things are not appearing 
so often. But there are many cases 
where such fake marriage take place. 
The girl is then left destitute. Social 
ostracism takes place. ‘The giri’s 
parents come to grief. The girl and 
her parent undergo great mental 
suffering. Such things take place in 
our society. After all society is socie-
ty. Compulsory Kegistration could be 
one safeguard against such practices.

If the person knows that the mar-
riage has to be complsorily registered 
or otherwise he will be penalised such 
fake marriages will not take place. 
Even though the Anti-Dowry Bill is 
there you are not able to enforce it. It 
is a question of social education; it is 
a question of changing the mental 
attitude of people. In our country lor 
instance we have reached a point where 
we can say that we have eradicated 
smallpox.

Because of your concerted work in that, 
you have been able to do that over-
coming age old superstition. So, Sir, 
this would be an implementable provi-
sion in the Hindu Marriage Act I there, 
for wonder why it is, that the Minister, 
with his progressive outlook, while 
bringing forward this amending bill 
before us, did not include this? Then,
Sir, there are other allied problems to 
this also. For instance, we have, in 
our country, cases of those who get 
married through the matrimonial ad-
vertisements . (Interruptions) The 
point here is that, as you know, there 
are many cases leading to a great deal 
of hardship and again Ihe girl suffsrs 
It is partly because there is the same 
rigid social outlook where the parents
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feel that the future of the girl is only 
marriage and there is no other future 
for her. What ever may have been 
said during the International Women’s 
Year, whatever has been said by the 
Committee on the Status of Women in 
India, this unfortunate situation conti-
nues. Newspapers make money out of 
the matrimonial advertisements and a 
whole of racketeers and a whole 
lot of, anti-social elements, take 
advantage of this particular position.

Only the other d a y — unfortunately, 
I am not able to read Bengaii-I was tc Id 
that there was a news item in one of 
the Bengali newspapers just a couple 
of days ago, where there was report of 
a person who was making it a profes-
sion to answer materimonial a report 
o f advertisements. I think he prob-
ably went through 365 or 366 mar-
riages for leap year—he had 366
fathers-in-law houses to go to. I 
do not know the exact number. The 
point is that he was utilising these 
matrimonial advertisements to acquire 
farther-in-law and dowry by the dozen. 
Therefore, compulsory registration is 
something that can overcome this kind 
of distortion that is developing to-day 
which did not exist to the same extent 
some years ago.

Again, why I ask for the compulsory 
registration to this. I ask for ;t 
because there is brain-drain which is 
also affecting our social life. You And 
those who have gone abroad have 
settled down abroad because they 
had their future is abroad and 
because they feel have better mate-
rial prospects there. They come 
back home because their families 
say that they have got brides on 
a platter, not only that but they also 
have certain material perquisites on a 
platter. So, they come home, they 
marry these unsuspecting girls, take 
them abroad and these brides become 
cheap domestic servants there. This 
is because they are not available there 
for the girls whom they have already 
acquired. They go abroad and set up 
their establishments, there, thev have 
their children there and you will find 
these girls from India who suffer there 
and either they commit suicide there

or they come back here to be rejected 
women in our society.

That is why, I say that complsoiry 
registration is a matter of great ur-
gency and I am really sorry that the 
Minister has not brought it along with 
this amendment. This is only a drop 
in the ocean. I can tell you that I 
know of many cases personally and 
you find so many of the very sad 
cases in the papers. What happens is 
this. In our country, when the people 
go abroad some change their ‘ moral 
values also and they betray the in-
nocent girls in this manner. That is 
why I have brought this to the notice 
of this House and to the Minister. I, 
think it is not too late even now, I 
think the House even if you are too 
busy at the tail end of the session you 
go on waiving so many of the conven-
tions, waiving so many of the rules. 
Surely, we could do something in this 
regard in order to bring protection to 
the vast hundreds of girls who have 

. been misled in this way and who have 
been brought to such a state of unhap-
piness. (Interruptions').

Sir, I am appealing to you because 
the power is in your hands and I 
appeal to the House . . . . . .  (IntP.rrup-
tions).

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE (Betul)i 
What is your suggestion? '

SHR'IMATI PARVATHI KBISHAN": 
My suggestion is that compulsory 
registration be introduced in the Hindu 
Marriage Act also, because the general 
compulsory registeration, as the 
iMinister has told me, is also on the 
aijvii (Interruption).
12.00 hrs.

So, Sir, I have put before you my 
reasons as to why I think that it is ,a 
matter of urgency. It is because 
these difficulties and hardships are 
more on the increase rather than 
not. There are those who are 
opposing it on various grounds be-
cause they have a closed mind.. 
I think in our country today peo-
ple have come to accept the. fact 
that marriage is a social obligation and, 
therefore. I do not think that comnul- 
sory registration of marriage is going 
to be such a difficult proposition.
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Sir, the next point that I would like 
to bring to the notice of the House is 
in regard to the Hindu Marriage Act 
and the need for raising the age of 
marriage in the Hindu Marriage Act. 
This also has been recommended by 
the Committee on the Status of 
Women. I quote;

“ When the' legal age of marriage 
in case of a female is below the age 
of discretion she cannot be expected 
to form an intelligent opinion about 
her partner in life. The policy of 
law which permits the marriage of 
a girl before she is physically and 
mentally mature is open to serious 
question .......... Therefore, increas-
ing the marriage age of girls to 
egihteen years is desirable.”

Sir, I am in total agreement with the 
proposition that the Committee has
put forward. Sir, to give the argu-
ment that “ after all marriage these 
days is taking place at the age of 10
and, therefore, why bother and let us 
first achieve fifteen” to this my answer 
would be: let us put for target where 
it should be. The target should be 
where a girl is able to judge for her-
self. Sir, today by and large in our 
country a practice is growing where 
the girl is given an opportunity of 
seeing her future bride-groom. In the 
past the bride-groom was given the 
opportunity to view the bride and the 
bride was made to parade around to. 
Starighten a picture on the wall so that 
prospective bridegroon could view the 
length of her hair or she was made 
to sing a song, although she was com-
pletely toneless and it was praised. 
All this kind of tamasha used to go on. 
Now, We are progressing and, therefore, 
you find—at least in Delhi—in some 
of the cafes tables are engaged and if 
you ask who has reserved the table 
they win tell you that the prospective 
bride and the bride groom are going 
to view each other. Now, when the girl 
comes and if she does not like the 
shaps c f the moustaches etc.,and if 
the mother is kind and the father is 
liberal--as the Law Minister is—then

the girl is given the choice. We are 
now in that pregressive society. There-
fore, to expect a girl of fifteen to be 
able to say ‘yes’ or ‘no’, i think, is 
asking too much. She is still at the 
school level and not gone to the college. 
She is still having her mind moulded. 
Her mind is not her own mind. There-
fore, it is necessary to make a begin-
ning now when an amendment is 
being brought. There are, of course, 
those who use the argument of family 
planning also in this context. That is 
an additional argument. Family 
planning is not onl.y to be achieved 
by this but this amendment will help 
our girls to feel that they are being 
treated as individuals and not being 
taken like sheep to the slaughter 
house. That is why it is extremely 
important that the age of marrige 
should be raised to 18 in the Hindu 
Marrige Act and brought on par with 
the Special Marrige Act.

Now, I have got one or two things 
with regard to the Bill itself.

There is one amendment that I have 
given which on the fact of it may 
sound quite absurd. That is where 
the timelimit for filing the petitions 
for divorce or nuUifying the marrige 
should be given within one day. in-
stead of one year of the marriage. 
Here I would like to say that I have 
given it only to give a jolt to the 
Minister to make him understand what 
it is about. I think he appreciates 
that also because sometime one has to 
give a sort of jolt to bring home a 
point. Here again. Sir, take the fake 
marriage proposition. I have seen 
the matrimonial advertisements and
the ‘brain-drain’ marriages as i call
them. Here if you ask a girl to waif 
for one year to overcome her humiliar 
tion, then you are asking too much of 
her. I think the Minister should find 
a place here where he could introduce 
a proviso or some clause whereby 
such cases could be dealt with without 
delay. I admit that they are not
ordinary cases but after all, a measure 
like this, which is a social measure, 
should take into consideration those
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ttiMptlons, because the exceptions are
M i  in ones and two* but they go into
Ifeundreds and thousands. Thai is
itifay11 am very particular that this
Sfc'ould be taken notice of and some
Miction Should be taken to provide for
r&fef in such cases.

1 *
MTith regard to unsound mind, here

again I welcome the amendment that 
has come before this House. But I
would like the Minister to tell us what
safeguards would be there to see that
there is no distortion in this case, that 
Is as far as the women in rural areas,
backward areas and ...

SHRI O. BASUMATARI (Kokraj- 
har): You include the tribal areas also.

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISH-
NAN: Please wait for me to finish my
sentence. How I can forget tribal
areas when you are there. Tribal
areas also are concerned because the
harassment can really be quite con-
siderable—as far as the mental, un-
sound mind, etc etc., is concerned—and 
unless something specific is there as to
who should be the certifying authority 
and how the court will be satisfied, 
this could lead to a lot of distortion
and a lot of abuse. Because il you
just have any old practitioner or so
called psychiatrist, I am very nervous
of these quack psychiatrists who are
there throughout the country. There-
fore, you must have somebody who is
really a recognised specialist or some-
one who is an expert to go into it. 
Otherwise the harassment or the vari-
ous methods like giving drugs, etc etc.,
will continue where these conditions
could be created. Therefore, I think 
that we should have some safeguard 
against the abuse of that clause which 
would operate against the women,
mainly. Because we are still in a
man's world. It does not make
women’s world by having a woman 
Prime Minister and some women Mem-
bers in Parliament. And you will
agree with me when after my speech 
you have the men who are going to 
speak on this subject

Then on page 16, the Law Com* 
mission had stated that the petitions
of divorce should be disposed of within 
six months and the appeals within
three months. Now from the maimer
in which the amendment is worded, it
could again go into any length of time, 
It is a sort of, if I may say so, permis-
sive measure. Here is what it says:
“and endeavour shall be made to 
conclude the trail within six months."
What endeavour shall be made to 
conclude the trial within 6 months.
The Law Commission was specific 
that it should be done within six 
months, not that just the “endeavour”
should be made. And similarly with
regard to appeal also, “endeavour
shall be made"—the word 'dedication* 
Is not there—‘‘an endeavour shall be
made to conclude the trial within
three months from the date of serving
of notice to the appellant.”

The Law Commission headed by
Mr. Justice Gajendragadkar had gone 
into all the aspects and made these re* 
commendations because they thought it
necessary that these cases should not
be pending for that length of time and 
people should not be kept in suspense 
for that length of time. When you
say you are accepting the recommen- 
dations of the Commission the provi«
sion$ in the Bill should have been ex* 
actly the same as recommended.

Time was when during the discus-
sion and voting on the Hindu Marriage
Bill and the Special Marriage Bill no
whip was issued, so that people could 
vote freely according to their con-
science. The debate in Parliament
also went into the old and ancient
customs, practices, etc. I am happy 
that now we have progressed sufficient-
ly to find that the government is not
forced to give a free vote but cdn 
carry its party with it on a progressive 
measure. It is a very happy situation 
indeed, but at the same time, let us
not think that just by passing these 
measures we are going to achieve
everything. It is necessary that we
should have an approach of changing 
our social and economic condition
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wttch I alone will help to see that lm« 
ptementation is there and the people 
participate in the implementation,

In conclusion, I would like to remind 
the House of the words of our ex- 
President the late Dr. Radhakrisfanan:

"We need a revolution in our
■thought and outlook. From the altar 
of the past, we should take the living
fire and not the dead ashes. Let us 
remember the past, be alive to the 
present and create the future with 
courage in our hearts and faith in 
ourselves.”

I would like to ask the a w  Minister 
to have that faith and accept the sug-
gestions I have made in regard to com-
pulsory registration of marriages and 
raising the age of marriage.

SHRI, JIAGANNATH RAO (Chatra- 
pur): Sir, I rise to support the Bill.
Our Hindu society was based on the 
laws of Manu and conventions and 
practices. But in 1954 we passed the 
Special Marriage Act and in 1955 we
passed the Hindu Marriage Act. At that 
time there was a lot of protest in the 
country, but still we passed that legisla-
tion and it was a step forward. In 1929. 
we passed the Child Marriage
Restraint Act abolishing child mar-
riages. Social legislations are neces-
sary for society to advance and develop 
on modem lines so that antiquated 
and outmoded concepts and conven.
tions based on religious superstition 
may go.

For the first time, provision for
divorce was made in the Hindu Mar-
riage Act, 1955 and in the Special
Marriage Act in 1954. Earlier under 
the Hindu Law, marriage was consi-
dered to be a sacrament and there was 
no question of divorce. The husband 
and the wife had to live together till 
death. We took a step forward when 
we passed the Special Marriage Act in
1954 and the Hindu Marriage Act in
1955 providing for divorce and other 
incidental matters connected therewith. 
Now an attempt is being made to 
liberalise and streamline rha provisions

in both the Act*. U you read ft*
I*wi*tooa of the MB, you wiHfin**!** 
both <*»• Hindu Marriage Afct 
Sfcwdel Marriage Act are fought to be 
amended on the same lines. In detot 
so, one major step that has been taken 
is to reduce the period of three yean
under section 13 for filing a petition 
for divorce to one year. Therefore, If
a huatoand and wife feel that they can-
not live as husband and wife, why 
should they be forced to live together? 
Under Section 13, the period of judicial 
separation was three years and now, 
it has been re&tced to one year. After 
one year, it is open to either party to 
move the court. The cases of mental 
disorder, epilepsy, etc. have been libe-
ralised. To exercise free will is also 
included in this Bill. Though the 
marriage is solemnized religiously in 
our society, stilt it is open to an agree-
ment. Both the husband and wife
should be happy, this should be the 
purpose. Where husband and wife do 
not agree and quarrels go on in the 
house, what will be the fate of the
children? Now a days, most of the 
children are neglected because of quar-
rels in the family. So, this piovisiun 
is wholesome.

A time has come when we should 
look into the lacunae and defects that 
have come to notice while implement-
ing this Act. It shall be the duty of
the Government to see that lacunae
and loopholes are removed so that the 
wholesome measure is implemented 
and the results which are contemplated 
in the Act are achieved.

Mrs. Parvathi Krishnan was against 
matrimonial adverstisements. She had 
her own reasons. Mr. Ram Copal
Reddy is in favour of matrimonial
advertisements. If a person wants to
marry, there ig no harm if he goes
for advertisement. If the matrimonial
advertisements are not there, then 
cheats will come in the field. Why do
you want to encourage them? If you
are looking for a particular girl it ie 
open to you to go in for advertise-
ment and can got the girl of your
choice. Why should anybody object
to that?
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Apart tram that, the period of judi-
cial separation has been reduced to one
year. So, this la a whole-some provi-
sion. Divorce by consent Is also pro-
vided in the Act which was not there
feefoxe.

Another provision has also been 
made. After the lapse cf one year and 
after the decree is passed, it is open 
to either of them to marry the divor-
cee. They can review this and again 
come back. Therefore, this is a whole,
some measure, though it has come a 
bit late. I wish the age of the marriage
should also be raised to 18 and 21 for
girls and boys. Perhaps the Minister
wants to do it by a separate legislation.
I do not know. Therefore, these are 
the steps which we are taking in the
field of social legislation, because pro-
pagation of the species is a human in-
stinct, just as it is an animal instinct.
Family should be a happy unit of the
society. We should, therefore, encour-
age such happy families. I hope and 
believe that these measures would go
a long way in creating happy families,
whose offspring, viz., the children,
would be able to grow up well, and
grow up to be useful citizens.
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sr^r ^s**n**Frt*rtT3^

% ffw ir?r #s?tt ?ft
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{«ft ffw  m qft]

sr;«ft *ft <Tfrx*mr «R r̂nfV 
ŵsett | 1 $  T^rr "arr̂ rr g fa  v tf

’ft S°f 1 1 *iw. ^  •flv-flf
Wfc % f̂rSjcT f>FT *»lft *  *f«fr 33%
*Rft ?> ^  v ? ft 1  «r®d *r i t o  
«rfwiff Sr ?t arRfr | j <r $
*rt r̂ €• afctfft apt *r^?r «FT?rr wr^rr 

jj 1 *?r^far v t  s w  m ft  afavft 5f
fwsrT t  I $ f a  I f *  if w  ^

qTTOcr fa*rr ^ ?w fair *t ^ pt  if

7 ^  i f t f  *ri<ft «ft fsant
q*rrar 5t t  fcrr vh t <ft * r? r fa*F?r

3Ttt? 1 srfN? *hrr ^ p r  s s  sp fk  *rr *rr
%  Ziwi % SW<#>V fa75T %■ fkq
apfa t bt  forr sst pt  «rr fftr t i ?t Jf *rfit

fa ft V\ fT5RT ijtaft «ft *ft 1 %
^ tt*  arr $mr «n i *itsfltfr f?w?r if fa  

^rrsr % *<fa ^  mm ir$r m  v,xrm  
eft 3̂ ?r $  *r?rc*r «Ftf srta? «Rrrr «rr *rr 
5̂  *zpj spT% it ut src# «f?fV *rcft «fV 1 

^  w r  *wrftnr »TR fa» 
frvftrvtt*g'r*n*r3«Rrsi$ f t  tir 1 
^  {[ f a  if t  v%t *rc «£® f a *  f̂r

fspCTT̂ t TT Wter *KTft 1 1  *ft STRf 
%, f®  w fo  % ?ft*r *fr % n^F 

s n  ^ r m . ^  cm  sr.fa % 3r
«At  ^fo grsr aprsT Jr tarrsr

1w  1 fcrrsr % srfo «pt 3 5 ft  spr spnr 

t t  «ff t f*ni: «$t
*rnrff3,TF grt̂ rr ^rr «rr «tt 

f? ^  f ^ if f  *5t qf?r feffr ^  zr? < t m  

f?p t  ^5 ??fn ?[?rt wr^fsr«ff % 
*rta% ?rh: ^srn ^ frrifa «ff, Prt 
^ m r $  sr&r g$T% ^  srrcr fpc 1 
v ^ a r r  ?nf «ff f«p &r •*#* 
vt hTR wk *rr 9sn? j aft v*?ft

1$ *  ftr ?r? ?iTR | m
w^cft 1 1 « r  if ?f«r WTfrr ^ < ^ 1  ^ 

«tnrm m  5 m  i^ p t ^  aref«r vif s a w r

^  Wfr l-flf «r  |
^  *tr*r r̂ »nff ff*nr 1% w  

S*rV*ftoT3* • i f w  *tt
f ^  r̂̂ fwr m  P m  $rtt ffc  ^  
srwr̂ rr lr w  ar#?? itt ŝr?fV i wwr 
^ ra rr  ^  vt % ^
W  sft ftrar̂ r | fv ^
W  ^  *it * r  »f ^  t
« w r  1 v&x ^^snr wfr »ft *>sr sr 
»wr $  * tv t  ^ r  fv  
urn* ^  in% qw, ^  w  sm r 
vr v w  v*?rr w  1 1 ’ itsft *(t f  
fa m s v i f ?  •*-< % f m  ̂  y*t ̂ Tcrr t
t n  WRjT^r «pt  ?nr t *f i t  *ftr ^ ffrr

^fte *PT% 5T̂ T3T % WT̂ K fsTVrnV
W  < 3f*r <r ^rfterr f«nr s w #  
% % *rnir 3V w n  ^

> n :? w ^  fcwr 1 vhx >sgr fa 
1 »t «rf) ?r> «nf t  q^r, 5 *r ^  Hr? fa
*ft*r w r T|»f fa f ^ r f R  Ti «fhr< 
t  f f  srr# g ^ r
fa^rir T5T t, ^  ?r> 1 1 v$ ▼> nr f 15 
3$ ^5 »rf I #5 *F* ̂ ¥fn’ W  fa  VST
<T̂  ?r ^  f̂ TrTT t i  ?T ^ T  »TTf | ,

V\*ft ^  smPTf* It ^ f ;  1 
w  t^ jp^ fa rra ; iTrftft^rlr^fw t 
fa  *f^T3rr wfir srra vl &r wtk #  iff 
»rar ̂  *ft cbtt % wqrr tVst ^ .T( 
w  vfa. t  si-q^ **15 *rc *rnPT *& 
w  1 % «rfa* 5f ̂ rrar ̂ nff
| 1 fapsrnsfte ^Wf *  ^
si¥?r ^r?n «rr?cfr i  fa  ^  *rî )r 
^?rr ®rfar ift s h pr  qqfrr «pt

vf?f«Wor VX K̂ rTT |, *rft % STT̂ T i t  
h u m  | ?ft «rrr *P?^rr v c  fa  w  w *r 

if «rfe ^  fa*®* >n riWf? fY  
m w  grtfVf^ra ’pt r̂ ^  *f r̂ 

v t f  wrr ^ t t , wi |  ^

^rrt ’Tfrwr *rt^ ^  1 w  

wrwr spt « r^ ' fa fw w  ^  fasrfa
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W f f e f h  (•w w r*i)
Wwror *mrr ifh : w rthw r ftit”, *tpt 

tit faaT* *  «r?r | arc fa fff fnr 
vt *r*r$w* 23f f  wrx rt, vt 
asrw  **R  *nrt afta xftx f a  «rr~ 

m w  Smxvritfr w o t t t  i* *|*rnFTf 

^  t v  ?T*r «rr&
f s p ^ - ^ w f  ia r tr * r ifr « ftt f* w *  23 
«rfcr<ff m m  ferr I  i srr snr
WTT SPT fo  «P?T 7T 5TPPT *TfWT
fe%*rr i ^ ?r *ft sr^nc tfr 

*Nr % <n: irwfhsrr % f i r » T R ^
irw w frr | nrra ah: i t  rn*iflrf<w?
ifcmff *f T|Wr $ f*P & l/t t  &

^  aft ?fh <n: gwV
f N r . . .  (iw w i*f) «r»d s rc fa c f  

$ SfFffiT g I ^  TfiTOT ?r %?r 
ftr qgff 3CT5W f̂ f^T I  :

5rty  ̂ *rt «rrr *«fr wt $ j*t ^rf,
^  fqrâ r *e$f q?r ir fa^rr I

w*r *p1 v&n* f o f  ^  sr^Nra,
t̂?ST if T̂ fTfTT t  I^PTT I

ga^ «fft 3? sf t t ^ sm nrt *T<?»rffo 
?r  ?ar*T foi{ srsrrt f*rfa??T *r i

Tr?f *r fiw? *rr?» «rr*ft,
sfrfir % *<T??rr|«rr ^  *r? i

OTT tftf *3 5TC? ^  3TcTT n  n’5JTV 
3T»f ?ft *0$ ?wnp *P̂ t TK 3IPPT Sf^TT I

*?r% v,T«r ?rr*r if q f  tffr ̂ r  ^ t  
f  fa jffarifw?ftt?*P *rr^T ĉrT 
$, *s'4>* fsr*r stoR  $  * m r  i

^  |  w m  VTT^,

*  #  §*ff v r  * *  fVtfW i

mx $  ^

*rfsft ?wr?n

vg i t o  f M r  a i r  99 W f  
m x#  |  ̂  ?ft *mrwr* t »

yp ff>T ft^rrr «mr ^  1 «rft*r<rtr 
«rfa w  u tf |  xmvx% arrwr 1 f i w  <fhr 

m r ? *$■ *r?Tt % 5mT arft

«rf?r twt tftr f̂ » «ttt ^  
w e ft  f> *rf |  *rm?r $w rff vxir 
*rr%^ 1 ^ ft-srvR ^T fir^rinn :^  f t  
^  | f t  gwr)* twt 1 1 1 5«  
5^  *  V** tfc  ^

^,- fsnr^V * t w  11

* APT ST*T ^fW?TT «R H*?PW
f^ a r  1 srTnr-qrar ^rr ? ifrc 
*r? qrcrnr m  t  w r ? if 
*rf ^prr ^ a r  gf %  ^r w  arRff « r  
’Fvhsrr ?r fiwn: ’nrf^ 1 ?r*nprr
w * r  |  m  % w*r% v t f

,r̂ lr |, <r *ptt H  Ir fir^nr «Pt%
»t t « cfl ^ t̂ *t  Tt*rr 1

12.31 hrs. 4

[Shri P. Parthasarathy in hm 
Chair]

«[f7( w ir f  (?Tf :

JTPflrsr̂ , f  w  fsr̂ r ^  ^<t> f  1

^  fV *r«®r f«rr w fP p  f*r ^wr

w  ^  f  f ^  «r
f  1 #  JTRifyq- f?r?r $*rrc 

TJTT̂ ft Ik V fW  % fsp *Tf̂ 9TTt 
ff£ 1̂ STfCTflf % f ^  I

5? ^  vftx ?fffr% ^

1 1 ?*tT* %9T wfV *rf^?rmf sg?r 
*T5#  q w e r  1 1 jt<tc f<rn: tft p n x  
^gf gnrm | ft? 3ft trfiprtf %rk y w  
5r^5fR> Jf f , fa w ^  «T?ir<f ^  3r<TOt 
| sspft ?rfnT firflrr arrq- 1 *rr«T- 
^  sawPT ar?rr *  f a  ^

if «pff, f̂trarr wwft f%r«^
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1 w t  ^sr rft Jnr^rnr *ft anr *rnft 

$feft $ ?ft *$f * 5  w «m  $ 1% 
T fr  %m ?frr srn: ? r w ,  nmn 
* f  *  ?ft f t  gnrerr 1 1 * m
^  W  iftor ®FT i f f  | f  fldT |  f t

aft n r *  % afJRr *pt *  ffT«cnr t  fara% 

^f^rn: 'ahit ^  *rr?ft 5 *

f t  * m  $ fossraft f e f t  arrqsrc 

*Tk *? t̂ f**%<rr 1 ar? w  fasrr Tf?rr

11 w f a *  f f W T  m *  Jf t f fs r w f 
m  Hzwm «rr, f a f t w r  s ir*  n *ft 

view*  «rr, * m  f%% t f ^ r  if ^  
wt?fwsr 5r|f «rr *ft? «ft»r ®>? ’#  % 1

tfftfrft  7?# f f ^ f C v T  ^SE <TT*T f«TT

<rr ifc *re % f a t  1 m  

arf?r frrafarrs* «r  fort rfto *rsr 
3 t^p m r ^x forr % 1 ^   ̂ %?ur 
$  *rf?pmr $  srawfta 3 ftert $ ^ P r t  
?̂r*rt tfwqf ^rr fRTTT Tssf ft  r̂r̂ rr

1 1

w w ^ r fe^sr aftr** V f  x? ^ f a  

ft% <jx vft m ft *r& fcft r̂rf̂ r 1 
<mr <§5r aft fr^f *Ft*m sry #  w f t

v tx  szfrr z$zr ̂  fagr srsr fk ^ n  
f% 5 * * ^  ?r*rerr 1 1 
3  *rf fiwwr ^rf^r fo  ?rri^fr m  
f k T  5arrf^r *rnrt *  q-^r 1 * f f f r  * *  

*rt 3«T«f n̂rqr? f 1 ^  
f t *  ?ft s n *  *rr * nr *r?r<re I  ?

« fta *  q r f *  ? 5<>r̂  t|> *fi %

vw rm rd Tf^Rf w  ?>tt srrf^- 1 

if *  trrr cr^f? 1 1 *ttt »rcr t  %  
%k ^irft frr ?t?r <8̂  1
i  *TT*f> 3TT5T OT ̂  *mwt ftfoS R  %Xt 

sw f t  rft^r ^«ff

*0 ( ^RwjiS  % ftr% «r̂ , 
^  ̂  tifa*n* q% ̂  ^  tfiRjiPT
f t ,frr srrf|pt 1 iflrt f f f  *T?r *rt

<n|*Rrv 1 %feiT Tm tit
TTTft

?ft !rt arr<ft | ,  ?ft f t  vtft % *re ^ 
^  vrf^t ?r«r?rsT.^ 1 ^

|  Tfaqfgm ^  
f*rr 1 « §̂r vrrfr f t  ^  fqrc T f^ s p T  

*FTT«ft 1 grt 5R  *rr?t % vnr |*r srt»r 

T fsrsfw  % f ^  ipt ?ft «r|t srfkwTt 

sftPTT f r * ^  ?rt wr?t f t  »rt |

SR T f ^ f ^  Sfff sft t  I ^ fa %

tirr 1  %  T^5r?rft TTsnf^ 
ft̂ TT ^Tf^r, ^T? 9T% I t  Jffft % ft , 
wff%  ffT̂ I ^FRT *fffT'<T ^f^TT f̂t 
fit̂ TcTT |  1 W^TiT*rfr)f|f sPT

«rs®r w sim  r̂rf^r, q^r s frw  

WRPfetSPPl SfT'ST ^Tfft, ^it T̂Rft 
% 3iK  f t  sR arr?T 1 ir *5Vi n f̂ 

f 1 1 «ftT afT wr̂ Y f t  w r  ▼fircf- 
TpT fHT ^Tff r̂ 1

t?rr f̂ r «fr*r?ft trT#^ frwr̂ T ^ spbt f  

far fT *1 5ftJT w ^t ^T% STT̂ T spr 3IT̂  

f , *f wr ^  T̂PTcft ?, 5ffcr 5r ^  iTffT 

ffrr % 1 %t qr?r^fT ?l %gir ^  f  

fur 5# t  srift 5pr% atTfT 'qwr arr?r |  

s fk  s rrn  |  qft w t*  «p> <ft© r̂ Trrq-̂ r 1 

«nrt *£3pr?r t t  »ft %«r wtat «tt,
tTcfr *T35f?r w € r | ,  T̂̂ ffr T̂frT 5̂ ^  

5R |  % TIT* | |  %fe^T WT* ^ R̂T qfcT

?̂nr »rqT i n̂ar f®  *r*rar 

t ? ^  srnr TT -̂'ft^

W lfTfft "̂t *nx % ftqT, W x ^

^ t? fr  wn ^  ft*n tap *  f?*rr arr̂ r
& &  3S * t  ®tf f?*IT i ^  %?r ^ 

?rf srrpfe fant^r x fr «n,

f*r f®  ^  ?r% i *r«rc | r t  f®

*  aft *wWz: ir, v r t  t

» n rf^  % I  tpp *  $  <rwft£
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wt v tfm  tft wz %
# *rtn f^f^rnr if *tt 1 am? 

3  <r?rr w  fa  ’̂stt ^=rct
^$qk*$rar?rraT<ftJr£irfa ff fga ire  

if wnft t  1 3ft aff ?r 

$ *ft»T sit^t r̂% %vhx%m ^  | ,  

TPfis STT* if ^  £ m  =51̂  1% '̂•T% 

trRTj frs  f t  itn^t v pr  w?

W  $ *TWt?f *FT¥ ^ f  3fl% [| 1 

^ t  3ittt $sft srtft ^ h t  s?rS?
jptf ^?pcnr sr#f t  tpp: fair <r$3r

«T*ar>f *nw rrr fK r ^if^r 1 sft 
?r?f ^  ?rT ssrfrr w f l £

$t srr̂ r 1

if v« rf % 5iTt if ?r®®t 

?r*s 3 ^ ‘f &1  v«rr fn 5fqr ^>rr
| %  5 5TTST ff̂ r % sere 43
« m t % »tt*t 1 1 *rt «rrq- 
s?>tt f̂IT^t I ,  3 * $  * n w

if «FWPW ^  f t  t  5Tf5T 5T*T«T t̂cTT

& 1 w  g'Trsr £t  srrgrr

I  I 3*T% 3TC 5T^T c,T<7 % <rm ^5TT 

^FTT $ I ^TpT*r 3  ?ft ^ r f t  f  

%  w fftf  v^srr *rr *i <to %m |  if t t  
% q-R s? f  ® 'vtt n#f =gr̂ Rrr | 1 

%r?T if % f  T t ^  t  *fr<yf?T 5PT
afzft% W’tt ft  grtcrr I ,  *̂rfWzt

yer. vft sr^rr % srn- t  w  sh t =3rrf̂ r 
s r k  5,‘^ t  *rr <pt ft  f^Tfn ^Tf^r 1 

^ f r t  ^ n r ^ r  qr#f ft^t *rrf^  j

»Rt*fNOTq;*%*T*3t 
% ^  f t  vprr*ft =5rrf̂ r 1 ^rrt tfift- 
s t o  ?tth fjft%*fV |  g r ^

fjpf tFi'-#ir?T ^  f  I 3^r ^TRT- 
^  %<r «n% f  f w f  irf^^rrm 

apt f i w U  ft?ft t  siH  v  *f ?t

if ^snfr v|?r ^Tf^T f> ft 1 1 w r 

W T T ?  «TlT f̂«n: HPTTT ^  f  1 * s -  

*rfpmcff % fcifrargcrn^grffflm  
VT*ffrwmrr w*£\ ^  wr^

% fp^  ^  s m r ^  <ft ?af f ,  5??% 
f ^  ^ 5rf?r «rtT ?^*yarf 1

fmrt |r f¥ 3ft
«rri^ | qr wfN* ^  f ,  *?r 5V
sftfwr wft aivwscfl' 5 n ^ f  ^ t ?it  ^rr

sftft 1̂ w f  ^ s f t #  «R«rr ^tt -srTf̂ r ? 
»rrqr «r% ^t w f f^ ,  wnst ? r t
^tfsrr, » m  sfteft wft ^ t t  

^rf^r i 3ft w fair t o  |, ^ r t  
w i \  H¥T f¥r, *r*F» *rRMngsft v m  
ft^rr ?t?rr **=w ^7?rr
!srrf^ i

Jf ^  w r t  $ S^fcf f t  ^ ft f
f% SffT 5ET5®r |?tt I  ftr q-g ff?^ 
^fT3r tpR: ( ? r i f ^ )  f o r  snraT |, ^  

*r̂ TTT ^TT %t\X % WcTfTT̂TT ^ f t
i  %  ^  §ot ^fT^r sr?r %*
f t t ^ t  I

18 ?TT5| % Tfa*f*PT % ^  if »fr
^rSf wrr ^tt *tt, ^  ^ f  
^  f w  «ptt t  1 ^  ^rr-f f̂sFKT ^rrisr 
^  ^ > E r *P^ft f«fr ^  f3T5f ^t 5ft w

M s r  ^ r  «ft nT? 
f^ rif ?ra- ^t w  «fk
g?TT̂  ?r*TT3f v t g fw r ?  f t  srw 1 ^  
sttct % m«r t  ^rrts i  1 

sftTT*f^W  «»fi (Trwfirot*) :
T̂TTRfrT h fR V ,  *iW #  WT&ft 3ft ̂ T ITW

f ^ r ?  jfTR* (?m t^r) W w ,  1976
q r ^  T?T «TT, rl5T W  ^̂ TT 

3ffr a im  VT f^TT 3fr^ *fhc W & 1 T , 
f^rrfr-%% ? m  q rm T m  * t  s p ts ftt  

% ?ft% 5ft®F-«fN>, 5#  W  «TfR?r ^ t 
5TST5T V T  ^t I 

Jf.̂ 7 f̂ F 3ft 3TcT 5TT5FT |, ^  ^T T  «fcS 
i  «rt * i  %, WJTF t  I ^ r  *T?r SPT 

«R t ^  V& fa  *S $ *
1 ^ r r|  i
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[sft t p ? 35m  q tt]

^ 5  *jvpt «rtfhr wft % f̂t w pw  
%trmr <rc &  

v  qft sw  if irfawvt firaffa r i 

forr$ w  wj?r 5^ f t  ff#r t  i
TTf$ WT’TW W  ^  ^  % STrRTTT

f*w$-s«rT qfa ̂ *tt arw | i ^ r  
^  w r  $ferr «tt, w  if swftf 
if  ^  ^T^n i anna v  Sftrmf %

TPfRSf ^TT ,̂ « * fK  
=*r?, *fte, wnr «ftr ^  «ft ?ww!t 
*f)r trfasr if fsnrW % ?rr«r

srfeft TT.3niwfsF*rT i

i f t  «mr q«F »far qft w: «rfaswt f  i 
* T - ^ f w s  w  Sf #s r̂ | , <ft # 

v%  v ra r-fa rK  $> ^  t :

"$f-75wr?» ftafwr $?nr yn,

^rrt vr vt< *src w  tjv,
tjrvvnafolJT, SR*ft? *3-£R<«fi I
$tm tftx sRwst?? q*,

tftT rTRf ?T ITO1 j f  TTCT <?«P l”

*rfs ?*r fawr? »> v m r  *?t, ?ff ^T*rt«r 
%ttx w rN *r, *% , tf*r t f r  enr*r % q r  

v r  m < r  $> *rrfrr $ 1 *t<tt *r§ 
t f tq v v r a t f fc v h s if  ?*rftr™ q^f-r^rr

fa* ST^fR qfa F̂Fi’faWaT 
fc«m?rar»TT3?R*irsfcrr i ĵ r* 
after if f « w  4?t f f ,  w  v i f  

*Rft qfa % *re*rr5TPc <pt ftnprc 
«R?ft it, 3W 3#$ w«r 1* # * ^  |rar

’crftrhiri «pr fferr 

? \  i f f  w r  ^  if * s
avnc *r finr «t h t  vffwifin? $ ?

XW6 (Amtmtawtf) Bttl 44

* n r  f *  w fo n #  %  |*r $  « i f f  f  1 

arw vtm fr vr ym«sr % i w  fo n t  j* r  
i f tT  m  ^ r r  f t f  ^ « r u «5  i f t

tttft r̂rarf <rr ^  *tar tft 
*fr? Pu  ̂ artor srvn 
I w i  ^ * r h f W t % « T t * r < T f i r « t i  

^  ?nw 'Trfwr?  ̂ «rr i fc  fr it  
aVti tfti-m i rr*rft «fV I

fto  *>0 TOM ( 5̂TRT)
^  t (^ 7  «f> i jr t ^  wts *zv
?> *rf % ?it«t  TDjuflr «ft i

wtffto wppt  : ^  tr r f ^ ^
•ft 0

t w  f f fn r  i f i  • ftraTf ^  

it *  ?r*wt?rr I ,  sft
*p> s fk  qTT^rf^ <msrro%‘rrr «tt  

xrrsrifVrr 1 1  f«w ^ srrr ftnrrgr % fsffflr 
q r w ? r ? 5T i f ^ s r f t T t ^ F ^ 5 f « f t  i

srspter ^ ?ft * «rr fa *r%̂ T 
iftx 5?7 fa rrs-ftro s  % fitfr «rt^<t W 

*r%  t .  fft  i f  'rt’T

«r»r ^iT^ | , %?K ^*fif jjTfH

n #  f̂ rr̂ fr fa irfffrr «rfV Cî V 
t , w*ffa 3<wV ^  28 ?TT ?r> 
shr ^  % s ir  33 «nf ^r 3i t ^  t 

^  <n f m  im  f t  «ri' 1 8*rr̂  
ftf^msrtlw ^?t
^?ryrr w r j t  <rr ^  forr^ 

vlr w tstt 5* 3?$% *?r «rr fa  
fa^-Tsflr j f w  t  1 

«rr : -

tp? frs# »ftfwff +t w  3rr?rr 1 1

m  fcr3r iffTT̂ tT ftr^t ]|  11

*n *rV*tf % f f r  f t  ^  «r*r̂  f̂ wr̂  
iffrtfottnrmixy* «Wfl-«r'!nT

21,
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*m*r f t  arrar $ \ it  s ftfc  sft ^t?tt 11 
W  t* fa w  4r<ygqr*fr *

* w r  wrrarar ift v f f  f> *w<rr |  wht

«ft f t  «pp «faa ST^T tftcTT I  ? <?&%
s t w f t  ?r$f «m  <r*3r f  v f  

**rc?  s i r  $ fiwrf f t
«nrr tft fw ft  farnw  i t  an?ft f

f t  * f  f o r ?  % «PT«fW Vt S*W!ft 
^  «rV fsfair *<nrt v R m r t  f t  * f  
<mrr 3r ^  s«r if *m«r * t  s r t  »ft 

*rre % | f t  ftfr for * jw rr *nrc
f t  b s  fo r  ft w f l 1 gjT^Tf f t  ifhc ® : 
*!$% % »t c t  fMfa f t  t̂r t

■̂ rrffcit 1 *if «r«rc*rr f a  s m r  w  
‘firaro *rnrr *% ^  i r ^  srra I  f g fa *  
f t  3*  fg  snrra *t as f  sr ft s r^ r  
^ rfit  t  sift fsnfTS’ ?rr t  r̂fapsr f w s  *ft 
•<TCmnff *TfT fa*f? ^  I  I 3T?r 
|  «fhr 3Tft *r%5iT w rw  v t  sshit viw  
**t«tt 'nrarr $ s?w t 3  ̂ «irrft fft* 
s r m n  ^;*r Ph# »pt 1

fft  wfar % * f  *  f®  #t«r T̂ |
W f  *W% % fttr fft  fTFTfTR VTfft
1 1 ^ptt* fr, t o  $t, 
*wt3t i m f o r  f t  f *  ft uto ?rt *?t h w t  
$ 1 «r 3ft *rf?^raff *?t t o  ft ft«if?r 

f c ^ v t w r ^ f ?  ^  3w  *ti  f̂ r̂ r̂ rr 

<fr w  f t f f  srfTT s^ttfTT ft<rr 3rr<rr 

% * t  ft *fK n ?r , 3rrF?r *rfft, ffew&fr 
snf? W r  q?t <r*mr a [ w >  wr 
"%rt ^fss ir irf^T ¥*rrsr ^t ^rerr |  1 

ft«®T % tffff % t(ft u ft strt |  1 
^«rr w  Tt *ft? ir fr«n |  ?ft w

^  % t*T«T *Pt «ft I? I *  *Tft 
T̂If?IT f t  ftRW? f t  %ftfT ft^  W

STKTR fPTT W I % f« ffft  WtX
¥fepr «rr»f frft * * r  | , ??r v t  «rf?r

“tfWt q f  n f fiwrf^r f s w t « f̂ĵ R- 

^  *r*rr |  ?rt «nr«r ft«# s ftw f^  
o m  | ¥ff f t  ?«r? afore ̂ t «rf7:^5n

f*n^3ftw#lr ir% v rt  arr 1

mftraft v m  («ft«r^T) :
»T<TPTRr *Tfte<T, t  TT̂ rt i r f t w  T t  frf^Rf 

sr^rf *̂tt r̂r f̂l' % f t  tr̂ r st<t%- 
wr r̂ wzz z s m  1 1 *rf f  *rr?Tcft |  

f t  f*r& ŵ rr̂ r % ^  f ^  ^t 5rr«r 
r̂̂ rr *r#f 1 1  $rft^ ft^  tfft *wrsr % 

STfcT ? f  f f ^  f* T ^  «TT5T r|  3ft

f W  ^ r t  «ftr s^r^r 

% vrfa 1 1 ^fff^ *if vfafts: 
STT apT W«rf«r Vt «T2WT |  «pt̂  % vfzt 
w  ?r̂  ff, TTffT# vt
^ t ? w  ^  «rr tft <ftr r̂<H?t vft«r 
^  *ft, *rf ^  5rf?r 5r?r *?rpf 1 1 #% 
?ft t  wt»ft if î {  3ft f w f  '̂r 

<rfa* ^WTT m*T% I  «fk  ^
«rr r̂ s p o t » tt^  1 1 % ft*  # vrr^afT 

*Ft * (T 5 HT if «ft fawrw *TfF 5R?fr 
f  f t  jfto i f f t  W i f i  Tfjft ^rr t̂r srtr 
^ > 'f t i t  ft?ft i j t f t  ^rffJr 1
f»r ^wrsr % aiff ftwrr sertft «?

5rrf ft , 3rfifRr<ff if, *ffnnft  if «rr% 
«rftr^r^f tit tit vrftr t?T ?> 

»rt f t  ^  fir  sr^ aFt ftflrrornr v  m  
^ «ftT * f t 4T^9ft «TrsrT5T % j w f  % ?TW 

^ fsr«TRT tft Wfei *[f«*Kf I  
*Tf 9f 5r «rr «ftr f<r ff«ftff T̂ %

5HF̂  cr> *If WsiKl' %«<T f̂f^TTfff *Pt 
ift !T#f *rf sff^P ^>fr v t  i t  »rf | ,  

55? r ^ t« ft^ tn f  1 1 arm *?t srreft 
3r> h sjtt * ff «f!fr f t  aft rrarr, ir ^ o n  
s fk  ?rt5?j«fwrt %?r if ^^-jft

i ^  % «ftr

T ^ t ^ I % PR  W (ft!T  %#t-^«T 
faRr^ 23 arr̂  ^  vx  # tr T̂T̂ rt̂ r̂r 

*?TfW TaR*r$l 5far4TTf 
flTffrrr JTR f̂t f  | ^®T- TT ^ r ^ t

«rftr«prr ift  i n i f t  f  1 ^  tit
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ITlfosft WPTj

*ftx fifit «ft f r f i m t  $
* t  »rt frftRrR % %fasr ftwrcs ^  

sr# fa?s<ft sfftsr ŝrnr sr^rr 

1 1 *tzt f̂t % forrf % 
apfY srW **¥  JT^r fap-arr 
Srfa* *f srw r *rr^ft 5— *rt

^  ?>n?
srtjprft <rrf ^  f ,  t s t p#
fa  m  *$fafo* *rr
I ,  %fa*T tfto «ft© ?rc5TTf ftcff |  

eft *f ‘srHr-q-Nr 8T?r 5f»r s n t  f  1 

i ^ f a t  *Hr ^  sftrosT* ^  t o V  ft? 

5ft srnr % 6 ^r ' f H w  %fh v it*
% f a t  3 * r t f t * r q t f a r f f * f f  w r  | —  
*r? 3  fsws srnprr 1

? tc t  ?ft«» <fr© tft* *F5rrf £t<rr eft *rf 

r̂nsftift ^  *jfg^*wr<T ^ ft* r r  1 

*ft*r j^'m^rt, $* «fn?rr
qfqT, 3ft tft 6 *?iftt *T*rfa?T JTff I  I

ifcft sft t  £ s^ V -«rre4inrsT 'Stcft 
affV fa 'sr fw r  r̂r f*r<rr ffcrr 11  srcraft 

ftnn fw  sft fa  ^Ttsj? TT^ftt
% %S«r ^t I? fair lyi% 1

v tm  m  vt&r
^t sttwpt s*r 31 *rf, ■ sjtftsra-tsn: 
* t  vrtijr stttopt sreri?

*rr » w c t w pt 3ft k fa  
*? f , vt fe t 3Ti% *rir

sr fa  3? |, w ffa  stmt^ *  
% %̂ sr zft ^  srnrenpr *fr |  , 

eft t  % $ir**6 * g t t  *i *?*r ?r£r fNr 

s r k  grcw?t>fto *ft fft?T nflft % w *  $ tt

2TT5ft 5^r I  I »TT«T f r t f i f r *  % 3WT
?fto <ft© wto ircjTTf fftft eft STSSffef 

fa^-fafT^rr^r «rc?fterr 
3ft i f  *tft?r i  #  ^  »wn% | fa  gR 
^f^rf^r ^t onspsr ?ft
wwt, ^cf^t % fa ^  ^f«riw srnr *Rjt

\ *

II ^rr^, ^ q ^ t  % f a t  f | f  § 
wr?<F irK  % f a t  i^toNr

§ ? it 3ft v t s w s  t —

r t J p f f t ,  «rranf¥  *jTfrf,) f a r  

sr?«ft?f «pt srr ?̂rr ^  f^rr «rnt»rr—  

sr? trfa^wr tk  ^t fa«fr ^ *rr «fh: t  

qfar???r e Jf ^ rsr  fa^r% r̂̂ flr 

!T$T |  I ^jft -sft # sft flfTqT

*rnt f a ^  7̂p!t ?r|f % 1 *?»#

f a t  «TT f a  «TTO-f?R!T

^ J t  apt f W  % WOTT, f3Fr f̂t WSTTT

m* wx «rnr ^  m
m  f̂f 5r * tt  «rr, $ f o f t

wrX*r «ft ^TJrrtr s r jtt  «rr 1 

^ ^  ?rff *?cft fa  f ^  ^fbr 
wzx 3ft gsrrr f t  f  frr«T
ft*TT, 3T ^  ?>!T %faq- #?5T f a  JJfST 

aft t  fflT 'TTlcft f?E»TT 3f|‘ t  ^ r ,  %

sfstt: Tfa?f?T^T p̂t f a r  snr?rr ^rrfft 

«n tfrz ^  *rrr <ft fa*p ?rr ^ r r  'srrf^t 

«rr, Ti ŝrtfT $ fa  iff qfc#?r f a t  ^ t
srnr f^-w^r ^ t  falr^rr 

^  % *r*^r ^ ?r^F
t  3ft f a r t ^  faqT ^  f  «Tq^t SkTT'TT

^rrsfft f  f a  fa?r<ft ^
jfi'ff9Tff faqT t ,  tr̂ r %(f ^ jtpT^'

srrsrr ^ ?rr^ t o t  ^T^ft f  1 5ftr«r
sptT! fTW fa?,, ITo 55TTfo 5TTTo,
1 964, 'farnr 1 ^  «<% *ft fw n r?r sft 

f a  ~fr^t sfoft ^ r ft  3 ^  | ,

^ f f t  ®iV Wt ^rf§t t̂  irpft#
%• ^ttt srrf|t 1 ar> ^ f t  % tftwx 
fa r r  f a  v n f M  % f a t  ^ittt ^if^t 1 

w f f a  ?rr*rt jw t «rr 1

^  3f ^  «ft 1 1 w r ’crf l̂T ^  ^ r tc  

sqr^r w  vd «ft, 3rr«ff5r f t  n f  «ft,

^  *rq% ^fspprn % ^  ^sft^t

?r̂ ft aft, ar? «*rirt ^nfr «ft f a  

|, ^  m f t * $  | fa  fm  
1 <r$ f t ?  fa^rr 3rn? 1 *$  

^t? ^ «rt 1 z x  % ?re «nrw $rt
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*t£  i t te r r  forr 
frr—

“It was the duty of the wife to 
remain under the roof and protection 
and submit evidently to the autho-
rity of the husband.”

1965 30 *rrf wtt® im *  srrt 

wrrf *tt «fon*rr 1 1

WWffir JRffcq-, 3R oTfr 
^ if 5ft goffer sV

fa^fan t t r wr t  vr »npiW 
^ r r  o r  t V

sj^ t  sntnr, f w
^ T̂5ffrer?r m  «frrf srm r̂ft 
fo^T , f t  *£*3% WT *W*T ’ETHT 
f  I

^ W iP f Vt'iT. SETRT 
r̂rfcwf *nr faqrr w t  |— f  

fn#*T «P7?n ^T^ff ^ f f  ^  fa^ft 

q *  *rrfa n#fr I  ^
»raT?r | 1 msr Hr % z fz t  

strRsqwr ^r^Tcr | fa  *n? % 
fatf t̂ T-fiT VR-T, s*TC?r-faf?rsr-*TT 
?ft 1 frcrcV - sstff - f9w?r 3̂ ^  %
ift w\- gfhsrc ir®n if firorf^r jflr 

if «ft $snr sr ifro
srrfefR- 44 i» fa$T w  t  %  
m i Hr % fa ?  ^  faftsr-
*?{* fnT !5frff  ̂ 1 SfasTR v  
^  srrfz^sr srnr sn'ssWte fr 
m  %, qraz-srTC-tz f> m  f ,
«r*fr «fV sri%^<?r 44ht v&t ^  irrfr*?er 

f  wsuctt % otst if |, ffpnm 
% ?T€sr if |, ^  % awr %nft ct?t 
tftf w f r  ^  sr̂ r 1

«rrr swrcrfa *t^w, trfsnp * m  
*r$f $ ’TT f ,  s^fair *pf?rr trpTor 
JT̂ r *r*rrcr *t?ft f  1

f a s t i  *rwr) : 
WFrfcr n $m , t  v *  ^
*pr?ft fj sfk  qft en w 5
fceft g fa  *  ^  ftFr Tt S*r af̂ PT 
Jf 5IR I snft
^  7| «r fa  ^  f^r vt 
«p?#f % f a t  Tfanr 3rnr «ftr

?r*w ^  fsr5r srnrr
srnr 1 Jrt ®iT5i It ^  JT?f
f W  9IUTT w  |  fa  % ffTT

srhsff spt srfeTO r̂ f^rr crra 
^Tf JT^RTT ^  wt sr5T?r 
|, f^nff «f> $r)iw r ^r ^  3iT^r 
|  ^ r  ^ fw f̂ p »  t o t

I  1

13 hrs.

5nft JTgf 'TT 9TT??ft #  ^TTW 
% fxj
^ t  fa  TiTwt smff % «rrsnT «tt 
^ rf *ft tftm  zr&ftw #  1 1

% &r & faw&T W fT  | -
f a  ???R ?WT3| fpqfrT Sn3f 

| ,  fsrar ^ * tw V  ^Roff Ir ^ a r> r

% frrS % *rnr% tftipm&r 
^it^t | ,  tftrm $ fag »pn^w *i%f 
1 1 r^r f t  ^ t, |f?RT % f a #  *ft 
w r #  W fV  jpt w  & sftrf ¥T^ft#
% fa^  ^  3TT I 3^  fafft
fa^r tr^ r fspp fa?n fan# 
23 ZTZ VTKt qft 3T ^ ff faqj,
?rfa?r t o t  *« flsraar #  t  fa  H r 
^■^TR>«ftTfr^?frt,^rr qr>nTT 
i^: «qT5» ^ *r$ fara «fhc?ff %n>S5npr 
% fa$ Tsrr »wt 1 1 if 5rt*ft 
prnr OTT<y *3* Frtpt •
«ft*(?fr 55551 ?pqT ^  ^ c rf
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TtTT * * * # )

% foif f ,  OT *fcft HffeW tp>
aftr t o t  Trf?« 1

snrcr *pt afr w w red  Tfa*§*Fr *m  
4 faji wft wra *P#r»r$ | , ^  *j?r 

|  1 s? *r?r |  fa 
^  sfaT sgt 3ft qtfrfasrt *i*fa«n 

•̂ tcfr t  335 3TT?T % 3TT?T§ *frr ar̂ t 
- % srrnflr aprsr |  i f a  wr ^

?> ’STTrft |  w t^ r  'fR v t  
sftarnft ?Fn ^  1 1 ^  ^  
srfar 9mft ^  % arnr err* vr
3*T*r§R % ^nc fa*rr ^rar |  ft?

apT sTf^-ftrvrnr ft  q fr t??it
t  I #̂ ra JJF 5RT̂ jR I  I tTSfr
w r a  s s  3r |  f a s  t  *rrc % 

*p?t |  ftr tfc*nr s t ir  w&  %fsw
m*( ?TT$I cPP frfdTRT *%...

MB. CHAIBMAN; Please continue 
after lunch.

18.01 hra
The Lok Sabha adjourned for Lunch 
till Fourteen of the dock.

The Lok Sabha re-assembled after 
Lunch at five minutes past Fourteen of 
.the Clock.

rfMR. Defuty-Speaxer m the Chair]
JMARHIAG® LAWS (AMENDMENT) 

BILL—Contd.

mWhn f* — ̂  -ft. - _* •rwwt tnn m m  : rrat w w r
ST?*, $ fapl %
‘'qfir x ftr  5  % to t  «tt fa  irg fira 
sft sinrr mrr |  ^  ^  *r*efr

*r?r |  v t f  aivr?r $ fa 
if *fter *ftw finrrr iw

1 atarriw* q v  siTfrsfar ^ pt

^  «nt * * f  fa  *r$ fa s  t f r  *r^ft

% f a *  Tfar *ir ?r<Rrr «rr, ^  t * 

f®  farR «tt
nr # w m  smpfttf «rt *{?r *rr*rr?r 
«wwr sit  I  *ftr *r!&r

% * r  sit**, 5m  w m  |  fa  
*R5 fira stait *m |  mfa

*f tfkerf <Flf rsrr f t  * w , 

3 *  «f> s r t e  fVflrr srm i ssrfa* 
fa*r 5f t  ^tar ^t% ?

Jf̂ TSTT I

 ̂^ tt |  fa  «̂r t  *r«T
^  ct+'flih f̂lT ^
«r  ^  ^  | fftr o t  vt 
f ,  trptM fw  w r  srft 1 1 
wtTcff % 3n t  wrnm : |

% fa^rrai ?Tf fast *TUT W  I  I 

JT̂ t % fafft
?frw  ®f t  ?rm fa^rr f a ^  23
flTTT faflT I 3m  T?̂ TT | f a
tr?F ifftST |faTT «R ^  Jfifr |  I

?fr m  apfir fa  fa?^
f  3ft <r«rr ^  # r  ¥rrafV fa ?  w r
«r t t  f  1 «r̂ t «rnr ¥t

fa#»r «fr w it  | .  #fa?r

fagsft t  ^  ^  *rm% m
1 1 ?r> <w<fa*T >5rT^ ^ ^

% w  tft fa«n «

«fT*r̂  <rnr̂  t w r   ̂ ^?t fa
T?TPfr TT xf5R|lPT ?>TT I

t  âp faerfsr ^ t t  g, ^t <t ^

T flw itz : 5r *r?t |  fa  ^
fasri 3IT ?r*RTT % I f|?5 ^¥E

% 19 t  w r »  * r ,^  «roKte*s;*pr ?>

t ? t  ?r *$t im  |  f a  7
cpp i w t  »rt ^ t  nrn | ,  f a s  

h r  ^ t ?  t^t | .  ^5 fa ^ r  |  *tt mx 
*r? m ?rsm  ?w *fasr ^  <ftr 

w  ^  amr v t  inprl« tit
T^NRI f t #  W TITTt# #. I 

# %  ^  *WT t  ^  ^  ^ ^
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*n| «ft, tra #  «r?ft *rr<ft

ipft * * *  

*nrr %*r if *ht t  #  1 # fa *  7
ffT*r *rc? s w f t  w r r  t i t  

* f a  7 *rr?r *tt* ^ r  * t  *r**ttf 
fa« r tfrr ?w *rnft *ft 1 jrrcft 

v  «rwB*rrcfa?ft f t  w tafafcr ^ im t 
I  ietŶ t qrft *r$t star sfr^ t  

•ar$T m  spr sust e w ^ r t ^ t  

*8 rnsri m  fin %  ’ ft

?!ff 1 1 $?ft ?T?i?r *t *r? srst
cW W t Tg *tT 3TT* it ^  TTT̂ t

«pt, q? *§<r ^ ? r  sr r̂ % 1 t  ’t w t t  

* r jft  j  *mt «tfhw % %  v  *> 
t o  fs*rr sfw  7 ?rra H t̂ 1 *rn5r

^r?TRr wnraft $ ztv* «R^ % f W 1 fa  
^  vm  smft ^  % am j*rm  wt^t 

|  *IT TrfV Tt^r wr?; tn?TT $ I q | * t  

t *  f  *  f t  t ,  3*rr «ffa?ft qTWt 
$ o tr  % ?r?T, w  farans fw
*  $ 3  $*f * t  ^ T * »  «PT»TT ‘STf?*
i f f t  t  % I  fa  7 *rra qft m ?

1 *rra t -̂t t  *Tf#ir 1

STftsireT *r§tw, 3  *^Tf.

5 f a  wnfi €i' aft t£f f*rfar

| 18 ff.ST 31R $>fi T̂.ffT̂
3* 1* f r ^  iffar ^sr: it ^  w«?r 
f« w rr|fa  15 t o  $  mft

% *1* *M ^  18 ?Ti5T tfr
f t  <r«r s^afti % iwtfr 1 1 ^ r
¥ t wnft <t^t w t  $t *!<$ $ ‘

$*TT Wf *  f v  18*7**^  TO
if $  uw * f  *fant >ft t o  3f ft  <r t

tft W  f t  ? 3> ^TRT% ^

«r*f <fk ?TFfftr % f«p \i&  
?T«ftnfT v t  IT «TfRr *i?rr t  f% 

^  >?tt  $*frfr fwat^ft ^  nrr̂ V 
t  tflT % «tt* 5 ® m ft
$  I ’’i t  %«ET ff̂ SFt ’Cft » ^

\

*rfw Hwr VTcft 7|»ft 1 18 ?mr 
% arre ^  ir<t ?rt *pt  %,

^  Tift *r|f v̂ <ft, wr vfiw 1 1

^  aft V ffT  f*r «rr f ,

?ri%% t o t t  tfir f  ^  ^
^ifnfhc^ f̂?r ^ * r t  

% vr % t w  «Fr
^  ?r̂ ifr t wffa*n7?ftq- ?r^% % 
^Tifr qH^rf vt ir̂ r %«tt w t  | 
fa  *mr ^t 5PC5 <rfa %
3rw! ?fk srar ^  *p^  wwt,
TT̂ mr r̂ iit  Tft 1 ??r
fsrt *& f«rr fv  vtf wteft
^  T*t *p$t fa *̂r
?t^fft $■*$> ?t<r ?T|t Tfprr ^^cft 
|, Jftvd t??tt îir?ft |, ;ft ^  
sri^ 1 ^r ift 4s *rraz ^rf^
«TT t f a ' f T ^ ^  Vg ^efi %, fiftfa
^  <̂ft f̂̂ ffir 5f ?r#if f i  | sf̂ t 
^frr n #  ftsrr | i  ift %
ftr4 r̂t is  sw  ^  fwftrs fa/rr 
v«^t 3rm | #fa^r H Tgtf* ^ fa 
wrft % <ft 18 ?Ti?r fwfirar
m i ^ft 1

* ®«ft % srrt Jr iff t  vewr 
^rî ft {T1 sTfff# % arrar ?wrr ®fer 
$  ?ft 5 *i?r ?np Tt % «tw ^
^  wfr ft 3nir 5ft ftW , *r?m  

r̂ 3fr 1 1 5 9iw^^r«rrw  
»rt vMt, r̂=Pt wr «pM, ^T f̂t 
sfwrft «rk w  f »  ^<ft ?R ir
fr«rr irfnpr wt fcr»-̂ r?r
% fa* srm  r̂<f%tr, ^ 2 r  ^<pt 
m w  % |, w ffa  3*t%
*w m  f> ft i  ^  *wrt ^ 1 iftaTf 
ŝt n? ^  f> r  fa  *t»r ^  

^ < ft & fftf tft *r 
w r  «mj ?r> ^  vqw=r 
?t*rr ^rr% fa  w  ^  % «trt
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[*fta? fr rrsrr J

f t  ’ t*rr <fk src «r®sff vsif 
«rfcr t t  sNf ^  i w arm
I, *m  % fa  *rt *rt «ri?r *fte srrs 
*r <mr ^ i

*rcr ^ r  ^  § fa ^ r r  *rr % q*ra- 
f t  7$, 53% i t f  sfttwpr #  vsrer 
1,*£ t ?ft ftar iff % % Jr <[ft 
fa *$ ir fr  m  apt '3’spf)1 re ft  I  ?r> 
*re  ^  ^ r^ ft wt't Sr arr<rr11 ^  *tcrt 
shrt 11 *r^ t ir fta r  * t  s*r% 3 
*ffa*rr

*rr^ |  fa  6 *r£rit % ?ft 
*?r 'W tt ft?rr 11 T f*ft 

I  far j 9  «p'T5wjr fa*rr arrc,
SftT «*TKT-%-;5®rRT *Tf ^ f t  I Snjsffcf
% %^r % %5r ^ r a  v>#?r tsrr 
=arr%$ i ^  aft srra * ir  fta r |  %
?i*«fttf %sr fa tft % ¥i?r fo rr,
?rt 3 s #  rraft̂ ^r ^ r f t  arr ’ f t  f  t f t r  
fa r  V tf TfcTT (£ %  ^P T  wffSFT
toner *rar f t  arm, ^  fa*
373TC fftrr  | ,  wt f  s  f t f  11
*m spf̂ r | fa *?t£ tft *rV?r *r*n:

% ftfc *Rft fc tft ^  ?ref 
s r  srrcft |, sptf ^rr -rfr 

^rfeft fa  ?¥* for % srTrc:
fa r  urrct *3 . ^ r r  ^  £ i
stftfair ^ r r  | fa ^X*r
arrr̂ r ^iff* *frc q f wr̂ rr ^nffs fo
^  ?iTf % %%ar ^  ^rcr-Sr-asrrer 
6 ^  % f*r ft  arnrr i

TTP̂ T I  fa  q f aft 5TT f*T 
gvfr f , f^ r r? r  itfw a r
^ r  sftTcT *w srgcT v ji ^  i aft
qf-f̂ rar w | ,  4
vftJTCT *PT 'TTq:<t I nĴPFT ^Rt*n?t ?nft 

* r : Twn 3far ^  *n^*r f t  ft t 
?nj wT <wt fc, ^ r  v t ir

f v  ari% f t * *
«rm 11 firrft tfrow <r#rr ^ ^  

v> *if i t o  ^rfftr fV  ^  frn ft 
flftraf * fk  *rcf % «Rrr TrfE?r 
W W ?rzher ?  i ^
ftr?r»rr srraT* 11 w t  # wt?:

tt^THr $1% |  ?— n£t \ ^T f̂t
W W  #5>ft $, I f  ^Rft I  >f¥

^«ft»f 'ff^ r f , xftt ? r  i f  t a r r  

£ fa  ^ f ,  ¥if^W f t  TRT I f*TTft 
Tf-% 8? wr*ff ¥t |  /

«T**ffef %figr¥ ? 5Fft Ŵ TTift % ?T̂ t 
?rrJr arr̂ r 11 * r  fw r q f  |  far 

^ f r  3R tf  tftr f«r 
t t  <̂ r̂ar ?r sr^t f w r  ^iir i

%* fm  t  «Ffr m r % fa m?r wpr 
?rc? farft «rr?*ft ^r qftf w r  *  «pi ^
'TT ^ F T  *t 3TT ?T̂ 5ft |  I t  5k P T  
^f<ft fa  «ftfore ¥t ?TTfT HR 
SRTt trap fn?T feqT 3IRT I

f  5 ?T5TFff  ̂ *fgT |  fa  %T< ^
*r mV «ft ^T-ftFTrr 5j?r% % q f  

tp t  fanT arr̂ -1 ff ittJt ^ f r  

^  11 q f  aft fsrsT 5rnrr w  | , q f  wf?r 
*p®t 11 f*r % ^  ^ f̂t g?n?

f, ^ fk q  q r ?fl^-fasnr

^  i

t  ftR  *FT ^m*f5T TT?fr

t  '

9H R  ft if  Ht f̂t (awireyt:) :
g^rrsw *Tftw, % %x fax ^
*pr?rr f  t $?t f«rw fft anrr^ % 
ftrfr* Ir mm *m % i *jff ^  arr̂ r 

^  ^?ft % fa  iw  «r «rt*r* ^r jfNrT
f» w r| i *arafar 
ir f f ^  Hfm xpis <rc n̂ rf-̂ nf ar^r 

eft i  «rfawr l i r
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!g*T T ff  IT I IT fa

$  tft W  I f f  %P8T ^  I §3721 *FT

I  fa  vm  #  i s  % f$ m  %
^  $  t

$  fir fw r  s tf*  *t $® ^stft *tt 
r̂r r̂r g 1 % fa  q f  t o  *rc

■PwrrT q ^ r , t ftr  * r t  f r r f a r  * t w t ,  
?ft $ s  srsff % srre t o  % *m rfap 

ttJfcsSfe *5^ 1

y^ afttf, frnnr, arr appj* qf?r-qcjft 
5t*ff < r c s r ^ T T t  \ ap <£t 
* t t  ^  sr?* q r  srnft §  i
^tr?r *w r%  ^  ‘f 1*T ? r t*p  %  fr.iT % f t

35^ 2r 1 %fo«r wra TT̂ %vpt 
*rs ’ f t  I  1 f*r 5 * ^  v j f t i  it  i t %  
f  sftr  sr?5T % ^t5ti?t *Pt 
f̂ rcr t o t  % iTfrrfgw tit t*ife

>m r 3 ? ^  t, 1

?T?r <p apf HRff ?r ftsr If 1

f t T t t  f a f F  *T % STCrT f c R T  *?r 
tffrsr f>TT % 1 f w  s r w ft  *pr ? m ?r  
i t  ?TPTr t  I V $  <h'fTT *TT5T %  
f l  * i 5f*rt ?r,?r ^  ?PF#r $  srnft 
apT^ f? 1 Trft^t ?fr 5 *  ^ r  ^  wrrTor 
|  1 *rertft tit ^  *t i t  ^»ap §1% fm 1 / 

*r«r f»r %* *pff ?̂t * i f v f  m
apT STfiff Jft nr3T%J *»(V ap75t ?, 5T*T

trernpr *ft ?rrcnf f t  srnrjft 1

S R S fr p : *f ap| *T>T *TRt « P ^  
% fwq «nr?rr fr fa s R  irr r̂rcr %%
| I 3 #  f̂ pl̂ rcFT faff apajfrft 
*rr v t  f??rt»r j p w  «t t , t o  ^  
sr^tff ^  «TffV | 1 t o  %
w rr  frffi3R“ t w  f̂ *nr *flr t o  % 
fm r frnr ^ f t  v ^ ftre ft If f ^ c  

■*h r  # t  1 v f  % ^ m v n r
% w«r ^  wrtrnrf %

% flr,*r w it Or | 1 i v  
!R ? % fw? «ft frftwi*r jr w t

wrcrr % ^ t  % arre fqsr ftT«w*r
*m  f̂ rnr *1311, f i r t e c  ?ri^r ^  
TO tit frcq» »ft CTTT̂T T̂T l̂%CT |

i f f  ?t*p srk p f t  
w#r 3ft*Tifr*ff vr itp^p |, if ?f^tt 
^i^rr ^ f*p fh f?r^  HT̂ ar % fw ft  
apr %  ^  apT f  f%  f ^  *f
fTOT ^T 9TT*rr n i t  I

pj^% fsRT  ̂ apr ^  5R^ s r ,^  ^  

^  w q  ^  t f k  %

3TRr q?HT I iPT Kq7?r t  fsp W \  

<jprt frr ?T n ?ft ^tirrft ^tht 
m m  3rf?r f r  gr*p ft  n w  | 1

jtw 3ft fq-psftqitf fsprr t, "̂t 

*Tf? n̂rcT f?p?rr |  f^ s r s f t*  

•3ft inuT ^  i%Fw ^«r: sr.^ 
qr 3f;3T»rr 1 t  i t  ^ r r  g fap

v t  s fk  frrfEjftorf 1 f*r ^t
sfrpnr rrap % sr̂ iT fsffr ^t r̂̂ fer

f, ^ft^r if ?rW  
5FT% «p- «ft ap'T ¥r?^fw W? ^?ft
1 1 i t  %x tit ? fk  f^p f̂tqiT  ̂ sffrf̂ r̂  1 

if JT f̂T I  1 arnpr aft 

f n i ap7% f, f*|5r wrt ®tf 8R  ^
?At

qx %  fgrff «r?^t ^  ?rr?t f t  fteft 
|  f^?r if rftcn  | 5TRt q r ir f

i f  ?<> fa r ^  T R ft ^
?rfr fimfr ift t o  *r*% % ttr ^  t o  
srjrtft ^t w tf f z f, it it, 
cfta cftsr iftr  w  w  »rr?r ?pp *TJspt 

^  ^r?t |  1 ^  % 3n^ 5f
n f  sft ?rrq ’ v  1 1  f t  *f*n  
fti I?r v t  »Tft% TfitiT, ®: ?np

f?fftr ^t? t  5ft *!f t̂sfPT ?  I 
**r % &%* til v jt f w r  3fnr ?ft t o t  

t  »
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[fTWlt f W  % g  ffafk]

tit % % if  *rtr «rtr <bt*t *aj£for 

t  ift * *  $rr $ fa  $ m  4 ftnr 
$feft£ «w if. I  iwnsm r 

?[* tfftr 3*r <flr t o *  v r  % i

We are following some of these wes-
tern countries in these things.
*rt *rr rft im  *rtft ffrgwi^ft *nrarcrr 
"tfsrq; trr frrcwrc *h&t v r *  % h> v r r  

w?ft WJ ^tfor | . . .  ( im x « r )___

arr?r |  i $*r m  ^  
♦“ wrf\ ®Ttft IT fW  r s  vx 

f e f t  JTTR% it I  I

ift «w r  if ffa w w  it 75 TOfe 
WT 80-85 <Rf? ?PP Vt IT^aft# 
"Pftt «rfcrt ip r  fora ^r: 'R «rr 
«n f  i * x  «pt *?if fc *si?£t
* r  i *rar w w f  | , irnr f t  tft &z  
*pra?r if *  wnr f , wnft %?t 

f ,  sfttft v t t  %% % **rf*#ir spt *pto f w  
t fn  ¥r*frcf *  ferr i *Trr?prT'  v m  
^  ^  ^  apj" I **ft 5H3T

St siipffel f t  * t  f , i$r aft tfftsr 
h ?  *>fr ?e w  | ,  v w  s w

% m  % «F|r far strr  tfr s t o *  

p̂t  * s w *t  w»kT I eft 
ffSTT% % f  *FC % W T  *T5PT
f ts r r c t f  t o r t  f a r  ^rr% % 

TRT *ft fo r  *  W  fc  #g I eft $*T 
’sfftrf *pt 5nri<T ^ftrr i ?t? ? r t^

*rsr |  i

5?ft *rqr sMfasT sps f̂ r̂r 

|  i v i  «ft*r eft s fti  ?t m ii *fir?t if,
5r»Ttr |  i r k  srcr tff *rnfr tr>«?

jk  r̂ «rr «fc it  ?ft z*  it foFrcr 
w  ^mft |  i fa  fa*
f̂t ^ t f  ^  * m t  ft? 3*r ^  11  9fr 

Vfift |  f v  t  r^<ft, ^  T ^ t | %

t  * 0  i iflr v f
^ r r  &  *rr? w  v r  i 5f*rr*$ ff

wff |  i x v x f t * * T $ t m  
v t  wriw tsrrr w if^  %  ^  anr̂  if 
w r  w r  |  ’

^ ft  ^  ^ ^ fW w r  ^  irra «rr?ft
I  i *m z  ^srr $m  |  f«p *tp& ?iff 

f  ̂  f ^ r  w  ?Tf^
^ t  * i  i ^ iff  v t

VTnT |  ?ft f*RT W VT *TI[^f
f̂t i ^ t  it qjftpgg<w^

m m m  w it 5t sirtt t  i

W r  * m  *k$ f  % o t w  it 
^  ar#r srrft *jf«W5T |  i

if W  VT cWHF I ^  *Pt ?ft

^t www«wrr |  \

fvfpr ^ « ff v t  fim fhr <fr |  
% % T  ^ n ?q  I $jr

sp5% |  f i f r  v t  5> ff it %■ T t f  w r r

^ t  =6rr^rr ?nf % w t f v  ? jiw ? r
SPT *THT m m  ft5TT |  I it WK  
?r«f*prr t  ?ft rft eft sn%¥ siicft

|  i qrfwz ^ft#T ^ro ^
^  #j*r <%r r̂ it i

sn^r izx  Tn=s r̂?r
|  i to t  |  srk  ^  wrt crar 

^ t t  f«P if  ?TT9r t c  tp? s®rr*r

?rraT «n ft» ’«t r  it tpp ihP^v ^

wr^r «tR ^  ^  eft ^ f ? t

q^rft §  f?RTO feTT w  I

*ff i w m  fir? ( i t w i i ^ )  :
5>rr 5̂ *fOt if |  i

w w *  ftt? f N t  : ^
m ft  if vfp «rr fv  r̂«wt i|
%5TT Sfrfi  ̂ I ?ft tsBXVRS
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q^rvtw ^ r r  i v< r̂pqsrar 

% *  **f f*w vr t o t  % I

«|t W  (W fr) : WTSWr

ifrr m  w  % r r f a n  t  * t  *raf 
v^trr wn^rr g  i ?i^wnfY 

s ^ * t  ifj?r tftffcrtft s ta r  arc* i *rr, 

srfesr sflr  « n fafew  <rc fa*rrsr 

|  f a w  s te r  m  fcrr

^ e r r  % :

“One law for the Lion and the Ox is 
oppression.”

%?(if vr^sr % *rf fa«c k w t t t
sfw  *n*j?r 5c*tt% |  i fatr flrq; * * 1% 

|  *fNrf % f 5jt? *?rr?r f  i % fa*  f̂t 

srrafr apTter sft*r nr*t if  ^  | ,  t t t o h  

xftr nwr sfar if *?rr <rr. v n t m  t  ?

*rrgr ift s r^ f tfr wrfjnrr iftrft

f[ i *rr??* irfa *  ?tt<t % ^ fa r  
^  t o t s  #■ t o t  11  %*r?r 

fa r r a  *a ft  * n w r  «PT^51 i *rrefr
9fr*r 3W w f t

*rc |  ?ft ?ra$r ^  rfhc a  s t

¥ ^ ff #  *TO?t t  I 5H$ ?»

s ;fa t  s n f  $ *rfar f a r  r̂refV I  i 

iffcsr T̂ f̂lFTT 18 ST5T % *TC

^ r r  t  i %f^Ff s«*f w  
I  ? « r t  irrcrftor *tcft f̂t %$ *n?ir
%F3*f if »F»fiTaT $ tfH' f a

ir t̂«r ?r> nfcr n̂t<TT s f k  srnfrcT 

T̂T V tf  ^ W (  *rff ?fr*TT I f̂ RT s t o

% * * ft *rfir m  ^  *  fcrr ft, fa w lr  

Wtft hi 5r «n?ft if ft  f t  ^

15 «tft *T?tft ^t?ft | ,  W»T«T %

tpr^rn: * *  srrfera* ^  f t  SrPR1 ot<y 

<wvt |  f*P wrflr |
f^nT snri* $&* % «n: *n? f ? — *r$ ^ r r  

?

“(iv) that her marriage (whether 
consummated or not) was solemniz- 
ed before she attained the age of 
fifteen years and she has repudiated 
the marriage after attaining that age 
but before attaining the age of 
eighteen years.”

18 OT5T % sfrer srRtfV if i<t 

if v ijir ?TTcfi vr?r

* t t  ^>'wt vfmrx f t f ^  %  ^ r t #  

V f  T%% f a  15-18  
% «ffa if fa tf*  xpft qr% v r  ^  q- 

^ rr $t, 3fr «rfer s fft  ^  r̂«r ?r ^  

?f, f s i ^  ?rr?q> $r

i iri^lf
if n f̂tsfr *rftro*pT % i wT̂ r ift *rtr* 
5ft*T r̂r̂ ft 5f f M f  Wt WTTt ÊTfprcr

| fa  x i  anr  ̂ ^wt 1 1 

^  15  h'm f̂r ?rf^t ^t*f, ?rr 

srcft ar? f a r  f i r W  ^  *rtr 

^  w m t  # w r i  sirrarr 1 

wre*ft ?ra^ft *rt ?rwt ^ w n i  

^Tfir 1 gTffrftf % ^r

¥ m c f t f ® w k |  1 3fr^w

ft% % qT? ^ f t  ?wnr tfterr |  1 

^h-r^»ftaft?rr^r^li f̂t «?^ *r*cr |  *<t

â pPRTT̂ t OTfSr ITT «TT*Tt ^  KT^f

f^R-^ ’TfcT qrar f  aft 5̂ %

«rfwff *rt srTwsrrc ^rwef. |  «n̂ r>

!|ft£ «T5RT ?rff I  I SRT»T tTr 
| toF T  fa  «rnrr «r? *r-iT i f^ %  
f a  SR if I  «T5 5ft ^ tT |% fan ' trsp 

«i*n: s r r m  ¥ t ^  tT?r n ff f a  sm? 

^  ?^t‘ i 3m 1?5FR- qiR jf  ̂
f a #  *T**ft «frr fa  ^  V? 3u*, »r?5fr 

^ tt? t ^ $ ?ft | ,  ^frrt ?fwi 5ft 

9ts^  if ^  *t, fvr>  fasftr 

aft sfolT  ITT ^  ^  | — *RT 

« !?#  «R  $ 3  eft #  V faVTC f t  3,Ttif I
*  trap srrar v^rr r̂r̂ cnr i  -«rw 
^  «wr f5wr t — âft nr w fasrT %,
^  ^ 5T Sf#t vm  t  Sf 5ft 5T? ^mfwr
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[«ft »Tirr]

IT ft? % ffW% 5? *fi| apWjT
■3* *t<fr I? ftrtr *Tf«rtv ff Pm t 1 

art ar*% |  *ft «rnr
’TfiT-Tf̂ T % 5f *«ft SW ffgf ^  
sft ^  wrr w r ^ <ft fffr, *  iff  
in^r % si't t  q;fr ^  ff Ĵr—

| ? trr̂ r % 'fw r  tfr 
ffsrr «ft far ar̂ r 3ft*?r $*t
ff $r— *rr<T *ftF*Pt ?tfr  ̂iff*r ffr̂ sr | 
3 *  «pt ^ 7  $  i r ^ r  f t  w  <ft 
3ta | Srfar* ^ r  tr^-^r :̂ % ffr«r 
9> JTff, sr̂ r 1 * *t ^  ^^rr v fr  w  
ff^rfff* &...........o *

SHRI B. R. SHUKLA (Bahraich): 
Sir, I must rise in protest; he is invad-
ing the domestic life of money Hon. 
Members.

«rt * i w *  irffT »r̂ r ff<T<ra
«rr<r ffffir n”5r— Jm  i f t  |  %  

f̂t 3 ^  |,  ̂ |, wwr
apT STffST #  fftff | I *JcT<T eft

%— ftw ^  sttot fa srrft 
aft I  I 

5 WTf T f  «Tf— *TFT 3TCT ^ * 3  
^fosr rzwz sffr — if f  if ftrsrr | —

A chid means a person, if a male unde} 
18 years of age and, if a female, under 
15 years of age.

Wf I *  if STT f̂PFTr ^  %
wrqr f̂ret | ft? st€ it ?<sr is
ffTff <TS% tfr 2 1  ffTff f t — *TPT 
% ^fff f w  ftwrr§, ^fffeft R r fw  tft 
s f e  *f w  «FTOTr § —
%F%’T 3ft sftarW  far̂ TT *  
^  I  ftr 1 * 5Mf I*#** srR arri  ̂
$> ffW ff* fff«r ff f f , s  * nft fte^firqs

’PT, fflrrn * t fan
ani i

âftr witr— <rw n 
ft t o T  |t %  %  t f b r  «ftft?T¥ 1 
ffra T«r ftw ̂  fff ?iwRf % ffnB5n 
*ft «Ft | ,  T̂ftr̂  # «T« ^iRT TT??TT 
f — *jS<r*r ?rr?T t t  ffP T ftw
rT^R »ft T5T% aft W T U TO T W t
?[fe ir *r? ^  ?nft | 1 iffftiJt 

i t  ff?ftsr̂  ftjn i  w ft  %
9fTTtr Z* ffPT I

cfm<t 3rm— srn r^ ^ rtfo ft f^ q ft  
s f t f f t f ^ *  i? r -^ iT a  |t«fr tfta  ^ r ^ t  
q f s ^ f f f t r r ^ ^ ^ f k i r f e ^ m  ^t§ 

apt «TT5rr ^ ft«ft 11  $3<rr  ̂ ?T|
xftwrr ^  W t ’  tr̂ ; rpiB scrrq- m «ft

T̂??r t" f®P 3̂ <T»PT ff TfR̂ IT ?PT ft 3,-nr
?fhr ?ft 3ff^ft ?w  ^7%  «pr 
Tftarr fttrr «rw, 5ft ftrr 'Tft^fffct Jt fft 
Tfrfffff *:rnrr ?arn? 1 m ?  
srfRT ^  |-?ff ftr^ ff 5Jfcr fft ir?ft 
s n t  t ,  ftfflr Tftr ft^rr srnrr 5*n ft^ .

*r-T̂ ft f t  I ,  3,«r jffsrr
scrriT’n m §  ^  v x  \

« ft^ to  i^ t o  ftrwuft (^ ftrr a ^ r):  
^■rrsirsT ^fr, t  ffr??r *Pt g^rrf
^rr ^ f f T  f  ft; aft ?»t?r  %

ejfe  I t  T ^ ti;  ftfhc <twr T ta  
^  t ,  ^  ^nj^- *fft ipift ^  |
?rh: ^ t * i? j* 'f  ^ t  ^  sppTfr

^ m r r  |  1 i f f fa i?  f  ^  qpt 
srsrrf f  1 #
1955 tfh: 4 fW  ^fS, 1954
s>rf ^tfff?rr ^  ff?ftftr?r f t  fffa *  mar 

( q f f l f f f f )  f l f f ,  1976 I f f  f fW  ir 
qnj | 1

ff«ft arnrt t  ft? w  % fan?
3WTT sfw r j f  tfrc ftwT^ ^  «rjfir
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?nr Ir v t f  ftww t j j t  $ fsrer
% (W B  «!Tf¥ f>TTTfr$ I 1955
i f  4 ftar frram frr 1954  if 

^T?ra srw *tt W w  g*r
% <r?Sr ift f*r i f f  if  v f j- t  «tt tftr  fo m  

*rr, fas & faarrs ffa  3r 1
f w r  «rr f f a  if  «*w «rfk v r a  

^rrfirif if tffr^f?r ^ t t  *nrr 
% spprrc f^nr? ft^- i ff «ftar$r 

*T$ar *rt srcrr fcrr r̂rggT ff ft? fg?g*ff 

i f  tft *T*afttf *rafir * t  ?fcr 3»tc ^

^rfg’iff v t  star m  *r*ft aiT%iff *r «ft 

* ftr  « t r  aft ^ r  ?r«RT t  wi*pr wnrr 
$  srr *f ajrrsT |  anrft?

£T*affef if * t f  5W ? ^  ffcrr

«rT *fa :srft^ *H $? rr«n  1 wrrsi 
^  ift s r f w  ĉf̂ ft astfr f t  »rf I  ft?
^Trf % *ft»T cTSTTf f t  ^Ttjif | ?*rfatT
#  ssftKcft Tt̂ rr W  *r g ft? 
"5? ^nj'T ly^MM t  ozrrsrr "®m
*T$f •̂cfT $ I P̂JJT 8,10 

T̂tiff % r^tr ^  STfft? 

ftrfas f ^  »nr cnr ir qv Tt*T 
*nT toftcrr»rsrTf3w*t " fa ” *t»r 
|  1 fr> t f t#  f>ft «ft 

^  fa q?T | 1
ft.-s-tft $• jp tw  S*T ft, s*r *7 .<t- 
t t w r  ftcrr |  s fk  **r ^ ^  <£*?
SPT Tfr ^  ft^SPT % ^ r ir ?̂T f> 
w  |  i «yg% ^  ^  sft

*r$f f tm  *ft*r *r, t  arm * t  ?r$r 
^Tq% *  ft? *rtf fa  T>Tft?rT$«fa:*tf
apTiJ* fat{ ^  3TTT «H I

<w «n<T sit 1955 % vr^r 
%  vr* *  uifcifesr s rq  I , ^ s r t  

« * f |  f t ? f 5 T ^ ^ ^ f e T g  *lt I  
^  *r|f, w  ^ ft^ft?rtPT |  *rr 
* t 0 »̂ 8 ita  t  ft>' ^  ^t «PPjjr ar̂ r ^ r
t  ^  8 ?rr 10 TOter 9ftTt %
| r̂ftwr f  ivnŝ rr g ft? m  f t
’RfT «fRTT |  ftr wrfWf vr Tftn^nr 

* »  I M

v w w C t ft, if <r>ww jj ft? iffte%ftw 
10 *rdra: ?ft*ff v t  ^ t f v r

^RT?ff if *rtf f̂t «1tff «f̂ »TT 

<ftr wrfipft v t  v rr^ rr  1

Tftrij^nr f t  ins s h o r n  ?>t t  

^ f?q, *P**?^ft q^t ft^T T̂Tfgt? 1 

%r»n: wt wnr wwPiffd 9mwrr,
?ft f?r % aif?r w tw t  ?ft%  ̂ f f t  srr qrr^u 

gfeiff wtiff ^t f*w «F f̂t wfft? f̂rsr 
Tf^Tppr

^rtq s f a  80, 85 WfcrVTd' aT?lcTr ^T?ff 

if7??ftt i 8, 10 T(& z
5T>ff % fq q  OTT *Rff 85, 90 »?Tfre 

giW 3ttw jPT?r | ir t̂ f f w  if
*1?  r̂ftrar ?r(ft f t r r  1

STTT 20 *rf? % «rfqRT % WT? *1$
^ibs»fe ?inr | , %ftrqr t [# Jr tr;p 

grot firanf ĉft | i *ftt
«ft fanrfgr f*w % m f t ^ r  m *  ^
5TRT apt «ft iftr 9RTTCJT «1T ft?
^ ? r  ^frsr vpz % Vt «ftT f?f^
^  in»ft ^ | ftw Sr g^r vt
TTS»T 8P7?IT WIT «ftT ^  wst,
?f|t TOT «r̂ qr I ^ ?f T f T «TT ft? 
«rnr jr. «fftftrir ?ftr $
^  % f ^  ?f qrr 1 1 353ft w  *rr ft?

«fTcr ^  t  «rk ^  ^ n -  s H  f t  
»nrr | %f%?r fan. *& tt?t «Ft ŝr 

.v t  q?r t f a  gar? ^  v t  Tfr, tft ^ t ^  
l*n ftf | vt
«R> g g fTTT ^Tf^ I *r§ 5̂ t  f>IT 

ft? wrm 3PTT̂  if ^  TT̂ TT *pt 
gftm ^  ^t srgfiraT f t  1

^ ^  ftnT 1 ^  ftiq; «rwr
<pt f^r ftw  ^  w t t  fa r  t w  w tt  if 
% *n T  cr?/ ?rt r̂ ant»r 1 jf «rr^rr 
5  ft? ffTT pft^T w ar £  ssrpsfsr fm vt
I  mft? *f vx v t  *mft f it

* t  1
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[*ft fcTlrtt]

13 flrtar 40 $r 
qr**r 45 w  «rn% four $ :

“that in a suit under section 18 of 
the Hindu Adoptions and mainte-
nance Act, 1956, or in a proceeding 
under Section 125 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, 1973 (or under 
the corresponding section 488 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898), 
a decree or order, as 4he case may 
be, has been passed against the 
husband awarding maintenance to 
the wife notwithstanding that she 
was living apart and that since the 
passing of such decree or order co- 
habitation between the parties has 
not been resumed for one year or 
upwards”

qesrfoTfH * I  SrforT
eft far tft *  |  *ra»r

fair s^arr % i
«nrr |  I
7JZZ £>TT ’anf̂ ir f% 3T§ STT'TT TT£?K
%  wb, *fr*ft Sr wret

i wft eft w  | i
v tf ?pp5frg> ff r̂ 3m  fasm

vnft «Mr % *rf«r?r snrc
* m r  3*TRT T̂TfcSTT | ,  3HT T t  OTT
^T?TT »en^n I  eft S??WT 5*Wt _

«PT I

W R  27 ^ 3| vrtfZ If *ft
I #  ^  fiTTTT % I t o t  * t

vrw t sprasrr ,®rTt%ir i t o t  % fan 
srmrt i vrf
^ swt  ^ tt fa srrr fWf%-

3PT I  1 ffrtra 5H*<B if  CTPT 
lft ss&fftrr i q #  WT?r siflr $ fa  
m  ftfVpRrt vr ©tpt *<=r *rtr
rnpfar n fom m t f t  i 1972  *r

«ft % nrw t t * i *  fasrr
«tt *frc «nwt vgr «rr fa *?r #7 m w r 
Kun arr?n srrfgq 1 4 f a r ^ r  1973 

«pt % r 3 ^  *rwft T«r f w  1 q f̂ainJfr 
$ snro *ft fa*n «rr s z i i  f f c ’tnr 

fTRTT 480 I <RTqft 3TTT
ffcrr «rr :

“Certain proposals for amending: 
the law relating to divorce, includ-
ing a suggestion to grant a right t »  
seek divorce in cases where mainte-
nance under Section 488 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure has 
been ordered, are being examined.
No decision has been taken in this 
rgerd.”

3*1% 3TR Si'TV̂  3*TSPT 3fTI5r fv5T :

“Please refer to your letter datecB 
December 4, 1973, regarding the 
proposal for amending the divorce 
law so as to grant right of divorce 
to parties in whose case mainte-
nance under Section 488, Criminal 
Procedure Code, has been ordered* 
The proposal is being considered1 
along with other suggestions for 
liberalising the provisions relating 
to divorce under the Hindu Car-
riage Act, 1955 and the Special 
Marriage Act, 1954.

The propsal has been linked with 
the other proposals with a view to 
avoiding piece-meal legislation ancF 
will take some more time to bring 
forward the necessary amending; 
legislation”

33% «tt? srnrS* aptf «n?r ^  fm  1 

*ft 3R*mft TOTzpp % *rrwt «rr 
fa^rr % ?r«r?ar *f 1 3frv> #  

3WT fiwr :

“Please refer to your letter r.of the 
11th June, 1974 regarding 'grant-
ing of a right to either party to *
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marriage to seek divorce if they are 
separated under section 488 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898.

The Law Commission has made its 
recommendations with regard to the 
matter and the said recommenda. 
tions are under the consideration 
of the Government. As soon as a 
decision is taken in the matter, a 
further communication will follow.”

And this ‘further communication’ 
will never follow.

w fc  srrsr s r  fsra far f t  t o t  t tvht  *nrr
S  7 trfo , 1976 eft TT®T 
% *Rstr spTnT ^
fa r ft  fasft | %fsp5T SITT % 

fspqT | SRff ?
*rr «rrqr v t  ^)r ^  *tR*r 1

*n*r % sfrfsSra?, sft Tftfgpg %
«TT f o  ifa I  fe f q -T T  ffSftSPT 

ffaT T̂Tf|̂  I STT*T % «TgT 

?ft TV& f , $T<t ^Rfr *T ^  JffiTT I 
ATT T | | . . .

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; You are 
taking too much time.

SHRI D. N. TIWARY; I am not a 
lawyer. I cannot speak spontaneously.
I have to sort out the papers.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; There is 
a good number of members who want 
to speak.

SHRI D. N. TIWARY: I want an 
amendment to this Act which is caus-
ing hardship to many.

SHRI H. R, GOKHALE; I have un-
derstood the point. I will reply to it.

MR’. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The
Minister has understood it. That 
simplifies your matter.

SHRI D. N. TIWARY; If you simply 
take this one here in the same page, 
page 5, after explanation to sub-section 
(U) then it can solve the purpose. But 
when you are sot doing it there but

you are keeping it here, it becomes 
discriminatory. There the husband 
has no right to apply. On account of 
his assurance that there is a right for 
the husband also for divorce, I could 
not give my amendmen. If you like,
I will send it over to you. I have got 
it here. It can be moved. If he re-
plies and if you are satisfied and if I 
am satisfied, l will withdraw it. If 
not, it should be taken into considera-
tion.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You have 
given notice of your amendment?

SHRI D. N. TIWARY-. On his assu-
rance I did not. But I am giving 
notice just now.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Notice
should have been given yesterday or 
the day before.

SHRI D. N. TIWARY; I consulted 
the Law Minister and he assured me 
that there is a right in this section for 
divorce by the husband.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If he
agrees to your point of view, nothing 
stands in the way to bring an amend-
ment.

SHRI D. N. TIWARY: If he is con-
vinced that it is not there...

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Let him
reply. He has understood your point. 
Thai should satisfy you.

Now. there are cecrtain rules for 
giving amendments. You cannot give 
amendments just on the floor of the 
House like this.

Mr. B. R. Shukla.
SHRI B, R. SHUKLA (Bahraich): 

The amending Bill is welcome in many 
respects.

Under the existing Section 14 a peti-
tion for divorce can be presented & 
years after the marriage has taken 
place. Only in exceptional circums-

tances of hardship and depravity,
' * *
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petition can be presented earlier under 
the rules made by the High Court. 
Now, to thia. an amendment is being 
made that a petition for divorce can 
be presented after one year of mar. 
riage. So, in this respect, the amend-
ment is very liberal and very welcome.

The second point is that a new 
clause is sought to be inserted, namely, 
Clause 13(B) according to which, if the 
parties have been living separately for 
a period of one year or more and it has 
not been possible for them to live to-
gether, then by mutual agreement, the 
marriage can) be dissolved. This is 
such a revolutionary and unprecedent-
ed measure that the parties after one 
year can always get their marriage dis-
solved. Now, this is in conflict with 
Sections 20 and 25 cf the existing Act. 
According to Section 20, in the petition 
it has to be stated by the petitioner 
that the parties are not in collusion 
for bringing a termination of the 
marriage and the Judge, w hale deciding 
the case, has to give a finding that the 
petition for divorce is not a collusive 
one. Section 13(B), sub-clause (2) 
says that by mutual agreement they 
can bring about dissolution of mar. 
riage. Therefore, those sections are in 
conflict with this.

It after passing the decree o£ conjugal 
rights restitution has not taken place 
for one year, divorce petition can be 
presented and similarly if there was 
no resumption of chabitation between 
the parties for one year after passing of 
decree of judicial separation then also 
divorce petition can be presented. 
These are very liberal measures.

I agree with Mrs. Roza Deshpande’s 
contention. There is the provision 
that if the spouse has not been beard 
of for 7 years by persons who ought to 
have known his whereabouts, only then 
the divorce petition is permissible. 
This is a very hard thing and I may 
say, an obsolete idea. It was based on 
the provision of Indian Evidence Act 
that a person not heard of for 7 yean 
or more shall he presumed to have

died. On that basis this clause wa* 
inserted. My submission it this, la 
matrimonial matter if the parties have 
by force of circumstances within or 
outside their control been able to liv* 
together in the best period of their 
married youthful lives, then, the mar-
riage should be dissolved.

Therefore, this period of 7 years 
should be reduced to 3 years. This if 
a self-contained law. Divorce and 
judicial separation can take place only 
within the purview of the provisions of 
the Hindu Marriage and Special Mar-
riage Act.

There are thousands of marriages 
which are dissolved and which are 
terminated by the customary law of the 
parties. Those customary laws are 
operating in Hindu Society.

Therefore, there should be a provi-
sion in this Act that nothing in this Act 
shall operate to bar dissolution of 
marriage if they have been mutually 
agreed upon by parties. That will 
save time of the court, that will save 
the expenses of the parties.

So far as judical separation is con-
cerned, it has been made permissible 
on the same ground on which the 
decree for divorce is obtainable. Previ-
ously for judicial separation, cne of 
the grounds -was that if the person had 
voluntary intercourse with a person 
other than his own spouse. The ground 
for divorce was The respondent living 
in adultery. There is difference bet-
ween living in adultery and having 
sexual intercourse with person other 
than his or her own spouse. Volun-
tary sexual intercourse may be a lapse 
only for once while living in adultery 
means continuous way of sexual life 
with another person.

One single lapse, I think, should not 
be a sufficient groUnd for obtaining a 
decree for divorce.

I agree with my hon. friend, Sardar 
Swaran Singh Sokhi, that the biologi-
cal urges under certain circumstances 
compel a man to deflect from the path
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of rectitude or from the peaceful mar. 
stage life. Thai person either should 
■peak lies that he has not entered into 
such an intercourse even for once or. 
If he admits that, then that is the 
ground for his spouse or her spouse 
for seeking a divorce or judicial sepa-
ration.

Therefore, my submission is that 
this occasional lapse from the path of 
marital rectitude should not be so 
harsh as to invite the provision of 
divorce or judical separation. In the 
old days the marriage was a sacra-
ment. We have given a good-bye to 
that ancient principle that marriage is 
a sacrament and that it continues 
throughout the life of the partners and 
it continues even beyond this life. That 
principle is no longer relevant or ap-
plicable in the context or the changed 
social values of our modern life. 
Therefore, once the principle of divorce 
and the principle of judicial separa-
tion has been conceded and incorporate, 
ed in the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955, 
the only question that remains relevant 
under the present Bill is whether the 
divorce should be easier or whether 
the agony of the unhappy couple should 
be prolonged for three years, four 
years, or five years or the agony should 
be terminated and the couple should 
be taken out of that position in which 
they were placed by unfortunate 
circumstances.

Therefore, the Bill is all the more 
welcome. The only point which I 
would like to say in this connection 
is thnt this Bill, the Hindu Marriage 
(Amending) Bill and the Hindu Mar. 
xiage Act, wherein the amendments 
are going to be incorporated, extend 
only to a section of our society. There 
is a demand in the other sections of 
the society that a suitable Bill ex-
tending to their community should 
also be brought ty  Government .

I perfectly respect the feeling and 
religious susceptibility of other com-
munities. But, the leaders of these 
communities and those who are modern

in their outlook should create an 
atmosphere in which an analogous BUI 
extending the benefit of such beneficial 
measures should also be enacted for 
them.

With these submissions, I support 
the Bill in its entirety.

SHRI B. V. NAIK (Kanara): Mr. 
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I welcome the 
motive of this Bill.

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN:] 
Don’t you appreciate it?

SHRI B. V. NAIK: I do not know 
the Queen’s English of comrade 
Parvathi Krishnan.

The motive is good that in a society 
likp. ours, a man and woman choose 
their own life and, when they think 
that living together is difficult, they 
decide to stay apart. Legal barriers 
should not stand in the way of such 
a decision. To that extent it is all 
right.

15 hrs.

But, when we come straightway to 
this particular and most operative part 
of the Bill on which, perhaps, a very 
large number of future divorces may 
take place in this country, namely, that 
if a person, after the solemnization of 
the marriage had voluntarily a sexual 
Intercourse with any person other than 
his or her spouse, I think there are 
limits upto which the State which 
symbolises the society should go. I 
heard very recently that there ia a 
divorce law in Australia whereunder 
this entire thing regarding adultery 
has been completely eliminated. I am 
«ot saying that we permit a sort of 
permissive society where the conduct 
of an individual—male or female-—has 
absolutely no standards. But as was 
pointed out by some of the learned 
speakers, if we go through the red-
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light districts of the big urban metro* 
polls and see the total Institution or 
tine industry of prostitution in the 
world who would believe that it could 
continue in such stringent laws. In all 
earnestness I would life to say, the 
question would arise—I would not like 
to quantify as was done by one hon. 
Member—at which point should you 
draw a limit. I would not go to the 
extent of quantifying it as 75 per cent 
as was done by one hon. Member. 
Why not leave it in an inter-personal 
relation that a particular partner has 
committed a breach of faith or a 
breach of promise or has broken the 
solemn promises that he gave at the 
time of marriage? Why not leave it 
for mutual adjustment at a particular 
point of time? Therefore, I would 
consider this as not only a sort of 
utopian concept of our society but I 
would also consider it as being down, 
right unpractical in life. Let us not 
bring in our personal experiences or 
personal beliefs or personal revulsions 
into plav at the time when we are 
legislating for the society as a whole.
1 think the institution of marriage, 
particularly in a backward and un-
developed country like ours, where it 
offers security m orp for a woman than 
for a man is too sacred for us politi-
cians to tamper with. I would, there-
fore, urge upon the Minister to kindly 
leave the institution of marriage in its 
private position. Of course, the judi-
ciary will say, let us have a clear man-
date from the legislature and the 
Parliament o f this country. I would 
go to the extent of saying when a 
personal conduct of a man or a wo-
man, who are partners in a marriage, 
becomes intolerable because of bad 
conduct without trying to define it as 
something which is very personal and 
putting it on the statute book, leave 
it to those people who constitute mar-
riage. Let either of them decide whe-
ther it is one intercourse—voluntary 
or not voluntary—when to break their 
marriage, details should not be pro. 
vided in the statute. Kindly throw it 
out of this statute book.

SOME HON. MEMBERS; What!

SHRI B, V. NAIK; It is no laiightnf  
matter. A soldier who goes to the 
battlefield or a person who comet to 
a big city to earn his living do we 
expect all these people in this twentieth 
century to be ‘Ramas’. jRamas have 
different connotations in Bombay. 
That is a different matter. Bamat 
today in Bombay are the domestic 
male servants. There is a history be-
hind it. So, as I was saying, let us 
be practical.

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN: 
He does not know what he is speaking.

SHRI B. V. NAIK: Sometimes she 
seems to be mythological Parvathi and 
not comrade Parvathi.

I appeal in all earnestness to the 
good sense of the House and urge upon 
the hon. Minister to consider it in all 
seriousness. Make it flexible.

I have before me the very good, 
document about the status of women 
in India. Our good friend, Shri Vikram 
Mahajan, who is not paying any atten-
tion to this debate, was a member of 
that committee and had done yeoman 
service. The point they have made 
is “Our recommendations are pri-
marily to guarantee the rights guaran-
teed to the women under the Consti-
tution.” Sir, unfortunately you and 
many members of this House are 
not born women and we will never be 
able to understand how a woman feels 
like. It is no mistake of ours, but in 
order to bring in a sense of justice in 
cases of judicial separation, divorce, 
etc., to the extent possible the divorce 
courts should be manned by women 
judges, in order to have a semblance 
of fair dealing, because in a majority 
of these cases it is the woman who is 
wronged, I have discussed it with my 
friends. After all, many of us here 
are married people, the privileged ones 
who can have companionship in life.
I am looking at the vast multitudes 
in this country, those educated unem-
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ployed, one crore of them, and my 
submission is, we will have to solve 
tiie problem of unemployment to make 
matfiage meaningful to these under-
privileged people.

With these words, I support the BilL
SHRI DHAMANKAR (Bhiwandi):

Sir, I rise to support the Bill. I am 
not a lawyer and I would speak only
irom the point of view of the social
psychology of society Our Hindu 
philosophy is not static. Formerly
there were joint families where father,
another, parents, sons, doughters-in- 
law etc. were living together and the 
•elders could see that the marriages of
their children were not broken. But
things are fast changing. Now couples
have to stay in cities to earn their 
livelihood. Naturally there are some
occasions when there is friction bet-
ween busband and wife and more 
often, the wife has to suffer I know
an instance where a friend of mine
was suffering from gangrene and one
jof his legs was cut off. He was insist-
ing that his wife should take a divorce
and remarry. But she said, as a Hindu 
wife, she was not proposed to divorce
Jiim and she would nurse him She 
had to wait for six years When his 
second leg also was cut off, he prevail-
ed upon me to see that his wife
got a divorce. As a noble soul, when 
she got the divorce, she asked his 
friend to marry her and till his death
that woman was nursing him when he 
was lying on his bed That is the 
Hindu philosophy Because the 
divorce law is there, nobody can say 
that every boy and girl will go to the 
court and get a divorce Marriage is 
a compromise, a contract in life bet-
ween a husband and a wife Because 
there is a divorce law, I do not think, 
people run to the courts and take 
divorce everyday But in cases where
divorce was necessary because of cruel-
ty qr some sort of disease and the 
couple had to wait for six years, I 
think it was cruel. Now, in the new
Bill, the period has been reduced This 
is a very good thing and this will be 
in the interest of the society.

This Bill is meant ftw Hindu Mar-
riage Act. But I think, there should 
be a civil code for all the communities
of this country. Under Artide 44 of
the Constitution, the State* is empower-
ed to make a common lpw for all the
people. There are women in other
societies, in other communities who
are in distress and who desire to have
talaq. Prom this point of view, I would
urge upon the Law Minister that a
common civil law should be brought
before this House to give justice to alL

s pt t k w  aft fai*t ftrai

mvfhr fafa weft aft 
?r*rfw  £ t *ft m y m ff yr sttst
T O T  g  V* W  TO T  |T 1 

TITrapF W cT ir fjF f Epf % ’TT*T "TC 

sqpr fe f f  $r * t  art r tm  f*rr

qr 3*f *T*TT3? spr fW R

s r t % % f*R tft srpm^=rr

*ft 1 f^T* *ranr srnr cn?

qftftqrfirct  o t t  f t  «ft

?WT3r sftaroR- tft *f?r
«rt % far*

are# «tt fa  f w f f  '*t q ftw h r 

qftarefrr fw r ^nr— fair
fsra w  ^ititt to t  1 *rn*ftor

sfr vt *sr tar
fjpqr |  #  srrsr #  %  f f r r f t w
?TT3f *fv sm wm f % i^rrfaf? 5 s  fas
*Ft JT̂ r t  I aft * T *  TJ-

f ? i ^ T  m m  *r srr?r
|  STTCT 5fT  ̂% STO faRT

shftt % ?nrT«r % $
st r t t  ir *nr f in  «rjpr

f t  OTRT | I

*nsflrc wrer *r*rrar Sr
^ rr «ft ant?r

gt t o t  | fare *r srfe src snrra t c
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j i t  fiw  art w n j ftnrr wrar fft ^et «rr 
srow fcraf 10 *rr i5«ftro?r t f t i f  «rc 
fft«rahTT t f k t  tfta s ftfc r-fs r^ ifo rT  
sAVH |  WFfR % ITRTT ̂  IRfhiFfhr
?IW I  aft fe p ft Wnsr 5f^f I  
art « ft art ij$ *ft g ra ft f , w r it 

i, xprft frp ftM t ^
f ,  3 *  % $r *r? «m j;5t

w r r  |  i swrft ?T5̂ rr

tftr r  fcarar*' t f t  « ftr <rr#eft 
ffw r^  aft ^  fa?rr# ?r?r <tt f f  
$ i $  tfr *fm?r trawft fira r#  q tft
5TT5RIT f[ fa fa* *  *R  if î TT OT5TT 
g  fa  SPPTC % fa*l *pt H?T <TC SRT

*jpr arsft *rr i to  fafrere ^  f̂t*ff 
«rr air«j-$t?rr |  aft <ra-ftw ®pt sfcz^fssr 

tft an?T | , ^H rira-frr $  *FT̂  apt 
fracT *5r$r sn% f ,  <TTtft r̂*arcrr sftr 

ih&fn apt «ra arft 1 1  *T3T wt so 
tfta fB ^ n r  JfT?crtt»rW tffT9?rt

w  jt? snj; $>tt

«|fW5T |?fk?I?^ f iraft 10, 2 0 «T^e 
»fnr wr apr ^  ^  f  stir frR  *r 

fnarcrr f l i t  *fsr f  wr ^  | ,  w  t s  
$t *nj; ^ptt i wrar ^ i?ff tf afr
J L - i  It ^  -f* - - -*n *v___ * s .--- - 54 ^ __ ft.arrer 5 *  t r t  ^ t  w it  v  & t *t w i  
^ a f f t S f f f a a a f t ^ f f t S r ^  <n:

3Tfpf 9TTRT STFTC ^  7CTT 1 *TT3r
aft t  *n$cft |  fa  m  s t f f  % ^TRfsr 

*r$T r f  tfft: ttfipft &r wk # ^  «rf?r aft
^rr *roft •*?[ *ftr q% 3?r *nr 5*ftrr 

t fw r fc r rT t i  ^^ r^s fR in a rsR ?  w  
aft §, % *rrer 3*rro
form fsrefsr srra ft an*rr | fa ^
«pnj»r%aw 10, i 5 «n3re fe flf f t f t r  
^  ^  f t r r  ^ t |  aftfa % sraifirer 
t  t f lr  3T % faq; ssf vpgr *p> * t r  %sit 
*rffci5 tftr m  tft *f̂ PT fcrr *r%«? fa
% «PPC *PT5|T ,*T f tft «PT# I
W *finF fttf*ra rt*ro?T « rT  »wt|  *&

t  # c a fr  |w ft # w w ( t  f t  f  ̂
aft *fa  JrPwnt |  %ft»r imsr ift i 
v t f  ^ f a i r i ? r r ^ l a r 3ifw ^ £ to r, 
tft *f ^w?rr g fa T̂ f % wnjfr ^  %■ 
w r t o  fcr ̂ r  art ?^farr ^fif *$»it » 
gr, ^rr fa  q?$r cr# fa*rr, #^r-f?r 
r̂ aft wrfa?r | ,  t  ar^r ̂  % wr% anft- 

ftarri s?r  ̂| tfk  I?  tn anft ?iff m % f
|  a f tn r r  ^  arr s? w rit 
fan? V i sfnarsr w g R  vn j*r |  i

m  f af?*rr ^rgm- ^ fa
* »TTfRrr f  aftr sforr fa gairt ffiafir 
f̂t 8PR?T ̂  f^T fa VT’T'T ?TCf W

^ T  ^T%qr i fa tft tp ; v c ^ t  % 
fa«? 5TPET «PTfT 3J%, fff̂ ETt % fatr ?ptf
^R?T a fk  % fat? 5TC <0 * '
fa f m * f % fait? tt ^ t* r i ?5fa 
|  i f  ̂ PTfftir ^  *ng a r^r
ar^rr *r^n fa jft arfir 
x m  ^ r r  eft ^  swt ^  ?frff «r, wrt 

% afnff ^  f ^  ft  in

prft ^  *FT ft— ^  f̂
aiR f w  anrarr tff st§^ wetft arra f t t f t  
a ftr =Effa9R % ar*j?*r ^  ^  ^ f t  
afhc r̂ ^ ^ itfa ^ t
aft «rr^n ^ rr spt ^  «r i u? ftnfc 

% f^q; «mrr |  « fk  sptt̂ i 
% fa ir ?rftarRT i O T T tft ^ tt ^Tftq:
«rr “ ^ara  fffs iR  4fra i ?rf*R 
vs m  «rm fe n  to t $ “ ^a ra  'R f^  
q^:1’ i *f n̂wrar | fa  w  % asTC 
arnr vt f^ r r  snw T̂f%q: faw Ir fa
ne ^  ?wrai % S5Tt»ff t t  ^tjt *flr 
fatft « R ^ t ^ ; « r f t  i

^  waaff ?rrar *r^ tft 4fta r 
(qJW f?) f«ra, 1976 w r  % arm
$, ^r vt $  ?re«bT frcrr | i
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sft iTHo TTtr (f̂ rsmrT-
3fV, t  ^

gsrrf I  ^ f?T'̂  ^
sTs^r

«t1  ̂ îTf
f t# ?  ^  ift^T '̂T f??7T I  I 

f̂TT̂  % ?TT5=r?fr M h:
»̂T ?T3rn ^ ?t Tft I  jfix q’ Rt<k 

% t | |  qF?^
^  '̂V qr^r ^itkt 15 f  cr t  

5Tf  ̂ ĴT % I

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; You need 
not refer to the gallery.

SHRI M. RAM GOPAL REDDY: 
Thank you, Sir.'

5f: q-? f̂ ?T ^nqT 5T-.T I  ?Tf 
':1 TT̂ riTJt- I  ?fr- g-q |

sO '

JT? ftrPn^T ^ fr frtfs

frq? I  ?frt ^
1 1 JTf ?3Jr I  

f^  "% f?” M̂ f ^>fr »T̂ r I
%t!X 5T? K?ftsr?T f̂ JTT | ?tTt:

HTJ7 "fcT fTT̂ r {XT^-
fg?r, 197 6”  f?JTT I  I

sim t ^ r f  
GR' ??r^ ^r,
?TTTa?'f ^  5'fa | f WtT
5ffr f̂ rdsr f^in q-qr «tt i

srr̂ r t
f5ra-̂  #  ?r>r t , ^  
ftcTT 11 t  ?TKiT̂ r i  ^

2Tf f t  11

16 W'T #  ?TT̂  ^ ifTRV
*0

f>5TT ?fr^ 18 ^of ^  5TT3T ^
#■ ^?r I ,  f  ®

' T f c f t  I  ? 'T  ^r?=r ^  e ft f t

5iT̂  I  5fl < H,“ % % qT5'
^ f T  i r f ? ^  ^ t  5 i7 ? fT  I  1

#  «ft 18  ̂ ft?r ?rm ^  ^
^ r f^  I ^?r% w  ^
?rrq- h-=r fq sm  =̂ rffcr i

IT? ?rr TfT I  ?rr3T̂ 5r
 ̂ "̂t̂ T ¥Tf ?t̂ f fqr̂ f̂f

3iT  ̂ 11 I
wr r̂rq r̂ %<i-iTT =̂ rff(r i

fq^sff  ̂ f̂r-T wî  ?fiT '̂ x fi7^?r 
f??  ^ '̂r»T ■fTITcT ^ 517̂  |
?rrf?qt f̂P̂ P'-Tf f-?̂ 5ff ^ $r

11 %r?T'̂  ^
?rriT I  f  f̂pfrq-'f ^
IfHTfPfT ^ ;iT ^ JPTTf I  I
t   ̂ ^>1 '̂TT̂  T̂T'T̂ 't
^T-iT -:rrf?% I ^'r ^ f #
f^4)- f«r‘̂ î % r̂r«r '^ fr ?ftT T̂fr
li T -f^  "-rrir t  ^qfrar ^ f^?r 
t5i ^  ^ ?rrq’̂
Trr?:?! vr  ̂ it %ff mt%  •s’̂ r̂ Pt
^«rr?r sr-T « fR r i f̂iTT ^'f
|, 5ft ^  t̂T55i-̂  I  t,Ttt' ^  ^

#  ^eff €r ?t^t I
mTift?r f̂̂ it̂ -f'r fsr^'f ^ % ^r
f3T?T cTCi% ^ t f ^ c f  f w  ^  I
JTf oTfa- ft  11 s?r^
?rr7 '̂t i=rini i

STf̂ 'W' §Y I
f̂ fjT sTT'T ^ ^̂  ̂ sq-̂ fsrr ^  |

>Tt=̂ ?rr?T ’it % qr̂ T
5ft'<: i?r ?Rf<j % '̂̂ T ft  
sr̂  ftjT Kf % 'Tr?f -̂sr
cTT̂  I 2 ^ ^  ^ ^  ?rr
I  ?f'r̂ ?ft 5ir T̂ ?t t % ? ft^
ĝ =̂ Y % Hf'ir ?f^T ^rf ? t^  «rr i

I
OTTTY =̂ rf|cr

=̂5% % ^

fY ?r1r̂  ^  ̂ '̂f
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fM t 1 srcrtft *tf % t w  ft
T frr * 1 %  1 %tt ?rar*T w r
*it* it?t ?ft «rf?r «r«®r f m  1

*T?t TOf i f k  5TT»ff WT5T <ft q»t

i ii  1 1 *r$ «Pgr tot 9 fa t o w
«Tf fasr 5nf¥ % 1 *i? »ft ^  »tit |  fa

v jp t t  to?t tost w | i  $ *rr*w?t 
arcTfrr̂ r srr r̂r g fa  ts f tflr if
i f t  3TStf>tf ^  wrsR*TT «f> I W  TOflftft

*rw *rrc?t f t  t f k  t o  w  <f=rr 
?r$f w  t o  ^  w r t t  *Pt *ta«rr aft 
»rt «ft 1 «ft *fta  t o t  «p> *£ r  srHer | ,  
ftn fft #sr *Pt tot ?rt *$i % t  ifcir 
spt «rr̂ r ^  1 1 ^rf% TOi vta:
grTifr *rft ^fr ?w *r#t g<ft gsrrf 
srnff «re fasmr spr fam 9 1  to  sr?$5r 
3? 1 1 ^  sfTt S  aft * 7*  3  *rr TO *fa
3t flTTcTT fc « m  3TO?t f f  ^?T% <Ti

f̂ r«rr ^ r r  ?ft w  fa^ r *6t smr *  *tft 
t *ft?r$ spr r̂<JT5T src$t 91 

3RT SFFTT § ^  ZI* FfflT %
f a s S  fror^ tft 9 1  s t h i t  w

^  T O  | tfh: qrf t o  ffgt | to  «rmr
*r*srcr 1 1 **> "snfftr fa grnrr ’sfraf
’fft $»r q i *rtr ^  «re 17̂  wrt, qrr 
frorTT ^  i f  ® %*arc tart t  3n r *r?r 
3JTr®TT5T SR T|| | fj- HJTffcfT ff fa ^
r̂fTWT ^ ts t jpt ^ T  ift ^  5>rT I 

5frr^ 1̂ «T̂ r ■Ztt] 37M  
5TPT 5TRT WT IPTT -STTf̂ r sqr, f^?ft

*PRt TO ^ ft ^ f .̂

^fa Tr??rt?f 3ff?T 5STT-mr?r ^  f ^
to t  |  ?̂r t̂?% ^?r^t argrr 3*rr?r 

ft  €fa *T$r 1 1 ^ 3^ 1 1
5WT*f ITcT ^t WTT 5T | ^

fa  *t*r »?«f «rrr ?rtTrr ?pt ft?r
?r^P, 5T9ITSF, 5T5TW, cft̂ T «TTT aft5T  ̂
?ft zmv ?t arrar 11 ?̂Frr ft^  tift

W  Iw  ^  f  fa  1 **RW ^ W f f  ®WW 
s ^ f r t ^ l l  W T ^ W ! f t « T T g  
srr  ̂ flfift «nI’f f i  w  aiTOW f a w  ■arr 

V»r |  iflT 'RITOT 7SWT «ff T O T  

t*
*?r*r «r«w ftw  ?rr  ̂ % f«n$ t

»r>^ sETT̂ ar sf?> iTT arrc faT  w r t  ^rr 

^ vh: r̂r̂ nr u m  ?rm^ t o t  j  1

*ft fw? (wart) : 3ft ^ r  m  

tTJhsrfe fan?r to ^  ^ sr?5?r fajrr to t  % 
s*w  «fk w n r  »rt<ff % sr^^r

1 1 ^  1954 «rk 1&55 *t t o  forr$
^PPT TOr «TT TO % vm a|?I trfT«r^ 

f t  tft  9 "ft* f»rr£t qmRrnt «ft 3Tf?r 

TO5T *rf ?  1 "Ernnfw sr^Ftff #  fror^ 
% f̂t r̂t 5rnfV errcmf «flr
f  «ft wit Ir to?t rff  91 ^  % 
srrc t«p firr^: *rnr?fr*r * 5ft *tfnw %

3ft f * St ^ r fa * 9.
f3FT ^ ?̂r f a *  1 1  ^vf^r ?tttV<7» 9 1 
«r^ 3ft TiJPT «r 3*% steN  ?t<it Jf 

frro f v t  T^rnr «rr^ «r, ?rk 

«rf®nw ^  «t ?ft «f?r?r?r St ^»r%* 
^  wr ŝp t̂ «ft fa  ^ t  ^rafi f&*n 
ww 5t w t  «tt *rfr wfti spt vbrTsft
wk % g p r  srk  «src*rperr7: % ttwx frft 
«ft 1 sr?r q-gft ^ *̂r^> snrr

fror 9 1 t o  d^r.T ?rV f a ^  %
3ft |  ?̂r«3ffr 3f??r % f^ aro r 3iT ^tcit 
I ,  s fk  tr?p Ĥ rr r̂̂ ftar̂ r m T t t  ? r f  

«F#J, faqT % 3ft STTO* ?T9ftSR t
tftr f R  «lf5T W?TF5T f> TOT 9 1
qifffa «rrvft-«pvft 3r«r ?«ft srfa fr o
?>rf TOT5T »TT̂ TT % f f a  f  <ft ¥ f W.W
if wm f̂t?r tft ? rq w  *pt f ^ r n  

^  ?np?t 9 *ftr % wivMlf) 
TO??rr 1 1 q ft  ?r t̂ ^5a% H7sr-̂ ri«r xm  
*ns«ffeF «pt ^  q t  ?ft titi
f?r ¥T̂ r % f a *  T fa  t o >?it  |
f a  15 fro  % 'rrfwt t o h Yst
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w* n  \ W f  %ani*r 11 tftr
cpp * w  w r  «ft tatt $  fa  fa tft 
w f r  *rr *t iff % ^*nft?rr 

anm %f S*fr qt frWT HX ?WnT
1 1 wrc <ftr fr NT eft aft 1954

1955 % 5PT̂ *T «r ar? 1ETRT3T % 
5f̂ f 8r i «rrs; f*rm ?wnr *rft 

fraft % t*?T5n*ir $ tftr fasr?
■apr̂  % ?rCt$ Jf w fr w fa r  ?rm  
«rr ff i «rra**r id r f f s f ta  fr tft
vrrft f t  aSfltft ft, ^sr Vt <T> 3Tgt 5TC
*r^n % fa  *tfeft €< qrarfa«rc 

sflrc ?>ff % *p?r fen  iflrc *rcft 
*i®r f t  *r£ i <ft ^ r « f  *tft rtaft tr wrsr 
TfT | ?rk grar% fsrJr $?tt ?>tt

«TT I

*rre?r ^  ;Tift «Ft «r*fr ?p f  ?fr*r 

«5*f factor ?r*r?r<r «r, t f t w f t *  tftr 
*rftw r ’ErrsR swrit *r, «rr?ft
»arfiRr<rcr irwwnrff wft grr ^  *?r 
*nr?r «*nr& 2r» %  «ft fa t  I  ^  
*  %3rt ssft vt t o  srfafrn: ferraT 
|, sfap ?rr€V *ft trjp srrsrcr fjprrft 
t  f a  t  $5*  % g  I <ft SPPH
5ff[T <TT fWSTTfT % ^rapff ^ tr̂ r T̂T 
*ftf $IT TOT | 3?rT ^WW 3f *jft rftr 
3 «r ?nrrwr vr *w t  ^Rrnrror 
tft tar 11 aft ^ r f  srr |,
w t  «rr*rcr ft fa  irraw&r ?̂r if 
x%}r *Fft firt %sff JT.fVift % ?jtt^
*rntfta tftu *rret ^  f  i aft
f f f f^  f  3**r w#t
v m r  ffcft |  T arc «T5 fatft anrtflra 

% sinft *fn3r *t arc w tft «ft ?ft <rf^ r 
?tt "̂t arf ifrc % q f ;f t  «ft %ft* ^arrft «ft 

fa  *r*n »rR?fr«T % wt̂ J if jft gntft^r 
f \  f t  ?Wcrr 113rfa?r w r ??r% srr?

^Wt, ^  ^wf ^  
lr ?rrat ^  * r  sr^^nr ft*rr, 

w  ¥r^«ft# w jjr  Ir ?r>ft vt srft

w fw  fq%Tt, w r t  «ftr?ft v t  i 
?h t r  ^ft w i? % «w% «rr«r vpj»t 

w ^rr i

ffn r ^  s i^ r ?fvftg?r ^arr t  
fa  tfr sfttflf^T ffift n^sf^T vt 
if fWt I *Tf <£P WS9T

11 %fa?r »h r  ^ ftf arr^^ai 
% ?ft «rnr % i,ooo aprf?r ^

^i?r T«ft 1 1 trrensir % smr% % i ,ooo 
% mn »n% g ? Jf =?rpr g fa  zpfik 
g p if ^ -% -^ t ?fta «St ^FtT

f> ft * rr% , w ffa  trT  w tt aRpmft 
fa<ft f̂t % 5TT3T, ap̂ TsfV

«T^7T % fasRT^ % STT* qTW fJ ff «TT 
TOft ft i eft aft ?r̂ rr spr srtftsnf 
^  ?rr ^  wbqt f> rr i

5* sraff % ?rr*r Jf $*r fal<rv spr 
f  i

«ft 5WT«i! (sranar) • jrrn?fw 
^rrwreraft, fan* r̂rwTT arwftv  «nft 
aft % ^ft =5rrer?T ftr^rrrr | ,  t
3*wft sn^n; 5  ?rh fiw  ^
t4i«W +' Wi  ̂ I

v rn :^  ̂ f c r  afrc »r«raT % w are  
fo r r f t^ r  qfgrar q# vzz *& &  11 
art qf?r q?ft q̂ > 3it t  fta n f % qjr if 

* v  airtt f ,  fjrre t r̂v=nrr < rk ?f5frftr
| ft! 3?R7T ?pft TOT | 

aw 3rf ^ftjT r % ^ r  3H% f  i %fafr f®  
’TTPn:nt tftt  f*n rr#  w  T ft t
f a r ^  ^s rf $r n? w t  t t  gfsR jprft-^rcft 

^ rft feTfcr ^srr frsc ^ rr  |  qfcT qcTt 
% few srtr faprnr 8f, fara% 
a ft^ r i^ r r t  arrerr 1 1

awrw 5f 3rra it? t  fa  ?*r ^
aft vn n faiv  ®T̂ pqT $, g w ^ i p r #
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[«fr w *  #rrffVJ
srrfr |, WNf’-v tf $»t 

ftar % f o  *r*% XptK 5Tf î ?«®t % 
finrfta nrrft sinft 11
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; The hon. 

Member will continue on Monday.
Now, we take up Private Members' 

Business. Bill to be introduced. Mr. 
Panda.

15.32 Jus.
CONSTITUTION * (AMENDMENT) 

BILL
(Amendment of article 15 and inser-

tion of new article 16A, etc.) 
by Shri D. K. Panda.

SHRI D. K. PANDA (Bhanjanagar): 
Sir, I beg to move for leave to intro- 
duce a Bill further to amend the Con-
stitution of India.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKEJR: The ques-
tion is:

“That leave be granted to intro-
duce a Bill further to amend the
Constitution of India.”

The motion was adopted.
SHU D. K. PANDA: Sir, I intro-

duce the Bill.

15.34 hrs.
CONSTITUTION (AMENDMENT) 

BILL
(Amendment of article 124) 

by Shri P. K. DEO—contd.
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; We take 

up further consideration of the follow-
ing motion moved by Shri P. K. Deo 
on the 7th May, 1976:—

“That the Bill further to amend 
the Constitution of India, be taken 
into consideration.”

Last time, Mr. Somnath Chatterjee 
was on his legs. But he ig not present 
la the House now.

1978 (Amendment) mil
by Shri P. X, Xta>

SHRI "DINEN BHAtTACHARYYA 
(Serampore); He is held tip in Cal-
cutta.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; He is not ■ 
present in the House now. The next 
name that I see here is the name of 
my good friend, Mr. Naik.

SHRI B. V. NAIK (Kanara): Mr. 
Deputy-Speaker. Sir, I have gone 
through the Constitution (Amendment) 
Bill which Mr. P. K. Deo has brought 
forward. It seems that the main 
thrust is towards the maintenance o f 
the principle of seniority to govern the' 
selection of the Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court—and whatever are the 
other technicalities. I have submitted 
an amendment—I have not been able 
to lay my hands on a copy of the 
same—in regard to the qualifications 
of the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court who, according to Mr. P. K. Deo, 
should nominate his successor to sue. 
ceed him in the case of his retirement.
I have suggested that the qualification 
of a Chief Justice should be that he 
should be the most relevant, and' 
relevance, I feel, in regard to a Mem-
ber adorning the Benches of the ludi- 
ciary at the highest place in this coun-
try should be a sort of social relev-
ance. knowing the problems before- 
the country and the solutions that are 
going to be presented. A judge who 
is not living in the present and is also 
not viewing the future of the country 
will not be able to do justice in bring-
ing to the common people, to the peti-
tioners before him, what is called 
social justice.

Sir, most of the members belonging 
to this venerable or revered profession 
of judiciary are definitely men of 
learning and are also men with a 
deep amount of compassion, but like- 
most of us, they are not in a position 
to get away from the grip of their 
own environments; the environment 
need not necessarily be an environ-
ment of a class or of a section, how-
ever privileged it may be, or of a pro-
fession, of a training or of the back-
ground of affluence or lack of contact

•Published in Gazette of India Extraordinary, Part H, Section 2, dated 
21-5-70. J,


