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ters where human distress is brought
to my notice, I do what I can. 1t is
not humanly possible for me to deal
with all the cases, we have to rationa-
lise the whole thing when we can do
better. Now, a man knows on the
25th of every month whether he is
going to get a quarter or not. This
year, I have said this before in this
House, my funds have been cut to the
extent of 100 per cent. I have not
got a single penny from the Ministry
of Finance for the construction of
houses. 1 am finishing in a minute,
Sir. If more funds are given to me,
naturally we can help the poor and
we can help all those persons who are
in the lower rungs of the ladder. As
long as more houses are not construct-
ed, my position remains. that of a
bridge-player who can only reshuffle
the same old pack without getting a
new one.

1832 hrs.
HINDU SUCCESSION (AMEND-
MENT) BILL—Contd.

Mr. Chairman: Shri Pattabhi Raman
may continue his reply.

Shri C. R. Pattabhi Raman: The
Bill of my esteemed friend Shri Tiwari
seeks to prevent widow from making
gifts or mala fide sales in favour of her
son after ignoring the step-son in the
case of two wives. It has been ex-
plained in detail and the Bill seeks
only to have a provision to sub-section
(1) of section 14 of the Hindu succes-
sion Act, 1956 to which reference has
been made I do not want to tire the
House by reading the section. The
House is aware how the Hindu women
property rights were acquired and how
it was decided that ‘before and after
the commencement’ of the Act she
should have these rights, as a full
owner and not as a limited owner.
Many Members referred to the discri-
minatory aspect of the old Hindu law.
All that has been referred to. The
explanation there is rather important.
It includes both the movable and im-
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movable property and goeg on with:
various other categories. Before the-
enactment she did not possess abso-

lute property rights in all cases. Re-

ference has been made to Stridhanam
and all the other things and what was

called the limited estate which was a

peculiar practice, which was typi-

cal of the Hindu law as it was before:
the amendment. It was not as if we
were caught napping when section 14 .
of the Act was passed by the Parlia-

ment,

Section 14 of the said Act was the -
subject of elaborate discussion in Par-
liament. It was not as if there was
any slip. As originally drafted it was
intended to apply to properties acquir-
ed by a female Hindu after the com-
mencement of the Act, but Parliament
decided that the  provision should
also apply to properties acquired by a
female Hindu before the commence-
ment of the Act and which were in
her possession at the commencement
of the Act subject to sub-section (2)
of section 14 of the Act,’ As the
widow is mow the absolute owner of
the property, she can lawfully dispose:
of any such property in any man-
ner she likes cven to the detriment of’
the interest of her step-sons and step-
daughters, such a result was not total-
ly un-intended, it was done with opcn
eyes. As I said, it is not as if we were
caught napping or there was some siib.
Cases in which such rights may have
been affected by reason of the retros-
pective operation given to section 14
of the Act have not been many and
would further decline with the pas-
sage of time. We have the prevention
of Bigamy Act and all this and with:
the passage of time, these cases will be
few and far between.

As regards the suggested amendment
to declare void such transfers of pro-
perty acquired ‘after the commence-
ment of the ‘Act by the widow which
are not for consideration and bene
fide and which prejudice the claims
of step-sons and step-daughters, the

dment, i pted, may give rise
to some difficulties. I shall finish in
a few minutes. Sir. Firstly, it would
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- be retrospective in effect to the extent
- that it would declare as void all trans-
fers made by a widow without consi-
-deration and not bona fide since the
commencement of the Act, It would
thus unsettle the transactions legally
entered prior to the enactment of the
present Bill. Still more it would open
the flood gates for litigation by step-
:sons and step-daughters against the
transfers made by the step-mother es-
pecially when there will be no love
lost between them. Every transaction
is likely to be branded ag mala fide as
culminate in litigation.

Secondly, the problem pointed out
might arise not only in the case of a
widow wis-a-vis stepsdaughters and
step-sons but in other cases also, such
as an issueless daughter ris-a-vis her
reversioners, vide sub-section (2)  of
section 15 of the Act where the pre-
perties are left in the hands of any
other female as full owner.

Thirdly, the purpose of the section
has been to do away with the concept
of the Hindu women's limited estate
as such, and if the Bill ig accepteqd it
is likely to create such estates in a
modified form by the back-door.
Really. the result of this Bill, once it
becomes law, will be this: that is to
say. you wil] really be bringing in a
limited estate by the back-door.

Fourthly, the amendment suggested
by the hon. Member seems to be
slightly beyond the scope of the Hindu
Succession Act. The Act was passed
in order to amend and codify the law
relating to intestate succession among
Hindus and not restrict inter vivos
transfers, as they say.

Finally, in case property has been
inherited by the Hindu widow after
the commencement of the Act, her
step-sons and step-daughters would
also get a share in the property of her
husband under section 8 read with
section 9 of the Act, because all these
persons would come in class I of the
Schedule.

DECEMBER 2, 1966
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Therefore, I am unable to accept
this Bill, and I would make the usual
request, in spite of what Shri D. C.
Sharma has told Shri Tiwary, namely
that he must not withdraw the Bili.
I would request him to withdraw the
Bill because of the implications,

Y gro Ao faxardt : awigfa 73y -
zq, gATT § wF F1E A4 A QY §,
fam & awrer ¥ o fagy @ 321 gy a1
FE T[T A FHAT Y, AT FEAA THA4T
% ar 34 ¥ qoga srar 9T § ) aga
97 wAr § f27g 9/ % FMF F H9AATT
foareg st ar FAINTT & AAAIT AFGAT
g o1, AfF w7 7z 3@y T frosw
¥ 777 AN &1 ATAA Z1 @7 E, WAL
FT AFA g1 787 &, 34 A1 AL 3H AL
fRaaT &, a1 AFGA F TFET X 0F
g7 wEa Awr fgar omm o wgA
gz feafx adi ot fx of5 § 97 a3 &
T AT WI7A AATET F g1 AT oY
Afe o a7 & A gT W A AT
afaF17 17 agr 911 39 fAw ag 7
AT | 3 NFT farg dfrw wazar
wtoret Ffea-Taz w1 afrorr #g 7Y gav
# fF a3 7vr A it i faarg &
¥ % <fr g9 O g=Efag o 77 4,
faq % g9 fedfwedr gt 41, z7
fag &7 & 87 &7 foar nar) oav
F FIT AT F AR AWE S FE
efY arq gdr g f® 3w § W
¥ 1§ wearw gt ), A1 58 AT |
gaes fFar sAr 2

T A ¥ W gt i & fa et

& graey ¥ fawy &1 gaqieqz WIT g
At 37 TEE 71 A A Y sAARTCH A
Atar wtAT Ay, fam & gE}l & gy
31 wa faangra faeew @9 91, 3
g WE fear AvomgE FAF Foar
AT F For #4 I FAT 0T, AY Y
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FIT ATTAT G AT A1, A7 AL
e a0k & faw S 6, @ [
@ ¥ of JET 9 WM IF AT &
AT AT G T A
e F STMHT F Ay § A

77 ¥ fagy ®r 719t F w15z 2 w7
2 fear | & az Y wrzar g fr Az
T3z F¥Ed g1 & et g fw fad
F WD, AT AR {R GAMET
wifz 1 wigerEar w97 F oAvae
W FE w47 wgfaar 7 g0 Afew
9 F w19 9z o Wavmw 7 fasy
5 ORQ-aH gl FEG-TAT OE oAy
aTAaT 71T gEFfaE 47 emEtT fwar
T 3 fAu & =reAr g fx fasy A
a7 2% dEr g =@feEn fE gz aaAr
WA B AT §T WIT wOT 7 gar
73 oAIR AT AT T X AT WA
rEZq-nd FT Fg wWv % | § FEf
TaEAT RS ¥ #adr asag
RIG S

sfiagygzify 3o "/AaE A
17 fazy wadr Mt £ faez o Ay
F7 AFATE 1 32 frez v g7 w2,
afe waq @o-aw w1 fewrgg w97
F fam qdY 1 s ag ot Ay g
&1 fer v %, A1 oY aw ¥, AfeA
arfq #t 1 waT I ¥ wEa-
T FY faear 2, 39 &1 Y 2 firee 77
G R TGT I F AR T HWferar
'3, 37 % fivr 7 *, 77 feonfao
1 g7 F71 o gy faer smgr v
gt A

a8 waw A fE qad o e
et faz e w2 gg & W& o+
et ®Y oo T T Q@ F) AW
fag wfagtraras & o s ¥
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g B fawr 777 | e 3w faw &
afgmr & 71 fedae &, A ag 3@ A
o ¥T X\ FEEwr ¥ foq @g
1965 %1 fam &, Afew o uE
qre FAT, A 1965 F IO 1966
qF @A g qg FH faw ow
FEATAST A7 T ¥ FrEFMNYT
FEAT A &, AV AF F4E wmaf Y A
Ffew 57 weaTa A1 AT T %+ fr 0%
&1 famr & A 21 waeat & 31 AgF
437 17 £, UF ATF &1 QX AR
forer Ay 2, st wi & feean oY faer
STAT & Y7 gt A vmAT 2, s A
1 7 g faat smay aw & angAr
T Aw0F A ¥ gerrm a1 o fAsy &
T AT FIEARE GIAT AT & FwHT AL
A AT T AAAEAT FE G
213, TAET ¥ drew e o7 & afam
T A i AarE et sar §, sAfag
f& T b 7T wWIA O A 1 grfAETE
a7 9% ar o Zor § wmas da
T 0 RS TEIm & IR
ZfaT i A| W) a7 AEwEEE R
arge FA #, afvfeafrar 7 aes A
FiomAnd forarr & A s
a7 Trw AT WA S, A & AR
qv e gy sAT # agt W omAr
VT AT TR £ ) TH AT UF A3,
agq a4 FAF F A FTT /A &7 WAL
¥ ugew fatm 2 i AR Az & PR
T A F 917 FT WAL AT FAT T ELg
ga & 73Ar whrw st ol greme
adF g% gr fe aga =1 wAdfes w70
qF ) g Y A7 sy gav gk g
A IT KT R K ¥ X E?
oy 7 o faey &1 gEw frar Avaw
WY wgT ¥ & 9 fagy gy vk &, IAwr
oY fe? | AY agt W AT ¥F 47 q fp
I3 FY ¥ forar mar ? qY agAy FAA
wart gra & s ey g foam oma AR
o WY wegTy 7 YR 9T gAfaT w1
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T30 &1 @t & fafa A & wotw w€m
T fgastiggRamq
a1 g7 ®1 wwEtaw % X fE gea faw
AET | TF AT BT HGAWT @A g
# g3 * fawgy 7 qan)

shri C. R. Pattabhi Raman: [ have
already explained the implications of
this, Certainly what has fallen from
a senior member like him will be kept
in mind.

Shri D. N. Tiwary: Is he bringing
any Bill to remedy this defect? Then
1 will withdraw,

Shri C. R. Pattabhi Raman: (t is not
so easy. Once you restrict it hxe tnis,
the result will be the woman in India
will be different from the man so far
as pruperty is concerned. I never take
a technical stand. I have already ex-
plained the implications. As 1 said,
what has fallen from him will be kept
in mind.

st gro Ao famdt: wa S FiF
ag wg fF T & ca B @A AR
T WIAT F T FE F wfow F37
ar & g7 w1 fazgraw a1 g

Mr. Chairman: The Bill is with-

drawn.

The Bill was, by leave, withdrawn.

I

18.45 hrs.

REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE
(AMENDMENT) BILL

(Insertion of new section 6A4) by Shri
Prakash Vir Shastri.
Wt semae el (fawaik)
Aty Y, & sera w0 § 5 AR
WAR W fz digem faw & s

GMGIPND—LS
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faare ot w1 ga fadaw & weqa
T FT A A IV & 907 Wy T AT
& woft 7g @1 fow ww wgar ?

aNHA W\ w19 &1 =777 fHw
Cotudl

ft st st - o fagaw
§ 11 W 1964 F1 gegn fwar v
o osw oA ¢ fewwaw #vogEr
i | gt gAY SEgs f)A 3o
1 aw o wEA & wfuw g g A
37 7wa i1 fa 1 wEqw 774 5 95w
a1 ag 3z 41 f& & safem 9717 H |F
gRadfae fxa s f& &1 6 W=
e fedt fagm awn a1 SE-aen
i fafarer g geuoad ag 2 % 6
wEq gger o AfaAe § Wi § at dw
¥ 9g AW MAE F gT Wd AT 5
& aury wezafg wid g aifs 3w i
fasaer AT Y g W<r {1 A%
Fiifs wa gwre 3w H @ 7 w7
g & wafem of awy ¥ 37 fagas
#1 mar 39 gfer & o W7 mEgeaqw
g a1f® qara #1 afadsT w717 27
ST fAegsrsT & 349 F1 ANE @A &
FAT G fqa1T # aF | AT &F WT
®1 g § f& gar Iw H % At &
g9 TH1T &1 fuwrag sy §

wanefa Wit wa i o f
9 ¥ AT GO TH aAWF AN |

1847 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till’
Eleven of the Clock on Saturday,.
December 3, 1966/Agrahayana 12
1888 (Saka).





