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‘Mr. Deputy-Speaker: They canno:
be included.

Zandit Thakur Das Bhargava: [
‘they cannot be included, then, it is
certainly quite a different matter. But
if the rules allow, I do not object to
omerMembersoftheHomealsnbe-
ing there.

On the contrary, I am anxious
that others should also come.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: The other
Ministers can attend, but these two
Ministers, Shri Datar and Dr. M. M.
Das, would be included.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: Cer-
tainly.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: The gquestion
is:

“That the Bill be referred to a
Select Committee consisting of
Her Highness Rajmata Kamlendu
Mati Shah, Shrimati Jayashri Rai-
ji, Shrimati Uma Nehru, Shri B.
Ramchandra Reddi, Shrimati Tar-
keshwari Sinha, Shri Nikunja
Behari Chowdhury, Shrimati
Ammu Swaminadhan, Shri A. M.
Thomas, Shri Jaipal Singh, Sar-
dar Amar Singh Saigal, Shri
Upendranath Barman, Shri Ful-
sinhji B. Dabhi, Shrimati Anu-
sayabi Bhaorao Borkar, Shrimati
Minimata, Shri Diwan Chand
Sharma, Pandit Chatur Narain
Malviya, Shri Mukund Lal Agra-
wal, Shri Mohanlal Saksena, Shri
Hari Vinayak Pataskar, Shrimati
Shivrajvati Nehru, Shrimati
Sushama Sen, Shri Radha Raman,
Shri Raghubir Sahai, Shri Bhakt
Darshan, Pandit Thakur Das
. Bhargava, Shri Datar and Dr.
Mono Mohan Das with instruc-
tions to report by the 10th Sep-
tember 1956".

The motion was adopted.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT

BILL

Shri M. L. Agrawal: You have al-
lotted only three hours for this Bill,
out of which one hour has alrendy
been spent. So it will be better if you
allot some more time, because the
Home Minister will take some time
for reply and others also may speak.
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Let us first
proceed with the discussion. Then we
will see. )

Shri D. C., Sharma (Hoshiarpur): I
congratulate the hon. Mover of this
Bill on the very -exhaustive survey
that he has given of this problem.
But the question is this: has he re-
lated his arguments and his facts and
figures and his philosophy and his
social outlook to the conditions of the
country in which we are living? When
I ask myself this question, I think
that he has been referring to cther
countries and to other circumstances,
but he has paid very scant heed to
the conditions that we find in this
country. I therefore think that what
may be good for a country in Europe
or in America need not be good fDr
our country also.

Moreover, I find that the abolition
of death penalty has not become so
operative that we can take note of
it. It has been abolished in a few
countries, and they are small count-
ries, and I do not know the circum-
stances which have led to the aboli-
tion of this death penalty in taose
countries. I have to look at this pro-
blem, as the Mover says, from the
angle of the social needs and the
angle of the social justice in this
country. What are those? The hon.
Mover of this Bill has said that the
interests of a civilised society require
that we should abolish death penalty.
1 ask myself this question: in what
context has the word ‘civilised’ been
used? Are you using this word in
the same context in which Mussolini
used it? When he went to invade
Abyssinia, Mussolini said: “We are
going to civilise Abyssinia’. Is it
being used in this context that we
are marching forward in science and
technology? Of co we are mar-
ching forward in science and techno-
logy. But I have on the floor of this
House listened to the answers which
have been given by hon. Ministers
about nuclear explosions and about
the dangers which fall-outs have pro-
duced. A learned Professor of Cal-
cutta University has told us that the
fall-outs are going to have genetic
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effects on man, on human society and
also on other things. Sir, we may be
civilised in that sense also because
our technological progress has been
very high. But I would ask my hon.
friend what are the criteria which
he has used to think of society—i do
not think he has referred particular-
ly to Indian society; he has referred
to society in general—what are the
criteria that he wants to use to des-
cribe a society civilised? I do not
say that India is not civilised. We
are highly civilised. I do not say that
we do not have a very hoary civili-
sation. We have all that We are
proud of that. We are always rightly
and legitimately singing the praises
of that. That is all right. But ecivili-
sation is quite different from the so-
cial framework in which we are liv-
ing today. The social framework may
be a part of civilisation—a small part
—but the whole of this problem has
to be viewed in the light of the social
framework in which we find ourselv-
es today.

Some days back, I read a report of
the Inspector General of Police in
Delhi. Delhi is the metropoliz of
India, a very big city. And what did
I find in that report? I found in that
report that there were 30 many
thefts, there were so many burglari-
es, there were 0 many murders and
there were so many riots and there
were 50 many dacoities. This is one
aspect of our social framework; I do
not want to say that this is the only
aspect, but this is one aspect of our
social framework. As you know, after
the second world war, there has been
a steep rise in the incidence of all
kinds of crime. We have not been
able to arrest that up to this time.

So when I look at it, I am not look-
ing at it only from the point of India,
but from the point of view of other
countries also, and I am looking at
it from the social framework point of
view which we have here, I find that
our society has not as yet arrived at
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that stage of perfection where you
can abolish the death penalty.

I have read this Bill and I find in
it nothing but-‘omit’ ‘omit’ ‘omit’
‘omit’. There are so many clauses and
sub-clauses and there is no-
thing but the use of the
word omit. ‘omit’ ‘omit’. I would say
that the time has not yet come when
we should abolish the death penalty
because that will come about only
when we become grounded in the
principles of non-violence, when we
become grounded in the principles of
truth and when we become ground-
ed in the principles of aghimsa. If we
live in a non-violent, non-competi-
tive and non-exploitative type of so-
ciety, I think ‘the death penalty will
automatically be abolished. I believe
that that is the goal towards which ~
we have to move. But as long as
competition is the law of life, as long
as violence pervades our life and as
long as ahimsa is not to be found
there, I think this death penalty can-
not be abolished. The hon. Member
has said that from the abolition of
whipping we should go to the aboli-
tion of the death penalty. I do not
see the logic of it. I never thought
that the abolition of whipping was the
first step and the abolition of the
death penalty was the next step. Of
course, we have abolished whipping
because that is a kind of barbarism.
But we used to give whipping for
small crimes, for small lapses from
good behaviour or normal behaviour.
But to base on the abolition of whip-
ping an argument for the abolition of
the death penalty, I would say, it not
very logical

‘What is the idea behind this death
penalty? There are two types of cri-
minals. There was a time when, in
England, persons used to be hanged
for stealing a thing which was worth
only 6d. We have advanced and we
have left that behind. But, punish-
ment serves many purposes. Punish-
ment is, I think, more than anything
else deterrent. My friend says that it
is not necessarily deterrent. I do not
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know why it cannot be uecessarily
deterrent. It is the fear of death
which, I think, keeps many persons
from committing such crimes. It is
the fear of the death penalty that
prevents people from doing such
things. If you abolish the dealh pen-
alty, it means you make murder
cheap, murder without tears, murder
without fear of any punishment, mur-
der without any dire consequences,
without any fearful consequences. I
do not think that can be the philusa-
phy of our sociéty at this time when
it is in its present stage of evolulion.

It has been said that death penalty
inflicts a great deal of suffering upon
the survivors of the person upon
whom the penalty is inflicted. I agree
that this kind of punishment means
not only punishment for the person
upon whom it is inflicted but also
punishment for those having such
proclivities. That you cannot get over.
There is the individual aspect of pun-
ishment and there is also the social
aspect of it. Both these have got to
be taken into account. In faet, the
social aspect of punishment is much
more than the individual aspect.
Many a time persons have been kept
away from committing crime because
they have thought of the social con-
sequences of the act. If they had
thought only of their own selves,
they would have committed crimes.
So, I believe, that we have to bring
into being a society, we have to bring
into being a social framework, we
have to bring into being a set of so-
cial ecircumstances where murder be-
comes superfluous, where nobody would
mrurder, where .eople would be able
to keep their passions under control
and where the incentive for bad work
will be non-existent. We have to
bring into being that kind of society.
We have to work for- the educalion
of the people; we Lave to work for
the enhancement of the social justice
of the peuple. We have to work for
giving people more social justice. We
have to bring about that society and
if we bring about that kind of socie-
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ty there would be no desire on the
part of anyone to commit any mur-
der. But to think that you are doing
something grand by abolishing the
death penalty iz not the right way ot
thinking.

One great English writer has said
that vegetarians are sometimes the
most ferocious beings. He said that in
some contest I think sometimes hu-
manitarians can alsc be very difficult
persons to deal with. Humanitarians
impulses are to be called into play
but they should be allowed to go only
up to a certain limit. If humanitarian
impulses outrun thc needs of the so-
cial situation, I think, they will lead
to .disaster. I would, therefore, say
that with our social evolution—I am
not speaking of India only but of the
world—the abolition of this death
penalty is not warranted.

§t wind  (Feme—<fEe—-
gfaa sfaat) : & == fadas e
T § | W A EraT & oW
wE S AT A AT A gEd -
dT & I[E § ufaat Y gIE w1
HYaT o, wifE F Y farie weivea
o1 g:femfa & feft fagiw ofefeafa
o7 AT F AW F T, A IR
T F ATZL AT, AT ATET Y IAIAT F
1§ FF AT AT wqT FL AT E |
I+ faa & s o syt &
g 1 A1 6T & wT a9 7 97
fam wma, A & SETO FHS & gEnfA
ot IEERl w9 a9 awd & | "
T MAT UZ GFER & FHT ®
T W H-oT F @9 qErE
¥ T 73T F7 F79W W1 9, @
T g & faqde TuTe WK A #
fog aTa® W FEw F HOE )

mmﬁmuﬂrm
& Tt g f5 ot s fef safw
W T & T F § e omr w3
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am & fagrt & wfagwd ) A
W Fgand § & i+ @&
sefrE # g€ g faar e g,
forgtt sy forar € /Y | & s
& syagre #X wo-Fa A qffeafaal
#T 3WI g T Aon W faw &
SEATaF AgIed #r groom & fagda
qET g1 W AT E fs g e Fr A
WIF-Aaa w930 W AEF O
AF T AEF T FT TAGCHAT F
€98 ¥ FUTIT FC AU FAIET T,
9T & FweraT § (F g 7 g Sreend
sfaer & g #1 d@r i1 g §
o A & wt off oF e ey
2T &, forey Fra Ag FY AT AT |
£ ST a1 T4 AT €1 A § HR FET
& T HGAY FTAST & | T WA & (6
f7 W WF T F F G, A AfeF F

wfe® g9 1 AW FT FY FAT IR HART

¥ qEll, ¥ IR g9 a9 § &4
FFTAAT FLT WX AT WY TG 1
T WY G FA S g HT G AT
&1 g 3ET & F agay smareay &
IS FYW F ey sfowa st 1 -
S & Y AT AT & | TR HegEE TE
feam simaT | g fggra™ & Ao § TE
fage @19 gl & AHE JoTHL W
fir Forr SR o @ &7 S avfae &Y
AT & IAH | fRaAT F1 G A7 gen 9
T § 1 gua ag oY Sar § fF o i
FY T 7 FY g & & A0 § IR
HAT O AR O FA FT & I
s Ars o1 FT & e §

& FfoT w1 9 av w7 e
§ = a8 Y Y wew v # faE
w1 & &7 95 Frar § fF e § s
o AT F g gy A w9l
I A A Y, T FEA & | A
# frg arer 9% fawr @ g, W
WHTAAT & FTCT I ool T [ FCIA G
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T dET g fr 5 wmE & i 5
ST S & T O FT 59T A
€ o oo v & oW AR F
T G & | 99 aF T Wit S
T ddtew afde (qeqde) W@ &R
a9 a% g9 3W § oA W1 i F1aw
TE FT THT |

HTS GAT AT Y T o F
AT FI R ATF I A
g1 ™ FT woT o9 | 3 quw
9B § fF R g woow ST T ar
BATE T GATL TAT HC AT | HAITHY
qar grm, AR g M s e § e
T T AT W F H ATART G
& f& ot qar wmer aga Afewd
AT FE1 AT TT G F 09 G
S AT A & fF F 37 o s
& 9qT & 6F | qfg g@r ww o I
& A 1 ey g § f o moerfaat
# g fewmrn wfem gar § W)
SR AT &Y W T AT BT § wR
HIH T T A &% At e st
S W qeg 33 faar ot smar g, At
&4 241 § e o9 Amareg & ar 9=.-
a9 AT § g FH HL (297 J0T §
ot s F7 A g F age faar
ST § a1 W% X faar amar @ @
SETET AT AATAGT H H O B G
T HEIT AT YT foar g fE
wfiga AT AT | W AT
T T AR FE 9 W FE A FE
FHATY FaT FaT & W IEET Wi
T AT & 7 AT 33T 9% JET § WK
wfigH qT% 99 I §, TER! HA
#T F gem o 7 faew

T 1 it d=T § F oF o Wy
w8 Fod FT AT §, BT g7 TR
& fs 90 wai qeg e e o L W
HHTT AW TRET # WEAT § qTeR
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AT AT 9 HEAAT qF @ &1 .

Tfg agy = ST @ A g au AW
# wo " anfey w7 < g |
&W Zad § 6 o Sefawm § gee R
WEAT & FO0. 2 & wqorrar &
r § W derdt 9 § | FEA aga
0 § 1 WS AEREAET @ W )
T[99 O TG WIS & T § Wi g
& & 5 Swwa A -l sty
Tyl Em i aaT § 1 A FgT§
& T IR 7 W w90y fear & @
faiy afcfeafa o fmn §, w61 7 ot
T fagr g | " qE ArEAn S
TR A S T g fom v AT e
FTE 7 FTE AT FIAT GIe0 § T AT HY
W WA T AEE AT I §
W A § T A §1 & oEH
T YUY FW § | G g § K
guar § 6 A geEd # AR A
wg WA g SAvh =g e gfE
N WL WS 2 T § et s
q g FIC A qES AT A1 IFH!
& fem 9@ | 47 A W & AR
grir | wTor g T i #1 ganfay
w1 @ &1 feef wnfew (3
HTEA F1 42 47 ) & famr mm s |
¥ femr # ag v f ww Wl fR al |
sdteer afarie w1 W @ T fear g |
TS WAl 1 #YT 1 B 7 F
¢ T & Y A & W F A
Wi & o T AEY Fgar | oAfew F
WA R GEEF T AE
TR 3w fafws W & & 8,
fafor faar ar st &1 & &, T®
% SINEET 31 gAIR FAM 49 3%
T % 3w # 79 dfiewr  qfmrie w1
Twd aga & w9 g g 1w
W FEOH QT @ IR |
# AR T AT AT | T W
T A vEary Aidmg d fmam 7
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oF AT "t # Fdew i
& el § W g WY AR A AT Yy S
¥ af 3t T A A F e A g
wrafrat wv fftew afrie & f I
Y IHFT FWL 7 YT § F AW A wW
FT FHTC 1T & WY T WY F FT F
T ST R w1 Su waT §9 1
TRT & § 99y g g2 I §, 71
T AR S W T G F
wH ST ST AT ;i FEH @
Faga gfaar gRiT & 1 g9 3 W T
¥ fA @ oo w1 W € 9
(dfafy geow) & @M WR FAE
arfe gATe 39 § wwA HIT Wi FE
@ o, aIfF & F AT @n WY
wiaog St & wo & TH @ AT g9
TR T oW omEe & o g
%2 1 78 g2, a1 o § 78 vHw w0
Fem fm gEer @ Iw § g fear g
wifF oo g1 § @A § 9 TE e
# |rif #1 wfaeq o) & s
¥ a=rawT € |

wwfag & sgm fs o seer
Wi R amaa F | fow sy afafy
# @ fadas st Ao w@rg & Sea
g 5 9 afafa F qeedt &7 &7 7
o« | A AGT W o

IUTEAW WPEW g WA qiAfT
MgEifaa ffac ) faw & fag
w1 wax afafa ==& &

ot Wi A% Hifed

T §9g AW F1 wiafiT deqr
& o Iwanfaat & gt oy U Ew €
R @ AFHFETE 1 AT
wTEHT Y a9 & g gt wafEy
N wae § T ;A G | @iE
& =g i @ fadaw & arw & foran
ag W ddtew gfede 8 @ faar
amd |
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=t ST W (I T )
AT gEe 7 A fawg way & 9ne
T Y Iafea T § a5 aga e
o = 77 A faws § 1 o8 fawg
gar 79 & 5 o ox g7 warr ®
ooq fa=e 1w T 8 WK Swr
¥ oue T fau F dEea ST A
T ag faug oar o =Y § fF =
Tt ¥ g8 &g o fF og faaroiy
faww adf &

s ff W eE F %, 9ga
# gaL AT 7 @ WA § iy oft
foar &, 9ga € 3w =@ T fRaTyET
fa=re off #¢ @ & oK @ gy 7
O FTETE FE & (A0 S0 &7 7
T T @E

e g9 fafaw dqt %7 §3 qumst
HT TEAT T AT GAHT BT ATIH ZO1T
f& d9 &9 7w * wEar F faww
g T &, R A e w1 =R g
mr g, A &3 guret § qftads
EYT 4T § WIT 99 ofadw &1 w9 gar
ww gar & fF areey & wee anfa
F 9 dF wom w1 gl niemas
o1 IuF X € g g g
g 7% A fae & 3% 3 F 9w
R § AR § §1 @
[T F9 W §, WA A w99
T & FF @ faars, a1 @AW F
fawms ar faet safe famms s fear
T AT F WA § qg WA g O R
IEY JEHT qEAT AT WG | FEA
frac gz 3 F NG o8 w7 § fF @
€2 fear g fr foes w9 § oot o1
g fadey &1 T 731 W d|a
fea T 3 F g g @ & fe o
qTEHT GNTH & Wi a7 e i
sfa wore wT@T § & ag qar g
TR & FTOT T, W T
ST HY ST TN ATAT § N FHTH
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F AT F FOT IGH G Growr
%X IHF a9 §HT IOH 9g WIUW
far &, e weT g g iy |
Tg T THIC FT A § 1 SR
oME  gHT AT # fasm #
W qgaT et § SAEAN ag o g
i a1 gue # FE &, AUa e
# gue & 39T fagw 9% faay oman @
X ag AT 9 W § fF Ao o
TY AIAT FIAT§, TG (T ST HT
WY FLGT &, 98 7 Fa QF sqfaenra
T § afes wud guTe 7Y s9 awy
%1 =it feafa T & 99 wwT €Y oY 7=-
w7 Y &, 99 HAG T G FIGF A
&Y § 91 3G THY FHIST FT FAT FIET
QAT § I WEAHT WG G FE AL
LI FAT § @ IR TG I T
AT A g &3 faww F aga
Y &= #T syaeyI § WY 99 39 9HE
A Y FEAEEAT qGL ¢ |99 6 g
fordas & s # agemET AT fr gy
&Y fe ager 59 T F W & e
Fe a9 fear ) Fagamr g
FIIT FT 3T IIAT qIEGT 7 IrqT
& & FfeT TR faR fear am A
qE W § T fF e
F g OH-GH wOasl & fod @
¢ & ot s aga wawe § wR fma
s Omr aga a8 § W W S
ol & g9 9 OF 51X Aot
Y g7 73 T dT A ¥ forard fip whasw 7
W H STAT T I AR ¥ WOy
o 7 &1, O gwr § AT $ g9ar
R fF o gl deg 7 want &
fawa gz fa=me faar ot 959 ag 1@
SHE FT WIS FT GATL TEHTH HAIeqT |
FEqt N OFAT IS §
o fore sy & (g &1 F w3
§ SO |9 #Y g9 gE 90w ¥ A
FCHFT § 9 AF T § W Oy
A & WA FT LI TS § 9
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[=ft sfmra aT)

gure gFd § W7 fRET S s
frdt SAoMTET AT AT FT A
& ot fors i fog st 4T 6 won
& ST TR o

T A A gy qHEa g
& @ fawg = fa== s =fgw
TTST 34 FY Y TEHA FAEAT § HT A
ZATEr AT et § AT fm ol
T farET T F=91C W 9% g AW H
g1 & IEF 3@ gU § A Y aee
T ¥ wwar 7 @ dfvew qfde
(weqge) W Io1 fomr o | Az &%
3 fF 29U OF Gv9 99 § A0 98
TEgar #Y S Ui & SEe gW A
aifgs sqaeaT o WSS At #Y
TTIAT FT qATA &, IWH g0 ST HrET
AT TIW QAT & WL A w1 FT
waeqr § § g 47 A€ 77 g% % g
1 qeg &3 § T 32 fam Al
aTq & & 78 awmaT § i wa T a1
tomgmAm W g EA K &3
& oY gE L AW F AIGE § ST §
Y TATEAT FTAT AT &, I 99 F fAq
g 99T A9 994 § T wm A T
TRiRaTgES fa=re F< | F =mgar
fF o weard & &1 7 70 9T fq=e
gar, w sfAmw  (wEW)  #
frafer gt 3 o F9E) @€ o
foed FUOY  TTET FT A a1 AT
foaT &0 a9 ¥ TG AIAT AT §
iR Y Sl & gaees @ § 9L ot
ot feeit & s § 5 s
@ UF FOCH 99 A F9 ST
AT FIAT &, T FAT AT AT
AR SE Sad gaT g § Wi fa
s g9 Weiaq FrOa &1 &2 @ §
I AW HT AT A AT AAT FIE FT
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AR Frad & It e atg &1 9
g @, faw & 3 & wq aml &1
weqaer far &, OF @RI S AT O
e fgew i o AR w9
AT GETCHT  FT AT T A A Ay
# wowran g f ag 9faa ama

Y A fagas gae AT q9
F T &, § IEHT AWAT A G FLAT
& w9 & vEE 7 g FE TG
f& o9 gETEd =W I W&
fr g 3§ fF oo g@ w9 T
AW ATIE FEAET § 3@ G
FEHI T FLqHT & T AGH | T §¥F
TuTe & {0 o T & a9 § wiE
TF % UF i & gedT &Y, U v
FTA F G99 IEFT T AT v &,
#5 &t awT weA Ag fear & A
For & e foreelt e 2l & W I
g § IAE o hue wife §
5T q% a4 § I THM EEl F1 AT
seaaA feat wma Ay K www § fe e
e FT 941 e o A fF fae
T Y AT F F HIAE ¥ g% faar
a1, SR § fRae & OF 4 ot fF fre-
qay § 5% fagia g area &
g # 4f 91T ag few AT g AN
# i sl § fre a0F § TEA-REE
wifgat %< qfam I =gl 1 97
gamit & fog foedare oifes #3 3
& Y TaTeEl T 9 9T S A F
& AT 3 | &R ¥ AT A o F7 9|
a8 & fF o e & ofer @il & waET
Y & o) HE wafzat wwEw § 4w
G qAT faear § FTAE 1 A § |
sife ot safed g7 F T § WK
Y vas faeg marr &9 & fag gfww
T & 9 ST T O FE F v uT
&\ wafore gaTE for o faeme w7 A
g & fF T T qaaT waedr § &
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qg 4 4T TUW @A I AR
Ife grm | s et s § g
#T AT I a8 & IEFTAF A A7 AT
7g g9 A9 & AU o oF T
¢ & qgm oW g oS @ma
arifaE W §, g AT gfew Fw
wt &, g &Y = FEw R § O
AT 34 & w2 9T TATer &7 7 fawew
¢, =it forg w1 & =ns faedw sk
woeAeeifgw ofadw @ & W
TOIE 98 TR HI & Wi graredi
® o g wr § dE g g
Wit 5TR WE EA § 7 TA-RY TR
o § foed araE o 9T & fr fi
=fed &1 2T & qUO9 § widy &
¢ ot are & war For § fw aweqa &
@ g F A A a1 1 @y
G saedr § ag oe} faa) v @
91 & fr o wfe g w7 W
w7 felt SASHTET § AT g @
AT & a1 & R & wEhe 8 1
g QT HIUY FT 451 § WK T AT
R gEd wEwameY § 96 g 5
F WraaT da7 gt , W & 4 frsy
1 ¥ 9 § AT v e faiw
¥ # 0 O avg # W G2
¢ Wi T 99 safe gy & # qer
wite (Fifer) fai g€ g
ar Ia% fAg F9 W THEE TF IAC-
T &, ug A= e € A §, ag g
firg WX ST & T §T & T waw
oF AT § W W g q9 A
& oY sawr gd fafiw wr o) S
T 9 F F9 WX A 99 & AT &
AT §, 90T ATET w7 Fgi weam"
e &, S SR ST TT ST avEe H &Y
s | &% sfaw foi 59 G § &
&1 wfyF a7 g T Eeg 8
e oo e AR fauw A o S &
fog ag swqw @ &1 & A
VT W §40E 34 e W
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9% &7 sqrq «q faaT & W e
frar 5 & g § gqda sEwm 5
TCHX UF SO F57 0 399 I8
® o1 fawer § S1Fwa 7 77 @q f
Tg WA 1 Bfew &5 & 9w §
fF ga S W W 9 71 F s
frgw @ Wi ag <@ fog & qww
TEHl 9T g g & dwifaw 3fee &
weYfaT & gfe & o amfa gfe
¥R I am A @ & 5
TR AT T I W ST § s
ATt & R aeg & A dT §,
T T amal @ oA { @ ST A
F¢ o5 77 grae § F s I
T T ST FE FEAT VAT § Al F
wagen § 5 g g fag aw o
T & 9 I AR # g =
FT =fge w39 faug § weggw
W & faw ok gedw FA F g
T Fae B I R F IAT TG
T S fgF ST A qa arc 7 a9
W qEa §@ " foqid @eg
F GHA 9 FT a1 oG g | TR
et & a1g § 5w fadt Ay it ow F
¥ foo o wwdw 7EF F@r SfeT F
Tg AT I W L AT o ar &
Ig T a1 fF TN S I
& faw e 9w

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: One amend-
ment has been received from Shri
Raghubir Sahai but it was handed
over only at 5.25. So, it is late and I
cannot accept and entertain it unless
the Government is prepared to ac-
cept it. May I know the reaction of
the hon. Minister? The amendment is
that the Bill be circulated for pur-
poses of eliciting public opinion
thereon by the st December, 1956, I
want to know whether the Govern-
ment accepts that.

6 P.M.

The Minister of Law and Minority
Affairg (Shri Biswas): I do not know
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[Shri Biswas]
if I should speak now, because it is
already six o’clock.

Mr, Deput:r-Speaker 1 only want-
ed to know whether the Government
is going to accept this amendment.

Shri Biswas: What I suggest is this.
As s matter of fact, Government con-
sulted the States and we have got the
opinions of the different States. Most
of them are against this proposal
Now, the House has got to consider.
and the Government have also to con-
sider, whether having regard to that
it would be worthwhile circulating it
for opinion generally, not merely to
the States—that has been done—but
to the different High Courts, to the
other different bodies and so en. T
would in this connection suggest this.
The Law Commission is sitting. The
Law Commission has been approach-

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: At this mo-
ment I only want to know whether
the Government is prepared to ac-
cept this amendment.

Shri Biswas: 1 should not accept
the amendment in that form.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Then it is
wo late; I cannot entertain it.
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Shri M. L, Agrawal: Would ac-
ceptance by the Government mean
acceptance of the motion for ecircu-
lation or that it may be discussed in
the House?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: It would only
mean acceptance; nothing more.

Shri M. L. Agrawal: 1 think there
is no harm if this amendment is also
discussed by this House.

Mr. Depuiy-Speaker: We will see
whether it can be cntertained for the
next day. So far as today is concern-

Shri Raghubir Sahai (Etah Distt
North-East cum Budaun Distt.-East):
I have given notice today.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: That would
be considered separately. It won't be
discussed today. When it will come
up next time, then we will see whe-
theritcanbediscusedatttmttim

603 P
The Lek Sabha then adjourned tiu

Eleven of the Clock on Saturday, the
25th August, 1936,





