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Some Hon., Members: No, no.

Skri Nambiar (Mayuram): We are
taking up non-official business now?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Yes, It is
Friday. Hon. Members are forgetting
it is Friday.

Shri Namblar: Yes, Sir, We are
waiting for the Dowry Restraint Bill.

Some Hon, Members: No sitting in
the afternoon.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.
Sometimes we reduce our age and
become fidgety.

DOWRY RESTRAINT BILL—Contd.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: The House
will now take up Private Members’
Legislative Business. Further consi-
deration of the following motion mov-
. ed by Shrimati Uma Nehru on the
28th August, 1953:

“That the Bill to restrain the
custom of taking or giving of
dowry in marriages, be taken in-
to consideration.”

Shrimati Uma Nehru may continue
her speech.:

st It Age (faer  danR
7 feer @0 —af@Ew) : IR TER
fe & R #( fox &€ & Tzt g
¥ grow & gradfas A & q@r §
fr d ofwT 7 ¥ & faors 7@ g
a9 faaar IE AT Iy &Y 2
FEYE | H A 3T IT aEAHE
war & fagg g ot At & qg> FER
(S JIA TN 7T MIArT AR W
¥ w<x § 1 foaad s ol ¥
T At gerfer 9T 9k 42O &
Jadt & ST FWT AW ¥ AG
arft § 1 O¥  FIwew wrdt ¥ qge
IR gy | d fr ot ox
AT 87 A AR qIT A TAAT &Y 9P
wE A WA R @E
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W &g 9t &% @ W7 3 qE
sERT Y AE famd g 1 fE W
YORAEHT STHT F I BT AR
§ AR a0 & ax At gW gw T
froar | ® =Y g i gl ORI
¥ FEIMET qAT FT FX FT AR WY
¥9 ATE ¥ AT F AF AGAL HAT
ard SR wET AT w7 A oA )
a8 QU W3 & fF awere e Y
TE FOfq ® av=wet § a1 fam
FT FEIAT TALT FEO

W ¥ T AT 3 6 AT q_rer
7 ot #t gy w7 g AR
T gute goeirw, W, AfaEi ¥
TEgeell F A9 ¥ gETaT AY § 1 Ay
7 q9rg & o o gw qog g gy
g gEAd T gy P wEt margar
feart av g ofewar §4t §r s d?
gq T% §A § qfegaT T gnm
A e A gEy AT UEF gmA
T T gER qraq gArer faeRr
G W GHAT § | AT FT I
T F@HT F FHA qgT qRATF AT
fgg #iT fao &Y g9 @9 &
@R T@T 9T | arfe oft & g
W FAL FY qTE { J o $ FErer
# AT ¥ oA T ET ad | AR
fou aarer ¥ AW & AT HT AT TPT
gEIET § | ¥W NGT F FTT 7
aan feay g ard  afai ]
qIwe FY § AEAR ¥ g ANS
#Y afagqi 7 1
[PANDIT THAKUR DAs BHARGAVA in the

Chair]

g N agd fFow & gw oW
¥ & & v " frar & foq qars
I Y T § 1 g Ay w4\
et € g wmar foar A acary



3273 Dowry

[srefy 3atT AgE]

Y # wxr gy felt wse
W wr § sy W@ Ay
Fat AT foar § $7 3 FT SI®
¥ amar frar SY 47 ¥ RAT IRATE
faar sureT wewt o7 fowr &Y, @
arko %ﬂ’o‘l?jto a7 Hrfo dra ®Y AL
# Y aY JuEY Fraw gIrQ A7 gy ey
1 T 70w gr [ gfeama
T[H, IW IT AT wER) feaAr A
wifew 7 g2 &), 3% F & 9T A
TCH T7 39 AT 0 #ro Ao T AT o
* gefay are wY aIE v WY ALY
T, ¥qifE g TAX QSAART WY
w7 ¥ AT Wy § 1 a@w AR
gt ¥ 97 a1 ardo FYo THo
FEHT ®Y T qARY F qrara & g o
e N AT @ERia D
FEAYE | 9T F T g ST {74
FAT S 1 FEY wE) AT arhe &Yo wHo
NFwrquaAl gEraErE ) o
g f& Fa FTHr A3 glxWA A
@IE | AR AT OHY + fars
g, TgT STEY ar@t F QT A€o @Yo
ugo m&EA w &waf far T Iw
# % ag fror fF g @mgw F
77 $8 ¥ foar T 5T ¥ ot queg
# Wy = T ag Y Ay
fe faaar W sfegi &7 &Y, I7 &
qarE arat &y ferir wf Qg
TEY qFAT §

HT q SURT TAFATHIE 10 qY TH
ag "TeA gt w9 fF gw wfnal
F FYRT FAE | T A 2

% TG TWEAT | ¥W T H

o w1 qaw faarg 2@ g 1 TRm
WM frogmagaad | wam
& Tz T A FE@T 9war & )
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TR & AT% §H TATAT KT HIE FEIA
A et d | ww ¥ vy o £
FOTET G AT ¥ IAN I AT
3, A EfF g9 TEE A SR
FAE W AT T IV & Smafers
AT IEQ AT

g guw #1 faadt  awsiwR
Qfeat &, g7 faz 9, s gwT
ferg ®re faw 97 I A fawre fom
Frar, AT o F1 g9 7 f65T § quoAg
# qgAT 9T FH | FATEH Fw AT
I¥ qSUATT RTEAT AT [EIAT ¥ ATH
¥ W I¥ GEILY | AT AT AT FWT
ag € f& ag amar a1 3 WS A Q@
gty ¥ gaFr £ Ifqgm € wmar
gF ¥ F9 A I¥ yuA Ffy
®1 T I FE Y g% A £ | o
TS FT g YT @ AR AR F
qF DT FRY E, JH GqT ¥ IT
g &, e gl T« &
g g | ¥fer awaw Aragd
fe gq g fregry 39 & arg aor
TG T INT FT KA G714 & foq
#3713 §, W €7 AT AT A g
QT § a8 T wgEW @A § )

11 am.

afes & AR g *gar &, @
qg $8 &1 yATfaw gAwar g fr)
WH g ¥ QU woar £ frag 1w
fao # 79T FTN AR g
& for wure gy 0 qEgITA
& A7 AT §, AT K TOAT | qW
faw & £1% gaT arq 78 § 9N frdt F1y
AR A g | ¥ g9 faw 7 #%
Wt s wsfaar o wfaar gl At
ag gff qr gy &Y wr g §
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CIC A IC I Sl I G
fer 7ot gar € A gew ¥ fod,
T & ford o wwTor & fod g wanfow
feza € 1 srm € fs grew g faw &1
FAT T ATAATZ B FI HAT FIW |

¥ H AR qg A wgAT § R &
e g 6 A g fam & I
A9 oY W agt 724 &, 9% fasrewe
Atk §, 37 W § A g e
wfed | @ fam W T faw
E, e fam g §
WTF & g30 3§ I W
¥AT gard, M w fow,
AR A AT Y A AV A § o F ww
#5GT 9 ¥ 39 fam 9T QoA =,
arfe Tq fa= &Y gv  FTHEET ¥ a9
wTF |

Mr. Chairman: Motion moved;

“That the Bill to restrain the
custom of taking or giving of
dowry in marriages, be taken in-
to consideration.”

Now, there are several amendments
to this motion, Prof. Diwan Chand
Sharma.

Shri M. 8. Gurupadaswamy (My-
sore): Sir, there is an amendment...

Prof. D. C. Sharma (Hoshiarpur):
For how many minutes shall 1 speak,
Sir?

Mr, Chairman: The hon. Member
may resume his seat. Shri Gurupada-
swamy is raising a point of order.

Shri M. S, Gurupadaswamy: There
is an amendment by me for circula-
tion of the Bill for eliciting public
opinion.

Mr. Chairman: I do not understand
what is the point of order involved.
There are two amendments to the
same effect. I have called the hon.
Member in whose name it stands first.
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Sbri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: [ never
raised a point of order, Sir. I am
just referring to my amendment.

Mr. Chairman: I know it. I have
read the Order Paper. The only
point of the hon, Member is that I
should have called upon him and not
the other gentleman in whose name
it stands first. Now. Prof. Sharma.

Prof, D. C. Sharma: I beg to move:

“That the Bill be circulated
for the purpose of eliciting opinion
thereon by the end of February,
1954.”

Sir, I thank you very much for
giving me a chance to speak on this
very important....

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. I find
that whenever I call upon an hon.
Member to speak, he starts by say-
ing that he feels grateful to me, I feel
very much embarrassed when I hear
a thing like that. It is every Mem-
ber’s right to speak and the Chair
is only to select the person. That
is all. I do not show any favour
whenever I call upon a Mcmber to
speak, It is my duty to select and
call upon Members to speak. That
is why I say that I feel embarrassed
when he says that he is grateful to
me. They should not be grateful
to me at all. They are here to speak
in their own right and the Chair
only calls upon the Member who hap-
pens to catch the eye of the Chair.
So I will request hon. Members not
to put me in an embarrassment by say-
ing that they feel grateful to me.
(Interruption). I would further plead
that Members who do not get an
opportunity to speak should not get
angry or dissatisfied for not having
been called upon to speak.

Shri Bhagwat Jha (Purnea cum
Santal Parganas): Your ruling is
right, Sin. Otherwise, the Member
who thanks you will carry weight and
will have the chance.

Prof, D. C. Sharma: I thought, Sir,
that courtesy was part of the equip-
ment of a speaker and that was why
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[Prof; D. C. Sharma]

1 made that remark. Anyhow, Sir, I
will proceed.

When I was a student in the Presi-
dency College, Calcutta. and was
living in the Eden Hindu Hostel,
Calcutta, every week I used to have
iwo or three shabby-looking persons
coming to me with a petition in
theiy hands and asking me for some
kind of charity. Generally these
petitions were written in Bengall and,
therefore, I was nat able to under-
stand them. But my fellow-students
explained to me that this gentleman
was in need of money because he
wanted to marry off his daughter.
At that time I thought that this dis-
ease was peculiar to g particular
State in India. But, now, Sir, 1find
that this disease has become rampant
all over India, There is no part
where you cannot find this disease
of asking for dowry on the part of
the parents of the bridegroom, on the
part of the relations of the bride-
groom. I think, Sir, this is a very
deep-seated evil and the remedy
which my sister, Shrimati Uma
Nehru, has put forward is a very
very iheffective remedy. I wonder
if this remedy can cure this drastic
disease: drastic diseases should have
drastic remedies. We had, for ins-
tance, Sir, the Sarda Act. What
was the purvose of that Act? It was
that the age of consent should be
raised. What has happened to the
Sarda Act? It is now a dead letter
and I think it is fit for research at
the hands of some students of soclial
history. I do not think it is very
much operative in any part of the
country very few cases are brought
before the courts where the provisions
of the Sarda Act are contravened.
My fear is this, If we take up this
Bill in this manner and say we are
going to ask for the restraint of
dowry, it would have the same fate.
It would not prove to be that kind
of remedy which is needed to root
out this disease, What is this remedy?

When I look at the newspapers I
find that my sisters, my daughters and
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my mothers have attained all kinds
of equality in this world. The other
day I saw a picture of a young lady,
a daughter of mine, and I found that
she has become an Assistant Com-
missioner. Here is evidence of sex
equality in matters of employment.
Another day I picked up a paper and
saw a lady and a gentleman playing
cricket, Here is an instance of
eauality so far as sports is concerned.:
Every day I find, Sir, that there are
instances of sex equality all over the
country.

Shri Algu' Rai Shastri (Azamgarh
Distt.—East cum Ballia Distt.—West):
Even here in this House, Sir.

Prof. D. C. Sharma: I know, alady
magistrate here administers justice as
well as anybody else. So, there is
what you may call economic equality.
There are all kinds of equality opera-
tive in India, but, in spite of that,
I should say that I do not find any
instance of what I may call social
cquality so far as the relations of
man and woman are concerned, [
will think that the age of social

. equality has come only when a man

does not say that he would marry
a particular girl only if he is given
some kind of dowry.

1 met the other day a gentleman—I
do not want to give his name—and
he said, ‘My son is worth Rs, 50,000
to me'. I said, ‘Yes; he is worth Rs.
50,000 because he has done so well
at the examination and he is going
to get into one of those coveted
services’. He said, ‘No, no, I am not
talking in that way; there are a num-
ber of people who are after me and
they want that I should marryl off
my son to some girl who will bring
a dowry of so many thousand rupees.’
So, what I mean to say is that while
we are advancing along lines of pro-
gress on all sectors of life, so far as
social equality is concerned, women—
my sisters here will excuse me for
saying so—are at a great disadvan-
tage. They do not have the same
kind ‘of equality which they ought
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to have so far as marriage is con-
cerned. If they had. no father would
have the cheek to say, ‘I can marry
off my son to your daughter only
if you give this much of dowry’
What I mean to say is that in India
we have still that inequality. This
inequality is to be found in our mar-
riage relationship, As long as mar-
riage relationship fs mot on  an
equalitarian  basis, on a basis of
reciprocity, I think the talk of social
revolution, silent revolution, blood-
fess revolution. loses some of its value.
‘We want a kind of social revolution
in India ‘where our daughters can
stand on thelr own legs and where
‘they can say to young men who want
some dowry, ‘well this is not the
right thing to do’. I say the only
remedy for this is that we should
advocate adult marriages.

I am a student of literature, Sir,
and today I want to refer to Sanskrit
literature, to sanskrit drama, the
dramas of Kalidas and the dramas
of Bhavabhuti. those great writers of
India, What do you find there? Even
though India was not at that time
very great, I find that in those days....

Shri Algu Rai Shastri: It was
greater than today,

Prof, D. C, Sharma: I said very
great. Other hon. Members do not
understand very great; what can 1
.do?” India was not at that time very
-great, but still I see, Sir....

Shri Algu Ral Shastri: It was very
very great, Sir.

Prof. D. C. Sharma: Sir, we find
-that those dramas give such fine and
noble portraits of our woman-
‘hood. What is the secret of that?
‘The secret of that was that
marriage then was not of the
kind that we have now, the negotiat-
ed type of marriage between the rela-
tions of the boy and the relations of
the girl. This kind of n'egotiated
mnarriage was at a discount. There-
fore. if we want to bring about some
kind of social revolution, we should
put an end to all the evils that are
inherent is this system of negotiated

rd

11 SEPTEMBER 1953

Restraint Bill 3280

marriages which prevail especially
with such intensity in some of our
far eastern countries. At the same
time, if people could be made moral
by legisiation, I think, we Indians and
perhaps the inhabitantg ot other coun-
tries would have become angels by
this time. Look at the number of
laws that we are passing in every
country in the worla today, Lnok
at the amount of legislation which
piling up. I might add, Sir, that ne
country could ever become moral by

‘mere Acts of Legislature. I do not
decry legislation, but 1 can assure
vou, Sir, that legislation 1s a very

ineffective method. 1 say that this
kind of legislation should be preced-
ed by education and also followed by
education. Education should come
first and legislation should come
afterwards; or, if legislation should
come first, education should follow it.
I think the two should go together.
Therefore, Sir, I say that the Bill
should be circulated for public opinion.

It is there, I think, that we have to
create the right kind of climate, the
right kind of atmosphere, the right
kind of surroundings for the imple-
mentation of this Bill. I would, there-
fore, say that while I agree with my
learned sister Mrs, Uma Nehru, who
says that this Bill should be passed
at once, I would request her to ex-
plore this avenue that before this
Bill is passéd we should stump this
country with the ideas which are
inherent in this Bill and after this
is done it will be possible for us to
pass this legislation.

Sir, my learned sister said that
Dan is very good and there are so
many kinds of Dan. Now I am not
a person who is well versed in the
Shastras and I do not want to sav
anything which hag anything to do
with the Shastras because I may get
into trouble on account of that; we
should not think in terms of Dan
which comes to our daughters.

st I AgE . F oo W
TRTE | dFqg A wRgr FR
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[sfraeh Ta1 A
g vy 91 f5 AT 9 AN € qAw
¥ a4 ¥ IAH qEAT AT § IT T

T RATE |

tj’t wem g wmedt : gg SEY
aag
sfrelt IwT AgE: T AT I
T § & a7 audt weay A e
£ @ g7 fedt AT * s w1 37
@ g, WMifF g7 ® F41 T T
et § | few gaAr ITwW M
RguAwIAF IR N T
FTAT 9FAT § W TR FT T AG
Bar & | mAT w A AT T FQ
g 9 ® T® H wafa T w7
qyar &, Sfew W FRT A F@T
Z 99 % a1 wyafe & awan
) "W agaIrEw QT fF aw
W §E oY I &) A § A S
wgy & f oy wgi € 1 Sfew e
¥y aga ¥ Fw A mfear w i
#X ag I R oW wafea
FLAT 9IAT E FAAT A AT & AT
Prof, D, C. Sharma: 1 am glad to
have this explanation from my learn-
ed sister. What I mean to say is
that our lawg should be so changed
that what we give to our daughters
should not be given as a matter of
gift. It should be given to them as
their own right. They should have
as much right of inheritance to the

property of the parents as the sons
have,

Shri K. K, Bagu (Diamond Har-
bour): Ask for Hindu Code Bill.

Prof. D. C. Sharma: I think there
are certain religions and certain
countries where this is done in that
way. I, therefore, think that the
idea of dan which was very good at
one time is not being rightly under-
stood today and isnot being rightly
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practised today. I would, therefore sug-
gest that we should so change our so--
ciety that our dauglrters have as much
share in our property as the sons
have. We have removed 80
many disabilities under which our
sisters have been living. We
havé taken away some of
their economic and other disabilities.
This social disability must also be
removed. This disability may only
be removed when our sisters and
daughters think that they are not.
to be given away in that sense.

Mr, Chairman: Amendment moved:

“That the Bill be circulated for
the purpose of eliciting opinion
thereon by the end of February,
1954.”

oft g®o qo TTW (TTHNT 7Eq):
# yqqT FWET TH THTT IqFeMT
FW@IE

“That the Bill be referred to a
Select Committee consisting of
Shrimati Uma Nehru, Shrimati
Jayashri Raiji, Shrimati Renu
Chakravartty, Shrimati Sushama
Sen, Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava,
Shri Raghunath Singh. Shri Hari
Vishnu Pataskar, Prof. D. C.
Sharma, Shri N. Somana, Shri
Debeswar Sarmah, Shri Ramraj
Jajware, Shri Jhulan Sinha, Pandit
Lingaraj Mishra, Shri K. S.
Raghavachari, Shrimati Anasuya-
bai Kale, Shri Raghubir Sahai,
Shri Radha Raman, Dr. Mono
Mohon Das, Dr. Syed Mahmud,
Shri Upendranath Barman, Shri
Amjad Ali, Shri Fulsinhji
B. Dabhi, Shrimati Ammu
Swaminadhan. and the Mover.
with instructions to report by
the end of the first week of
the next session.”

Shri R. K. Chaudhury (Gauhati):
May I ask the hon. Member to in-
clude Shri B, Das who is the father
of the #ouse? He may be able to
give better opinion and he is agree-
able. You don’t accept?

oft THo TWo AW : I will consider
it in the end.
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sfady gaT Age 7 ¥w A &
A TF TG § TEALA FAT GO
w1 fodias dwr fear €\ W E & o
I g RAv E

N ST FA G F A AW
99 ¥ nEE & gy ¥ AW F9Aw
o § 5 frdY ager Y qaiz @
o wwar & |\ frgEm 7 & A,
FO Al F Agt W qATfEw graew
% frgn g, sfgm ¥ qar @em
g fr faarg & T oo Ay warail Y
IUER 3T AR ¥ THC FT  qI+W
w3 gt 5 fow & faamg & ag oxe
I FP W@ ¥ Y7 AT wY
sgffd w3, qE W4T SAimd 97
T g8 F T N R FAT 99 &
@t A Teufg &7 ¥w q@ A q@ryar
fear s 91 gaR qgr S fw A
HEWE, Jq TTFS & 9T fawrsaga
qaTd  FE K, JRY WS OH
FIT FIAT ATGAT 9T, AT AW
§ HTAT ATEAT 4T, I UG Iq & [
faret o1 wwTC FY g, fret o wwT
& ofcarT & IST7 F FIATT FT AT
T FTAT 9T, A A TITEAT G
¥ & AT AT g qHIRAE AT F
AT FIAT YT 9 39 § foq srasawar
A A fr W AT OF T & afea
¥ fod, ©F ZET ¥T WEEdT § A4,
foaet <Y ®Y sraEgwar g ¥ €
Iq R T | A I W e
g fr srw w1= § dqw avafa § wrf
T FfyF =l w7 Ag g
a7 FF ¥ If@ ¥ 1 g fod wmar
AT fqar &1 wdsy Far a1 fv o=
qg A9AT &g #7 fEet A & w1
faag 3 A 7T A wr T F
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AT T Iq GAY IT & 9@ qHT
goft &Y forg # ¥ ¥ ag Ir9d AT
Y AV qE ¥ 97 9% @ foF 7%
w1 & gafeq wvam, zew, AT
AR EEw & fou faad @A #Y
ArAEAT Y AT | AT wERT,
afg sy w1 S} 7T % fgd 77 A
# frderor £T @t qar w3 v 3w
AT ® gedy & fyadt e

AN A I T grAT AT |

fow aam & T F) ITFT &7 ®T
faqra ur fafew & 7, 92 ag ™72
g, TR TEA § ® A g, w1
$ ® ¥ g g frdt ame &
®q | g, 99 T qASq q¥ A7 47 iR
gy Aaifgw saw sroew AT
q71 39 & a7 & foq faadr e
RY ATATIHAT FHAT AT T Fg Ao
Iq wT &Y 91g

THY e ET & g e
] AT & 2 fr v @99 gamr
¥ £q a@ fF sTaeqr 99 ot at o
forely o #7 1 qarf T8 o | Sy
I Y AT AT FFAT TAT, AY Y
g fimar 7ar 7 4% zad qfcadw
Y @ WX AT § Y afeagy
X T AT v a8 wher arav fw
FAT ¥ fova qOem ogar & | Uw
9 gWIR AW F qFT 97 R = oy
qdz & fou ax ) §w  dar Ay
qEaT AT | Iy WY gt qgiERTA F
7g waT § e zEw a7 A o
FAqT AT € 1 Y wT B FuF
Far w7 FY AT Y ] & fou dar
¥ & aror wr @HTSr T @Y § famy
Q¥ Frafagl w1 A 9T ¥ 7 4T
JTT g | ¥ BT ¥} AT AN
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[ Tao g0 TTH)
¥ w10 § fF @1 agAY 9 A of
Faw< AT e frafg F@T =med
21 7z fodYy W garw & fou Fo%
) am § fF & oswd siaw frafg
¥ fou sqmfrdfemi MY %1 gg am
fedt ft e ¥ fou wow &Y a9
g1 X H IT A oA zEw fou
A 7gY | FifE I g4 T 7@
o1 E foF Y A FAT IEA & ITHY
9 A2) fasar X Ia%Y 9 Sraw
frafg & fou oAt F=ren &Y d=T
TEATE | THET Y AT FATST FT & |

Q% WAl "eer . gEd few
AT FIHITFT AT AT L TFAE

st QWo QFo | : AW &
qT G X & | ATH AR ATHA
s ag d fFA¥ JygmR W F
farerr aga I & AR anvfaw syadr
T agdYr oY &, AR ¥ AX favear
W FIA ®C @ agar war §, 4y
4y TAR AW § Ig J@E § Frav
g fs oY 3 srrwterT <@ AT AAg AR
g, R fd ow avw T8 &, o
st gy & fe g 998 ¥ arewr
a9z fa3 I ™ ¥ FX ¥ Far &g
fos, ag Iy § fF g uAT farr
H I JA AR & ITvT #
Ty IsHT Y g faag  wvaew
FX 9T TAHT aga dar Ay AT gw
I Iy F TE ¥ U farear s W,
CTVT A, FHOET W forad qewT
Awa § gw wEdw Il ¥ o
N/ gewar g 5 g7 sqaeqmTy
o fr agi 9x A3 gu g TOQ Wga
T foardr § 1 g areT Tfee
fr =Y T7X AW & 97 o AR wifa-
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F TAGAF AR AR FF R E |
i 7g FYAT qfew 9T AT A FQ
fowd fF a8 F157 717 +& FNG
Y fasr gra #X g | galeT oy
fares a¢ freme #F guEnTar wd §
fr g7 ¥& T #7919 fF ¥ w0 §
fr gaR qarer € TAgEwl & fre @
g v i aTE FEewFATAe A
afes & srfas Tqar & FT gAY fvaw
AR gEdr ST WY FAEdT FI GH |

# @ g § A gwg wgy
¥ =rgar | wafer fF age @
T T AT AT TG T g
F 99 faae WA FAT W@ 7
oeaw i Twfe s e ¥
gq 993 ¥ fodt o gaew o fadw
7E g AR A4 wme g fv
a7y oY, Y fF g & wfa-

fafw ¥ wrH g, 78 WY wing gw@ faw

# fasrs 7 g, T¢T I FFAT B
TR F qES gW (A FT AT g
s L7 qraeg § AT AT AL
oY AT T gy § d A WY
&F FFEY W A TAW B AGFR
&, 3T g O AT wes & Y TN
# sqh gvaey ¥ Wgf agf §9 FEA
g Y 77 & wafeu smawawar
Waa MEfr gmegaray §
o gt ¥ @ig faar s ak
frart & & A% 72 39 fr e &9
# gaR I 917 fF qErS a7 ga@wr
o1 s@ 9% | # ag % fam A
@ aFATIF 0 374 e s < {raw
oAl N ¥ wgww g fF W
FA TR AT Y 7 {TE T G @
gt | TEEY qES A % faQ
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g9 TATT ®Y AAT FY FAAT THAT |
I AT W @ & frowww §
0« faferer = @ar e
Y sxan g, fee ot ag oF amr #Y
TE AW & U% B ¥ O B A%
%% @ frd s & foar &
aw 98 fr faos ar 2@wr & wfa o
wr faa §, 3w s sufm o=
FYA FTF 1 faqg F rar & aY
qg S IT § AR IW AT SATRT
¥ IqRT MG AYS FE T T AT
q SargT W B3 § ALY fgwframar
gaAfa AEET, AET AT R
aE@ 9T T ER fE g W A aga
® grfas e § o aga el
¥ g qUEal A T FR F
waeTEs & | foady ST e €,
JY 7RI AT, FTAET AT, {IAER
T A7 Z@Y Iy wwd € ¥ ww
g9 iR AR EAE | A
Wt gar grarfas gEed JE gar
foad fr 229 #Y 7I7.F faers vam
qre 7 gar g ST ag W g & Ty
FgAT 9%Al £ fF 9@ geew & oY
gala gy & ¥ Y S9 gET v
qU  IeEET F@ 1 W
g4 ¥ wawq a8 § f§ amawg
gq ara & 5 @ aw € wav
FT ogATT ¥ ¥y awE ¥ faQw
§ AT gak faars qarw S 1 yge
£ fox ot g o A o fam wfy
feragt s awr v & 1 R 1
gut vy gt aF 4 T ¢ fr @l
FIFT PO FTO TEA, 9¢ @I
f& 37% faarg & fou I8 s far
w foafr sfeanfar ot qwer §
W frad WSl § e o g,
aveRgear w3 fosqr wwEr £

Famfa 7gEw, I ag AT
wregw g fF g wmw F O¥ agw
¥ 9w g gt TR FT o A A @
w9 g R & o ¥ S
N FAEATE |

Y faspelY fast (FTX 7 TFR) ¢
Ffgwae @9 T S AR g I fE
wifoal § 9gd §, AT A ;|
T #q @S E |

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
has not been called upon to speak.
He should not take advantage by

standing up, and speak without be-
ing called upon to do so.

st geo gwe W :  WEAR
I { AT AT ATHT GHAT TEY |
U wama ox & f5 N g awe
¥ qaqEE § IAFT A AT
g & Sfew fom gwror 9T Arar fear
T I 9= fagr § IFT AT FW QW
T | EW TRT A TUT FY SHFT
TRAWMA aga 0y FA g & A
AT & fou argdrg 9@ & 1 gaElen
% ¢w fa® w1 1 gAdT F7@7 § AR
vz w7ar g fr 9w ag wa< afqfq
F T ¥ ATTF A(&AT AY FH HRY qEA
I FGT |
Shri Nandlal Sharma (Sikar): Has

the consent of the Member been ob-
tained?

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
has taken the consent of the Mem-
bers of the Select Committee. If any
Member hasg not given it, he can indi-
cate it here.

Amendment moved:

“That the Bill be referred to
a Select Committee consisting of
Shrimati Uma Nehru, Shrimati
Jayashri Raiji, Shrimati Renu
Chakravartty, Shrimati Sushama
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[Mr. Chairman]

Sen, Pandit Thakur Dag Bhargava,
Shr1 Raghunath Singh, Shri Hari
Vishnw . Pataskar, Prof. D. C.
Sharma, Shri N. Somana, Shri
Debeswar Sarmah, Shri Ramraj
Jajware, Shri Jhulan Sinha,
Pandit Lingaraj Mishra, Shri K. S.
Raghavachari, Shrimati Anasuya-
bai Kale; Shri Raghubir Sahai,
Shri Radha Raman. Dr. Mono
Mohon Das, Dr. Syed Mahmud,
Shri Upendranath Barman.
‘Shri Amjad Ali, Shri Fulsinhji
B. Dabhi, Shrimati Ammu Swa-
minadhan, and the Mover, with
instructions to report by the end
of the first week of the next ses-
sion.”

sitwat g Wt (7))
AT ZATL RET T1ZT A Fg7 F Tafow
Arfifrgr & fov g fas Aw fear
I FR IgE om aEemEr fE
it qafex 7 38 & feoms b
R A1 qE  gafow df
& foq ¥ & for € dauw T
F, ¥ qE 99 FIT EIA aq A%
aaTy wifemt W OF R}, AT gE &
9g® fF ¥ 3 I *g, oty wgem,
HE $ K 99 X oF  farwraw wIA
® | 59 EOW ¥ ey ww’ fgrgear w
aE Iz §, st A< ferat A
1 AT FFTH 9T N § AR
FH EE F a9 Sra & A 3R
% fod oY aga aaq g &, e o
T I A E AR I wE O w1
N g g, e fe s &
BT ATCEE EraT A I, aw Y famar
€1 AT F a1 g dT o W,
e ooy a% uxw W faw w feew
w1 9T §F & fod grew ® vy A
faor ) R fmamga
wrr &, e w2 w32, qaforr Avdiforer,
Xxg a7 9w frer ¥ o d & w2 g
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A T et & i ag faw qw A
gt 1 AR ag faT ot I § oW
fr 7w grew & fedY a7 fgg we
flosamaos fas qwar ok
T a7 g Sl A gaR gy ¥ gt
7, 99 71 fadee +4 9% €@ T@
¥ a9 ST FT 3T T FAT FT TAUT
fFg 9T 77 T 7EY &Y ww

w1 79 faw A arig ¥ & @
Fadt g g 1 F W W & qrw FEA
g 5 cal ¥ fad awae w1 Ew
A & fod afi @@ gf g T
®T gF A1 A AA gW F4 AN ?
g a1 fag gawr T € fF g
W YO & gTE WAl B FH ¥ w
TIT  HAA $T QI & A" | gAIR
aarer § s fyaer wowe anfra
FY W1 KL, A ai7w (O FFE
¢, 1y o feem o aifeat s
fegm A @ §, Sw 4w W
™ T #Y A & F A, W@
7 foaer wowm, foadr  agsadt et
g g A w2 e
fodt T & §Tq A FT FHAT |
AT AT T QT &, foad &, seay
wodly §, T g 9 I v
g Q) awdY, @ F Ag W T1fEd
wEAY # B ¥7 AE, IW F O ¥
»% T8, 99 A AR w7 g
T FNg ag faax @ar
fr o feeer & 1 oo AW W
tfragma s s & oo Qe
wgi ¢, WX AT @Y A wrAv A1
t W fed oo owe g g
e qEx § mh g *few
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Tafe AgRY, ¥ sy AR g f
TR A TCAT AT ATAT &, WTH G
& feor waw om0 W Ay
# qg aE & v A W, aw@
A *Y wrog DY A " g, S
e A §, AT Aa E, faenaa
IR ¥ ast wd W W a®
<4l firer Y ) qe & 1 R AR
% T g & ot ¥ Ty
% & A0 o & vog s@v &
AT | T e & W g9 & 9T
feedr v WE wfeamwr s feqr o
A WY FqIET ATy v W Ad
Z1 AT |

W & qra € 19, aufa qgey,
# g Agh g & wwr wrogw
g e Y I @R A s @
I H g Ag & A miew F o
fewwd oY & 1 W g wwWT
TF G A ¥ R g frova g
T Al @ F fom d off o
ORiTT & e A @ 1. 9w
H o uF srrfa W o g, wrree
qarafy 0 W9 A R fwr &
t W B |gET @, gEife 9w
R AT AT A R R A g v
o NI W THw § 6 Ty o g
9 7 W fod g g fe g
Faw ag AW I WEh Haw
I o fa T FT A | wror
gt ¥ Arad wody T & 1 wror gw Wy
g qfeq € fF sewT arsdl e
FEHT AT E | W gufeod § fis
weh ot femie 7t o Y § | foiw
Mo To ﬁz’tmﬁieﬁ o To ®T@AT
W I AR AR
T WS ATAT § Y IaAT & 9gaAw

A Cm o omr g A
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ke F fow o & fod fewie
& ww ferir & gt @
AT F W A WY o & AR
TE T 4T STET F A1 ave ar
¢ 1 W ¥ awoow Ay g
st § oY ¢ Feww et €1 @AW
Iq FTE & §y Afgd A SERY
arpe § T § gafed  sywr
HATMA FY AZGH T 4 |
oGt TE  WEY FTAT wTEAT § e
el agY g Ewdr € 1 At AW
W Ao T §, A @ F g wer
REAT IAE T AN AT G
Fgg o owTaET gavE Poww
W weRd | §F qrer aY9g g
§, dega o T wr g, 9 AW
Wgﬁgwmhmmw
¥ faw &Y 057 & fod gl amew
M e w3 fxd am@w | dfew
T W qTEY T AW AT § A Ay
A g & @Y wrar fear aeer oW
A AT T AT S AN E ) wE A
aget § 1 AT @9 H FET g
g, ofer oy 7Y et § & oy
fivew fvemr & AL, frer e &
w98 qgAar €, g T §, Wi a9
@ B aE wd § A wgy € R
Y| TEETRAIT AAG Y AT
£ ¥ @ g & A a9 § agrely
§ 1 9T Ig INW 9T O A KEE
§ a1 ag gaT™ w7 @A wrd e
Iy w1 A g

fox aga & ¢y wag 7t § e
wgi AW A fr wmar § 1 fwe Wt
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[freft gamr aft)
@ ¢ 1 = gafed ¥ faar omar €
fr @9 3 & I TOQ STHY g
oy 1 wF A @ fr fom
T ¥ foam qgwr faer, ag oya
IaT &Y geft AT aXar g €, wifw
dur 37 e ® qoor w4 A A2
e 1 o weE @ ¥ At € A
qqUs TS g9NY g f foaeY 1< ag
T H AT AT AE i Sar g AR
sgrr fadw | fyqar g e &
IaAY &) SAAT I AGH EH S
£ X 5@ 7g qourr frdt e ¥ A
7 g T € a1 swy 3@ it €

T A9 FFAE 5 qafer -
frer sed gw A i g T ATEw ATy
yafew aifaas frg w1 aamy & 7
ST AT TF TF FFHT KT ST HY
fad, ag uF 7% srarer & o Y
aiwr giegt & qAad ¥ aga e
foar war € 1 T FEA § dopAwm
T8 &, MY wgy § safew adifraw
T E | ag AT oW §, O
gt asdy §, At o @ &, A
ot AT § Y Ay ATy Ag §, %
KA DN AT ! qH Ao graw
¥ o ag won g g e g xw faw
#1 f st 7E) ¥ a1 § a¥ s
¢ fr g =k ovd O e amw A
¢, afew 37 Il AR A ael ¥ ok
g1 dar wew g § fr gt aw
T gre § 42¢q ¥ ¥ fas g ama
@ & a1 7 "Aew AT ¥ T Ao
ORI § | 9T Ag ARG ar g
e €, g7 T w7 § 9 Y, § g
w § AR I A v g
T el g @A | W
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aren gar § 6 oo gEr Wi A
TAEET FQ § a7 OEE A §ANY
& fr gt wgt art ok ) sTd dar
FRA3E) gwEdW AW wE
F 9t g 5 xw A oA feaw
N 9 AR = fas W feear @
A 9 A, gAwfy wgRE, e
el 1 forw & aXF @1 wofe
qEERT ®W  ael 7 sehear
feat € ot =z% frad § AT
q94 & Ao & wefrat fead §
AT se¥ 7 g, Faifs Ao g
Fas lar § f& oo afedt & @z
fegen & a8 #gr ww fr z@ &
fod @Y gafew anpa 7€) § o @
F QA& Y A Ay F, gl
37 1 e forar 9ma, IT F Fa@EAT
oy f5 9w & v gUat €, 99 A
TUEGY FY IT F AT @A FT AVET
feqr wra, a3 €Y Id g7 FT AW
gaqw 7 fga 9T % HF F § o
Tud fod A Hrr wTEY

R agt ag A w7 wAT, AR
agEql 7 98 A w1 6 1T & 9g AN
A A A § 1§ g 9 Ay
FTBEEAF AFAT ) A A Ay
WY wret § A AY qgi X F F wr
s agrNtE Fagigea d O
AT AT g1 v F g g e
et & "y w7 PAr wnfgd, sz
& gra ¥qr AT A0fgy, AT HT
TFADBTEETA Hq TFAT ATgL | SfeTr
N AT FT TSR AT §, ITWYT
aF frdt Y qaoog 7 ot 5O
o wft dear wAgd WY fge &
oY, §9 o et fggea & famal
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NPT, mmgsge R I & ¥
93 agt ARGl wr fagAr wigrg wrQ
g 9 foaar mfeaY & sat &7
dequeTidaT @ Wr é R vw ¥
o aEam S w e g,
9 & qon 5 &7 e ok ey
Y Favwg TE' & |

zafeu & #gar Mgt § fF gmd
A § AR At F o @BE oF
ady <9 & fomd alg =1 @l
A a7 v £ @R g g9 § 77
ZYaT &Y, a8 AT FAT IGER! TG HT
gFaTg AR "y @ F @ wor |
A wrAdY g e 3w e ¥ fog e
g9 SN et F7 g ad @, fr w1
FA FATA ATT FIA AT A1 AT
g Az Ale F faara &) wadt
I aY ag fazamg € fr gay AW WY
wefeat o ad w9 a% g gAfa
& faers ATy AEY IS AR
Tt 7 FLM, IR TW A9 & o
AT #X AW LA ¥ HTAE FET
qef, wre @ foad deace qER
o § fod fao & Y g9 IR &
gar & fET I @9w I Ad geqt
A TreRl FT FT F& g oA arf
1 I8 @A AEY &, g™ H A
1 @ORAT A FIAT AT T@AT
w1gd &, 9% @y W gH eerE A
gt AR 9T sraTw 9k fawy
TR T FAT AR T v ¥ AW
wgdt g frad ag far qr adf € o
fr g T w7 amw @
T qrad, g w1 a8 fav o qrer
£, Tt wwR § ey wgr wEeY g
fir qg fam A g 78 § AR wex AR
o € I HTAT FT ATIHY THFIHY-

424 PSD.
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a9 A% FIAT AT AT X 39 79
AT AT FTHA ATHL TE F¢ (6 qAUEAT 7
g foar § fr guat fawem &Y §rm,
Trent ¥ formr & sgay w1 At 7 qav
M P, A A oFg [T ATEAT

Pandit K. C. Sharma (Meerut
Distt.—South): That is already an
offence, Sir, under the Comstitution.

o @A Wt ¢ T g
fFem #r q@ I @, I9F foq ar
gamfas #gkE, & 7 g & &7
fear fr & gega oY A€y, ...

Pandit K. C. Sharma: Why is she
slandering the sacred book? There s
no such thing written anywhere in it.

Shrimati Snchetia Kripalani (New
Delhi): That is the practice.

Mr. Chairman: Let there be 2o
interruption.

Pandit K, C. Sharma: I am raising
a point of order, Sir. Is the hon. Mem-
ber entitled to slander the sacred
books, in which other people believe,
without knowing what is contained in
them?

Mr. Chairman: There is no point
of order and there is no substance in
it, The hon. Member ought not to
interrupt when a lady Member is
speaking.

Shri R. K, Chaudhury: Does it mean
that any Member of this House can
slander any religious book? Is it not
a point of order? I think hon, Mem-
bers will be angry if, for instance, I
say anything against the Bible.

Mr. Chairman: I am sorry to say
that he is speaking in the same way
as the previous hon., Member and
this is not allowable by way of inter.
ruption.



3297 Dowry

sfteeit g e : @Rl 7@,
Fx & 7 a9 §o aewl ¥ fae
Wz qg=rar §, @ F A gEF foy
AT AT E

& qre Fg 30 Ay § 5 foT
Al FY AT AAR AT §, § AT
FE  wreRl ®Y AAY gU KA a9
gt AN F ow
aga N qUE AT F g Hq9AT
oy § o 9= ga 9w qui AR
dFqeITIETT FY AT AgY  §, S
a7 s w1§ gEm g wifws
feral  #Y 12 ®, A AR IAAT
fax = % P4 ST &, Jar 7
983 HO¥ ¥, TEFA av § ArASY
78} o arey @ 7 93 7@, ) W
T9q d qg @A g fF s A
utfes geas &1 arw 3 fay 3w &
FO&  arafral 7 A g {, g
w7 FM 7 IV & I ERN, R
ST QEIE| T ATH IFL AT qW
9T QW F AT AT HXTEST &
fedY fgedr ox @ & AT, A
aftg wifad ox faT dar s aver

g fir 3T % [T T & Ay AT

ag wdgrex aF 7 w3 fag s
# 7 ey oy & ¥ qaw I gl
a7 #1§ foyRm et A €, T
# xaar IeT Fgar wrgt g v o
AT IT TEF] T ATH I AT AAZA
wr aeT g FE gEA, J9 fEEEy
F1 g 7@ N 7%y, I ¢ g f7q
g A @ Ay @ F TR F A
TEY rEHT T |

§O ATEA| ¥ I TG § % gan
foq FMF T w0 F®Q A §,
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Y & 3 wré & FgAr A § 5 I
gt frdl g a% 3 &, Sfew
§ I Fawrs fF gATe gt O feew
F SR €, oF aY ag ST § Y
7 Tawd § frqq woe A gowa &
foelt i #r At adt a7 TToTE,
TS FN w1 7g IR E fF Fiedeqmas
TR FFT i faet Py g€ anfr
AWK WAT EF qToT TEY &
AR a7 T TE  Ffe@T FA
1 g & AR 9g IS 9 § 99 FAfT
N g ey §, UF gaw A &
TR §, FEC [qATA FTRTE
AT GATS FT ToAT T=97 TG FAAT
¥ faors qFR W g, WX WY
g9 UFF & Ffew qE Y Qv
agar € fF ag a9 Ted e
9T T 17 HR IEF( AT I A
FFT T AR |fF sdw gfeat § of
srfa gark garer ® qafeq W oAl
g & €, qafor  gumr @g
w4 & fF g7 FHA 1 wgra I}
ITET YT FW T KT FI, 7
T AT W F9ITT AET &, qg A
TF 9127 §T IAF] IS ¥ fOU T
g, T wgr Ay dArd aRd gz
qOTT FT ST | A &Y UF ATLEY
|1 /g T Y R ara I AT Sy
#T JESIE 7T AH  FLA o 7H feow
KW FET AATE, 9 AT w2
mat g fr 3u% for g @l &y
Toqke wo afen, Ofw OF Y,
I IBTHAG N Faverr § Y Ay
g ¥ Y AT A g 8, faer @
fear & aga swawh fag g, Sfew
o @ fafias & go o @ F T
Ay &R In fou ¥ &1 gs@
qeeft & A AT gar § i gt a weat
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# fasiy sraeqr § &% fqum@ &7 syaeqr
& iy g, qrw, TA, €F, 0T &7 AT
# g FY o ot faiwar § o ag
MNos qeA AT &1 77 FE AAE
& Wty A8 €, gz A Aw e

-~

wfs 9T @ & wWrE, &
IGFT AFGH FCU ATMET AR W
greg @ AW A9 qE grEAT §
f& a9 zg fas F @Y7 N ]
AT T8F WY FEA  FHIRE Y &F
#1 &, 34 I ®7 g A fgwar TfEU,
I €T Ig* qr9 A fEgr sy

stAax st @ A7 s
IAT AgE 7 W faw & vy e
uww & fawg § 9 e w3 § AR oY
T FASTAT 74T §, 99 LT A IF
ATAAT & A g7 faw F fafga &, fody
THETCHT ATAGAGNE . vvvvnen

Mr. Chairman: I would request the
hon. Member kindly to be as brief
as possible, I have got something
like 15 persons who have given their
names in the list for speaking on
this matter. But I am not going to
follow this list as there are others
who have not sent in their names and
who may perhaps be more anxious to
speak. However, the time at our
disposal is limited.

Pandit K, C. Sharma: Please give
five minutes each.

Mr. Chairman: I have no objection.
The point in dispute go far as this
Bill is concerned is not very serious.
There are only a few amendments to
the Bill and it is not a very compli-
cated affair. I would request hon.
Members only to take flve minutes
each.

Pandit K, C. Sharma: Will you
go by the list or by the eye?
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Mr. Chairman: I have already indi-
cated that the list will not bind the
Chair.

Shri R. K, Chaudhury: May I know
whether the rule of five minutes will
apply to women Members also?

Mr. Chairman: I have not fixed
any time limit for the Bill and in the
case of lady Members who are more
interested in ‘this Bill, more time
may be given and so also in the case
of those who are opposed to the Bill,
but I leave it to the discretion of
the Members themselves.

8hri Dabhi (Kaira North): Sir,
some of us have already introduced
similar Bills, I therefore submit that
when this Bill is discussed we should
be given a priority—not exactly pri-
ority—but those who have introduc-
ed similar Bills should be given
some time.

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. The
mere fact that a Bill has been intro-
duced by an hon, Member does not
show that he is more qualified to
speak on thig Bill than the others
who have given notice of amendments.
As the time is limited I shall have to
make a selection. The hon. Member
may rest assured that his case will
also be considered on merits.

ot frsfe fast : & o5 a0y
qoT wgar § fF fm gy amefaal
7 993 a7 fed § 7 AR FT FTq
qraR gr gEdt w A\ e

Mr. Chairman: It appears the hon.
Member was not attentive when this
question was put by Pandit K. C.
Sharma and the Chair gave a reply.

If suggestions are coming only on
this point ten minutes will be spent
on this!

Shri C. Bhatt (Broach): Sir, I sug-
gest that more time should be given
to those who have daughters and
less time to those who have only sons.
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st @re Tt _
TS T FwERUT  Xehaed
TAFTHITE |
RIS TR JATIAART ARISEY T2TH
ARG |
9 T quT qA F W fwar
w2 zfud & frdgw wew R
forr gfeeor F1 sroF FTHA TER A
i TE Ag @A I @A IR
@ {3 ATT FUT F F THA FT T799
Tg AW 9T T A F |
Mr. Chairman: This is the reason

why I called upon the hon. Member
to speak.

st rx st o # A Sar
frazw frar 3 fF & oo Fadae & 3wt
¥ giaqr ggwa 1 #E afz e
graefY STE #Y 3@ Ay 9 Ag TR
2 10 § fF ‘wonfadwe A @R
§ waar wri A9 FI A AE UK FE
73 & fF sl #71 foomr g, =
aat aral w1 A% WY @ e,
wYE WY TR gATS FT oTLAT  qWYA
AR weard R A FC wEATE
w fad @ gfeesior & #rf waae
gl ¥ FAA N TF TR AT ATEAT
) wfam M@ F ag o
Frefiare #1 agr A fear war, waqfa
* wex g TR, fe ag 7 g Wi
L ARG T G O L G O
faw & A & ¢ fommw & “Trady
fegdwe fae”’ 1 feg S &1 g
a3 qar g ¢ e 7€ ‘erad Sanfee
fer' ¥ SE A fg= T ¢, ow s
®1, TF wfesrc ®Y dwr figer faar
waT g\ W) ag wine few & fag
t? o fmd A, g g,
#fedt Wik afedl & frd ik gl
Al ¥ fAag € 1 S® Wit oW
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avr § 92 § wpwe w7 § e gl
4gT GART AN T TEC FATH W A
FaTe % frd 7 W o A
FE IR | TG AT WA WA
fr g wamwr s eft wwmwr A
T AT FATT TG | G J
F YA I AT qEAT, IW KT HYT, I
FY TgT Y § W T 7 Ay @
#r g, av ot FE gew o 7€ & aFar
g d e datadl wkma
afg SR @ 98 I« AYAT ATferET B
g dar Y, W o gy A e
F1 & A A AT Q7 TEET g
& I Tag FY R, oe F R, fAer
¥ o o & awrme g f Sy areeTer
fagrr &, AT T ¥ ;W FT F
WA o AR et F Y we A
WTFAT AT T § IT FT gH T9F FT
& a1fEd |

T 99 g9 5 faw o ol
&1 AT o7 FEAT ATEA §, WK TE T
¢ & mr A @ oEEd N e
Fagas g :

“‘Dowry’ means anything paid
in cash or kind ag a part of the

contract of any betrothal or mar-
riage”

12 NOON

A weow Aot § frdew § B
gt aw fgeg o wre W g e
g g o fgg faadl o7 s a8
Dad Fwemg? fegg frag
frat faa & uF 7% faag & ot
wiwe W ¢ feg frag @ oow
geFc g1 dur sy 9w Ags
]} TR TK FE T TTAfeEa A
A@ AAATE B, I GEW T F e
AT § wg awar § 5 awy ofads
F T N W W wdw wwwer @,
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Hodl T F O @ T §), I
IqF AT FT 997 §, a9 qfEdT
g w=r w T W fed A fear
ST g 6 wr w gy wwET
TET R TS W W I AR A
fear orar @ fF T wY oy wwwT
TEATE L TH T fEgg AW A W
fex & f& 7% Y waT GwAT TN
& W w1 7 gq ¥ ofex qF 7T
STaT

‘ged wHOr A,

N FTY A IR I F A
HY SO FTAT EYAT & 1 FNT A off
fregmaam s@ & fag sgr & &Y
IG I I ¥ ¥ IA FA & fod Ag
LN
ot sfrefooft s=r  faopsfant

THAE TR |

“qedy ®f T B fae
TR FNfaradr s @ E " a8
TR W §, TG Tex AEY wrw § R A
TF T F IFT ' qqqT 999 oF
Ay A qE ) feg owd
qrer W] fgeg awaar & a1y £ qw I
¥ g AfY W wfgd w9
Ty B fogee &Y, qur 4T &
fekr Y 3% 1| Taw & AT AR
S et T v @ S wowIw O,
g F A gaeT fady A w4
feg # uw a1a e sgan g fF AT
fear & fo w=qr Y, ot da=
wa g § qre 8, 39§ forw @9y
TEFELEFAH 90 FH A § A
& AT F Ty 7g Wiw W @ fE
# uoeft awgfer & ¥ ©F AT S
¥ fad fwrer § | ag arqfam &
g vl afer & wqER, S 39
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fr S & =3 afew &Y, 9 F=r ®
T FX, ALHT FAY F7AT FY, IT ALY
71 & @y falg & a=r
TE I@ F WWRX T FL A TG
fir 3o Y wg ¥ fear o wr @ A
IW A @wR FET anfgd | o
qeft w7 ¥ a7 § Y 7o T 9T wAaTH)
F AT FI G F 5 I qEC A
yafaa &0, QX 9K & Feqrr F

frg 1 @ R F IrgE W owTe

qrady & ag @@ # wdw ar § |
wfd dwegm ¢ s = &
gdar  QFAT, WS ®T FAGT QAT
wifewr & 1 ogt W fear woet
uffr & age w1 FQ@ & | QA
1 Jwar  IogE &, Sfaw § WK
% gawar § BF & w1 e ot sEer
fatry 7@ war

Y g o F qg o
¢ fr o & 5@ faor 1 fady F @
g 9 & 90 § =@ wifgd fF o=
¥ fraft s=rd § W fHad wew
g1 AU Faw gowr A &, @
gfestor & fr 7 e oo W A
Tar wTfgd | g gt gA AT A
T faar Srar &0

ot qwo do faaw (frar adling):
X FT AR ?

ft = = mwwt . sl
d fear & fv serew wely gddaq
a7 FT Q& WK 7Z TIH FY T T
®E:
freivewT sror gragy  faffsar: o
AT AW AETET GreEia av
T

o A qrefr ff g €, s W
qreft R &Y e 97 K A §, A
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[* 777 =T® i)

T ar & qar & R AR u fpd
£ 37 & arra 787 §, & Ay wv fow
AT TH FH AT § A Iq gAT
afadar Taq war fv AR faar w&@rg
aq, ARaEg R fag wsfr I =™
w®E Ay AN faar &1 Foor Ty
g 1 3§ gax afadar w3 § ¢
qa FEH W qreqEa

faar ¥ = fead afv w00
TF TT FFI, AT Fgr, NIE A0
| 9T Al are Fgr v foar 1
o frar ‘g @ g’ 5§ gae
Y ®Y AT TEM | Iq q7g FrAdar
@i M Eama g frr A
o gx & fad waem 0wy o
2 ®Y€ wgr 78

Q% AAAY WX . T Ad
amg

ft ax ore mwt: T T FT
wE @A Y AT & T FT WG
¢ w97 T wigwr &1 afmr
F& FEL & A WEHTC FT FHEA
®ET | @Ay dw g R g fs
A% @Y @Y TIT TG T W
A% ot T A wvaw fear W
q @fte fear wod woer foar
#r geafa wgae | O w9 & faar
# gEfa WIA HOHT AT T J9T
Feqr QYA FT HESY F | QY T ATAAT
¥ w1 71 T fear oA § W Oy
qeft ¥ a<g T, av wr€ gwfa aww T
A FLA FY ATAAT AL &

¥ arq 7 3 wex WX FEAT AT
g1 s w afew d fe 97% fag

7g 1 wrfge W ag g wifgd |
WA W WA X KT AT FAT
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W Sfaa 7 away 1+ gAR wEr
AT qET FT Frew THew fagm Ay
Afqat ar @Y wrard &, av afgw & ar
Fa1d 1 TaE wiafoer gard e
qrg & qrIAr @ § | g qrETS
gogar & a7 ¥ ot w0 faarfaar v
FF GHE FT AT qAT F W
EE f F@ 1 gw ar dar )Y
TE & IFT @MT FAE | W
qewor A Tz Afaqt wr |y § @
feagad:

FE A7 Frarfa dx AR FUES
JgaT srrfe faed anarfaraan

# ®ar F ®F7 FY 7 TgATAAT,
W ftar F gewr B Ad  qg=rar,
# I YT W qGAWAT § HHE F
frea I7% FoN A FRAT F@T 97 )
#F @ & gy 7 @, F A Par ¥
9 Al @, § F av @ar F Faw
o 3@ § 1 qwlag AT ag fadew
2 fFgw aga www s&G @Y o w0
qiferaTie FT AT FAT &R AT ENFT
T & IR gH qATam IuF 6E
R TH qG 21 T F gAY TE@ET
W AT FT | HTATHL AT QU AT
@A g H 9g F § i 0F v a1y
A oFad § dwel T T wwar R
I A gAT FAA FF W AT o
at Y ag @ o oft ad "o &%
qEAT &\

Mr. Chairman: Order, order, I am
very sorry to interrupt. What the hon.
Member says is very interesting but
beside the point and it is not rele-
vant to the Bill, The status of women
only comes in incidentally so far as
this Bill is concerned. He is expatia-
ting on the status of women in Hindu
society. I would request him to bring
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hig remarks to a close unless he has
anything relevant to say.

Shri Nand Lal Sharmai I raised
the points only so far as they were
referred to here.

Shri Dhulekar (Jhansi Distt.—South):
T should be more decent.

Some Hon. Members: It should be
expunged.

ft 7 o At @ A7 7w
afad wex FgA F1 AT g fwar
2 Aumagwga gt owwfa & g
A FAHAHAT  GETET FT & A @
I waAEar #1 Fy g fwar oom
gar § 1 4 @ gaAT g foar
¥ AT T TW AT NG AAT 4T
¢ frgdmpmmam@antafery |
gt fae gw W ¥ qg® AT &7 AW
¥ g, T ¥ ag> TRy W AW A
&, Maw ¥ 9y Aed w1 oAam AR
|

Ay

Mr. Chatrman: I have already indi-
cated that this point about status of
-women in Hindu society is only very
remotely relevant here.

M xSt I am coming
to a close. I thank you very much for
‘the time that you have given to me.

¥ T fragw & f wmar faar
1 78 Foed § f& 7y =1 F w9
a7 § facga ey gra 7 ¥9TH, AN
F8 T 3G ¥ Afge | T g
# wedz WTh wreSeEE QU8 doea §
MNagd aFHghdfr
“Ag a result of this custom
many persons have to pay exorbi-
tant sums to gecure bridegrooms
for their daughters. Again, in
some parts there is regular

traffic of selling and buying
girls.”
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AT A Y | T
A FTIA qAHT qwAT AR
9t afg w@sr ag wd & fF ey
AT gdqr Ao fHar s @ SAET
¥ fady s § W waEw q@ Wi
¥ fade s@r g\ & gAam g ¥
sfrady ST AgE fr AL WA w1
gagft w} I7% ;@ w1 fadw
T 3 g, fed) ot T AW A
F1 g f2ar a1 9F @ WEAT FTA
fada wearg AT ATEAT F HAWT
AT faar Ay M & FAT FT FE ATEO
Fex wrfe fear sm@r § a¢ 99 off ¥
& & "R g WY wgr war § & off v
¥ fraq faalg a=1d aren safs 76
FT AT Har &1 W IR | FAF
& Wl ar 21 wwiwg I/ F
ot fard oo e 3 &l Al fvar

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty:
(Basirhat): Ever since some of us
have introduced similar Bills jin this
House, we have received many letters
congratulating us and telling us that
this is a Bill which seeks to eradicate
evils which are today burdening en-
tire society, and leading to hardships
—not only hardships, but are demean-
ing to the human dignity both of men
and women. I am sorry to say that
in a section of this House this Bill
has been treated with a certain amount
of levity.

Some Hon. Members: No, no.

Shrimsati Renu Chakravartty: There
has also been a tendency to regard
this Bill as a battle between men and
women.

Some Hon. Members: No, no.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: It is
unfortunate. In the Statement of Ob-
jects and reasons, I would have liked
it to be gtated: “this custom of not
only paying exorbitant sums to secure
bridegroomg for their daughters,” but
also vice versa. This custom, in cer-
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[Shrimati Renu Chakravartty]

tain castes and in certain communities
does act in a manner whereby bride-
grooms also have to pay exorbitant
sumg for getting wives. I would like
the whole matter to be treated as a
part of feudal exploitation which still
remains in our country. I will illus-
trate my remarks further on to show
that this is a form of exploitation
which every section of the House,
every section of the people should
oppose, if we stand for human dignity,
for equality about which we have
written so much jn the Constitution.

I should just like to say oneor two
words about the speech that hag been
just made on the floor of the House.
The latter part of his speech I shall
not mention because 1 think it was
undignified. But, in the first part of
it, the speaker was pleased to say that
he regarded everybody as a kanya, as
a mother or a sister and that he was
against dividing up society as 1aen
and women. But, I would like to
ask this. When it comeg to a question
of property, different scales and diff-
erent theories are propounded in order
to make a differentiation and divide
up society. When it comes to a ques-
tion of wages, even though we have
propounded many times in the Consti-
tution that we stand for equality bet-
ween the sexes, no equal wages still
prevail. Therefore, there is no use
saying it is due to western culture. We
should not forget our own evils, and
iry every time to raise this question
of “Dharma” and get away with it.

The second point I would like to
mention is this (Interruption) I do
not give way to him, Sir. He says that
gifts which are given according to
the ability to pay of the father of the
bridegroom or the bride, this Bill is
going to stop even that. My point is
that we have nowhere saild that a
certain amount as gifts will not be
allowed, but the very fact that you
are trying to introduce into this Bill
some such clause ig only the thin end
of the wedge whereby you want to
allow 'further exploitation and get
away with it by saying that this is
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a voluntary gift. That is exactly
what we want to prevent. If there are
certain legal terms which are loose
here and there, I am sure the proposer
will be prepared to accept -certain
amendments but the real point is that
dowry is not voluntary. Today it is
a question of commercialised vice, it is
something which we are demanding
as an exchange for buying and selling,
sons and daughters and that is what
we want to object to and that is why
we are bringing forward this Bill

Another point which I should like
to mention is this, that we do not
believe that only legislation or only
one legislation is going to bring about
a change and bring about equality
between man and woman. We think
that this is just a method, just a
small measure, whereby we can focus
attention, whereby the entire cons-
ciousness of the public will be roused.
But, I object to what my friend Prof.
Sharma has said, viz., that we must
elicit public opinion. If it is a question
of eliciting public opinion, we who
have supported the Hindu Code Bill
know what it means, It means a
method of sabotaging the whole thing,
and therefore, we very, very strongly
object to thig Bill being sent for elicit-
ing public opinion.

Shri Nambiar (Mayuram): Must
be passed straightway here ana now.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Now
I come back to my point, about the
Bill being not only for women. The
Bill seeks to stop exploitation which
has come down as a result of the
feudal structure of our society. Many
friends here have said that social
legislation is something that only
touches the superstructure of things,
that we are only touching the fringe
of the problem; unless we have basic
changes,—economic changes, political
changes, such social Jlegislation will
not be of much use. There is a cer-
tain amount of truth in it, but I
would say that the whole concept of
bringing this Bill is that it is a fight
against exploitation and inequality,
and that by bringing this forward we
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want that other measures, fundamental
measures for bringing about economic
equality should be strengthened.
Every step towards progress helps
us to strengthen the general move-
ment of progress for economic and
political equalitv and independence.
Therefore, I do feel that while we
want to pass this legislation, we also
want a great public opinion to be
created whereby not a single person,
man or woman, can either give or
receive dowry., What have we seen
in the case of the Sharda Act? It is
true we have passed that Act, but
what has happened? That Act has
remained a dead letter. We have
passed the Remarriage of Widows Act,
but what do we see? Everywhere the
same oppression of widows continues.
The same sort of difficulty continues
for widows to get married. Yet, on
the other hand, in spite of the fact
that we have not got a law insisting
no monogamy, social opinion does go
against it. Therefore. we should
hoycott every case of dowry, we
should create such a huge opinion
about it that no single person will
be able to give or take dowry. That
is our whole idea in bringing this
Bill. A huge public opinion has to
be created along with the passing of
this Bill. That is the pgint which I
wish to make clear.

Another point which I would like
to make is this. Those who are
working among the Kisans in the kisan
movement, have seen that this type
of taking and giving dowry has be-
come linked up with exploitation of
the agriculturists, of the lowest clas-
ses of society. For instance, I will
give you the case of the people living
in ‘ripperan. Among the Rials in
Tipperan for tnree years a RIrt has
to go and work in the house of the
man she -is to marry (Interruption)
oh, no. Amongst the Tipperites, it
s the man who has to go and work
in the house of the woman he has to
marry. And here is the proof of the
exploitation. There are many ex-
amples where after having worked
without any money, only for food and
clothing, for two years and nine
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months, sometimes ten months, the
marriage is broken off, and again
tor three years he has to go and work
in another place. And for years this
form of begar exploitation goes on. It
is not a matter for laughing. It is a
question of begar labour which is
& very big problem, g problem which
those who work among the Kisans
have to take note of. So, it is a
question of bringing to the forefront
this feudal exploitation. As far as
begar goes in general agricultural
terms, we know about and we tight
against this begar form of labour
wherever it is direct, but even in an
indirect form this begar labour is
introduced and must be fought.

In the case of the Maugs, a woman
has to procure by whatever means
she can, sometimeg even to the point
of prostitution, money to be able to
buy a bullock, a plough-share &nd
the essential household goods as
dowry. These are certain things
that are actually prevalent amongst
the tribals. You will see in very
clear form how it is a practice
descending from feudal exploitation.
Of course, when we come to the up-
per castes, all of us know what
actually happens. In my province...

The Minister of Law and Minority
Affairs (Shri Biswas): Will thig Bill
stop all this?

Shrimati Renu Chakravarfty: 1
would again like to make it clear to
the hon. Minister that...

Mr. Chairman: I would request hon.
Members not to take this Bill in
such a light manner. There is no
question of laughter etc.

snr: Bwwas: tnat 18 ¢xactly why
I put the question. As a matter of
fact, she is talking about the Dowry
Bill, and if we knew that the Dowry
Bill would put an end to these evils,
every one of us would be glad, and
we should welcome it.

Shrimatfi Renu Chakravartty: I
would like to ask the hon. Minister
whether by introducing the Estate
Duty Bill he will be able to stop all
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the people who are taxablg from
geiting away from it. Therefore, if
he looks upon every legislation from
this point of view of its being able
to stop every evil, then I think we
should all go home and not come to
DParliament.

As far as the higher castes are con-
.cerned, I come from a province...

Shri Biswas: You suggested that
-we were treating the Bill with levity.
I was repelling that charge.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: I am
wvery glad he is taking it with very
great seriousness, and I am sure he
will also see his way to accept it and
‘tighten up the Bill.

I was talking about my own pro-
vince. Those who come from Bengal,
.or maybe from other provinces too
may know the case of Snehalata
‘where a woman, because her parents
were not able to give the amount of
money asked for dowry and there was
a certain amount of trouble over it,
had to suffer great indignity, and in
the end she had to put an end to
‘her lite, she committed suicide. At
‘that time public opinion was roused
.on that matter, and for some time at
least, there was a feeling that some-
thing must be done whether by legis-
lation or by public action to stop such
things. I have been to colony after
colony of refugees where I have seen
that girls of 18, 20, 25, even 30 are
unable to be married oft by their
parents because they have not
got the money to be given
as dowry. Nor are they edu-
cated, so that they are unable to
stand on their own feet, nor can
they be married off. We also know
.of cases in which this question of
commercialisation has come to such
a pass that, because fathers cannot
get rid of their daughters, some one
ig shown during the preliminary
-arrangements of the marriage as the
bride, and then during the marriage
somebody else is brought in and the
girl is married off. because the amount
of dowry that would have to be paid
_otherwise would be exorbitant. And
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then we know what the fate of
this girl would be.

I would also state—because I have
an amendment on that point which
I shall raise at a later stage—that not
only do I want that dowry to be given
at the ' time of marriage should be
included in this Bill, but also any-
thing that can be regarded as dowry
which is extorted even after marriage,
within a period of three years, should
be included. Because, in my parts
I have seen that such demands are
made and continue to be made, after
marriage, and unless they are fulfilled
by the parent, there is 'a great deal
of hardship on the girl, and many
cases have come to us where life has
become a hell for them. Therefore, I
would like this amendment also to
be included here.

Now I would like to say why it
is that we support this Bill. We
support this Bill with a view to
muster great public opinion against
the feudal exploitation of dowry and
passing legislation is only g part of
the struggle without which we can-
nbt do anything. As far as I am con-
cerned. I am quite clear about that.
We also know that this is only a
partial thing. But we support every
partial measure because we believe
that by supporting every partial
measure for relief, we are able to
support something much bigger that
is to come. By always raising funda-
mentals, we will not be able to get
very far. Sometimes we have to sup-
port partial measures. Therefore, we
feel that any move that supports
something that is progressive, some-
thing that tries to raise human
dignity, something that tries to re-
duce exploitation should be supported
wholeheartedly and T hope that Gov-
ernment will see its way to support
this Bill instead of sending it for
eliciting public opinion etc. and
thereby sabotaging this Bill.

Shri Dabhi: I rise to support the
motion moved by Shrimati Uma Nehru.
Sir, I am glad to support this Bill
because it was I who for the firat time
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introduced a similar Bill in the Bom-
bay Legislative Assembly. There, ac-
cording to the rules of procedure,
the Legislative Assembly passed the
flrst reading of the Bill. Then, Sir,
it was sent for eliciting public opinion,
and I may inform the House that an
overwhelming majority of the peo-
ple who sent in their opinion were in
favour of this Bill. Not only that,
Sir, I received several—not only
several, bufi numerous—letters and
numerous resolutions from various
social oganisations congratulating me
for introducing that Bill.

Then, Sir, that Bill was, according
to the rules prevailing there, referred
to a- Select Committee. But one hitch
came in the way of passing that Bill
and that was that at that
time the Hindu Code Bill was
being discussed on the floor of this
House, that is, the provisional Parlia-
ment, and clause 93 of that Bill in
fact recognised dowry. So the Select
Committee was of the opinjon that
perhaps it might go against it and
that the Bill, if passed, might be
repugnant to that particular section of
the Hindu Code Bill. It was for
this reason that it was not proceeded
with. ‘

Now, Sir, you will see from the
definition that ‘dowry’ includes both
the bride’s price as also the bride-
groom’s pricee. I may call the
bride's price as ‘Kanya Vikraya’ and
the bride-groom’s price as ‘Var
Vikraya'. Sir, I do not think in the
whole of India there is any community
in which either ‘Kanya Vikraya’ or
‘Var Vikraya’ is not prevalent. Sir,
we know that according to the Hindu
Sastras, all the educated and ortho-
dox people—everybody—condemn this
kanya vikraya.. According to Baud-
dhayana, those who take bride’s
money, those who take money for
their daughters, are condemned to
eternal hell. One verse says:

aey 4 sregfRr wagat Semifgan)
qufen A8 X sy TR FET 0
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“Those greedy people who give
their daughters for a price fall into
into eternal hell.”

Another verse of 'Padma Puran
says:

sATfrsfaqi Tq7 7 aqag AT qu:
Feza! SravAat Ay gafeATdveasT 1

“One should not see the faces of
those who sell their daughters. In
case he does so through inadvertence,
he should make penance.”

Now, I can point out any number of
evils of this system of ‘kanya, vikraya’.
In the first place. the bridegroom’s
people have to pay exorbitant sums
to the greedy father of the girl, who
does not know what would become of
his future son-in-law as a result of
his being deprived of everything.

Shri Dhulekar: May I put a ques-
tion? Is it not a question of popula-
tion. In Punjab where the girls are
small in number, the husband’s peo-
ple have to pay and where the girls
are in abundance, the girl’s people
have to pay.

Shri Dabhi: In the second place,
Sir, the very jdea of a human being
given away for money is detestable.
It is tantamount to selling one’s
daughter. This means that they are
no better than chattels or cattle. We
know that the more useful the cattle,
the more price it will fetch. In the
same way, in communities where this
kanya vikraya prevails the more use-
ful the girl, the more price she will
fetch. That is the condition.

Then, Sir, another effect of this
custom of kanya vikraya is this:
that the man who wants to take money
for his daughter does not care to
know whether the bridegroom is a
fit one or not. And in communities
where this custom prevails, the posi-
tion is that the older and uglier the
bridegroom, the more meney he has
to pay. So the result has been that
in several cases very beautiful girls
are compelled to marry ugly people
and girls having milk teeth in their
mouth- have to marry people who
have no teeth in their mouth.
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Sir, I would now refer to the custom
of ‘var vikraya’. Here also, Sir, in
those communities where this custom
prevails, people have been financially
ruined as a result of trying to find
out money for giving to their sons-in-
law. Sir, I would quote only one
example. It actually happened in
Gujarat. Several such cases are hap-
pening. Sir, there were two families.
The boy’s family and the girl’s family,
both were ordinarily educated. But
the girl’'s father was of ordinary
means. The girl and the boy both
were educated. Then the girl's father,
though of ordinary means, was able
to say that he would be able to pay
Rs. 5,000, But the boy’s father said:
“No, no. My son is not an ordinary
mango. He is an aphus mango, an
alfanso mango, and therefore, he
should have more price.” This is the
position, Sir, where this custom pre-
vails.

Then again, another terrible result
of this dowry system is this. It hap-
pened previously and is now hap-
pening in certain communities, at
least in Kaira district. The mothers-
in-law have, either in connivance
with their sons or with the assistance
of their sons, persecuted the girls to
such an extent....

Mr. Chairman: More than seven
minutes are over. I would request the
hon. Member to conclude.

Shri Dabhi: So there have been
several cases in which the mothers-
in-law have not only persecuted
their daughters-in-law, but some-
times they have actually killed those
innocent girls and in certain cases
they have persecuted them so much
with a view to compelling the girls’
fathers to pay more dowry money that
the girls have had to put an
end to their lives either by hanging
or by pouring kerosene oil on their
clothes and burning them. Such has
been the terrible effect of this system.

Such ‘has been the terrible result of
this system, Sir. I have no time;
otherwise I would have given you
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several instances of how the bride’s
people have felt. I would give an in-
teresting instance of that. I will read
a few lines from the weekly paper
Vigil dated 31st March, 1952, At page
5 this news is given.
L
« “It is said that Munshi Baldev
Lal of village Sangampur in the
district of Gaya went to Hilsa with
a barat for the marriage of his son
with the daughter of Sri Hargouri
Lal of village Phulwaria. Some
trouble arose with regard to the
payment of dowry. It is said some
persons of the bride’s side, annoy-
ed with the arrogant attitude of
the bridegroom’s party, kept one
box of scorpions in the janwasa
with the result that about 30 per-
sons became victims of scorpion’s
sting and four persons became un-
conscious.”

An Hon. Member: So that should be
the fine.

Shri Dabhi: This custom of

raya is based on the idea that woman
is inferior to man and that when a
man takes a bride and at the same
time asks for some money to be given
to him, it means that if the bride and
the bridegroom are weighed in the bal-
ance, the scale of the bride would go
up and therefore some money has to
be put on the pan so that they may
be equal. This idea that woman 1is
inferior to a man, as Shrimat: Renu
Chakravartty put it, goes against the
Constitution.

Lastly, as regards public opinion, I
said I have recelved several letters and
several .esolutions and so I have no
doubt tnat there would be anybody
against this Bill.

Lastly, Sir, one point. The hon.
Law Minister said that he is prepared
to support this Bill if this evil could
be stopped. Has any evil been stop-
ped by any other legislation. The
Penal Code is there and several offen-
ces are punishable. Would anybody
show a single instance where evil has
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been altogether extinguished or era-
dicated. '

Shri Biswas: I never made that

point, Sir.

Mr. Chairman: Shrimati Renu
Chakravartty was referring to other
evils which do not form the subject-
matter of this Bill. The hon. Law
Minister said that those evils could not
be stopped by this Bill. He never stat-
ed that the evils regarding dowry
could not be stopped.

Shri Biswas: Nor did I say that
because legislation cannot stop an
evil, legislation should not be resorted
to. I never said that.

Shri Dabhi: Sir, my last point......

Mr. Chairman: “Lastly” has been
repeated at least four times.

Shri Dabhi: Sir, 1 am finishing.
Lastly my point is that social legisla-
tion would help social reformers and
this Bill would also help them. Though
social legislation would not eradicate
the evil it may help the social worker.
Lastly, in talking of this measure......

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. please.
I must request the hon. Member now
to conclude. He said at least five
times, ‘lastly’. Other hort. Members
are also anxious to speak.

Shri Dabhi: I would only say one
sentence and not add to it. Sir, tak-
ing all these facts and circumstances
into consideration, I appeal to this
hon. House to unanimously support
this motion which prohibits this wicked
custom which treats human beings as
chattels......

Mr. Chairmun: Will the hon. Mem-
ber kindly conclude at once? He is
going on reading something. There
must be an end to all this. He has
made the last appeal. I take it that
he has finished.

Shri Dabhi: I have not added any
sentence, Sir.

Mr. Chairmam I will take it that
the hon. Member has concluded.
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Shrimati Jayashri (Bombay—Subur-
ban): I am glad that after tapas for
two years this social legislation has
been discussed in this House. I do
not see the necessity of circulating this
Bill for public opinion because I ex-
pect that our Members who represent
37 crores of people of India who are
here would not have come here to dis-
cuss today without giving any thought
to this Bill and trying to create public
opinion on this Bill.

Sir, we know that there are such
evil customs as untouchability. There
is enough public opinion created about
this evil and even then are we not
told that Government think of bring-
ing in legislation to stop this evil? This
proves that whenever there are social
evils, social customs which work as
diseases in our society, they require to
be removed by social legislation. Sir,
the other argument raised by Shri
Nandlal Sharma that we want this Bill
%o stop giving gifts to our daughters.
I think is very wrong. This Bill does
not want to stop whatever gift a parent
wants to give to the daughters. We
know that parents are anxious that
their daughters are well settled. But
the stigma attaches when this gift be-
comes a sort of barter, when it be-
comes, as Shri Dabhi said. var vikraya
or kanya vikraya; then only the stigma
attaches to the gifts. In our Hindu
Code Bill in clause 93, we had this
dowry to be held in trust far the wife.
On the basis of this clause we thought
that if we bring this legislation we
can put before the public a better and
clearer view about these gifts or money
given, whatever is given to the daugh-
ter. I would like to make this clear
that we do not want to stop the gift
of parents, who want to see that their
daughters are well settled. But we
know that this dowry becomes an evil
when it is a sort of barter.

I would read only a short para. of a
letter which we received when we in-
troduced this Bill in March 1953.

“Dowry has taken yet another
toll. According to reports, a shop
keeper of Jammu committed sui-
cide by jumping into a well be-
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cause he could not bear the humi-
liation following his inability to
pay the bridegroom the promised
dowry...... ”

We know how parents feel miserable
when a daughter is born in their house.
In Shakuntala when Kanva Rishi gives
away Shakuntala to Dushyanta he
speaks this:

F4qffg  #ar  TEEEA
IR ErLE] afrfeg
STy wuTe faezswr
veufas =9 gamIrEr )

As if the girl is considered to be a
nyas, a debt.

An. Hon, Member: A deposit!

Shri Algu Rai Shastri: It is only a
simile.

Shrimati Jayashri: A sort of a thing
which can be sold. She has no value
of her own; she has no individuality;
she is a thing of barter. What I mean
to suggest is that our daughters are
given away, as Umaji had .also said.

in Kanyadan as if she is a thing to be
sold.

An Hon. Member: Not sold!

Shrimati Jayashri: Dan, that is, she
is given away.

Though the father's anxiety in get-
ting his daughter married is over does
this marriage bring happiness to the
daughter? Very few parents think
over this question. I know from real
life; a few cases were brought to my
notice. In a case where the girl was
a very good looking girl she was mar-
ried to a military man who went to
his Headquarters in the south taking
the girl with him. The bridegroom
and the parents were not satisfied with
the dewry and so they tried harassing
the girl. Even she was locked up. The
servants were also asked to insult and
spit on the girl. Ultimately the ginl
became so miserable that one day she
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ran away from the house. Such stories
we find in our society.

Those who have seen the picture
“Dahez”, which depicts the real picture
of our society, know that in the case
of that beautiful girl married to a
bridegroom, who loved each other,
the mother of that boy tried to harass
the girl and wanted the boy to marry
another girl so that she could also
bring dowry and bring money in the
house. This is the way we look at our
girls.

I would like to read a few words
from Gandhiji written in the Young
India of 1928:

“A correspondent sends me a
newspaper cutting showing that
recently in Hyderabad, Sind, the
demand for bridegrooms has been
increasing at an alarming rate, an
employee of the Imperial Tele-
graph Engineering service having
exacted Rs. 20,000 as cash dowry
during betrothal, and promises of
heavy payments on the wedding
day and on special occasions there-
after. Any young man who makes
dowry a condition of marriage dis-
credits his education and dishon-
ours womanhood. There are many
youth movements in the country.
I wish that these movements
would deal with questions of this
character.”

This is what Gandhiji had said. We
all want to follow Gandhiji in every
other respect but when such questions
which affect women .come up...... I am
sorry that this House takes it in a
very indifferent mood.

Some Hon, Members: No, no.

Shrimati Jayashri: I am sorry to say
the Government also pays very little
respect to the Bills which are brought
by private Members, and then we are
told that we have to wait for this legis-
lation.

Several Hon. Members _Tose—

Mr. Chairman: I am not calling
youngmen who are already married.
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They presumably have small daughters
if any to marry. I am calling old men
who are rather experienced to speak
out their mind. Mr. Raghavachari.

Shri R. K. Chaudhury rose—

Mr. Chairman: Does Mr. Chaudhury
want that I should call out two per-
sons at one time? Mr Raghavachari.

Dr. Jaisoorya (Medak): May I sug-
gest that you will ask unmarried peo-
ple to speak?

Shri Raghavachari (Penukonda): Al-
most everybody is anxious to speak on
this problem and this is a problem the
solution of which does not unfortu-
nately depend upon the kind of acti-
vity we are indulging in. Well. I for
one would seriously put the question,
what is it that has created this prob-
lem. It is not that India had not
marriages before. It is not that there
were not young men and girls in so-
ciety who lived for generations honour-
ably and well. Then, why is it that
this problem of dowry has grown to
such an extent that parents and some-
times girls themselves find the need to
extinguish themselves, unable to solve
this problem? So, this is a new prob-
lem that has arisen, and why is it that
it has arisen? If you do not go into
the causes that have brought about
this problem, you cannot find a solution
also. There is no use saying: Live
with dignity and all that kind of thing
to one section or the other. The real
problem, to my mind. is that the
parents of the girls are very anxious
to give the girl to a particular boy
or a boy placed in a particular cir-
cumstance—as they could see—that
will conduce to the happiness of their
daughters. So, the solution is not in
preventing the man and saying to him.
you do not ask anything of a price. It
is in preparing your own mind not to
accept state of things of this kind to
continue that you create a problem
to yourselves and offer something to
young men.

An Hon. Member: That is commer-
cialism.
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Shri Raghavachari: I for one would
say this. You want to prevent a man
from asking for money along with the
girl. Is this a solution? Is the prob-
lem of dowry solved? The parent
wants to get the girl married. = How
should he do it? He might go round
to every young man to take that girl?
Is any young man so approached bound
to accept the girl? No. So the parent
offers inducements to get the consent
of the young men. Therefore, this is a
problem that has arisen not because
of some other extraneous thing. but be-

" cause of the way in which the parents

have continuously behaved, from gene--
ration to generation, offering the girls'
to a particular individual. and then
going and tempting him with cll kinds
of inducements. Therefore, the real
solution must come through the refor-
mation of the ideas of the parcnts that
they must not go about begging, and
offering girls to a particular individual
of their choice fancifully conceived to-
be suitably placed. Unfortunately—I
am also a parent—the parent’'s anxiety
is to find a suitable place or a good
home for the daughter and therefore,
he will offer inducements ard go on
this way. It has ultimately re:ulted in
either the man dictating his terms or
the parent offering those things. So
any enactment merely for this problem
will not cure the thing at all. There-
fore, the way out will be thrcvgh the
reformation of the ideas af thr parents
themselves, It can be done only that
way. I for one would say that the
solution is not in mere legislation. The
solution is more in the reformation of
the attitude of society itself, and to-
wards this object, the education of,
public opinion is required. That is the
only way.

Shri Biswas: It is suggested that a
father should not try to see that his
daughter is well settled in life?

Shri Raghavachari: Every parent is
anxfous and it is this anxiety that
makes him get into this niche and
then blame every other man. You
see, if you go on conceiving thc¢ solu-
tion of this problem by preventive
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legislation of this kind more unmar-
ried people may be found in the coun-
try soon. Therefore, I for one feel that
a solution to this problem lies in the
reformation of the society, of this
craze for a particular kind of son-in-
law fancied well-placed in society. 1
have lived in society: 1 have many
relations. But I find that it is only
the educated man, it is only the so-
called cultured man of the modern
times who feels more bothered
about this institution.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: No, no.

Shri Raghavachari: Thousands of
marriages take place every day in vil-
lages without this kind of price being
paid. It is only when you want an
educated man, it is only when you want
a graduate, a person fancied well plac-
ed in life, that all these protlems crop
ap. In the case of thousands of mar-
ciages that take place in villages no
price is asked for, no price is paid. It
(s only one or two per cent. of the
parents who are faced with this prob-
lem. This problem faces more only those
parents whose minds are exercised in

finding a son-in-law of their cwn con-
~eption.

Take for instance the Sarda Act. The
society found that girls could not be
married before a particular age. So-
ciety had to awaken to the realities of
the situation. Of course, some ortho-
dox parents were at one time mentally
worried; but now after legislation has
come they are not bothered. It was
pointed out that the Sarda Act is a
dead letter. In fact, there is no need
for the Sarda Act at all; every girl is
married on the other side of the age
limit prescribed in it. So the real so-
lution does not lie in legislation; the
real solution lies in a change in the
mental attitude of the parents not to
seek after son-in-law of their fancy
offering inducements.

ﬁ ﬁo Woi‘l’ﬂi(‘ﬂﬁ'ﬁ—ﬂ'ﬂ):
W €F QAT FWT TE & "E Sy
WHAT T IG@HNE E &
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T 394 faaR ywe 19 & foq @a
g W i Iur AgE W aATS
@ g 5 3 oF af AT gl
FAEI F FIC HTAT TF TF6E FIA FT
wter 3w gew w fRac § ) |
2@ F TH A AT A §
afea F Al Jraar fr g & o @R
7%y & AT &7 a9 @ E, A WA
| § AZ)} srar | AG A A’ §
fF 3w & wzat = WA f I
A faar Y TrEET € i ST A I FAY
gag g o8 T M &Y 9w | @
[ A O gwew ar far
QY & 1 7 f wrar wY gy & 1 AT
ar frar QA ¥ fod 77 oF T
WO gaeq § | 3fFT g9 FEAT Y
FG AT ENT, GAET FT §F FA &
fod | 99 gaed @A g TEI Y,
i wiar faar N s wFv TAT
H AT FFT € O FQ G | T
Far & faqrg ®1 A A@TE A A
Arar A faar $7a € f* a8 39 *0
qa® agg q &, @ A ITH AT
a2 AT § 9« fF 9746 g A7
g ar mar § 1 fe 3T A
@ T8 weN @ g, wa fF aen
7\ & foq fedy 9T s & F1-
e q dqs4 & oy ©@ww waEw
IP.M.

DT Ay i WO 1
AT A72T AS EQ & IA FY AW
wgd § fF aga omg € g9 e Wl
agY @ 2 1 AT W AT A gU
§d wgy § v 5o A ang =f1 4,
o1 XY | I fead F qeA W w7
srar € A gEt @9 9T o7 ey
AN AT E A ag AT 7T For w7 AT
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19 Rqv qra guAatgE g §, I
| W g wEET ¢ e oW agE I @
tw fesd # aga W & o e
T | A wag i fae §
IR WA ofr &1 ag Wi
o T 7T {7 Al § W T
frogtaga wiedly v sy fo
TG g @, ST ww 7y A WKW
& ot § WR g ®a9 W §
& A A ards T w7 A, IT A
. W AW FT AT WA UT qTA AT
o T &g Y wrar W< frar A weq
& faarg %1 g9 714 07 23w ¥ fawe
IWFQE, W oaAF g F faarg
&1 guT wrar & A S9 & fawrs Ad
e |

AN T A ox afr ardr g w0
wahrd @ amwgEiw
fod ®1w A 7oz @ gET A wrfgy
Wt w177 & 7 59 grfae a8 g
N oF Jex 7 vy 5 qrear s
¥ war goT ? F e § e arear w1
AT A ATV AT ] | QIR KA
wq ¥ a9 | § wr  qfcfeafa
Y s\ w7 woy qfifeafa & Sw A
qadrfaat 97 9%« gU g & awe qrear
ST GUE | A BT [T FA
¥ ge ¢ afer 9w & g9 Wrewg oY
QT Y ¥ HF T FHT @
wae frefy, T@ & q® W% ag @
£q

@ a7 g€ AT § B ot
FAT ¥ 7 A wE i AT
2 T W A fr o =g weg
AN W} @ fa@ A AE
g fF g g & w ¥ faarw
424 PSD. .
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¢ @t o weeY faegw a0 qvA AN
grfY, 9 W=t &, 99 & 4Ty 78 faag
FIA FIATTCET | T T FY ATIR
& araar fr fgfr @f7 § IR A
arEf @ IX AqER ATAT IBAT, A
xg ofrs TR & 9 fyarg I
N JaT M W g A ATHY
g It At a3 W
1§ TOT XA A wsEy qeA faf
A ag ardr £ F0 )

fox gay o afas afowd g 97
] ared 7 ff @ § 932 faead e
¥ wfAg @ @ T ¥ e
& F aiwr &, grfr adl, dar s
& o gwy wr ar § f o gt
qUETd § I & F97 TF T §G YA
gt W | TF e o A
ofr & ag g d fr et A 7 ¢/
ae 8¢ auw § 5 fow & wgfeat
w7 § o\ 39 ¢ § fr f & wz¥
aga &7 § | Tafas sffaga, s
dar a7 Qar wfgg fs 37w ¥
g g §  faarg #@ # fawwa
TEH 1 T I I awear fr g
g wrafy | frg gamr F dar
fr wgfra aga v H N Fa g9
F grq 3T Y Ty @ oy gy |
for o7 ag & M ag A wredY
& g agi a1 SF TSy qfeeg
Forfamcd.......

sy ax ore wal ;. =W E

st o Two ¥MAiE @ IT ¥
T & o for towr w{T & ArE |
gaTor & ag o #7947 ¢ fa oF & wwrer
#, oF & fagw arfy & faarg s
arfed, ag o=y & aedy geAm Wl
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[sf fro qo FI3E]
T faer ¥ ag gvear N g7 R v
g

wird ot faq a=rafi a9 g
¥ grR wmar &, sust § ¢ Ofa
¥ ogwdT wTATE L ® A wrar
fr tg fawr ¥ & 99 gwewr g A0,
Srr e Es ¥ M9 WA 59
T §g waT I 20, ww fqd & e
fa= #1 gwda FTar §

Fow gan fag  ( wWigEE —
gfagm) : sivft AR agT 4 a9 A A
qF @0 Avar e

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. There
is so much noise in the House that the
hon. Member is not audible. 1 would
request the hon. Members to keep
silent.

Shri Achuthan (Crangannur): I re-
quest that priority may he given to
those Members who are actually con-
fronted with this problem now.

Mr. Chairman: I don’t follow.

Shri Nambiar: He means that bache-
lors must be allowed to speak first.

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: 1 wish to in-
form you, Sir, that I want tu oppose
this Bill.

Mr. Chafrman: I understand that
very many Members are anxjous to
speak—some in support and others
against. I should like to have the opi-
nion of the House whether they want
to continue the debate.

Sardar A. S. Saigal (Bilaspur): No-
body is opposing, Sir.

Shri R. K. Chaudtury: I have been
saying ‘I am opposing’.

Mr. Chairman: Since several Mem-
bers are anxious to take pari, the de-
bate will not be finished today.

o T gy fag . Afgolt a1
R ¥ fir agvw fas w1 fady woAv
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7Y 3, ¥fFT 7 guAar g ¥ 7w fas
F FIL FT IT 4T A w9997

I AUl foad g asq #Y yafzq
Tt g & 3 wa gt

. WY FW AW FY aAATA FITAE sTAEAT

# § srfas sgaeqr 7 N Fo JAMT
TR A A A 2, 1@ R few AR
AW  TEF A | FEIAET FATA
grrfos glfaat a srr ameATe
gy ot 1 ol §3 wiger agEnt
T w0 fe wdrgugdl ¥ w¥ gEY
g, T & ga¥ qotqar agaT ) !

# wgan § fF a3 gam faege qads
F faar s

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. There
is so much noise. May I usk hon. Mem-
bers to go outside to the Lobby if they

want to talk. We should hear the de-
bate.

o TR AN fag . g3 ATV
qar gAY afgai 7 5 w7 fF fqamg
# Y 2T TT7 F3JT &, ITF AT FRO
gey e § & | At SN_qwaar
T M T FE, 9 aGT WE wraw
¢\ v foq & 97aT gE@ ¥ wwaT
FETE | TEIA O q=ey Ao frrs
¥H TW WAT ¥ qiwd )]

gam A Afeg 5 few
T F ATT g4 AW B Fogrem &
9EAT 9% W@ F | oA dg@rs wwt
A aaer fr g S & afis
faid @ & 5T 'y sarm
w7 0 Aar 2, Sfew § gumar
g fr 97 Qfa e & @ & s
garaw o feg oA wifgg 1+ &g
ft & 39 afgen wremEil w1 oot
FTHATT WE’Tﬁ'?’Gﬁmﬁﬁﬁm
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¥ R AAY E WY R F froqiw
A gEdt F1 F0 H IA¥ wpwr f
Y oY gary 7 Jow7 A agi faow
AR 23w Y wov qafew £, a@r w9
qrad 5 qeel ®v ey afgersy #r
AT I AT @A T I E | T
Fud agi ¥WIE 5 a9 us TG
frow aYe zgw =it ar ¥ =i, S
% 1 At gur frew Wk ®E
I 1 T awg § svR # At
FT Y 99Te &, I FE I9q w2 F
Z o9t FERY TNT wT § ang ¥
A ag gefire Ty 7 RN, s A
#f Mgdt 2 i Igar sTar T Ak
FLYTH I, g@ I7 7 @ A A
ar wrEAr 1 5 e8RS 7 anly
frftagrag fara Y ? oar fr folt
FAle a1 Ffger gaear 1 wqr fe =¥
Y OHY swgEar 1o FIA! A0 Ay
FTRM R A AU S M AT S | T
Figm fv 98 I€T gH AW F AAY,
% A oY FE ga A v fawd
fardt ot STET & AT AaTTFY QAT AR

4 gar g fF o ot wnfe &
gaeqr  FawseE AEY § AR d aga
I gt agel # st g foerey
ITE AW 9 Y fAE= I £, s
AT NEA F, A awdt agwl
FFTAEAIINS FEE | TEQT
%aw gafey frar oman € froag &
97 ¥ AT QT #Y @I Al
wrar, zafew & wgar § f& Afger
gaeqrd foaY agt 9x &, 98 w
#1 ¥ SyraT § SAvEr q9A fE 9%
g, wifs 3% @Y gu ag VAT
Tt QA E, AR I T T AW
qEqt 9T 7gdT § 1
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Shri Tek Chand (Ambala-Simla): Is
not the hon. Member unchivalrous?

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: I think the
hon. Mr. Tek Chand should learn a les-
son in chivalry before asking “is not
the hon. Member unchivalrous.”

The Minister of Home Affaics and
States (Dr. Katju): May I ask one Jues-
tion? What does the hon. Member
mean by vice wversa? There is the
phrase vice versa in the Bi'l. What
about that? Will you please express
your opinion?

Shri A. M. Thomas (Ernakulam): We
are not getting a chance.

Tro Tw gwn fay
explain that.

He will

A wlfwam § Ak
4 =g g fF waror & ag 9 50
e 35 € % fou of, gry DY
TFEA F ATFATT F Y 7YY 5
AR IR FAF ITF TR F aw
DA TG IAT R AT BT ¥ T
T HT AT FT F fr oAt s 2
oY 7 TR suvey Y &4 1 wrw @Y
FYE R AT AT R ST N o F
Tgx g "M afgr sk w8 R
¢ X TEF AEY WA Arfed

gw ANTieY (a3 740 7 aF afa
T oF 9T w1 farw aga erewr
£ ag aea oAy £ o7 gq 97 oY
T Y Y SOTAT ¥ FATAT A ATHA
Y sifem s Tfgy, dfew qg N
g g9 BT ET Ay AY gwedy anforw
feafa &, 9@ 9¢ W gITOM@ w7
wifge, *4ifF Ix a% gy anfaw
feafa xafta wft @l £, o0 a5 @
a4 I{@ F TES TG Y qEX



3333 Dowry

[®10 Tm g fag)

wrfas s@ATaaT FY 37 FH F
R fmsm g #
wran g i et g% 0% g7 gE @
aifas FEaTEAT T gL FE A qES,
g, e ga% foq axwme w1 afeg
fr g7 ol ) feY geafa § saw
ATTOTEY F S, T8 77X F A goarg
e fewiz & FTERX ATAT FW
arfs FeeY QAT Tgh T AT qE |

W ¥ 9y MY I I 7 AR
st oy wFaeft 7 W Fg fF @
FIAT AT FEAAAT F FO TG
oY sEfrgt fvq) §F § fasy ¢¢, Ro
AT 30 AW &Y IIT &Y Y § R Y
ey 7Y & € €, I F7 3w
3feT & IR TaoTS fF 47 OF aga
¥ orwi FY 3@ § fr oY vo aix

wo §I® Y JEr G T4T §, T ITHY

ey et aw AEY g€ &

¥ aga ¥ geIq X qHAT § gt
sgHl w7 Wt ThE & wew TEg
& o, Wiy @ T TS Ao
Aoz T € 5 g amdr  SgAT o
Y 758 AT X SIF ¥ FL foraw
qra g7 g AR o frdt I8 ¥ W
YT g1 | FEoT ag g € fe oy
FAR 70T T F FF & & d fam
qrY % o &

IS o gEg F A A fgF @
wd Y § e o9 3T FEey
&/ afcory w3/ &1 a9 v §, & Wy
8 g I E, 1 WY Sy AR
o § 7 T Pt sEfaY €Y
e fearT & =% & 7 7T, AN
TN AN | H AR AT R gAY

11 SEPTEMBER 1958

Rfstramt Bill .+ 3334

g% 3 Ag, qt 7 & A7 ¥ § g
F v #Y Ay A gg €1 oo
garor & o3 fod @l w1 @1 awr
g WY F SR O o & AR
wfafwa &vr aga g 7w 7 €,
g & fegfy oX €A ¥ A=At
T FEAS AIRATY FTH AU
W AT qTH A § | HAS ATQ
SR ATT ¥ AW FT AAT I AT
g T FIW fFaR g AR
frm o madT AR ST IEE oK
AT feafy o9 % 7 gedr a9
A% FH AT IET [N IF T A Az N7
AN e M AW ¢ § ITHY Frewrd
A At § N Qw g, gA AT
frerd, qar o ga 9 FIF, o
ZW s &7 feqfy geea @Y

Mr. Chlirnihn: Shri Muniswamy.
Dr. Katju: The time is over, Sir.

Mr. Chairman: We will sit five mi-
nutes more; flve minutes out of the
time allotted to private Members’ busi-
ness were taken on the FEstate Duty
Bill.

Shri Muniswamy (Tindivanum): 1
oppose those who oppose this Bill. I
shall confine my remarks oniy 10 a few
points.

I am surprised to see how some hon.
Members of this House have quoted
Vedas for opposing this 3ill My hon.
friend Mr. Nandlal Sharma has quoted
the Vedas. (Some Hon. Members:
No, no.) Sir, it is in the Vedas, and
I may like to quote one thing: “If a
Sudra reads the Vedas, you must melt
iron and put it in his ears and mouth.”
Is he going to follow the Ved. now?
If this is followed......

Shri Dhulekar: It is not written in
the Vedas.
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Shrl Muniswamy: Then in the Manu
Smriti, It was the Manu Smriti which
was quoted often when the Estate
Duty Bill was here discussed.

Mr. Chairman: The Manu Smriti is
not the Veda.

Shri Muniswamy: It may not be the
Veda, but Manu Smriti ard all this
come under that category. 1 may point
out incidentally that you have got the
Vedas, Srutis and the Smritis The
Srutis are those that are direc!ly heard
from God. All these things have been
taken into consideration when the
Hindu Code Bill was draftcd. And I
may quote the words of Justice Nelson.
He said: “The Hindu Law was drafted
‘by those English people who never
knew Sanskrit, with the help of those
Sanskrit Pandits who never knew Eng-
lish.” 1t is in the book written by Jus-
tice Nelson My Expcriewces in the
Indian High Courts. Therefore, I may
quote it.

Why should they unnecess:rily bring
in all those Vedas and quote them to
oppose a Bill which will plzce us also
in the eyes of other countrier as civi-
lised persons. It is called Vare Dak-
shina in our place, in the South. It is
more predominent among the Brahmin
community and not among the non-
Brahmins.

Shri Nambiar: Less.

Shri Muniswamy: It is now gradual-
ly spreading like the locust menace to
all the other communitics also. The
words Vara Dakshina used Lo indicate
something which was given as a gift to
the bridegroom who comes to the
house. It is given to the boy who is
coming as the husband. RPRuti it is bring-
ing down the dignity of the toy who
comes as the husband to give some-
thing and.call it by the name “dowry’.

I support this Bill becaus2 in the eyes
of the world we must also appear as a
civilised country, and 1 am pained to
see some of my friends cpposing it
without any meaning.

I do not understand one thing in the
Bill which I wish to point out. There
is a clause which says that <hose who
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pay dowry or who receive dowry should
be imprisoned for three months. 1
oppose this. They may be tined Sup-
pose a father wants to see his ¢or. mar-.
ried, if soon after the marr'age the
fellow is put in jail. I think nobody
will come forward to celebrate the
marriage of his son.

Sbrimati Renu Chakravarity: Send
the wife also together.

Shri Namblar: The wife also should
be imprisoned, both together.

Shri Muniswamy: From this point of
view I support the Bill and ' find no
meaning in opposing the Bill. I stop
with this point.

Mr. Chairman: Is Mr. R. K. Chau-
dhury very anxious to spcak? He may
speak provided he finishes within the -
allotted time of five minutes.

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: I
finish.

cannot

Your decision, Sir, o allcw the wo-
men Members of this House much
greater latitude is certainly armirable.

Some Hon. Members: No, Sir.

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: I say admir-
able from a practical point of view. 1
have seen in my own domeslic life that
if you are found fault with, if you are
taken to task, by some wcnienm mem-
bers, if you allow them the {fullest
scope of talking, they will quieten down
after some time and later on they will
admit that they were in the wrong. I
am hoping that if I live lung, T will
myself sce a demanstration ..f this in
this House.

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
should speak on the Bill.

Shri R. K. Chaudbury: I was saying.
Sir, I had welcomed your decision . on
this ground because it enakles us to
know the full case of the women Mem-
bers so far as their support to *uis Bilz
was concerned, but I oppose it. I have
the temerity to oppose it Today 1
think that man is tne boldest who docs
not fear his wife.
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An Hon. Member: How many are
there?

shri R, K. Chaudhury: There are not
muany, of course.

I base this on three main grounds.
First of all, I consider that it is unneces-
sary. It will defeat its own object,
namely, that this Bill will not prevent
the acceptance of dowry, but will rather
prevent marriage for a long time......

Shri Nand Lal Sharma: It will intro-
duce black-marketing.

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: Certainly, it
is likely to introduce black-matketing.
1 ask, Sir, of what utility will it be?
Who is going to prove the contract?
Tue Bill has been entirely misconcelv-
ed. It will be difficult to punish or it
will be futile to punish or it will be
against the wishes of the members of
the family concerned to see the man
puaished. It would be much better if it
would be able to prevent the accept-
aace of dowry. Whenever it has come
tc the knowledge of the persons in
authority that dowry is going to be paid
in a particular marriage or that ox-
cessive dowry has been dermanded by

sowne party, then the inw should be put.

ir: motion and that should be stopped.
Because, after the marrtiage takes place,
after the dowry is paid, it wili be very
difficult to prove a contract of this na-
ture. What use it would be to have a
legislation of this kind, I do rot at all
see.

I should like to say, Sir, thut I am .

not taking it in a spirit of levity. I
think, Sir, it will be injurious to society
{u have a legislation of this kind

An Hon. Member: Injurious?

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: Yes. You
have education. Why don’t yov intro-
duce courtship on a much larger scale
than it is at present?

Sardar A. 8. Saigal: Are you in fav-
our of it?

Shri R. K. Chaudkury: Yes. I am in
favour of courtship because that will
save me payment of dowry. Have
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courtship. If you have courtship, go
to the court{ for special marriage; finish-
ed; ali expenditure and burden is sav=-
ed. Why are you having this measure
which will only alienate the feelings of
the people? Those who. are willing to
?ay, will pay.

' S8ir, there are other points which I

have to make in support of my opposi-
tion.

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member has
finished his speech?

Shri R.'K. Chaudhury: I want to-con-
tinue, if you will allow me. This par-
ticular point of view has not been put
before the House,

Shri Nand Lal Sharma: He will con-
tinue.

Mr. Chairman: * The hon. Member
may continue on the next day.

The House then adjourned till Four
of the Clock. '

The House reassembled at Four of
the Clock.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

ESTATE DUTY BILL~—contd.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Clause 52 was
over. If any amendments have been
tabled for clause 61, we can take them

up later on, Let us now proceed to
clause 63.

Clause 63 —(Case to be heard by
Benches of High Courts etc.)

Shri N. L. Joshi (Indore): I heg to
move:

(i) In page 31, line 6, for “two”
substitute “three”.

(if) In page 31, omit lines 9 to 14.

By my first amendment, I seek to
substitute “three” in the place of “two”
and consequently, by my secoud amend-

ment, I seek o delete the proviso to
sub-clause (1), The reason js quite ob-~
vious. If there are three Judges, the





