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Some Hon, Members: No. no.
Shri Namblar (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. I^puty-^pea^or: Order, order. 
Sometimes we reduce our age and 
become fidgety.

DOWRY RESTRAINT BILL—Contd.

Mr. Depaty-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.

^  ( iW r  

Pp ^  jpf ^ ftr
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[Pandit Tiiakur Das Bharcava in the 
Chair]
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ŴTTJr ’T ^  t%5T?f I WTrTf
fH  % ?rr̂  53-nr 3n-iT 7% 
vt ’stmitr 'TTTtf >ft pr !Tflf 1 1 3 n i 

^  ^  apT̂  ?jrnr artr 'jttt #
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^  5T' I

Mr. Chairman: Motion moved:

“That the Bill to restrain the 
custom ot taking or giving of 
dowry in marriages, be taken in
to consideration.*’

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

Shrl M. S. Gunipadaswamy (My
sore): Sir, there is an amendment...

Pk^. D. C. Sharma (Hoshiarpur): 
For how many minutes shall I speak, 
Sir?

Mr. Chairmaii: The hon. Member
may resume his seat. Shrl Gurupada- 
swamy is raising a point of order.

Shri M. S. Gumpadaswamy; There 
is an amejidment by me for circula
tion of the Bill for eliciting public 
opinion.

Mr. Chairmaa; I do not understand 
what is the point of order involved. 
There are two amendments to the 
same efTect. I have called the hon. 
Member in whose name it stands first.

Shri M. S. Gurupada«$wamy: I 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 
if stands first. Now. Prof. Sharma.

Frof. 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. 1 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 Member 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 (Pumea 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. Sharmal
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 
two or three shRbby-looking persons 
coming tb me with a petition in 
their hands and asking me for some 
kind of charity. Generally these 
petitions were written in Bengali and, 
therefore, I was not 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 a particular 
State in India. But, now, Sir, 1 And 
that this disease has become rampant 
all over India. There is no part 
wher.e you cannot find this disease 
of asking for dowry on the part of 
the parents of the bridegroom, on the 
Dart 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 
drastijc remedies. We had, for Ins
tance, Sir, the Sarda Act. What 
was the puroose 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 social 
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 aile 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. 
If 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

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 
eouality so far as sports is concerned. 
Every day I find, Sir, that there are 
instances of sex eouality all over the 
country.

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

Prof. D. C. Sharina: I know, a lady
magistrate here adminis,ters 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 
equality so far as the relations of 
man and woman are concerned. t 
will think that the age of social 
equality has come only when a man 
doles not say that he fwouldl marry 
a particular girl only if he is given 
some kind of dowry.

I met the other day a gentleman— 
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 
nt 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 bf equality which ttiey ought
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to have so far as marriage is con
cerned. If they had, no father would 
iiave 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 relat{ionship *is mot V)n an 
-equalitarian basis, on a basis of 
xeciprocity, I think the talk of social 
revolution, silent revolution. blood
less revolution, loses some of its value. 
We want a kind of social revolution 
in India where our daughters can 
stand on their own legs and where 
they can say to young men who want 
some dowry, ‘well this is not the 
Tight thing to do’. I say the only 
remedy for this is that we should 
.advocate adult marriages.

I am a student of literature, Sir, 
înd today I want to refer to Sanskrit 

literature, to sanskrit drama, the 
dramas of Kalldas and the dilamas 

o f Bhavabhuti, those great writers of 
India, What do you find there? Even 
though India was not at that time 
very great, I And that in those days....

Sbri Algu Rai Shasiri: It was
:greater than today.

Prof. D. C. Sharma: ' I said very 
great. Other hon. Members do not 
understand very great; wbat can 1 

do? India was not at that time very 
great, but still I see. Sir....

Shri Algu Rai Shastri: It was very 
very great. Sir.

Prof. D. C. Sharma: Sir, we f)nd 
that those dramas give such fine and 
noble portraits of our woman- 
liood. 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 negotiated 
marriage 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

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 legislation, I th^nk, we Indians and 
perhaps the inhabitants of other coun
tries would have become angels by 
this time. Look at the number of 
laws that we are passing tn every 
rountry in the world today. Look 
at the amount of legislation which 
piling up. I might add, Sir, that no 
country could ever become moral by 
mere Acts of Legislature. I do not 
decry legislation, but I can assure 
you. Sir, that legislation Is a very 
ineffective method. 1 say that thia 
kind of legislation should be preced
ed by education and also followed by 
education. Education should comm 
first and legislation should coma 
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 dimate. th« 
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 passed 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 has 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.

^  arrr ^
^ ^ jn r s n f fT f r i  if ^
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*rT Pf> ^  ?fi’T
’T ^  ^  ’rnrr ^

I

«ft *W^ TW : JT5
STRT? '

^RT 5 %  3T^R 3TTift ^
5 ^  3tV?! ^  ^”<6*hV 5̂rr

Îf, wfftfT ^  ^  ^  ^nyr̂

^ I ??PTT '^TlH TFT

VXrTT TWrTT 5 v fffv  H ^  <fPf 5fi^
?  I ^  TFT

^ R̂T ^  ^ ^>t«tt

^T#dl ^ f ^  V^VT V7WT

?  ^  ^  ?ft Mmft-id «fT??rr ^  qrwT 

^1 w  ?rf^ ^  5 P f HIT

^  ^  ^  5 ^
^ f v  r^^ i *f>̂ i ^ I ^fv*T 3fnr

*rtr ^  ft> JTÎ r̂ ’̂ n
i T 5 '^  o *t>’’"̂ T TFT ^  % «rtT I

Prof, D. C. Sharma: I am glad to
have this explanation from my learn
ed sister. What I mean to say iJi 
that our laws 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 at 
their own right. They should hav# 
as much right of inheritance to the 
property of the parents as the sons 
have.

Shri K. K. Ba«u (Diamond Har  ̂
hour): 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, thenpfore. think that the 

idea of dan which was very good at 
one time is not being righ ^  under
stood today and is not being rightly

practised today. I would, therefore sug
gest that we should so change our so
ciety that our daughters have as much 
share in our property as the sons 
have. We have removed so 
many disabilities under which our 
sisters have been living. We 
hav^ taken away some of 
their economic and other disabilities. 
This social disability must also be 
remorved. This disability may only- 
.be removed when our sisters and 
daughters think that they are not 
to be given away in that sense.

Mr. ChainiHUi: Amendment movedi
“That the Bill be circulated for 

the purpose of eliciting opinion 
thereon by the end of February, 
1954.”

^  ^  ’(TWT):
^  3 T ^

;
“That the Bill be referred to a 

Select Committee consistimg o f 
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 iHouse? He may be able to 
give better opinion and he is agree
able. You don’t accept?

«fy XfPfo ^rw : T will consider 
it in the end.
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T̂PT̂  ^  ^  ?nTRgvTT
¥T ^  f^trr 11 >T ?ir%f9y# 

v r r f  ?̂iT g' I

^  HWT apfft ^
5  ^  % *i?w % 91W  n  i>Tr arr̂ TT 

5  f r  ^  JTilr
^  ^ I rj!-s<^n w ^  5T ,̂
5^  #  w^t ifr
VI fsTirfT ?, TftrfTfr % <r̂  r̂?Rn 
t  %  f^nn^ % ^  apTffl- Tf r̂rsff ^  
TTfR: ^  aflT sttr *pr sRvt? 
T7 *̂TT %  f̂ TO" % 'ftli.n
^ r  3p5^ riT? ?r arr-T sft̂ nr ^  
»!r?fV?r JT? Jr«TT s n fW  «rV 1 

7 «  % ?Tt»r 31^ T!=Jrr t«t %
w t n  »fV «P> f  ?T a rt?  ^  ^ f^ p m r

f w  ^  <T I ?»Tr^ JT?t 5T m  %  J r r r

^ ) '*1̂  ^  SPTTT
?TflT'<T 5 ^  ti‘ ii'Ji #
5r#5T *PT;rr ^ f r r  «rr, 

arr̂ rr T̂fffT *rr, ^  r̂̂ nr ^  % tr t
fsp f̂t 5TOT ^  T 3ft-, fro l- JT̂ TR

% Tfrirn: vt «̂r<r % r̂mrfr w anrnr
farr «PTciT «TT, ark ?r?r«mT«rr ?r»TF?r 
sp^ % ^  r̂mrftRT #
5T#5ir̂ T?nr<qT ^ ^ ^ fs ^ a n v tw r r

%Tfr«rTT
% iT«F ^  5®r?(w % ^T#, 

^  armiTW ^   ̂ ^
^  ^  '5TR I JTTT ?Tf >ft WTW

?  f« r  J m f ^ T  ^  #■ i f f l t ' T P t i  ^  ^  

ŜTO arfsvK vwrraff vt 
«rr ^ ! T  % i?lT# % I »n?rT
s ftT  f 'R IT  ^  ^ 'ffs JT ?f)cIT «IT f i r  ^  

5T̂  apfvft V̂ TT ^  fv̂ fy 9TX % T̂PT 
v f sftr JIT aftr <i:?*lT aftV'T

5T%9T V ?  ^  ?r<T*r ^  T R T

^  (V ^f ^  ^  f> T  ^  arT«T V l 4 H  

^  ai'Wl 5TT5 ^ 9V fw*(
*rt T̂Mr̂ ri ?rr<?T̂ , 

a rtr  ’ T ^ « r  %  ^ i * f H  ^

a t T i ^ j j ^ d r  ^  f  I ?r«rnTf^ 

irfir arPT a f k  t t  »TJf fr n r n r  

TT ROwwi ?ft T̂ rr ^
^THTPT n ^  farepft aiT^^5iw

^ i  
fr *n r  sift g ’ T ^ n : < :t  v t

finTTT <Tr f«rF?T5r v r  if, ^  ^
>1^ % ’¥'7 if ^ S

?P ^  ^ ^  ^r»TH %
^  'd(fi *5T Ôni ^  fifT

a n r w ?  v r m

«TT ^

^  arRfV <fl' ?Tf
^  V t  3|T^‘ I

f^ i%  5j^aTRT ^  ^ s fh r r

^  I ^  ?iiTsr i  %  ?npT ?r«Tnr 

S-?r <TT? %  ^  «fV 5ft

ip | -^  f n f  ST̂  I %fiR 
^  3 f%  ?PTT3r 3TP1 5re5TT »n?T, ^  3|% 

iRT Tfr̂ RfsT
^  arVr > T T ^  n ^  'T fr^ R f’ T

^  * R  a r tr  a r r r  it ?  arrar ft> 

fWJTT w  t  I
^ n n r ^  « tt 1%  v ? jn  ^

% fejir jit: ^  .f^r

«T? m «TT I a n f t ^ i ? ; ^  r r f f ^ r n r a r ^  

JT? JPTT f  ar?  !T3IT
r̂ ^ a r  ?  i art

5 JTT V *»IT  v t  T t  ^  ^  %  fe lT  i f ^  
^  5 ?RT3r ^ foRT^
^  a m r fin ff  v t  s f W t  j r t  ^r jt  ^ « t

atW T f t  I J T f  ?pTr^ ^  » r ^
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[«ft ITfTo
% f  f% wt»r arrjft ^  ^  

3mr
f  I IT? %?ft ?r«TT3r %
^  T̂5T f) Pp ^*T 3rT'̂  ^fhnr 
% arr̂ ft t  ^  I JT? ^
fv̂ ft '*fr ?nnir % fetr ^  ^
f  I >TT 55t»ff ¥ t

^  w f f r  arrsr îrrsr v  jt? 
^1 5 ^  ^  VCTT ’ TT̂  ? 'J'l'fl
«KT«r Jî Tr irr?5frT arK arr-T 3N?r

sTTift ^
'TT^ f  I ??Tspr ^  ?ft ?r*Trsr ^  | i

1̂  ntm̂ v wm : ??r% ftjrr 
3irT ^rrrrr ^  ^ f  '

sft qwo t?!To J r m : ^nrnir % 
*^^«  ̂ %  C  ' ^ rn r  f » r i t

w?T5?’ ^  >T
PjTSTT aflrft ^ aftr anftw ŝ T̂ PTT
arnr <i4cfl ^ , artr ftrw
JTF̂  ^ iT  ^r srarrr r̂rrrr t .

?>TT̂  »̂TPr 5? 5T? ^  ^  arRrr
t f ^  afr^^3rnprwTT^fTqri^^?rp 
1̂ ; aflT <mr ^  f , artr 
3ft f  ftr ?»npt ST’S® r̂ 3TB®T
<R f*rw 3j  ̂?niT3r 3;% % 
f*T^, ^  ’STT  ̂ ^ ftr ^  3Tpft ftrerr 
5PT arVr art# TfW T % ^
wnr g n v T  3PT̂

^  ̂  <f?rr f»T% aftr ^
^  <f% % Ir ftrwT srr?r

!»rni, anrOrr n̂̂ f f̂ rê r ^ w O  
^ ?»nTr srt̂ r ^

( j t ^ i  4 ' ymm rr^fvipTiHTmmr
vlft' *<(JI 'TT ^ 5  5 ♦̂11 O’ ^ (T

ftr T*ff ^  % 'Ti sftr vrf%-

w d  3 ftT  t  I
fiff 5f? aTTJft- qr >rdm 5T  ̂*ffT̂  
f5i?r?rPfr ^  ^  ^  3 ; « f t v

35^ %isn Jrr^ ^  1 ??rF?y(T
Tt ft^TT ŴTTT «*T 5

ft> ?*T ^  % ’PTT ’̂ iTT'T ^
f*p fTi^ ?r*rr3r #  «f f?r«̂  ^

a r f^  ^  a r f^  WIIT % ^  arrjft %5TT 
aftr ^  ?r  i

4 ^  3jtp?t
*̂11 ^ I i  I %

aftr ?»nTt wi  ̂ w  
a  apH ftR K  JpR T̂Tfrr t ' ?
irrr ^ f3T5y % ^

*T^ afk %TT ^r5T
i n f t  3 ft , 3ft f t r  t m P K  %  stR t-

• ^  *̂t5Tiin: f%?r
^  ̂ 5f«f, 'n?5?^rTi\’T ^

w t P P  w  n T m r

^  *frt^ ^  ?ni!^ f  aitr ^ 3 ^  ^  
^  a rrw ^ n r

t ,  a f k  3 1 ^  iiT T  w r w  #  f ®  T T H f f

^  W %  ^  3 J ^  5 ( ^  5 ®  * F F J ^

Ttft >T^ t  I w r ? r t^  d | i< n m ?TT 

^  ^  t  n
^  %  ?n<r a f t r

far̂ TT ÎT’T % «(i< iT̂  Pf ftvff ^
w  5 ^ 1 ^  ^ F T T  3rnr ftp ?r»iT3r >17: ?^ni>T 

of®wi a r a r  i 4  f ^ n r  • r ^  

i f  a r r ^  <t?cr s f t w ? :  ^ t^ T *T  

^  5nrf ^  ?r 9?>T5r j  ftr ^
<»>l»̂ »i ^Hf«? *1TT ?T ®T5 ^  ^
^ V ? ft  I ^ V t  3 R M  f i
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^  ^  a n m  sift 'r? *rr i
*114 ^ra' % ftr n̂rrsr ^

^  f̂ iffSR!' jRT̂ rr
a r n r ^

?rt? ^nrrr % s t r  % ^  ^
# I f«RfV 5 5 ^  % Prar ^

5RH^t%f?RWP ITT %jrfirTO%
*̂rr fir^TT 5  > ^

apT# ^  fvsrr^ arrar ^  ?ft 
irmr f  afk ^  w m  sfjtrt 

^  ssnrr ^  ^  aftr
r̂ »^KT T«If»r 5Tflf f^sifvW T I

ir«TrT% »TfKJT, arrm  otpt 
ifra' TT ’TTT ^  ^  ^  ^5?T
f̂t ?rr*rrf^ ^pfrR i  3ft ^jcr ftsflr 

^rnrrf^ ^  n
f  I Pud'ft' vTRft̂  t ,

W?Tf T?T>r f̂râ *T
^nrr irr îTRfhr ^nrw' f  % ^

^7T<V>inW ^TTcft-f' I ^  
TifV ?rr»TrN  ̂ wrihH ^

¥V 5r«TT. % f^?5TO 5T??Tra- 
>mr ?r ^err ^  jt? «fr 5 :^  % ww
Ĵ̂ STT T^T ^ f r  ^  % 3fV

^nn’TrcT ^ ^  STPTW W
jrr  ^ s n r  ^  s ' 1 
^rfT ^  Ji^957 iTf 5  %  5mnp 

^  ??r 5T*rr
^  ?TJTT5r j f  fR ?
^ 3^T f^^TTF *̂11*1 P̂T
5 r>i)T ^  ^  ff»rrsr j f  arnr fir̂ r jrfir 
fi?:T 5ri?ft ^  9rr T ^  t  I artr ir?

3iT3rJi5T?R>
3»1VT i 0  f
ft> r̂  % 'i*î > *((ni n»ni

f*(>ff<fi' vfOTTtirf vj6i*fi Ti?ft 
iftt WIRrt ^  ’T*^ 71WT 5'
^lUH^wr VT fwqrr vr?fl’ jf' 1

T̂KTrrfir JT?jt^, ariq^ ?»?
* n ^  f r  f jn t  ^ 3 T  #  ^
% 3f»T i '  3r|t ^  3RT r̂ ^
*nmTr arRrr I  1 fsft % î' ?d»ff
«K> f  ^  f  I

finpft Pi*f (̂ iT*< ^ ’iWiTiT) ;  
atfft ?rt»r *rrn% f  ^  f% 

vrfswf »f *1̂  ff, arnr ^
'TTW w f  5  I

Mr. phaimuns The hon. Member 
has not been called upon to speak. 
He should not take advantage by  
standing up, and s;>eak without be
ing called upon to do so.

^  tjffo ITW : WPT'ft’T
W??JT sf 5niT5 *m  »T?T5!T ^m*IT ’Tff I
J|Tr ?Tf f  ^  ĴTÎ  «*iN
% f  ?ft gtTT^TftrT
^ ^ftR’ fsRT 9WRT artr >rraT pT?rr
5T 3RT fw r t  ^
5i;flf t ??r ^  sm  ^  ^

^  >T sifTT r̂ m  ^  f  ^
^nn r̂ % ^ 1
4  ?fr f5T55 IPT ^  T̂<T«f5T »in?rT ^ 3ft?:

sp?OT ^ f r  3R IT? 5T^ T̂firRT
% <mT r̂ !frw  3Tr#>n ?rt ^  ?inFt
'mr T?»T I

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 has not given it, he can indi
cate it here.

Amendment moved:
That the Bill be referred' to 

a Select Committee conalgtlni of 
Shrimati Uma Nehru, Shrimati 
Jayashri Raiji, Shrimati Renu 
Chakravartty, Shrimati Sushama
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[Mr. Chairman]
Sen, Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava, 
Shn Raghunath Singh, Shri Hari 
Vishnuf .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.’*

:

afrftNiR % ferr q?; ftrw f^Jir

snfY jt'

f f , 3PTT ^  STTTT ^  ^

5nrnr ^  afk ^  %
'T|[w ^  aftr «rra

fWPRT VTift 
t  I TT an^ f?55?m5T«ifV

arM  amfr ^t(zx ftsrat ^

5 1  f̂tH• % TT ^  aiw Braw
3TTH ^  ?  ?ft arVTcff % ^

% fw*i ^  1̂

^  TT arnr f  sftr snr ^  ^

V t ?, 1 5̂iTT ft; 8rtr?ff ?r
^ni f^Wni

5 I ^

arr̂ r ctv ift fv^*r

▼r Tm ^  ^  <rw 5T^
I 3ne v t f  ^  ?ft ^

7RT ST̂If 
^  feff >ft t  3T?r 

f% H ^f=r
% HTw ^ «rr I srV?:

??ft ?R5 ^ 5*ri  ̂ fT3¥ % ^fJTf
'dfi

'^rRfir
sfVr ^  <nw ^  ^  W«PT I

?iT5r firw 
t  f t  f  eft t

g  fsp 4  %  f w  nxm: ^ ^
*ii<H % 5^ 5  * VTPIT
^  ^  ?fr 5T ^  spw >Tt»Wt ? 

^  rfi ftnfi 55nn f

» r m  f̂r ^  sn# i ?»Trt 
r̂>rnr ^ ?TT3r ftRRt w m  yifwlf

#  I ,  ^ r t  ^TTT’ ff
^RT

Hu h  ^  srrfkirf ?rT3r

W  ^  *fl< % w^rrr,
#  ftra*TT W TH , ftrrrfr

^
f r ^ f t  ^  t f + d l  I

% rrr ^  l<fi<ai<S w ? i f t

H 't i h ' ? , "TT ^  ^  5tT^t

Sfflf ^  ^  % ¥I«r ^  I
VTVA VT̂
«RT 5T̂ f, ^  ^  »ftT ^  ffff ST̂  I 

^  JT? ^ R K  ^  t
ftr t  > 'Ĥ ar ^
^  ft?  ^ 5 ^  ^r ?ft»r ^  P p  a n ^  ^  

w t *n jt  m N i i  ^ t?tt

% ^  ^t*r *ii’ i  ̂ $^nrr
w iS fT i ̂  *n f t  ^  I



3291 Dowry 11 SEPTEMBER 1953 Restraint Bill 329a

?fr STTWT *it<rT r̂nrr wrr ^
fipw »rift I  I

t  ?IT? r T T f  %  «P«Tt ^  J i m  t ,

* » m  i, * f t e f  i', ftrs n iR r

=3TR *Tt»I# W
'N W f r?R*T *i»t 11  *nR *ftr
^  ’̂ Tl^ ?  f̂t ^  ^  *11̂
;? %  firsPTT# #  ’P W  ^
^  I w  <nR ?TRTSr  ̂WT#

T?: v t f  t r fw v  ? m  ferr srnr
■fft 3iTKr *FJTT«T ^  !T^

flRrar I

% ?TT«r ^  ?TT«r, yim fw
4  f  f r  msr fiPR ^

3rr smr t
^  ^  ?JT% >11̂  f ,  5ft ^nfeff ^
r<Swn f  I T̂TSr ^ T T  ^pnar

ijirT: T?T ^ %  »w  ^  
ft> ftnr #  tn ’ft

« h 5 fh iH  ^  ^ m w f t 'j T i ^  ^  I . ^

^ ’ «n^tT ^3rT ^«n ’ »uft' y r̂ ^ i4ff 
wr »Tift ^ I fm" #  ftmr
I, 5 i f^  ^  qfnrr t , fmrftr ^
'np’T ¥)■ »ftw  #  ^  ^  ^ I t
•f?r ^  ^  flTTRcft j  %  5Ti^ v t fr r r  
^<T ^ w  ^  f%

T̂T >̂ 1% (TmKt ^  I <n^

•qfl# ^  sftiRT 51  ̂11 *ITar f»r wW 
^ ftr arre^ 'TO 
f  I q fi^  f  ?rfwf ^ f r  

•wfT ^  «mr ^ I finrtr
f̂t® *̂ 0 ^  ’Pft 5  ?rt ^ o  tjo VT<VT

^  ?  I aPIT aftr JPTm 
^  r̂rar ̂  ?ft ^?ptt ^  'if^nr

%% t  t ^

*rrr%j ^ar % f i w
^  ^  f»WTT % ^
*TP[%? t  ■#? f̂lTTT ^  wrrff t  ^  
??r ^  Jî  îT *ft?» ^
t  I ^  ^  ^

^ ^ w f t  f<wr?r 3fT?ft ?  I 
^  % HT9 ’Trf^ 3T>T 5J?n?V
arn[?r ^  »nft 5 arR
3mi5T ^  ^ I ?»W t
ar^'t 3nrf ?n^
^  ^  ^  5 1  *rt ?rrr
Kt »t3pjt t ', ^rr?t ^  ^  f r r r  
5|gr ^  snr? r̂ f  1 amr p i t  fnrr^ 

f  55T TT ^  arar ?taT ^ ? arrsr
JJff *rrw»T 5 1  4  5T 5ft <Tf 
f ,  ^  sisjlf ŝTH  ̂ f -  'tt inr 
iTT̂ r̂ ^ iV 5® *Pt7  f’T'̂ TT *n>T aftr 

farw Vt frt!«T % ftR? f̂ iTCf 
afVr <Ptr *PT fir*f arr̂ »T 1 f̂t>*r
irnr aw ^  5t?TT f  artr 5n ^
51^ t
ip? TT ^  ^ 3tTt  ftrrfV %

^ i r n r T T * P T ^ t  •
gtT»[f̂  5, *115 ^mft 3T«^ ^  5̂T*IT 

^ 1  ^j srrr »fV n̂?TT "sn?^ 
'̂, <?(V  ̂ r̂rot ^rfl ^ w«vl 

fti?*rf«P?»T ^
n jl T»Rft t , *IT »\T

fff  vt n̂pT t  afk '̂ Tl^ t  
9W ^ 3rr*f srn'
v T ^ i  « i^ t !W ^ ^ < r 3 r flr  »fam^ 

I Tff a r?  % *it *rrr %
^1  «R «T? fRnr 'TT i:^  >frtt vw v
5 artr ^*nw TT w?RT »nn(t f»n:*n’ 
^  «PT sniftan-̂  I

Pbt ?ft 1? ^  v i t  ifV i  fv  
i i f f  ^  ^ fttJiT amrr ^ 1  Pkt wt
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5^  ^ I ^ f̂ *<i '»i(di 5
ftr ^  ^  % 3(K 51?^ ^

atnnft I « R  ^  ftf farar
ir f^RPTT f»T3T, ^

irar’ft ^  aftr w fftr
*̂0 *1̂

^  I ^  % STRfV 5 ?ft
^  f  %  fiRnft ^  JT? 

•̂ x  ̂ o r r i r ^  a rYr a r n f» ft  ^

w rm  fjr^m i ^  ?5T?fV t
^  »>rreT fft'T

^ artr «r? ^««rT %^»r %
5T  ̂?> Ti f̂t t  ?rt |;%T «n?f|- ^

3n^ arnr ftr afW'V- 
P m  I ’T*nwjrarr«T

atWOfJH f r o  ^  f  •
srrsr an'r ?y ?^  «Pt

^  snTnr ^ ftw  ^
anar ^firirf % arRsrTt % ^
f w r  *TllT ^ I 31X7 >̂5[̂  5
^  i,  ajTT ^  t  ' T ^ f ^

^  I ^  <T^?TR t ,  ^ 5 J

T̂̂ r?ft i ,  5TTiTcfV ift f .
«rnm't ^  ? 5Tt amrnr J T ^ f ,  a rk
a rn m  ^  ?rt ^  ? arnsr

»T  ̂ 5 ftf ^
Vt 51^ f  riY 55W
5  ftr »T5 w ? if ^  w?ft fT?r ffi^
I ,  ^  ?rw1f a rk  ^  JTwlf M 5 »fif
5 I * n W 5  5 >TT i  ft?

51^ ?R?r w 5(re<«r fs»^ t t  ^ m -̂ Oh

VT^ ^ ^ T̂T̂ W oH ^  ^̂TT *in
<nm% 51  ^  ^  s f k ^  ?rt ^ h iO  

'Px^ ^
5 artr |*T  ^  «i>t ¥ 7 ^  t  •

9WiW ftpWRft ^  I  ̂̂

mw»T ^  t  PfT 3nr f m ^  ? n f art 
>T«ii«<b?» f  5ft 5rnr? ^  w »ht^
i  ftr ?*rr^ iTi t̂ ^rrt 5 r ^  ^
!ft# ^  ? I ]|>T ?T!T ^  ^  ^  ? I 
4' f  f r  TW ’TT * i t f t  1 t ^  
«ift WTiT' aftr 3R- «rr mr̂ r 
^  smr ?r>, ?r»rrTf5r w ^ R ir,

sfft 3rwft>
*T̂ i<f>̂ n ^  WTpPTTN» •

ftRTsft i  a rk  ? T ^  f  «ftT
?T»T«f̂  Trw1r’ % g f f » m t ‘
art^ 5Tf^r i',
^  spRT ?>?TT 5 j%  arrsT ^ r f ^ f  % 
f^?5?m*T JT? ^  ^  ^

5ft *T«trrt+ !T ^  ^  3 fk
% !T?f1f 3rrT% f f  ? r f ^
^  sfft tT3T%? fipiTr arm, ifcTwrar 
srnr PfT ^  »t‘ ^  ^TTT^rt ? , ^  ^t" 

'dH % ^
3(T*r, JT? tT f̂t ^  ^!T ^  JT# 

t  ?ftiT5T <TT 5r^ 55»T?n ? t
fpw ^  vr'iit ^an^ f  I

iT?t IT? ift  wr̂ T >rJrr, ? « r ft 
^  *1^ (̂ft *T»̂ i f% r̂ <4̂  ^id

arr?ft r̂iflf f t  »f' =sft  ̂ ¥ t
f w  5T? *rr5T!Tt f  I A' 5ft aif 
^  »TPT?ft If a rk  ^ I r  JT?t T T  ^  i? ^  
5»r»ft T f r  nft ? JT?t ?r??r ^  f w  
T f  anrft f  I T> T ^!T?ft f ■
f ^ S R f  ^  ?TT«r ^  5't’ TT 
% W T ^ *1 1  w^rrar v r  
trw a r^ggPT v?r ^ n ffT  1 % f v r  
'ifta ftT ^  vnr^fl'asniTSR t̂flTT f ,

Pp?ft ^  ^T<ft I 5®
^  w^t ?f<wT ^  rS '^w rn  ^

f «  «St Q[>SWR  ^
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TT ar>TrfJ f̂ r̂ nfV cTi5m? irrtV 
I  3)^ n>idHi % arVTrff ^
1?WT55T^ 5̂PT 5t T?T i  3tH ^

, f'»inil ?ft̂ rr5̂  TT Midi 5>
??T ^  cRlfi ^  sftr 

rrsTRr? ^  t  •

’T 3tVt ^fhrf % afrtMl 
tf f̂t t  3Th?r ^
3ftr I  ark ?r>rr3r ^
t̂?rr ft, ?r»TT3r ^vft ^

t  ??Vt HT«r ^  ^  '̂tar ^
Tfft *rr«T̂  I  f̂ r ^  am
^  CTtr fr^ft ^  *Tf <ii<tî  ̂ T ,̂ Vtf 

t̂i<.i *̂)i<l îTST <i('i<7>i 3rrr «(i«r 
t ,  w ^  I

rft 5Tf f?iww i  %  fin t ^  ^  
rT ffw  artr ark#' ifsr cht ffVf^ 
% r«r55T.fi a rr^  ^  ark
« « i i  'J’lii'l 'il'Sil' % r«l(

n̂irsr ark ^  t̂?ff % w rit 
’Ti’fV, ¥r>T ^  ftRT# ^T-5rWV 

f  f̂ R% fir?y ^ ?T> f®  ark ^  
T??rT i  3ft w r   ̂TT «r*f 
a^T îî mIt ^ c  1̂T îRi 
«pt T't® i ,  ?r*mr f  ark?r
^  ?ir<tT?5TT ark ^rrft

t ,  ^  m«r ift ^  ?5fif 
5>ft ark apTjft a rr^  ^  fir^  

5PT!ft ^  ark arrr % ?T5T

ft? VT’mmK » r^  ^  ^ftrr 
^  ’TT^, srvTT Iff ftsT arrr wrwr 

^  JT ^  »f' arm% ĵ?!Tr r̂rfsft g 
ft> Pin r̂ft [̂T 5 arr̂
T̂?sr 1̂ «w 3ik?rt vr arrrvt

424 P.S.D.

2«tH
arrr itt wr*r̂  arrrr IT? v f  ^  ^
JT? i  %  5^?*  ̂ f i r w  ^
^nWt w f^ T f  ^  5rr?t  ̂'T’st 

5̂TT ^  r̂t «F5 ^  =̂ r??ft

t ................

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

^ T  aiWt ! ar»TT w  

fifTfiT ^  srnr ^  fetr aft

ir̂ kiT,  ̂ ST f't ^  

fsvr ft? *r '•n'lriY ........

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

Shrimati Sncheta Kripalani
Delhi): That is the practice.

(New

Mr. Chairman:
interruption.

Let there be no

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. Chaadhury: 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 an3Tthing against the Bible.

Mr. Chainnan: 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.
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artsft: fnTFTfiT 
3T»TT ^ ST am  «Ft
^  t ,  f5!i3:
tsr»Tr f  i

w r̂ri! 'P? ̂ r  ^  %  ftr̂ r
5rr^1f qrt ^ ?rt»r r̂r̂ nr ^  t .  ^ ^  
^  5JT?5ff «Ft 
j f  i  I gft ’T
5r«Ri 3ft ^Trf ?T»rr3r fRr srrft arrâ
% 5  3tVt ?>T ^  ark
<twe55Tiri5R ^JRT f ,  ^

am  ?*rrft «rr1%^
fw sff ^  ?fr
5fVJT?r 'TT ?r«5 t .
7?% arrq-̂ r «P?r, ?ft ^  srr̂ r̂
^  ark 5rr^ ^ sf to sr^lff, tt ^  
5T«fcT n  JTf g %  aniT ^

^r 5TTJT % f5>% ^  % 
arrdiTJTf 5T TJT 5, ^

vtr t̂»ff # ^  ^  'T?r ft̂ rr, anr 
^  5??wf ^  ’TT̂r aiTT TO
<17: T?>T >̂THT irr %
r«p^ f f #  TC r̂rsTT 5ft
JTiSt̂ T <̂«fr ?̂rr arw ^?yr

 ̂ f«p ŝT ^  f  ^iT f t  sn^nft aftr 
?T![ ĴT̂ rrf̂ r ?nv ^  trr i
w iT arrr̂ r ^ r  ^  Jtrr «f?rr 5??wt
*TT + l f  fxT^v^nr 5i<r>»ii *T^ ^f^'i
^ 5̂Pn r̂̂ JTT =?rr??ft g ft:
?n:? gsT 5 ^ 1  «frr snTR- arr r  >nr^ 
vr *̂f»ct| afPT (Vtinli
sfrr »s[5 ’T^'ft ^?ft ?rT? «r? f̂ sT
^  3RT arrr aft^t % t t#  #’ ■dsr 
5Tî  arsTT 1

f ®  irT?«ff ^  ^<TT I  ^  ??r%
?FTii5 <mr v w  sT^ i ,

5ft # ̂  «nf  ̂ ’«rT^ fi It

•p̂ HI (I'tft ^  5W s t r  51 
i f  W5nTT3S IV 5»n̂  iTf t fipw

% 5yt»r ^  C. ^  ^  ^  ^  t  ^  
jf? ?r*rsT^^'ftf??r ^  %

Trtt̂  ^  >T?JT ST̂ t ^55T^\ 
f  a  5̂ *ff vr 4? i  % arrnFrftJJĵ 5FT5̂
?rft^%^r|;!T gnrrr f̂ ?ft f ’r^ f t  ^nfir 

^  ??r ^  #  V?5T t
a lk  ^  fiRT  TTFm arfeirn: ^  

^  ^  f  artr ^  ^
^  ^TT ÎT  ̂ f ,  ITsp traftfŷ P̂T 

TRtTI I, *Pf T̂f5TT t  I
arnr n̂rrsr ^  ?̂r fsr«TT
% %??n; 5̂  T^ amr ^3^ 

^ ^  ^  ^  cfr f t
f  fV ^  5Tirnr »n?5r

TT =^ 5rrif a fk n̂rrsr 'jt

arar ^  ark arjfSF ?tF ^  r̂ f ’ft
srrRr f»rr̂  ?r*Tr3r »f' q ^ lw  art? 
iJ^ftW #' f , f^rfetr fJTRT JTf 

f  ftf 5*T ?Pi>̂  ̂ ^  flfrrr 
^?T •t><>i ^  +'irsi5T

a?F{5 3ft fiT STRFfT i ,  l l f  5ft
tr^ «ft?T ?rr Ĵ̂ fipt ^TfR

?TfITT ^  #^rft afk^‘ ^  
3^5M TT ^*ft .1 iTf 5ft Vn^sft 
?rr safirr <̂rr 3ft fV arrr aftr 5̂ Y  
^  5nr$3r? 5 r s  ^ > t %  
^  frnr TTsrr *nrr i ,  ?«ir srr5r v t »f'
*T t»R ft ^  f*P  'T O %  fw H  ? ft*ft ^ f t

’ ftr
s(5̂  wVr f  3ft ftr̂ TT % "T̂  *th%
^  t̂ VFPT •ii'ji ft5r f , f̂ rsn’
fw r ^ Ĵ5T 3̂'Fft*ft ftw  ft*ft, ^IVh 

f̂ lf̂ T5T ft^
*TH  ̂ aftr f?5ir T® ^
<T?5ft l| aftr if W ̂  f  f r  ?>TT̂  ̂ ’IPTlf
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^  ir ^
^  ^  3 m t fŴ TrTT f  3f|T ^

I 2T? ^Ftf^nrr^ 
^  *T  ̂ ^ 3 r r ^

^  afrVTVR ?t TfT
3ftr

Jrft 3rm% qr̂  srpr̂ fr t
fiF 3OT fir^ ^  ^>?7r Ti^ 3frf*
3fhc ^r«r ^

t ,  5rr̂  v t ^
^  ^ 3 ^  T̂PT Tvrf '3TPT I

^  5T5? 5nrf :
^ T  w  % a r r ^ ^  tr?^

% ftr̂ TT ^  ^  ^  f  3 7̂: ^
;=rf ̂  ^^nqr 5 , ^  ^  sftr

^  ^  fir^ ^  5>
J T ^ f r n C  3P T  J T ^ s r  5T ^  5 ..........................

Mr. Chairman: I would request the 
hon. Member kindly  ̂ to be as brief 
as possible. I have* not something 
like 15 persons who have given their 
names in the list for speaking on 
this matter. But 1 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 abjection. 
The point in dispute so 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 five minutes 
each.

Pandit K. C. Shamuu Will you 
go by the list or by the eye?

Mr. Chairman: I have already indir 
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 
inteirested 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.

Shri 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— n̂ot 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 this 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 wiU 
also be considered on merits.

^  Ppjfir fiT«r : #  3TRT iTf
^riar ft ft? arrefWlr

% arr^ art5!5f ^  3 i ^
J T T I

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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HtW :
TnrPT

i
qwts^ iTmf’T#RTt smts^

W^ ’̂P’TRT: I
^  ^jx WRWT f w

nJTT ^ I w f ^  ^
fsw  ?TTT% ?rr*r̂  r̂nr
f  ^rnr? ^  ^  ’t 'h^ •

mPT ^  ^
iTff »̂ fr <iT 5T I

Mr. Chaiman: This is the reason
why I called upon the hon. Member 
to speak.

T̂RT 9nif : ^  ^

% j  I ®rf̂
gnTf ^  ^  ^

»m f  1% =̂ T#sr’
I  ?T!r?r m»T ’SRT ^  ^  5T? ’a®? ^  
tr? f  fy  TT ?5T
t̂5Tf ^ e ff ^  ^  ^  ^TPT a r f w ,

r t f  ^ « r  metjft Wft̂
^  sfTT̂TT i  «rk 5T ^  ^  t  I 

f l
VT^t^TW «PT «T?r ’ TFT f%JTT ’ r̂ TT, >1^*5% 
% ^  T T ^ , p R  ^  ^ fk  ^
^  *TJTT I ^  ^  ^  l^rr fifT W

^  !Ti^ % ^ q r  ftr^rr ? “ m f t
fiTT”  I ^  ^  q?#

'TT T?TT
firm’ l l  5 T ^ t,tr T JT < n

^  *H4*tl ftffT ftjff  
W  I  I ^  1 w  % f?T^
^  T̂̂ tf ^*110
# fe lff< ftr «ftT|»TT<t
irranff % t  • ^  ’ ft

a w  ^  « T ^  i  f t f  ? » n f V

tsifr-T qTTCT !jft5ft 5T 5W  ^r*TTJr « f t r  

m r^  % ^  ?T 3TT# ^  w r  ^  
^  ? T #  I J T f  J r t  ? TTTr t

f«r 5^  w »r 5fk ^
%m «r5T»r ^nrrsr f T f f  f  i ^  5W  

%  ^  ^  ^  q ^ ,  ^  ^  ^

^  5 * f t r  ? r * R

*̂ *0 ^  ^'*'̂ 1 
%  T ? : #  »rt JT ? t  I *n rT t 

JT fr  ^ r f t  ^  ? r q ^  s r r f ^  ^  

^  * f t r  ’ET^R 5W  ?f\T

^  ^  ^T*TT^ *rn S R  ^  ^  ? T ^  ^  

^  \3ti VT VT %» f^ci
% i  w f ^ w 9 T T 5 T m i f v 3 r t q m r e i T  

% 3 j w  % , qr^^Tcir 5pt %  ^  ^  %  

?»T #  5W  ? ft r  ?«fl- %  ? t  ^ n s f f  ^  

>rmr in ^  *pI- t  ^  ^  ^
^ r f^  I
? [ 5 5 r % ? r r « r ? t r T 4 w f w T ^ ’ fr

^  WR 9I«̂  ■"(î oi g, *ftr ^  JT̂
t  fqr r̂r'T q?t w  ?rTar<t iM ^ r ^
^  5T̂  513̂  5  :

‘‘ ‘Dowry’ means anything paid 
in cash or kind as a part of the 
contract of any betrothal or mar
riage”

12 N o o n

JiT T  ST^arTT I r  f ? T ^  |  ft? 
5T5f ^  f i p f  ^  T t  ^  ^

5> *T5 fW^TT^f q T  ?TT<J » T ^

^  *PTT t  ? f^PTT?
^  ?TT^ f^r^ar ^  i « p  * t t ^  1w ?  |  ^

^ W T T T  ^  I « l h T ^

#  » w n S T ^  ^  S t T i r f r s R T ^

WT?r i w f  t ,  ^  5«W F*T ^  n 
^ n H i ^  ^  <rv9rr j  fq> q f t s ^  

5t*T q r  ^  ^  < t 4 *t  ?r*ni?rr lit ,
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m m  n f  
^  ^  TfvRhr
^ I v^n* fn^ fv^T
srrar ^ ^  ti*iwi
5TIWT ^  I *I3» ^  ? P T  ^  »Ti^ 

f w  omTT I  ft> *t3j ^  TO ^nmr 
'flitii ^  I ^1'^ ^  W5T

I  ftr >13; ^  qrar ?nTOT arRrr 
*T3> VT TH ?W ?r T f ^  W  *iHi 

sfrar ^ :

‘ ^5i *TT»r ,

«ft
t T w n  ^  t  I ^fsrr ?Ft ^
f̂ RT ?r*T*T ^ ^
^  ^  ^  ^  <»M 1><.»1 % Pi^
>̂5T :

?»rt «0<̂ rM«ri' fins»[vW «rcnr
5«r*Tf ÎT5R% I

“ 5r«F»fr r̂fJTT ^  w 
^  ^  % srfir *rf®r ”  ir?

5 , 51^ »T^ »(mi ^ ^  *V
iTsp q^ apt %«PT %” »T«m ‘ ‘«rr^

5rrf^ ^TBT  ̂% ?IT«T w  srvnc
r̂ vr^m  ^  p n  =irrf^ i r̂rr

!̂T, W'*TT T̂ TT % 
f a r ^  ^  f t r  I < T H H  %  * P T T  ? ftT  

5ft >rf??r!Tt ^TT >rt ^  ^  ^  w t t  ■ ^ ,  

?*T Sfnift ^  f ? r ^  !T^ «ff̂ »t I 
*T *lln  ■‘ d^Sdl f  ^ M l  

!T ^r?ilT *T75 ft ? R T R  ^  

sRiT?r # 5 '  % >TT5rr t;, ^  ^  ^nrr 
^  ^ HW ^
^  % *I»T ^  ?*WH JT?
4  ^hIti ^  %■ ’(TT'T v«(i 
% fSVRT ^  I J|^ 3T<Jpqn ^  ft> 
^  w M V  5jft?r %  3ft f « i

P p  5 r f ^  f t ,  ^  svRjT ^

^ F T  5RF>ft ¥ ' f t  ^

^  ^  *T ^  I 3ft 544
%  ftW T 3|T I

«pt ^ n ? rr 1 f« n n  

w  r̂ ^  t  w  *T iT'rft ^wTi«fl 
v t  « r f w  ^r*PT ^  ft> 3T? ^

s n r ^  « p f t , ^  #?TTT %  V 5 « T P r %

I #' ^ f^T R  %  3f t  V T f r

^mnft t  sr̂  5»T ^  «rf«r 'pt^tt g 1 
f ^  % TT ^??!Tr t  fv s K f t  v t  

?n N rr fN r s r r , ^  v t  ?r#«rr f t T ’ Tr 

t  I 3 1 ^  »n?n P r a r

sifin % *MH VT^ ^
T t  0 ^ * 1 1  ^

n ? m n w T  f  f v  4  w r  ^  ^

5 « n !T  3 fW t #  IT5 

P p  3ft  f t w  v r  0 ^

f  ̂  ^  ^?PTT ^ T f ^  fjp  ^

% f̂srra'' t ’ ’sfk ?!?%•
f  I % 7T  %5T?T ? ? H T  pT^^fiT | ,  ^

^  fti JT? IIIT? »mT ift 
T ? R T  I ^>TTt JT^f 5 ^  T T  ^

m  %<TT arr̂ rr | •

V^O «to  fTOW(fTWr aRfrffj); 
5^ f T ? W  ?

«ft 5W HTFF 9Rf : V6>rrwg
^ fw r ^ ftr 3̂î T̂ RT v¥«ft 
r̂?r «fTT t| 5 f̂tK ^  ^  ^  ^

4hft5rvr 3|T̂ f»TT PrR f a ^ ; i
iHF<T »TR’ ^ ^«f»rornj ?rr
^  II

^  ^  Tpft ’yiSt f ; OT fftr
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5nT?]
*rr# ’ST ^  T̂?r
«i?t ^  tTRTrr 5T̂  t :  »rnrf >rr fsw
?T*nT 5 5rt n̂rv
’TN%rTr <̂Tfr ’TJTT fr  f̂ TcTr 

?̂r, »T*r̂ <iT firJT w?# >rT̂ '
t t  i', f
^<rr I ^  5Tf%%ar :
<T5r ^*r '*rf

f*TcTr Jm  P̂T srf̂
TJT WTT ^ r , ?t̂ i<l «(K
^ T  I ^  >̂?T rft Ft ÎT #

ftrrr r^r ^rf*r’ 1% #' 5*ri?t 
^ ^  ^ 4m  I ^  irfk%m

ijc ?  % T w  5ri% f  I ^

«Tmr 5^ % | i >ijf̂
t  11

W(W : TH' •T̂
I , c*rr»T t  I

«ft w  wTfs n»rt :
w  ^nr ?t I  I cfR ^
t  ?tF ^ r  VT . ’rfTcm^
^  ^  ^  ^rfenPR ^

I t̂TT 5̂ : fn̂ <4  ̂PfT

TTSrr '̂5TW # ’H’^N 
^  THT ^  ftOT I TTK

^ fw r  ^  «rrr^
^  I ĥTFT ^^tPT?rr

’fTrirr ^ ’̂ >̂TSBr ^ i ?ft ^
^  ifTrirT ’VT ^  fwT ârRTT ^ ^

^  ^  yvrf^ t̂ppRT *PT
^ F T  ®PT^ ^  ^  I

1̂14 ^  ^ftr «t»̂ H I ]̂j[cfT
f  I 5̂ftr?ft ^  vTvm x t  Pp 
^  ?>rr 2T? ?t?fT i
ipr ?ft w  ^  ^  ^fT^

^  I ir ^ t

qr ^  ?  ; ITT 3rf^  5 qr
^ I

^nr ^  I  I ^  ^m̂ iTczr
w  ^  f^^rrftrar ^

^4f+l ^4h^ i % %
^  ^  I ^  ^  ^

cTT̂  ^  ^ 1 ^
9̂nr®T ^  rlX  ̂ ^  ^ ^

^ :

r̂̂ rrftr ^  1
5J5?T^ ^rrrrftr f?r?  ̂ ? K rfacfr^Hici 1

^ % 5^<tT ^
4’ ^5T ^  f  wfftfT
f51c2T =^aff !pt sfrra'T m  I

IT’ #  ^  % fr«T %

^ »T' ^  
f  I i m  ^

^ ^  5HT^ ^  ^

^Tf^nrrrc y r  y?n m  FfNn:

nr ^
^  ^  I ?m m ff 5FT ^  ^TR

^  ^  #  ^ f i  ^  ^ I
T?: ^  ^^TR 3PT?5T ^  ^  ŝrnr 

^  ^  ^  ^  ^  «TR^ ^

Mr. Chalnnaii: Order, order, I am
very sorry to interrupt. What the hoa. 
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 ai 
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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his remarks to a close unless he has 
anything relevant to say.

Shri Nand Lai Shamuu I raised 
the points only so far as they wera 
referred to here.

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

Some Hon. Members: It should be 
expunged.

fnw 5nif : ^

^  I ^TT ^  ^ ^Tfrftr % 3TTT

^  ^  I

% ^  ^  ^  ’TRT ’Tm

f^cr ^  711T ^ ipT
1̂* ’ftft ^  T̂TR’

i ,  T̂TTPm ^  ^  5TPT ^

Afr. Chalrmaii: 1 have already indi- 
•cated that this point about status of 
women in Hindu society is only very 
remotely relevant here.

«ft ^  59TH 9mf : I anrj coming
to a close. I thank you very much for 
the time that you have given to ?ne.

%TT ^ n̂?iT ftrrr
m  tr? *P#s®r t  ^  »PT#

fir?f5T ^ w # ,  <r(w>
5®! ’T ^  I
if «rnB m v i h ^  n®r ^ 
^  ^  sn f i f t g t f  fip :

''As a result of this custom
many persons have to pay exorbi
tant sums to secure bridegroom! 
for their daughters. Again, in
some parts ithere iis regular

traffic of selling and buying
giTlsr

»TRT t  I 
<rTWT I

q f? ®r̂  w  t
'T®i  ftiflrT 5TnT ?rt 's^^i 

?j5>TT«r
^ i  I #■ ?r<T«Tm f  ft?

3ft Jrfl’ ^

ST frt^ ^  ^  «rr#
vt f?irr ?r% ^  irr^^r spr A' 

^err g i 5rr?^f % ? r ^ T  
JTRTTPrar *fk ^  «P?JTr ^  3ft ? r r ^  
sTf'T irrf? ferr wrar | ^

^  t  JT? ift »r«Tr t  ^  ^  
^  ĴT<T ffr«rt? =̂ 5rr# ^rwr sitPrv

^  5>?rT I  I 5ftT ?T*iTT n  sr#P
5pr t  I 3%

Pp^ ^  5inF̂  # ftrarr i

Shrlmatl Beau Chakravactty:
(Basirhat): Ever since some of us 
have introduced similar Bills in 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.
Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: There 

has also been a tendency to regard 
this Bill as a battle between men and 
women.

Some Hob. Members: No, no.
Shrimali Benu ChaluraTartly: It it

unfortunate. In the Statement of Ob
jects and reasons, I would have liked 
it to be stated; “this custom of not 
only paying exorbitant sums to secure 
bridegrooms for their daughters/' but 
also ince versa. This custom, in cer-
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[Shrimati Henu Chakravartty]
tain castes and in certain communities 
does act in a manner wheraby bride
grooms also have to pay exorbitant 
sums 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 expjLoitation 
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 in the Constitution.

1 should just like to say one or two 
words about the speech that hag been 
just made on the floor of the House. 
The latter part of his speech 1 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 laen 
and women. But, I would like to 
ask this. When it comes 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 
try 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 said that a 
certain amount as gifts will not be 
allowed, but the very fact that you 
are trying to introduce into this BiU 
some such clause is only the thin end 
of the wedge whereby you want to 
allow further exploitation and get 
away with it by saying that this is

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 qiiestion 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 this Bill being sent for elicit
ing public opinion.

Shri Namblar (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 diown 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 legislation 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 eaualitv 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 pass'ed 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? Everjrwhere 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 ghould 
boycott 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 jn bringing this 
Bill. A huge public opinion has to 
be created along with the passing of 
this Bill. That is the ppint 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 
m ‘upperan. Among tire Rial« in 
Tipperan ror inree years a gin nas 
to go and work in the house of the 
man she is to marry (Interruption) 
oh. no. Amongst the Tipperites, it 
is 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

months, sometimes ten months, the 
marriage is broken off, and again 
for 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 Js a 
question of bepar labour which is 
ft very big problem, a 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 fight 
against this begar form of labour 
wherever it is direct, but even in an 
indirect form this begar labour i& 
introduced and must be fought.

In the case of the Maugs, a woman 
has to procure by whatever means 
she can, sometimes even to the point 
of prostitution, money to be able to 
buy a bullock, a plough-share and 
the esaentiial 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): WUl this Bill
stop all this?

Shrimati Renu Chakravarity: I
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.

&nn Btswas: xnai is exactly 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

Shrimati Rena Chakravarttj: I
would like to ask the ^on. Minister 
whether by introducing the Estate 
Duty Bill he will be able to stop all
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[Shrimati Renu Chakravartty]
the people who are taxable from 
gettiog away trom 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 
Parliament.

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
very 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 fthe 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 life, 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 
tinable to be married off 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 
is shown during the preliminary 
arrangements of the marriage as the 
t>ride, 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

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 im 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 a 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 I 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 tJma Nehru. 
Sir, I am glad to support this Bill 
because it was I who for the first 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 

ilrst reading ot the Bill. Then, Sir, 
it was sent for eliciting public opinion, 
and I may inform the House that an 
■ovett̂ whelming 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, butl numerous— l̂etters and 
numerouig 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 
iseing 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 opinion 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 price. 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—eyerybody—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;

“Those greedy people who give 
their daughters for a price fall into 
into eternal hell.'*

Another verse oiC Padma Puran
says:

“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 o f ‘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 Dhalekar: May 1 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 g ir l ’s people 
have to pay.

Shri Dabhi: In the second place.
Sir, the very idea 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 
flt one Or not. And in communities 
whore this custom prevails, the posi
tion is that the older and uglier the 
bridegroom, the more money 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 t^eir mouth.
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[Shri Dabhi]
Sir, I would now refer to the custom 

of *var vikraya\ Here alBO, Sir» in
those communities where this custom 
prevails, people have been financially 
ruined as a result of tryin ĵ 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 RirPs 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

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.

 ̂ *‘It is said that Munshi Baldev 
Lai 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 
Lai 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 is 
inferior to a man. as Shrimat* Rcnu 
Chakravartty put it, goes against the 
Constitution.

Lastly, as regards public opinion, I 
said I have received several letters and 
several ssolutions and so I have no 
doubt tiiat 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. Oiairman: 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, I am flnishing.

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 wo’-ker. 
Lastly, in talking of this measure......

Mr. Chairman: Ord^, order, please. 
I must request the hon. Member now 
to conclude. He said at least five 
times, ‘lastly'. Other horl. 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. ChairmajR I will take it that 
the hon. Member has concluded.

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 
to 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 for 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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[Shrimati Jayashri] 
fause 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:

T xsfhm

f^ :sR rn r

As if the girl is considered to be a 
nyast 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 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 dowry 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 girt 
became so miserable that one day she

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 aljso 
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 1(j say 

the Government also pays very Uttit 
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 rose—

Mr. Chairman: I am not calling
jfoungmen 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. Chaudhiiry rose—

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

Dr. Jalsoorya (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 And 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 And 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 placcd in a particular cir
cumstance—as they could see— t̂hat 
will conduce to the happiness of their 
daughters. So, the solution is not in 
preventing the man and sayinr to him. 
you do noc 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.

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 approacYied bounr? 
to accept the girl? No. So the parent 
offers inducements to get tho 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 all kinds 
of inducements. Therefore, the real 
solution must come through the refor
mation of the ideas of the parents that 
they must not go about begging, and 
offering girls to a particular individual 
of their choice fancifully conceived to* 
be suitably placed. Unfortunately— Î 
am also a parent—the parent’s anxiety 
is to find a suitable place or a good 
hom^ for the daughter and therefore, 
he will offer inducements ard go on 
this way. It has ultimately rej 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 thrcugh the 
reformation of the ideas f̂ the parents 
themselves. It can be done only that 
way. I for one would say that the 
solution is not in mere legislalif^n. 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. Tliat is thê  
only way.

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

Shri Raghavachari: Every parent is 
anxious 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 the solu
tion of thiî  problem by preventive
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rShri Raghavachari] 
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. I 
have lived in society: I 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.

£hrimati Renu Chakravartty: No, no.

Shfi Raffhavachari: Thousands of 
marriages take place every day in vil
lages without this kind oi 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 problems crop 
up. In the case of thousands of mar- 
nages that take place in villages no 
price is asked for, no price is paid. It 
Is only one or two per cent, of the 
jDarents who are faced with this prob
lem. This problem faces more only those 
parents whose minds are t'xercised in 
iinding a son-in-law of their own con
ception.

Take for instance the Sarda Act. The 
«ociety 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.
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Irftrq- iFppr % ?nr js s  ^  1

^r«WTf*rr? tsT F w rf f r  w ^ T !P m
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fT>T ^  *5ftfiinT̂  #Pw# I  ̂T 
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I  I V 9 % i f  ’ J f f  5ft S fT J ^  %

^  ff^ T T  | ,  ^ r P r  * T ^ ,  ^TT^rr 
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^ e f t  t  «r§  i T f  t  »nT5 r n
^  sfii ^nrrr f , ft? #  5r?f*P«rf 
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[«fr
% JTf ĤTFTT iff ^  a(T?ft

3ft ff5T ?rwrnT#T fwr ^
% m ’Tf 3 «̂PT t  ^  ^
?r wriH  i  I 51  ̂ *THm

^f«R  giRin’ ^  ^  % fiTjf w  5 ^
5T p !  ^  f m  ^

^  ?T*T*f'T  ̂ I

IToWT ( ?rrf?p? —
^rST'T): ^  H ^  ^
^ • T  h>T »Tt i.T f»T'7r I

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

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

Mr. Chairman: I don’t follow.
Shri Nambiar: He means that bache

lors must be allowed to speak first.
Shri R. K. Chaudhury: I wish to in

form you, Sir, that I want to oppose 
this BilL

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

Sardar A. S. Saigal (Bllaspur): 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 part, the de
bate will not be finished today.

T(o TT*r ^5^
jf ^  fjr̂y <pr f«rftw wn

f ? r T ? r F T r  
% ?T*rnT !pr ¥*r«T’f
'Tie'll ^

' ^  ^  ^ » T R ’ 3 rif« n r  « w « r T

^  anwt f . *11
arfcft 1 ?*rrO-

?rnTrr3R> f  a f k

3T«ft f  ?? JTff 

^ f<P ?r<fr '^T('?irlr ^  ^  ' j r t  
f ,  %f%^ !
*T ^ H’̂ TTjr

ftjjT irnr 1

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. There 
is so much noise. May I ask hon. Mem
bers to go outside to the Lobby if they 
want to talk. We should hear the de
bate.

I T o  T R  « W  f f r ?  : f  3
rPTT iT ^  WTfl ft:

3fr sr«rr 

t  I f̂'̂ *T«PT ^
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'Tfsrr T? T?T ? I «ft 5nrf
^ «tiT«i<rr %  ĴT 5jt»fif % w
f̂ CTRr 5 f% ftr̂ TK
TT’TT #, ’f' ?r>Tfr^
5 fip fTTRff «p 3T̂ ?rn:

5th >!rr^ I ?rr«r 
^  4' ^  Ŵ FTTaif ^  ^
^ R TC T TR  *T?lf f  ? 3ft a m  ^  f s r ? » ^
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ST^ Trr f  3fh: 5Tf=fV fV sfTiTT 
5?<rf 5frr ^ I w' «p^r f%

W k  spt sr«rr 5 r= 3 rl^  i, ^  a rrr

Ti »̂T f% 5̂ <Tf si)t ar̂ efn tt

^  ?r«TT %  T ? P T i f  T > T  4  I ?>T

iTff ^  ^  TT̂  ?[q)T
fir? !? : JTt̂ f 5T *rm ',

^  ir t  s r k

■rrl̂ fy I ^  ?iTf #  ?!TFt «ift *rt 
sfT - t̂ t  anR ^  ^  ftr 

a m r sqr? ^
?ft TT5fV "T ?fWV, ^
irt ^  5 5 ^ ^  am Vr ar^r

5Tf «TT 3rm, ^5T jf  t| arVr T̂t
5T> i  %  ^  5rnfy

^  *Tf|;??T ?nrf JTT st ^  f^ w>»ff
(T?fy s?T5F«rr =Tr7 =̂ rr?.rr*■'  ̂ '̂ ,
Trt % JTt ri'T spt fw r  Jm t f  I *T

^rf>n ^  ir^r ^
arVr tr̂ fV sptf ?T5Rt h ftra% 

f % * f t  i f t  ? T T T t  %  » rt ? n  ^  ^  7 i  I

n  *TT^ ^  ft: arw arrfir ^  
3nrF*TT *T^ ^ 4
*fy STfarli spt STRcTT f  f:̂ 5T«F>
SH^ *Tr>T' ^ i j  ?̂5T̂
htt<tV 'fy??fY i', 3tVt 3fTfft ^sflf
5F> fT: 5TT| ^ f  I ir? ?T5r

Pp̂ jT r̂rar ^ ^
% r̂̂ nrr arVr 3t|¥

srrcTT) jt ■̂ njdi ^ ft>’ *rr§«i
T̂̂ ?JTr$' f3T?i5ft ir?t 'TT ^', i^rrf

fTT SJTRT ^ 3JTT?T 3fTT*f flK  TT
aftf, ^ 'ff? ' 5̂T%
? T T f  arVr *??!€ ^

T T  «TTcft i  I

Shri Tek Cband (Ambala-Simla): Is 
not the hon, MeiTiber unchivalrous?

Or. Bam Subhag Siagh: I think the 
hon. Mr. Tek Chand should leam a les
son in chivalry before asking “Ls not 
the hon. Member unchivalrous.”

The Minister of Home Affairs and 
States (Dr. Katju): May I ask one ques
tion? What does the hon. Member 
mean by vice versa"! Theie is the 
phrase vice versa in the B1 I. What 
about that? Will you please express 
your opinion?

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

ITo TT^TWn ftni : H ewU
explain that.

3RT TT 3rm ff a&r
t  f  ffr w s r  #■ ^  ift f i f f n

i  ^  feT̂  f?fV, 5^T ?>ff 
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f t  ?ft sr? ^W TSf 9 t f  I % f
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?*T r>T(-| T^r >t‘ iTff 7%
ark tr-7 tTr̂ ft r̂i ?|rr 3T^T
i an  ̂frwTsr ? ark ??r <tt
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v t f w  =^ffcr, f̂5ff5T *̂V
f » T  5r>flf ^  a r w  a ft ? * T r ^  s r r f ^  

fiwf?r ^  <n: >ft fsirmRT
' n f ^ ,  w f f t r  ^  ?»TT<t i n f i r w  

^ j f t i T  T jp f t  ?W  ?RT 5»T 

9TTi? ^  ^  5> I
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?> !T^, ^  JTK % mw i  ^  
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fwrw  ̂ f?j# 5Tt»flr ^  ^  
t ,  ^  ’PH R % 5^?nT ^  an% t ‘ 3>^ 

srftrftra’ ^  ĉr îrfftir ?wt # '̂, 
5̂  ¥Pft ft«r% <TT flTPRrft̂ ĥFTT ' 
^ 1  % ^5rrt»rr^ ?y»Tn ?r ?mTr 
vnr ^Hi «ii«( ^ I *iiM
w*iil  ̂^  ^  •T̂RTT 3nfS»T TIW 
JTif f I snf ^  ff# ftf5T̂ 3ri$ 3tVt 
Pp̂ 'i 3Tî  3TR»r 3ftr 3n̂  srrfl’ rartT 

fw %  3r«r 5r ? ,!t̂  ar?
?w ?>T??fV5̂ ^̂ flrf̂ 5̂T̂ ?3nq' 
afk 5^ 3ft ^  ?ftT f  PT«pr# 
3tVt sryrrflr sft ?>r i', sfhi 
Prrr̂ , ?̂rr inr jpt’T, 5r»fr
^  5yt»ff ^  ff !f% 1 ^  I

Mr. Chairman: Shri Muniswamy.

Dr. Katju: The time is over, Sir.

Mr. Chairman: We will sit five mi
nutes more; five minutes out of the 
time allotted to private Members* busi
ness were taken on the Estate Duty 
BiU.

Shri Muniswamy (Tindivanum): 1
oppose those who oppose this Bill. I 
shall confine my remarks on’iy 1o a few 
points.

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

Shri Dhulckar: It is not written in 
the vedas.
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Shri Miiniswamy: 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 Manii Smriti is 
not the Veda.

Shri Munlswamy: It may not be the 
Veda, but Manu Smriti ard all this 
comt> under that category. I may point 
out incidentally that you bRve got the 
Vedas, Srutis and the Smrilis The 
Srutis are those that are directly heard 
from God. All these things have been 
taken into consideration when the 
Hindu Code Bill was drafted. 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 holp of those 
Sanskrit Pandits who never knew Eng
lish.’* It is in the book written by Jus
tice Nelson My Expcrie*icos in the 
Indian High Courts. Therefore, I may 
quote it.

Why should they unnecess.iiily bring 
in all those Vedas and quote them to 
oppose a Bill which will pbce us also 
in the eyes of other countrier as civi
lised persons. It is called Varo 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 communities nJso. The 
words Vara Dakshina used to 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. But it is bring
ing down the dignity of the boy who 
comes as the husband to give some
thing and, call it by the name *'dowr/\

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

I do not understand one thing in the 
Bill which I wisli to point out. There 
is a clause which says that 'hose who

pay dowry or who receive dowry should 
be imprisoned for three months. 1 
oppose this. They may be i/'ied Sup
pose a father wants to see his son mar
ried, if soon after the marriage the 
fellow is put in jail. I think nobody 
will come forward to celebrate the. 
marriage of his son,

Sbrimati Renu Chakravartty: Send
the wife also together.

Shri Nambiar: The wife also i>hould 
be imprisoned, both together.

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

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

Shri R. K. Ckaudhury:
fin ish .

c a n n o t

Your decision, Sir, to allcw the wo
men Members of this House much 
greater latitude is certainly arlmirable.

Some Hon. Members: No, Sir.
Shri R. K. Chaudhnry: I say admir

able from a practical point of view. I 
have seen in my own domestic life that 
if you are found fault with, ii you are 
taken to task, by some wrnicn 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 long, I wiU 
myself see a demonstration 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 decisfon on 
this ground because it enables us to 
know the full case of the women Memr 
hers so far as their support to *his Bill 
was concerned, but I oppose it I have 
the temerity to oppose it Today \ 
think that man is tne boldest who doct 
not fear his wife.
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Ad Hon. Member:
there?

How many are

Shri E* K. Chaudhtiry: There are not
01 any, o l course.

I base this on three maiu groiuids. 
First ol all, I consider that it is unneces
sary. It will defeat its own object, 
namely, that this BiU wiU not prevent 
\ho acceptance ot dowry» bu: will rather 
prevent marriage for a lonft time......

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

Shri R, K. Chaudbury; Certainly, it 
Is likely to introduce black-niaiketing.
T ask. Sir, of what utility will it bet 
Who is going to prove the contract? 
The Bill has been entirely misconceiv
ed. It will be difficult to punish or It 
will be futile to punish or it will be 
against the wishes of the members ol 
the family concerned to see the man 
punished. It would be much better if it 
would be able to prevent the accept- 
auce of dowry. Whenever it has come 
tc the knowledge of the persons in 
author]'y that dowry is going to be paid 
ill a particular marriage or that on- 
cessive dowry hos been demanded by 
fiO'.ne party, then the i>nv should be put 
in motion and that should be stopped. 
Because, after the morringo takCf̂  place, 
after the dowry is paid, it wilj be very 
ditRcult 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, th«l 1 am . 
not taking it in a spirit of levity. I 
think, Sir, it will be injurious to society 
t'j have a legislation of this kind

An Hon. Member: Injurious?

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

Sartfar A. S. Saigal: Are you in fav- 
,Our of it?

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: Yes. I am in 
favour of courtship because that will 
save me payment of dowry. Have

courtship. If you have courtship, go 
to the court for special marriage; ftnish- 
ed; ali expenditure and burden is sav
ed* Why are you having this measure 
which will only alienate the feelings o£ 
the people? Those who are willing to
pay, will pay. t
' Sir, 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 Houit>

Shri Nand Lai Sharma: He will con
tinue.

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

The House then adjourned till 
of the Clock,

Four

The House reassembled at Four ol 
the Clock,

[Mr . Deputy-Speaker in the Chair] 

ESTATE DUTY BILL—contd.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Clause S2 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 beg to 
move:

(i) In page 31, line 6, /or “two'' 
substitute *"three’\

(ii) 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 second amend

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




