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COPYRIGHT BILL 

The Minister of State In the MInIs-
try of Education and Scientific Re-
search (Dr. K. L. Shrlmall): Sir, I 
beg to move·: 

"That the Bill to amend and 
consolidate the law relating to 
copyright, as passed by Rajya 
Sabha, be taken into considera-
tion." 
In making this motion I should like 

to make a few preliminary remarks 
with regard to the important changes 
that have been made by the Joint 
Committee and subsequently by the 
RaJya Sabha. 

The House would remember that 
when the Bill was introduced, for the 
term of the copyright we had made 
the provision "the life of the author 
and a period of twenty-five years after 
his death". The main purpose of 
this provision was that after a 
period of twenty-five years the work 
should go into the public domain. We 
thought that the period of the life 
of the author and twenty-five years 
after his death was adequate to sup-
port the author and the next genera-
tion, that is his children. 

This matter, naturally, aroused a 
great controversy in the country and 
there were sharp, conflicting views 
on this particular point regarding the 
term of the copyright. There was 
one section which believed that the 
copyright is, after all, a property and 
therefore even the author should not 
have unlimited rights. It is true that 
the author must have filII share for 
his production. That was provided 
for in the Bill. It was also felt that 
the family of the author should 
receive support from the author's 
works, because very often the family 
has to depend on the parents, and 
alnce the only income for the author 
is through his works, naturally, the 
family is dependent on that income. 

The main consideration which the 
Government had in view at that time 
was that this period should be ade-
quate to provide for the author and 

for his immediate dependents; after 
that period the work should go into' 
the public domain. But there was 
a strong public opinion that thi. 
period of twenty-five years was not 
adequate. Authors in this rountry 
are not rich people, they have to 
work under very hard circumstances. 
We do not have many millionaires 
among authors, and since their family 
has to depend to a large extent on this 
income, -at the second thought 
Government felt there was great force 
in that argument; and, therefore, m 
the Joint Committee I accepted that 
amendment and increased the period 
to fifty yc'ars. 

Mr. Speaker: What if the copyright 
is sold away? Can it not be sold? 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: For the life of 
the author the copyright will be that 
of the author. 

Mr. Speaker: If it is sold away, all 
this argument disappears-whether hig 
children have to be provided for, etc. 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: It won't go into 
the public domain automatically. 

Mr. Speaker: But it will go away to 
the publishers. 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: The author is 
free to give it away to the publish"r. 

Mr. Speaker: Therefore, all this 
argument that this is parampara, 
that the children will be protected, 
etc., all this disappears. 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: But the point is 
that the author must determine whe-
ther he wants to part with his work or 
wants to keep the copyright to him-
self. 

Mr. Speaker: Most of the authors 
sell away. 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: This is a point 
which is coming up. I am taking 
it up. 

Therefore. I willingly accepted the-
amendment. I hope, the Housp will 
generally welcome that change. 

"Moved with the recommendation of the President. 
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Another amendment which has been 

made in the Raiya Sabha is with 
regard to translation. In the Bill, "s 
it emerged from the Joint Committee, 
we had provided that, after a period 
of 10 years, if the author does not 
translate his work, the work will go 
into the public domain. The main 
purpose was, in our country, since we 
have so many languages, we should 
have regular interchange _ between 
one linguistic group and another. 
Therefore, we should facilitate this 
interchange of thought, and inter-
·change of literature. It was felt in 
the Raiya Sabha that this provision 
may be a little hard for authors. 
Once it goes into the public domain, 
they get no royalty; they do not get 
any compensation. The period pres-
cribed in the Bill was too short for 
that. It was, therefore, felt that the 
public should certainly have the right 
to translate after a minimum period, 
but the authors enjoy the compensa-
tion or royalty which may be deter-
mined by the Copyright Board. In 
this way, we have tried to meet the 
claims of the author on the one hand 
and the needs of the public on . the 
other. 

There was another provision whieh 
aroused great controversy in the Joint 
Committee and in the Raiya Sabha, 
namely, the author's right of re-
assignment. Clause 18 in the origin-
al Bill gives the right to the 
author to secure on certain coudi-
tions re-assignment of the copyright 
previously assigned by him. Origin-
ally, it was our intention that after 
a certain period, if the author feels 
that he would like to have his work 
back from the publisher, he can get 
it. This matter was very thoroughly 
discussed in the Joint Committee and 
later on in Raiya Sabha. It was 
felt that though this prOVlSlon was 
intended to guard the interest of 
the author, it would strike against the 
interest of the author himself. We 
have to remember that the pub-
lisher also is a party in the pub-
lication of the work. Without a 
,Publisher, a work does not come 
into existence. A publisher makes 

investment of money. advertises the 
book, and during the first years, he 
has to make investment. After 
about seven or eight years, the author 
goes to him and tells him, I want 
my book back; though I have assigned 
the right to you, I want it back. In 
such circumstances, no publisher 
would be willing to invest money in 
the first few years. If a book has to 
succeed, it is the first few years which 
are most important. If the publisher 
always remained uncertain that after 
a certain period, the author would 
come back and claim the book, natur-
ally, he would not have any 
interest in the book. We had to 
re-examine the whole propos3!. In 
fact, the authors themselves suggest-
ed that the clause in the original Bill 
would not work in their interest. 
Therefore, we had to change it as in 
the revised Bill. This Bill, as it has 
emerged now, tries to meet the 
various conflicting interests. In the 
first place, the most important interest 
is that of the author. We must pro-
tect him. In protecting the author 
and composer and the creative genius, 
we protect the leaders of our society, 
who make contribution to our civili-
sation. The most Important objective 
of this Bill is to protect the 
rights of the authors. As said 
even these rights of the authors are 
not unlimited. We must remember 
that copyright is after all some kind 
of property and there must be some 
restriction. The period we have now 
provided, that is, 50 years after the 
death of the author, I think, should be 
adequate not only to protect the rights 
of author and alw to support his 
family. 

We have to take into account the 
interests of society also. After ali, 
the author lives in society. It is 
true that he makes contribution tl> 
society. He also has to depend on 
society 'for his work, to some extent. 
No individual can say that he is not 
indebted to society for the work that 
has been done whether he is an 
author or a mechanic or an engineer. 
Both the individual and society ar~ 
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Inter-dependent. The individual 
author and creative genius gives to 
society. But, he also draws from 
society. Therefore, we have to take 
into account the two conflicting inter-
ests and try to reconcile them. We 
have also to take into account the 
interests of the publisher. Very 
often, we believe that the publisher 
exploits the authors. That is the 
common belief. But, we must also 
remember that, without tilt' publish-
ers. authors will not come into 
exi"tence. The publishers sometimes 
make the authors successful through 
their efforts, through their investment. 
through their skill. In our country. 
just as the authors are poor, the 
publishers are poor and there are 
noL many T'!1illionBires among pub-
lishors. It is not for all the books 
that the publisher gets a good return. 
Occl.sionally, he comes across a 
book for which he gets return. 
Therefore, while safeguarding the 
Interests of the authors, we have also 
to safeguard the interests of the pub-
lishers. All these interests, the 
interets of the author, the interests 
of the publishers. the family of the 
authors and the interests of society 
have been taken into account in the 
Bill which i.; now before the House. 
I am glad to say the Bill on the 
whole has received full measure of 
support. Of course, in the beginning 
there was a great deal of opposition 
but the Government had an open 
mind on this question and it was in 
that spirit that we worked in the 
Joint Committee, not in a party 
spirit. I willingly accepted the 
amendments which came from any 
quarter, amendments which would 
improve the Bill and safeguard the 
interests of the authors primarily, 
because I believe that in promoting 
the interests of the authors and their 
creativ;~ genius we promote the 
intere,ts of our society. I do hope 
that this Bill will receive the full 
support of the House and will be 
passed. 

Shrl M. R. Masanl (Ranchi-East): 
When this Bill was first introduced it 
aroJJsrd a fair1y wide storm 9' prgts" 

from the ranks of the authors and 
writers in the country. I recall that 
last year, when I was not a Member 
of this hon. House, I had occasion to 
appear before the Joint Select Com-
mittee as a witness along with some 
cnllplgups represehting leading Iite-
r:H~' organisations in this country, 
including the All-India P.E.N. Centre 
which is the leading writers' organisa-
tion in India. We found that the Bill, 
which was devised for the protection 
of the rights of the authors, in fact 
made many inroads into those legiti-
mate rights, and we were rather 
surprised that the Government, whose 
intentions we never doubted for a 
moment, should have brought a defec-
tive measures of this nat;;re before 
the legislature. We pointed out these 
many defects in our evidence before 
the Joint Committee and these objec-
tions were backed by organisations of 
writers in many of the Indian langu-
ages. 

One of the aspects that bothered us 
a great deal was that, if this Bill had 
been adhered to in its original form, 
India's membership of the interna-
tional community of nations would 
have been jeopardised. As a signa-
tory of the Berne Union, India had 
accepted certain broad liberal princi-
ples of copyright, and it appeared to 
us that apart from what it would do 
to the authors of India, our country 
was in danger of isolating itself from 
the world family on an issue where 
nO such isolation was called for. 

There were at least three aspect of 
the original Bill which offended 
against our international commit· 
mcnts. One was, as has been refer· 
red to by the hon. Minister. the 
truncating of the term of 50 years after 
the death of the author to one of 25. 
The second was the principle of the 
international conventions that no for· 
mali ties or restrictions ~hould be plac· 
ed on the exercise of copyright and of 
suit, to prevent its infringement. And 
the third principle which was violated 
was that there should be no confisca-
tion of the rights of an author. 
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Various parts of the Bill offended 
against these very sound and salutary 
principles. 

I am all the more happy, therefore, 
\0 be able today, with the support of 
those organisations, to lend my sup-
port to the Bill as it has now emerg-
ed from the Joint Committee and the 
Rajya Sabha. In doing so, may I, 
with all respect, pay a tribute to the 
spirit of sweet reasonableness in 
which the han. Minister who is now 
piloting the Bill through this House 
received and met the point of view 
of the writers of this country, met it 
to the extent which in his view and 
the view of the Government and the 
Joint Committee was legitimate. It 
was in a spirit of sweet reasonable-
ness that he met our objections and I 
am happy that the Bill has now been 
so modified that almost all of the 
objections that were originally raised 
by the writers have been met, and we 
can now join in welcoming this Bill 
as, by and large, a sound and good 
measure. 

The question of property has been 
raised. Copyright is undoubtedly a 
form of property, but we feel that 
the right of a craftsman, of an artisan, 
of a painter, of a musician or writer 
in his work is certainly a form of 
property which needs to be protected 
and nursed rather than attacked even 
in a welfare society or Welfare State. 
The writers of India, as the han. 
Minister had said, are not known' to 
be among the richest sections of our 
community. In this land where 
learning and knowledge are supposed 
to be respected, I think it is fair to 
say that by and large authors are an 
under-privileged section of our com-
munity. There are not many million-
aires among them. I doubt if there 
are any, or more than just a handful 
of people, who can afford to live 
simply by writing in this country. 
In that resp<>ct we are not as fortun-
ately placed as the advanced coun-
tries of the West like the U.S.A., the 
U.K. or the countries of Western 
Europe. And therefore to attack 

copyright as a form of property seems 
to be to get hold of the wrong end of 
the stick. If anything, the author's 
right to the fruits of his labour is 
something that needs to be safeguard-
ed from whatever quarter the attack 
might come. We welcome therefore 
the restoration of the full period of 50 
years after the death of the author, 
and also the change that the 50 years 
should start operating from the death 
of the las! joint authors and not the 
first of joint authors of a book. There 
are many occasions when a very old 
and senior professor and a young 
research student, or a very eminent 
citizen and a novice join hands to 
write a book. I myself collaborated 
many years ago with the late Sir 
C. Y. Chintamani to write a book cal-
led India's Constitution At Work. 
It would be rather hard on my own 
family or heirs if my copyright were 
to lapse 50 years after the demise of 
the senior co-author. 

The second respect in which the 
Bill was originally not acceptable but 
has now been improved is the 
relationship between the author and 
the publisher. We were rather sur-
prised that the Bill in the first inst-
ance appeared to be somewhat 
loaded in favour of the publisher and 
the employer as against the author. 
It was stated that in the absence of a 
specific agreement to the contrary. 
the copyright would be with thl!' 
employer or the person who commis-
sioned the wark. I am glad to se", 
that to a large extent the position has 
been remedied and that the writer, 
musician and the painter now, by and 
large, have a fair deal. And here 
I may say that those who envisage a 
class war between authors and pub-
lishers are not being the best friends 
of the author either. The Minister 
was right in pointing out that a great 
measure of co-operation and inter-
dependence exists between the writer 
and the publisher. It is true thore· 
are publishers who are rapacious and 
it may also be true that there are 
authors who are mercenary. I do 
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uot think an author who expresses 
himself freely, who prea,:hes certain 
values to the community, can claim 
that he is not a grown up person who 
can look after his legal rights. All 
that the Bill does is to protect his 
rights. It cannot ensure that the 
author exercises his right with 
wisdom and maturity. Certainly the 
author is not a child. He does not 
need legal protection more than other 
citizens. And these clauses which 
were in dispute have now shifted the 
onus. The author now is eiven 
parity in his rights vis-a-vls the pub-
lisher. I think that, in fairness to 
thc' pClblisher as well as the author, 
the provisions of the Bill as they now 
stand are not open to the objeclions 
which were originally raised. 

The third part of the Bill which 
was originally unacceptable was that 
which made the registration of copy-
right compulsory. Originally the 
Bill laid it down that if an author's 
copyright was infringed he would be 
unable to assert that right in a court 
of law unless he had registered that 
book with the Registrar of Copyrights. 
In a sense, that provision would have 
,iolated a very important principle, 
a principle that in our own legisla-
tion and in our international commit-' 
ments we had accepted, which was 
that the right to my work springs 
from the fact that it is my work, 
that my right in my book or my paint-
ing does not come from the fact that 
I go to a minion of the law or a limb 
of the bureaucracy and register my 
work. It is my work because I pro-
duced and created it as an artist or 
8S a writer. 

It seemed to us that to say that a 
man may not vindicate his inherent 
right in a court of law unless he had 
gone and registered it with a part of 
the governmental apparatus was a 
very important incursion on the right 
of the artist in his own creation. I 
am very happy that that offending 
clause, or that part of it which was 
offending, namely clause 65(2), has 
now been eliminated from the Bill, 
and the ri2:ht of the artist and the 

-::reative worker in his own product 
has been accepted. 

Then again, the powers of com-
pulsory licensing which appeared to 
us in the beginning to be altogether 
too wide have to a certain extent been 
limited. 

Here, however, may I say that 
am not altogether happy with the 
creation of the Copyright Board and 
the Registrar of Copyright? In the 
memorandum that was submitted to 
the Joint Committee by the PEN and 
uther literary and cultural organisa-
tions, it had been urged: 

"The Bill rellects the unfor-
tunate tendency towards the pro-
liferation of bureaucracy, which 
is to be found in much current 
legislation". 

It was urged in that memorandum 
that the whole of chapter X c"'atlnt 
these new organs should be deleted. 

While I do not wish to move an 
amendment on those lines, in view of 
the fact that both the Joint Committee 
and the Rajya Sabha have in their 
wisdom found it desirable to create 
these organisations, I do feel that I 
must record my personal protest 
against this needless addition to the 
army of officers which we in the pre-
sent phase of our national life are 
engaged in creating. When I listen-
ed to the Budget the other day ... 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: Is the han. 
Member referring to the Copyright 
Board? 

Shrl M. R. Masanl: The Board and 
Registrar, but the Registrar and the 
Copyright Office in particular. 

The Copyright Office and the Regis-
trar of Copyrights will no doubt per-
form their functions with the best 
will in the world. But it struck me, 
when I listened (0 the Budget the 
other day, whether these were such 
au essential office and such an e~~en
tisl officer to create at a time when 
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we are asking among the poorest sec-
tions of our community to do with-
out certain necessities and comforts 
of life. I am not saying that a Regis-
trar of Copyrights mayor may 
not be a good thh1g to have in the 
aostract, but today when we are in 
this acute financial condition, when 
every additional job created means a 
further burden on the public revenues, 
it does appear to me . that we could 
have very well carried on fOr at 
least another generation without any 
tragic happening without either a 
Registrar of Copyrights or a Copy-
right Board. The Copyright Board 
is really in substitution of the courts 
of law, and I think we could have 
allowed the courts of law to adjudi-
cllte in these matters and no great 
harm has come of that process. 

Similarly, without our having the 
Registrar of Copyright, the heavens 
are not going to fall, and we, as 
authors, would have carried on with 
the assertion of our rights in the 
normal law courts. It does appear 
to me, therefore, that there is a 
tendency in these days to rush in 
with the creation of new State organs 
and new limbs of bureaucracy with 
which this country is in danger of 
being flooded. 

Lastly, the Bill has now become 
one which is not in any way inconsist-
ent with our obligations as mem-
bers of the international community. 
I speak subject to correction, but 
I think I am right in saying that 
those parts of the original Bill which 
appeared to deviate from interna-
tional principles of copyright have 
now been so modified that we may 
face our fellow-authors in the rest of 
the world with pride and say that our 
country has produced a Bill which 
can take its place among the enlighten. 
ed laws of other enlightened nations. 

That is the kind of approach which 
those of us who are identified with 
literary organisations take. I have 
very great pleasure in supporting the 
'Rill Rc:. it h~c::. nnw pmprrrf'n fl"nm th ... 

Rajya Sabha and as it is placed 
before us now. 

May I say that almost everything 
that fell from the lips o~ the Minis-
ter was imbued with the s~me spirit 
of reasonableness with which he func-
tion<!d as chairman of the Joint Com-
mittee, and I find very little in those 
remarks with which we can possibly 
d.J.uen1 I support the ,·C!l.<t1er, fion 
of this Bill. 

Shrl Sadhan Gupta (Calcutta-
East): While offering my genuine 
support to this Bill, I shall have to 
make a few remarks about certain 
aspects with which I disagree, and if 
necessary, I shall move amendments 
to those particular provisions of the 
Bill. 

I must join Shri M. R. Masani In 
recording my satisfaction regarding 
some of the provisions which have 
been altered by the Joint Committee. 
The Bill as it was introduc:cri was full 
of most obnoxious provisions, provi ... 
sions obnoxious to the authors mainly;. 
and those provisions have been 
removd by the Joint Com'nittee, and 
the Bill has been very much improv-
ed as a result of the deliberations of 
the Joint Committee. 

The Minister was quite right in say-
ing that the Joint Committee did not 
go into the matter in a partisan man ... 
nero There were tree exchanges of 
views, and many of us succeeded iR 
convincing the Joint Committee as to 
the necessity of altering many of the 
provisions. Therefore, I have no quar· 
reI with those provisions, except 
a few which have been altered by the 
Joint Committee, to which I shall 
come presently. 

In particular, I must mention the 
provIsion regarding compulsory rcgis~ 

tration Or rather practically compul-
sory registration, which the Joint 
Committee had altered. It was pro-
vided that unless an author had regis-
tered his copyright, any proceedlnp 
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That was a grossly unfair thing, 
and it is very proper that the 
Joint Committee have taken out that 
provision. 

In order, however, to evaluate the 
Bill, we should have some idea of the 
approach which a Bill of this des-
cription must have. This is a Bill 
which seeks to encourage the fruition 
and the flowering of culture in our 
country. It seeks obviously to 
ensure that literary, musicRI, dram-
atic, artistic and architectural works 
must flourish as much as possible in 
our country. The whole idea of the 
Bill is to create congeRial conditiolll 
for it. 

Now, it is not enough to make 
culture flower; it is not enough to say 
that artistic works are produced in 
large numbers; it must also be 
gauranteed that it comes to the pub-
lic as freely as possible. Between 
these requirements, namely an incen-
tive for the flowering of artistic 
works, literary works, or dramatic 

. works, or musical works and the 
necessity of their free circulation 
among the public, a balance must be 
struck. 

If we have to encourage the produc-
tion of works of culture, whether 
they are literary or dramatic works, 
whether they are musical or artistic 
works, or architectural works, it goea 
without saying that we must give 
some incentive to the creator, a 
pecuniary incentive without which the 
creation may Dot be forthcoming. 
Therefore, we must ensure that the 
author must be in a position to 
exploit his work for his own benefit 
and for the benefit of his children. 
It would be a hideous injustice if tbe 
author was denied the rigbt to exploit 
his work and if in spite of a valuable 
creation by the author, the childrell 
of tbe author were to languish in 
poverty. 

14 brs. 

I remember it happened in China 
during the war that due to tbe vaga-
ries of exchange there a proiessor, 
who had a Noble Prize, received only 
the equivalent of Rs. 750, althougll 
the prize was worth a lakb of rupee& 
That was due to the dltlkultics of 
exchange control. The professor and 
his whole family were languishing in 
poverty; even though he won a Noble 
Prize, it did not innure mUl'h to his 
benefit. 

This kind of thing should not hap-
pen to any author in any country and 
certainly not to authors in our coun· 
try. Therefore, ample provision 
must be made for giving the author 
security during hi. own lifetime and 
a reasonable chance to establish his 
children through the work. That 
must be provided for. On the other 
hand, it must also be provieed that 
after the author has had a reasonable 
chance of exploiting the copyright for 
his own benefit or the ben~tit of his 
children, the public must have 
free use of it. The creation must 
ultimately go to the public domain 
so that it can be produced in a com-
petitive market and that way the 
public are enabled to obtain it as 
cheaply as possible. 

How to strike a' balance between 
these two requirements? Has the B!lI 
been able to strike that balance? 
That is the sole question which we 
have to consider. and it is on this 
particular point that I have to place 
on record some of my differences 
with the Bill. The Bill, as it was 
first introduced, provided a term of 
25 years from the death of the author. 
Now it has been changed to a term 
of 50 years. I would say that both 
these periods are entirely unscientl-
fie. One author may die young: 
another may die at an advanced aile. 
One might have produced his work 
at a comparatively early age and the 
other at a comparatively late a~. 
The result will be that differmt 
works will enjoy copyright for diff~r

ent lengthll of time, for lenctho of 
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time which would, on the face of it, 
be paten tly absurd. 

For instance, if the author had pro-
duced a valuable work at the age of 
25 and dies, say, at the age of 90, his 
work would enjoy copyright for 115 
years, whereas if the same author had 
produced another valuable work at 
the age of, say, 83, it would enjoy 
copyright only for 55 years. On the 
other hand, if an author, young or 
old, died just after completing a work 
and publishing it, that would enjoy 
copynght only for just a little over 
50 years. 

This shows the patent absurdity 
of fixing the limitation of the term of 
copyright with reference to the death 
of the author, because the death of 
the author is an uncertain thing in 
relation to the length of his life, 
in relation to the distance of time 
from the publication of his work. 
This was a very rough and ready 
calculation accepted by certain coun-
tries of the international community-
not by all. Let me remind you 
that important countries do [lot accept 
this 50-year term. For instance, the 
United States has a dilIerent system: 
first a 28-year term of copyright alter 
publication and thereafter, a copy-
right renewable for another 28 
year5. Then there is the CB<ie of 
the Soviet Union. It is 15 years 
after death. Whatever it is, some 
countries have accepted 50 years 
on no scientific basis. Therefore, 
this objection would be open to any 
term of 'Year which you fix with rela-
tion to the life of the author, whether 
it was for 25 years or for 50 years or 
for any other term. Therefore, I 
should think that we should devise 
some other system which would be 
more scientific and which would be 
more equitable between author and 
author, and that way we should fix a 
reasonable term for the copyright. 

Now, a plan is conceivable. For 
example, we can fix the copyright for 
the lifetime of the author, or if the 
author dies under a certain age, under 

thc age of 90, until the time when he 
would have been 90 years old and 
subject to a minimum of 30 years. 
So here we can make it as scientific 
as possible, so that it goes on for the 
lifetime of the author. That it should 
because the author should have full 
chance of exploiting his copyright 
while he is alive. No one would 
grudge him that. If the author has a 
comparatively short life, it is neces-
sary that his children should be able 
to utilise this copyright to establieh 
themselves. 

Therefore, if you fix the author 
limit, till the author would have been 
90, then all the childr~n of the 
author would have been provided for. 
Now, even then, it may be that the 
period of the copyright may be un-
certain. For example, an author may 
produce perhaps a valuable work, as 
I .aid, at 85. In that case, he would 
have only 5 years to go and no pub-
lisher would think it safe to buy the 
copyright from him. Under these 
circumstances, you can provide a mi-
nimum term of 30 years so that in 
any case the copyright would run for 
30 years or whatever number of years 
may seem equitable and which would 
not run beyond a reasonable limit, 
which would not run so far into the 
author's posterity that it might en-
courage idleness in the author's pos-
terity. 

Now, in 50 years after the death of 
the author, I believe all the children 
of the author would we and It is the 
grand-children or perhaps still fur-
ther on, perhaps some of the great-
grand-chlldren who would be enabled 
to live an idle life on the score of 
the work done by their grand-father 
or a great-grand-father. That is a v~ry 
undesirable state of affairs. I could 
have understood even that. But the 
point is that this 50-year term, which 
is being provided, will in most cases, 
not be for the beneHt of the author 
but will be for the beneHt of the 
publishers. 

That is even more undesirable and 
the creator of a valuable work of 
Importance will be compelled to sell 
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it away to the publishers. As you 
have pointed out, the authors in our 
country are poor people and most of 
them will sell away their rights to the 
publishers. In these circumstances it 
is conceivable-perhaps it would so 
happen-that in most cases if the 
author lives sufficiently long, the 
publisher would have a full 100 years 
or so to exploit the work. That is un-
conscionable with a vengeance and I 
do not think we should countenance 
that kind of thing. If copyright is 
assured for 30 years, I believe, 
publisher would have a sufficient 
time to undertake the risks and 
thereby authors would gain, the pub-
lishers would gain and society also 
would gain, because after a period of 
30 years Of, p.erhaps, more if the 
author lives longer, the work would 
come to the public. Therefore I would 
earnestly appeal to Government to 
adopt this plan of fixing the term of 
the copyright. 

I know that the Deputy Minister waa 
at one time enamoured of this plan 
but now, of course, something haa 
happened. That is the thing that I 
would press for in the interests of 
equity particularly as between the 
author and society. Because, after all 
society should not be denied the ac-
cess to a valuable work for an un-
reasonable length of time. It has been 
sought to be justified-this 50 years' 
tim<>-<ln the ground that Buthors are 
not rich people and, therefore, they 
should have this period of exploitation. 
I know authors are not rich people. 
But the point is, if the authol'll are 
not rich people, should we let the 
work to be exploited by his posterity. 
I can understand his children having 
the fruit of it if it is a good enough 
work. The children wlll be profited 
by it, will be able to establish them-
selves by exploiting it. But, why 
should we anow it to be utilised fur-
ther into his posterity? Let us not 
forget, that if the authors are not 
rich people, that it is not they that are 
going to exploit the work; they are 
not going to hold on to the work; they 
are going to sen it away to others and 
those others will exploit it for this in-
ordinate length of time. Therefore, I 

would again request the Minister to 
adopt a different plan in relation to 
copyright. 

Although this copyright has been 
lengthened in the case of the authors, 
one provision has been made which is 
seriously detrimental to the authors. 
I mean the provision made in clause 
17 of the Bill regarding the first prin-
ciple of copyright. I think it should 
be a cardinal principle of copyright 
that as a rule the creator of the work 
should have the copyright in his work. 
If any exception has to be gmfted, it 
must be grafted not by law but by 
agreement between the creator and 
some other person in whose interest 
he might be creating the work. 

For instance, a newspaper employs 
some correspondent to send in in-
teresting stories which may have some 
value, interesting despatches which 
may receive wide circulation. If you 
pay the correspondent adequately 
there is no reason why the correspon-
dent will not rescind his copyright for 
you. You can secure the copyright 
that way. I can understand that the 
newspaper, whose correspondent the 
author is, may enjoy the copyright to 
the extent of reproducing the despat-
ches in the newspaper. But what is 
the meaning of enabling that news-
paper to publish it in any other news-
paper, magazine or periodical? I do 
not understand the meaning of it. 

Similarly, it is provided that if an 
author i. employed by someone else 
and produces a work under a contract 
of service, it is not the author that 
will be the firat owner of the copy-
right but it will be the employer. 
Why? If the employer wants to be an 
owner of the copyright, if he wants 
to have the right of exploiting lhe 
copyright, let him have an agr~

ment with the author. If he has an 
agreement with the author there is 
nothing to bar him from taking the 
copyright; but, why do you initially 
grant him the ownership of the 
copyright? This is not a difference 
in principle; only in practice it. 
will be cl:lusing serious hardships to 
the authors. 
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You know, in many cases, the 

authors may be commissioned by tele-
phone to write for a newspaper. Some-
body might telephone to you or to me 
and say: You write an article for us. 
I write the article. They publish it in 
the newspapers. Why should they 
have the right to publish it in any 
other newspaper, magazine or periodi-
cal? Their right should end by pub-
lishing it in the newspaper for which 
they get it written. If they want thia 
further right, they should pay for it. 
But, if you provide by law that if you 
do a commissioned work, it is the per-
son who commissions that will take 
the first ownership of the copyri,ht, 
then, placed as the authors are in thw 
country, they will never be able to 
have a contrary agreement. If the law 
stands like this, that the author prima 
facie \\'ill have the ownership of the 
copyright apart from the production 
in the newspaper concerned, then, he 
might bargain. He may say: Give 
me something more and I will give 
you the right. But if you put the law, 
the other way, if you want the em-
loyer to contract out, the author will 
be in a very unenviable position be-
cause he is not a person who can stand 
out or resist when an offer come to 
him. 

Shri Masani said that he is a grown 
up person. It may be, he is grown 
up, but in the circumstances, he is so 
placed, that it would be very difficult 
for him to look after himself. There-
fore, I would strongly recommend the 
changing of the scheme of section 17. 
I think the provisos are absolutely 
unnecessary. It is enough to provide 
that the author shall be the first owner 
of the copyright, subject, of course, to 
an agreement to the contrary. Whether 
it is the case of a government work 
or whether it is the case of other work, 
there is no difficulty in arriving at an 
agreement, provided you make suffi-
cient payment. There is no difficulty 
In arriving at an agreement with the 
author, however, that he will not be 
IIrst owner and that it will be the 
Government Or the employer or the 
persons who claim it will be the IIrst 

owner of the copyright. It is only 
that way that you will strengthen the 
author's position in bargaining. And, 
if you put it the other way, the author 
will never be able to secure the 
ownership of the copyright from his 
employer. It is not unknown that in 
this country employers of this kind 
are often unscrupulous and they will 
exploit the advantage with a venge-
ance and make it impossible for the 
authors to get the ownership to copy-
right .... 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmali: What is the 
suggestion of the hon. Member? 

Shrl Sadhan Gupta: My sugges-
tion is to only retain the first part of 
clause 17 with this modification, that 
is to say, the author will be the first 
owner of the copyright in the absence 
of an agreement to the contrary. That 
is all and all the provisos should be 
done away with. 

I have now a few remarks to make 
with regard to certain provisions. Re-
garding the definition of the word 
'adaptation', I am very much opposed 
to defining 'adaptation' in a rigid man-
ner, because 'adaptation' may be of 
such variety that it may not be possi-
ble to cover all kinds of 'adaptation' 
by rigid definition. For example, here, 
it has been defined in a certain way 
and I find that under the definition if 
anyone turns the dramatic work into 
an opera, for example, it is not cover-
ed by 'adaptation'. Therefore, any 
person can take hold of a dramatic 
work and may tum it into an operatic 
work and that kind of piracy will not 
be covered by the word 'adaptation' 
and he is free to do it, although 11 he 
takes hold of a IIction and turns it Into 
a drama or an opera, then, of course, 
it will be covered by the word 'adap-
tation' as defined here. We always 
prefer 'adaptation' to be understood in 
a popular sense. Very often In legis-
lating we use popular expressions. 
They are much better because they 
"re better understood and if we define 
'adaptation' as not meaning certain 
t1,mgs, but as including certain things 
concerning which there may be 
doubts, then, I think the dellnition of 
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'adap:ation' will become popular and 
will enable the courts to do justice 
between authors and thOS'e who com-
mit piracy of their copyrights. 

The other remark I would oller is 
regarding the term of the 'broadcast' 
reproduction right. I believe the term 
of 25 years has been fixed for broad-
cast-reproduction right. I would say 
that it is hardly conceivable that a 
radio programme would retain its 
value for 25 years. Theretore, it is 
absolutely unneresS3ry to keep it 
away from the public for such a long 
time. I can understand 3, 4 or 5 
years, but it is inconceivable that a 
radio programme will retain its value 
for so long. 

Similarly regarding records of pho-
tographs, I think it is inconceivable 
that any· record or any photograph and 
for the matter of that any cinemato-
graph will retain any financial value 
for 25 or 50 years. So a lower term 
should be fixed in respect of these 
things. 

I turn now to a very important pro-
vision which arise out of, I think, 
clause 52. A number of e>remptions 
have been laid down which would not 
amount ·to an infringement of copy-
right. There, I do not find the reporta 
of speeches made in the Legislature, 
for example. I am speaking in Parlia-
ment; it is being reported. Other 
Members will speak on various sub-
jects. Those speeches will be report-
ed; if we have to publish those speech-
es, not in a newspaper report, of 
course, but just publish those speeches 
otherwise, it would be an infringe-
ment of copyright. That is very un-
desirable. There may be a variety of 
reasons on account of which we mieht 
have to publish these reporta; for ins-
tance, during an election campaign, 
there might be a candidate belongin, 
to a rival party who had been in 
parliament and it may be necessary 
for another party or another candi-
date to show him up to the public by 
publishing his speeches or it might be 

necessary for me, Sir, or for any otnl:![ 
candidate who is facing the electorate 
in any election to show up what I 
have done in the Parliament and it I 
choose, I should surely be able to 
publish speeches which I have mads 
or even the speeches which others 
have made in order to show up the 
party who is opposing me. I do not 
see why there should be any hind-
rances in the way of such publications. 
Speeches made in the Legislature 
should be most widely published; they 
are not very much of a 1Inancial 
value; they do not bring very great 
profit to the Government. On the· 
other hand, every member of the 
public is interested in having access to 
them and every member of the public 
should have the free right to publish 
those speeches and to keep the public 
informed about it, even apart from 
contemporaneous newspaper reports. 
Therefore, I would appeal to the Gov-
ernment to accept the amendments 
which may be tabled later or to bring 
forward amendments themselves to 
exempt this category of literature 
from the rules regarding intringement 
of copyright. 

Having said so much, I once again 
give my general support to the Bill 
because by and large it is a Bill which 
will be ot assistance to the authors 
except for clause 17, of course, and if 
the Bill is amended, as I have suggest-
ed, it will be a valuable instrument 
in promoting the cultural develop-
ment of our country. 

Shrl D. C. Sharma (Gurdaspur): 
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, this Bill has a 
three-fold purpose. In the ftrst place, 
it is to protest the rights of authors, 
and in the second place, it is to protect 
the rights of those persons who are 
sometimes responsible for subsidizing 
these authors and in the third place, 
this Bill provides Borne safeguard so 
far as the social aspect of all llterary 
and creative work is concerned. I 
believe that with regard to the rights 
of those concerned with money and' 
who are in a position to commission 
the work of those authors, the Bill 
has erred on the side of excess. I think 
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this Bill does not give one the im-
pression of the socialistic concept of 
our society which we are trying to 
bring into being as fast as possible. I 
believe that the rights which have 
been given to these on account of 
their money, on account of their long 
purses and on account of their capital 
which arc all there to purchase the 
work of some others, have been exag-
gerated. I feel that the ownership of 
the copyright as vested in these 
persons and vested also in a very pro-
nounced way should not have happen-
ed. After all, so iar as creative work 
is concerned, the money aspect of it is 
not as important as it is made out to 
be. The creative aspect of it should 
have been played up and the money 
aspect of it should have been played 
down but I find that in case of certain 
publications commissioned by news-
papers or magazines or journals, this 
right has been overweighted in the 
case of proprietors and has not been 
given a due place so far as authors 
are concerned. That is the first thing 
which I wish to say. The second point 
is this. 

Dr. K. L. Shrlma1l: Will the hon. 
Member let me know to which Clause 
he is referring which gives weightage 
to the proprietor? 

Shri D. C. Sbarma: Chapter IV 
.entitled "Ownership of copyright and 
the rights of the owner". I am glad 
that the rights of the puthor are also 
going to be protected. 1 think this 
is the first time we are going to have 
a thing in this way. But I do not 
understand by what law of equity or 
of biology or of racial preservation, 
the framers of this Bill have arrived 
at the figure of 50 years. It is said 
that the copyright will vest in the 
author or his descendant or his heir 
for 50 'years after his death. 1 think 
we should not ignore the social aspect 
of the authorship. We have to take 
into account the social context of our 
country and it is this. So far as liter-
acy Is concerned, ours is a backward 
country. Our cultural traditions are 
-great. We have a great legacy behind 

us. But taking into account the low 
incidence of literacy in this country 
and also the slow progress of free and 
universal education in this country as 
well as the fact that the cultural 
resources of our country are not avail-
able to the people at large, I would 
have thought that the period for which 
an author could enjoy the copyright 
after his death should have been equal 
to the average expectation of life of 
an individual. This means that you 
will give this copyright business to an 
author for about generations. It may 
be possible in other countries. It may 
be done in some of the countries of 
the west. I don't deny it. Perhaps 
our Minister has many examples of 
that. But I think it should be done 
only up to the average expectation of 
life of an Indian citizen, that is, 30 
years or 35 years. From this point of 
view, I feel that the Bill is very un-
satisfactory. 

Again, Sir, 1 would say that this 
Bill suffers from a great deal of unne-
cessary verbosity. Of course, the 
Minister is entitled to ask me as to 
where the verbosity lies and where it 
could be found. If I had time, I would 
be able to point it out. I have been 
in the habit of condensing works of 
art and appreciating works of art. 1 
have done works of that kind and 1 
believe that a creative artists-whe-
ther he is a composer or a musician or 
a wriu.r-whatever he may be, 
should not be saddled with so 
many legal subtleties and legal 
complications. This Bill, I believe, 
has placed a great deal of weight on 
the poor author. 1 trunk the author 
will now have one foot in the office of 
the man who pays him and the other 
foot in the office of the person who is 
going to interpret the laws of copy-
right. This Bill has been overweight-
ed so far as legal complications go. 1 
think there are many lmnecessary 
repetitions here. There are many 
things here which should have been 
kept out. There is nothing like com-
monsense to be found anywhere. We 
have to explain everything when we 
define a thing. If you want to define 
2 table, you have to define It In correct 
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terms and you cannot leave it to the 
imagination of the reader; so also you 
have to define what you mean by a 
chair. This has got to be defined. If 
I may express a term which now 
comes to my mind, this Bill is a very 
big 'legal conundrum.' This Bill is 
meant for the lawyer and for the 
interpreters of the law. I agree with 
what my friend Shri Masani said. I 
know that certain instructions are 
very necessary and I know also that 
the appointment of certain officers is 
very necessarY-31l that I know. It is 
now an integral part of the Bill.that 
we should create a new Board. That 
new board should have a chairman, 
members ranging from three to ten 
and other paraphernalis. 

In India, creative writing is not to 
be found plentifully. It is not on a 
scale in which it is in some other 
countries. But, that is not the fault 
of India. Books are not published in 
such large numbers here as in other 
countries. I do not want to name 
those countries because you get into 
trouble when you name any other 
coun try on the 1Ioor of this House. I 
know that we are de1lcient so far as 
publishing is concerned. All that we 
publish is not to be designated as 
creative writing. I do not know why 
all this administrative apparatus Is 
going to be brought into being. This 
could have as well been left to the 
High Courts concerned. The Punjab 
High Court will have done this work 
for Punjab; similar will be the case 
with regard to the other States. 

We have developed a .trange way 
of doing things during recent years. 
No Bill is complete and no work is 
fully done, we feel, unless we can 
produce for the delectation of the citi-
zens of India, a board complete with 
all the paraphernalia which we associ-
ate with the board-chairman, reels-
trar, deputy registrar and 80 on. 

This Copyright Bill Is useful. I do 
no deny it. But, I also eay that the 
judicial element, if I may call It that 
way, has been brought into it to such 
an extent that if any creative artist or 
author reads this Bill, he will never 

try to produce any creative work. 
This Bill will frighten him into doing 
nothing. 

I am not very happy ovpr the para-
phernalia that has been brought into 
the Bil!. We should have waited for 
sometime and the Minister could have 
come to us after some time. At that 
time, he may have said: "Now, this 
creative talent is diffused in a much 
larger degree." Then. we could have 
it. 

The most difficult problem In this 
country is not the problem of copy-
right or the infringement of copyright 
but the problem of piracy. There may 
be all these problems. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Would not 
that be an infringement of copyright? 

Shrt D. C. Sharma: It is an in-
fringement. Piracy is going on on 8 
large scale in India ... 

An Hon. Member: Why in India 
alone? 

Shrl D. C. Sharma: You know 
about other countries and you can talk 
about other-countrles Dut I can talk 
about India. 

I was connected with the Univer-
sity and I know that it has broueht 
out some books. Those books have 
been pirated. It becomes very 
difficult, with all the parapher-
nalia of registrar and al\ that, to 
detect and publish those pirates. It;. 
not only in the case ot a university. I 
received a letter from a very respec-
table firm that their book bad been 
pirated. This is very \l1lwelcome. I 
do not know how this Bill Is going to 
put an end to this piracy. You can 
even catch me it I bring out lome 
book or somebody'. work and give my 
name there; yOll can '3pprehend me 
if I do anything of that kind. But 
what do you think of these secret foes 
of creative writing? They are sub-
terranean criminals who are making 
an assault on the rights ot poor and 
needy authors. I do not think that 
this Bill does anything in that 
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direction. Piracy is very much diff-
used in this country but it is not 
tackled here. Unless that is tackled, 
all these Bills will not lead us any-
where. 

There is no doubt that Chapter Xl, 
infringement of copyright, has been 
made very comprehensive. There are 
many clauses and sub-clauses. Here, 
I may give you a case. When I was 
at Lahore, I was called as a witness 
in a court of law on account of a copy-
right case. A gentleman produced a 
book and another gentlemnn tried to 
gIve a liberal and very free translation 
plus criticism plus appreciation of that 
very book in a modern Indian langu-
age. It was not a translation or abri-
dgemf'nt. It had very little resem-
blance with the original and yet con-
tained what was in the original. Was 
it an infringement of the copyright? 
That was the question. The gentle-
man who presided over that Court-
he is now, I think, a Judge of the High 
Court in one of the countries of this 
world-said that that was not an 
infringement of the copyright. It was 
given there that the right of transla-
tion was reserved. 

There are very subtle brains in our 
country who can circumvent the regu-
lation and copyright by producing 
something which is like the original 
and yet not like that. It is a paradox. 
What is there in this Bill to safeguard 
the interests of these people? I ap-
peared as a witness in that case be-
cause it was instituted by the Punjab 
University. It was the complainant 
and the defendant was publisher. He 
had done that and yet there was no 
remedy for it in the hands of law at 
that time. Nor does this Bill provide 
any remedy for that kind of infringe-
ment. 

In every Bill we give rule making 
powers to the executive and that has 
been done in this case also. But, I 
would ask you one thing, Sir, is it not 
necessary that the ru:es ahould deal 

with procedural things and not with 
basic and fundamental things? The 
basic and fundamental things should 
go into the body of the Bill itself. As 
a person who was a member of the 
Subordinate Legislation Committee' 
during the last Parliament I can say 
that our executive very often exceeds 
the powers which are granted to it in 
a Bill so far as rule making is con-
cerned. 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: May I refer the 
hon. Member to subclause (3) of 
clause 78 where it is stated: 

"All rules made under this sec-
tion shall, as soon as may be after 
they are made, be laid before both 
Houses of Parliament ... . " 

They can then be modified. 

Shri D. C. Sharma: Sir, I thank the 
hon. Mi",ister. Like a school master 
the hon. Minister has tried to 
teach me a most obvious thing which 
is a part of every Bill that comes 
befor .. the House. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Perhaps the 
hon. Minister thought just the same 
way, that the teacher was teaching 
him. 

Shrl D. C. Sharma: Exactly, and you 
are, Sir, the teacher of teachers and 
you are teaching both of us. 

I wish to submit most respectfully 
that here the ruI8' which are going 
to be made by the executive are such 
as deal with some of the fundamental 
things that ahould have fanned a part 
of the Bill itself; for instance, the 
form of applications etc. When we 
were discussing some other Bill, I re-
member the form of comJllaint etc. 
were given there. In this case the 
procedure to be followed in connec-
tion with any proceeding before the 
Registrar is also left to the executive. 
From my experience in the Subordi-
nate Legislation Committee I can say 
that the executive is not always very 
keen on preserving the spirit cd 
the law, and also on keeping within 
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"the tour comers ot the powers given. 
Very otten they exceed their powers. 
U you look at the proceedings ot the 
'!'ubordinate Legislation Committee 
you will find how many times we have 
pointed this out. It may not happen 
in this case, but I must say that these 
things, which are the very spirit of 
this Bill, should have been given in 
the Bill itself by way ot an Appendix 
so that we may know what they are. 

Sir. this Copyright Bill is an ad-
vance on what exists at this time; 
there is no doubt about it. But, dur-
ing the last five years I have tound 
th~t after we have passed a Bill we 
bring in an amendment after six 
months or one year, because we find 
that the law that has been passed does 
not work as well as the framers had 
thought it to work. So my hope' does 
not lie so much in the Bill that is be-
ing discussed on the floor o' this House 
now, but in the amending Bill which 
will come ufter six or eight nlonths. 
And I hope that in the amending Bill 
I will be in a position to bless more 
than I can do in the case ot tlhe 
present one. 
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'ti"tI<r11;,"~'",,"~~~ I ~ 
q;rro t>;'fi" m>n: it; 'fffif <fl' ory<:! ~f 
~I W ;;rrn# if f~ f.!; mm;m; 
G\lfT'!T ~ ~, if' 11;'" w;o:r orT if;Tq" 

~ ~ "" llTfuqr f.!; wr;f 'fffif ~ 
liT, flr.rr ~ q ~if~ ~ 'lipm ~, 

~ ~ i!il IJT>f IJT>f iftm ~ I 
~ 'lm1 ~ f'VcfTif f<'fli lIT 'OW ~ 
ml"'f\"q; '1ft lIT ~ ~ ">ff ~ 1fo1lf 
~,<iT",,~ 'I~ ~ 11;0~ 
«<iT iftm 'It.T I if' t>;'fi" f~ 
iIr~~~>fi"~~ f'li f~ 
~'!it~~'f~~~~ 
~ "lif it<ft ~' f~ tIT"""" i!il 'Iif!m 
~~ I "!T~"0!Tlf~Ti!il 
~ f~ 'Iff 'l'I".:'r<'ff ifi!T ~'1r Ii!> 1ft 
iIUf <f1!; -m:o ~ ti omfor 'Itf ~ I 
.rr"","~~~~~~ 
flrn I1'f1I' ~ ~ mr ~ 'Ii"( !!fTIff, ~ 
~~#~ ~ i'IfUq;,"f~ 

""~~~~~,~ 
1l w m tf ~ ifffiI;!T m '3"'f q;: 
.....mr ~ 'O"(if[ ~ ~ tl' w 
~q;::urm~~1f>':if[ 
"-ml1'IT f.!; IflIl ~!fIf;T 'IT!Tf or) f.!; mfrnr-
'!i'I" f.ror if ~ ~ !IT''f 'IT itlf '0"( I( • 

!IT''f """ '0"( f,qr 11m ~ I '!i~ ':(7J'fl if 
~~ m"f ">ff ~ :urm ill 'lIT'IT ~ I 
f.Ill': ~ mr'IT'! 'f'f.f\"q; '!mIT ~ ~ 
~ 'fit ~X "I'li fORT T;lm' ~ <iT ~ 
!fl1!"f iff ~ 'tit ;;f;fur;{ <1m mfo~ 
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[q'f~~ 0T'f' ~~ ~I.jq] 
fl ~~~.q'l[<[fi!;~~ ~ 
ffi ~ CI'Ii" for;;n ~ <iT qf""l'!i" ~ 'fffit 
~~~~l;fli'~~~ I ~ 
~~~~ f~oqif~<nT, 
Ii' 'f~r ~ ~ "II Wfi!; TJ:R ~ ~ 
~.,...,~ o;mt ~ ~ir;p:r ~ 
~1m ~ I 

~CI'Ii"m.m~~'IiT~ 
~ "Ii. "!:I ~ f~ m.m ~ ~"( ~ 'Iro!'fffl 
~ofTWI''fr ~lIT~~ 
~ttm~rn~' ofT'I,'f[lfrn~ 

ij;~~fu<feo;m~<f~.r ~~ 
~~'fi'tt~'ff;T ~ I m,~ 
~ ~;r ;ft If\'n ~ I 
.rf~ m;;r ~l;f ~ if-r><i' 
~ '3"!"!il <rf; ~ 'fU (IT ;m ~, 
~~~CI'Ii"fl!<mT~ I 'l[<[1i'~~ 
m:'fq; '1'o/!T R ~ ~ ~r f~T ~ 
"fT~~'!:fT'qi<:'r~lIT~ 
'!:fT'qic;r'liT'1'~<iTIi'~(f[~fit; 
~~ f~.qr ;ft;;r ~ f~ I{ ,,~ ~fumT 
fit;flr ~ ij; q'ffi ~ ~ '""" 
~lJ:~iIi'~~,w'!ftofT 
~ ~ ~ ~~ ~rfTirc ~r if'f ;;mft 
~ ~ ~ WI'fr qrq« ~ ffuiic ~ ~ 
t ~ ~ ~ ~ .q f~~ q'ffi fit; "eo; 
""'" t I ~ ~ ~ g9;[T f~ 'f'\t!;<: 
<iT ~ m f<'flIT !flIT m.: 'irN ~ 'irN 
~ f~ q'"( m, ~r f;;rwlt ~u 
~ t '3''f q'7 ;ft 'Ii'i;;r[ ~ f<'flIT!flIT I 

~~~'f@tf~~;ft~ 
~ t ~ ~ if 'l[<[ f~ <rf; fif;<ft 
~iIi'q'ffi~u~t I ~~Ii' 
>.fT "fN"T 'r'f '1fT ~ f~fuf~ ~ ~l;f(f 
~fit;<rf;~~~'!:fT'qi'l>T'ft
~ 'liT &IT "fTf~ m.: WI<: <rf; 'I>1t 
mfufWI; '!"Ii if'frnT t <iT f~ ~ if 
;ft ~'IfT ~ifif;TU q Tr.rn.r 'f@ eo;r.lT 
~ I ~ ~fif;Tft 'l1f~ if ~fuiic 

'f@ f~ ;;r['f[ ~ 'fliTf~ '!!Tfror<: 
,,~ ~ t f~ ~ f~ ~ <rf; 'iftor 
~r t m.: '3',"r 'liT, ofT ~ ~ 
t '!iTlRT ~I t ~ ~ ~ ~ f~ <rf; 
~r~l{~ I 

15 Ms. 

9;[i[ Ii' ~~ ~U eo;r 'ift;;r l;f['f;f11f 
Jf'lfr orr otT flRl;f(f I{ ow ~ ~ 
~ I 'l[<[ f;r. ~ ~ f'f'GT'[ ~ f~ 
~tm.:~~~ ~ ~ { 
<iT ~ ~if;' ~ it ~ l!MCT if'f ornft 
t~~rf~~'IiT~lIT 
m.r<1T~l;f~ 'liTf;'f.~~~eo;r 
~ I or" ~ m,'I>1t 'ift;;r ~ 
~ m ;;rr# m.: qf~ :mt '!iTlRT '3OT 
.r<iT~~<Tli'~~~ ~ 
~~~ ;;rr><or 'f@ ~I ~ 
~ .q or;r ~ .tf;;m;fC"( ~ f;p:r 
ow "" ~ t lIT ~~T~~ "" ~ t 
<iT ~ ofT ~ ~ ~ ~'IfT if'f;;mft 
t m.: ~T.~ ~ otT ~ iii' fif'fT 
~'f@~~t I lt~~<Trniir 
<{R~~l!'Tfu"I; 'f@~~ 
~ ~ J!TfWf; eo;T ;;r['f[ t I WI<: 

~t "([~, ~ m 'I>1t ~[l;f ~ ~ $ 
~ ~ ill ~;f m;;rr# oT <{R if ~lft 
;ft qfi;;pf; ~ ~ ~ 'f@ fi!;m ;;r['f[ 
~ I WI<: ~m ~1m t eft ~ qrf'l[<[ 
'f@t I ~~~;;ITf;'f.t'l'l[ 
flr<:I;rr ~ $ ;;IT '!'frf~;r f;'f. ~. ~ 
~ f<:'lIT orro "fTfeo;li' I Ii' ~ ~ 
"IT6:ffifit;~mf;'f.it~ 
"" 1Wn orm I ;;ff~ ~ ~ "IT6:ffi ~ 
f~ WI<: ~ ~ ltffuc if it fit; 
~ f~ f.t;ln ;;rr# eft ~I 
~~iII~~~1Wn 
;;r['f[~f~~~~fit;~ 
f~ ~ 1Wn ;;rr# I ~ it ~ 
~fi!;~~~~;;~fit;~ 
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I;i~ 9;f'f;f ~ro "II 'ift;;f '!it ~ rp::q[ 
~ ill ~ ~!Jr ~ ~' ~ ~ 
~~ ;nrij' ,,;;mre' ~, <ft ttij' ~ 
or.; m ~' f .. 'f6: m'H ~ fm;;;;ro 
rn~r~"~~mr~ 
~ illm~'1 ~ffi~i~i 
~ ~ ~ffuc i "@ ~, qf;;;rr. 
.,ffuc iii furm'q; ~ I ~ ~ ~ f'fi' ~ 
m~ r~C'l: ~ ;f 'Wl'fT <l'fi'm 
i~~'!iT(I'fi'f\;r;f~rp::f\i'1fT 
~ I ';i~ ~ ~ f'fi' ~ ij' ;;r1!'~ "fror 
~~f'fi'~f~f~ij;mvr 
~~~'~~iiI;;iTmvr 
~' ~ ;;iT ;;r!'f;;r ~II f m ';i~i 

~'I'~If>"'l:'IT~~'1 ,,1I'ift;;f'fi'T 
~~ ~ ~ f;;p;r~' G'fil' ~~ ;;iT ~r 
~m"R'~4~ ~ 
!flT'IT "fIVIT ~ f;;r'! q;: f'fi' '!,'I' '!iT 1:(<lmI' 

~ I .. ~ f"I;iT ~ :-

"If at any time duri"g the term 
of copyright in any Indian work 
which has been published or per-
formed in public, a complaint is 
made to the Copyright Board that 
the owner of copyright in the 
work-

(a) has refused to republish or 
allow the republication of the 
work or has refused to allow the 
performance in public of the work, 
and by reason of such refusal the 
work is withheld from the public; 
or 

"the Copyright Board, after 
giving to the owner of the copy-
right in the work a reasonable 
opportu;'lity of being heard. and 
after holding such inquiry as it 
may deem necessary, may if it is 
satisfied that the grounds for such 
refusal are not reasonable, direct 
the Registrar of Copyrights to 
grant to the complainant a licence 
to republish" etc, 

"if it is satisfied that the grounds 
for such refusal are not reason-
able", 

>i' ~~fim ij; f~~, ~ 
ft;;r ~r eft, q;: '1iiff ~ I 

The heading is: "Compulsory 
licence in works withheld from 
Public", 

~ 1:('fi' ~ ~r ~6TIf >l ~' ~ 
~ffi ~ ;f ';ill' otm 'fi'I'tT "6:1 f~ ~, 
~r 'fi'I'tT "6:1 f~~, l1T ~ ~lfiICI' 
~'f'fi' ~ <mT otm "6:1 ~ qtT 'f6: ~ 
f~ "ifT 'fi"'fT ~m ~, at tt'l'T 
~w#'Il1T~'fi'6:T;;rr~~f'fi'>l 
m;f;;p;r q~ ~' ~~ ~lmf 
~ ~ 11:('fi' ~, ~flfi'itt<mT 
W ~ ~ qtT 4' .. m fur~ 1fT 
f~~'fi"'fT~~<ft .. ~ 
iii'\'! ffi '1iiff ;m'I' ~ I ~'fT ~~<I ii' <;t'Ti 
;nr~'!iT;;rT<1TI:~~~;;iT 
.. m 'ff.~ ~ 'fi'T 9;!N'fi'T<: "m.ffi' 
~,§~ ~ f'fi' .. ~fif>i' 'f6: ~,'!iTl!lfT
'f;;rr~ I 'qlT'~W~~'fi'T 
~ "fIVIT ~ <ft ~ ';i!J ~ '!iT 
~ qn;r ~.f'l', ~ ij' ~ 
~;;rr~r.~'~Ifi'T~ 
'I'm'l';;rT fir;;r;rr "fTf~ I "f'!R ~ ~
~ snm.r ~:- • 

"republish the work, perform the 
work in public or communicate 
the work to the public by radio-
diffusion, as the case may be, sub¥ 
ject to paym=t to the owner of 
the copyright of such compensa-
tion and subiect to such o~her 

terms and conditions as the Copy-
right Board may determine; and 
thereupon the Registrar of Copy-
rights shall grant the licence to 
the complainant in accordance 
with the directions of the Copy-
right Board, on payment of such 
fee as may be prescribed". 
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[<lf~ ~ ~r~ ~r~ 

~"'"~'fiT~~~lfT'f 
fum' if!IT ~ rn ~ ~ @ f'fi' 
~ ~i ~:rim'f f~ m'f<: 
'tiT~'fiT~ormf~~~ I ~fi!;;r 
'I;I'Il1: ~ ~ f~ ;;mrr ~ ~N a'h: 
ij- fmlI"r mar f'fi" 'I;I'Il1: ~ ~fim 
if" D;on 'IiVlT or~r it <ft ~ m' 
~ ~ ~ CIT ~ f~i:l 1f!TI«<r 
Vcrr I 'I;I'Il1: won: 'IiTf i'il"m ~ itn" 
~~~~f'fi"~ij;rf'l>CITif'fo't'f 
W1l ;;r[if <ft <fr~. ~<1"U>f;;r ~ ~ I 
;iif'fi"'f ~ 'TT aT ~ f"f'1r ~ I 

'IGrounds fOr such reflL.~al are not 
reasonable . . " 

Ii ~ 'IiVlT ~ f'fi" D;ffr ~'-cr ~ ~ 
~fitR:if~~rform~'l>'Tf~ 
if lIT ,f;;r""," f~ If, ~ 00 
if.mr~~I'I;I'Il1:~~ 
f~~~~~~fit;~mr 
tlm 'f@ t <ft ~ .rt f~ @ ~ 
o;r.rU~;m ~ 'f1ilfi!; ~ ~ ~ 
.~ ij- <Ton f~ orr ~ ~, 
~~f~orr~~~~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~fim 'fo't ~'fi1T1i fif;lfT 
.>rr ~ ~ I 

~ fl:rf.fm: ~;r ~ 'I>l'fi-
·me ~i 'f'fT~ ;;rr ~ ~. f~ ~ 
~P'fi"g 'fiT;;r;;rit'rrlITll.T~ 
.~m~~~il"'l'~$i!l1T I 
~~i'lfT~~'l>'Tqm:t.f 

1j'. lfT'f~ ;ffi" ~ 'flIl f~ ~, 
~ ifU WI1f if ~ mlfT I 'I;I'Il1: ~ ;fr.r 
~ ~fim if \!:T <ft wro: iIli ~ 
<ft~;ft;;r'l>'T~~~~m ~ 
f~ ~ f<:1l1;;rriT I ~ ~ 1f!lf«<r 
ifm~$:~~'fiTi!:'fi"<fr~ I 
'WT1:'f~~~~~'f~ 
.~.~ ~.t ~~~ qf.",'f; _'\!~~~ 

~I&:t~~~~ 
f1r.I;rr ~ I ~f'fi"'f ~ «<r ,,"t;;r 'fiT 
m;;r;;rmit I ~~<l~;;r;;rm'f<: 
~~$:'f{t~it'fr~ I ~ 
~"fim'fo'tW;;rr'fT~1 
'I;I'Il1:~o:mrm~~$:~~ 
~ ~ <ft ~ m'f'I>"r ~ 3m: 
~r $'fT ~ I ~ ~~ 
'lTow!; 'Ii'r ~ 'fT~, 'fi"[q"fme 'fit. 
'fo't it'fT ~ $: qf~ 'lfufucr 'fo't 
0lfT'f if ~ ~ ~ ~'f f.!;lfT ;;rr'fT 'fTf~ I 
'I;I'Il1: ~ ;ft;;r 'fiT fio:rm rn 'fiT ~ 
mq-~ ~r ~ "" <ft <fr ~ ~ ~amr 
~~ I ~1J\mq-~~~'fo'tm
me'fli'fo't~~~·aT~ mq-
~~I 

~.~~fit;~~:;r&:t 
fi!;~f~~~ 
"Satisfied that grounds for such re-

fusal are not reasonable". 

~ <1"f3iT ~ ;r.mr 
"It In the opinion of this COPYlillht 
Board, it is in the interests of Ihe 
general public, to allow such republi-
cation" 

Ii ~ ~ ~ ~ fit; lfITf«<r 
~~fi!;~~~~<f'fi"'!fuT'fi" 
"""~~ ~'fil~~","~f.!;'n 
;;rr>i mfi!; ~ 'fi"T ~ ~ nzrn 
'f~1 

~~o;J1f<1'T~n~;;rr 
~it;~~1 ~~'f[l:if 

-mf.!;~~~c>:~ "&:t 
~ ~ ~T ~ ""-'ITt 'l'r. 
~~:~~r~'I;ffi~tn
't~ 'fi"~U'f it; furmq; "ItT '1m 

_ ~ .. I.li ~ ~ 'Ii1 <:lm ~ ffi 
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T-!'IIIt~~~<i~~$~ 
~);f i\1l1: ;fr.i'T if ~ ~ 
~'!itlfl"ilT~<fTm~~~~ 
~~~~;;rrmofl 

",~6'P~'l>'tiiffif~llm 
~ ~T~ ..rt~ti ~flfT~~ ~ 

fiI;~~~~~~1 
~·~'!it<lm~fiI;~);f;;f\'~~ 

~ ~r if <:"1 ~ ~~ ;nl!T"!:<i 'f~ 'f'\' 
'l"fTfil; ~if~ !f;·ii~ ~ 'I'ffit 
~m~~I~ti~~~ 
~l'frfil;~~ C(~ ;fr.r~ 

$~WR$~i'-ro 
'<ft;;r ~ I ;j ~ w,or ~ 'l:~ ~T 
~ f!f; "fir mr4T fil;i\Tif ij; qffit <It ~ 
~ <iT iRm ~ <fT mr mf;rot; $ mr 
;ff~ '" ~ ~~!!T ~ ~ m 
~ f<fi" ~lf'IiT ~~ ~ ,.;r ~"1r.rn 
m<f~ifo'!it'f~ I ~ ~~ if~ 
~ft;r;n~fiI;~~~ 
fiI;ffi ~Wf'r 'If'f; '!it ~~ ;;f\' f~ ~ 
~~~T I ti'l:WIT~~~fiI; 
mr~ fif;;nor ~ 'I"fT ~ ~ 
"'lW~~? ~ "~" f~ 
'I:'P:"~;;rrifij;~~~1 

W fif<i 'R ~ ~T if ~ lI1'd1fi~ 
'liT ~ ~ ~ llT"flf gm flfi ~ '" (~) 
~'f'..J'f ~ 3;<n: ~<rmT fiI;!!f l'f!!T $ 
M 3;<n: ~ ~~ I 

~!f; ~ ~r~ ;f ~ ~ 'Ii\llT!!T : 

"May I also ask one question? 
According to clause 30, you permit 
eve':l a book which has been with-
drawn by the author to be publish-
ed. You say that a licence can be 
granted to publish that book. So 
you permit the pUblication of a 
book even though it is withdrawn, 
but you will not permit the trans-
lation of a book which has been 
withdrawn. According to clause 
30, the Copyright Board cannot 
give permission to translate that 

book. That means you can pub-
lish the origi:lal book but not 
translate it". 

~o;r~I!fT$~ "'It 'Ii 
l{ri!1: ~ ~ ;f m ~ f!f;~T $ ~ 

~'f{": 

"Part (e) says: "that author has 
not withdrawn circulation of 
copies of the work'. The words 

'unless' and not cancel each other, 
which means that if a book has 
been withdrawn from circulation, 
then its translation shall not be 
permitted. So, the position will 
be this. The original book, though 
withdrawn, will be permitted to be 
published u"der clause 30, but 
under this clause as proposed. its 
translation will not be permitted." 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He might 
give these arguments on his own be-
half. He need not refer to the 
speech of another Member of the 
Council. 

Panellt Thakur Das Bhargava: 
will not read out; you will excuse me. 
I want to read what the hon. Minister 
said at that time. The Minister made 
a reply which did not favour the ac-
ceptance of that amendment. On that 
the Deputy-Chairman said: 

"I think their doubt is this. U 
any person makes an application 
to the Copyright Board, in SPite 
of the fact that the author has 
withdrawn his work, if it Is m 
public interest, the Copyright 
Board can give permission to re-
publish, enact or televise. That 
is, under clause 30, you allow 
republication, but under clause 31, 
it the author has withdrawn from 
circulation a particular work, 
then nobody can be allowed to 
translate it. One is contradicting 
the other. That is their doubt." 

fTc<!,- m.r.r ~ arT'f~~'" ~ 
'!it ~ W <fT~ ~.f'f fil:lIT I 

Then Dr. Shrimali said, "I do not want 
to press this. I am quite prepared 
for the deletion of this." 
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Dr. K. L. ShrImaU: Read the whole 
thing. 

Pandlt Thakur Das Bhargava: I will 
read. The Mi,..ister said: 

"My reason why I wanted it to 
be retained was that this is in 
accordance with the Universal 
Copyright Convention." 

I do not say that the argument is 
bad, but at the same time, I say that 
whatever may be 'the Universal Copy-
right Convention, if a thing is illogical 
or is such that you ought not to accept 
it, you ought not to care for the con-
vention also in particular matters. It 
may be a very small matter. This 
Member said, III want the deletion ot 
part (e)", but the Deputy-Chairman 
said, "No; I will put the whole clause". 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The rule that 
we have framed on this point is Rule 
354, which reads: 

"No speech made in the Council 
shall be quoted in the House unless 
it is a dellnite statement of policy 
by a Minister: 

Provided that the Speaker may, 
on a request being made to him in 
advance, give permission to a 
member to quote a speech or make 
reference to the proceedings b the 
Council, if the Speaker thinks that 
such a course is necessary in order 
to enable the member to develop 
a point of privilege or procedure." 

qm ~{ "If <n'f~ : ~ 1:fI \!'<'I' 
iJ ~ ~T ~ ~flr 'f~ iJ q. ;if fifi'm 
~ ~ ifi'T 'f[ll' 'f~r 'l'~T~ 

~~ f>ITifm: ~ ~'ffl if; ffi1rl 
'i{ft ~ iJ '!!'loft ;mr ~;if if; ft;rf ~ 
~m{ ~c ij; ifh: 'R ~r iifTif fIl!1f1ii 
ij;f~'llGm:rl!IT f.!; ;;ffi, fiI;fl't 
i1Hn: 'fiT 'l1lf full 'fl; m1 >fc ~ iRTiI; 
iJ Ii ,,~ 'R mffi' ;;ffi f.!; fN'r ~'f 
~ ;if ~ U'J7< ~T if fI'Ifffi I!IT I 

Ii 'l'R 'l<"lif'OT ~ <nr '!it4 'f~ i'TT fI1Ii'T 
"1'T f;rn ~ f'" ~ fliffiH ;if 

~'R~~Tom~r~ 
;f f;rn ~ iJ ~ fIlmPH ..... 

;rnam~:~"'r~ 
ifi'T iRo'I'T ~ ~ ij; <nf~ ~Ttrr I 

!('fi' i1Hn: ;if 'I'IT ~ "" i.~ it~ ~ 
'I'IT ~, ~ qii[ ifi'T 't<iffi Il{t f~ 
if W ~ 'I>'t miifT~ 'liT 'liTe IfiW 
~ IlTTf.!;~~'IiT~~1 

t I 

tim mR' "fl' <n'flf: it,r <rrfirn 
'U><'llHifi'~;if~'li't~.,.~ 
~f.!;>rr 1~~~ifi'TiRI'\1: 
~ W ~ ~ I 'll m1tfc 
lIfT om 'll ;;ro;r f~r 'l1fI 1:fI <nW 
~ W ifi'ffi ~ 1lT'II ;;rrt[1Ir I 'fl[t 
'R~~~;f~'fr : 

"I am prepared to delete this; thW 
will become meaningless." 

'll~lIFfT~~ I ~ <r61 
~1f'fT~;r;~'li't~'l" 

~~ .... 
w~~:lNr~;f 

'I'IT~'<1~~~if'I'IT 
~, 'll ;ft;;r 'liTe ifi'ffi If<rl ~ om WI' 
om Ii if ~ i1Hn: ~ ~ 
rom oft I 

"m mR' "If lff1T!{ ~ ri 
ifi'1: "<l;I ~r f.!; ~ l{. if 1lT'II f.!; '(c~Of 
~ lfI <rUii; 'til ~ ~ ~ ~ iJ 
"f'il ifi'ffi ~I ~ f.!; <nr ~~ 
~;;r;r\!'<'l' ~~ iI'fT~61'3~fIItr 

\!'<'I' ~ ~ if <nr it;;r ~ limft I o;rn f.!;«T 
m:r.fT ;ft;;r ;r; 'l'f~~ ~ o;rrq ~'lInICI 

t ~.~ t61~f;~W<r '1ft l[~ 
m..n- <rtf <rrf.!;q 'U>< if 'fIf;f;r ~ 
If'I'rmr ifi[f ~ om 'f l;T 'fl; ~ ~ I 
~ififi'~~~~;r;'lir.I't 
'Ii~ifi'T~~-mf.!;~fI1~ 



Copyright Bill 27 MAY 1957 C"P1lright Bill 

~ 'fiWlIT ~ <IT itft ~ ~ ~-rrfuT 
~~Ii!;~m~<!'I<I~;fl'~'IT 
,,~ Ii!; 'Ii!: mf~ ~ lIT ~ I "'" 
~ ~wr ~ "'" lWi"<l il; >mil<'f ~ 'llT lIT 
If~ I 

~<f'!;<m"~t'IiT~~qf"""" 
'I!l~~1i!; ~ w.f qfi<'Ii" ~]~ 

~ ~11 If fiT ;jf[ll" ~ ~wi qf«i'!i 
~~~~r'1ZT~~~ 
1f!1f<;lJ' '1Q[ ~ I ~ O;[I~ fl1f1fm: 
otl'~if9;1;;f~'lTftl;~ ~ 
~>R C;"' mfl' ~T;;rr;rr "r~ ~~ 
~~il'?:~~f~1 

m O;[I1T <iI""'!R lfr.IT ~ 

~1~~~Ii!;~.mt
me: il; ~ if ~ t\t!; W>rr~ 
fiI;lIT~f~')fcil;~'fiT 

~r 'flIT I 

~ ill 'W~, ~ i:mrif ~ 0 ~ fom 
otl'<I"(tIi~'~m~furAT~ 
~ : ~;jf[ll" W t f ... 'Rl1f1: ~ 
~ ~ '!~ ~ 'R: o;rnf, ~ ~ 
iAm~ I ~'IiT ,<0 'Ift~~~~;ft 
fiI; l1T'ft ~ f~T ~lft ~ ~ ~ 
~ ;;rW <n: ;;IT Ifmme: t ~ ~ ~ 
~ 'l'if.m ~~ ~ 'R:ff @" 
~ ~ ~. ~T lfi't flf o;rn: Tf'f 
~~f~eft~,,!l1<n:~ 
If' ~ii", ~ If' iii", ~ 'R: ~iT, eft ~ 
~ lfi't, ~ o;no:;T'R"lf ~ ~ >i'~1f 
lfi't,~~f~~~llII'r.r<~~T 
m"l"me 'li"T ~ f~ 'flIT ~ f'li" o;rn: 
m~'liTm;~i[Tm~,~ 
;g~~ fiT. ~f~n fiT, (fT ~ ~ 
~ ~m~, ~ eft o;rn-.r "'"'" ~, ~ 
<n: ~T '<T'I<'r ~ f'li" o;rn: 'l>1l ~ 
lII'r.r< ~ f~ ~c 'fiT 'f-~ ~ f'li" 
~ ,!11 <n: ~~, eft ~ '1i .ffl;r 

'li"T l1fm i'Ih: <n: ~ f~ 'flIT ~, ;rn 
'{'Z"~millm-I ~~>{lI1! f!flft 
""'~t~"f<ft~~~, ~fiI;;r 
f~ il; 'W~ o;rn: '!ill ~ 
~ ~ eft ~ 'i." ~ f~ ~ 
t ;rn t om ~ 1!;0l1 ~"Wt ~ I .rItr 
~~~',~~~if'li'!i 
woo ~ otUOl if q;'l1 !T<ir, ~ce<: fiI 
~ 'R: ill, ~ .rItr ~ f~ 
'R: ~~, ~ <I'Ii" eft ~ t\t!; ~ ~ I 
;;rfil;;r~'ifr.r~~?"~~"W 
~;;rW<n:~~~Il!W<n:~ 
~ f'li" ~f ~ ~ If' ~ 'Ii"U 
~ I ~ eft ~ lIlT ~ ~, 
~~~I 

~ ~i<l if 1{ "'* 'Ii1!"lT f'li" ~ 
<f'!; ~ ~.ft"nle fil<'f ~ ~ t, lT' 
~~fiI;~~;f~~ 
~~~,~T~~~ 
'R:t~ft"'~;tl"~'lfrt I 
<hIT ~ ~lm oft ~ ~ Q;WlIT, ~ 
fir<:r<n:~~~if, ~~ 
~ ~ <!'Ii ~, ~ 'f~ ~, fom <n: ~ 
o;rI1T ;rl1T I o;rq <I!f ~ r~ t WI: 
H.n t~<n:o;[l1;;r~;fflm~ 
ti I o;['f ~ ;rn mrc ~ r~ 'R: ~ 
'fiT ~ ;ijflflf <n: ~ ~ I o;rn: ~ 
Ifrt ~IR' fiT'll aT ~ ""¥ 'liT ~ I 
~~ ~..mr mtr~ f;;ffi>l~f~ 

'!mIT ~, "'" 1{ ~ w ~ flf 
~Z" IfIttT O;[R ~;f11Z" 1fT flf ;>If of 
~~~'Ii"~~O;[~ 
~fil<'f;tr~if'ffif~t I I:'ifif 
..t ;;r'li ~.rr ~. f.;;rIf if m "" If' 
riwifi!"~T IfIf.m ~, ~fiI;;r ~ ~ 
~ ~ ~, .rlf"f ~ ~ 'R: ~ 
~ ~ '¥~ ;fror 'm 'f7" ~T t, 
~ f\:rIl Ji' '3"f 'liT f~ ~'Ii,!;;rn: 
~I 
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Shri Pattabbl Baman (Kumbako-
1IIUn): Sir, I wish briefty to refer to 
certain aspects of the copyright Act in 
view of the observations of my !hon. 
friend Mr. Sharma and others. 

The Act that was in force was the 
11114 Indian Copyright Act, which W&8 
more or less linked to the Copyright 
Act of 1911 of England. Under the 
then law the Indian Copyright Act 
was related to the English Copyricht 
Act, as could be seen from the num-
ber ot expressions like 'His Majesty's 
Dominions', 'Executive Committee of 
the Council', 'the Crown' and all that. 
And finally the reference to His 
Majesty, under section 29 of the U.K. 
Act, providing for all the proclama-
tions, made it incumbent on our hav-
ing a separate Act. And we had, as 
was pointed out by Mr. Masani, to 
ratify the Berne Convention and the 
revised Brus.els and tl'niversal Copy-
rights Conventions. Hence the neces-
sity for the Copyright Bill. 

Thi. Copyright Bill, as now brou,ht 
before the House after its pasnge In 
the Rajya Sabha, if I may say so, is 
highly commendable. I 11'111 conllne 
myself only to one or two remarka 
with regard to the translation aspect 
of It. But before I do so, it micht 
be interesting for the House to know 
that under clause 20 of the Copyrlcht 
Bill as it was placed before the Rajya 
Sabha, they proposed to fix a limit 
of 25 years for republication as well 
as for translation. Thereafter the 
Bill went before the Joint Committee, 
who after hearing representations 
from the aftected people and after 
mature deliberation reverted to the 
existing period of fifty years for 
reproduction and ten years for trans-
lation. Then, in the Rajya Sabha 
the translation period was also raised 
to fifty years; that is to say, it wa. 
made coeval. The right of republi-
cation and the ril/ht of translation 
were both raised to fifty years. Of 
course, there was a provision ft'r a 
licence In the case of works withheld 
trom the public, referred to by my 
hon. friend Pandit Thakur Das Bhar-
pva, under clause 31. It there Is • 

refusal to publish, or rather for the 
republication of the work, or if it is 
withheld without any sufficient rellson 
it is always open to the pulic to g~ 
to the Board and apply for licence. 

As it then stood, the Joint Cotrunit-
tee gave many reasons for keeping 
the period at ten years so far as trans-
lation is concerned. They referred 
to the various languages thal are 
prevalent in India and how it was 
very necessary for important works 
to be translated and to be made avail-
able to the public, or, in other words, 
for important works to be thrown into 
the public domaill, say, within ten 
years atter its publication. That, I 
personally think, is too Iowa period. 
I am wondering whether it would not 
be possible to strike a medium bet-
ween fifty as now passed by the Rajya 
Sabha and ten as recommended by the 
Joint Committee and confine it to a 
period of twenty-five years. 

I am suggesting this tor this pur-
poses. Suppose.· person who is 
alive atter the publication of his 
book keeps quite for a period of ten, 
fifteen or twenty years without get-
ting it translated...,..not that it II 
incumbent on him to translale 11-
but suppose he keeps quite. It should 
be open to another person to seek out 
the work, and to get it translated into 
other languages. After all, we have 
80 many languages in India, and It 
may be very important for theltl 
works to be translated Into otber 

"languages, without the translator hav-
ing to go before the Board and going 
through the cumbersome process of 
getting a licence. If. period of 
twenty-five years is given for transla-
tion, I thought it would sulllce. I 
have nothing more to say with refer-
ence to translation. 

Some reference was madt' to the 
socialistic pattern of society and the 
author's rights. On that I wish to 
say that it is not an unearned income. 
The author works very hard to get 
the income. He may write I)nly one 
book actually and where technIcal 
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books are concerned, he may Dve 
to see only one book published. The 
Income-tax law ,ives some conces-
sions to authors of books. It Is not 
as If it is a rule of thumb-taxation 
being made on the income of the first 
edition. Even that law envisages 
lome sort of a concession to authors 
of books. And in Russia, my hon. 
friend will not be surprised to know 
that the people who live in great 
comfort. perhaps much more comfort 
than the orcllilary people. are the 
authors and scientists and people who 
brin, out books and treatises and 
brochures and publications. There-
fore. to brin, in the question of the 
socialistic pattern of society a,ainst 
the provision that for fifty years the 
properties should ensure in the author. 
is missin, the point. After all. if a 
man who is a lawyer or a doctor can 
earn and get the benefit of that earn-
ed income. the author deserves it 
much more; because it means many 
hours spent by the candle light and 
work at all hours of the day. And 
it may even be that the author . may 
n .. t be able to see the worth of his 
work appreciated in his lifetm.. 
Such being the case it is but meet 
and proper that his family and child-
ren. who depend on him should bene-
fit by the work. 

Therefore. confining mf~elf only to 
the aspect of translation. I would 
commend this Bill for the acceptance 
of the House. 

'II 1I1R'I'I f/l'!1 (fiI;~) : 
~~.~;;ft~ril<'r 
f1:rf.m;: ~;f ~ ill ~ 
~~.~lf>'\'ll·~I5ffi~iII 
m1f ~ If;mT ~ I llft ~ <rQ[ 'lIT 

~ ~~i!1m '" 
,.;'1l'~'I>lfr~I1fl'tTilI~.q~ 
'Ii'i! ~ ~ r", ITIf ~ ~ "N'4iM.1( 
'1ft ~. 'R ill ~ ~ U1!1f ft1!; 

"I{«< 'f ~ ~ 1 ~ <rQ[ ~ ~ r ..... 'lIT 
aq<i'(t~~~.rn ~ ~ 
;nn't ~ .rn w firllfur IIi<INi 

If>'\' ~ (l' \'ITIt ~T ~ (i ~ 
, Willm1f~m1f~iff~W~~ 
~ fr.,'f if ~ 'J'f!' '1ft ~ 
i. f~ m,..n '1ft ~6T i. 1 I!mr 
m:~1l~1f>'\'~1ITU H,'Ift 
~ mrrrr ~ i 1ITU ~t if ~ 
'I'lIT( : 

"No assignment of the copyri,ht 
in any work shall be valid unless 
it is in writing signed by the 
assignor or by his duly authorised 
agent." 

~<f1to~If>'\'~i. 
~ tr't> H", ~i! 'U~ if ~ ~ 
r~ U$.fu>r if ~ (t ri ~ i. 
~<lfT"u~I'Ift~~1 ~ <f1I; 

~"J ;;mroU ill 'lj;'Q' m,. If>'\' ~ i 
~'Ift"U~rnr~~ i ttmi!T 
~ ~ r", r"'«T ifiRr 'I>'Tf ,,~ iIg(l' 

~r<rd' if i!I '1ft<: ~ ~ ~ ~ 
f.rIrtur m ill m~ "'T 'I>'Tf oj~ ifr.IT 

iIg(l' i!T ,.;'1l' ojm hi"{ I!f~Tpr 1 '" 
~ 'IMT ill fu"~ ~ ~R~ ~ r", 
~ f~ fu"flif(! (t 'f ~ am", 
~"u~T'Ift~~~ i 'lft~ 
m...,- IfT'f f;;rln .,.,.q- '" fom ~ 
iJ~~~'I'lIT~~~~ 
'L'U i!T "ITT 1 

~ 'R ~ flf'l1 ;f ttlft m ~ 
.". r", ~ srftrf~ it IfT\'I1f 
~ i 1 '3"fI!;T 1Ii~ i r", ~ ~ii 
~""~m<'I''lITU1!1f~'l''ITi 
~~ (I .rw.r ". f.m'f '!i"{'ff. 
r", ~ ml{lfiT' ~ ~ m<'I' i'i1Ii; ~ 
ilI~~it~~ 1 ;;ftf.nriur 
'litift. ~~ m~, ~~ 'IT 'Ii<'fl'rn 
~. if iofTqfu m>r ill oqroft ~ ~ i 
~ '" ~ .nor t r", f.r;rIr;) ""'F IIiW lilT 
~ ~, '!itt ~ 'lIT >nI'{' i. 'I>1t 
~ 'lIT 1!"JI1' i .rn '!itt 1.11t !I'm: 
'lIT 1!"JI1' ~ 1 ~ ~ r", 'Rm 3I't 
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[>it If'lf'Uif f~ 

tr.mf m<i ~ forf ~ f>J:lfT ;;rrm ~ 
~~if~"f~,"Ii'~~fi!; 
~>r.rn~~ I 

~~>:[Tif1~~<mr 
~ 0f'T ~crT ~ f~ lf~ <mr ~ if 
'Iil' ~ f~ ~ m>m<: tr.mf m<i if1 r.r>:r 
f>J:lfT ornf, ~fi!;;f lf~ '4T i"fl ~ ,,*'IT 
f~~m>m<:"ll1<:'ifT'lIT~~ I 
~~f'~~f>J:lfT'lIT~~ Ofr 
't'rn-f, 'f~ ~ ilfc'li" .n ~ ~ 
~ mar ~ I "Ii' lJlmm ~ f~ ~ .n tr.mf 
m<i'fiTmr!i<:'ifT'flI1'~~fi!;*~ 
'4T 'fi'l1 'Iil' f~ ;;rr;rr ;nf~ I ~fit;;r 
~ m- m- >to f~~ 'R'!T • f'li" 
qm ~c; if lI1t for@l ~ :-

"In the case of a Government 
work, where Government is the 
first owner of the copyright there-
in, copyright shall subsist until 
fifty years from the beginning of 
the calendar year next following 
the year in which the work is 
first published." 

Ofi[f 'N;fik «mrT ~ '<W 'R ~ 
fir>m '1ft 'fi'l1 f~ 'lIT ~ ~ am: <rn 
>:[T '1m m<i l:l'li" '4T f~ 'lIT I'T'Iim ~ I 

~fir>m'lft'fi'l1~f>J:lfTornfi"fl~ 
~if~1 

~ <rGl ~ qm ~£ it fun 'flI1' 

"In the case of a work of an 
international organisatio:1 to which 
the provisions of section 41 apply, 
copyright shall subsist until fltty 
years from the beginning of the 
calendar year next following the 
year in which the work is first 
published." 

~fim~~iiI 
oq;rm ~ ~ f~ '1ft 'fi'l1~ rn 
w· ~ i"fl ~ omr ~,'R m ~ 'W6"d-

~ 'fiT'f'f'lftifNT'f~i"fl~ '4T 
'fi'l11f>"l: f>J:lfT;;rr;rr ~ ~ 
~ ""'"" ~ if ~ I ttm rn 
~ "f'ffircr '1ft "llWfT ~ '4T ~"l: ~ 
ornftTt I 

" .... the Copyright Board, after 
giving to the owner of the Copy-
right in the work a reasonable 
opportunity of being heard and 
after holding such inquiry as it 
may deem necessary. may. it it is 
satisfied that the grounds for such 
refusal are not reasonable, direct 
the Registrar ...... 

"Ii'~~fi!;~ ~'Ift~ 
~ if~\!I'lT:"Ii'IiI"'!1I<IT~f'li" 
~~'fiT~~fi(1'f'lft~f'AT 

'1ft 'WT if1 fu<1 "9"ff ~ ~ I ~ 
f~'!IT~~~~~fit; .n ~~ ~. >:[T m ~. m"l: .n 'fIfT"f '1ft 
~'<fr.r~~·\r.!'Ift~;ff'lf'1'1ft "l:ffl 
'li"T m;ft ~ I i"fl ~ 'liWIT fit; ~'f 
;fr.ft '1ft ~ if ~ ;;f ft:nrr 
ornf, ~ '3f;rcr ~"f \!1'lT I ~ 'liWIT 
fit; {Of ~ '1ft f~ f>J:lfT ornf ;am 
\f~'fiT~~ f'fi'1l.'fi'm,.orn 
'IT ~ '4T ~ ~ '1ft <rGl 
~~ 'Ii<m~I~'I'ffiri('if 
~~~'Iil'~ I ~f~'!IT~~ 
~~f'li"~~q'!T~~lliffi 
~ 'li"W ~ o;rm ~ lfT~ 
~~Iliffi'li<m~ I ~~ 
~ '!IT ~ ~q f~ ;ft "llWfT '1ft 'WT 

if1fu<1~~ I >t~~fit;~ 
~'fi'rm~~~;;rr;rr~1 
~ Il ~ f.r<:r ;ft ~ 'li'l 

~ ~<.trr ~ ~ If ~ f'l"l' 
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'1ft tro ~o ~T ~r ~ <Jli 'lIT ~ 
~~f'li~~lfiT~uu 
Ifi'T1rtf.<ffi if{t 'l\"mIT "fTifI ~ I ~ 
f~om~~'lir-4'~ 
if{t~I~~~'!iT 
'f>TII" ~ fim:r'i! lRm ij: ~1 '!<: 
$~<il>i'~~fit;if;f1f"l'<'f~ 
~~i[Ti~~'Ift~ 

~~ I 

~ ~ oil ~11['1\' 'IT ~ 'IT ~ 
'fl1l1"1I(q", ii, ~(f 'li'f1 if 'IT ~fOWii 
if <f'i'l '!<: if;f1f rn ~. ~ 'ffu 'lIT ;ft 
~ 'f'I" 'IT l/ilf lfl ~ro lfiT ~r 
if>IT ~, >i' ~r ~ f~ ~ ij: 
m>l :of;m 0lITlf 'lim 'ftfl ~ I ,f. 
~~ f'li~fif<iij:uu~ 

~ 'lIT lfll: ~q ~ f~ ~"I'f>1 ~ 
.~ ~ 'lit '!ff"l'li" ~ '!fN<!; tJiTlm 
'l§''''IN I ~ fif<i '1ft ~N'i '1ft 
~ ~ ~ ,m 'f<ft~T ~r if <ifif f'li" 
~ srq-If ~ ~~, q;Jf 
'IT ~ 'lit 'I' if>IT ~ ~~, ~ 'IT 
~lfiT~~1 

~ ~ it' ~ ~ .. ~ fif<i 'IIT~
m ;n-.r;rr it' ~ 0011(1" ~ ~ m 
o;rnrr ~ ~ f't\" 11''''' ~,.'f ~ 
lfiT~~~1 

Mr. Deputy·Speaker: have to 
infonn the House that the recom-
mendation of the President under 
Article 117(3) of the Constitution for 
the consideration of the Copyright 
Bill, 1957 by Lok Sabha has been 
received. This is the communication. 

"The President, having been 
infonned of the subject matter of 
the Copyright Bill, 1957, as passed 
by the Rajya Sabha. recommends, 
under Article 117(3) of the Con-
stitution, the consideration of the 
said Bill by the Lok Sabha." 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: I am very grate-
ful to hon. Members for the general 
welcome they have given to this 
measure. As they said, Government 
have given very serious thought to 
this particular measure because, the 
releasing of creative energy in our 
country ..... . 

Shrl Narasimhan (Krishnagiri): Just 
<Y.l a point of order-I do not want to 
disturb-for the sake of strict proce-
dure, are we to uOlderstand that this 
Bill was discussed by the Rajya Sabha 
witho!;lt the President's recommenda-
tion? 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No. That was 
a differen t recommendation by the 
President for consideration by the 
Rajya Sabha. Another is required for 
this House. That is what we have 
received. 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: I was saying that 
this Bill is of great significance because 
on the successful operation of this Bill 
will depend the measure of our suc-
cess in protectbg the righ ts of the 
authors, poets, painters, musicians, 
composers and various other persons 
who are engaged in creative work. It 
is very important to protect their 
rights because these are the people 
who raise the general intellectual and 
cultural standards of our society. I 
am personally very happy that the 
House as a whole has given general 
welcome to the changes that have 
been made by the Joint Committee and 
the Rajya Sabha. I shall now deal 
with some of the important points 
which have been raised by Members. 

15'42 hra. 

[PANDIT THAKUR DAB BHARGAVA 
in the Chair 1 

The question was raised with regard 
to the tenns of the copyright. That is 
a very controversial question, and it 
involves philosophical implications. 
Originally, as the House is aware, we 
did want to keep this period only for 
25 years after the death of the author. 
I have explained to the House the 
reasons why, after hearing the argu ... 
ments of the authors and the various 
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[Dr. K. L. Shrimali] 
perso:lS who are working in the flerd 
Government changed their mind. It is 
true that we are living in a socialist 
society and there must be restriction 
on the rights of property, whatever the 
property may be. And nobody will 
dispute or deny that copyright is a 
kind of property. That is accepted. 
But the point is we have to take into 
account the actual conditions under 
which authors are worki."}g. Are they 
in a position to engage themselves in 
creative activity and bear these res-
trictions at the same time? Can any-
body be engaged in creative activity 
if all the time he is worried whether 
he is 'going to get his bread tomorrow 
or not and what is going to happen to 
his children? Authors are also' human 
beings. They have also natural urges, 
they are also moved by oatural 
instincts. They must also preserve 
themselves and preserve'their families. 
For the majority of the authors, the 
only source of income is their writing. 
Therefore, I do no! think we should 
grudge having extended this period to 
50 years. As I said, originally my own 
view was that this should be restricted 
to 25 years, but I saw the force of the 
argument advanced by my friend Shri 
Masani and various organisations of 
authors who were i"terviewed by the 
Join! Committee. 

There was another advantage in 
accepting the period of 50 years. As 
my friend, Shri Masani, has pointed 
out, we will fall in line with most of 
the countries which are signatories to 
the Berne Convention. If we keep 25 
years and continue to remai';l. signa-
tories to the Berne Convention, i t 
would mean making a discrimination 
against our own authors. We will, of 
course, have to give protection to 
foreign authors for a period of 50 
years, but for our OW'" authors the 
period would be reduced to 25 years 
and that would work against the 
interests of the authors in this coun-
try. Therefore, I hope the House 
would agree to this change that has 
been made. It will work in the 
general interests of the authors. 

Another question has been raiaecl 
with regard to the relationship 
between the authors and employers, 
and it has been said by hon. Member& 
that the Bill is partial to employers, 
that it gives greater rights to the 
employers a"d denies fundamental 
rights to the authors. If I have to 
choose between the author and the 
employer, my sympathies are with the 
author; if I have to choose between the 
composer and the gramophone com-
pany, my sympathies are with the com-
poser; if I have to choose between the 
author and the publisher, my 
sympathies are with the author. But 
we must remember the basic fact that 
they are interdependent. Unless we 
keep this in view, we shall be doing 
great harm to the authors themselves, 
to the people engaged in creative work. 
The author does not work in a vacuum. 
He has to depend = a publisher. He 
has sometimes to work with an 
employer. And after all, the law must 
have a moral basis. If the author is 
employed and during the course of his 
employment he writes an article and 
if the propriettlr owns the copyright, 
I do not see any injustice in it. The 
author is already being paid for that 
work. Of course, if he wants to bring 
out a book, that is a different thing. 
These are questions where clash of 
interests comes-author vs. employer 
author vs. publisher etc. And we have 
to attempt to strike a balance between 
these varying conflicting interests. The 
main purpose of this Bill is to guard 
the interests of the author, but we 
cannot ignore all those agencies, pub-
lishers, employers and other com-
panies which help these authors 
economically and otherwise in COD-
tbuing their work of creation. My 
plea is that we should not do anything 
which may seem to be in the interests 
of the author but which will ultimately 
destroy the rights of the authors 
themselves. After all, the employer 
has some interest in engaging the 
author. He also gives some remunera-
tion to the author. Why should he be 
denied his right? We have to see these 
various factors which are inter-
dependent in judging this measure. 
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My friend Shri D. C. Sharma baa 
pointed out that the Bill is full of 
verbosity. I know that it is a very 
10nll Bill and sometimes very tiring, 
but we had to take into account the 
various factors which are inter-related 
with regard to creative activities. I 
shall be very happy if he could point 
out how we can make it less verbose. 
I can only assure the House that I 
shall only be too happy to amend the 
Bill, when the opportunity arises, and 
I feel that the Bill needs some amend-
ment. After all, we always learn by 
experit!':lce, and in this particular 
measure, I am most anxious that the 
creative genius must be protected. If 
we lind at any stage that it is working 
against the interests of the creative 
genius, I shall come forward with an 
amendment, and I shall request the 
House to make the necessary changes. 

A question has been raised with 
regard to the licensing of translati=. 
It is true that in the original Bill, since 
the term of the copyright was 25 years, 
the translation was coterminous. The 
Joint Committee made it ten years, 
and suggested that after a period of 
ten years, the work would go into 
public domain. There was a good deal 
of criticism over this, and I found that 
there was some force in this criticism. 
By takbg the work into public domain 
after a period of ten years, the author 
was completely denied of the right ot 
all royalties and compensations. It Is 
true that in our country we should not 
allow the authors to create barriers in 
the path of communication of thoughts 
and ideas. That would be wrong, 
particularly in our country, where we 
have so many languages. 

In order that we might go L"1to an 
integrated community; this kind of 
social intercourse through interchange 
and flow of ideas must continue 
regularly. It would be a great mistake 
if any author were allowed to say 
'Since I am the author. this book could 

not be translated'. So, we have made 
provision for compulsory licence. That 
Is necessary in the i."1terests of the 
public. That is necessary also in the 
interests of our society. But, at the 
same time, let the author have his 
compensation and royalties. It WH 
with that view that we made that 
provision. 

Sir, you yourself had drawn my 
attention to some points. But I do 
wish to submit that in this measure 
we have attempted to bring the pro-
visions in line with the Berne Conven-
tion and the Universal Copyright 
Convention. Of course, wherever the 
situation needed some special changes, 
we did make those changes. But our 
main aim has been to bring this 
measure in line with the Berne Con-
vention and the Universal Copyright 
Convention. We need social inter· 
course and communication of ideas 
between one part of the country and 
a':1other in our own country, but we 
also need, for the sake of world peace, 
free flow of ideas and exchange of 
thoughts between one country and 
another, for communication of thought 
must continue if world peace has to 
be established. 

So, we have to look at this measure 
with that broad perspective. My sub-
mISSIon is that by making these 
changes and by making these amend-
m""ts we have brought this in line 
with the Berne Convention and the 
Universal Copyright Convention. 

I hope that the House will accept 
this Bill. 

Mr, Chairman: The question is: 

"That the Bill to amend and 
consolidate the law relating to 
copyright, as passed by Rajya 
Sabha, be taken into considera-
tiO':l.", 

The motion tOas adopted. 

Mr. Cilairman: We shall now take 
up the clauses. Only one amendment 
ha. been tabled so far, and that is to 
clause 65. There is no amendment to 
Anv nf thp nthflor 1"Igu...~fIo!;' ~ T czha.ll 
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[Mr. Chairman] 
.put clause 2 to 64 first to the vote of 
.the House. 

The question is: 

"That clauses 2 to 64 stand part 
.of the Bill". 

The motion was adopted. 

Clauses 2 to 64 were added to the Bill 

Mr. Chairman: Now, I come to clause 
65. There is an am""dment to this 
clause, tabled by Shri Goray. But the 
hon. Member is not present in the 
House. 

The question Is: 

"That clause 65 stand part of t8e 
Bill". 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 65 was added to the Bill. 

<Clauses 66 to 79 were added to the 
Bm. 

;Clause I, the Enacting Formula and 
the Title were added to the Bi!!. 

Dr. K. L. Shrlmall: I would like to 
express my heartful gratitude to the 
House and to the Members who work-
ed with me in the Joint Committee in 
preparing this measure. I am very 
grateful to the House for the co-opera-
tion and the warm welcome it has 
offered to us. 

I beg to move: 
"That the Bill be passed." 

Mr. Chairman: The question Is: 

"That the Bill be passed." 
The motion was adopted. 

Mr. Chairman: The House will now 
stand adjourned and meet again at 
11 a.m. tomorrow. 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: What about the 
Central Sales Tax (Amendment) Bill? 

Mr. Chairman: That will be coming 
up tomorrow. 
15:58 hrs. 

The Lok Sabha then ad;ourned till 
Eleven of the Clock on Tuesday, 
the 28th May, 1957. 




