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RESTORATION OF PLACES OF
RELIGIOUS WORSHIP BILL

by Shri Prakash Vir Shastri

ot werenfic wrelt  (qwia) ¢
wfravr, & seary w<ar § v g5g o
AT WEE I wiawa e gor
T F I g wfaay w wkE
® ITH F A faw WY 3w e
Y wqwfa & sna
The Deputy Minister of Law (Shri
Hajarnavis): I oppose the introduc-

tion of this Biil and I might be allow-
ed to make a brief statement.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Let me place
the motion before the House. Motion
moved:

**That leave be granted to intro-
duce a Bill to provide for the
restoration of places of religious
worship in the possession of cer-
tain persons or communities to the
original rightful owners thereof.”

Shri Hajarnavis: Government do
not think that it is correct that places
of worship which are in possession
of other communities or persons
should be interfered with by legisla-
tion of the type which the hon. Mewn-
ber has in view. It is violative of the
constitutional guarantees, and Govern-
ment have very grave doubts as to
whether it can be done in the form
in which the hon. Member seeks to
do it. Therefore, we oppose this
motion.

You will see that the operative part
of the Bill is that part of
the Viswanath Temule converted
into a mosque in the town of Varanasi
in U.P. should now vest in the Hindu
community and should be taken away
from the Muslims. Government do not
think that this is a correct approach
to the rights which have been guaran-
teed under the Constitution.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Does the hon.
Minister mean to say that it would be
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ultra vires or that it would violate

the provisions of the Constitution?

Shri HMajarnavis: Firstly, it would be
ultra vires, and then again, the ap-
proach is, as I said, not quite correct.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Would the
hon. Member like to say anything?

Wt st wvelt © PR, &
7% %A1 wgeT § % ©w T & sifee
W $aa guT gAw # & 9 ¥ afew
oy & fafaw oot & 0@ 9 WA
¥ fomr ax gudl & wifwwre feur gav
g 9T 15 w7 oF A fage ¥ @y
qBT wEAT Bt W GOETX §E fgmr
7 gy an Al Iz A 1A AuST
ofeorm i awr g1 yafee {3 wam
§ v g famr a3 fasrr fwut oo o
ga® 99 feyr amg
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Any other hon.

Member wishing to say something
about it? None.

The question is:

‘“That leave be granted to intro-
duce a Bill to provide for the res-
toration of places of religious
worship in the possession of certain
persons or communities to the
original rightful owners thereof”.

The motion was negatived.

14.36 brs,

CODE OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE
(AMENDMENT) BILL
{Amendment of section 198) by
Shrimati Subhadra Joshi—Contd.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House will
now resume further consideration of
the motion moved by Shrimati Subha-
dra Joshi on the 1lth September.

1959, namely:

“That the Bill further to amend
the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1808, be taken into consideration™.

Out of 1§ hours sllowed for the dis-
cussion of the Bill, I3 minutes have
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ilready been taken up on the 1lth
leptember, 1959 and one hour and 18
ninutes are now available.

Shrimati Subhadva Joshi may con-
inue her speech.

werh g Wt (gwareT) ¢
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ﬁamm‘rmarg fefre faar mn
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At ga vad zw Wy € faeger
¥7 g fr fgea W ot #) fra
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AT, ¥Et ¥ A I A0, wgr X
Gur @Ay wW wer oty 9T s
7 7% f6v 9z 99 97 ¥ fvE a7
¥ ovg wwar 0 g4 fAo gar gy
Ty N afrg gEE AAl A AE
Zady WA FTF F1, TF A F @@
gr. saawafam wed FE fewr
2 g'm?xgztﬁar‘tnﬂﬁ‘rmfr
A9y AT HIE ¥ TEIA &, YLD WA
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# il o fy vgd &1 W W
IR TR ATE T NI AN faue
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7q TA ey ¥ Fg foewd
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[sfreaft quwr winit]

waTerer ¥ YHTAT wAT wTgr A ST
A e fedwr v fiear o w@ fr
TE qTE W EesT dwe ool fy werr
et ¥ 1 wafog &% a7 faw gx Qo
¥ o farr § fe o ot WY vt
AT I WX X qeerer w1y g
& ot 3 Gy at Y A qe g
gfoe & wfce gaw 2 B cEer we
¥ g7 oY frugr oo 9 7 B
fawr A, anfe gordy o w1 w Oy
¥ oY que fear & oY g S Tidwew
2T AEX ¥ A AT UUS FFTT A
AT G ot wad o F faers
e AgY wer gy gafen §F
ug zatea %) # fF 3w aedz ¥ sfn
8 A w Fwrivafes aar fagr oy
AN gg wruar g fe st 1 3w
FFA ®Y T1EY FY 10T FH1OT AY ITH
o= gfere wrdard & a%dt 1 o
#E qg & fs M faer 77 & g9 $o7a
#1 drex &1 zAfRQ A Aedr g fw
&9 4 w1 wrtawfas v faar o
auT AT A fE4r W A g wTAA
faega 78t Y Foaaw A gw A e
Feagy 1 37 aEd § 77 IE Ay fowr
Fafy ) gafxg 3 e ¢ fw
fafqeas arga @ wisdiz 1 Qe
sad!

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Motion moved:

“That the Bill further to amend
the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1898, be taken into consideration.”.

o g feg (reaTe) - I-
wga A, o detaT Ty gL A
Ay § qg AAMIA X WA AgA
e § gea feg faam vafa
¥ wroy ofcad= femr ¥ 7@ gy
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tEe § AT gwrae & fe oY & Faar Y
W gqry F faed wriad 7wt
AFAT ) gawl qfrary wg T R
% v g €1 srfear §idy # o 324
gz Al D qir gafwc o
Tz guar S A § 3T 97 I
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T fawr Ax foqr § 9% ag WA g
¥ Aftovge 81w faw o) 3AY feew
® ¥, wafae wit grgw A A D
™ famr & wgmafy 30

FfeT gA wAw avar & fe FTHR
Wy gast safqafax wEw A
FATST gt | QAT WA I &
Ay o gaa faea gy A §, w3
wiftfaea a1 IE% v wId
23 3 AY WY wdw wOT fawr @
W Iu¥ dr wcw € awn Wy
74y} ufewr gu® W= W ar owdY
21 Ty g8 we Af § fe o
f&ars qqrs W s wwiwa &t
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areaY Frgrlt WY THr tee W
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Toat § faedy o & qu w3
& weft §, Wi et Jwwrawa L
% A i afen? az, g8t 93 Im-
w97 g7 fefy @ & TAHTCREA
X g7yt fedy & yeomy 9§
qg T AY €FT 180 ¥ £ wfy ¥ HY
IWT o XeAT § W 97 OF /A
wrlt 1 ZW % A yg W =AT
gt

“No court shall take cognizance
of an offence falling under Chap-
ter XIX or Chaepter XXI of the
Indian Penal Code or under sec-
tions 493 to 498 (both inclusive)
of the same Code, except upon a
<omplaint made by some person
aggrieved by such offence.”.

N7 38§ uhdsr qvAT TN vy
afw o fgg TS Wy AT gIeET @
IR WY 9v g aaT 47 e fayr agqr
@ A TVEAT AT AL F AFAN
AR FT0q ¥z § 1w agT AY Feaat Fg
agdr ¢ fx qf® agar 9@y @ =
R w fao qe3 mid w7 A 4 TA
% fao o gy & wfea aamw-
gum w1 ghee 7 v w7 gw wew &
o wow € wi A, fedy g ® Y
957 g T A &7 A%, A% A% fF
I WY gAY =A difaa 1 Ig W
AL T TIA FA & A 4T IH ®
FTA & i 3T MG F AFST R AT
% #1 waY w71 . WY L8 T ANG
a# wrt z1ay adt €1 awa ¢, aqifw qg
™ ¥ aww ¥ A7 AT TH OUETY
—

‘“Provided that, where the per-
son so aggricved is a woman who
according to the customs and man-
ners of the country, ought not to
be compeiled to appear in public,
er where such person is under the
e of teen years or is an idiot

2tal) LAD—s.

AGRAHNAYANA 8, 1881 (SAKA)

Criminal 2242
Prccedure (Amend-
ment) Bill

or lunatic, or is from sickness or
infirmity unable to make & com-
plaint, some other person may,
with the leave of the Court, make
a complaint on his or her behalf:”.

yg wrafa 21 zw¥ vy go A1 o
A & w2 oz famoag ww
Frfdfas s AT Tfew 4 )
Hfwr w7 ag A g vgr &, @ AR
TW ARFY K UE qET gATE var E
et oz SRl w1 faw qvEe &
aOR 1 IAET WA HT GTHF WY
I &1 FOAIAGST ATHH F7 X, A S
2 oy WY F F, A1 WY GH /Y
AU w1 e w7 oA, A IH A
A£G Afwar ¥, 39 €1 ¥ @ AT
g fegr @7 WA geaE R fw e
¥ = % feT ® $g T a4T & I,
F4if® @1 37 & F4T F @R A0
o oaedr 2w o go o,
afwq wre IT ®1 AEA 7 AN =
#T 37 7 g1, AT WY F¥ AAT {4y
FFA, Tg AZT F AT TARAT F

&% B ¥ wE g6 qr qEeT
TRE WO ASWAR I Y 3o
FAT AT E

w71 4w WuENE a1 ag § fe ogw
YT QT AL ¢ N wEy” & qAy V2"
v fear swm AE 3 W fET
W o (1) Y reT frur o AT
I AR W S g8 & A 9w
“qeye” V@ fagr W@ AR Y
¥ o X et T ¢ ag faw s ¥ any
 cu Y Feva adi , w0t ag faa g
g W WHT AT §, Wi ag saE—
I AT —TgT F A1 & ™
fau &1 WEAT ®1 fagee 90 afge
{9 ¢ T GO 18 & A ATANEAY
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o 3arg 9T 9 SrAvewr v& faar o,
fwe ¥ gur &X far 31 7g A
o @ wiEr &, fya wY § ww
¥y W § 9% W FAE W4vEw § o

Shri D. C. Sharma: (Gurdaspur):
The hon. Member is going much
beyond the scope of the Bill.

Shri Sinhssan Singh: Unfortunate-
ly, my hon. friend is only a professor
who knows less of relevancy or irre-
levancy. ...

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.

Wt fegrew Fog . s wg=y
g & wddr g1 agr 90 Uaady
s gifaddr & as &1 fEA
FNeR § A fawr vay &, F IT A wOSH
R W WHE FA F £AC ¥ W E |
# wrgaT g e 9w & SreveEi §) oy
¥ gg WA v fgmr wa—

“Provided further that where the
person aggrieved by an offence under
section 494 and section 495 of the said
Code—

(a) is the wife, any relative of
the wife may make a com-
plaint on her behalf;

(b) is the husband, and he is
serving in any of the Armed
Forces of the Union under
conditions which are certified
by his Commanding Officer as
precluding him from obtaining
leave of absence to enable him
make & complaint in person,
some other person authorised
by the husband in accordance
with the provisions of sub-
section (1) of section 198B
may, with the leave of the
Court, make a complaint on
his behalf”.

(Amendment) Bill

Wiy v frenw *@ & fag
#3 qu weEordme Ay <& feqr 3

“Explanation.—For the purpose
of clause (a) of the second proviso,
‘relative’ means any lineal descen-
dant or ascendant of the wife, her
brother or sister, her father’s or
mother's brother or sister, or any
child of her father's or mother's
brother or sister.”

Y foodard %7 gy ST &4y e
t wol feeqm ) T &) Y W
¥ B 1wl wgEy F Ty
FLAEAT L1 WAL ATNTY TH AN
) =T ¥, O Wy g% aw gy fawww
Fv & i Afew § wwee g
fis = wiedz § yeva 7 Foit wr
ATHTT AT (8o § U wAHT F7 ¥
fis gwama frad qv afoadz w uafey-
X gy fr oy T ¢E Ay ¥ G0Ny
€ AW w7 @R AT 80 F IR
8T T F—

“180. (1) Except as heremnafter pro-
vided, any Presidency Magistrate, Dis-
trict Magistrate or Sub-divisional
Magistrate, and any other Magistrate
specially empowered in this behalf,
may take cognizance of any offence—

{(a) upon receiving a complaint of
facts which constitute such
offence;

(b) upon 8 report in writing of
such facts made by any police
officer;

(¢) upon information received
from any person other than a
police officer, or upon his own
knowledge or suspiciom, that
such offenca has been com-
mitted.”

WY THAdE g v 2, a7 g wrer
Afesy § wd, Afer iz wma
g @wrr 7 v gm A Il
srigfans faw ¥ 7 aeg W wfeew
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AT Wy °v, Afwx iz 3w w
wlrerr aff ferr oyt ww wwdie
WY ATEHE §, XY GATH WY GUrT A €A
arget &, AfEAIRY N agar A
t—x wﬁ&ﬁwﬁmmﬁ
¥ Tf grr § & yohw v
for aoerr ¥t wiwdz S e
st df are s & gwxar
wEX I A TN , A TG W A6 7
& wad W Ao & A ¥ 56 w7 ot
Y o Wt ww avy fgg AwO
w fgw Q9 fag qmro WY aA-
TR ¥ qefRwr sw gwar v g7 w7
# wyraey fdveit

Irew wEwr ;o A § fe o
e w T WY T ¥ T fed o
THTZ §) wAT ¥ WA A T
gt AN 67 3w F frerqrr W
w4 ?

oft fugrem Fry :  wlvx &t W
7wt ¥ afi vy ¥, Afeq Frvawe
ga A w7 W Fredard s oa
e fyeya va feqr o ¥ e
i frofiarr arq ®7 2, &1 wmwa
¥ T Uv & et @ wr T R o
w%mg«mm&ww%
€ JE0 ol F M g T %
mfewT 3 g8 & w=g & IO SN
e 8, sa K Bk Ay A ¥, A
wt T W gt TwdHT WY
aTE ¥ oF agav faws g § fe wme
Ot ¥z adw @O ad) s,
N xg whw 8 wAn ® faqr ww@ar
a9 ¥ T & Wt 9% wfwwe A gy e
g oY qgr Wi w7 §, wwr &Y qar g

Lo m%mtﬁsmawrr
WY WY aeow w7y § Qe §

AGRAHAYANA 6, 1881 (SAKA)

Criminal 2246
Procedure (Amend-
ment) Bill

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadt (Ludhiana):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, 1 quite
appreciate the intention and the
objective with which the hon. Mover
has sponsored this amendment to
section 198 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure. But there is certain
principle that underlines amendments
to provisions of law relating to offen-
ces of the nature wo> are discussing. As
you know and as the House knows very
well, there are different categories of
offences mentioned in the Indian
Penal Code. Each category has got
its own way of how the legal machi-
nery is to be moved. First, there is
offence against the State, with which
the State iz concemed and in which
the State must interfere if such an
offence is committed. Then there are
offences against the person of an indi-
vidual, offences of grievous nature
which pertain to breach of the peace.
There also the State must come in.
As such, these offences have been ds-
clared cognisable. Thirdly, there are
offences against property which are of
& serious nature. There too the State
comes into the picture. They have
been described as cognisable offences
and the police interfere there. The
fourth category relates ¢o matri-
monial offences, which wae are dis-
cussing.

This is one of the matrimonial off-
ences for which a special chapter is
allocated in the Indian Penal Code.
‘The principle involved here is this,
whether in the matter of matrimonial
offences they should be made cognisa-
bie and the State should come into the
picture at the very outset. This is
what I want to draw the attention of
the House to. The hon. Member who
preceded me and who supported the
amendment rather laid emphasis an
the amendment of which he has given -
notice.

This is one of those offences linked
with the offences mentioned in sec-
tions 494, 497 and 498 of the LP.C.
The question jg: should the State
come in and should the offences be
made cognisable? If we sees  the
nature of the offence—I would give
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[Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi]
dispassionate consideration to it and
not be sentimental about it—I would
amy that nobody would like that there
ahould be any Stdate interference,
Jemst of all police interference. We
know very well how the police
machinery moves. In the case of
matrimonial offences relating to  in-
dividuals, the moment we allow the
police to interfere by making it cog-
nisable, a3 my hon. friend would like
it to be, a lot of evil would creep in,
upsetting to a certain extent the
society as such. I say this deliberate-
ly. 1 quite appreciate the heinous-
nese of the offence and I would even
say that it is anti-social. I would also
say that all measures should be taken
in the matter of punishment to see
that such an offence is put a stop to.
Still, have we reached a stage in-our
country when the police can be allow-
ed to interfere in & matter which rela-
tes to matrimony between parties?

- Again, we have got to see another
aspect. 1 quite see the need for
giving protection to the fairer sex. I
also appreciate that it is difficult for
them to meake a move But section
198 of the Code of Criminal Proce-
dure, as it at present stands, does give
that protection. 1t the court
comes to the conclusion that
where the person so aggrieved ig
a woman who, according to the cus-
toms and manners of the country,
ought not to be compelled to appear
in public, then the court can authorise
some other person to meake a complaint
on her behalf. The section is all right.
When the person is below 18 year,
their complaint can necessarily be
prosecuted by a relation. Otherwise,
anybody can come forward, take up
her case with the permission of the
Court and bring to the notice of the
court. It is not necessary that the
police should be the only forum in
registering such complaints. The court
itself can take it up directly. Of
course, the ultimate judge of the
offence is the court. When under the
present provisions an individual s
authorised to take the matter to a
court of law for adjudication, 1 do not
see why we should bring in the police.

NOVEMBER 17, 1089

Criminal Procedure 2244
(Amendment) Bill

I say this because once we do it, the
same principle will apply to all the
offences pertaining to matrimony.
They will also have to be made cog-
nigable. If they are all made cogni-
sable, you can appreciate how difficult
it will be.

With these words, I would suggest
that it would be better if this Bill is
not pressed.

15 hrs.

Wto wwiie frg  (Qpvw) ¢ -
= g, FATE Ay gaEr Jrefy ofr
¥ o g wTx qrey faw gw wxw A
g feqr &, F SEwT Tiw oY ¥
fore, &er g £

# wawar g fn ZATC AT e
= gz ¥ fw fam an A Tww gw
FATAT ATEA §, I T ®Y qAWTT AATR
¥ faq & 7EY 37 g & fao &g
2 ogr Ad oY% ag § W W wEA
ZRA awTaT § IREY f2q A v wAT
ey 2 wr oA wex ¥ da fe
ar wfy wfws fog &gy mmea A
gfre w1 37 feamar &, @ IR 59 A
g aff g1 wrw gy wg gfee
afy & Arfw 7w 00 ¥ aEA guT T
a7 | W g T AR 7z €Y gfaw
t At gfw = & gfe af
& 7z € wrad & fag Awe § 5 el
wift ax  aAdT oy w7 Awdr & /e
Jawr ff g THW g, IRk
Y B Y AT g

ry

& um® g feawr omer g
f st #1€ dfre g § 0 § aafE
mregr uaE w91 fwad 3T gEA
& Iw & arfegi 97 O snk
1 AR @ e & f5 IuR =
ALISRALE TR RIS CRUE L]
& o gud art ¥ g oy v fean
§, vt fow v az § ¢, sy
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b e 3 gr o orbdfeew o
fore gz aw aw o N wrlh gx e
welifrer g A amam ¢ el
wrpn gw feoy frere & woew ¥ aw
" ok £ 3en il gea w
e w1 =t et @y e wg
g § fr og aX @ qEd A ¥
e wor g wwd & fx feg w
¥ W oy wy oW Aw IER @A
woft dfrr 8, g foag 7 W, @
Tt Ay & fAg e el saw IET
LUl

g § wFa ¢ % 59 wwdy g
aranr @ fr gfers w w3 qer &
TaAgTA wTA A gArHs Al £ wry
wfg ) a8 it ag Fvran & f gferm
i cwovErt I arwAry ¥ wrATN
qfreara dx1 FTA a0 IIH AW
e wEE e W IWAD
X 4% GN[X 7MY T A-FAAN FUR
fear a1 sivv gt & wamT T @
fE xz Q7 waw TR A W) 9wy
*C T AT AT G AT JF K FAT
s wediY ¥ 7y g gEfag
femr & g R A fw &9 % o=
QT 7 1, 3§ R T FO AEN
d1 wa 2 5 wrwr ¥ fau Gedy
or€ ¥ wrardy # gfew N zgAdad
WX ¥ qyrHA &7 ;7 AwAY X, M F
gowen § 5 % {5 oF a3 € a9
F7 GATH §Y, JGF TEH 1 @ G,
out qfere caviardy «ff 7 w27

Faroww wten : € AX GA o
R & WA s dmaARy §?

o cwiltc fag : & aft s
gt X wwwn g v @ Qe W e
6 wft war Y § ofic wx O 77 wArw
&R @ S ¥ fag gfaw oY sl
W 9r Wier fenr wver §, Fedt A

AGRAHAYANA 6, 1881 (SAKA)

Criminal 2240
Procedure (Amend-
ment) Bill

WA w fear amr &, @ d0 o
& foo qfeew Y gt fror srar &
fe ag i & wondy ¥ zeeERl
F2, A 9 A1 QG ¥ )y W
TR § % agw & Fort Ted, @ A
R § i wn & froaw qfwm o
THANETE ¥ 74 qad | v Ew T
it & fr gfe @ qemwad aga €
b, T € wargfy B At aw @ wft
T & o A wt materha & &
e & 76 Y gy & g 16 A<
Tad fo oslt 1 gafeq & e
T £ {F 2% gfemy N ag wew
T fgd 1 @ awar ¥ fe oY 1
® Ay #%  afeq ofear =@ @
& g, IfE o gt @m fufreev g,
ferar ®Y 7 ae wd fraw g s ag
Y fod feer @ o wtard
¥+ g g e wd g wew
2 fe fef ot woh Tt &, fedt &
X AT ® Tery A 9T 97 €T T
FATETE ¥ AT @ S Qe
0 ©ft & mq faatg w31 §, W FE
F7al ¢ 7 FGT F7A H axfew w7
& 3N W A gt fanifia <z far
s wWfey Wi a7 ot wrew 3, WX
smtfas S &r

IR wE T X aga
¥ gAY ey T 9gd 2, gatan
q A AEql § WTd w1 g
fe & g geafex o A

Shri Narayanankutty Measn
(Mukandapuram) : 1 want only
submit, while supporting the prin-
eiples of the Bill, whether the object
desired by the hon. Mover of the Bill
will be served by this Bill alone.
Here, the smendment will give the
effect that a right is given for the
aggrieved party, where the aggrieved
party s a woman, ¢o lodge a com-
plaint with tne police, and the police
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{Shri Narsyanankutty Menon)
may make the complaint on her
behalf to the court. In such a case
whether the desired object will be
served by this Bill is a  doubtful
factor.

The first point I wigh to submit is
that the Bill involves a broader prin-
ciple as to what are the offences
which should be made cognizable and
what offences should not be made
cognizable. When  originally the
Penal Code and the Criminal Proce-
dure Code were enacted, the approach-
of the then law-makers was not so
much in consonance with the social
trends that we today want <o have in
this country, but it was a matter of
expediency and administration, from
the viewpoint of the British who had
then been the rulers of India. At that
time, when offences were divided into
categories, the first test or considera-
tion to be had as to whether an
offence was to be made cognizable or
not, was the sum total of the commit-
ment of the offence and the injury
which was inflicted as a result of that
offence. The injury will be related to
the private property or the body of
the individual against whom the In-
jury is committed. The society as a
whole and the State are interested in
protecting the right that has been
conferred on those who have been in-
jured. If the principle of the Bill is
accepted, it would go one step fur-
ther to recognise the institution of
matrimony and all the laws that have
been enacted in relation to matri-
mony.

The question of bigamy being dec-
lared as an offence is a question
whereby both the society and the
State are interested. 1If it is agreed
that an offence committed against the
institution of matrimony iz something
in which the State are the society are
interested, certainly, it wouyld be
making a discrimination if that parti-
cular vffence against the institution of
matrimony is not recognised as a
cognirable offence,

When an offence is understood as &
non-cognizable offence under the ordi-
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mary criminal law that exists in India
today, the primanry meening is that
in the committing of that offence o¢
in the injury which comes as & resalt
of that offence, the State is not inter-
ested and the society is not interested.
But offences againxt matrimony are
certainly the direct interest of the
society and of that Siate. Therefore,
my hon. friend the Minister in the
Ministry of Home Affairs cannot find
any objection in accepting the princi-
ple of the Bill even though the Bill as
it is actually worded will not serve
the purposze.

I will go a bit further and then con-
clude. All the offences against matri-
mony which are defined in the Penal
Code must be made cognizable because
we cannot leave the wommitting of
these offences and compromising on
these matters to  the private indivi-
duals concerned. 1 will give am
example, to show whether that will
be in consonance with the fundament-
al principles of jurisprudence as far
as offences in matrimony are con-
cerned. The State is very much
interested in seeing that bigamy is
prevented and it is  unconscionable
for society and also for the State
today to allow bigamy because that
wil) wreck the insatitution and the
very basis of society today. I1f that is
accepted now, a husband who is
powerful and who could have all his
financial and material influences over
his wife, could by getting the consent
of hiy wife go and marry a different
woman end compel his first wife to
live along with the other woman pro-
vided that woman does not go to the
court, Today it i2 not a question of
the difficulty of the first wife alone, It
is a question of nullifying the entire
provigions of the Penal! Code in rels-
tion to the offences against matri-
mony, because, once the police is not
given a mandatory power to act in
such cases, there can be a quostion of
collugion. In many cases, collusion is
happening: the husband who iz mar-
ried, with the consent of his wife,—
not the willing and reasonable eoa-
sent but a consent which is influenced
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by m8issaas circumstances,—could
IArry another woman, a second or
third wife, and make all of them live
together and have & say. When such
a circumstance happens, when the
hushand eould compel the first wife to
agree for the second marriage, that
will be an insult upon the Penal Code
itself. That will be an insult upon
the law and order of this countiry and,
therefore, the police should be given
mandatory powers to take action
when an offence is committed. There-
fore, 1 request my hon. friend, the
Home Minister, to accept the princi-
ples of thus Bill and also to review
that part of the Penml Code where
offences against matrimony are defl-
ned, and consider whether it iz not
plossible for the Government to bring
in an amending Bill to amend the
Criminal Procedure Code wheredy
all the offences against matrimony
could be made cognizsble and all the
misuse could be avoided.

Lastly, the difficulty of the women
2130 is very much in question. When-
ever there is any temperamental diffi-
culty with the first wife, or when the

husband finds that he could not put
up with his first wife, he goes and
marries another girl. And imme-

diately a husband takes into his head
that he is going to marry a second
wife, the first wife will have no posi-
tion in society, as far as material ecir-
cumstances are concerned,—for it at
all she already had any means of live-
Yihood, the earnings so far would have
gone into the hands of her husband—
and she would not be able to go to a
court of law, the cost of litigation
being what it is, and her husband will
hot get any punishment under the
law. So, on that ground slso, the
Home Minister should consider this
‘Bill so that the purpose of the enact-
ment could be implemented. And it he
i3 not prepared to accept this Bill with
s limitations, he should review the
whole chapter of offences relating to
matrimony, and sll the offences
should be brought under the purview
uf cognixadle offence so that the law,
a8 1t is intended. will be implemented
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and the culprits who violate the law
are brought to book.

Shri D. C. Sharma: The Act that we
are going to amend was passed in
1808. Now the distance between the
time of 1898 and 1959 is very great.
But | do not talk of distance only ia
terms of years. 1 talk also of distance
in terms of social changes that have
taken place during these sixty years.
India has seen so many social revolu-
tions during these years, and our
social conceptions of every kind have
undergone, if not revolutionary
changes at least radical transferma-
tion.

What was our conception of depress-
ed classes at that time? What was our
conception of the age of consent at
that time? What was our conception
of the marriageable age for girls and
boys at that time? What was our con-
ception of marriage at that time?
Those conceptions were there, and
they were good for these times; 1 de
not deny that. But, as we have deve-~
loped the social dynamies in  thig
country, we have revised our ideas
about these things.

This Bill refers to marriage. There
was a traditional view of marriage. I
do not say that the traditional view
of marriage was bad in any way. That
was the view then held. Now, after
some years, we have found that that
view has got to be changed. There-
fore, we have passed legislation 1 )
that effect. We have tried to give a
new conception to marriage, in ac-
cordance with our traditions, social
traditions, in accordance with our old
spiritual inheritance and also in ac-~
cordance with the new changing cir-
cumstances.

Now, it should have been within
the competence of the Government to
revise all the Acts bearing on that
after we have passed our Bill regard.
ing marriasge. They should have done
these things automatically. Govern-
ment should have set up some com-
mittee fo see what consequential
changes have to be introduced in our
Indfan Penal Code in order to bring it
in line with those changes which ws
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have introduced. But it has done
nothing of the kind.

Shri Bra) Raj Singh  (Firozabad):
They move very slowly,

fbri D. C. Sharma: Our Indian
Penal Code is a monument of legal

fossilism and 1 am sorry that, though
it i good in parts, I think it requires
radical changes.

An hon, Member: Overhauling.

Shrl D. C. Sharma: Now I would
sy that the hon. Mover of this Bill,
Shrimati Subhadra Joshi, who is a
social worker of repute, who knows
the condition of wives and also of
husbands and who has brought this
Bill, last time gave a2 very pethetic
account of the sufferings of some
wives at the hands of their husbands.
I think some of our hon. friends have
forgotten that. She pinpointed the
necessity for introducing this kind of
a thing. People may think that there
is some kind of contradiction between
what is said on the one side and what
is said on the other side. I know our
Constitution gives social and political
equality to women in all flelds, yet I
would say that though constitutional-
ly they may be equal of men in some
ways, socially they are not equals of
men up to this time. They are edu-
cationally backward. They are not as
highly educated as large numbers of
men are. There are also other cir-
cumstances which cripple their sense
of equality. This is a concegsion made
to women in order to offset mgainst
those things which are recurrent up to
this time. They may disappear after
some years.

As things are constituted in our
dountry now, a Hindu womsn will
find it very diffieult to bring a com-
plaint against her erring husband.
She will feel & great deal of hesita-
tion in doing so. Therefore what is
individual responsibility should be
changed into social responsibility now.
And when it is a question of social
will

’
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legal change, but it means a conces-
sion to the prevailliig social climmte Mt
our colintry. It id in consonance with
fhe social change that 1s coming over
this country. Ndéw I think that some.
thing like that should bBe done.

I have a feeling—I may be wrong—
that some kind uvf an undersianding
has taken place betwesen the hon
Home Minister and the hon. Mover ot
this Bill and the hon. Mover of the
amendment.

Shri Braj RBaj Singh: Outside
House?

Shri D. C. Sharma: Between them.
1 have this feeling because the hon.
Home Minister walked up to the hom.
Mover of the amendment and in the
beginning the hon. Mover of the Biit
walked upto the hoh. Home Minister.
So I think that there™has been some
kind of an agreement arrived at bet-
ween these threc persons.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.
Member has also been seen moving
to the hon. Mover of the Bill.

Shri D. ¢. Sharma: I did not follow
you, Sir,

the

Shri Braj Ra] Singh: There is some
understanding between you and the
hon. Mover of the Bill.

Shri D. C. Sharma: My understand-
ing is only with the hon. Mover of the

Bill. What about the hon. Home
Minister? @ What about the hon.
Mover of the amendment? So, I am
only having a bilateral agreement
But this is a  trilateral agreement.
I was very respectfully submitting
that this will be & very wholesome

thing in the context of our changing
social pattern of life, in the context of
our changing conception of marriage,
—1 know some persons will say thatl
am saying something egainst this or
that—which, without changing the
old conception of
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ter will be good enough to give this
smch needed relif to our gisters who
are in trouble for no fault of theirs.

it wwow Yag : SurE mEvEw,
¥ wv fadas &1 armwe §1 o9
wwEYE & #TE wgAT I8aT § o ey
faert & o fa e A qg-HA
i fprgears 7 g ER A Ave
¥ gare AT & A g §, Foraer arae
R 2w B oft W g ¥ R anfr
IHEY FT IS & Fora vk Fasre Wifers
o f o §) N au figE g
ww Ak & wWE & Wk guve & quv
7, 3% T T ¥ fao g faga
W v ariegy a1 WY gEw s
T i g gwdy A T £ g
wiey o fra® FC @ 3T
¥ %g fads qfrand AR
wfgy ff wAT F ey ¥ agr g7
Ffeqy & mfe & ga¢ G & anae
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arg ¥ FE o1 dfrmoy §, IR feehy
afgrrd & 7 T A war #
Y foacfy afeed &1 g 4wl
TrErT F1 g1 QW A am wrgar g0
aury F Y TAN Na 1w oA
w1 fgon g oifgn sa%r on atav
@ A8Y fea mar , igo WY qivww §
T 2 9 E 1 W ATE ¥ EW @Y
& g auw 7 oY fagE ga §, s
foger @ 73 ¥ [Em W
Fr§ $1om Ad w7 @) §, AR A
wf FOE afr w7 @Y 0 W A
¥ raza § fe O fadas ag 3o fen
way § IAKY qZ-AAT wGRY QT FH
Y Frfam wL ot waw IgEY ag e
I 77 AKX § a1 IR A v fagra
®7 ® az T R\ ;A aize & g"
avg % faga wfwwr, mvs Y aiefegtag
T grfgeest ®1 frq @y awfgd o g
9. gW eHAT Y §, THF A0 AT W AHY,
AF 7T WG IAST AT ¥ AR
ag 4fr oftag ¥ @Y = G F,
TR LH Faret T A &1 A
&, g7 WA agFT gaw fro fadq
faamm 9 AR RN wRd
faq 2@ o1 % fre fasie wfaer
¥ ¥ oA g WTfguy q9 9F
W AR W I ¥ fagy i
aff 30 77 a% faq™ 4 Y gwar =
ufiar faar § gedt Y7 fordt #Y ag
afgx 5 A @ A@Ar | wGHSQ
AAFT AT NI I
LB AR X O 15 O (- i
g 5 130 wda @ ¢ e
¥ frare % wix S Froia 9 9g ¥ s

&% gT P TN § 95 A oFA
gl § fe wa ooy ¥ wafew
& fa7 w1 ¢a faw & fus foqr war &,
srfaafes w & oiw it ¢, giee
w1 wivwre ¥ ¥ ae T &, @Y Wag
§ T s o 2w w i sraea



T war wrr § 1 onw g T R
#r g fir aw aw fgo w7 arw o ey
& Y aw fr xg 3N faa 7 Jrav Ay,
AT AT W& Grw T gr AT
& e Iy Y

g ¥ faag a9 s § 1 I
faarg sewTc G § at agi #Y afq ot
TFE AT EIHEITE 1 TTH G RT
qar st

ared e sy wfar geawniig 1
ot e v T8 efaeaw
afa 9T g aw Fa< FT g awEy §
wRag AT EIAE | st awAT Y fr f
gaqeft g oY ofa g1 § f5 F ¢
afa g + A f qor" ¥ w4 A7 97
ag WA AwA & fe @ o fedt &
sEfNr g oy AT agegmr g o &
qTy qEar g |

7 % W e qeped
g7 v A} En afer W wrael gvar
g g g § 1 agA Tm AW
o § gt & fad (e F a9 g
¥ u=rC agy whaui sl off aw e
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afiry gEare & ST o e gaT o
Iy frd prlta dfiger ofve g O afigmet
¥ xn fisew Y o7& urfy oft § P 1y
fexaY & v wiwwrc § 9 o gor e
& el oy § 1w ¥ Ay ¥ o
e v ga T Y3 §, O @ d aw
H xu fver & fewm ot Ty fe
g & fr w1 g faacg Y sTwwaT
wT faarg ot 7 v gwar wqr N
ux faarg FTYET 1 AW & A e
g rac & fe wigar 4y g § Ty Fory
Ffwa fov ft ad el oy s Far §
wx Tar ar @ § fr gw & fa W
AT WA g Wiy faw & gfe
Wit AfEsgdmsmgm 1 wre
gfaw & £33 & fag og ava & I A
gy Fandy a7 § awc Wt
2.z fa7 fF o w@d 2 ®
fexry #r agfr g€ Reyr & Hr 3 &
fed st & warT gowe wT AT At
TRTT F6qT AT TRT &, 87 9OTE T I AT
qrar & fag “wifiw iRyt € 1w
AT AE AT 7 77 g g F ferad
&Y firelt 7 foedY o & graaT &7 oy vy
21 ferdt F wadY arar vy €Y Searq
Tt g€ § WY¢ oo wfwerd
W fag Aef &+ wiw g A% g
ai afywTl ¥ fag gay &7 awdr
¥ o gty ®7 TArH °Y 7 w7 FAT A
ATAT YA ¥4 &5 Fod srwaverr & o wrar
T AT W § W Ty ey @it Ay
ATT X W EY wqAT ¢ g &
AT gardy faew §, v WY FwT § WA
¥ fag 3w wr ovar Srar sl L
a1 wgr wvay § f fowdt & g fady
fauEt 1 wawmwar § 0 &9 T
wRATra} 6 § w7 agh Wi § 9 R
¢ f groife wror Igar ozt af § faremr
age ar, fergt o forely st § @l
ferat wed o ¥ Frow aft ged



236x  Code of

o aeft arn W wy off wwdT
X¥ fod 31 & fad qw e w1 gfew
£ufY @ fs wat Ta7 w1 g § F et
Xl oy sz § ¢ g 1 afcarm
B 7w w4 Wy wAg § s fanedy
WETATL FY A & g a4 £7€ 7y
v oy §, @Y & g & @0 wen
£ 8% 5 M7 ¥ faq s &1 q%
M ATT I T § 1 F NI E
AR At o ag qanar g fe gr wem
FY 3317 w1 7w Gy frwra g E ) aw
T qw aTg & A OF 1 fexgr A
wve) ¥ oY wi fr wsg §, AfeT fov
it mafrar & D @ o gfem
(H IF W AT T T T Y A A e
A A FTH AT 1 w1 NP o et
T ag sfa sty ot Srafm § 1 W
7 & &t ardY &7 vy I3 ARG A
% g1y § Ay ag fe Ny Wy qAnd €
X fF gar? figmrasr w3 ¥ gvar & oAr
wfY aga & #gN § v wdy gATQ
# ATt w7 &7 TR § A I qrAv
¢ @ fad g3 w1 sy 1 Ag wed
T WY R vy WO TR EF E
wx Ife agi ordnt i w}W qw
q g aft g A w1 A7 FY
A} &Y 9gd gfam i ofrarr ¥ w9
¥ wA g qm AV f wady o 3q
AFgAaFIIIM AT I H N |
99 frx ¥ 3 avrar Fa oft g
Nl wga 7 vy gy NG FfH A
A ¥ aw F qur Y A A wwn fe Ak
et %2 ) AOW 5T ARG AT
AT UN & 39 ¥ qg € §&aqT §, WX
yhoset & awr A g wwr g A TA A
Ty A NQaen g T O
QA At § o oY Y wwRy ey
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A | €7 & A% FOq AT qEar |
W ATE ¥ IW 9T €Y A% 9 ¥7 wfew
o wdfr 1 G M aray F whaedt
WS §2r g1 arar & | gw ofy et
DHE § ar s wrer @) qrar §, A &
afernt ghft ax worer gar arfady &
# s ot mz & qfyw Y zew 3
*1 avs1 fawr adwy 1 5w fAg o
fadgae & ox qgeq & 97 € % T
& faar oY ®YE g s Al
T g0 A &1 & fon e wrk gEdy
Y A T wwar 1 Afew prd A
¥ a7z ¢ fr o ¥ are @
await &, gy faefy oY v & fd g ErlY
2 mFfarAiIfsrog e e
Y TR qrg & faam wwd fv w5
sy foedfy greve & o7 Ay ey Ay
®7 gEAT I A% (& IF €7 gy of
Wfea gy T fag gt s ag Faam
feqr aren & 5 gfem = § 91 W
e ¥ o7 3y T &7 qar Aad Ay
Iq & 9 ag & sy v, ag { Ay
A 1w fedy oft ® w2 g
1 99 % A g1 &, Frdse g &
39 ¥ % orf 7 9t g7 Ao ¥y gfew aw
F o1 ¥ fog qgerde W dr ) @
ax g ¥ ¥1% afvada adf o aw
e gfera & afva wgw feem & o
v @ wedT §, & yg wInw AE ATy
Fear + wre =y 2fwa G g9 T ey
39 %1 wiga ¥ s & falug wr
fear, S o Y agdd T A
wfegl Y vedr § WiT ag-aE Fardy
& g g 8, A & 3 @ i Al
Zay fe W€ fosTgr FT@T R W o
¥ T€ g § Angfes &9 & wifw wft
Bt o= a% W SRR & fae ¥ g ff
ErT ST Ty Tt R oW
fod & gawan g f5 N doeT
war & 34 & #r€ eeart A8 § afes sw
¥ Tt weR & wn At vy
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[ 7w &)
AT § ) X A W oA S
¥, AT e K gX  AmE & QAR
*ft arn wfed

ot ot : (farera)  SuTSTER
Ry, TH YR ¥ {4 A N Tew
wer & ared Tvan § oy Wy ww fad
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JIqWW WEWT . UW WX
Lo il

st oitng : I 7y wEA AT 1
f® zart ot 9w forg faary afafas
frarc % fag wrr @t & & o A g
e ¥ fors fem ar B fgg oo 2
W T ST AT § AG THT W X
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TET W vev Wi ey & it ¥
T qar § we ¥ v oA gfew fdr o
T arcz firerre mff w7 "Wl
¥ Wy g e e wy gew ik
wher @, W W vw R w6 e
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t  tufag @ ARS W AT AW
gfere & gre ¥ aff fear wrom ox 0w
™ g o § a0 ey
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WA S AT RA AT T
wr Fuw wofadatesr wdE wAFT
sEa ¥ AW w1 ghy GH S E
8hri Maolchand Dube (Farrukha-
bad): I appreciate the reasons that
have led my sister to sponsor this Bill.
Byt somehow or other, the feeling is
left on me that this Bill is not going
to serve the purpose it is intended to
serve. My reason is this. As far as I
recollect, in case of an adultery, there
is no punishment prescribed. The
punishment is merely that the woman

or the man will have the right to get .

a divorce. But in case of bigamy,
there is a punishment prescribed. The
question is whether this will prevent
bigamy or this will encourage adultery.
If it encourages adultery, 1 suppose it
will be a worse thing for society. The
one thing that seems to be necessary
is that adultery should be punishable
It should be made an offence; in that
case, this Bill will also be a useful
Bill and will be sufficient to punish
people who resort to the offence of
bigamy. But if we do not make
aduMery punishable, this Bill is not
going to serve any useful purpose. A
man may not marry a second time at
all. He may keep a woman in his
house without marrying her. Then
what is the remedy? I submit there
is no remedy provided, so far as the
present law is concerned.

Therefore, what is needed is that
adultery should be made an offence.
When that is done, bigamy also would
be punishable in that way and would
be made a cognisable offence. But 5o
long as we do not make adultery a
cognisable offence, it is no use having
this Bill. It may do some harm even,
but it is not going to do any good.
That is what 1 feel. 1 hope the hon.
Mover and the hon. Minister will eon-
sider this aspect of the matter also
and then proceed.

(g )

ey awr  Agw
sy o, & afgr gazr Al & faw
w g8 gog andw wcfht §  Afew
it g war wgy el § ag ox fe
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VT TAET g0 FALAT WG w7
& & A wmry # ¥ur qweva o,
Iz T FUEY TgaT FIfE )

Fa1 fs ol wE wif & w0 (¥
% faare glar § 11 v A & qrad awwT
o TEE N AN 75 E fx W@ w
T ¥ a19  AwIEry g, OF gEl &1
=T &7, 3 g § arq R, 97 FA7
& o qgea ¥ fau &var D ofr
g s R ag figa AT E
q8Y &1 AT F gAar Afawre & @ g
fe 3z ox mér & aE oA w Ay
F vt ¥ oY g o wT WA
o UF qArE 7 Fa1 (¥ qwqy dar A7
A1 ¥ TF v AT Ain F IR F 9
uIF 9 F g0 mET Feadc 8 g
Frgar gAT ¥ 1 AfHa 7o A & fs
TATH ¥ AT F AP, WA FT W
T & e ug facgs o=} w0
TEEaY ¥ o8 a7 W vw N Y
g oqa s ¥ fe oy faw owver
oA g7 adten faws /vt ¥ 0

e qH A9Ar AfgT 7 @6 T
®gAT ¥ WY A 98 "WUT THK! wTTA-
A ATHT 77 fIqT AT A1 qE AEY
awdrees Siw &1 g 1w g@mr
a7 Frer forar Agt § e wAr
oA FTE; T A w qTr § ) oA
ZFA A W GAST ST AT AR
aat fear war A w4 R @€ AWy
fagrdr &Y+ gafeg 91 wgAT §
fafree age @ f gaw smtaatas
wTEW A FAA ATE THA TE Q@
STRHT ®C  f T& FOT A7 6 frAwy
f& T N 9T TATH {1 W AT €
gfﬂwitﬁv‘riﬂwin AT SHET
wrrfrata wv fagr araa O gart v
¥ gfas srodlr WY freearfos 6 o
R AT ARt s @
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wrgt 1 & o v € g s gw 2w
¥ W ¥ fareY ofor & 3oT 991 Y
& Wt ¥ i ¥ g wrw ) rond
wr ot &1 N growdt WY i g
wt ¥ § ax I Al F afr §

- W warx ¥ cfogra W AW A1
ATIEY VIR ERO fe qmrw § ager |2
qfcadsr g & SfFT wrfec aa
gt 7d sr g § fe qw qew ¥
ww o) T e 'R o e § ow
CURALE (i TRl e o T AR
FPET AT WEAT R ) WA AW o9
BUTH T ZERT FTAT § Y g H ¥
yomryrs wawy § v N FwY
frvamm, % a1 wY AT S (@ o7
TN ¥7 AR | XX A FER F ax
v @ & A for Ao w gw oo
Tare §M A§ {7 WLAE §5T | AR
e §) w4 8 fo wawr swfaafas
WTRY 7 XATqT AY GV ¥4IAY § wut
afgr & wgr STt g fo oY foed
¥% ag e W [few g
Fafrafas W A TNd wifs 0w
s § W@ N FrIwmAT whv omfe
ey QA

dfen Iy T wrdw ¢ (faaTY) -

wara o) =W =wgw, aw W faw
garQy afga guzr it & Iw fear .
Il e IAE FRTHAZ WIS WAREEH
dx Qa1 qwe A aw g
g gl & | T foy IR A A
ag few o foar agr & Tewt & fadg
wearg | & I AN Y T FwaT )

g A€ T Wy I WY agw
gt ¢ Tad args g  fe At ey
suq wt oY wha & pew qewt O
wifgy % v an faw ¥w W
rora At ¥var fr 3% gww 7 ¥
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¥ {1y agd oy andy & e alt
e oY fgrg o7 & F any o vwvry o
fe nd wip faadf wfeat s awar w
R I wwr ag o ot ¥ gaw
AT A R QU g AT F qarfae
fygg w¢ arfaai v awar 9r wR
HEEATA &Y ww At w7 onfaai w< qvar
) wx w e feg w8 an
awim w5 g afy Wi ara Wi ug
wt e & wad ¥ yoae g X fag
mw § + wat af wrowd FTR av
FuTR ¥ 2%r 185 ¥ A W ey @t
wreart w7 ad § 1 ¥® wmR ¥ o
s o ¥ gew awat § 1 faw
7 Twr 8c AY & gy ¥ grow oy
¥ 34T v A wYve ) gew # 6 gmgw
Ty | A1 wgi o oy war § fis agi
o wtet & fag wAT g T g
oY ag &t AT g (AT B AR ALY ¢
wrgx aft wv oot & faw acav ko
o faar o g faw w1 amar ofvy
agt ¥

aurey fak qg X v, .. .,

I WA . FTE AR
7 vy & f5 wv 28c & o wvd &,
Y vec & feag ff fifao

dfen s T wew - vEe
e ve= A w¢ ¥ afew qR ag WS
wor § fs ety ¥ @Y uvd % T
Dt it &, W v ey AT gAY
fawd fat agr av Ow wigw ov faw
A T KA IR A e oav
o wE 77 wrgarA A f7 ww fiegr
wr oYt &g a7 fF Towmw ot s
a1 wrfgg fie ey &1 war aft Qv
wfge + wrr veiadt w 2wt g
& 3w ®r o qur §r arly wfgg
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fadely w1 g 3 WY o W W@ §,
T # e e Wi ves § fxfirre
Wefrege s & ot wifge @, ¥ WY
¥ feafufadzt §—= wot & Qe
ot T e X &1 Afsa & ug
agu Al $C R E T AT ¢ WENE
fr 9 g4 7 w197 § I B ==
& frar a:a w7 DEY 9 ST Ay
¥7 € g Wi w1t WY wRTgE L QY
g ggRT Ry wfew §
I FY €Y fegRa & wg 9&7 aGT
ARz FTT AR g, N wgd § fw
7 & pea ¥ ol & gmw sqe
wuft § o7 gedfedy = &, T g A
MY W ety —

*No Court shall take cognizance
of an offence under section 487 or
saction 488 of the Indian Penal
Code, except upon a complaint
made by the husband of the
woman on his behalf at the time
with the Jeave of the Court by
some person who had care of such
woman on his behalf at the time
when such offence was commit-
td:"

T A ¥, W fowTga wvq A
e tc & & AN w1 Y, A wiwga
£ arer gy arfy § W Fr 9w & o
gfefm®z frq o ¥ W mfaga 3,
N fe eea T L1 s W vic &
CWER AR 3, afwew 3w 1A-
TR ¥ 37 w03 %1 qw dg7 Af
oo ¥ wTmEe wepaEET A faw
fagay < qg AT ¥ AV LT IOG R
G ¥ &% 7y & uivfoae o fe
wrr € ¥ Ao ¥ A sfrew w1
¢ o ¥ geavr ary AT 9T ew &
O 1 a1 o ww ag & v
¢, == wt aw Ofwe, afer tex T o
w¥ ¥ s §, WY oferw wfezw &
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qafere ¢, REIQ xivg & gafeas
. w3ty €7 & qufeaw §, 9 a0
& arr X gz wlawew wavgr wqr, AN
& arm aa ¥ afY § B wg Sfaw=
g ¢ & xx aw A oferw wifpae
qr w1 waree forerra afl &%, ax
¥ B ST, A€ § gFdT, grevite
2 &7 ATA AT 7g § W AWAT AT
ag & fr qfF 7 77 T fraar®
ow ¥fefrqma & foas aff @9,
afew & w2z & fawie 17 § o =22
* w1gq § Ay ¥ava afers, v faw
£ a9, oY v awr qeem o g,
7 w1 mar § fr g7 O wredl g oF
A ¥ oz w7 awaT ) 9L AT
mMoFrfrdr g R AFNw
T ¥ sy wYr foa o7 sfawes sawmy
i g fe 53 & ot § sade afi @
TR | 3T % fead q¥ ITwa g,
faa ¥ ¢x avg ¥ wrrargr € oot ¢ o
fogre & a7 @7 @Y I T @ B
Afag | fadk o wew awE W I3A
@ fr R I 7 WY w1 &, wfEw
1% 3 97 I/ T WA 7%ar §, qu
9T I ¥ GHC TCAT ¥, T3 §¥ %
"redy wr w Iak e faeea
Fff s Tgar | 3@ @ ¥ W
feat aoraa 8, faa & wanfeors duy
AT AT G R 1 AR W 2L, W
fr wed wg & gafew 2, tes,
faq w wit § & fax fwar W7 26¢,
FEa g AW § | gt % fr Feer
Ficg & AvA N 7w § WA § 1 fraw
feiy mraw ¥ fsfoma Didga wis
¥ a1t g5 Y 1 38 x4 A WA
g feqdy geai ® Fa fwgrang,
ot F ofem® w1 TIE OH O
FG 9T LT AT @A azft § 1 ww
AT q & ag wAd & faq dur f e oA
AR & A ®, fax wr gue fww
fufaamen 7 1 w¥, afew @ @
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ey 9T qF, Syrgr e ) W
wrfgy, /e 3w wr voer g & & e
gfery wr& Y frwrrr w53 Y o X
o WM U7 IF ATE WY FEAAAT w7
feyr ot 1wy w s § farwwa
o+, 9 3o A a7 feega ®, s
firdy b ® eshdfaw o0 27 ¥
A o WY ¥ I e fow ¥ yaw
T g1 1 Afer e v ®© D
garoga AN I L wrr & IO
% wga W wweA § o+ Faw ¥ gofew
 1x atg € e IR &, v e
1wy w7F § 1 gfaw w wwaAe
{ agw o T oy &, oo o AT
F AW g A faegw e & Al
ware IR ¥, fr fedy ¥ awelrs WY
ZRY | K fe AR ® wEIET T
4T, @ I € Fewrtw w7 9 gAr
e a1 graey A & & foe i werade
i TieE TN BT TR TEITT TEAAT
& 1w A WY wEr A g ¥ fw
w8 wrg 97 39 faw sty
wrg, arE frayom Az | 1 g,
™ ITEET WIRA X9 B O wig, A 5T 7%
6 & 1 forre & A qr fedy
Ao g1 OeRTw Q@ e g
w1 a7 A% agY ¥ o u=g weg A
row fear wid, Afea dEies & o
A afr v &1 For € Ao
arft 3, fod afy mawr w7 Aww E,
U AT Y ¥ ) T @A
g &, I fE sey ¥ ¥ v gat aw
a1 IR sTRTea 3| W
sEw e aqeERT § 1 18y § wAT
o WTgE warfrAy are afsee e
2 slYr %8s ¥ fv atg ¥ WA §-
FRIRGEA 17 WY g wedwe, FrgiT
o7 w¥fay anez v | F o A
|A wrAr wigar § fw oo & fov qw
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AT g Y wedr ot iy wr omRfE
¥ arX ¥, dey i o oY F wwa €,
fraromar | 99 ¥ ave & ferwrad oY
& YT 7w Ffgar ¥ ol T
o werry § 1 & ag wvaw ¥ faa S
g 1 et o wrkdz ad=a & Forg srrefrage
®T ¥ wET aeire gl &, Forer oY 70
g & fox wgt & vy wgar wyerar AfE 4
Tty Iv & avy g@ w1 @at a8
g WErew AR v &
T WA AN Rorrry WY 8, I d oy
¥ nx & fewr I3 frar d—

“That means if a ‘husband mar-
ries a second time in the life time
of his first wife the woman or
some body on her behalf has to
lodge a complaint to a magistrate.
This would mean that the weman
would be required to spend money
in litigation.”

= # R e § foega 2 e
tdWrersr ® TayT AX FIRT AT 1 XN
*1 FATH AY g7 K 7 ¥ fr @ oo
Ffra ¥z ger AT AT § a¥ W
A At ¥ faw Tt Y
A 77 ® qa= ¥, 54 fmg Q2
w1 g qy & unt fear 1 qwaT &
w7 3y v gfaw ¥hrw ¥, awe Faw
7 yfregzy & margA T gAfaw &
TaET T Ay TR § o wmA WY
wfeagr, Yt s g e & SR
Xogras I7 ¥ mAT 2 ¥ )

et wam At aEw W)
dar 9T q¥AT § 1

<fen sTEe W wwle W 3
weTey g, o wiw & sk W gevy
aft sfre @ ¥ # wrwew anr @
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dw-ow ¥ fad. yg gvn Fr oF wer
WY fe wnrddne §-ag e & av wd-
avf ot o arfer W Wi f
ay avfan 2 fr qad ard g S ar
2y g fiwgw dw g for aedter w2
o wwcr ft grir | dfer arre
Imcwfaw e RO ? o ¥ ag ek
aft § fr vw WA WY FERAE ¥
6oy oy 1 &9 X 3w w1 oE fe% aff
Rt v fodag fravgmd —

“Provided further that when the
person so aggrieved is a woman,
the police may make a complaint
ar der RahnY, & indnmrodier relnt
ing to the commission of the
offence of bigamy is given to the
palice.”
o W fow g od & fr ol & AW
qfep frera s amft 41 o F wmt
guR il wAggoraft §
% gfvs sa & forg 2@ sUit av 9w
¥ o marg 4T FTN, A1 TERRYTA
oY) sgERERN R Y fad
ez W AT RN § ) we gfew
W B A ¥ I 2D A0, &Y
wr gw &Y wafen gefg sow )
gfm avn 98 oA W oow & 5 N
&% & wwear &, 9AT A % Fwan §,
forg & sreelY 9% YHEA A WH{ AR 6L
oty ey w0 T Y Y gy woEt
@ ey 1 T T T wr wfewre
Rr, forg 93 W Y gEOR 7 Y W7
oy ofrex w1 TE Tl §, W A W
g TR e A fag N
e o & ® fawe wew €
foeew aqr § ag ot 3 Al ¢ B
o & feray $YE vt AfY wTHwAT |
sy wyyg & W o oo
tas ¥ fr T & ¢

.“Ho Court shall take cognizance
o2 an offence falling under Chap~
fer XIX or Chapter XXI of the
212(d) LAD~T.
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Inditn Penal Code or ‘under sec-
tions 493 to 496 (both inclusive).
of the sgame Code, except upon &
COMplaint made by some person
8g8Tieved by such offence:”
Y% qier qdT F AR ¥ Al
T Y v Ay ag Ty qfeew @
% ey o WY7-$17 B—fad e @
'Zmﬂif&.ﬂtiﬁﬁ(ﬁmtzﬂu
o ¥wi §) @fer gm & fam
VAR frar o Wi feaar Wl
TR Ty § ) 99 % 5E BT W §-
“Brovided that, where the person

80 gaggrieved is & woman who
accrding to the customs and man-
hers of the country, ought not to
be tompelled to appear in publie, '
Of Where such person is under the’
age of eighteen years or is an idiot
or lynatic, or is from sickness or
infitmity unable to make a com-
plaint, some other person may,
With the leave of the Court, make
& Complaint on his or her behalf:™

A Wi s f e 29 g &, dack
® Yo A, greH W g F cuey
Yy fag o1y § F 3T A UhAgE
g% | W JIT 9T A A1 F gl
Aeex git, & a3 v 2w AaFT My
TE 9 3 TFT T8 w4 4
EFq g1 A7 G wwar § 1T Ffew F
& Graa Rarr AT w R g g
T ATHC YT TART FCAT 05

sftwelt e atedt : A T el
g 3w A war v W& 1 WAl
& draw frg at A way fe 4% Wby
w0 oft, Bfry garaa TG fasi o

dfmmiwwh.: i fedy
®rd xr qav aff + xad ag faar gav

“some other person may, ww:
the leave of the Court, make a
Nmplamtmhuorhnbw.
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oy Wi B oy e T |
fi arye et W yores &
mzauw&ttuvniaﬂvimm
fawr gar § fe Wi unrdez wo anly
¢ anffar wrwe oy @ ¢ fe Ton-
oy § Wg g7 ¥ §F MY ) ¥@ dwrw ¥
wif «t it ¢ fie wre € ¥Rt €,
o) IEW IS T LY | AT QU AW
are fieat w1 M u awdry o w1 9
fr oY Fegnt wlngde £, ¥ 9%
T ffET P oot ¥ e WY
oz afim T 1 vy 0w 3 wl-
aeduw ¥ Wi IR qean feg
o Writ ¥ W& I AT e T
¥ Ow? O wifw O | @il & o
T wrget § fiF W g avg W anl-
argdaw w1 N v 17 axg & w v
i}, ¥T 3T & qferw & FW T g
o owg forw & fagrs o v ofr @,
FJelt WA xeq A7 o Ffea v
&y TR T AT ape AT
ax fedy dvor o fedt & we oy
§ ot § Wi i€ aew angar A ov
Ig¥ aTe IR ol §1 N ge@dT
FAE & §F AT HT AT ¥ 2av § A
oY wigat 7g & % ag gvon W,
& @Y ¥ 3w Al wweEr §
W TR 3g YR sy g § W)
*F Sk gmara § g findt w) qww
R¥ v wfirrre aff faar war & 1 forrd
wxT ¢ wfqga ame 1g &, agr 9%
oferw qifedy § 1 ofers  qrfad
argeht & fe Q& qrwra & v Wl
@ qeTaT g 1 T gy T vt f
fir fx Wfaw & fRa) oW WY &3
el wifgg I Sfew & gawy gard
% fad W & aff wgar fe X dfew
# o ewrac T P

¥ wrx & for oy A Ao
¢ G¥ U | wOU ey A A

PELITE
W wher qy g fe g Wee
O wa a1 we oo o Rl
wirs 3 wer amr € s wg qe 8,
et wr o wriir § ot wee vy
wr ¢ wripy @ oy £ ot ey e
@ writ §, U gew ¥ A ¢ N W
s #1 QrEATIT WOAT SRNT ¢ NF
o Wb W e Jud wrly won e
& @ @ firdt el o ¥ arege
IW wwAT 1wy ¥ ARTedY w
a% g AT0 oy § v v wrg W
vt w3l §, et vy §, o
veo & aum wg ¥ aff §, TO% e
foa arfes & fadt W carwe off
% f5 ag ¥4 W ok ) v ag YE

ot agi & e ax aveeft o A ame-

ARy & qeamr w3 w1 gF giew @,
e aT AT A Y ¢ Wik &

e g s gsmaquafidr ¢4
W (" g *F wwryy ¥ f ok g
M dqore o o< ot apd e @ W
i AwEd ¥ sy o, o
WA arEd ar A v

X W e &7 & afesrc 3@
& aft ) of & vy afee T fear
WY A7 GRTE AT AT WIS wWY
Ty 1 W A v W@ i I
aTeTE W WEw PR v A W awar
& 1 wogdz w3 o7 A7 orgi o o §
¥ W gfew 90 § stz arsa qw
Tl 1 wiad §Y aferw arfeet § e
afiers aferefy ®) ger ¥ § Wi ey
rANT e STy W Y oy
Fud wr¢ wgfoan ff @it 1 gfrg &
sfadaw A W et sae Wl
fear 1 wra? fod oy wer § 5 W
wrqde wT ab, sl wft v
AT | HEPHZ X § TAWT $TE STEAT
wff @ s vEd arfregen W fedy
ey ¥ Wi gy ot e wed e
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e Y ey wf @Y+ SR ST e
B oY wry g welt o fis ved § vas
v famd x4 € o v ¥ I e
RV ary 1 S ST g et i §
wry ol g § f Yeo o ves §
w v el A WY W AR W
o €t wr dwd gz T Sendt @
e B 2w gy o1 ag o Y )
fiy wop ¥t war wv ¥ @ e
g § fe xu v w1 farer e o
;:ﬂsi'&mwmt.vﬁw’lﬁ
1

18 hre.

The Minister of State in the Minis-
tty of Hemo Affairs (8hri Datar):
Mr. Deéputy-8peaker, the question
faised by the hon. Mover of this Bill
is very important and has to be con-
sidered from different points of view.
On the one hand, I might point out
to this House that the relevant sec-
tions in this respect in the Criminal
Procedure Code were considered very
carefully and from one point of view
in perticular, namely, that though,
wnfortunately, here and there, off-
ences are committed in respect of re-
ligion, all the same, one has to be

careful in defining the limits of
such offences and laying down cer-
taln restrictions for the purpose of
maintaining the sanctity of married
lite. That was the reason why in this
pacticular section 198, it has been
mude very clear that whenever there
are certain offences relating to reli-
gion, the offences can be taken cog-
nisance of only on the complaint of
the person aggrieved. I would re-
quest all hon, Members to understand
that in this regpect, we ought fo move
¢ glowly as possible, though con-
sistently with modern trends. 1 have
painted out why the law was so very
eatetul in seeing to it that in respect
of marriages, third persons do not
st in and distwrb the married life
of the parties therets. That was the
magie why certain principles were
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y what has been stated in section
198 in perticular, and in the provise
(§). That has been maintained as !
is. This is one view which has to be
fully appreciated in view of the need
to maintain the stability as he
sanctity of married life.

the

Marriage is meant for bringing both
the persons together. They have to
live happily. They have to accom~

desires of others. Then only married
life will be happy.

Shrimatl Subhadrs Joshi:
second marriage.

Shri Datar: I am pointing out the
whole thing. That is why we ought
to be very careful in certain gircum-
stances. There are exceptions to the
rule and exceptions have to be pro-
vided for only with the greatest con-
sideration. That is one side of the
picture.

On the other hand, the hon. Lady
Member, Mover of this Bill has point-
ed out certain difficulties with which
all of us have to sympathise. There
are occasions where, when a wife ia
living, the husbang makes a second
marriage. In these circumstances, for
example, she is not in & position tp
finance a criminal complaint -or &
prosecution. Then, it is quite likely
that she will have to suffer from =&
number of intolerable miseries
Therefore, that view also hag to be
taken into consideration. So, there
were a number of difficulties in the
Bill as framed by the hon, Member,
and it was very difficult to accept B
as it was.

Secondly, the Code of Criminal
Procedure as also the Indian Penal
Code have been before the Law Com-
mission. They are considering whe-
ther any further amendments ate
necessary. All the same, this was a

Not a



279 Code of

{8tri Datar)
matter of some importance, but there
was & genuine difficulty in meeting
fhe abjert that the hon. Mover hag In
bringing forward this Bill.

1 have already pointed out to the
hon, Mover, and I would mention
here, fhat in the form in which thus
Bill has been brought forward, it
would not be in the interests of
society to mccept it, and therefore,
Government would not accept the
Bill as jt is.

In particular, we should tully ap-
preciate what hon, Members Shrimati
Uma Nehru and Shxi Padam Dev
have rightly pointed out. They have
stated that the proviso introduced by
the hon. Mover in clause 2 may have
far-reaching effects oy consequences
beyond what the hon, Mover has
contemplated. If, for example, a
complaint is allowed to be filed by
the police, there is a likelihood of
harassment being caused to the
aggrieved party herself and certain
undesirable results might follow. That
is a view which has also to be taken
into account, hecaus= here it is clear-
3y stated:

*“Provided further that when
the person so aggrieved is a
womain the police may make a
complaint on her behalf, if “infor-
mation relating to the commission
of the offence of bigamy 18 given
to the police.”

So, virtual'y it means a cognizable
offence. Therefore, the matter would
Temain in the hands of the police,
ang it is likely that there might be
some complaints received and at least
the aggrieved lady might feel that
her case is not being conducted as
properly, as vigorously by the police
as she could have it done by herself.
8o, this clause as framed by the hon.
Mover is not acceptable at all

1 pointed out to her that we must
be very careful in making amend-
ments in such laws as the Code of
Criminal Procedure which have to a
large extent stood the test of time.
Only a few years ago we made some

HOVEMESER 3%, MM Criminal Ploceiuie  3afe
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amendments, but this particular
amendment was neither cositdered
foasible, nor wag it brought forward
In 1988, as you are aware, a number
of important amendments were mads
in ‘the Code of Criminal Procedure
That would show that what my hon.
friend Shri D. C. Sharma has stated
is not correct. . Whenever there  are
certain desirable trends in society,
whenever certain ‘retorms sre to be
brought about by means of legisla-
tiori, Government always examihe
such questions with the care that
they deserve. Therefore, 1 would
submit that this is a question which
has to be approached very caretully.
and we should take into account the
object with which such a restriction
was laid down in section 1986. :

I am very happy to.note that there
are certain amendments before the
House to which I shall make only a
general reference. Amendment No. &
by Shri Sinhasan Singh in respect of
section 494 states that the complaint
can be filed either by the aggrieved
party, that is the wife, or by certain
of her relatives. This appears to be
perfectly reasonable because it would
meet these very hard cases that the
hon. Mover has in mind. Therefore,
{ am inclined generally to support the
various amendments, the main amend-
ment as also the consequential
amendments, that have been propos-
ed by Shri Sinhasan Singh If they
are taken into account, then they
will meet with the particular cases
of hardship that the hon. Mover has
in view. If the hon. laidy Mover is
prepared to support the amendments
that Shri Sinhasan Singh has brought
forward, then that would meet with
‘her own requirements and at the
same time would not go so far as she
wants us to go.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Why should
the hon. Minister say ‘with bher cwn
requirements*?

Shri Datar: I did not put it in that
wgy. I meant the requirements of
the Mover. She i» in a represents-
tive capacity, not in a persanal cape-
city. On behalf of all the aggrieved
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women, she has brought forward this
Bill in a representstive capacity, and,
therefore, my appeal is to her in her
representative capacity.

Therefore, I would point out that
the attitude of Government, so far as
this Bill is concerned, is this. The
Bill as it i cannot be acceptable in
the intererts of the society itself; but
to meet the particular viewpoint that
the hon, lady Member has if the
underlying principles behind the
amendments proposed by Shri Sinha-
san Singh are accepted, then I would
have no abjection to this Bill being
accepted for consideration.

ofrwelt gy ot - FaTeA wQ-
i TR SR IR AL A
el & gudy a7 &0 F I aga
waa 1, g7 i @fr ol X g
& w41 1 & 7F ar¥ wrawr fama
¥ wd oA wedy § 1 wft oF wafig
weey A0 9q T x ¥ N 53w I\
gar wrge gar s IAOW) 990 A€ a9
9 qar 7Y § e ag fawrg ®177T
waT fean T § 1 IEA o I
gt e wewr A g § O g@d
wrd wx & R ¢ }{ & 2w
st wc ¥ ar Ty

FqTeuy WEY A AT AT ¥
WY WS T, gATAR AT afgaT 9 w34
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Shri Datar: She has not understiood
what 1 said. 1 said complaints are
likely to come. ] used the words very
carefully.
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker; The question
is:
“That the Bill further to amend

the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1898, be takén into consideration.”

The motion was adopted,

Claase 2— (Amendment of section 1938)
Shri Sinhasan Singh: I beg to move:

Page 1,
for clause (2). substitute—

v'2. Amendment of section 198, In
section 188 of the Code of Crimipal
Procedure, 1898, for the second pro-
viso. the following proviso shall be
substituted, namely: —

‘Provided further that where !;he
person aggrieved by an offence under
section 494 of the said Code—

(a) is the wife, any relative of
the wife may make a com-
plaint on her behalf;
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to make a campiming in per-
son, some other person autho-
rised Dy the husband in
accordance with the provisions
of sub-section (1) of section
198B may, with the leave of
the court, make a complaint
on his behalf.

Esplanation.—For the purpose of
<lause (&) of the second proviso, ‘rela-
tive' means any lineal descendant or
ascendant of the wife, her brother or
sister or her father’s or mother’s
brother or sister’ ”. (Admt. 5).

1 have spoken on it and I need not
Tepeat my arguments.

Air. Depoty-Speaker: This amend-
ment is before the House. Shall I put
it to the vote of the House.

Fandit Thakur Das Bhargava: Sir,
will you allow me to say a word about
the amendment aleo”
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Mr. Deputy-Speaxer: Would it do
¢ it is made to read like this?

‘“Provided where the person
aggrieved is a woman who is an
idiot or lunatic or from sickness
or infirmity or any other cause
unable to make a complaint.”

Shri Datar: Perhaps it may be found
that so far as the first proviso is eon-
cerned it relates to offences under
sections 493 to 496 and this proviso
which is being introduced is only for
an offence under section 494 which
does not cover this.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Ay the Minis-
ter likes. I have no objection
Then, I put this to the vote of the
House. The question is:

Page 1,—
for clause (2), substitute—

2. Amendment of section 198.—In
Section 198 of the code of Criminal
Procedure, 1898, for the second provi-
#0, the following proviso shall be sub-
stituted, .namely:—

“Provided further that where the
person aggrieved . by an offence

NOVENEXR 3%, 1909 Criminal

Procedure
{Amendment) Bill
under section 49¢ of the asid
Code—

(a) is the wife, any relative of
the wife may make a com-
plaint on her behalf;

(b) is the husband, and he is
serving in any of the Armed
Forces of the Union under
conditions which are .certified
by his Commanding Officer
ag precluding him from ob-
taining leave of absence to
enable him to make a com-
plaint in person, some other
person authorised by the
husband in a&ccordance with
the provisions of sub-section
(1) ot section 1VOB may, with
the leave of the court, make
a complaint on his behalf,

Explanation.—For the purpose of
clause (&) of the second proviso,
‘relative’ means any lineal descendant
or ascendant of the wife, her brother
or sister or her father’s or mother’s
brother or sister.” (Admt. 5).

The motion was adopted.

Mr. Depmty-Speaker: 1 shall put
clause 2, as amended, to the vote of
the House. The question is:

‘*That Ciause 2, as amend
stand part of the Bill.” :

The motion was adopted.

Clause 2, as amended, was added
to the Bill.

Clsuse 1 —(Short title, erxtent aad
commencement)

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: There are
amendment Nos. 2, 3 and 4, of Shn
Sinhasan Singh.

Shri Datar: They are only formal
amendments.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Yes.
Amendments made:
Page 1, line 3, omit- ‘(1)".

Page 1, line 4, (i) omit ‘of'; and
(i) for '19° substitute (1980,_), :
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Page 1, omit Unes 8 to 7

(Admts. 2, 3 & 4).
[Shri Sinhasan Singh].
Mr, Depuaty-SBpeaker: The question
in:

“That clause 1, as amended,
stand part of the Bill.”

.The maotion was adopted.
Clause 1, ar amended, was added
v the Bill

The Enacting Formuls
Amendment made:
Page 1, line 1, for “Eigh‘h Year”
substitute *“Tenth Year” (Amdt. 1).
[Shri Sinhasan Sirhal.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

“That the Enacting Formula, as
amended, stand part of the Bill”.

The wmotion was adopted.

The Enacting Formula, as amended,
was added to the Bill.

The Title was added to the Bill

Shrimati Subhadra Joshi: 1 beg to

move: .

“Thet the Bill as amended, be
passed.

Mr Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

“That the Bill, as amendegd, be
passed.”

The motion was adopted.

1827 hrs.

MINIMUM WAGES (AMENDMENT)
BILL

(Amendment of Section 14) by Shri
] Kanhaiya Lal Balmiki

8hrl Balmiki (Bulandshahr—
Reserved-—Sch. Cagstes): I beg to
move:

" “That the Bill further to amend
the Minimum Wages Act, 1948 be
taken into consideration.”

AGRAHAYANA 8, 1881 (S4KA)

(Amendment) 2200
Bid
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“provided that where no provi-
sion exists for the determination

of over time wage, it shall be
double the ordinary rate of

wages.”
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