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Law Commission Report on Indian Succession
Act

+

*23. SHRI SURAJ BHAN :
SHRI ATAL BIHARI
VAJPAYEE :

‘Will the Minister of LAW_ JUSTICE
AND COMPANY AFFAIRS be pleased to
lay a statement showing :

(a) whether the Law Commission has
found certain sections of the Indian Succes-
slon Act, 1925 discriminatory against
women ;

(b) if so, the details thereof ;

(c) whether he proposes to bring
suitable amendments to the relevant Act
during this session ; and

(d) is not, the reasons thereof ?

THE MINISTER OF LAW, JUSTICE
AND COMPANY AFFAIRS (SHRI JAGAN
NATH KAUSHAL): (a) The Law Ccmmission
bas taken up for consideration the revision
of the Indian Succession Act, 1925 and has
invited comments on a working paper prepa-
red on the subject,

'Do not arise.

(b) to (d)

N gm AR : AeAW WA, ATE-
v ¥ afgarel §1 aga 9 WA W@
21 0F AT @Y 9g NANww 4t e afgar
FarHNE ax a1 gaT qu AR gEwW
AT AT ) TEEE F AT & G Iq AT
AfgAT FTATH 7 I8 AT d@ I%F AN
agt faar wrar gy, A —rarFew, dar
m"'(m)

qegy AlEy | ANFE a1 qrie #
AW af FW@ )
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*** (smwia)

Mamaa: meNda gt ax
Wt faar wat e @ dare gF o A,
¥ g7 arzA & Ffgwrt’ | afeenat §
ag QAT T W wAF @ g (A

dafe faeet wgedt : saw
AT, A FT AT FTI@FT G &
T Ay e, @ TR
*** (zaEeT)

qCO WAYAW A § AGY I AT |
--.(W)

NgwAm ;T I fam &k
afess 16 (1) = 16 (2) ¥ ag faar
2 f& daa & anur qT & feeRfaawa
gl g, I FiewT qWwT o §F
dewa 7, 15, .2, 42-46 AT 60 ¥ wigamai
¥ g g feeftfodvm foar o &)
ifae, af Fdvw & wge afen dw
dare fear & | 997 ag I o 1Y
F gFaz Far 90 @A §
faam §, ag amar wigar g

Statesman, 20th June :

““It has left other discriminatory sections
untouched, The rcason by its own
admission, is fear of provoking public
opinion which, the Commission says
may not be recady for any radical
change ™

There is a Report of thc Committee 07
the Status of Women—1975 Report. Of
page 362 it says—

“That the question of lwd"“"ﬂ:
should be determined entirely from the po®
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of view of the child's interest and not the
prior right of either parent.”

- U. N. Commission on the status of
women. Four suggestions are there—

1, Women have all equal rights and
duties.

§fas g wrAT AT § & o w@iw
# arq o fsaw 3 1 Zo A0 FdHlA A
ar ard forasn=w §, ¥1 Aw IgS)
grAIdE FIA A I b HAwT ¥ afeq
9T & ofeas IAImT & ¥ I A9E
¥ o At &1 29 g fFar &, 39971 0
qwg & ATET sigfaa sifsHe 73 qifE
Al Y qu T F1 T faq 7% ?

oY oteAra Y= Y R AT
# #grd fs «f sdtma ¥ vt @€ forg
adl frar & &f s 7 A fod 0w
afen quT dar fear § fam afsas -
A & fag geafaw @1 & wEgE
wir & alx wdew wmy A
g g 30 A7, 1984 @ i s&faw,
Tt af wrwa et A 9T g age
21 & o1 e & 4§ § f& nowr 3@
T 8% | 97 A FAwT F fernRw
NN a7 g7 a1 4FA f5 fEwar qmA
a1 ¢ & A feger Agf ?

***(vaaemA)

waR AW ; AT § ARG 6T

e |
(va=ae)

Namam: B w20 a1 fs af
ST 1 afET P9 A Gra F

SRAVANA 2, 1906 (SAKA)
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e enm G s gw o §, ag &
ATIET 9FHT JAAT ATEAT § WIF, GAA
FIE ¥ 4198 BT 2

*‘The Supreme Court today asked the
Union Government to explain as to
why It should not strike down ag un-
constitutional the entire Muslim Per-
sonal Law relating to polygamy, divorce,
adoption, succession etc,

g% Tigifey fafagew &1 gamr W
g1 AT g IR AN FEy & fo anh

C g R W ARANG §A A T o§Ed AT

FsrEEg X v g frgg at &
X gl F1E w7 @1 77 [ AW §

st wmary ~Ygw 2 S ower AqTed
frar &, 37 *1=f THmwT 7O

# qiegs TE )

ot g W T N A F IR
LR -

Nz fagr Y mwdd : 3z Afg-
AT F qrG FIATT FT HATAAT @ | AEqE
wgIeT, {T g YT & wwreA & fAg
af sHww ) fawifor flar s 1 ™
ATER &7 Joar 7rE fewrw 7 § w99
# aftadT £321 Fe7w wgiew, I9fe-
FITHF FIT AT F grau 1925 #F
T[T AT 9T I &9 AAT 1934 «A
@I aqA ¥ 993 AW F IT F1GT A
Tz faar, AT ga 3T F FIT F AT
qw % &9 gy & wfax @f FAwT N
famifant & fag o3 FY a1 IE@ |

TAAIT ITANFIT F1g7 & vrq foan
T # Fafrsar a7 VFAAT I7 FA
Fat &1 3§ g ag g1 afk A€
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T=q1 qfaq & 9l S§ & gwfe &0
AIAAT T FAT G @ A& FT A7 W
I &1 oae faqr w2 afe faar ag@
Faar g ar Ig &1 faum g€ 2 w00
at &Y 3 & go N Fgr F1 afawr @
) wfe gg F=RWT FT WFA FT IS
TR WA I @I W WM A
YA oF wfgar §, T wfgaral &
fears Fwra I 1 @ fag o
af swa &) arg W@ «fag ) ag w1
FI 9 feqmr &1 s & a1 FT 1925
¥ efemgdt, A dR W fARA A
6 q13F IqAAFIA & FOE F qWr-
o & yE@rE &Y ¥ & ) A ar @
(swra)

@MU W I @ HN N awa

ad :feum 1 I I9 I W AQ -

F 97 ggt fearT a=) 7 Sar qEf
FTER G|

N e FR  WHT AR,
du e faa Aga g & agt WA
& @ I FwgA @A ifge
(smaaa)

ot 2w fagrd maddt : a A
f& waY agiem w1 wg @ &)

St twATs WAET men ¢ fafaes
AT F T FgA w1 A FfewIT A
2 (swam) ‘

sy wea fagrY aodad : srere AwR-
o, 8y Y g qer qar Ag AR
AR ww w g a1 Ag, I aw oW
! afdfa & s a1\ (sganA)
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ot TwA d@E el W §9
WA ST A FP R, IW K W T FE-
TEr & ¥ fawre argT & @ Wgg

A1 wew fagr moRal : 9g 99
AT FT G & qC |

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES : He
should withdraw his remarks,_

way W@y . aft I F1 FEw
Jwra g1 nfamizd o @ g A
wigargy § frwrer fear o @Ry,
JaxFar g :

Y 7T @Aw TR ;IR
@ @A *1 afoar a3 gueT fear g

qeqw WD © IATW, $F 7

S A ¥~ 5@ & qifegded
AT AFAITAT FT AW G AG 1 WFT
w1ga, & fagraa faerar & ama feg s
W f A 9T 0F §AW # Ag a
fe @@ #7 @ T § fag o A -
ay o gt a0 S fedar @
[ATH 41 (aawm)

EUR WA AT A1 X AT Q@A
@ & gav ax Afaw

Mt s et ;W oawm N
| ag S 91 fe @l § fedrs

' frefifadwm & gmaew & s wf FAWA

¥ #r€ favig & faar § afs ag WA
g frar @1 @, fow & gue AW
agY wgr % Qar #1§ favig  anit aF 7@
ferar mar & | 9gi a® araFR o F I
Fram §, 37w afwna agE



33 Oral Anawers

9 8% 3T 1 AT 7 A, ITF TEN
@ ¥ gy gudwa o d SMeR A
amr Afge 1 gv ® AvAr feanr @
war wifge wafe TEAX quAT  femmr
1977 & 1978 # wRwE A fFar
T amwm d aft war fr Y ard I
(YW AN AN 1 ¥ v ax
foe % sqw & wgm7 wigwr g foaa
af Futwa {fag7 aFwT R N @Al-
frastgrg RS9 & I & fear
favie qrog¥ar @Y 9@ & qX AT W
¥ wwra<y feqr rgar @Y Aw & fAlg
g I8 ¥ ywmfes &7 ¥ FWEw
faar gmaar

it wew fagrt ardadt : yerw wQ-
T, {19 AT AW @ Afqw, Fa@ i
FHwA ®Y fawrior o § Afaa a0 § )

(c) whether he proposes to bring sui-
table amendments to the relevant Act during
this sesgion,

waw qRqg : § A v W)
FARTMAg g & ITH qA F AT
L ECE O

st wew fegrdl Twdwn o &
@Y eI & Ay & qg I THA A
wraea g7 1977 & gara fgwm
a AEY ar, Afwr s A9 gARR A fawa
Fafteg P aA g @Y N @ W
1980 # garr, qr @@y w9 FT 1984 F
i

waw wQAw ;. AEAAIT AR A
¥ %Y w1 wqaq s @ & 5 o agt
T 8, agh g X o w9 @ A ¢

SRAVANA 2, 1906 (S4KA)
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ot e wd : www T\ A
& e qw €Y arwa) w1 fear o7 ¥ sy
qTBIE |

sttt fraiaet wqadt : avw o,
ag 1T ag) § fr aq g} sfawm & qw
afes far gar g A Y SwfePR
gufad sA @ & =¥ F o1 N
dama d et § fagar afas 7@
YR R wEg e ame, o am
agl, Ay ot o@ gewa R Y aga &
o O v v o Qv @ e
ar,AfFT g Ew A §1 & IAAT AU
g & @ gt o dfawm gt sAq
® o0 W Ag ¥ ST FEAT g
tfrafe STt A o TT
W T & AAd * qr Icqanaan &
Ay # ft 9w T & fag ek
Iq Iwafes # @ o s & f{fW-
T %, Tar A FAT A Fw
s & faa g ?

oty Shw : wEAE g
®t & qar A g fs feg e
e ¥ag ga S A SEE
aFT § A 1956 & & q4Y §

st faenaet wqadt : wrd & ag
qfq &1 e & s feear g wifgw

Y 7R T ;A AT B I
T @ & aR W o e feg ardr Y
T FT W@ & | AT A1 B ALY Y AW
qare’ 7 fF fgg Ay sv

WA AT © A AT A FIFAT |
qAAE e S w1 R I ATRR LN
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SHRI XAVIER ARAKAL : Sir, the
Law Commission has recommended amend-
ments to some of the discriminatory claus-
es in similar important Acts. For example
in the lnslian Divorce Act, the Christian
community, espccially the women of that
community are highly discriminated against
and the Law Commission has rightly pointed
out that the discriminatory clauses in the
Indian Divorce Act should also be removed,
Now, this matter has been raised in this
House quite often and the hon. Minister
was pleased to say that the steps would
be taken in this regard. Now, I would
like to know when will amendments to the
Indian Divorce Act be brought before the
House by the Government so that equal
rights to both husband and wife can be given
and justice done ?

ot e« A FAWA A A
'&ﬁi_wgqﬁmﬁw g ST I
wrEAw anfrgi @ e A & grew
* A ATS T\

WRITTEN ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

Intreduction of Electronic Voting Machine
System

*24. SHRI K. MALLANNA :
SHRI KAMAL NATH :

Will the Minister of LAW, JUSTICE
AND COMPANY AFFAIRS be pleased to
state :

(a) whether it is a fact that the Election
Commission has made any request to
Government to amend the Rapresentation of
People Act to enable it to introduce the
electronic voting machine system ; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government
thereto ?

THE MINISTER OF LAW, JUSTICE
AND COMPANY AFFAIRS (SHR!
JAGAN NATH KAUSHAL) : (a) Yes, Sir,
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(b) Government have been of the
view that the question of using machines for
the purpose of elections to State Legislative
Assemblies and to Parliament and the
amendment of the law for enabling such use
should be taken up only afier the people are
made familiar with the system of voting by
the machines and after there is general accep-
tance that such system,; of voting leaves .no
scope for misuse, The request of the Election
Commission for reconsideration of the matter
is under examination,

wifem (vwre wrewwY) ¥ T W
& fr gTwT &

*25 @Y w7 Ao fag
oft ag wrfgw aedreec:

¥T g WY sww §41 9g @i
% Fa7 &7 fr

(%) war ag a= § fis dwaw afama
T afare ® ¥ g A7 wmar g fr
FTHI HifeqT & Frdwg A & gfe 92
RAraqe THAr J9AT G Y ;

(@) afz @i, =1 @ w9 & |mC
T AT feT TFR & §; oK

(M) waww ¥ g A gfa
e g ?

U1 G SWRW GFATIY & A9
Wt aar gadvg w1 faAre ¥ g AN
(N qw. & qu. waw): (F) o, &t

(/) aQg @ A7 ox Al €
¥ st arAre Y wAT FH § AT
Tt & waq & fieg g wfew A
¥y grafraa § i





