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of accepting it. As a Member of
Parliament and especially belonging
to this side of the House, I do not
want to embarrass the Government
and embarrass myself and I would,
therefore, seek the leave of the House
to withdraw the Bill.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I have been

waiting for it since long. Has the
bon. Member leave of the House to
withdraw the Bill?
The Bill was, by leave, withdrawn.

lNDIAN PENAL CODE (AMEND-
MENT) BILL

(Insertion of New Section 427A)
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We will now

take up the next Bill. Shri Keshava
is not here and he has not also got
the recommendation that was requir-
ed from the President. So, that
cannot be moved. Shri Raghunath
Singh will move his Bill.
Shri D. C. Sharma (Gurdaspur):

What is the time allotted for this
Bill?
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: -One and a

half hours.

~T~~~~
Sir, I beg to move:
"That the Bill further to amend

the Indian Penal Code, 1860, be
taken into consideration."
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[«rf Tyrw fa f j
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v n t c t  % s r t  f f t  £  1

*ft fa f : 
W «T̂ nW *ft *7sft £  1

«ft T ^ n * fa f  : 3ft f t  1 A * r
vt «f̂ T*Rff %■ 5*r fin; fSWT 

*mpT f  fa  *n*raa »rNt *  t t # F ^
^  «<F n f 1 1 *Tnr sfrfat; fa 1̂
*f 'f^nra v t ?h  faro t t  v l f w r
•pit 1 rfa  *r st mti^i £— w i ?
^ f r f f  w | ? j h  firsmcr w rwut, 
fa s  vt «*ft vnr ?ft >t$ £, ŝnct «rnff

»TTOT *  3RT «PTRWR «Ft
* ft  % s«rr«r ^  fira *rear $ 1  A  fa rcr
V’PfT HT̂ TI J fa  *TT3T v t f  <̂fT *rfar 
•fl(l ^  "f l̂ T O —* ̂ R l^ r

«f1*pgt % ff, f* % * s  i t f  *  f f  m
n%wRft *rr <rri%iaiTHe % f t— eft
*Tl1siMi 5T »rf f t  I JPRR q»t 
i ft fW W f *  'f^TOT lRI*?r % fatft
»r(ta vprtvtx eft wmr *£lr firsr w r  
|  1 A  *  n f  w t tp r  * * f  f in ; gw rfpw
fa*T |  fa  v»r % w r ̂ r r  fcr w rfN N *
f t  t o  «ftr *t * f  * t *rcrr ip r ft  f t  *nr

vs justt n  1 *m  f t  ̂ f r a ftw r

Ir ^  f t  ww i esromr
^  ??55 *T 3FS t*t»t JTW f t  WRft 1 1
$■ 5TR?rT fa  ^  fim ^
% H % fim ^ ? w t« p r» i$ f f t« w t 1 
w  ?w «r ^  fafirw  sfWtsiT «Ftt n  
*rcft*PT ?r»fr f t  t o t  wr* ^fatpr
# = r  v t f  #  f t  arw 1

Shri V. P. Nayir (Quiloa): May I
, ask for an information? The hon.

Mover’s idea seems to be that it is 
felt that there is a great incidence of
destruction of crops in various States
and so he wants to amend a particular
penal provision. I would like to know
whether he knows about any parti­
cular State having recorded increased
crop destruction to warrant an
amendment of the Penal Code like
this. What is the total value of the
crop destroyed in any State? I want
this information so that we can apply
our minds and come to the conclusion
that the Penal Code requires an im­
mediate revision.

sft TfW* fa f : S5T f im  *  A 
* f a i jj w ffa  f in

H m  ureraa' w r  g f  £,
*ft$r«rfa»qvfiRTfaq:

»tt; f  1 fac ^ t vm  T^ra ^ w i tf a >  
% a m *  ̂ c - -4  ^srer^ m  —
#  SRf w rtt 5  fa  fff^W R  A  ’qfRT
tftr % %finr ^ t ?rn?re

3 * tr tf t* rf  t  1 *TR?ftfin?fa 
fa s t v t qv  fawR Ir v fr  ̂ *ft f t  erf, eft 
w # ^ « r r ? r w f i w n f t T ^ f a
5 i r v t ^ r # T » f i T t R r ^ t w ^ t  
«rit vnr #  1 fir f t  wasn’t

f t  T^t f  1 u t t  fa  f iw tr
fiRTFT ̂ JT #  «ft?TT ’Ti Ht |  iftT VHT
WTT ^fa*f TRT ^  >9ti ft  ®ft

\ w < w w q < i< iiw
% *tf raw— $ sft  smff

?ft kW ^ n r  fiw  w w  (  i
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«ptt 4? ^ n r m  srftrar *ftht 
eft *3 srrftar ** forc m -a $1 « m  
W 5rt #  f̂nr, sft *n̂ r *jw k  m 

xtv w n  555̂
fcHTTT tft ^STTW !f>T «R fBi %
iftr sns w r  enrr * t r  % % \ w  jw it 
*mr ^  w tj % 53WPT %■ farj *tri
VTS ^  tft ^cPmTT W t
^t»n «r| «n w *  % *tw

fa  fRTTT HTJR f^FHT *ITR
w  « r t  fifar* >

* m  ’trt *flr ftraft $  ftraro ftr,
<5Ffta S^t ^

1 1  w  far? ^  qp̂ m g ft? ^ t  s w  
v^t; % Y^\» $  tp fo  ftffiftrs %
%ftnr tw 1̂% fa  T O ii % 
tc fa  *n% ^  Wsw 5̂t sirtc % sfarc
*PTT WWTlfrM  ftnrr W  $, 3*t
swtt % w s t  q pwifflm  *fft
ViTC V«K P|>MI 11**11 ?lt 4>IWt>l<l
w?r f ’B! gftreT faw artft 1 1 sm rflw  
ftm r ^  w  fa n  *nn t  at
*oH i ^ ft> *̂TTTT n^ti H
jjVI ^ i f i v  OT5T %i*M ^  ^  | fti 
ffrfSTFT tit *r*<T% VT g*TT t ,  5ft 
n̂?fRT *H *if f^cTPT % % STR

^  retard $t t o i  «rr ng *t 
jt e  fam  w  I  1 fH *m% *  «p$tt
^HRTT g ft? f a s  W R  ?WT V^C if TT?
jpfT *m | fa  *r>rc v t f fatfr «rm * 
wrcnr t  f a w  *pr s s  ^  f ,  at ^  

%̂ r ^  armT t  1 firti 
*i?r *nrr t #  *r£ $ 1 

W RTt^ H 1 »TFTT W  t ,
jw tt r̂a- tTjp ?pj- zrr cfr̂ r sfNr A aft 
*prt »?f t  ^mr v t f ’pte ̂ rtt 
t  ?ft v m rf^ v  «»pr arrm  % 

$ 1 3*Wt ift f w
arw 1 i t  rfc 
jr to t  w u r i ^ w ^ i  arm** %

* n  $ t w i t  i t  *rrtft t
$  n rror «ft t t ?  >ft ? P 7ftr %
jCNT % TR% O Tt % ^HTR TT^T
/ t r t  n̂f̂ i> 1

tst v h  ^  t  fv  « m  ^
ijio ^qw % ft^ft 3rm r vt tm  % tft 
^ w t  w  t o t  ? t ^np^t | «
^ IW t ,<ft %H flUT V T W V 8 1 H  ^H - 
jTHT ^  I A  ^TfPTT j! f a  *W  < w w

% 3TT̂ TT % f%TTT WTT 
fTTPf ^rnf f  fff 3rt qrr tft in w  i(V 

t^ w  v t  < t^ * j <r**r%  ’f t  w r  
<fc ^ t t  |  ?rt ^ w t  v r  « im t  smgsT 
<RTT P ot a iK  ^  « W W T *R ?ft 
« k  w  s m r  % ^ftrer * t  > (t* itm t« n tc

5TUI *n»RT
<anfet? I

v fo  5TTTT ^r TOT Y ^o  w  f i^ r  t  f t f  
« m  v t f  snex ^  v t  r r^ r#  wm w tt % 
eft ^  >fr £  1 * 3 ?  S' * t  T te

5ft I ,  g*ppt i m  f*p^t 
s w r  % ^ r r  |  ?ft ^  «ft ^  %«r 
? t 3rmT 1 1 *  tn rc  qrs(Y an t? t
^ w t  «Ftt t r tr  % eft «R w t f f t r  
+i«M lfc 'fl*H  ^ T  *TR% ^  T̂ 5̂1
* r t  t  f%  3ft $3 * n w  ? T t 5, a ftfa  ?rar 

* T t  c *!r t ,  »im  arm r fc, m
<a% «T|̂ Î  'TT *$ iftTPMU’WM f o  
ft  3n?rr ^ 1 v  vnPnT iiv  a ir  

%ftrar i t  t ,  a t u ?  a it w fr
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%■ fiTC[ (EHTT f ^ l ’RTH' SPTvTSftW
sptf wi r̂r | ft* «m  % a m v r  Vt 

« m  anrj, ^  ^  ift «rm t v t i
<1^1 VT^T #RT̂ TT j^TT I ^ R T
^  ^  %  «m  w  3wr?*r vp n  

^  4snn: i f
Sflff fWWT ^  I W T t %  fw [  w w t
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ait t  gspFt ?T Vtm  >̂TT I TO 
f t
v m  f , t o t  t| t ,  *nHt
ifefr ¥t SH »FT W *  V*Tk%,
«ptt **r * t  ̂  % «rre *ft ait snrertfr

aft sfrft ^tft m  «Ft «ptj vk ^  
anfr |, fa st r f w  % F̂Ror *rr fast 
S^: wJTTor *r, *t *rroMt * ts rt % w i ,  
at 3 * #  f^r y t %mf\ srar T?a*ft 
^Pft sfft ”% f̂f WWt 3T̂cT rHTT 
»w n frw ff HmT ffar 1 qfr 
f̂Rr te f t  «lft5T fiRPT ?5T f t  5T̂

^  t  *f?v &r <*t :jw rc | ^  
«rf*Rr f t  to t  t*ET % sifir srncrar
**rTT | I TP? ^  faffa | I <£T
wtn tfrr tts£ % ^  ?  »^T^t*n^r
m t  f*ra?ft f t =anf^ 1

5?r «Ft m  T’sft ^  *rf 
fofrrcr wn% H ^ r ^ r f ^ r fom  | 1 
^  *PH f a w r  ^  ^  ^ T  t  ft* ^  

’Vt *1^7 %f̂ PET VTTOT amr, VPI- 
% f^  v w  snrr iftr 

^ t ^ r  % I 5 ^  snrr 
% ^ t t a r H ^ J r P I T t | i ^ T ^ r ^ t T  

^tZT t̂i ^  I ^  f̂*l M^ V fT  ^

ft* ^ftrt 5  ^t tprra? UTK ?»
*TTT OT^RT T̂ *PPC Vtf ’TTCT ?ft
g ro t **nr % f*r aft arc* * t  st&t f>ft 
*nffn 1

4  TmSIT «FTST g ft? ^T fWOT % 
** f* r t  ?̂r% ftr ^  s ^ r  crrer v^ it 
«ftT 4  ^cTT g ftr (RTR *ft ftW F

I 4  ^  WW9THT *T̂ TT 
$ f t  f*rft ait qfvw^T % fafarer 

t> *%mr * r*  % fo r  *ft 
w f W v  v r ^ q ^ r f v r r l  1 mar 

* f  w*r *pr*t v r  ^  |  ftr M  
f a u n  «rflw f t  «flr »m f t w r  $*r 
w w ^ ^ r < t ^ « f r w ^ « w i ? r r ^ « 
war fttvff % w a r  ♦i»rHi «nr t^ t

I  «ftr w  % w fw  TO m err w  wrt 
^t ?  ft? f»r vpm  vr «mmr *
^  1 *m  fq- «m^r q ^ a r  % f̂ rrr 
«r^r M r a  t  tftr 'Ri^r qw^ar 

?*r fT sptft vt | 1 

'Rra1 ^  t«tt sr%  f»r ft^flr % *nnar % 
?rnmr ^t ^ r  s r  ^  | %ftr ^ r  

| 1 ^  %
>ft ^ *P?m g fa  w  f t w  nit tî tjrt 
^ R  T?T >̂T T̂T I 
Shri Tangamani (Madurai): Mr. 

Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I rise to oppose 
the amendment sought to be made in 
the Indian Penal Code by adding to 
the existing section 427. In the State­
ment of Objects and Reasons it is 
mentioned that the crime of cutting' 
crops has increased m various States 
and the aim is that in case of crops 
worth Rs. 10 and upwards the police 
may be empowered to take cognizance 
etc. Further, it is said that this will 
give encouragement to fanners striv­
ing for more production with proper­
ties extending over different areas and 
villages.

But, I am afraid, by this amendment 
the purpose which the hon. Member 
seeks to achieve is not going to be 
achieved.

I may be permitted to say, at the 
outset, something about Chapter XVII 
of the Indian Penal Code. Chapter 
XVII deals with various offences 
against property. There has been a 
certain gradation also as to the .sever­
ity of the offences and their punish­
ment Sections 378 to S82 deal mostly 
with theft, robbery etc. That is the 
first type of protection which it seeks 
to give to owners of property. My 
friend was saying that foodgrains are- 
stolen. If they are stolen they will 
always come under the mischief of any 
one of these sections. In an aggravat­
ed form we have extortion, and a still 
more aggravated form is dacoity. 
From sections 403 to 404 we have 
criminal misappropriation of property, 
criminal breach of trust receiving 
stolen property, cheating, frauduleneer
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deposition of property etc. Sections 
425 tp 440 are under the heading *Mis- 
d lie f. By mischief they do not want 
to include certain aggressive types of 
^offences, and mischief in section 425 is 
.defined as follows:

"Whoever with intent to cause 
or knowing that he is likely to 
cause, wrongful loss or damage to 
the public or to any person, causes 
the destruction of any property, 
or any such change in any proper­
ty or in the situation thereof, des­
troys or diminishes its value or 
the utility or affects it injuriously, 
commits "mischief”.”

i t  is very clear. Under the explana­
tion, they also make it clear that even 
if it is never his Intention to cause 
wrongful loss the mischief also can be 
committed by him against the proper­
ty belonging to him also. That is the 
way the Government seeks to prevent 
|hia mischief.

Having defined mischief under sec­
tion 425, my hon. friend will find that 
section 426 gives protection to those 
people, for articles stolen or removed, 
and which are below, a certain value.

Shri Raghnnath Singh: Not stolen. 
It will come under section 411.

Shri Tangamani: He is trying to 
bring a certain amendment to this. I 
have to make point clear. Com­
ing to the section proper,—section 427 
reads as follows:

“Whoever commits mischief and 
thereby causes loss or damage to 
the amount of Rs. 50 or upwards, 
shall be punished with imprison­
ment of either description over a 
term which may extend to two 
yean, or with fine or with both".

This Act was passed nearly 100 yean 
ago when the legislators thought that 
they must fix a certain type of punish­
ment where the person is deprived of 
property or damage to the amount of 
Rs. 50. Today, 1 can well understand 
if my hon. friend had brought an 
amendment saying that the cost has 
gone up and that Rs. 60 is very little

The damage of Rs. 90 which they fix­
ed in those days must really come to a 
damage of Rs. 200 now. In that case,
1 can understand it, but beta, the 
amendment which he now tries to 
bring in is even for small petty offen­
ces which are not aggravated mischief, 
because later on, as we proceed fur­
ther, we have got the aggravated form 
of mischief also by way of arson or 
anon through explosives, mischief to 
the vessels, etc.

In the earlier part of his speech, 
my friend was really making fun of 
certain things such as the mischief by 
killing or maiming an animal, elephant 
or hone, or mischief by diminution of 
water supply. He looked upon this 
mischief as one of aggravated mischief 
and said that this particular aspect 
has not been brought in. But the 
framers of the original Act had done 
a fine piece of work. By gradation, it 
Is being developed. So, now, in bet­
ween section 427 and the next section, 
if my hon. friend is seeking to do this, 
my fear is this. I have dealt with 
the legal aspect of it and from that 
aspect, this measure will be highly 
inexpedient to be introduced.

There is the other aspect also. If 
there are thefts of food products, there 
is the way that the law provides. 
The law can deal with it, but it is 
likely to be abused. There may be 
small peasants or tenants in the 
adjoining lands and the landlord will 
be given additional powers so as to 
bring the law into operation. So, it is 
made a cognizable offence; if it is made 
an offence where the person can be 
arrested without warrant and subse­
quently let off, even the poor peasants, 
the tenants or the agricultural labour­
ers will be brought within the mischief 
of this section, because there is already 
a lot of mischief done under this sec­
tion, and the proposed measure will 
add to the mischief. Thus, 1 am afraid 
that the small peasants or the agricul­
tural labourers who are eking out 
their livelihood in an honest way will 
also be brought to book. That is the 
first objection of mine.
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[Shn Tanganuuu]
My second objection is this. la  our 

parts, there is what is called the 
fcudiyiruppu. Then may be an agri­
cultural labourer who does his work 
in some other field. But an agricul­
tural labourer is given a email plot of 
land for erecting his hut in that 
kudiyiruppu, and if a particular land­
lord feels—because he has agricultural 
labourers who have got their fcudiyt- 
ruppu in that particular area and who 
are able to mobilise a number of agri­
cultural labourers—and takes into his 
head that he must evict the agricul­
tural labourers, this measure will 
pave another way,—it will be another 
easy move—to bring in the police to 
evict the people. This is another easy 
move for the police to come into the 
picture

I can tell my hon. friend that so 
many sections are there for protecting 
private property. So, in these days, 
the concept is changing I think pro­
bably when the Law Commission con­
siders the question of criminal juris­
prudence also, this matter will come 
into the picture Today, the concept 
of private property is gradually 
changing The State is coming more 
and more into the picture and protec­
ting the rights of the citizen rather 
than the right of property. In the 
taking over of property, more and 
more powers are being taken by the 
State, and when the State gives ade­
quate compensation, sometimes even 
inadequate compensation, the owner 
of a property has got to be satisfied 
with that. That is the trend in which 
modem society is going. So, instead 
of decreasing or diminishing the penal 
provisions of the law, my friend, 1 am 
afraid, is seeking to enlarge the scope.

For these reasons, I do not agree 
not only with the objects of the Bill 
but the very spint of the amendment 
itself. So, I am opposing this Bill 
which seems to amend the Indian 
Penal Code by the addition of another 
section—section 427A.

fagra* r<* : m «nr
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ftsft «Tfi?r firehr tit srrrrft ftarc 

tit s**rfir $  m u fira
isrtSt 'tt finfa TT?rr $

^  ̂ Tffor 1 qnr s jt^ e  srmiV 
i  €t i t  tit 
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'Tsrfw srm fl *.t * t£  mm  ^  |

1 ^  «rr aqfta fajta tit
^  tit tit 
T5TT I

JTRTTTO AT* |
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^T^t ̂  i %vft s>fi?r
^t H.0 % 3!T* *FlfiT W ’jpRTM

*T®T*fr ^ I SFRnVF
*refs*T Urt i r o  w  k® ’wra
% f«n*r«TT !«TTC TSPTT 

it\% lftK
% fitflw

^  I it ?ft few ffRT ^
fir *• ’n t  tit «wfw W $RTH «R 

?rt ^  ̂ RTT *5
JT5 t : 

“Nothwithstanding anything con- 
tamed in Section 427, wherever 
commits mischief and thereby 
causes loss or damage in respect 
of crops to the amount of ten 
rupees or upwards, shall be 
punished with imprisonment of
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either description for a term 
which may extend to two years, 
or with fine, or with both."

SPTT ? o q>t TTHRT f t
i f a  f t  a m  JIT t#3T f t  3TR eft * f t  

f t  iff <frrt *H*m j q  ttftc: 
Rf <l»=n f t  arHg vfffv^v v l(,o 

I T T c f t ? o ^ ^ t  
s**r% *rat % s tr  ?t ?rjctt | f t  stpt 

#wifn+ wttTtt ?Jt
3fT<Hcfl §■ M̂ «II »tl'»ll v̂j
£  1 fN t r  A a w w  * r f n r r  % *n£t 
JFfpiT ft I  tm VVW*(Z fsra- S|ft 
JTTf'RT ^  iiV  ?PTT TTfT 5^RT ^ 
f t  Tftft»*f«rC«T f t*  f t  TttTcT X.o
I t  t o * * *  \ 0 *7
5*l^f f  I ^’ t 'l + ls  F̂t Nk I
3  *rf | f t  «ptt astf scrfar ?o
WT ^  3SR ^T fttft 9TR5R ^t «J+«H
q ^ im  ^ *ft xrsftt ?tt v t  ̂ nrr f t  <rsRft
|  w k ^ f  v h ( ^ 5 r  «ft#r5T f t  5  5T f  
iflT i t f ?  ^t 3TRT t  S^RT

f t  an?rr f t  1 s ^ f t  f o r ;  * n r f t t  
^n«3T *htosit> % ht^t A tft i m v r
VTTTT ftm *fk *R5T*fe If T̂TfiW
*p«rat t ft w  ?rcf w whrr fm
^t%tt ?ft x.o ^5(«PT?*mT»ik«F»T

?«» 1*  3 f o u f t ^ r e t
y f a o  m (h q i  W k  vi?r% ;HT*r ^ t  ^ t * ? i t  
SfaSTft «FT5JrT *  »ft *111*1 *  *reftl*T 
f f t T  ^ T f f t? ,  ^ f f  #  qaPFTOT » * f t  $ , 

V F p T  *FT V T  5H?T f t  * f tT  
*FMH UT 3? R t f iW ? f t  *T f 5> lfl *T jft 

^  *ppctt t ? m  ^ n w T  s to r c n f t  A W  
W s fh R  >st *  ofrcT a rm  m  * i f  # * f t t  f t  
amnrr 1

< f t * w  t o r  * t i  A v ^ k ,  %■ I w r  
tRF f t r a s f t  %I*T

« f t r  y * y  v t  g f c w  %  ^ f a i f t w r  %

T r fT  t w r  «nrr $  i p t f  o r  A  s fe rc r * t  
I5tT#T vr «rfispp1T t  I A f̂t
SftRT Tt V f^ K  *r|f I  1 TOft w t 

£  1 A ft^ ?n^t fimfirs
% fertr <t^TW yt ^ T T  ^T vfiW K  
f i p u » n r r |  i t n  * i f  « f t  T ^ m r  f% f
#  3f t  q f  *FfT I  f t  TOTtraf S l^ t  #  S T fi r ^ f
?*r ^<n f  i f t r ^ v r r r ^ ^ R v t  p u t  
?rt«r^  ^  ■atTf̂  «rtr w  flHar «Pt 
^ - 7 ^ ? 5 r  w*r ^ { ^ r t  «Ft i r p f h r  
^  <?rr iqffeRFTT % ,tftA  ^ r
'PTcfT It f̂ T̂ FT V7?fT ^Tf3T f  f t  41 

^  w  ft^nr jfft f  f t  ?RT«r 
q r̂nra ^  5*  ?m«r | 1 %n ^r 
v  mx s r  rn  amr vt ifrrcnr sht ^ f t  | 
f t  f*r w  ^?r h  y t̂ Tvt for fire*r 5̂t 
^ f f t  TT5TT ^ t  f , « T R  fra p t f  A S f » i r< « !  
*FT HR ?THT £ \ttt A ««IW«I f  
f t  5s  ferr #  ^Hitt qsnTiar 5 5  ’ 
i R w ;  t i fhc^f  ̂ a^ ft^ ttft 'T T T - 
flrftvtaft Sira «P^ ^T «rf*WTT 
gXTT |  ^ W T  #  ff r^ IT  *T9RT ^ M T ? I
in iT  ^ r v t  s f t  i t  q r  ^ w f t t  eft
t  % TR w  ir fW V R  VT ^ q z f t TT > ft VT
fWcft t  1 3ffr aw qrarr*nft ^ tttt ^
ir f^ R F R t «PT f s q j f p r  «FTH VT ***** £
?ft JfTT «f^rr t  f t  w r % f f r
^  ^  f t  f*ren iT  ^  ?
< t iR R ( f t # i i t f iR ^ m t  f t  ?fT qr 
v f t  q r ^ h N t  « i^ t  ^ t  ^ n n  ^ r ? r r  |  
« f l r  w  ? n f  a t f r  « r  At » n n r?  ^ t  t » 
w  ftra; *if » t r  vk  ^ r t  f t  « t t  «n^fV 

i f t r  i t  O T n f t  
* r£ t v r  i f t  * f£ t  f t » u  1 f * r * n r  * f
f ^  q ^ r a ^ f t  v  v lir -P n c t  r r  v s r n ^ n r  
sr£t t o t  ^nffq 1 q f  «rm ^  | f t  
TTORfi A 3ft «fk "m ft̂  ^ # 
« n n f f t ? t  t « f t T 3 i t J H t e < t f t w r i B T t  
i f  q r  « q * r r  i ^ p b r t  «n?|r * b w t  ^  

t  %ft% 1  i f  *!$ vnrtt f t  m
& R T T ! f f T T * f  t  I W T l« % f t lT ? W f f  *
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[«ft far*]
^  | fa  <N m f %

*t «w w i t  *rc*h- *  jft«r «rf*Rr 
<r$ fir, arfa *  «rr# 

vjIV fro i ^  1 »f^nRf fsrc$H

< m w  ^ fv  F m f «r  «$hir
r$t | %f\r T a f

i fa  VCTf 9? *fiT 3t ^ |

#  *T?tar far f$ tr  It  «rbt
Tffr gq TJ £ 9

frilfal 3 #  gpi^t%t(* »R< <iH»t dOflU 
*ST>fr | v v̂* #  *0 ^  ^  jpntr 
\« I t
*cpm 1 « m  w  *ft&r ^  % tnra
fcn1 | at gforeiQ srj«r #  *ft 

v im  ̂ i t  1 *w  a»5f aw gf̂ rer v t 
VXK. *TRf ^fa* fair

ar$vPT vr?fr | ^  3*  r̂nĵ r $ 1

*Wf vt jR w  «tt ftwrer t  
ufircmv ’ ft | 1 inft 4% ^

z*  jhrt ftran ijft ^  j
f a  qff XT* «GZT$ »BT apfr $  «TC jftRT

*rc urcforf ^t t o  wk %&r w* 
*ra?lt | iffa ?o *77  *t j j w *  t c  

» tt  tn m  * r  iftr inr <fte * r  
too , n<> qrc<n*ft$ iicera
tfw t ^  *ft st^rc $ Pit fcft ^t€t 
*fl# *ra¥ j f a r  * t  «ift^TT fcir sfa?r 
fft*rr *rr w lfa  jftrcr $*Trft ^nft 
v * $  «frc fr o f lt ir  wvft ^  i  fapfr 
1% &  u r it  %«rt T̂j?ct | 1 in? wm 
*1$  t  fa  f>rrd TTPrat #  f t  s*rre 
f w t ' t  ^  s f^ r  ^ a jT T W ^  t, 
#R T  #  f̂t fTTWr WT fa# jpr f  I

«F?f #  t  i m  jiww% « r ^ r  % 
*nft <pjOh w t  fa  #  ^
*foits*rf«rfcwr*t ?fiPw ^  1 4% >ft
^  p r o ^ w  t^t $  fa  «R T R  ^ ir o  
w n ftr  qr snrffe % fj^ff *rt 
v f t w  ^  faqr «mff ^ ifk  w  i* ip r

f W r  *r 'ft A p m  g ^toptt 
«ftr & fad*r 5^ 1, ^  fat? ■qrprr
f a  f*ncrtr ^  ^  « r^ r ^  ITTT *T5 JTRTPW? 

^rcr srfaEr ̂  favr 9iR at 3*nsr 
$*tr vfffa  ?rw rt If w r o  

ftftw swe ^  v t t
^ f t ^ f h c w f ^  *rtt n̂̂ TT 

t  fa  5RT ^  «THT HSfNR fantiTT 
’nPm ^  gf ?ft ?5fa jtnr 1 '
Shri Aehar (Mangalore): Sir, I 

oppose this Bill seeking to amend the 
Indian Penal Code. Firstly, I would 
like to mention that the different 
chapters in the Indian Penal 
Code have a definite form and 
shape. In fact, this code has 
stood the tests of time and it has been 
very rarely found necessary to amend 
it. This is one of the best pieces of 
legislation. If I may be permitted to 
say so, it is framed artistically too.

One of the previous speakers refer­
red to a particular chapter and also to 
some sections. Now an attempt ia 
made to add a section 427A. Previ­
ously, some section have been added, 
section 124A, for example. In fact, I 
am referring to that section 427-A 
dealing with sedition. Another amend* 
ment was made to another section, 
dealing with class hatred. In all such 
amendments, the country has found 
that it is not at all in consonance with 
the ordinary notices of good juris­
prudence.

For example, section 124A was one 
of the sections which the coUntxy as 
a whole held, was an amendment 
which ought not to have been permit­
ted at all. Though the present amend­
ment may not amount to such a sort 
of amendment, still I must say that 
the purpose would not be served and 
at the same time, the scheme of the 
chapter itself, will be interfered with. 
It may not be properly worded; in a 
matter like the Penal Code, wording 
may not be the only point, but all the 
same, I may be permitted to say, as 
I said, that is one of the best pieces 
of legislation and this addition would 
not improve it, but will mafcp U 
worse. I am sorry I could not follow
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the reasoning of the mover, because 
X am suffering from the disadvantage 
of not being able to follow Hindi, bat 
one thing, I find from the statement 
of objects and reasons..........

Shri Dasappa (Bangalore): The 
hon. Member is referring to some 
other Bill amending the Indian Penal 
Code.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He only refer­
red to it by way of analogy. Some 
hon. Members are going faster.

Shri Achar: I am speaing only 
about the' amendment section 427A, 
which is before the House now.

The hon. Mover o f this amendment 
wants more police intervention with 
regard to this offence. He wants to 
make it a cognisable offence. I would 
submit, the less the police interfere 
with village life, the better it would 
be. As I said, from the point of view 
of form it is not good to interfere 
with the Penal Code as it stands. On 
the merits, if it is necessary, it can 
certainly be amended. But, the inten­
tion to give more powers to the police 
will not be in the interests of village 
life. To make the offence cognisable 
would give more scope for criminal 
litigation in the villages. From that 
point of view also, I feel that this 
amendment is not useful. I submit 
this amendment is unnecessary and so, 
I oppose it.

«ft arm ( topjt) :
iirafhr s s  if

sreforr fo r  ^ sft
fTOWf fiTCT t  aft
■^rpt Tr-srcr % ~5 >fr ar*^

jpr: faw farctarcr % h w f*  $f 
A sr?r»m ^  j  1 v r rw

qflfcnm  it ^ t  s k t  
v^v.H
(TRW ?TPff q  *T2T | I t m

*ncror ft tfrcfr
?ft « iw rw

| «ik  wre *ncr #
q fa rro  «w s flro r

i t  S# «(5t *rtt 1 1 aft w ftvr
U r t  f t r *  h i t$  t  *s r % iR T f

vrarm % 1

A f t  *g*TT
f t  mar aft $«TTft TOfa aft an *
% RtSM ft*  gt? t  ♦ *5*  ^  t*

3  *5  TOfa wit 
1 f r o  f a m  s s

? t, ^  f a r t *  «fT it
fV iq in  ^ ? f t  V S ^ ft 3  a n v x  
5SHT >PTTT T*TT ftR W T 5TW5
r n v fr r  T t  n r^ r n  $1 « m  
TO T t W iP h N h  SfTOT 5R RT W  
f a r  ^f^RT f t  f r r f f iRT f r 'f t i  
* f PhdHT ^PTT <J*Wt

% tr® t *rtft 5flrff?r m yy f o r  1
SPW *JF *h^Md 1JT? 1RT?ft ^  ft>

'jft  5.0 ’m r ^ ’ i
*rnft ?ni^t t t  zm  ?ft 5. ^  t  
TC 3*PPt SIRT ^  ^  ^RtT I  5.0 
^  I f o r  5STCT ^  «TT
f^ n r  ?nfr | fa  HTf r̂ ftnn
^tt ^ t t  1 ?nr fq rr vn ̂ t r  %
^ttt ^  ^  % nw T ?!̂ r m w  ft? 
w rd h r  is ^ tfp T  #  T O T  TT # « R
ftiJTT a rR  I V lf<a< W T
I ?  ^ S R f t n ^ ? n r t f t p  
w  w r  5T ̂ ia m it an^ i f k
«»ftf ^ r r  ^  ?ft <RW t it fo rr  an^ 1 
W  % ?ft î *TTTT w r a  Itf? I  ft(f 
w  ^ t  «rfir 
apn $  t^tt | 1 q fe  pR(t stPrt Tt 
fR w t’ p m w r a n ? r r ~ ^ i t P w ft 
p f t  s ra i fr  f t t  ?ft
^  a n v t ^  ih r  q r  ir m t r  v *  1 1
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[«ft *fhKTW  <rer]

HVTTVT <TRTVVX  ̂1?r VTVTT TT VTT°r
*fll*ft, q n £ k f tn T f« r f f tH r a if t f  
w n n r  srer srrcr f t  i ^ 5
^mHnk j  ft> «rf<W(IR W  SWTT % U4<W 

f t  fttf anft f  131«*WffT 
j  f«F *tft 'HTiRT vtwrpr #TW^T
*9 f a r o  #  * r  w*% % w o t  % srmf«Rr
$  attf 9X rft* H ftf *RTT «ft SWWT 

«rft | \ *PIT * t f  HTfcr H XTTKTT ft*fr 
*T W  *PT fVSPT TOT ( A  ̂ f*3j?fa
%<T^9R ^  VRTTtT T̂T Jfijt  ̂fa? f3RT% 
fin; firot vt ̂  sv  vt v r  sjniT anv 
iffc 3*wt st *pp 3w #  Tjprr t o  1

«ft rsprw fa$ : 5*  atf a*r 
*w  ffeft |  I

*ft irbnm ns i t t  : >13 ^ s r
arraT $ f r  w  ? m  % t o  w

WT ’TT fspr ^ ^TT fti W  
JPFTC % tfSltVJT * t  HUVWdl ^ f  | I 
«ftr fa r  $faRi % apwrh *t aj£ afi| ^ t t  
| ffc *5 *5T # 5TT̂ T *ftr araWT
* m T ^ % f a r r t  1 

% HT$ *H# TT ’TTSR' apTf t ,
vm  3? H Tf St &T # »PR iflT 4* 5T 
7$ I «*f«M HPT $• HPT *TR M*T*Î
% <n̂ rrr *rc ^  •p̂ ’tt *t3R!T £ ft> w  <re$ 
f r  imnT gf̂ rcr % 31H # ^w <i ^r 
arraT | I t  JT? *ft apjpTT f r  VTin^T
anaflr #  3ft «nft *ns*ft 1 *  ^  1rtt»r sfpft
? !  <101*1 % fin| JPFIT % ITRWt ?T 
s*t*t ,33T f  i ip r  q>tf arft«r wrnft

wwr #  ST̂ t T̂TRTT I  <ft *  ft^ t 
t^nr % w?r qft *t>£«»[ ^r iftr 3ft VR*ft 
'3»î i w h  if »lft Hldl t  fa*i4 «rtf 
^fksttTO TCTI «PT 3S  *Rhr HT$ 

’wt ^  ^ I
*13 Aft *rr vr*r ,ft%  t r t  vt ’i t r
«PT JRW TOT % I g^wt ^TT <TKT 
ift n r  ^ <F«^t ^TOT *P»T ?ft

l

*5 rft ?WT|[ ?t afT̂ TT «<k 
»T3PjT 3tvT ^  «n#f % W  »n: 
pT̂ IT itt* SF̂ ÎT ftf ?TT?
ft snrcfaTT t t  fw a n t i^ ^ n n B m  
i  fv  ^ rofk  is  #fpT ^  «mr % 
«rm w o  &p sft ’Ffawr ¥7  Ir w  w  
PlMH felT W  t  *1? *̂ 5̂  f e lM  
qr vivir<.d 1 1 »̂t 9rfir ^
m fro t sftr s t f r  enfir 
’v tsrm sfr^ r^ ^ tanft^ t^  ^ 1% f̂ re: 
^t i>t s iv m  *l>t *i4t $ f t  £  i
ifk  ypflV SfkTRPT TVT Vt 1TRVTV9T 
^  t ,  ^ it iiaFPnr # aiv fv  p n *  
$ m  W t 5T?t t  ^  «St s»t 1 1 
t  w*mm ^ farr ^  jtot vmMfarw 
vl'ftti 4«i’il stv  ?lft ^IT I *T r̂*TVRTT 
gfap *rfe FfPpfhTSSFT ^KT ^
X o ^  ^  ? 0 ^  >PT ̂  VT ̂ Nt^f 
* t t  ^ t  > art ^ 5 1 1  atf f t  3rnmr 1

H ^TTP " tv « 5 ^ ’ siT 
% far ftpn | «n:? 1 vam^rftvmr
v t^ r ^ f^ ’r a f ’T ’aw vr f r̂dsr 
t o t  «r? t|t | «ftr 4  irran ^tctt g 
Fff vs v t arm  % ^ t  1

f*T% HT*T 5 f aft T O  3*ft^  <RT«Rft

fSJ «F? ̂ TT ̂ f !T  f  I f t  *WST I  ft: «nrT- 
*Rft 5T f  3[ «Fift f t  %ftf*T M a r
?f!r ar??r ftm  | *fk sH fat *Tff 
ftcn 1 v i 'FP'or ft?*fr »Ti 'nifapt'T^naRr 
vt «mr wg7?rt r̂ft 1 f t  w t r  £  fv

yd'T T̂<PT % arPTT ^ r  *T f t  Jl<, arj 
iff f t  w t  % ft: ^  $ ^5R «rsr f t  
Prm9TT Hi *r f t  f3Rr vt ftl 3*T ftwt 
?*naT t o  % s^stt vx ^  | 1 
fqBT nr ^t 5*rw ftcrr | ^  ^  ft^T | 
«frr ?rft flranr 1 ^«f?rg frrr

| ft? arft M^roff h «Ptf ^ 
?ftgH v t ^rrrr artaf %1%!T ’fM'uw
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[«ft «»>T.TTin!r ir<r]
^  «[PT TT %

5J*r*S*rT ftra % wtpot strw *frr mrf 
vt m* »rfa % , u  *tt rx. *f.tr
STstptt*? ^ a w tfs r fa c r jr iT  ftoT 1 
ift fa^TC % i s  foTH % «n% *
<mT^vr»prprvT% afr^Tvrsira^n 
T eft|^$hFflr|iftT ireSM  i

17 hrs.
Shri Easwara Iyer (Trivandrum): 

I am constrained to oppose this Bill 
-on the ground that so far as the need 
for amending a statute is concerned, 
it has to be decided in the light of the 

•expediency oi" xiie situation.
Looking at the Bill, one may be 

tempted to say the Mover being under 
an apprehension that at present there 
are miscreants or vagabonds running 
round the State destroying crops and, 
therefore, it is in the interest of the 
State and of the agriculturist that 
some amendment of the Penal Code is 
found necessary.

Looking at section 427 of the IPC, 
it is exactly the same as the proposed 
amendment—427A—but for this dif­
ference that in section 427A the limit 
is fixed at Bs. 10 whereas in section 
-427 it is fixed at Bs. SO. Though the 
words 'agricultural crops* do not 
appear in section 427, the section is 
-wide enough to include within its 
ambit any property including agri­
cultural property. To me it appears 
that there is no magic in fixing a 
particular limit regarding value of 
property either as Rs. 10 or as Rs. 80, 
unless of course the Mover is able to 
show that there is some rational basis 
for fixing it at Rs. 10. It could be 
Re. 1 or Re. 1/2 or even Rs. BO. The 
test that has to be applied so far as 
the proposed amendment is concerned 
is whether the need of the society at 
present is satisfied with the existing 
provision of law in the IPC. My res­
pectful submission is that there is 
ample provision there, graver offenres 
could be punished by much severer 
sentences found in the later sections.

1 8Mppose when the M om  comes tor— 
wa*d with such a Bill, one is tempted 
to think that a certain amount of 
&l**Bust tendency or an anxiety neu- 
rosi» is in him at least in favour of 
a8ricultural landlords.

* need not go into the motives for 
int*bducing the Bill. Of course, the 
MoVer may have very good intentions. 
But We know what the police are. 
T° >̂ut wider powers into their hands, 
not that I .am saying that the police 
are all persons out to get at the vil­
lagers or harass any person, but to 
giv^ a giant’s power in the hands of 

police and to allow them to go 
picking persons on tie  grouncf 

that they have committed mischief 
damaged property of trivial value, 

is something with which we cannot 
see eye to eye.

®y the proposed amendment, the 
^on' Member in charge of the Bill 
H»y think that any person who bis 
suffered damage of Rs. 10 with res- 
P6^, to his agricultural commodities 
maJl- at once run to the police and get 

aid and bring the miscreants to 
M .  For all practical purposes, 
w^ther it is Rs. 10 or Rs. 50 or 
Rs- 100, it is really a difficult affair to 
2°  to the police and get their aid, 
Partieularly when a private complaint 
28 r̂icen to them. That has been our 
exP1erience. I am not criticising police 
officers, but my respectful submission 
** *hat once this Bill becomes law, 
evely  person who is residing near the 
property, where the crop is grown, 
wiW be harassed by the landowners 
on the ground that he has committed 
“ Hhief to property. There will he a 
nun»ber of complaints and the man 

have no other time except to go 
to \he magistrates court on private 
con\plaints made by the landowners.

There is yet another aspect of this 
matter that has to be looked into. In 
80 far as our State is concerned, we 
b*ye got a law there so far as the 
evi(:tion of fcudiyiruppu tenants are 
conbemed, this will be a very con- 
venient weapon in the hands of any
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[Shri Xaswara Iyer] 
landlord to start eviction proceedings, 
to get reealatrant tenants out ol the 
property by the backdoor methods of 
filing a complaint against them say­
ing that they have committed mis* 
chief aad somehow or other getting 
pleasant with the police officers

My submission so far as this Bill is 
concerned is that there is absolutely 
no neoessity or expediency for amend­
ing the Indian Penal Code, parti­
cularly when there is section 427 I 
would say that this seems to be a case 
of Much Ado About Nothing

The Depot? Minister o f Food (Shri 
M. V. Krlshnappa): Sir, the way 
Member after Member replied to the 
points and doubts raised by the mover, 
Shn Raghunath Singh, makes me feel 
that there is no need to reply to his 
points because every point has been 
replied by our friends already I 
sympathise with Shn Raghunath Smgh 
and thank him for the sympathy he 
has towards the cultivator and the 
peasant who is working to increase 
production m the country

But, we have not received any 
report—as Shn V P Nayar rightly 
asked him in the beginning—that this 
mischief is on the increase in any 
State Apart from that, as a prac­
tical agriculturist coming from a 
village, I would like to bring to the 
notice of the hon Member, Shn 
Raghunath Singh that there are three 
enemies of our agncultunsts The 
first is the monkeys who do a lot of 
mischief and spoil the crops Secondly, 
stray cattle, and thirdly, the tout of 
the village The touts, the mischief- 
mongers in the village who have no 
other work to do will be searching 
tor some plea or other to drag these 
innocent agriculturists to the court 
and thereby make a living If we 
amend the law, it is going to 
strengthen the hands of the third type 
of enemies of the agncultunsts in the 
Village.

In this penod of transition, when 
the poor agriculturists are being 
harassed, this amendment would

strengthen the hands of touts and 
vested interests in harassing the agn­
cultunsts I feel that the existing 
provision of law covers the mischief 
which my hon. friend has m mind and 
there is no necessity to amend the 
law and I oppose this Bill and would 
request Shn Raghunath Smgh to 
withdraw it

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon
Minister

Shri V. P. Nayar rose—
The Minister of State in the Minis­

try of Home Affairs (Shri Datar): If
Shn Nayar wants to speak I shall 
reply afterwards

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No
Shri Datar: Mr Deputy-Speaker, Sir, 

the hon mover of this Bill must have 
seen by now that in spite of his very 
eloquent appeal he has not succeeded 
in persuading even one Member of 
this hon House to his view That 
shows that there is no need for the 
enactment of this particular section 
in the Indian Penal Code

In the Statement of Objects and 
Reasons as also m his speech, he 
made a reference to two points One 
was that there was a need for 
increased agricultural production 
That is admitted by all The ques­
tion is whether, as he has stated in 
the Statement of Objects and Reasons, 
recently there has been a greater 
need for protection m the sense that 
there has been greater spoliation or 
damage to crops I looked into this 
subject so far as this offence was con­
cerned I looked into certain reports 
of the Criminal Administration of 
Justice in different States for certain 
years and I did not come across any 
increase so far as offences under 
'mischief were concerned

An Hon. Member: They deal only 
with convictions, not with com­
plaints

Shri Datar: So far as these reports 
are concerned, we have got tabular 
statements regarding commission of 
offences under different heads and I
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found that 10 f u  u  the offence of 
'mischief was concerned, (here has 
been no appreciable Increase at all; 
much less any particular increase so 
far as damage to crops is concerned. 
Under these circumstances the ques­
tion that arises is whether the laud­
able -object that he has in view can 
be served by adding a provision to 
the penal law of the land.

A number of hon. Members have 
rightly pointed out the dangers of 
such additional or hasty enactment. 
After all we have to be extremely 
careful, especially when we are deal­
ing with the Penal Code or with the 
addition of more penal offences. There 
are certain dangers or risks involved 
in it and as my hon. friend pointed 
oat here we have got a piece of legis­
lation, the Indian Penal Code, which 
is not only artistically drawn up but 
which is also exhaustively draws up. 
All the possible offences that a man 
can commit have been very fully 
dealt with and that is why the Indian 
Penal Code is one of those pieces of 
enactments which has received only 
a few amendments during the last 
century.

So far as the Chapter on ‘Mischief 
is concerned, it has been so well 
drafted that all that is necessary so 
far as the prevention of offences of 
mischief is concerned has been pro­
perly put in there and we have got 
sections where aggravated forms of 
this offence have been very clearly 
dealt with.

My hon. friend the Mover pointed 
out certain circumstances and he con­
tented with some possibility that in 
the case of destruction o f animals 
there are certain sections which treat 
it as an aggravated offence. Why 
should not the same consideration be 
shown so far as crops are concerned? 
You will find from the nature of the 
society that we have, from the nature 
o f offences that are being committed, 
these particular safeguards or addi­
tional offences were necessary in res­
pect of certain types of property like 
cattle wealth, irrigation works, etc.,

but even then when the Act « u  
passed long Jong ago no need was felt 
for the special protection of crops. 
Crops were included in the general 
term property. Therefore, when there 
are certain sections where damage is 
done to one's crops, natural recourse 
can be had to the provisions of the 
Indian Penal Code instead of enlarg­
ing these provisions on the lines 
pointed out by my hon. friend.

My hon. friend’s approach, with due 
deference to him, is rather theoretical 
and necessarily unrealistic. Let him 
consider what would be the effects as 
some hon. Members have pointed out 
It will not help or fulfil the object 
that he has in view. On the other 
hand it would be creating a new 
offence and it is quite likely as some 
hon. Members have pointed out these 
powers might be abused. Now he 
contended that this offence should 
also be a cognisable offence. A 
number of hon. Members have pointed 
out what they consider as dangerous 
so far as increase in the powers of 
the police are concerned.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Does the hon. 
Minister agree with that view?

Shri Datar: I have said: “What they 
consider”. I am particular about this 
expression ‘What they consider*.

An Hon. Member: We are con­
cerned with what you consider.

Shri Datar: So far as I am con­
cerned, there is no need to fear. What 
will happen? Some hon. Member* 
here would come round and complain 
that these provisions are being abused 
and exploited for the purpose of 
harassing the poor agriculturists or 
the tenants. That danger is there— 
the danger of opposition not the 
danger of abuse by the police. Let 
this be clearly understood.

The hon. Member has done some 
injustice to the panchayats that are 
working here and there—particularly 
the adolot panchayats. It is one of 
the Directive Principles of our Con­
stitution that the institution at
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[Shri Datar]
panchayats ihould be fully revived 
and has to be made use of even in 
the administration of justice. 1 know 
of at least one State—the State from 
which the hon. Member cornea—the 
Uttar Pradesh, when we have got 
these judicial panchayats working very 
well. That is the report and I am 
extremely sorry that the hon. Mem­
ber was so unfair and unjust about 
the new institution which we do 
desire to start again and which, I am 
confident, will so work in the next 
few years that ultimately we shall 
have a pattern of panchayats, includ­
ing judicial panchayats, which would 
be working well and reducing litiga­
tions and also the cost of litigations 
to which my hon. friend referred.

It is quite likely that in some 
villages where there are factions these 
powers might be abused or might 
have been abused. But, on the whole 
the experiment in one of our major 
States has been fairly successful and 
therefore, I would implore the hon. 
Member and others also to watch 
this new experiment with sympathy 
and not to deprecate it at the present 
stage. Therefore, the hon. Member 
will kindly understand that there is 
no need for this particular offence.

As Shri Sinhasan Singh rightly 
pointed out, wherever there has been 
co-operation between the parties in 
the villages and where the executive 
side of the panchayats has been work­
ing well, there has been less of des­
truction or cutting of the crops and 
only where there are village factions, 
these things happen. So, we should 
not have a new enactment, especially 
a penal provision, unless it is abso­
lutely essential As my hon. friend 
from the Ministry of Food and Agri­
culture pointed out, there is absolutely 
no need tor this so far as the protec­
tion or increase in the production of 
food crops is concerned. Unless this 
particular evil has increased beyond 
all proportions, it would not be proper 
to undertake any legislation, especially 
of the hasty type that the hon. Mem­
ber has brought forward here.

Secondly, the House will also under­
stand that in this matter, we have to 
consult the State Governments. In 
case any such provision has been 
added in the Indian Penal Code, the 
State Governments will have to take 
cognisance of this offence and they 
will have to consider it. Wherever 
there is a proposal to amend the 
criminal law, we always consult the 
State Governments. It is a concurrent 
subject and we have always followed 
a practice according to which when­
ever there are any proposals either 
before the House or elsewhere, we 
consult the State Governments and 
take their views. Only then, we take 
proper action. Otherwise, no action 
is taken at all. I might inform this 
hon. House that we have not received 
any complaints so far as destruction 
of crops is concerned from the State 
Governments. There might be a cer­
tain number of cases here and there 
jyst as there might be offences being 
committed in other respects. But the 
evil has not become so prevalent, has 
not become so abnormal as to neces­
sitate the making of a special Act, and 
the making of the offence in that 
respect cognizable. That is what the 
hon. Member has stated in the State­
ment of Objects and Reasons.

We have to consider all these points, 
and after considering all these points 
the point that has to be decided is as 
to whether there is any need at all for 
this additional penal provision. In 
view of the fact that most of the hon. 
Members who have spoken have 
opposed this Bill, I am quite confident 
that this House will throw out this 
Bill. All the same, in view of the 
laudable object that my hon. friend 
has in view, though the remedy is mis­
conceived, I would request him to 
withdraw this Bill.

Shri Sinhasan Singh: The hon. 
Deputy Minister of Agriculture point­
ed out three menaces to agriculture 
of which monkey is number 1. May 
I know whether he proposes to bring 
any legislation to avoid it?

Mr. Depnty-Speaker: We will dis­
cuss that at some other time.
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The Bill was, by leave, withdrawn.
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